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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this dissertation is to depict the 
impact of the porfiriato and the role of Ramon Corral in the 
state from 1875 to 1900. Upon assuming the presidency, 
General Diaz launched a centralization program designed to 
give the federal government control over the states and to 
bring order to Mexico. At the same time the Mexican presi
dent worked to attract foreign capital and hoped that once 
the nation achieved order and stability, foreign investments 
would lead to the industrialization of the country. Conse
quently , Luis Torres and Ramon Corral, whose ideas coincided 
with those of the president and who agreed with the policies 
of the national government, became instrumental in insti
tuting Diaz' program in Sonora.

Corral, who served as Diaz' first and only vice- 
president, played a vital and often dominant role in the 
affairs of Sonora from 1870 to 1900. In the early '70's 
before the rise of Diaz, Corral edited two newspapers in 
which he attacked the administration of Ignacio Pesqueira 
which had controlled Sonora since 1857. After the fall of 
the pesqueiristas in 1876, Corral served in the state legis
lature where he waged a new struggle against the interim 
government of Vicente Mariscal, and sponsored legislation to 
promote the economic grpwth of the state. He returned to
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vii
the state legislature under the administration of Luis E. 
Torres in 1879 to serve as both deputy from the district of 
Alamos and secretary of state. The state elected the young 
deputy to the national congress in 1880, and during his 
term of office Corral successfully defended the agricultural 
interests of Sonora. Failing to be re-elected to the 
national body in 1882, Corral returned to Sonora where he 
alternately served in the positions of secretary of state or 
governor, thereby dominating the administration of the state 
until the end of the century.

During the period that Ramon Corral directed the 
administration of the state, Sonora emerged from its chaotic 
past to achieve internal stability and economic progress. 
Diaz terminated the political struggles which had plagued 
the entire nation, and the military forces of the United 
States aided the Mexicans in checking the Apache raids. 
Foreign investors revitalized the decaying mining industry, 
constructed the railroad which linked the state to commer
cial markets in the United States, and abetted the coloniza
tion of vast territories within the state. Sonorans 
participated in the economic growth of the state as middle
men in many of the mining adventures, cultivated greater 
acreage, and expanded their commercial operations to take 
advantage of the increase in population and the new markets 
in the United States. Although the government failed to 
control the Yaqui and Mayo tribes in the southern region of
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the state and, consequently, failed to colonize the fertile 
tribal lands, Sonora prospered from the programs of the 
porfiriato.



CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTION

The history of the state of Sonora from its incep
tion in 1830 to the rise of Porfirio Diaz in 1876 is a 
history of internal chaos and economic decadence. It is a 
history of caudillo rule free from interference from Mexico 
City and of Apache raids which almost forced the abandonment 
of the frontier region. In the southern part of the state 
two powerful tribes lived virtually free from civil authori
ties and controlled the two major river systems of Sonora. 
The Yaqui and Mayo tribes occupied the fertile lands along 
the river banks and blocked the Mexican attempts to colonize 
the river areas. To the further detriment of the economy, 
Sonoran miners could not compete with the foreign producers 
who used more advanced methods and enjoyed better and 
cheaper transportation facilities. Those engaged in agri
culture faced similar problems as antiquated techniques, 
scarcity of water, inaccessible markets, and a meager labor 
force limited production. No railroad crossed the state and 
few wagon roads existed. The only regular stage line 
operated between the port city of Guaymas and Hermosillo. 
Occasionally a stage ran between Hermosillo and the state 
capital, Ures, but no line linked Sonora with Arizona.
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2
Political struggles, filibustering expeditions, and French 
invaders compounded the problems of Sonora and drained the 
state treasury.^

The internal chaos and economic decadence within the 
state caused many persons to emigrate and threatened to 
depopulate Sonora. Sonoran officials estimated that by the 
year 1871, some 16,000 persons had emigrated either to Alta 
California or to Arizona, and 4,000 had been killed in the 
political struggles and Indian conflicts. Several frontier 
towns lost over fifty per cent of their population and 
Arizpe, the former state capital, declined from a population 
of over 6,000 citizens to less than 2,000. Overall,
Sonora's population declined from a high of 150,000 in 1840 
to less than 100,000 in the early 18701s. Because of the 
loss in population, mines closed, fields lay fallow, and

1. E. de Fleury, "Noticias Geologicas, Geograficas 
y Estadisticas Sobre Sonora y Baja California," [1864] in 
Genero Garcia (ed.), Documentos Ineditos 0 Muy Raros Para la 
Historia de Mexico (36 vols., Mexico: Libreria de la Vda. de 
Ch. Bouret, 1909), XXII, 221-22, 228-33; John Russell 
Bartlett, Personal Narrative of Explorations and Incidents 
in Texas. New Mexico. California. Sonora, and Chihuahua. 
connected with the United States and Mexican Boundary Com
mission. During the Years 1850, '51. '52. and '53 (2 vols.,
Chicago: The Rio Grande Press Inc., 1965), I, 282, 409; 
Alexander Willard to secretary of state, October 1, 1870, 
September 30, 1871; Alexander Garrison to secretary of 
state, September 30, 1872, "Despatches from United States 
Consuls in Guaymas, Mexico, 1832-1896,11 National Archives 
Microfilm Publications, Microcopy T-210 (Washington: National 
Archives and Record Service, 1958-1961), rolls 2, 3; Boletin 
Oficial (Ures), September 15, 1876; Francisco T. Davila,  ̂
Sonora Historico v Descriptiva (Nogales, Arizona: Tipografia 
de R. Bernal, 1894), p. 2.
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commerce declined, while taxes increased and discontent

2mounted among the populous.
While Sonora suffered through the civil struggles, 

Apache raids, Indian rebellions, and filibustering move
ments, as well as the French invasion of 1865, a new breed 
of men devoted to the economic progress of the state 
emerged. These men struggled to take over the state in 
order that they could institute policies more conducive to 
the economic development of Sonora. Men such as Ramon 
Corral and Luis Torres realized that first they had to 
pacify the state before economic growth could take place 
and to attract the foreign capital which they thought neces
sary to exploit the wealth of the state. However, before 
these leaders established firm control over Sonora, Porfirio 
Diaz led the Tuxtepec rebellion which catapulted him into 
the national palace.

Upon assuming the presidency, General Diaz launched 
a centralization program designed to give the federal 
government control over the states and to bring order to 
Mexico. At the same time the Mexican president worked to 
attract foreign capital and hoped that once the nation 
achieved order and stability, foreign investments would lead 
to the industrialization of the country. Consequently, Luis 2

2. Alexander Willard to secretary of state,
September 30, 1871, September 30, 1878, "Consular Despatches, 
Guaymas," rolls 2, 4; Boletin Oficial (Ures), April 20, 1877; 
Bartlett, Personal Narrative, pp. 282, 409.
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Torres and Ramon Corral, whose ideas coincided with those of 
the president and who agreed with the policies of the 
national government, became instrumental in instituting 
Diaz' program in Sonora.

Corral, who served as Diaz' first and only vice- 
president , played a vital, and often dominant, role in the 
affairs of Sonora from 1870 to 1900. In the early '70's 
before the rise of Diaz, Corral edited two newspapers in 
which he attacked the administration of Ignacio Pesqueira 
which had controlled Sonora since 1857. After the fall of 
the pesqueiristas in 1876, Corral served in the state 
legislature where he waged a new struggle against the 
interim government of Vicente Mariscal, and sponsored 
legislation to promote the economic growth of the state.
He returned to the state legislature under the administra
tion of Luis E. Torres in 1879 to serve as both deputy from 
the district of Alamos and secretary of state. The state 
elected the young deputy to the national congress in 1880. 
During his term of office, Corral successfully defended the 
agricultural interests of Sonora. Failing to be re-elected 
to the national body in 1882, Corral returned to Sonora 
where he alternately served in the positions of secretary of
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state or governor, thereby dominating the administration of 
the state until the end of the century.^

During the period that Ramon Corral directed the 
administration of the state, Sonora emerged from its chaotic 
past to achieve internal stability and economic progress. 
Diaz terminated the political struggles which had plagued 
the entire nation. The military forces of the United States 
aided the Mexicans in checking the Apache raids. Foreign 
investors revitalized the decaying mining industry, 
constructed the railroad which linked the state to commer
cial markets in the United States, and abetted the coloniza
tion of vast territories within the state. Sonorans 
participated in the economic growth of the state as middle
men in many of the mining adventures, cultivated greater 
acreage, and expanded their commercial operations to take 
advantage of the increase in population and the new markets 
in the United States. As a result of the activities under
taken during the porfiriato. Sonora prospered. 3

3. For biographies on Ramon Corral see Manuel R. 
Uruchurtu, Apuntes Bioqraficos del Senor D. Ramon Corral: 
Desde Su Nacimiento Hasta Encarqarse Del Gobierno Del 
Distrito Federal (1854-1900) (Mexico: Eusebio Gomez de la 
Puente, 1910); Ignacio B. del Castillo, Bioqrafia de D. 
Ramon Corral (Mexico: Imprenta Dirigida por Juan Aguilar 
Vera, 1910).



CHAPTER II

STRUGGLE FOR POWER

Between 1869 and 1875 opposition to the regime of 
Ignacio Pesqueira steadily increased, finally culminating in 
a major revolt led by Francisco Serna. Before the 1875 
struggle, a clash over constitutional reforms ensued when 
Pesqueira refused to accept the limitations on the powers of 
the chief executive proposed by opposition factions and 
chose, instead, to accept the constitution drafted by his 
supporters. The adoption of the pesqueirista constitution 
provoked an unsuccessful minor revolt in 1873, which allowed 
General Pesqueira to assume greater authority, and forced 
the various opposing factions to realize the necessity of 
forming a united force against the governor. A constitu
tional amendment prohibiting Ignacio Pesqueira from running 
for re-election in 1875, offered these factions with such an 
opportunity, but the governor manipulated the selection of 
the delegates to the electoral college and succeeded in 
defeating his opponents. The opposition claimed fraud and 
revolted. Ramon Corral, who had participated in the events 
leading up to the rebellion, joined the struggle to oust the 
old caudillo.

6
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Ramon Corral Verdugo was born January 10, 1854, on 

an hacienda about four kilometers from the city of Alamos, 
Sonora. His father, Fulgencio Corral, managed the hacienda 
until 1859, when, in October, the family moved to the mining 
town of Palmarejo, Chihuahua, and then in March of 1863 to 
Chinipas, also in Chihuahua. Fulgencio Corral opened a 
mercantile store and soon the citizens elected him 
presidente (mayor) of the city council. Since Palmarejo had 
lacked a school, Senor Corral taught his son the basics of 
reading, writing, and arithmetic. In Chinipas young Ramon 
attended the town's school and learned to appreciate the 
advantages of an education. Unfortunately for the Corral 
family, the father died from the kick of a horse on January 
14, 1868, leaving his young wife and seven children, Ramon 
being the eldest.*

• Chinipas offered few opportunities for a young man 
with ambition so Ramon Corral returned to Sonora to settle 
in Alamos. Located just south of the Mayo River in the 
southern region of the state, and situated in the foothills 
of the Sierra Madre mountains, Alamos was the residence of 
many of Sonora's most influential families. During the 
colonial period the rich mines of the area made Alamos a 1

1. Uruchurtu, Apuntes Bioqraficos. pp. 7-8; 
Castillo, Ramon Corral. pp. 7-9; Francisco R. Almada, 
Diccionario de Historia. Geoqrafia y Biografia Sonorenses 
(Chihuahua: Ruiz Sandoval, 1952), pp. 190-91; Interview with 
Jorge Corral, grandson of Ramon Corral, November 6, 1970.
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leading town of the northwest region, but the general
decadence of the state in the nineteenth century affected
the town as it did the rest of Sonora. Many of the citizens
of Alamos blamed Governor Pesqueira for the poor economic

2conditions of the state and opposed his rule.
The old caudillo had come to power in 1857 when he 

toppled the centralist government of Manuel Maria Gandara 
and established a federalist regime more favorable to the 
liberals. The strong mining and commercial interests of the 
state abetted the revolt and, when Gandara accused the 
rebels of having usurped power, the city of Alamos, with 
the financial aid of Miguel Urrea and Jose Maria Almada, 
commissioned Bartolome E. Almada to present Pesqueira1s case 
to President Benito Juarez. Once the Mexican president 
accepted the legitimacy of Pesqueira1s act, Sonorans elected 
the ambitious young officer governor. The state's chief 
executive supported the liberal constitution of 1857, 
defended the state against the raids of the intrepid Apache, 
and fought against the French imperialist forces in 1865. 
Governor Pesqueira1s efforts toward the liberal cause earned

2. Uruchurtu, Apuntes Biograficos, pp. 8-9; 
Bartolome E. Almada, Almada of Alamos: The Diary of Don 
Bartolome (Tucson: Arizona Silhouettes, 1962), pp. 2-11;
This volume contains a translation of Almada1s diary, 1859- 
1863, by Carlotta Miles, who also provides a scholarly 
introduction and an epilogue; Leonidas Hamilton, Border 
States of Mexico: Sonora, Sinaloa. Chihuahua, and Durango 
(2nd ed.; San Francisco: Bacon and Company, 1881), pi 30; 
Fleury, "Noticias," pp. 214-15.
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him the recognition of many of the nation's liberal leaders, 
but his failure to improve the general conditions of Sonora 
alienated many of his former backers.^

The commercial interests and the miners and wheat 
farmers also resented Pesqueira's arbitrary taxation 
policies. These interest-groups not only paid taxes on 
their business transactions, but frequently the Sonoran 
chief executive levied special contributions to meet the 
emergencies of a revolt or an Indian raid. Even more 
damaging, Pesqueira would involve Sonoran troops in affairs 
outside of the state, then demand a contribution to meet the 
expense. In order to pay their alloted quota, merchants 
often had to unload merchandise at inopportune times or to 
seek loans at high rates of interest. As a consequence, 
opposition to the dictatorial administration emerged in the

4three commercial centers of Alamos, Guaymas, and Hermosillo. 3 4

3. Ramon Corral, Obras Historicas. Resena Historica 
el Estado de Sonora. 1856-1877: Bioqrafia de Jose Maria 
Leyva Cajeme: Las Razas Indigenas de Sonora (Hermosillo: 
Biblioteca Sonorense de Geografia e Historia, 1959), pp. 25- 
146, passim; Laureano Calvo Berber, Nociones de Historia de 
Sonora (Mexico: Libreria de Manuel Porrua, S.A., 1958), pp. 
226-34; Almada, Almada of Alamos, pp. 19-20; Rudolph F. 
Acuna, "Ignacio Pesqueira: Sonoran Caudillo," Arizona and 
the West.̂ XII (Summer, 1970), 145-62; Antonio G. Rivera, La 
Revolucion en Sonora (Mexico: n.p., 1969), p. 100.

4. Arizona Citizen (Tucson), October 23, 1875; 
Uruchurfcu, Apuntes Biograficos. p. 18; Almada, Almada of 
Alamos. pp. 21-22.
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In order to indicate opposition to the existing 

conditions merchants took advantage of public celebrations 
and demonstrated by carrying placards announcing their 
demands in the local parades. During the Guaymas Inde
pendence Day celebration in 1869, the business community 
carried signs which read "Reformation of the laws regarding 
imports," "Free transit," "Down with the internal tax on 
imports," "Colonization," "Free exportation," "Internal 
improvements," "Railroads," "Steamers," and "Protection to 
industry.General Pesqueira's inability to meet these 
demands cost him support, while his failure to fulfill 
promises and his personal affronts toward leading citizens 
also alienated former backers.

An example of Pesqueira's unscrupulous tactics came 
early in his reign. Miguel Urrea abetted the rebellion 
against Manuel Gandara in 1857 and served as Pesqueira's 
vice-governor, but he opposed his chief's candidacy in 1861. 
Holding mining and commercial interests in Chihuahua and 
Sonora, plus large agricultural holdings, Urrea represented 
one of the leading families of the state and had married 
into the very prominent Almada family. Although he served 
in the Pesqueira administration, Urrea objected to the 
forced levies and to the chief executive's secretary of 5

5. Alexander Willard to secretary of state, 
September 18, 1869, "Consular Despatches, Guaymas," roll 2.
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state, Manuel Monteverde. In order to retain the support 
of his vice-governor in the coming gubernatorial race, 
Pesqueira promised to cease the forced taxes imposed on the 
merchants and the miners, to replace his secretary of state, 
and not to run again for re-election. In exchange for these, 
promises Urrea agreed to support Pesqueira, but once re
elected the governor continued his arbitrary policy of 
taxation, retained the services of Monteverde, and dominated 
the ballot box well into the 1870's. Urrea denounced these 
actions and became part of the opposition.^

On another occasion Governor Pesqueira alienated the 
powerful Almada family. When Colonel Antonio Esteves 
belatedly resurrected the Plan of Tacubaya in 1861, which 
had rejected the nation's liberal constitution of 1857 and 
had provoked a three year civil war within Mexico, Toribio 
and Vicente Almada joined the revolt. Sonora's military 
forces quickly crushed the rebellion, and in one battle 
killed Vicente and in another captured Toribio. Pesqueira 
needlessly ordered the execution of the young rebel.
Toribio's wife and family pleaded for the general to rescind 
the order, but Pesqueira refused the request and after the 
execution he imprisoned the patriarch of the Almada family, 6

6. Roberto Acosta, Apuntes Historicos Sonorense: La 
Ciudad de Alamos en la Epoca de las Guerras de Reforma y del 
Imperio (n.p.: n.p.. n.d.). pp. 153-54, 164-65; Almada, —  
Diccionario. pp. 812-13; Almada, Almada of Alamos. p. 26.

-  "  ■ -
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Jose Maria Almada, on charges of abetting the enemy and
instigating an uprising among the Mayo Indians. Although
the state authorities never proved the charges, the family

7had to pay a 10,000 peso fine for the release of Almada.
According to Bartolome Almada, nephew of Jose Maria and also
a leading political figure in the state, Pesqueira's actions
produced a wave of resentment. In fact, in reference to the
execution of Toribio , Bartolome wrote, "All Alamos laments
this misfortune and comments not at all favorable are made

8about the Government."
Conditions failed to improve within Sonora during 

the 1860's, and at the age of fourteen, Ramon Corral plunged 
into the heart of the political maelstrom which plagued 
Sonora by going to work in the district judgeship office of 
Miguel Urrea in 1868. At first the youth performed the 
duties of a clerk, but his ability quickly attracted the 
attention of the judge who made Corral his personal secre
tary. Corral worked hard in the office and devoted a great 
deal of time to studying the law books belonging to Judge 
Urrea. The young secretary also listened attentively to the 
conversations between the judge and the other prominent 
citizens who visited the office. Before long the political 7 8

7. Almada^ Almada of Alamos, pp. 49-55, 92-95; 
Corral, Obras Historicas. pp. 41-42; Almada, Diccionario. 
pp. 50-53; Calvo Berber, Nociones de Historia. pp. 220-21.

8. Almada, Almada of Alamos. p. 55.
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struggle captured the enthusiasm of Corral and in 1872 he 
became editor for the local opposition newspaper, La Voz de 
Alamos. In the middle of 1873, he suspended La Voz de 
Alamos to take over La Fantasma which was partly owned by

9Luis Torres.
Corral's attack against the administration intensi

fied in 1873 because of a dispute over constitutional 
reforms. In 1869 the deputies to the state legislature 
approved a series of reforms to the state constitution, but 
failed to enact the measures into law. The fifteenth legis
lature in 1872 renewed interest in the constitutional 
changes by approving the earlier recommended reforms which 
included changes in the judicial system, rescinded the right 
of citizenship to those of the Yaqui and Mayo tribes who 
refused to submit to the authority of the state, and limited 
the powers of the state governor. The latter reforms 
established the direct election of public officials, reduced 
the appointive power of the chief executive by making the 
prefects of the nine districts elective positions, and 
prohibited the re-election of the governor, vice-governor, 
and prefects. In order to curtail the chief executive's 
powers even more, the reformers proposed that, when a 
specified period of time elapsed without the governor having * III,

9. Uruchurtu, Apuntes Bioqraficos. pp. 9-11; Inter
view with Jorge Corral, November 6, 1970 and Ramon Corral,
III, grandson of Don Ramon Corral, November 11, 1970.
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acted upon a bill, the president of the state legislature 
could sign the bill into law."*"®

When the deputies sent the proposed reforms to the 
Sonoran governor in 1872, General Pesqueira returned the 
measures requesting that the legislature give greater con
sideration to the amendments. The members complied with the 
chief executive's wish, but when they called for a new vote 
after debate ended, one of the pesqueirista deputies left 
the chamber. Lacking a quorum, the members seated the 
deputy's suplente^ (substitute) in order to outmaneuver the 
pesqueiristas. and approved the constitutional reforms for
the second time on November 1, 1872. Again the state

12governor rejected the measures.
Newspapers related the struggle to the public and 

the issue quickly engulfed the state in a new crisis. In 
order to counter the opposition, the Pesqueira forces 
pressured several municipal councils into publically con
demning the reforms while the official newspaper of the 
administration, La Estrella de Occidents, spearheaded the 
attack. La Estrella de Occidents denounced the reforms as * 11

10. Corral. Obras Historicas. pp. 100-01; Calvo 
Berber, Noclones de Historia. p. 241.

11. Deputies were elected as deputado propritario 
or deputado suplente. The propritario was the regularly 
elected deputy while the suplente was the substitute and 
served in the absence of the propritario.

12. Corral, Obras Historicas. pp. 101-02
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conservative acts against the public. It lambasted La Voz 
de Alamos for placing the sovereignty of the state legisla
ture above that of the people and for supporting the 
interests of a few to those of the mass.^^

While the public debated the proposed constitutional 
reforms. Governor Pesqueira took advantage of the opposition 
deputies' refusal to take their seats in the chamber by 
seating deputies more favorable to his administration. The 
pesqueirista deputies drafted a new constitution in April, 
1873, which rejected all of the proposed reforms excepting 
the measure which prohibited the re-election of the 
governor. Pesqueira immediately accepted the new state 
constitution and, despite the bitter outcries of the opposi
tion, enacted the measure into law. Although the chief 
executive passed the constitutional measure before the 
state-wide elections took place in 1873, the re-election 
reform did not prohibit his candidacy until 1875.

Although those who opposed the administration 
realized the futility of challenging Pesqueira in the June 
elections, the smoldering resentment burst forth into a new 
rebellion almost immediately after the governor assumed 
office for the sixth time. In the mining area of 13 14

13. Ibid., p. 102: La Estrella de Occidente (Ures), 
June 7, December 27, 1872, April 11, 1873; Acuna, "Ignacio 
Pesqueira," p. 167.

14. Corral, Obras Historicas. p. 103.
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Promontories, just outside the city of Alamos, Charles 
Conant proclaimed the Plan of Promontories on September 20, 
1 8 7 3 . Although Conant was a native of Sonora, he was the 
offspring of a Spanish mother and an American father and the 
future leader of the grandiose scheme to develop the Yaqui 
Valley. In his plan, the relatively unknown Sonoran 
denounced the suffering within the state, the tyranny of the 
present administration, and refused to accept either the new 
constitution or the recent elections. Hoping to enlist the 
support of others, Conant and his small band marched on 
Alamos where they released the local prisoners, including 
Ramon Corral, and requested a loan of 36,000 pesos in order 
to carry on the struggle. The movement failed for lack of a 
large following and the state militia forced the rebels to 
flee into the neighboring state of Chihuahua.

Instead of halting at the state line as the rebels 
had expected, the government troops pursued the band to the 
small town of Chinipas where a pitched battle took place.
In the exchange of gunfire the militia killed one rebel 
leader and soon took others captive. Corral hid in the 
house of a friend and then managed to escape only by scaling 15 16

15. For a brief biographical sketch of Charles 
Conant see Chapter VI, pp. 148-149.

16. Corral, Obras Historicas. p. 104; Alexander 
Willard to secretary of state, September 30, 1873, "Consular 
Despatches, Guaymas," roll 3; Plan of Promontorios in La 
Estrella de Occidente (Ures), September 26, 1873 and 
Uruchurtu, Apuntes Bioqraficos. p. 20.
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the back wall to flee on a waiting horse. Conant fled into
Sinaloa where the local authorities later apprehended him
and handed the leader of the revolt over to the Sonoran
officials. The state sentenced Charles Conant to be
executed for his crime against the public, but later

17commuted the sentence to ten years in exile. The Sonoran 
authorities also pressed for the return of Ramon Corral, 
whom they had imprisoned for his attacks against the adminis
tration in El Fantasma. The Alamos officials notified the 
district judge of Matamoros, Chihuahua concerning the 
criminal status of Corral and requested the ex-prisoner's 
return. The Matamoros judge forwarded the notice to the 
Chinipas judge who informed his superior that the escapee 
could not be located. Corral's whereabouts remained un
known , but within a year he reappeared in Alamos to renew 

18his attacks.
Far from harming the administration, the Conant 

revolt provided Pesqueira with the opportunity to consoli-
x

date his position as he increased the powers of the nine 
district prefects to deal with the threat. The authorities 
moved to crush any factions dangerous to the rule of 
Pesqueira and, in Alamos, Prefect Francisco M. Espino 17 18

17. La Estrella de Occidente (Ures), October 30, 
November 7, 1873, October 9, 1874; Corral, Obras Historicas. 
pp. 104-05; Uruchurtu, Apuntes Biograficos. pp. 22-23.

18. La Estrella de Occidente (Ures), March 20,
1874.
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arrested Jose Maria Ortiz. The wealthy merchant remained in
jail almost a month before the authorities charged him with
the crime of abetting the Conant rebellion. Although
several deputies condemned the improper treatment of Ortiz,

19the Sonoran governor never censored his prefects.
Although political tensions lessened in 1874, dis

content continued to be evident in a number of areas. In 
the state legislature the two deputies from Guaymas attacked 
a new tax which Pesqueira levied. Deputy Manuel Preciado 
argued that the quota for the district of Guaymas was too
high and a group of merchants from the port city obtained

20an amparo (injunction) against the tax. Later in the year 
a small group of citizens led by Victoriano Ortiz shouted 
public abuses against the state governor and the local 
authorities in Alamos. When Espino ordered them to dis
perse, they brandished their firearms and shots were 
exchanged, killing one man. The incident failed to spark 
a larger conflict, but early in January, Espino reported 
rumors of a new plot involving former participants of the 
Conant revolt. To prevent such a possibility, the prefect 19 20

19. Jose Maria Ortiz to Ignacio Pesqueira, January 
6, 1874, carpeton 462, gaveta 18-2, Archive Historico del 
Estado de Sonora; Unsigned letter to Ignacio Pesqueira, 
January 29, 1874, carp. 462, gav. 18-2, AHES; La Estrella de 
Occidente (Ures). January 1, 1875; Corral, Obras Histdricas. 
pp. 105-06.

1874. 20. La Estrella de Occidente (Ures), October 2,
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ordered all persons between the ages of sixteen and fifty to

21register with the local national guard units. Although no 
disturbance occurred, the year 1875 promised to be eventful 
with the forthcoming state elections.

Basically four political factions operated within 
Sonora: the anexionista. gandarista. sernista. and 
pesgueirista. Although Sonorans frequently used the term 
"parties" to describe the various factions, the political 
bodies contained no membership rolls, no central governing 
body with authority to dictate policies to the local poli
tical clubs, or any formal platform. The municipal poli
tical clubs generally functioned independently of each 
other and only occasionally did they combine to form a loose 
union lacking coordination.

The anexionista faction exerted the least influence 
upon the politics of the state. Composed mainly of miners, 
especially the few American miners living in the state, the 
members sponsored a policy of economic improvement through 
the annexation of Sonora to the United States. The wealth 
of some of the anexionistas gave the faction an influence 
beyond its meager numbers, while its strong business ties 
usually placed it in opposition to Governor Pesqueira. Its 21

21. Francisco M. Espino to secretary of state, 
January 14, 22, February 5, 1875, carp. 462, gav. 18-2,AHES.
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American character and treasonous aim, however, made the

22faction unpopular with many Sonorans.
The qandaristas composed a larger and more signifi

cant block opposing the rule of Ignacio Pesqueira. The 
leader of the faction, Manuel Gandara, had controlled Sonora 
for almost two decades before Pesqueira toppled him in 
1857. However, in 1875 Gandara was nearing the end of his 
life and participated very little in the political struggle. 
Still, the composition of the faction remained basically the 
same as it had been during his heyday. The old hacendado 
class, the rural mestizo element who eked out a modest 
living on their farms, and the Yaqui and Mayo tribes consti
tuted the majority of the faction. Geographically the major 
centers of qandarista support came from the Yaqui and May 
zones in the southern portion of the state and the rural
northern and eastern regions which had borne the brunt of

23the Apache attacks.
A tacit understanding existed between Gandara and 

the two tribes with mutual benefit as the base. In exchange 
for territorial respect of their lands by the hacendado, the 
Indians offered political support. The geographic location 22 23

22. Capitan Guillet, "Las Notas Sobre Sonora, del 
Capitan Guillet (1864-1866)," ed. with intro, by Ernesto de 
la Torre Villar, YAN Cjencias Antropoloqicas (1953), p.# 56 
in Biblioteca Nacional de Antropologia e Historia de Mexico, 
microfilm of Sonora, roll 12.

23. Ibid.
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of each abetted the understanding, because the gandaristas
occupied the northern area away from the river tribes and
thus had less opportunity and desire to encroach upon the
Indian lands. The Yaqui and Mayo realized, on the other
hand, the danger of the more enterprising commercial and
mining interests of Alamos, Hermosillo, and Guaymas, who not
only encroached upon their lands, but promoted colonization
schemes to bring in foreign colonists.

In order to gain a degree of protection from the
abuses of the commercial interests and the government, the
small rural farmers, who were generally mestizos, turned to

24the hacendados. The miners encroached upon the small
farmers' lands in order to exploit mineral resources, while
the merchants bought the farmers' produce at low rates and
sold merchandise at inflated prices. The government
conscripted farmers into the army, forcing them to abandon

25crops which were left to rot in the fields.
Although numerically inferior to the Indian and 

mestizo elements, the hacendados represented the greatest 
source of strength in the qandarista faction. More than 
mere landowners, the hacendados exemplified a distinct way 
of life. They cherished the stability and conservatism 
which centered around the hacienda and enjoyed the special 24 25

24. Ibid.
25. Ibid., pp. 54-56; Arizona Citizen (Tucson), 

September 21, 1878.
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privileges of their position. The hacendado continued to 
mete out local justice as his forefathers had done and even 
appointed the local police commissioners until a constitu
tional amendment changed the old law in 1892. They opposed 
Pesqueira because he had taken away their political position 
and had failed to secure their lands against the Apache 
raids.^

The wealthy mining and commercial groups, plus an 
aggressive and ambitious urban middle class element com
prised the sernista factions which offered the greatest 
obstacle to the continued rule of Ignacio Pesqueira. The 
wheat farmers could also be counted among the sernistas as 
they had first acquired their wealth in mining and commer
cial activities. These farmers represented the group 
interested in expanding markets and profit, rather than a 
way of life which centered around the hacienda. A French 
officer in 1866 designated the wealthier element within the 
Serna faction as the aquilaristas. after Jose de Aguilar, 
ex-governor of the state and a member of a powerful commer
cial family of Hermosillo. Initially, the aquilarista 
element had given Ignacio Pesqueira his greatest support and 
had provided him with men and money to sustain his adminis
tration. However, the wealthy class blamed the chief 26

26. Guillet, "Notas Sobre Sonora, 1864-1866," p.
56; Alexander Willard to secretary of state, September 18, 
1869, "Consular Despatches, Guaymas," roll 2.
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executive for the decadence of Sonora and united with the
urban middle class element with strong centers of support in

27Alamos, Guaymas, and Hermosillo.
As Governor Pesqueira lost the backing of the mining 

and commercial interests in Sonora, he needed to secure 
other supporters. By offering positions within his adminis
tration to newcomers to the state, the chief executive 
formed the mainstay of his government. The ideological 
goals of the Governor's new force closely resembled those of 
the sernistas: later their transfer of allegiance to the 
porfiriato was not difficult. In the meantime, the new
comers provided the local leadership and muscle by which
Pesqueira controlled the ballot boxes and crushed his 

• 28opponents.
By 1875, the realization that Pesqueira had capi

talized on the factional disunity of his opponents prompted 
Jesus Quijada and Adolfo Almada to call for a state wide 
nominating convention. The local political factions agreed 
to appoint delegates who would gather in Guaymas to form the 
Independent Party. After heated debate, the members agreed 
to pledge their support in favor of General Jesus Garcia 27 28

27. Guillet, "Notas Sobre Sonora, 1864-1866 
pp. 56-57; Arizona Citizen (Tucson), March 4, 1876.

28. Guillet, "Notas Sobre Sonora, 1864-1866,"p. 54. ,
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Morales and Francisco Serna for governor and vice-governor,

29respectively.
General Garcia Morales, Pesqueira's brother-in-law, 

had earned a reputation in Sonora as an able and courageous 
military commander. He had rendered valuable service against 
the intrepid Apache and the imperial French troops; and, 
although he had challenged the governor in the gubernatorial 
race in 1871, General Garcia Morales had never participated 
in any rebellion against the government. During the inva
sion of the French, the military commander served at one 
time as governor for both Sonora and Sinaloa. As a champion 
of the liberal cause with a distinguished military record,
the various factions against Pesqueira accepted General

✓ 30Garcia Morales.
Unlike General Garcia Morales, who had devoted his 

life to the military, Francisco Serna identified more 
closely with the commercial interests, since he owned a 
commercial house, mines, and land. Serna had grown up on 
his father's hacienda, but at a young age left the land to 
find work in one of the larger commercial firms of 
Hermosillo. Within ten years the youth had acquired an 29 30

29. "Manifesto de la Convencion Independiente al 
Pueblo del Estado," May 21, 1875, Pinart Collection no.
1198, Bancroft Library, University of California, Berkeley; 
Corral, Obras Historicas. pp. 118-19.

30. Almada, Altnada of Alamos. p. 186; Almada, 
Diccionario. pp. 300-04.
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interest in the firm and quickly branched out into mining
and farming activities. About the same time he also became
disenchanted with the policies of the Sonoran governor,
whom he had initially supported, and joined the opposition
in its attempt to oust Ignacio Pesqueira.^

In the gubernatorial race, Governor Ignacio Pesqueira
selected his nephew. Colonel Jose J. Pesqueira, to run.
Local political clubs waged a vigorous campaign in support
of Jose Pesqueira, and through the newspapers entitled El
Defensor del Pueblo. La Opinion de Pueblo. and El Amigo del
Pueblo the administration emphasized its support of the
masses against the monied interests. Ramon Corral led the
attack against the administration and captured the attention

33of the entire state with his biting editorials.
As a result of the attack against Pesqueira in El 

Fantasma. the authorities of Alamos arrested one of the 
newspaper's owners, and charges were brought against Corral 
for defamation of character. Although convicted. Corral 
remained free to run the newspaper. Before the Sonoran 31 32 33

31. Mateo Uruchurtu, "Rasgos Biograficos del Sr. 
Gral. Don Francisco Serna," La Voz del Estado (Magdalena), 
March 9, 1889 in BNAHM, microfilm of Sonora, roll 12;
Almada, Diccionario. pp. 740-41.

32. El Defensor del Pueblo (Guaymas), June 18,
1875; La Opinion del Pueblo (Hermosillo). June 6, 1875; El 
Amigo del Pueblo (Ures), June 4, 1875.

33. Calvo Berber, Nociones de Historia. p. 243; 
Uruchurtu, Apuntes Biograficos. pp. 24-25.
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deputies confirmed the election returns, but after the polls 
had closed. Corral claimed a great victory for the Inde
pendent Party. According to his calculations. General 
Garcia Morales defeated Jose Pesqueira in the districts of 
Alamos, Arizpe, Altar, Magdalena, and Moctezuma, while 
capturing six of the eighteen votes in Sahuaripa for a total 
of 168 votes. On the other hand, Colonel Pesqueira only won 
in the districts of Guaymas, Ures, Hermosillo, and Sahuaripa 
for 122 votes.^ The editor of El Amigo del Pueblo refuted 
the claims of Corral. According to the pesqueirista news
paper, General Garcia Morales won only in the districts of 
Alamos, Arizpe, Magdalena, and Altar while Colonel 
Pesqueira received overwhelming majorities in the other
districts to compile an electoral total of 139 to his 

35opponent's 99.
Based on the election law of May 19, 1875, Corral 

overestimated the number of electoral votes possible for the 
state. The law divided the municipalities into sections of 
500 persons for purposes of selecting one person to repre
sent the section. Settlements with less than 500 citizens, 
but with more than 251, could select one representative, 34 35

34. El Fantasma (Alamos), July 16, 30, 1875; La 
Estrella de Occidente (Ures), October 8, 1875; Francisco M. 
Espino to secretary of state, March 30, 1875, carp. 462, 
gav. 18-2, AHES; Calvo Berber, Nociones de Historia, p. 243.

35. El Amigo del Pueblo (Ures), July 30, 1875; 
Corral, Obras Historicas. p. 119.
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while those under 251 were to combine with a neighboring 
town. The election law stipulated the use of the 1868 
census figures, which were high for 1875, as the state had 
decreased in population, in apportioning a population figure 
of 109,084 for the entire state: 18,282 for Ures, 18,785 for 
Hermosillo, 16,035 for Guaymas, 21,516 for Alamos, 7,976 for 
Sahuaripa, 6,543 for Arizpe, 9,395 for Moctezuma, 5,468 for 
Altar, and 5,084 for Magdalena. Based on the above statis
tics Sonora could not have had 290 electoral votes in 1875. 
Nevertheless, the issue became academic as the Sonoran 
deputies arbitrarily rejected the balloting in the districts 
of Alamos, Altar, and Arizpe and announced Colonel Jose 
Pesqueira the victor in the others.^

Rumors of revolt immediately spread throughout the 
state, and General Ignacio Pesqueira requested a new tax of 
35,000 pesos and permission to call up the local national 
guard units. The increased unrest in the Yaqui and Mayo 
areas supposedly motivated the chief executive's actions, 
but many thought they stemmed rather from the existing 
political situation. Regardless of the motives, the action 
proved to be timely, for Francisco Serna and Francisco 
Lizarrago rebelled on August 11, 1875. 36 37

36. "Ley Organica Electoral, May 19, 1875," in La 
Estrella de Occidente (Ures), May 21, 1875.

37. Decrees by Ignacio Pesqueira, July 19, 30, 1875, 
carp. 468, gav. 18-3, AHES; Arizona Citizen (Tucson), July 
17, 1875; Corral, Obras Histdricas. ppl 120-21.
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The rebels accused the Sonoran governor of abusing

his position by falsifying the election returns, by
trampling over the rights of the citizenry, and by making a
farce of the state institutions. They refused to recognize
the recently elected authorities for the districts of Ures,
Hermosillo, and Guaymas, which they claimed Pesqueira
foisted upon the public, and they rejected the election of
Colonel Jose Pesqueira. The manifesto drawn up by the
rebels placed Francisco Serna in command and requested that
the Mexican president, Sebastian Lerdo de Tejada, appoint an

38interim governor until fair elections could be held.
Although the revolt spread to other areas within the 

state, the small force commanded by Serna could not with
stand the superior strength of the state troops and the 
rebels retreated into Arizona. Once in Tucson, Serna began 
to recruit a larger force and to acquire better arms and 
more adequate supplies. Colonel Jose Pesqueira, who 
assumed command of the state on September 1, complained to 
the Arizona authorities and the Arizona Citizen demanded 
that the revolutionaries cease all recruitment activities 
within the territory. Before the Arizona officials could 
press charges, Serna re-entered Sonora where he optimisti
cally reported that he would be able to drive into the 
central region with little trouble. In part, the commander's 38

38. "Plan of Altar," in Arizona Citizen (Tucson), 
September 11, 1875.
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optimism resulted from the news that the rebel forces under
the command of Luis Torres and Lorenzo Torres had captured

39the city of Alamos.
Luis Torres and Lorenzo Torres (no relation) were 

latecomers to Sonora. For many years they had been embroiled 
in the political struggles of Sinaloa and had become 
acquainted with Sonora when they helped drive the French 
from Alamos in 1866. Both men supported Porfirio Diaz' 
unsuccessful revolt in 1871 and, after the Mexican presi
dent, Benito Juarez, granted amnesty to the defeated rebels, 
they moved to Alamos. In Alamos the two achieved positions 
of influence and Luis Torres became the substitute deputy 
to the national congress for the congressional district of 
Alamos in 1875. Drawing upon their connections in Sinaloa, 
where Luis Torres once had been prefect of the El Fuerte 
district and Lorenzo Torres military commander of the same
district, the two raised a considerable force and marched 

40on Alamos. * 40

' 39. Eleazar B. Munoz to secretary of state, August
17, 1875, carp. 463, gav. 18-2, AHES; Jose Gastelum to 
comandante militar del Altar, September 15, 1875, carp. 462, 
gav. 18-2, AHES; Arizona Citizen (Tucson), November 27, 1875; 
La Estrella de Occidente (Ures). September 3, 17, 24, 1875; 
Alexander Willard to secretary of state, January 17, 1876, 
"Consular Despatches, Guaymas," roll 4; Francisco Serna to 
Modesto Borques, December 26, 1875, Pinart Collection no. 
1199.

40. Eustaquio Buelna, Apuntes para la Historia de 
Sinaloa. 1821—1882 (Mexico: Department© Editorial de la 
Secretana de Educacion, 1924) , pp. 157, 182; Almada, 
Diccionario. pp. 791-92; Corral, Obras Historicas. p. 100.
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Faced with a dual threat, the recently inaugurated 

Governor Jose Pesqueira appointed his uncle as commander of 
the troops opposing Francisco Serna in the north, and he 
personally took charge of the campaign against the Yaqui and 
Mayo, who had rebelled. In order to sustain the large 
military force, Governor Pesqueira levied a special tax in 
October and another one in November, but the division of the 
troops permitted the rebels to take Alamos. In order to 
cope with the deteriorating situation, the Sonoran governor 
convinced President Sebastian Lerdo de Tejada to permit him 
the use of the federal troops to quiet the civil war. How
ever , General Garcia Morales, commander of the federal force 
within Sonora, notified Colonel Pesqueira that he needed the 
entire force to protect the port of Guaymas. Thus, without 
raising a hand in opposition to the administration, the 
federal commander gave valuable assistance to the rebels. 
Deprived of national force, Colonel Pesqueira withdrew his 
troops from the Indian campaign in order to concentrate on 
the civil war.^

The decision to concentrate on the civil struggle 
enabled the state forces to expel the rebels from Alamos. 
Then, in a desperate effort to end the conflict, the 41

41. Corral, Obras Historicas. p. 125; Lorenzo 
Torres to Colonel Juan Climaco Escalante, January 24, in 
Boletin Oficial (Alamos), February 26, 1876; Alexander 
Willard to secretary of state, February 10, 1876, "Consular 
Despatches, Guaymas," roll 4.
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Sonoran governor prohibited any male over the age of sixteen 
either to travel through the state or to change his resi
dence without authorization. At the same time he levied a 
new tax of 72,000 pesos to sustain the military. However, 
the struggle bogged down into a stalemate exhausting the 
resources of the state and disrupting all governmental and 
commercial activities. Alarmed by the chaos and fearful 
that the conflict might spread to other areas or possibly 
spark an international incident with the United States, the
Mexican president appointed General Vicente Mariscal with

42full military and political powers to end the civil war.
The civil war which tore Sonora apart in 1875 marked 

the culmination of the discontent which had built up against 
Ignacio Pesqueira. Some, like the Urrea and Almada families, 
had personal scores to settle with the administration, but 
the majority of citizens looked beyond the struggle to a 
more prosperous state. For almost two decades Sonora had 
faltered under the rule of Ignacio Pesqueira, during which 
time a new force had developed within the state. Men such 
as Ramon Corral and Luis Torres wanted an opportunity to 
direct the destiny of Sonora, but ironically, the emergence 
of a powerful federal government overshadowed the state 
authority. 42

42. Corral, Obras Historicas. p. 131; Boletxn 
Oficial (Alamos), February 29, March 3, 1876; Acuna, 
"Ignacio Pesqueira," p. 169; Calvo Berber, Nociones de 
Historia, p. 244.



CHAPTER III

CHANGING THE GUARD

The arrival of General Vicente Mariscal at Guaymas 
on February 27, 1876, marked the beginning of a transitional 
period in Sonora during which Ignacio Pesqueira fell from 
power and Porfirio Diaz extended his control over the state 
as well as the nation. Initially, Sonora remained free of 
the larger struggle carried on by Diaz against the govern
ment of Sebastian Lerdo de Tejada, but the state could not 
ignore the success of the revolt, and Mariscal accepted the 
Plan of Tuxtepec, revised at Palo Blanco, in early 1877. In 
agreement with the provisions of the plan, Mariscal called 
for new state wide elections in which the citizens elected 
him governor. However, the same men who had led the revolt 
against Ignacio Pesqueira, and who enjoyed the favor of 
Porfirio Diaz, refused to accept Mariscal. At the same 
time, Diaz permitted federal troops to exert pressure 
against Mariscal causing him to resign. The men who 
replaced the governor enjoyed the support of the president 
until the fall of the porfiriato in 1911.

Born in Oaxaca in 1838, Vicente Mariscal joined the 
military at an early age, and fought in several regional 
conflicts before joining the liberal struggle against the

32
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conservatives in the 501s and the French in the 60's. After 
the expulsion of the French forces from Mexican soil, 
Mariscal remained in the military, and President Benito 
Juarez later appointed him commander of the federal troops 
opposing Porfirio Diaz in Oaxaca in 1871. Soon after the 
defeat of the porfiristas. the president sent Mariscal to 
assume political and military command of Yucatan in order 
to suppress a revolt led by General Francisco Canton. Con
sequently , with his experience in settling regional 
disputes, President Lerdo entrusted Mariscal with full 
powers to assume political and military control over Sonora 
if necessary. Mariscal wasted little time in explaining to 
the citizens that the chaotic situation existing in Sonora 
had affected the peace of the nation, forcing the president 
"to invest in me extraordinary powers to reach a solution. 
Immediately after making known the purpose of his mission, 
the commander prepared to leave Guaymas for Alamos in order 
to confer with Governor Jose Pesqueira.

Before the general departed for Alamos, one of the 
rebel commanders volunteerd his force of 180 troops to serve

1. Vicente Mariscal to the citizens of Sonora, 
March 1, 1876, in "Consular Despatches, Guaymas," roll 4j 
Alexander Willard to Secretary of state, February 28, 1876, 
"Consular Despatches, Guaymas," roll 4; Almada, Diccionario. 
pp. 445-46; Eduardo W. Villa, Historia del Estado de Sonora 
(2nd ed.; Hermosillo: Editorial Sonora, 1951), pp. 331-32; 
Boletin Oficial (Alamos), March 3, 1876.
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under the orders of the new federal commander. Mariscal
accepted the offer and incorporated part of the force into

2his own fifth battalion, which escorted him to Alamos. 
Although it is difficult to judge the degree to which the 
rebels' actions impressed Mariscal, he was undoubtedly 
pleased to have their cooperation. Furthermore, by joining 
forces with the general, the rebels were able to take a 
stand before the pesgueiristas had an opportunity to speak 
to the commander.

When Mariscal arrived in Alatnos, Governor Jose 
Pesqueira refused to cooperate with either the general or 
the rebels, and requested federal forces to aid his adminis
tration to crush the revolt. Realizing the futility of the 
governor's proposal for a lasting peace, Mariscal declared 
a state of.siege under which he assumed both political and 
military powers of Sonora. He immediately granted amnesty 
to all political prisoners of the state and appealed for an 
end to hostilities. Weary of the conflict which disrupted 
their state, most Sonorans welcomed the acting governor as 
evidenced by the drafting of proclamations by town councils 
congratulating the commander for his actions. After 
Francisco Serna surrendered his forces to Colonel Lorenzo 
Torres, the military commander of Hermosillo, Jose Pesqueira

2. Alexander Willard to secretary of state, March 8, 
1876, "Consular Despatches, Guaymas," roll 4.
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disbanded the government troops and retired with his uncle

3to the hacienda of Las Delicias.
The selection of Colonel Lorenzo Torres to take 

charge of the Hermosillo district indicated Mariscal1s bias 
in the struggle. During the first few weeks after his 
assumption of power, Mariscal appointed many former rebels 
to key administrative posts. Jesus Quijada, who had helped 
to organize the Independent Party against Ignacio Pesqueira 
in 1875, became secretary of state and all nine prefects 
went to men who opposed Pesqueira. Furthermore, Mariscal 
incorporated the military affairs of the nine districts into 
the hands of the prefects in order to centralize his control 
and power within each district. To solidify further control 
over the state, the acting governor made several appointments 
at the municipal level and won the ’support of the miners and 3

3. Vicente Mariscal to the citizens of Sonora,
March 14, 1876, in "Consular Despatches, Guaymas," roll 4; 
Vicente Mariscal to the citizens of Sonora, April 3, 1876, 
car. 454, gav. 17-4, AHESj Alexander Willard to secretary of 
state, March 23, 1876, "Consular Despatches, Guaymas," roll 
4; Garantias Individuales (Guaymas), March 18, 1876; Citi
zens of Alamos to Vicente Mariscal, March 24, 1876, carp.
454, gav. 17-4, AHES; Boletin Oficial (Ures), April 21,
1876; Corral, Obras Histdricas. p. 134; Letter from Sonoran 
exiles living in Tucson to Vicente Mariscal, March 5, 1876, 
in Francisco T. Davila, Sonora Historico y Descriptiva. p. 6.
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merchants by reducing Pesqueira1s forced levy in February, 
1876, by five per cent.^

Once Mariscal curtailed the pesqueirista influence 
in the state, he devoted his attention to the forthcoming 
national elections. With only minor pockets of support for 
Porfirio Diaz, the state had overwhelmingly elected Benito 
Juarez in 1871 and stood behind Sebastian Lerdo de Tejada, 
when he succeeded to the presidency upon the death of 
Juarez.'* General Mariscal favored the incumbent Lerdo in 
the race, so the official newspaper of the state, Boletfn 
Oficial, promoted Lerdo's candidacy while condemning Porfirio 
Diaz and the Tuxtepec rebellion for "no plan, no principles, 
and no u n i t y . T o  the surprise of no one, and, as the 
United States consul at Guaymas reported, "The election for 
Federal President took place, and, as usual in Mexico where 
one party has the undisputed ascendency, the other, not 4 5 6

4. Letters of appointment are in carp. 454, gav. 
18-4, AHES; Boletin Oficial (Ures), April 21, 1876.

5. Manuel Marquez to Justo Benitez, June 10, 1869 
in Alberto Maria Carreno, comp. & ed., Archivo del General 
Porfirio Diaz (26 vols.; Mexico: Editorial "Elede," S.A., 
1947-1957), VIII, 30-31; Presidential election results for 
1871 in Carreno, AGPD, IX, 251-55; Suplemento al numero #44 
del Eco de Sonora. June 7, 1871 in carp. 676, gav. 25-1, 
AHES.

6. Boletin Oficial (Ures), April 28, 1876; "Al 
Pueblo Sonorense," circular, June 5, 1876 in Pinart Collec
tion no. 1200; Corral, Obras Historicas. p. 135.
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allowed to, or do not vote, hence the present President,

7Lerdo, got all the votes here . . . ."
President Lerdo’s seemingly easy victory belied the 

true nature of his popularity in the nation. Six months 
prior to the election, Porfirio Diaz issued his Plan of 
Tuxtepec, later revised at Palo Blanco on March 21, 1876, 
which called for the adherence to the Constitution of 1857 
and the reforms prohibiting the re-election of the president 
and the state governors. The plan rejected the presidency 
of Lerdo and all of those officials who had been elected in 
the elections of the preceding year, but did provide for the 
recognition of the governors who adhered to the Tuxtepec 
plan. Under the conditions set forth by the revisions at 
Palo Blanco, Porfirio Diaz was to become interim president 
once the Tuxtepec rebellion succeeded, until a national

Oelection could take place. The Plan of Tuxtepec initiated 
a revolt and, by the time of Lerdo1s victory in the summer 
of 1876, a considerable force supported the rebellion.
Later in the year at the Battle of Tecoac, a rebel victory 
over the federal forces opened the road to Mexico City.
When Lerdo fled from the capital, Jose Maria Iglesias, Chief 7 8

7. Alexander Willard to secretary of state, July 
10, 1876, "Consular Despatches, Guaymas," roll 4.

8. Plan of Tuxtepec, revised at Palo Blanco, in 
Ricardo Garcia Granados, Historia de Mexico: Desde la 
Restauracion de la Republic en 1867. Hasta la Caida de 
Porfirio Diaz (2 vols.: Mexico: Libreria Editorial deAndres 
Betas e Hijos, n.d.), I, 137-39.
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Justice to the Supreme Court and next in line to the presi
dency , declared himself president of Mexico. Iglesias1
declaration divided the nation even more by producing a

9three way power struggle for the presidency.
Although Sonora remained free from actual fighting,

the struggle placed Mariscal in a delicate situation.
Before Lerdo abandoned the capital, the acting governor
announced his support for the president. Initially he
condemned the Iglesias faction because it threatened "to

10inflame our homes in civil war." The president's actions, 
however, caused Mariscal to reconsider his position, and on 
December 18 to issue a statement in favor of Jose Maria 
Iglesias. Perhaps to make his own position secure, Mariscal 
commissioned an agent to inform the president that Sonora 
would stand behind him, but to notify Iglesias1 General 
Francisco Arce that the state would be unable to send 
troops.

Meanwhile Jose Pesqueira attempted to use the presi
dential issue to his own advantage by announcing that, with 
the fall of Lerdo's administration, the state had recovered 9 10 11

9. Ibid.. pp. 152-53.
10. Vicente Mariscal to the citizens of Sonora, 

November 25, 1876 in Carreno, AGPD. XIV, 26.
11. Ibid. , December 18, 1876, XV, 44; Vicente 

Mariscal to Alfonso Mejia, Decemter 19, 1876, carp. 454, 
gav. 18-4, AHES; Boletin Oficial (Ures), January 5, 1877.
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its sovereignty, thus terminating Mariscal's authority.
Under the state's new status, the ex-governor argued,
constitutional power reverted to his administration.
Mariscal rejected the argument and, although the incident
led to a small skirmish, the general's handpicked authori-

12ties quickly crushed the rebellion.
At the national level, the superior strength of 

Diaz' army enabled him to occupy the capital, where he 
appointed General Juan N. Mendez as interim president. 
Momentarily, Diaz had gained the upper hand, but because 
the ultimate success of the rebellion still remained in 
question, the rebel commander compromised the principles set 
forth in the Plan of Tuxtepec. Diaz, who could ill afford 
to antagonize any governor unnecessarily, telegraphed to one 
of his generals that " . . .  I cannot logically judge him 
[Mariscal] nor his reputation," and requested his military 
commander not to replace the Sonoran governor.Although * 20 * * * 24

12. Jose Pesqueira to Vicente Mariscal, December
20, 1876 in La Prensa (Guaymas), January 13, 1877; Vicente 
Mariscal to Jose Pesqueira, December 31, 1877 in La Prensa 
(Guaymas), January 13, 1877; Alexander Willard to secretary 
of state, January 9, 1877, "Consular Despatches, Guaymas,"
roll 4; Statements by the district prefects in Boletin
Oficial (Ures), February 2, 1877.

13. Porfirio Diaz to General Luis Valle, January
24, 1877 in Boletin Oficial (Ures). February 9, 1877;
Daniel Cosio Villegas, "El Porfiriato: La Vida Politica 
Interior," Historia Moderna de Mexico. ed. by Daniel Cosio 
Villegas (8 vols.; Mexico: Editorial Hermes, 1955-1970), VIII,. 301.
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remaining lukewarm toward the Tuxtepec revolt, Mariscal
agreed to recognize the principles of the rebellion, and

14signed a formal act of recognition on February 5, 1877.
In compliance with the Plan of Tuxtepec as revised 

at Palo Blanco, Mariscal decreed new elections to be held 
in May and June of that year. The acting governor had won 
the respect of most Sonorans, and the citizens were 
especially grateful for the overthrow of the Pesqueira 
regime. However, when Mariscal refused to accept the adop
tion of the reform constitution of November 1, 1872, and 
proposed, instead, that the state deputies to be elected in 
the coming election resolve the constitutional question
within ninety days of the installation of the legislature

15in June, he committed a major political blunder. Had the 
constitutional question not become the major point of con
tention between Pesqueira and his opponents, the decision 
probably would have been satisfactory, but even when Mariscal 
first arrived in Sonora, newspapers, town councils, and 
prominent citizens had urged his compliance on the issue. 
However, in spite of the severe criticism he encountered 14 15

14. "Actas de Adhension al Plan de Tuxtepec, 
Reformado en Palo Blanco, y Reconocimiento del C. General 
de Division Porfirio Diaz como Presidente Interino de la 
Republica Mexicana," February 5, 1877 in Boletin Oficial 
(Ures), February 16, 1877.

15. Vicente Mariscal to the citizens of Sonora,
April 20, 1877, in Boletin Oficial (Ures), April 20, 1877.
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because of the delay, Mariscal remained a strong candidate

16in the gubernatorial race.
The elections of 1877 were characterized by disunity

and lack of ideology. The political factions opposing
Ignacio Pesqueira in 1875 failed to unite behind a single
candidate, and even individual factions divided their
support between the acting governor and Francisco Serna.
The Arizona Citizen facetiously reported that the pes-
queiristas favored Serna because they could run him into

17Arizona within six months. Neither candidate proposed any 
platforms for election, and Serna refused to campaign indi
cating that he preferred Mariscal. A number of political 
clubs accepted the qualifications of both candidates, the
mariscalistas supporting Serna for vice-governor while the

18sernistas ran Mariscal for the subordinate position.
While the election results contained some interesting 

and puzzling idiosyncrasies, the fairness of the election 
amazed observers. Mariscal won the districts of Ures,
Alamos, Arizpe, and Magdalena; Serna took Hermosillo, Altar, 
and Sahuaripa, but the candidates split the electoral votes 16 17 18

16.  ̂ La Voz de Alamos (Alamos), March 6, 1877; La 
Reqeneracion (Hermosillo), July 20: Boletin Oficial, June 
30, July 28, 1876, May 4, 1877.

17. Arizona Citizen (Tucson), May 12, 1877.
18. El Club de la Reforma (Hermosillo), May 6,

1877; La Reconstruccion (Hermosillo). April 24, 1877; El 
Democrats (Alamos), May 5, 1877.



42
from Guaymas. Mariscal received 113 of the total electoral
votes to Serna's eighty-three; hence Serna was elected vice- 

19governor. The acting governor obtained every electoral
vote from Alamos while those from Hermosillo went to Serna.
Yet, Alamos sent Luis E. Torres to the national congress,
Carlos R. Ortiz to the state legislature, and elected Ramon

20Corral as substitute deputy to the state body. All three 
had opposed Mariscal by establishing one of the state's most 
active political clubs. If a logical explanation exists for 
the inconsistency in the Alamos vote, it may be that, since 
Hermosillo had surpassed Alamos as the commercial capital of 
the state, the business interests of the district feared 
Serna's close ties with Hermosillo.

Shortly after Mariscal's election as governor, he 
clashed with the state legislature over the issue of a leave 
of absence. In order to confer with the national president, 
Mariscal requested and was granted a leave from the minister 
of war who, at the same time, ordered the governor tempo
rarily to relinquish his position to General Jesus Garcia 
Morales. Upon hearing of the incident, the deputies of the 
state legislature informed Mariscal that only they could 
grant a leave, and that the vice-governor should assume 19 20

19. # Boletin Oficial (Ures), July 20, 1877; Corral, Obras Historicas. p. 139.
20. El Club de la Reforma (Hermosillo), May 13,1877.
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charge while the governor was absent. Although angered by 
the reproach he had received from the deputies, Mariscal 
complied with the measure of the state constitution, and 
initiated the proper action to receive his leave of 
absence.^

While the governor waited for the state deputies to 
approve his leave, a serious problem delayed his departure. 
Ignacio Pesqueira returned to Sonora from Mexico City in the 
company of the new military commander of the state. General 
Epitacio Huerta, and rumors quickly spread that the old 
caudillo planned to ursurp the powers of the governor. 
Pesqueira1s old allies tried to assure Sonorans that the 
president had personally selected the general to take over, 
and events in Mexico City seemed to give credence to the 
story. While he had been in the national capital, leading 
liberals of the nation who remembered Pesqueira1s exploits 
for the liberal cause against both the conservatives and the 
French forces, welcomed him with enthusiasm. In addition, 
Ignacio Pesqueira had fought for the liberal cause as a 
member of a high ranking military foursome consisting also 
of Generals Porfirio Diaz, Mariano Escobedo, and Ramon 
Corona. While the rumor about Pesqueira spread, a few of 
the better informed Sonorans speculated that the Mexican 21

21. Boletin Oficial (Ures), July 13, 1877.
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president had commissioned General Huerta to replace the 

22governor.
In fact, Diaz had commissioned Huerta to assume both

23the military and political control over Sonora. General
Huerta had orders to maneuver the annulment of the Sonoran
elections, and to turn the administration over to Francisco
Serna. The commander had further instructions to send
Mariscal to Mexico City where the president would seat him
in the national congress as a senator from one of the 

24states. Even though he had won an overwhelming victory in 
the 1877 elections, Diaz apparently wanted to strengthen his 
grip over the northern regions. During the Tuxtepec revolt, 
he had relied heavily on the popular support of General 
Manuel Gonzalez to recruit the northern military commanders 
and, since the state of Sonora had remained neutral in the 
fighting, Diaz no doubt considered his rule weak in the 
state. Moreover, border problems hindered his desire to 22 23 24

22. License conceded to Vicente Mariscal, July 26, 
1877, carp. 461, gav. 18-5, AHES; Vicente Mariscal to 
Porfirio Diaz, July 29, 1877, Carreno, AGPD. XXVI, 113; 
Vicente Mariscal to Matias Romero, August 26, 1877, no. 
21724, Archive de Matias Romero; Alcance al no. 19 de El 
Independiente, June 25, 1877 in Carreno, AGPD. XXV, 81; 
Rivera, La Revolucion en Sonora, pp. 100-01.

23. Porfirio Diaz to Epitacio Huerta, August 15, 
1877, Carreno, AGPD, XXVI, 220.

24. Porfirio Diaz to General Francisco Tolentino, 
July 6, 1877, Carreno, AGPD. XXV, 210-11.
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obtain recognition from the United States, and the president

25wanted to lessen the chance of any further trouble.
Many Sonoran citizens who believed the rumor about

2 6Pesqueira expressed their disapproval to Huerta. Carlos 
R. Ortiz and Santiago Goyeneche, the two deputies who repre
sented the district of Alamos, sponsored a bill authorizing 
the state to withdraw from its union with the national
government whenever the latter threatened the sovereignty of 

27Sonora. Although the majority of the state deputies voted 
against the measure, Huerta realized that he could not ful
fill his orders without a struggle. Hence, the commander 
notified President Diaz that he had assumed military but not 
political control, because "the state legislature and
Mariscal are in agreement not to hand over the political 

28powers." Still, in a last attempt to carry out his 
orders, Huerta discussed the situation with Serna who 
apparently advised him against challenging Mariscal because 
shortly thereafter Huerta extended the federal government's 25 26 27 28 *

25. Daniel Cosio Villegas, The United States Versus 
Porfirio Diaz, trans. by Nettie Lee Benson (Omaha: The 
University of Nebraska Press, 1963), p. 186.

26. Alonso Avilez to Porfirio Diaz, July 19, 1877, 
Carreno, AGPD. XXVI, 21; Corral, Obras Historicas. p. 141.

27. Boletin Oficial (Ures), September 14, 1877; 
Rivera, La Revolucidn en Sonora, pp. 100-01.

28. Epitacio Huerta to Porfirio Diaz, July 17,
Carreno, AGPD. XXVI, 10.
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recognition of the May elections on August 5, 1877.
President Diaz acknowledged the good judgment of his
commander, and informed Mariscal that the federal government
had no deal with Pesqueira. "Huerta's mission," Diaz wrote

29"was purely military."
Soon after the Pesqueira incident was settled, 

Santiago Goyeneche relinquished his deputy's seat to Ramon 
Corral in October. Corral quickly immersed himself in the 
affairs of the state, and was particularly active in eco
nomic matters. In fact, in his first act as a deputy Corral 
presented an appeal to establish lighting in the city of 
Guaymas. The deputy substitute from Alamos also sponsored 
several bills granting tax exemptions to fledgling indus
tries, and served on the important finance committee.
When the legislature adjourned", the deputies selected Carlos 
Ortiz, Jesus Figueroa, and Ramon Corral to the three man 
permanent deputation. As the watchdogs during periods of 
recess, these men had the power to call special sessions, 
which they agreed to do not long after the state legislature 
adjourned in December. The decision to call a special
session was based primarily upon the fact that other state 
. , — -— , \

29. Porfirio Diaz to Vicente Mariscal, August 8, 
1877, Carreno, AGPD. XXVI, 212; Porfirio Diaz to Epitacio 
Huerta, August 15, 1877, Carreno, AGPD. XXVI, 221. 30

30. Boletin de Debates del Congreso del Estado de 
Sonora (Ures), November 15, December 5, 1877.



47
legislatures were, at that time, involved in important 
deliberations concerning the election reforms to the national 
constitution, and if the Sonoran legislature did not meet 
until its second session opened in May of 1878, it would be 
unable to participate in the deliberations. Moreover,
Corral, Ortiz, and Figueroa agreed that the state's fiscal 
and election laws needed major revisions.

Ramon Corral, Carlos Ortiz, Manuel Barreda, Antonio
Escalante, Lauro Morales, Jose F. Arvizu, and Gabriel R.
Valencia answered the roll call for the special session on

32February 7, 1878. Instead of directing attention to the 
question of election reforms which would prohibit the re- 
election of the president and the governors, the deputies 
concentrated on the problems confronting the state. Corral, 
a strong advocate of fiscal reforms, presented a comprehen
sive bill designed to establish a more equitable form of 
taxation. The Alamos deputy argued for an equitable policy 
based upon an accurate knowledge of the needs of the state 
and the wealth of the individual taxpayers from which methods 
could be instituted to assure fair quotas and accurate 
collection returns. Corral also argued that taxes should 
be extended to all sources of wealth, with the exceptions of 
haciendas valued at less than three hundred pesos, all 31 32

31. Ibid., February 13, 1878; Boletin Oficial 
(Ures), January 18, 1878.

32. Boletin Oficial (Ures), February 8, 1878.
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public buildings, poor widows without support, and church

33buildings of any religious sect. Soon after introducing 
the fiscal measure into the chamber. Corral presented to the 
legislature an election bill to conform with the November 1, 
1872 constitution which the deputies adopted during the 
session in 1877.^ While debate on the bills progressed, 
petty bickering erupted indicating the smoldering power 
struggle between the forces favoring Mariscal and those 
favoring Serna.

The two deputies from Alamos spearheaded the fight 
against Mariscal. Although the family background of Corral 
and Ortiz differed markedly, the two deputies worked together 
in the legislature expressing similar attitudes concerning 
the direction of progress in Sonora. While Ortiz belonged 
to one of the wealthier commercial and farming families of 
the state, and had been educated in the better schools of 
Germany and Mexico City, Corral's family faced a constant 
struggle to better their position in society. Ortiz and 
Corral jointly introduced a bill into the special legisla
tive session docking the pay of those deputies who did not 
attend the meetings. The measure passed by a vote of five 
to three, but Mariscal, who had recently returned from 
Mexico City, rejected it. The issue, nevertheless, 33 34

33. Boletin de Debates del Congreso del Estado de 
Sonora (Ures), February 20, 1878.

34. Ibid.. February 27, 1878.
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continued to be a point of contention in the chamber, and
violent debate ended only when three of Mariscal's backers
left the room. The following day the three deputies, Jesus
Figueroa, Lauro Morales, and Jose Arvizu, denounced the
legislature proceedings as dictatorial and unconstitutional.
Their refusal to take their seats in the chamber forced the
session to end because of the lack of a quorum. The failure
of either faction to compromise embroiled the state in a new

35power struggle.
With the abrupt ending of the special session Corral 

and Ortiz left the capital at Ures, and the state momen
tarily lost the legislative branch of its government. In 
order to take advantage of the situation, the two substitute 
deputies to the permanent deputation, Lauro Morales and 
Ramon Ramon, plus Jesus Figueroa made up a new permanent 
deputation. Although Corral and Ortiz wrote letters of 
protest, Governor Mariscal approved the new deputation, and 
agreed to work with it.^ Corral and Ortiz continued to 
pressure for the convening of the state congress, and the 35 36

35. Ibid.. March 20, May 29, 1878; Boletin Oficial 
(Ures), March 8, 15, 1878; Corral, "A1 Pueblo de Sonora," 
February 28, 1878, legajo no. 1240, Gobernacion, Archive 
General de Nacional.

36. La Constitucion (Hermosillo), April 4, 1878; 
Boletin Oficial (Ures). March 29, 1878.
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permanent deputation finally agreed to work out a compromise

37for another session to open on March 25, 1878.
Although momentarily it appeared that the factions

would cooperate, all prospects of unity dissolved on the
night of March 20th. Instead of waiting for the special
session to open later in the month, the faction led by
Ortiz and Corral conducted a secret meeting in which they
assumed the powers of the state legislature. In order to
have the required number for a quorum, the deputies and
substitutes reviewed the credentials of a seventh person,
Francisco Serrano, and seated him as the final deputy. The
regular state legislative body had previously chosen not to
seat Serrano because he had not been twenty-five years old
at the time of his election. The Ortiz-Corral group ignored
that article of the election laws in seating Serrano, and
then drafted several bills to present to the governor for
his approval. When Mariscal refused to accept the actions
of the rebel faction, the conflict again emerged with the
mariscalista deputies remaining in Ures while the opposing

38faction moved to Hermosillo.
Once in Hermosillo, Corral established a newspaper, 

La Constitucion. in which he defended the actions of his 
faction of deputies who had met secretly in the house of 37 38

37. Boletxn Oficial (Ures), March 29, 1878.
38. Ibid.
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Carlos Ortiz in Ures. According to Corral, the deputies 
meeting on March 20, 1878, had been the legal and constitu
tional legislative body for Sonora because seven elected 
deputies or substitute deputies had been present to consti
tute a quorum. The seating of Francisco Serrano was legal, 
Corral argued, because during the period from March, 1876, 
when Mariscal declared martial law until after the 1877 
elections when the state legislature adopted the constitu
tion of November 1, 1872, Sonora was legally without a 
constitution. It is interesting to note that the Mariscal 
faction did not choose to challenge the seating of Corral, 
who was only twenty-three years old at the time of his 
election. It is also probable that Corral's argument for 
the legitimacy of Serrano's election stemmed in part from 
his own youthfulness. In defense of the move to Hermosillo, 
Corral contended that, on the night of the twentieth, seven 
deputies constituting the needed quorum had convened in Ures, 
and drafted a bill to move the legislature to Hermosillo. 
Since the governor failed to act upon this bill within the
specified eight days as stated in the constitution, the

39president.of the legislature then signed it into law.
On the basis of the constitution, the mariscalistas. 

who remained in the capital of Ures, challenged the legality 
of the secret session and the actions of the Hermosillo 39

39. La Constitucion (Hermosillo.), April 4, 1878.
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deputies. The Ures deputies emphasized that the state
constitution stipulated that,

On the same day which the legislature closes its 
session, and before the recess, it will name a 
permanent deputation composed of three deputies and 

. two substitute deputies to preside during the 
adjournment of the state congress. The deputy 
selected first will be the president and the last 
one selected will be the secretary. If a deputy 
fails to appear, a substitute deputy will takehis place.40

The constitution further specified that the permanent deputa
tion could call the legislature into special session. The 
mariscalistas refuted Corral's argument in support of 
Serrano, stating that the electoral law of May 18, 1875, 
which prohibited any person under twenty-five from holding 
office, was operative at the time of election even though 
the constitution had been suspended. They argued further 
that three of the persons who had voted to seat Serrano were 
ineligible because they were merely substitute deputies 
while the regular deputies, or propritarios. were in Ures 
ready to attend the session which had already been announced 
for May 25th.^

The debate between the two groups of deputies 
continued to rage even after the Ures deputation had 40 41

40. Constitucion Politica del Estado Libre y 
Soberano de Sonora. Expedida en 13 de Febrero de 1861, y 
reformada en 1 de Noviembre de 1872. con reformas en 17 
Marzo 1883, 27 de Febrero 1884. y 23 Julio 1892 (Hermosillo: 
Imprenta del Estado, 1901).

41. Boletxn Oficial (Ures), April 19, 1878.
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presumably accomplished its purpose by establishing the
unconstitutionality of the Hermosillo faction. According to
Articles 58 and 62 of the constitution which read "the
legislature cannot open its sessions, nor exercise its
functions without the concurrence of more than one-half of
its total members;" and "no project of law or economic
agreement will be discussed nor voted on without one-half
plus one more of the total number of deputies being
present," the mariscalistas claimed that eight rather than

42seven members were needed to constitute a quorum. Corral 
replied that "the absolute majority of thirteen is seven, 
here and in any part of the world," but of greater signifi
cance was the fact that he pointed out that past sessions

43had been conducted with only seven deputies.
In order to alleviate the deteriorating conditions 

of the government. Governor Mariscal travelled to Hermosillo 
in an attempt to negotiate a compromise with Corral and 
Ortiz. Subsequently, the Hermosillo deputies did return to 
Ures, but only to become involved in a new controversy which 
eliminated any possibility of a lasting union between the 
two groups. The origin of the new struggle lay in an 
apparent misunderstanding between Mariscal and Corral over 
the drafting of a legislative bill. 42 43

42. Constitucion Politica.
43. La Opinion Publica (Hermosillo), August 1,

1878; Boletxn Oficial (Ures), April 19, 1878.



When the two factions opened a new session of the 
legislature in the last part of May, the deputies elected 
Corral president. On June 1st he presented to the body, a 
measure, Bill 49, which enacted into law all of the pro
posals passed by the Hermosillo faction including the
Organic Electoral Law of April 11, 1878, which called for 

44new elections. The bill passed the joint session of the 
two factions, but was vetoed by Mariscal. Corral protested 
vehemently, claiming that the governor had previously not 
only agreed to sign the bill, but had offered to publish 
a special edition of Boletin Oficial containing the new 
law.^ Consequently, the legislature once again adjourned 
in the midst of chaos.

The sernistas. headed by Corral and Ortiz appealed 
to municipal governments to reject the governor's authority, 
and petitioned President Diaz to protect them from the 
dictatorial administration which threatened the legislature 
and the constitution of the state. Governor Mariscal asked 
the national senate to rule upon the constitutionality of 
three acts: the transferring of the state congress to

44. Fernando Pesqueira, ed., "Leyes y Decretos del 
Estado de Sonora," III. A collection of typewritten copies 
of laws and decrees issued by the government of Sonora.
Pages are not numbered.

45. Ramon Corral, La Mayoria del Conqreso del 
Estado. al Pueblo Sonorense (Hermosillo: Imprenta de Roberto 
Bernal, 1878). Contains eight documents by the Corral- 
Ortiz faction to support their actions.

54
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Hermosillo, the seating of three substitute deputies who met
in secret session with Corral on the night of March 20th,
while the propritarios were present in Ures, and the legal
number of deputies required to constitute an absolute
majority. While awaiting federal action, state governmental

46machinery ground to a near halt.
The municipal elections scheduled for September 

failed to materialize because of marginal participation, 
forcing Mariscal to appoint members to some of the larger 
municipal councils. In order to revive the state govern
mental machinery, the Ures deputation recommended that the 
governor convoke special elections to fill the vacant con
gressional seats. Although reluctant to leave his motives 
open to attack by encroaching upon congressional powers,
Mariscal realized the necessity of action, and announced 
special congressional elections for the districts of Guaymas,
Hermosillo, and Moctezuma, but none for the district of 

47Alamos.

46. Carlos Ortiz to Porfirio Diaz, June 8, 1878, 
legajo no. 1240, Gobernacion, AGN; Vicente Mariscal to the 
Senate, August 5, 1878, legajo no. 1240, Gobernacion, AGN; 
Ramon Corral, Breve Manifestacion gue la Diputacion 
Permanente del Congreso del Estado. Hace al Pueblo (Ures: 
Imprenta del Gobierno, 1878) in legajo no. 1240, Gobernacion, 
AGN. This pamphlet is a manifesto supporting the actions of 
the Corral-Ortiz faction.

47. Boletin Oficial (Ures), October 11, 1878,
January 31, 1879; Manuel Corella to editor, November 5,
1878, Arizona Citizen (Tucson), November 16, 1878.
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As Mariscal expected, the members of the splinter

legislature, who were holding sessions in Guaymas, charged
Mariscal with violating the constitutional rights of the
legislature, and they requested that vice-governor Serna
assume the governor's powers. Serna wisely rejected the
offer on the grounds that it would lead to a new civil war.
Rather than create a blood bath, he promised to seek a
peaceful solution. The vice-governor also informed the
Guaymas congress that the governor's position could not be
challenged as long as the commander of the federal forces
within Sonora, General Bibiano Davalos, supported General 

48Mariscal. In October, 1878, while Mariscal was in 
Hermosillo, an unknown assailant attempted to shoot the 
governor as he embarked from the house of a friend.
Although the authorities never proved any connection between 
the attacker and the opposition, Serna and the Guaymas fac
tion transferred their operations to Mazatlan, Sinaloa.

In the national capital the sernistas were capably 
represented by Luis Torres who had been elected senator in 
July, 1878. Torres enjoyed the support of some of the 
leading porfiristas. and his participation in both the La 
Noria and Tuxtepec rebellions made him a favorite with the

48. Fernando Pesqueira, ed., "Documentos para la 
historia de Sonora," 1st series, IV. A collection of type
written documents pertaining to the history of Sonora. Pages 
are not numbered.

49. Boletin Oficial (Ures), October 18, 1878.
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administration. In fact "Torres was destined to be one of 
the political pillars of the state throughout the por- 
firiato."

In October of 1878 Diaz appointed General Jose 
Guillermo Garbo, a close friend of Torres, as commander of 
the federal forces in Sonora, and in December of the same 
year, the president commissioned General Francisco Loaeza to 
arrange a peaceful settlement between the sernistas and the 
mariscalistas. Mariscal conferred with Loaeza in Guaymas 
where the commander of the first military zone offered the 
governor a safe conduct out of the state in return for the 
governor's promise to resign in favor of vice-governor 
Francisco Serna. Realizing the futility of opposing the 
federal forces, Mariscal accepted the offer and, after 
notifying the president, who also agreed to the terms, he 
returned to Ures.^

Events following the Guaymas meeting are not 
entirely clear. Although Mariscal was supposed to have left 
on the Newbern from Guaymas on either the seventh or eighth 
of February, and later claimed that he had resigned as 
governor on February 4th before a secret session of congress, 
he was still in Ures on February 12th when the state

50. Cosio Villegas, "El Porfiriato," p. 465.
51. Vicente Mariscal to Matias Romero, December 10, 

1878, no. 28504, AMR; Vicente Mariscal, Breve Resena que de 
los ultimos acontecimientos de Sonora (Mazatlan, Sinaloa:
Tip. de Retes, 1879), pp. 1-8.
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52legislature received notice of Serna's invasion. When

Francisco Serna invaded Sonora from Sinaloa with a force
including Luis Torres, Ramon Corral, Lorenzo Torres, and
Carlos Ortiz, the legislature was obligated to retract its

53acceptance of Mariscal's resignation.
The sernistas encountered only slight resistance in 

capturing Alamos, and, once assured of federal support,
Serna announced to the state that he was assuming the 
executive powers.^ Mariscal requested aid from General 
Carbo, but the federal commander did not reply, thus giving 
every indication of supporting the invading force. Later, 
the commander notified the governor that Diaz had, in fact, 
ordered him to support Serna. In an attempt at compromise, 
Mariscal proposed that both he and Serna resign in favor of 
General Garcia Morales. When Carbo rejected the proposal, 
the governor marched his troops to Hermosillo, but appar
ently changed his mind about a confrontation because he 
dismissed his troops. Almost three years from the exact day 
that Sonorans openly welcomed General Vicente Mariscal to 
their state, the general retreated into Arizona, thence on

52. Mariscal, Breve Resena. pp. 6-7.
53. Vicente Mariscal to Matias Romero, February 20 

1879, no. 29156, AMR; Francisco Ceballos [prefect of AlamosJ 
to Vicente Mariscal, February 10, 1878, legajo 1240, Goberna 
cion, AGN.

54. Pesqueira, "Documentos para la historia de
Sonora," 1st series, IV. -
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to San Francisco before returning to Mexico to plead his

55case in the capital.

55. Mariscal, Breve Resena. pp. 6-8; Vicente 
Mariscal to the citizens of Sonora, February 23, 1879, carp, 
marked "Historia," gav. 35-2, AHES; Alexander Willard to 
secretary of state, September 3, 1879, "Consular Despatches, 
Guaymas," roll 4.



CHAPTER IV

POLITICAL STRUCTURE IN SONORA DURING 
THE PORFIRIATO

After the fall of Vicente Mariscal in 1879, Luis 
Torres, Ramon Corral, and Rafael Izabal emerged as the new 
leaders of Sonora. Historians have labeled the trio the 
"triumvirate,11 but it was an unequal union. Torres domi
nated the group and enjoyed the personal support of Diaz. 
Nevertheless, both Corral and Izabal played key roles in the 
developments of Sonora, and Torres frequently preferred to 
leave the actual administration of the state to Corral while 
he carried out a military mission for the Mexican president. 
Under the direction of these new leaders, Diaz extended his 
control over the state and developed the highly centralized 
administration which enabled him to circumvent the state 
elections in order to appoint the governor. The governor, 
in turn, selected the officials at the district and municipal 
levels and instituted the policies of the national govern
ment. Although political freedom remained a farce, as it 
had been under Ignacio Pesqueira, the state emerged from its 
chaotic past to achieve political stability and economic 
progress.

During the transitional period between the ouster of 
Mariscal and the election of Torres in 1879, Francisco Serna

60
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served as the interim governor of Sonora. Serna appointed
Torres as his secretary of state, convoked a special session
of the state legislature, and replaced many authorities at
the district and municipal levels to ensure his control over
the state. The eight deputies who convened the special
legislative session in March approved a bill transferring

1the state capital from the city of Ures to Hermosillo. 
Although neither the governor nor the deputies announced the 
reason for moving the state capital, several factors appear 
to be important in the decision. Ures had been a stronghold 
of mariscalista support, but more importantly, the capital 
lagged far behind the cities of Alamos, Guaymas, and 
Hermosillo in wealth and population. In fact, Ures repre
sented an artificial city in many aspects which relied upon 
the presence of the state buildings for its importance. 
Hermosillo, on the other hand, represented the commercial 
and agricultural capital of the state and enjoyed the largest 
population within Sonora. The third largest river in the 
state passed through its boundaries and geographically the 
city lay within the central region which gave Hermosillo 
access to the other districts. Goods coming from or going 
to the port of Guaymas passed through Hermosillo, and even 
after the introduction of the railroad in 1881, when Nogales * 30

1. Decree from Francisco Serna to citizens of 
Sonora, March 24, 1879, in H. H. Bancroft Collection,
Bancroft Library; La Constitucion (Hermosillo), April 11,
30, 1879; Uruchurtu, Apuntes Bioqraficos. p." 37.
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replaced Guaymas as the main port of entry, Hermosillo

2remained the commercial and agricultural capital.
Neither Alamos nor Guaymas was as suitable as

Hermosillo for the capital city. Situated at the southern
end of the state, Indian rebellions periodically cut Alamos
off from the rest of the state, and even during times of
peace, the Yaqui and Mayo harassed travelers passing through
their territories forcing them to pay a safe passage fee.
Moreover, Alamos no longer enjoyed its former prestige of
the colonial era, and some of its more prominent residents
already had moved to Navojoa nearer the Mayo River.
Guaymas, likewise, could not compete with the commercial
and agricultural activity of Hermosillo, and its seaside

3location also gave the city a degree of isolation.
While the administration made preparation to move 

the state capital, public attention focused on the approach
ing elections. Colonels Luis Torres and Jose Otero for 
governor and vice-governor, respectively, were on the 
administration's ticket. A native of Sonora, Otero had been 
born in Baroyeca in the southern part of the state, and had 
grown up fighting against Indians, filibustering movements,

2. Bartlett, Personal Narrative. p. 466; Fleury 
"Noticias Geologicas," p. 14; William H. Hardy, Travels in 
the Interior of Mexico in 1825. 1826, 1827. & 1828 (London: 
Henry Colburn and Richard Bentley, 1829), p. 95; Alexander 
Willard to secretary of state, February 2, 1879, "Consular 
Despatches, Guaymas," roll 4.

3. Almada, Almada of Alamos, pp. ix, 180.
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and the French. He supported Pesqueira's climb to power, 
served in the pesqueirista administration, and opposed Serna 
in 1875. In fact, Otero defeated Colonel Lorenzo Torres in 
battle during the rebellion of 1875. When Mariscal came to 
power, Otero joined those opposing the Sonoran governor and 
seconded the revolt which toppled the Mariscal administra
tion. Like many who supported Pesqueira, Otero made the 
transition to the Torres faction easily, and his military 
background and keen interest in the economic development of 
the state made him an acceptable running mate.^

Citizens of Ures continued to demonstrate their 
hostility for the forces which had ousted Mariscal and, even 
though the administration controlled the election, Pesqueira 
polled almost as many votes in the district as did Torres, 
504 to 549. In the district of Sahuaripa both Generals 
Pesqueira and Garcia Morales defeated Torres. However, even 
though the administration had not solidified its control 
over the state, Torres crushed his opposition as he polled 
8,774 votes to only 972 for Pesqueira and 345 for Garcia 
Morales. Otero also easily defeated his nearest rival, Jose 
Maria Maytorena. Of the eight deputies or substitute 
deputies who had opposed Mariscal, six returned to the state 
legislature while one of the eight, Rafael Barreda, became 
the district prefect for Arizpe. Only Ortiz chose not to

4. Ibid. . p. 186; Almada, Diccionario. pp. 544-45; 
Corral, Obras Historicas. pp. 130-31.
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run in 1879. He remained outside the government until his 
election to the national legislature in 1880. Corral and 
Izabal served in Torres' administration as deputies from the 
district of Alamos.^

The elimination of Mariscal followed by the election 
of Torres in 1879 indicated the advancement of Diaz' cen
tralization program in Sonora. The impending revolt led by 
Ortiz in 1882 would indicate that the Mexican president had 
yet to solidify completely his control over the state in 
1879, but Diaz had, by that time, clearly displayed his 
willingness to use the military might to settle local dis
putes as evidenced by his support of Serna over Mariscal.
The two following examples well illustrate the extent to 
which Diaz came to dominate the affairs of the state.

Filomena Mata, the famous Mexican editor of El 
Diario del Hoqar. plagued Diaz' administration for many 
years with his incessant attacks on the porfiriato. Many 
editors who attacked the national administration died a 
violent death and supposedly Diaz prohibited the killing of 
Mata only because the two had once shared a prison cell.^ 
Nevertheless, the Mexican president did not hesitate to

5. La Constitucion (Hermosillo), August 14, 1879.
6. Francisco Bulnes, El verdadero Diaz y la 

revolucion (Mexico: Eusebio Gomez de la Puente, 1920), 
pp. 194-96; Carleton Beals, Porfirio Diaz: Dictator of 
Mexico (Philadelphia: J. B. Lippincott Company, 1923), 
pp. 397, 403, 447.
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imprison the editor or obstruct the circulation of El Diario
del Hoqar. Diaz wrote Corral in 1889, who was then governor
of Sonora, that "your government subscribes to El Diario del
Hogar and being a newspaper which attacks with the greatest
vehemence and injustice this administration, it seems con-

7venient to call the matter to your attention." Corral 
immediately cancelled the subscription and notified Diaz 
that "never or nearly never did I read the newspaper.
On another occasion the Mexican president quizzed Governor 
Torres about an article appearing in La Opinion Nacional in 
which Tomas Robinson Hours, a prominent citizen of Sonora 
and the chairman of the Board of Education for Alamos, 
expressed several ideas contrary to the liberal principles 
of the nation. Torres responded that although he was unaware 
of the article which "expressed ideas contrary to the liberal

9principles. Hours had been removed from the board."
The key to federal control over the states lay in 

Diaz' control over the military. The Mexican president 
divided the nation into eleven military zones with a command
ing general in charge of each zone, and to prohibit the

7. Porfirio Diaz to Ramon Corral, October 11, 1889, 
No. 010192, legajo XIV, microfilm copy of Archive del 
General Porfirio Diaz at the University of Americas Library, 
Cholula, Puebla, Mexico.

8. Ramon Corral to Porfirio Diaz, October 18, 1889, 
No. 010191, XIV, AGPD.

9. Luis Torres to Porfirio Diaz, January 16, 1895, 
No. 000336, XX, AGPD.
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commander from acquiring a personal following within the 
military, Diaz periodically rotated the zone commanders.
The troops, of course, remained. Sonora came under the 
first military zone which included Sinaloa and initially the 
territories of Baja California and Tepic.^^

Until his death in late 1885, General Guillermo Jose 
Carbo commanded the first zone, and assumed an extremely 
active role in the political affairs of the region. Carbo 
had been born in Diaz' home state, Oaxaca, and had served 
under Diaz at the siege of Puebla in 1862. Later, however, 
Carbo opposed the La Noria and Tuxtepec rebellions led by 
Diaz and he was second in command of the federal forces 
opposing the Tuxtepec rebels at the battle of Tecoac in 
1876. Garbo's efforts resulted in a temporary imprisonment, 
but Diaz returned his former lieutenant to active service in 
18.78. He briefly commanded the military district of Yucatan 
before being transferred to Sonora in October, 1878.
Although egotistical and extremely suspicious of any threat 
to his authority, Carbo valued loyalty and supported his 
friends even to the extent of incurring the wrath of his 
superiors. After his death in 1885, the zone commanders

10. Edwin Lieuwen, Mexican Militarism: The Politi
cal Rise and Fall of the Revolutionary Army (Albuquerque:
The University of New Mexico Press, 1968),pp. 1-2.
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were much less active in the political affairs of the 
state.

Sonora's constitution provided for a republican form
of government with the governor being elected by the popular
votes of the citizens. In reality, however, Diaz selected
all of the state governors, generally preferring to rely
upon military men as indicated by the fact that of the
thirty-one governors in charge of the states and the federal

12territories in 1890 twenty-one were military men. The 
same pattern existed in Sonora. Colonel, later general,
Luis Torres held the office on five different occasions,
1879 to 1881, 1883 to 1887, 1891 to 1895, 1899 to 1903, and 
1907 to 1911. Colonel Lorenzo Torres served one term, 1887 
to 1891. Only on three occasions did Diaz select a civilian 
to governor Sonora: Ortiz, 1881 to 1883; Corral, 1895 to 
1899, and Izabal, 1903 to 1907. Contrary to the pattern in 
other states, however, no governor succeeded himself in 
office in Sonora. Initially the governor served a two year 
term, but a constitutional amendment to the state constitu
tion in 1883 extended the term of office to four years. 11 12 13

11. Angel Martinez to Porfirio Diaz, November 11, 
1886, No. 012765, XI, AGPD; Almada, Diccionario. pp. 143-44; 
also see Chapter V.

12. Lazaro Pavia, Los Estado y sus Gobernantes 
(Mexico: Tijjografia de las Escalerillas Num. 20, 1890), 
passim; Jose C. Valades, El Porfirismo: Historia de un 
Regimen (3 vols.; Mexico: Editorial Patria, 1948), I, 28.

13. Constitucion Politica. Art. 70
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As the chief executive of the state and the direct

representative of Diaz in charge of implementing the national
policies, the governor performed a variety of tasks. One
porfirista described the governor's duties somewhat
cynically, but truthfully, as

to falsify the election, federal, state, local, and 
municipal, conforming to the word received from the 
center; to distribute nocturnal clubbings to 
popular political troubadours; to throw journalists, 
in necessary cases, into fiery metallurgical fur- 
nances capable of reverberating to the most 
seditious, spirits; to sentence to the army those 
inclined to rebellion, to apply at useful times the 
Ley Fuqa. to see that the populace do not display 
suspicious energy, to restrain the press always by 
sinister but efficacious means, all of the time

Despite the negative cast to Francisco Bulnes' list, Sonoran 
governors also contributed positive direction to 'the state. 
Then encouraged colonization programs in order to make pro
ductive the vast lands of Sonora, and aided new businesses 
by offering tax incentives. The governors also provided for 
vaccination programs to innoculate the citizens against 
diseases which struck the state and they established com
mittees to collect funds to alleviate the suffering of those 
hit by national disasters such as earthquakes and epidemics. 
Both governors Ortiz and Corral worked to develop an educa
tional system, and Corral succeeded in providing for a 14

the love of the people for the paternal

14. Bulnes, El verdadero Diaz, pp. 194-96.



fairly extensive, sound elementary school system to serve 
the needs of Sonora.

Part of the governmental bureaucracy at the state 
level also included a unicameral legislature composed of two 
deputies each from the more populated districts of Alamos, 
Hermosillo, and Guaymas with one each from the districts of 
Altar, Arizpe, Magdalena, Moctezuma, Sahuaripa, and Ures. 
During the porfiriato. the state legislature served mainly 
as a show case and exercised no restraint upon the activities 
of the governor as it rubber-stamped the chief executive's 
proposals and approved the budgets without objection. Only 
once in the decade from 1886 to 1896 did the deputies meet 
in a special session, and that was to confer with the 
governor concerning a new sales tax to replace the old 
alcabala: the only other special session before the turn of 
the century occurred in 1899 when the state body granted 
Governor Corral permission to leave the state.

Although the state legislature lost its power as a 
functioning body, the individual members who served repre
sented many of the elite families of the state, and remained 
influential in the affairs of Sonora. The Camous, Salidos, 15

15. Ramon Corral to Permanent Deputation, April 24, 
1896, carp. 710, gav. 26-1, AHES; La Constitucion (Hermo
sillo), May 11, 1896; for a compilation of Sonoran laws, 
which includes the measures for convening and closing the 
state legislature sessions, see Pesqueira, ed., "Leyes y 
Decretos del Estado de Sonora," VII.

69



70
Gandaras, Monteverdes, Gonzalezes, Aguilars, Ortizes,
Montijos, and Gaxiolas all contributed members to the state 
legislature. These families attended the important social 
events of the state, accompanied the governor or the 
military commander of the zone on trips, and headed the 
donation lists giving to charitable organizations. They 
owned much of the wealth of the state, and took an active 
interest in the business of Sonora. The Monteverde and 
Gonzalez families exemplified the prominent families of the 
state.

The patriarch of the Monteverde clan, Manuel, was 
born in Hermosillo in 1824 into an already prominent family. 
Manuel attended school in Mexico City where he studied 
mining engineering and returned to the state to participate 
in political and economic affairs. He acquired a large 16

16. Generalizations concerning the legislative 
members stem from researching a great deal of material, but 
for specific references see the following: Permits to 
establish distilleries, various dates, carp. 699, gav. 25-5, 
AHES; Permits to operate flour mills, various dates, carp. 
655, 661, gav. 24-3, AHES; List of hacendados in the valley 
of Guaymas, carp. 9, gav. 2-3, AHES; For information on some 
of the leading families of Sonora see Pedro N. Ulloa, El 
Estado de Sonora y su situacion economica al aproximarse el 
primer centenario de la independencia nacional (Hermosillo: 
Imprenta del gobierno a cargo de A. B. Monteverde, 1910), 
passim; List of the leading merchants of Hermosillo,
October 19, 1877, carp. 470, gav. 18-3, AHES; List of the 
leading merchants of Sonora, Alexander Willard to secretary 
of state, March 30, 1890, "Consular Despatches, Guaymas," 
roll 8; J. Alexander Forbes to secretary of state, May 1, 
1893, "Consular Despatches, Guaymas," roll 9; Interviews 
with Alberto Cubillas, December 4, 1970 and Enrique 
Loustaunau, nephew of Ramon Corral, March 27, 1971.
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fortune in mining, and supported the rise of Pesqueira in 
1857. After Pesqueira established control over the state, 
Monteverde served the governor either as secretary of state 
or as vice-governor. He transferred his support to the 
Torres faction after the ouster of Pesqueira and, although 
he personally did not serve in the state government during
the porifiriato. members of the family did, and both Luis

> 17Torres and Izabal married into the family.
Unlike the Monteverde family, the Gonzalezes had 

acquired their wealth relatively late. Dionisio Gonzalez 
struck it rich in the gold placers of California, and 
returned to Sonora to become one of the larger land owners 
in the state. An intelligent and energetic man, Dionisio 
quarreled so violently with Pesqueira that he had to leave 
the state just prior to the invasion of the French in 1865. 
During the French control, Dionisio returned to Sonora and 
served as the prefect of Hermosillo. Like Manuel Monteverde, 
he did not participate in the government during the 
porfiriato. but his son, also named Dionisio, served in the 
state legislature and on the city council for Hermosillo. 
Young Dionisio operated a large farm between Ures and 
Hermosillo and owned one of the larger flour mills in the 
state. Although a close friend of Corral, young Dionisio 17

17. Interview with Alberto Cubillas, December 4, 
1970; Almada, Diccionario. p. 484; Hardy, Travels in the 
Interior. p. 97; Hamilton, Border States. p. 59.
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challenged the state1 s' candidate for mayor of Hermosillo in 
1903.18 19 20

While the members to the state legislature exerted 
an influence upon the government only in an unofficial 
capacity, the prefects of the nine districts assumed a major 
part in directing the business of the eighty-four munici
palities, which included one hundred and forty-three com
missaries, five cities, thirteen villas, seventy pueblos,
seventy-two congregations, one hundred and fifty haciendas,

19and seven hundred and twenty-three ranchos. The citizens 
supposedly elected the prefects until the constitutional 
amendment in 1892 provided for the governor to make the 
selection, but even before the reform, the chief executive 
had in effect appointed the district officials, demanding

or*the same loyalty which Diaz did from his governors.
Within the individual districts, only the governor or the
secretary of state checked the powers of the prefect, which,
according to one critic of the porfiriato. was to oversee

the political and administrative direction of his 
district, the supervision and direction of the 
ayuntamientos, the command of the forces of

18. Guillet, "Las Notas Sobre Sonora, 1864-1866,"
. p. 57; Interview with Enrique Loustaunau, March 27, 1971.

19. Luis A. Velasco, Geoqrafia y Estadistica de la 
Republica Mexicana: XIV: Geoqrafia y Estadxstica del Estado 
de Sonora (Mexico: Oficina Tip. de la Secretaria de Fomento, 
1893), p. 90.

20. Constitucion del Sonora. Article 78, reformed 
July 23, 1892.
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security and police, the prisons, the execution of all 
material works in the district, the electoral fraud 
in all its degrees, tutelage .of the judicial offi
cers, deprivation of the ayuntamientos of their 
remaining responsibilities, suppression of banditry, 
preparation of tax-lists, statistics, meteoro
logical observations, upkeep of bridges, paths and 
roads of the districts, distribution of false 
information to secure his power, the preparation and 
organization of local fiestas in order to receive and 
compliment the governor in each one of his visits—  
and all this for $150 or $200 monthly.21

Although the office of prefect demanded much from an indi
vidual in terms of time, and for this reason a number of 
prominent appointees requested to be excused, those com
mercially minded individuals who did accept the position 
frequently reaped lucrative returns. The prefect was in 
charge of the tax lists, and he dispensed contracts and 
licenses in the district. Some of the appointees used their 
contacts to abuse the office, but men like Francisco M.
Espino and Francisco C. Aguilar enjoyed the confidence of 

22the citizens.
Espino, who had been born in Jalapa, Veracruz, in 

1820, immigrated to Sonora in 1853 while serving as a 
captain in the fifth batallion. He fought against the 
filibustering expedition of Count Gaston Raousset de 
Boulbon, and later Espino fought beside Pesqueira against 21 22

21. Jose R. del Castillo, Historia de la Revolucion 
Social de Mexico (2 vols.; Mexico: n.p., 1915), 1 , 156.

22. Rivera, La Revolucion en Sonora, p. 16; Citizens
of Cumuripa to Luis Torres, December 2 1884, carp. 530,
gav. 20-4, AHES; El Imparcial (Guaymas), May 10, June 10, 
1893; Also see footnote 16.
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the forces of Manuel Gandara in 1857. Although Espino 
momentarily joined with the French forces in 1865, he 
quickly returned to the fold and became one of the newcomers 
to Sonora upon which Pesqueira relied to construct his base 
of power. During the Mariscal administration, Espino backed 
the Torres-led faction and soon rose to a position of 
prominence. Espino served as the substitute prefect for the 
district of Guaymas in 1879, the prefect of Magdalena in 
1881 and 1883, returned to Guaymas in 1885, then to Her- 
mosillo in 1887, and again to Magdalena in 1889 and on to 
Arizpe in 1891. Finally, Espino returned to Guaymas in 1893 
to serve as the district prefect until his death in 1900. 
During his long tenure of office, Espino frequently pro
tected the citizens against Apache raids and he commanded

23troops in the struggle against the Yaqui and Mayo.
Aguilar came from a prominent Sonoran family whose 

relatives included the former governor of the state, Jose de 
Aguilar of Hermosillo, and the wealthy Aguilar family of 
Guaymas. Aguilar enjoyed the benefits of a fine education, 
owned the largest general store in Ures, buildings in Ures 
and Hermosillo, wheat lands, and several important mining 
claims. Between 1877 and 1905 Aguilar served generally as 
the mayor of the city or the prefect of the district and, 23

23. Almada, Diccionario. pp. 252-53; Guillet,
"Notas de Sonora, 1864-1866," p. 58.
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during this time, he promoted the business interests of the 
district and encouraged the development of schools.

The nine districts over which the prefects presided 
were divided into eighty-four municipalities. Geographi
cally, the Mexican municipality compares favorably to the 
county division within the United States as its territory 
extends beyond the city limits of the principal town to 
include other towns, pueblos, ranchos, congregations, and 
haciendas. The principal town within the municipality 
generally served as the place of the local municipal govern
ment which aided the prefect in carrying out the laws of the 
state. A presidente (mayor) headed the municipal government 
and two or more reqidores (councilmen) served on the council. 
While the larger and more important municipals offered a
more stable political system, chaos frequently dominated the

25politics of the smaller municipalities.
Beneath the municipal government police commissioners 

served as the government agent for the population centers 
within the municipality, but outside of the immediate 
contact of the main town. Within these rural settlements 
the citizens elected the police commissioner, but for the 24 25

24. Guillet, "Notas de Sonora, 1864-1866," p. 58; 
Rivera, La Revolucion en Sonora. p. 16.

25. Marvin Alisky, Guide to the Government of the 
Mexican State of Sonora (Tempe. Arizona: Center for Latin 
Studies, Arizona State University, 1971), p. 13; "Ley 
Organica Electoral, April 11, 1878" in La Constitucion 
(Hermosillo), May 16, 1879.
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privately owned haciendas and mining camps the owner or 
owners were authorized to select a commissioner until the 
reform law of 1892. After the constitutional reform in 
1892, the district prefects appointed the police commis
sioners with the approval of the state governor. These 
officials occupied the lowest stratum within the bureaucracy, 
but they frequently formed the only link some of the
citizens had with the government and consequently the com-

26missioners performed a valuable service.
Within the Sonoran bureaucracy Luis Torres, Corral, 

Izabal, and Lorenzo Torres emerged as the four most powerful 
figures in the state. All came from modest backgrounds, had 
little formal education, and entered the political arena in 
Sonora relatively late. Of the four, only Corral had been 
born in Sonora. Luis Torres was a native of Chihuahua and 
Izabal and Lorenzo Torres were natives of Sinaloa. The men 
were relatively young at the time of Luis Torres' election 
in 1879; Lorenzo 43, Luis 35, and Ramon and Rafael only 25. 
Both Luis and Lorenzo were capable military leaders. 
Administratively Lorenzo preferred to leave the paperwork 
to someone else, which he did in 1887 when he left the 
administration of the state to Corral after being elected 
governor. Corral possessed the skills to carry out the day 26

26. "Ley Organica del Gobierno y Administracion 
interim del Estado de Sonora, Art. 29-33" in La Constitucion 
(Hermosillo), December 22, 1881; Constitucion de Sonora.
Art. 81, reformed July 23, 1892.
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to day activities of the government and,as his hundreds of

27reports illustrate, he was an excellent administrator.
Izabal, who formed a third of the triumvirate, the other
two being Luis Torres and Corral, tended to use more muscle
and less tact in handling situations, and General Carbo once
described the stocky, barrel-chested Izabal as "more the

28 >rower than the coxswain." Nevertheless, Izabal, with his 
fellow political partners, effectively carried out the 
policies of the national government.

The bureaucrats formed a tightly knit group with 
kinship more important than ability in obtaining office. In 
fact, nepotism permeated the government at every level. 
Corral's father-in-law, Vicente V. Escalante, became mayor 
of Hermosillo a year after Corral married his daughter, 
Amparo Escalante, and he dominated that office for over a 
decade. Moreover, the thrice married Escalante married 
into politically active families as did his offspring.
Aside from his daughter Amparo, who married Corral, a son 
married into the politically prominent Cubillas family and 
another daughter married Dr. Alberto G. Noriega who served 
as interim governor of Sonora on several occasions. Two 
other children married into the same Monteverde family into 27 28

27. Almada, Diccionario. pp. 190-91, 406, 791-93; 
Uruchurtu, Apuntes Biograficos.~p. 27.

28. Guillermo Carbo to Luis Torres, February 3, 
1882, No. 000273, VII, AGPD.
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which Torres and Izabal had married. Furthermore, Ocambo V.
Escalante, Vicente's brother, was a relative of Joaquin
Loustaunau who was Corral's brother-in-law and who also was

29very prominent in Sonoran politics.
Most of the men who participated in the government

also became involved in the business activities of Sonora.
They invested in land and mining adventures, owned most of
the commercial outlets, and obtained most of the lucrative
contracts granted by the state and local governments. Many,
including Luis Torres and Corral, served on the local board
of directors for the foreign companies and lists of persons
granted licenses to establish flour mills and distilleries

30read like a Who's Who of Sonoran political leaders. Of
the four witnesses at Corral's wedding, three listed their
occupation as merchant and the fourth, Francisco Monteverde,
simply listed himself employed, although he belonged to the
Monteverde family which had farming, mining, and commercial 
. 31interests. Corral's father-in-law owned a modest general 
store in Hermosillo, and Corral built the largest and most 29 30 31

29. Chart of the Escalante family tree in the 
private papers of Jorge Corral; Chart of the Loustaunau 
family tree in the private papers of Enrique Loustaunau.

30. See footnote 16.
31. Typewritten copy of Corral's marriage contract 

in "Archive Historico de la Catedral de Hermosillo,
Bautismos de 1886-1900 y Informaciones Matrimoniales de 
1799-1888," in Museo de Sonora. This work contains type
written copies of documents from the Sonoran Church Archives.
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modern flour mill in the state, purchased a lumber company 
in Guaymas with a branch in Hermosillo, established a 
furniture factory, and provided Guaymas and Hermosillo with 
electricity. Aside from these interests, Corral continued 
to speculate in mining and became one of the largest

32investors in the Bank of Sonora when it opened in 1898.
A small and tightly knit group dominated the business 

and the politics of the state, but the government carefully 
cultivated a facade of democracy. Officials proclaimed the 
joys of a democratic system, pointed with pride to the few 
opposition newspapers permitted to publish in Sonora, and 
the state legislature made voting and office holding obliga
tory in 1879. In accordance with election law, state and 
district elections took place on the last Sunday in April 
and municipal ones on the last Sunday in August. The 
authorities divided the populous into sections of not less 
than 500 persons or more than 2,000. Settlements with less 
than the prescribed number combined with neighboring 
communities to form a section. Once the sections had been 
established, the local governments placed the names of those 32

32. Interviews with Jorge Corral, November 6, 1970 
and Alberto Cubillas, December 4, 1970; Ulloa, El Estado de 
Sonora, p. 29; La Constitucion (Hermosillo), April 16, 1886; 
La Lucha (Havana, Cuba), April 15, 1911 in private papers of 
Jorge Corral; Letter from Ramon Corral to Felizardo Torres, 
Corral's business manager, January 5, 1903 concerning his 
business interests in the private papers of Jorge Corral; 
Copy of the contract granted to Corral to establish an 
electric company in Pesqueira, ed., "Leyes y Decretos del 
Estado de Sonora," VII.
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who could read and write into an urn to determine the 
empadronador. the official who drew up the voting lists and 
ran the show until election day, for each section. On 
election day the empadronador selected the mesa. election 
board, from the group of citizens who gathered at the 
polling place. Once the empadronador appointed the mesa his 
authority ceased and the mesa then presided over the 
balloting.^

Although the larger and more important municipali
ties occasionally experienced intense political struggles, 
the smaller and less significant ones constituted most of 
the political chaos disrupting Sonora during the porfiriato. 
The municipal elections of Minas Prietas in 1892 typified 
the small local struggles to gain control of a municipality 
as the citizenry split between two candidates for mayor.
One faction supported the challenger, Ruperto Romo, while 
the other backed the incumbent, Rafael Torres. The day 
before the elections the Romo faction approached the mayor 
to request that he prohibit the sale of liquor and grant 
them a guarantee for their personal safety as Torres' 
followers had threatened and harassed them. Unable to 
receive satisfaction from the mayor, Romo and his backers 
telegraphed the secretary of state. Corral, who wired the 
mayor to protect the citizens and Corral also warned Torres 33

33. Ley Organica Electoral, April 11, 1878 in La 
Constitucion (Hermosillo), May 16, 1879.
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that."the governor will hold you responsible for any dis
turbances.

Nevertheless, Torres' political club served free 
drinks and, encouraged by the alcohol, many torristas roamed 
the streets threatening and insulting all who refused to 
drink to the incumbent. The following day the Torres- 
appointed police commissioner led an armed band of ruffians 
through the town and prohibited Romo's supporters from 
leaving their homes until the mesa had been selected. Romo 
and his friends protested to the local judge, Jose J.
Palacio, but while Palacio checked into the matter, Torres 
barged into the judge's office with an armed guard. When 
asked to leave, the mayor yelled obscenities at the judge 
and threatened the group with violence. Palacio tele
graphed the governor's office and Corral ordered that a 
hearing be established to decide the case. The state 
supreme court ruled against Torres, and the state legisla
ture then annulled the Minas Prieta elections. In special
elections held later in the year the Romo faction tri-

. , 35umphed. 34 35

34. Ramon Corral to Rafael Torres, August 28, 1892, 
carjD. 641, gav. 23-5, AHES; Citizens of Minas Prietas to 
Ramon Corral, August 27, 1892, carp. 641, gav. 23-5, AHES.

35. Jose J. Palacio to Ramon Corral, August 28, 29, 
September 3, 1892, carp. 641, gav. 23-5 AHES; Jesus F.
Arvizu to Ramon Corral, August 29, 1892, carp. 641, gav. 
23-5, AHES; Rafael Torres to Ramon Corral, September 4,
1892, carp. 641, gav. 23-5, AHES; Ramon Corral to Francisco 
M. Aguilar, prefect of Hermosillo, September 8, 1892, carp.
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The Minas Prietas affair may have given the adminis

tration the outward appearance of democratic procedure, but 
another incident clearly indicates the oppressive manner 
with which opponents were dealt. Early in 1885 three news
paper editors planned to present a slate of candidates 
against the government ticket. The editors, Pedro Ochoa, 
Jesus G. Cano, and Bernardo Oviedo, clearly understood the 
hazards of their intentions, and therefore sought out the 
approval of the prefect of Alamos, Jesus de Jose Salido. 
Although, according to the editors, Salido promised no 
reprisals, after the first issue of the paper he notified 
them to prepare to leave within four hours as part of a new 
contingent of recruits being sent to fight the Indians.
When the editors obtained an injunction against the order, 
Salido refused to recognize it.^

In petitioning for an amparo. Ochoa, Cano, and 
Oviedo, swore their induction had resulted from the article 
in La Opinion which accused the government of provoking the 36

641, gav. 23-5, AHES; Ramon Corral to Supreme Tribunal of 
Justice of Sonora, September 19, 1892, carp. 641, gav. 23-5, 
AHES; Decree of the state legislature annulling the Minas 
Prietas election, October 6 ̂ 1882, carp. 641, gav. 23-5; 
Francisco M. Aguilar to Ramon Corral, November 8, 1892, 
carp. 641, gav. 23-5, AHES.

36. A1 Publico (Chihuahua), April, 1885. Special 
one-page edition issued by Jesus Cano, Pedro Ochoa, and 
Bernardo Oviedo. The issue related the plight of the editors 
during March; Monitor Republicano (Ciudad, Mexico), May 1, 
1885 in carp. 7, gav. 2-1, AHES; Petition for an 
amparo. March 12, 1885, carp. 552, gav. 21-2.



83
uprising of the Yaqui and Mayo by ordering the assassination
of Cajeme, the Yaqui chief." The three testified that
Salido's order abused their freedom of press as "not one
line in the article calls for rebellion or encourages dis-

37obedience to the law or to the authorities." Judge 
Manuel Gastelum, who issued the amparo. agreed with the 
editors, but the incident only served to antagonize the 
prefect. Salido responded that the savage hordes of Yaqui 
and Mayo had risen in rebellion, threatening the peace and 
order of the entire state. His position, Salido explained, 
obligated him to protect the citizens. Others had been 
called into service and, regarding Ochoa, Cano, and Oviedo, 
it existed only in their imagination that he singled them 
out because of the publication of La Opinion. ^

Hence, the local authorities inducted the editors 
into the small squad commanded by Captain Jose M. Soto, a 
reputed criminal and one of Salido's henchmen. Soto, who 
had the nickname mata de maiz. marched his squad to Navojoa. 
According to later reports, Soto considered applying the Ley 
Fuqa. which permitted a prisoner a short period of time to 
flee for his freedom before the authorities pursued and shot 
him, to his three recruits. Because honest laborers from 37 38

37. Petition for an amparo. March 12, 1885, carp. 
552, gav. 21-2.

38. Manuel Gastelum to Jose Salido, March 12, 13, 
1885, carp. 552, gav. 21-2, AHES; Jose Salido to Manuel 
Gastelum, March 13, 14, carp. 552, gav. 21-2.
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Navojoa composed most of his squad, Soto elected, instead,
to execute Cano, Ochoa, and Oviedo at a house in Navojoa
which he selected arbitrarily. When the owner of the house
armed himself and refused to leave, Soto left an armed
guard at the house while he returned to where he had left
his intended victims. As Soto and an aide, Fidencio Corral,
prepared to execute the three editors, General Jesus Garcia
Morales, commander of the forces at Navojoa and several
times a former gubernatorial candidate, arrived on the
scene. Unaware of the identity of the unwelcomed visitor,
Soto attempted to shoot the commander. Garcia Morales'
aide deflected the pistol and the general's troops captured

39the two after a brief chase.
Outraged at the attempt on his life and the almost 

successful execution of Cano, Ochoa, and Oviedo, Garcia 
Morales sent a message to Salido demanding to know why these 
"dogs were going to assassinate three honest citizens.
The district prefect apologized for the unfortunate incident 
and assured the commander that upon the return of Soto and 
his accomplice the full measure of the law would be applied 
with all its vigor. Unfortunately, when Salido's men 
attempted to return the two captives to Alamos, Soto and 39 40

39. Jesus Garcia Morales to Jose Salido, March 15, 
1885, carp. 552, gav. 21-2. AHES; A1 Publico (Chihuahua). 
April, 1885.

40. Jesus Garcia Morales to Jose Salido, March 15, 
1885, carp. 552, gav. 21-2, AHES.
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Corral tried to escape at three in the morning and were shot 
and killed.

Instead of releasing the editors from the military,
the governor's office ordered that they be incorporated into
the cavalry squadron. Realizing that their chances against
either the government or the Indians were minimal, the three
editors escaped into Chihuahua on March 28, 1885, where they

42later published a newspaper to advertise the incident.
In Sonora, in the meantime, Corral informed Salido 

of the administration's approval of his actions in the issue 
with Gastelum. The secretary also requested the prefect to 
send Gastelum, accompanied by an armed escort, to the 
capital in order that the judge might explain his actions.
A court of review considered the case of the amparo and 
agreed with Salido that the judge had been negligent in 
granting the injunction. Thus the district prefect con
tinued to enjoy the favor of the administration, but the

43fate of Gastelum remains unknown.
The type of control which existed at the national 

and state levels in 1885 was not evident in 1880. In the 41 42 43

41. Jose Salido to Jesus Garcia Morales, March 16, 
1885, carp. 552, gav. 21-2, AHES; Lt. Col. Agustin G. 
Hernandez to Jose Salido, March 16, 1886 quoted in Jose 
Salido to Ramon Corral, March 19, 1885, carp. 552, gav. 21- 
2, AHES.

42. A1 Publico (Chihuahua), April, 1885.
43. Two letters from Ramon Corral to Jose Salido, 

March 31, 1885, carp. 552, gav. 21-2, AHES.
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1880 presidential and congressional elections the porfiris-
tas lacked the confidence which they achieved at a later
date. Two months prior to the national elections General
Manuel Gonzalez, Diaz' choice to succeed him, wrote Carbo,
the commander of the first military zone, that the party
must elect deputies and senators loyal to their cause and
he requested the commander "to employ his exquisite tact
and accustomed circumspection in order not to alienate the

44 ,support of the Independent Party . . . ." Gonzalez warned 
Carbo that agents of Ignacio L. Vallarta, also a presiden
tial hopeful, were working in Sonora to exploit the senti
ment which continued to exist for Mariscal, and he cau
tioned Carbo not to place too much faith in Governor Torres' 
ability to deliver the votes and "later lament the irre
parable damage.

Despite the anxiety of the central administration 
toward the elections, Torres received a landslide vote. 
Gonzalez won overwhelmingly as did Generals Francisco Canedo 
and Jesus Garcia Morales in the senate race and Corral, 
Carlos Ortiz, and Guillermo Rivera y Rio in the deputy race. 
Francisco Serna and Aurelio Melgarejo were selected substi
tutes for the senators and Bernardo Oviedo, Luis Gago, and 
General Angel Martinez for the national deputies. The 44 45

44. Manuel Gonzalez to Guillermo Carbo, May 11, 
1880, No. 001122, V, AGPD.

45. Ibid.
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election results proved conclusively that the porfiristas 
could dictate the balloting; however, not all of the candi
dates had been totally converted to the policies of the 
administration, and a weeding out process was necessary in 
the early stages before solidification was finally achieved.



CHAPTER V

THE CHALLENGE

The period following the national elections in 1880 
became a time of trial for Sonora. Several deputies in the 
national legislature attempted to pass a bill permitting the 
free importation of foreign wheat into Sinaloa and Baja 
California, and only the efforts of Corral prohibited the 
cutting off of Sonora's two largest wheat markets. The 
following year, 1882, the state became embroiled in a 
struggle with the federal government concerning state's 
rights which divided Sonora into two political camps, almost 
provoking a civil war. Sonora emerged from the period with 
her markets secure, but lost all freedom of independent 
action as the state fell under the complete dominance of the 
porfiriato.

While pressure mounted at the national level to 
permit the free importation of wheat into Sinaloa and Baja 
California, Corral challenged the wisdom of the bill in 
seven newspaper articles written in 1881. According to the 
sponsors of the wheat bill, the lack of an adequate supply 
of wheat into the two areas threatened a large percentage of 
the population with starvation. In his initial article, 
while agreeing with the need for adequate food supplies,

88
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Corral cautioned that the proposed measure warranted greater 
scrutiny. He attacked the claim that many persons in the 
two areas were on the verge of starvation because the nation 
could not furnish them with wheat, and he warned that the 
free importation of wheat into Mexico would be detrimental 
to the entire nation. In the six subsequent articles 1 
Corral submitted evidence to substantiate his stand.

Corral indicated that the seemingly humanitarian 
aims of the bill's sponsors were designed to cloak an 
ulterior motive for personal gain. Only the affluent mem
bers of Mexican society depended upon the use of wheat in 
their diet, while the poorer families relied upon corn as 
the mainstay. Consequently, Corral argued, the question of 
a starving population was hardly contingent upon the supply 
of wheat. In addition, only in the year 1878, when the 
northern regions of the nation lost most of their crops, was 
Sonora's supply of wheat to Sinaloa and Baja California 
insufficient. Corral contended that a few millers sought to 
monopolize the wheat market and drive down the price in 
order to run the Sonoran farmers out of business. Subse
quently , these millers would be able to set the price of 
flour to realize a substantial profit, and the advantage of

1. Ramon Corral, La Cuestion de la Harina (Her- 
mosillo: Coleccion Sonorense, Biblioteca y Museo de Sonora, 
n.d. ) , pp. 3-7. This is a collection of the seven articles 
which Corral wrote against the wheat bill. La Constitucion 
(Hermosillo), July 25, 1881.
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the cheaper California imported wheat would not be passed on

2to the consumer.
Corral extended his argument beyond a mere attack on 

the motives of his opponents, and the importation of cheap 
wheat. He produced statistics showing the various items 
which Sonora purchased from Sinaloa and Baja California: 
varieties of fish, sugar, meat, beans, cheese, soap, mezeal, 
and some corn. In all, the state imported 750,384 pesos 
worth of products. In return Sonora exported only 298,535 
pesos of goods, mainly wheat, to Sinaloa and Baja Cali-

3fornia. If, Corral wrote, Sonora lost its wheat markets in 
the two territories, the state would have to curtail its 
purchases, causing a cyclical effect upon other crops and 
products. Sinaloa and Baja California would be faced with 
the option of having to reduce their production of certain 
goods or to find new markets. A loss in production would 
reduce the purchasing power of the areas and they, in turn, 
would have to cut back on their imports from other states. 
Eventually, the repercussions would affect several states 
and several thousand workers. Corral's arguments convinced

4congress, and the measure became lost in committee work.

2. Corral, La Question, pp. 6-7, 20.
3. Ibid. pp. 6, 23.
4. Ibid.. pp. 27, 43-45, 48.
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Paralleling the time that the wheat question

developed in the national congress, the initial jockeying
for the gubernatorial race began in Sonora. Luis Torres
wrote Carbo on November 28, 1880 that "the candidate which
is the most popular and most powerful in this state is Lie.
Carlos R. Ortiz. All of our friends are strongly in favor
of h i m . T o r r e s  assured the commanding general of the
first military zone that Ortiz would meet with his approval
and requested that Carbo work for his nomination.^ Ortiz
returned to Sonora from Mexico City in late 1880 and the
large reception held in his honor indicated the acceptance

7of his nomination by the central administration.
Outwardly, Ortiz appeared to possess all of the 

necessary talents for the governor's post. He had been born 
into the prosperous Ortiz family of Alamos in 1851 and had 
received his secondary schooling in Germany. After.earning 
a law degree from the Universidad Nacional at Mexico City, 
Ortiz returned to Sonora to work against the administrations

Qof Pesqueira and Mariscal. However, during the Epitacio 
Huerta episode in 1877 when Sonorans thought that Diaz

5. Luis Torres to Guillermo Carbo, November 28, 
1880, No. 001022, VII, AGPD.

6. Ibid.
7. La Constitucion (Hermosillo), December 23, 1880.
8. Almada, Diccionario. p. 538; Horacio Sobarzo, 

Cronicas Bioqraficas (Hermosillo: Impreso por Impulsera de 
Artes Graficas, S.A., 1949), p. 146.
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intended to return the state to Pesqueira, Ortiz presented a
strongly worded bill before the state legislature which
stated that "Whenever the powers of the Union injure or
restrain the sovereignty of the State of Sonora . . . they
remain suspended in all their effects . . . and the State
recovers completely its sovereignty and absolute inde- 

9pendence." Ortiz displayed the deep-rooted federalism 
characteristic of Sonorans which was antithetical to the 
centralist policy of the porfiriato.

Opponents of Ortiz rallied around the wealthy 
hacendado, Jose Maria Maytorena. As the owner of several 
haciendas in the Guaymas area, Maytorena had been active in 
local and state affairs where he had gained the respect of 
many Sonorans. Maytorena recognized the need for federal 
endorsement, but was unaware that the national government 
had already pledged its support to Ortiz. Hence, the candi
date and his followers sent an agent to the nation's capital 
in hopes of gaining support. When Governor Torres learned 
of the plot, he wrote Diaz asking him to notify President 
Gonzalez of the agent and to inform him that the situation 
in Sonora was under control. The opposition's effort proved

9. Boletin Oficial (Ures), August 3, 1877; Sobarzo, 
Cronicas Bioqraficas. pp. 141-42.



93
futile as the central administration remained firm in its 
support of the Torres-led faction.

The maytorenista campaign generated mild support in 
the state and on occasions their speeches "cut some of the 
opponents the wrong way" almost leading to violence.
Although Torres continued to assure Diaz that the maytorenis
ta s enjoyed only nominal support, the exchange of letters
between the two indicated the anxiety of the national

12administration. Torres accompanied a national guard unit
to Maytorena's seat of power, Guaymas, in order to patrol
the city, and although one report suggested that the unit
was to insure an Ortiz victory, Maytorena captured his home
district as well as Arizpe. Nevertheless, Ortiz easily
defeated his opponent, 16,978 to 3,458, and a noticeably
relieved Diaz congratulated Torres and expressed his relief

13that no open violence had occurred.
Ortiz assumed the duties of the governor's office on 

September 1, 1881, but even before that date conflict 
developed between him and Luis Torres. During the summer * 11

10. Luis Torres to Porfirio Diaz, March 18, 1881,
No. 000426, VI, AGPD.

11. Arizona Citizen (Tucson), April 10, 1881.
12. Luis Torres to Porfirio Diaz, March 18,24,

1881, No. 000424, VI, AGPD; Porfirio Diaz to Luis Torres,
May 13, No. 000425, VI, AGPD.

13. Arizona Citizen (Tucson), May 1, 1881; Porfirio 
Diaz to Luis Torres, May 13, No. 000425, AGPD; La Constitu- 
cion (Hermosillo), June 1, 1881.



before the governor-elect succeeded to the office, Ortiz
declared his intent to run the state without interference
from his supporters, especially Torres. As a direct result
he alienated the Torres faction in selecting persons for
positions within the bureaucracy. At the same time Ortiz
sent an agent to Mexico City to work for the transfer of
Torres to another military z o n e . A n g e r e d  by these
actions, Torres traveled to New York City where he met and

, 1 5discussed the situation with Carbo and Corral.
The three agreed to eliminate Ortiz and, according 

to the Sonoran governor, when they reached Tucson, Arizona, 
Carbo publically boasted of instructions from the Mexican 
president to replace both the governors of Sonora and 
Sinaloa. Although Gonzalez had never issued the orders of 
which Carbo boasted, the commanding general of the first 
military zone did all but declare open war against Ortiz.
He snubbed the Sonoran governor, refused his hospitality, 
attempted to force him to accept Corral as his secretary of 
state, and he circulated a notice stating his intentions of 
removing Ortiz from office. Even so, a solution might have 14 15

14. Colonel Lorenzo Garcia to General Bernardo 
Reyes, October 8, 1881, No. 000714, VII, AGPD.

15. Carlos Ortiz to Carlos Pacheco, January 25, 
1882, No. 000154, VII AGPD; Carlos Pacheco to Porfirio 
Diaz, February 23, 1882; Calvo Berber. Nociones de Historia, 
p. 259.
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been arranged between the forces of Carbo and Ortiz had not 
a new series of Apache raids threatened the state.

Prior to Carbo1s return to Sonora, a well-armed band 
of three hundred warriors under the command of Chris and Ju 
struck the districts of Arizpe, Moctezuma, and Sahuaripa in 
December. .By January the United States consulate at Guaymas 
reported that the number of men, women, and children 
"murdered by these scourges of civilization in the districts 
of Moctezuma and Sahuaripa is estimated at upwards of one
hundred, and a large number of mules and horses have been

17stolen." Ortiz immediately dictated measures to check the 
invasion and placed the state forces under the command of 
General Jose Otero, Torre's first vice-governor.Un
fortunately, the Mexican minister of war, General Francisco 
Naranjo, began to receive contradictory reports concerning 
the situation in Sonora. Naranjo wrote General Bernardo 
Reyes, commander of the federal troops in Sonora and acting 
commander of the first zone in the absence of Carbo, that he 
was surprised to learn about the Apache invasion and deaths 
"as the government had notices to the contrary. The presi
dent is displeased and wants actions taken against those 16 17 18

16. Ibid.
17. Alexander Willard to secretary of state,

January 12, 1882, "Consular Despatches, Guaymas," roll 5.
18. La Constitucion (Hermosillo), December 27,

1881.
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19responsible for the false information." In order to learn

the facts and the seriousness of the situation, the Mexican
20president ordered General Otero to the national capital.

Aside from the local destruction, the raids created 
a major problem for Mexico. When Diaz had sought recogni
tion for his government in 1877, the government of the 
United States had hesitated and blamed the Mexicans for the 
turbulent border situation which permitted Indians and 
bandits to raid back and forth with impunity. Many 
Americans suggested that the United States troops pursue 
these hostile bands into Mexico regardless of the inter
national line because they believed that the Mexican 
authorities did not wish to cooperate. Although Diaz had 
been able to gain recognition, the problem remained a point 
of contention between the two governments. Fearful that the 
powerful northern neighbor would use a border incident as an
excuse to cross the boundary, the Mexican government main-

' 21 tained a close watch over its border states.
Garbo, who assumed command of the first military

zone in late January, 1882, ordered Otero to Guaymas in
order to report on the Apache situation. The incident 19 20 21

19. Francisco Naranjo to Bernardo Reyes, January 9, 
1882, No. 000783, VII, AGPD.

20. Bernardo Reyes to Lorenzo Garcia, January 11, 
1882, carp. 490, gav. 19-4, AHES.

21. Cosio Villegas, The United States Versus 
Porfirio Diaz, pp. 28, 47, 51, 125.
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provoked new hostilities between Carbo and Ortiz, as the 
governor later claimed that the commander's action prevented 
the state from carrying out its campaign against the 
Apaches. Nevertheless, upon learning of the nature of the 
problem from Otero, Carbo requested permission to relieve 
Otero of the frontier command. Carbo, who called the general 
a man of heart and good faith, observed that the frontier 
commander had been manipulated by the state governor. The 
Apache raids occurred because half of the state's troops 
performed as ceremonial guards to state functions sponsored 
by Ortiz. Carbo further claimed that Ortiz used his posi
tion for personal gain to the detriment of the state.
Ortiz, his relatives, and cronies, Carbo contended, provoked 
the Yaqui and Mayo into rebellion in order to grab their 
lands. While Carbo waited for an answer from Mexico City, 
he. appointed Colonel Lorenzo Garcia to carry on the campaign
against the Apache until he replaced Garcia with Reyes in
_ , 22 February.

The actions of Carbo intensified the already hostile 
feelings between him and Ortiz. Ortiz considered the 
commander's actions an invasion upon his authority, espe
cially since he had already organized a campaign against the 
Apache. He declared that Carbo's acts were an attempt to 22

22. Jose Carbo to Lorenzo Garcia, February 6, 1882, 
000723, VII, AGPD; Jose Carbo to Francisco Naranjo, February 
9, 1882, 000331, VII, AGPD; Manuel Gonzalez to Jose Carbo, 
February 11, 1882, 000149, VII, AGPD.
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embarrass the Sonoran administration and that the commanding 
general had been the one to pass on false information to the 
Mexican war ministry. Ortiz emphasized that he had 
authorized Otero to organize a campaign against the Apaches 
and that Garbo's relieving the general of the frontier 
command had resulted in an abandonment of the campaign to 
the great detriment of the state. Political motives, Ortiz 
wrote in April, spurred the zone commander's actions and 
caused him to misrepresent the Sonoran administration to the 
nation.

Even before the public outburst by Ortiz in April, 
the political situation in Sonora deteriorated to a point 
where it had become a national issue within government 
circles. Late in January Ortiz requested and received 
permission from Gonzalez to discuss the problem with General 
Carlos Pacheco, minister of public works and Diaz' right- 
hand man. In a lengthy letter to Pacheco, Ortiz stated that 
Garbo "has undertaken against the government of my charge a 
struggle without quarter. I know," the Sonoran governor 
wrote, "that you and the president are very friendly with 
Garbo and lean toward his side, nevertheless, I appeal to 
y o u . T h e  following day Ortiz addressed a letter to Diaz 23 24

23. Open letter to the citizens of Sonora by Carlos 
Ortiz quoted in La Constitucion (Hermosillo), April 12,
1882.

24. Carlos Ortiz to Carlos Pacheco, January 25, 
1882, No. 000154, VII, AGPD.
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in which he requested that the former Mexican president use
his influence with Gonzalez to have Garbo removed from his
command or to divide the first military zone with Sonora
coming under the direct command of the minister of war. In
order to bolster his own position with Diaz, Ortiz falsely
indicated that Garbo plotted to establish an administration

25in Sonora hostile to the ex-president.
While political intrigue enveloped Sonora, Gonzalez 

prepared lists of candidates who would receive the govern
ment's backing in the coming national elections. Gonzalez 
established two criteria in drafting the lists: (1) friends 
of himself and Diaz who had conducted themselves properly in 
the current congress would be re-elected; (2) persons who 
had not supported the administration on legislative matters 
would be replaced by old friends who had served the Tuxtepec

^  z-rebellion and the administrations of Diaz and Gonzalez.
Once the Mexican president drafted his lists he notified the 
zone commanders and state governors of the candidates "most 
likely to be favored by the public in the coming 25 26

25. Carlos Ortiz to Porfirio Diaz, January 26,
1882, No. 000283, VII, AGPD.

26. Carlos Pacheco to Porfirio Diaz, January 11, 
1882, No. 000051, VII, AGPD.
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elections." The name of Corral was not included among 
those "most favored."

During the past congressional session, a bill con
cerning the payment of debts owed to England came before the 
Chamber of Deputies. Because the debts had been contracted 
by the former administrations, a conflict ensued regarding 
whether Mexico should or should not pay. Supposedly, Corral 
received assurance from Pacheco that the administration was 
neutral concerning the issue and did not expect a party vote 
on the bill. But when Corral voted against payment, he
immediately became persona non grata with the national

28administration. In view of Pacheco's later support of
Ortiz and his derogatory comments concerning Corral, the
minister of public works may have purposely misled the young
Sonoran deputy. In any case, Corral's political career
declined markedly, and was in even greater jeopardy after he
wrote an article in La Voz de Alamos attacking Diaz. Ortiz
clipped the article from the newspaper to send to Pacheco

z 29who, in turn, passed it on to Diaz. 27 28 29

27. Manuel Gonzalez to Jose Carbo, January 9, 1882, 
No. 000007, VII, AGPD; Carlos Ortiz to Jose Carbo, February 
23, 1882, No. 000330, VII, AGPD.

28. Diego Redo to Nemesio Garcia Naranjo, March 3, 
1956 quoted in El Imparcial (Hermosillo), May 15, 1956.
Both men were former members of the porfiriato.

29. Carlos Pacheco to Porfirio Diaz, February 23, 
1882, No. 000272, VII, AGPD.
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It was fortunate for Corral, that he had the firm 

support of Carbo and Luis Torres. The young Sonoran enjoyed 
an excellent friendship with the two leaders and even lived 
in the house which the zone commander owned in Mexico City. 
Without their backing, Corral's political career probably 
would have ended in 1882. Carbo requested that Corral's 
name be placed on the list, and although Gonzalez admired 
the commander's loyalty toward his friend, the president 
informed Carbo that his efforts would not influence the 
decision to omit Corral. Carbo persevered and finally, with 
a great deal of difficulty, he was able to place Corral on a 
ticket as a substitute deputy for Tepic.

Although Ortiz displayed his hostility toward the 
Carbo-Torres-Corral clique, he indicated a willingness to 
carry out the wishes of the central government and wrote 
Carbo that "I have received the confidential letter of the 
President of the Republic with a list of persons who, 
according to his opinion, will be favored with the public 
vote in all of the States of the Republic. I assure you
that the persons indicated will receive the public vote

31. . . ." The lists, however, did not include the sena
torial candidates and Ortiz anxiously requested the names 30 31

30. Manuel Gonzalez to Jose Carbo, April 28, 1882, 
No. 000510, VII, AGPD; Manuel Gonzalez to Jose Carbo, 
September 7, 1882, No. 000980, VII, AGPD.

31. Carlos Ortiz to Jose Carbo, February 23, 1882, No. 000330, VII, AGPD.
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from Garbo to check whether his recommendation of Pacheco

32had been approved. The name was not on the list.
Apparently, Pacheco requested that his name not be included 
as a candidate.

Pacheco, nevertheless, became a staunch supporter of
Ortiz, and worked to break the strength of the Carbo-Torres-
Corral faction. He explained to Diaz that Garbo had
falsified the earlier military reports concerning the Apache
campaign and the invasion in order to discredit Ortiz.
Pacheco also informed the ex-president of the intimate
friendship between Garbo, Torres, and Corral and of Corral's
article appearing in La Voz de Alamos which criticized the
ex-president. Although he failed to state what he meant by
the term "progressive," the minister of public works accused
Garbo of being a progressive as the result of Corral's
influence on him and he stated that "You will see that Garbo

33is not so good a friend of ours . . . ."
Upon learning of Pacheco's attacks against him,

Garbo attempted to achieve an understanding by explaining 
the nature of the political situation in Sonora to the 
minister of public works. He criticized Ortiz for granting 
offices to opponents instead of supporters, and even hinted 32 33

32. Ibid.; Carlos Pacheco to Porfirio Diaz, March 
15, 1882, No. 000172, VII, AGPD.

33. Carlos Pacheco to Porfirio Diaz, February 23, 1882, No. 000272, VII, AGPD.
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that the governor was not in full command of his mental
faculties. Garbo admitted to not understanding Corral's
attack upon Diaz, but pointed to the record of Luis Torres
as far surpassing that of either Ortiz or Otero. "While
neither Ortiz nor Otero can show a single service for the

34porfirista cause, Torres has a history of support." As 
clear examples of this history, Garbo cited Torres' support 
for Diaz in the La Noria and Tuxtepec rebellions and, also 
Torres' refusal to accept any presidential candidate in 1880 
until Diaz expressed approval for Gonzalez. Garbo did not 
hesitate to remind Pacheco that Otero had fought against the 
Tuxtepec rebellion, and that he had readily worked for 
Gonzalez well before Diaz' approval. Pacheco, however, 
chose not to be convinced, and infuriated the zone commander 
by exclaiming that he was well aware of the political 
happenings in Sonora.

The struggle between Garbo and Ortiz mounted, and 
President Gonzalez verbally reprimanded the zone commander 
several times encouraging him to seek more peaceful rela
tions with the Sonora governor. In March the Mexican 
president sent an agent to speak to both Garbo and Ortiz, * 14

34. Jose Garbo to Carlos Pacheco, March 30, 1882, 
No. 000442, VII, AGPD; Carlos Pacheco to Jose Garbo, March
14, 1882, No. 000403, VII, AGPD.
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35but a reconciliation still failed between the two. After

the visit by Gonzalez' personal messenger, Diaz wrote Ortiz
stating that "I understand his [Garbo's] conduct still is
not the best, but the change is a difficult one for him.
Nevertheless, it is an opportunity for you, although at a

36sacrifice, to show greater restraint . . . ."
The smoldering political struggle in Sonora burst 

forth into public spotlight in early April. An article in 
the Tucson-based Mexican newspaper El Fronterizo created a 
chain reaction, when the editor attacked Garbo on the 
grounds of damaging the Apache campaign and, therefore, 
permitting greater destruction to Sonora's northeast region. 
The article questioned the commander's judgment and right in 
removing Otero from the frontier command. El Pacifico of 
Mazatlan, Sinaloa, headquarters for the first military zone, 
defended Garbo's actions and denied that he had suspended 
the campaign against the Apaches, while accusing the news
paper of being an organ for the Ortiz administration.

In response to the statements appearing in El 
Pacifico. Ortiz launched a bitter attack on Garbo declaring 
that "if El Fronterizo was an organ of the governor's, the 35 36

35. Manuel Gonzalez to Jose Garbo, March 29, 1882, 
No. 000351, April 8, 1882, No. 000515, August 1, 1882, No. 
000926, VII, AGPD; Carlos Pacheco to Porfirio Diaz, March 
15, 1882, No. 000172, VII, AGPD.

36. Porfirio Diaz to Carlos Pacheco, March 21,
1882, No. 000174, VII, AGPD.
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charges against Carbo would be more serious and not based on

37false information." Ortiz condemned the zone commander 
for plotting to oust his administration, for attempting to 
discredit his government by removing Otero from the frontier 
at the time a campaign had been planned and thus forcing its 
postponement, and for the affronts he had received from 
Carbo. According to the state governor, Carbo constantly 
attempted to provoke the government into rebellion and had 
even encouraged persons to organize a force to topple the 
state administration, promising military support for the ' 
attack. •3°

It is interesting that Ortiz did not publically 
attack the zone commander until after he had requested and 
received permission from the state legislature to reorganize 
the state forces. Under the regulation for the organization 
of. forces for public security, the governor obtained strict 
control.over the national guard units even to the point of 
selecting all of the non-commissioned officers, as well as 
the officers, for each outfit. Ortiz also required all 
males between the ages of sixteen and fifty to register with 
the national guard with the exception of the clergy, federal 
employees, doctors, pharmacists, teachers, all foreigners, 37 38

37. Carlos Ortiz to citizens of Sonora quoted in 
La Constitucion (Hermosillo), April 12, 1882.

38. Ibid.
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39and the sick and infirm. Since Ortiz had already replaced 

several prefects, it would appear that the governor was 
making every attempt to consolidate his power over Sonora.

In placing the state forces under the command of 
Reyes in early February, Ortiz left no doubt regarding who 
exercised ultimate command over the national guard. After 
explaining to the prefects that Reyes had assumed command of 
the federal forces of Sonora and of the campaign against the 
Apaches, Ortiz stated "the expressed General enjoys the 
confidence of the government of my charge, I have thought it 
convenient to place at his disposal the National Guard, and 
with it all the elements of war which the state possesses 
for the purpose of cooperating to completely exterminate 
those terrible enemies of our c i v i l i z a t i o n . T h e  governor 
made no reference to the fact that Gonzalez had ordered him 
to place the national guard units at the command of Reyes.^

Although Gonzalez reprimanded Garbo on several 
occasions, his eventual endorsement was clearly of the 
Carbo-Torres-Corral alliance. In March of 1882, when Garbo 
pressured the president to make an early commitment to 39 40 41 42

39. La Constitucion (Hermosillo), April 15, 1882.
40. For political appointments of Ortiz see carp. 

505, gav. 20-1, AHES.
41. La Constitucion (Hermosillo), March 8, 1882.
42. Manuel Gonzalez to Carlos Ortiz, March 7, 1882, 

carp. 499, gav. 19-5, AHES.
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Torres in the 1883 gubernatorial race, Gonzalez declared,
"at the proper time you will receive instructions. For now 
I limit myself to tell you not to convene the candidacy of 
your friend Luis T o r r e s . T w o  months later, however, 
Gonzalez praised Torres' loyalty to the federal government, 
and wrote Garbo that "you may help him in whatever way 
possible, either in private or political interests.

The key to Gonzalez' actions appeared in a letter he
wrote to Garbo on July 15, 1882. After praising the zone
commander for his recent good relations with the governors
of Sonora and Sinaloa, the Mexican president observed that
"several times Governor Ortiz has requested permission to
purchase arms, recently he wanted 500 Remington rifles. I
recommend to you that you find out exactly why he wants the

45constant introduction of arms."
Gonzalez' correspondence clearly demonstrates his 

anxiety concerning Ortiz but, as late as August the presi
dent still cautioned Garbo to maintain peace. "It is 
indispensable," he said, "that it [Ortiz1 administration] 43 44 45

43. Manuel Gonzalez to Jose Garbo, Arpil 8, 1882, 
No. 000515, VII, AGPD.

44. Manuel Gonzalez to Jose Garbo, June 26, 1882, 
No. 000677, VII, AGPD.

45. Manuel Gonzalez to Jose Garbo, July 15, 1882, 
No. 000863, VII, AGPD.
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46 ,terminates peacefully." After advising Carbo against any

violent action, Gonzalez stated "the work of you and your
friends should be to develop a powerful and disciplined
element strong enough to conquer the territory legally: that
is to say in an electoral fight. You should not create
there a difficult situation in which the Executive of the
Union would undoubtably sustain the administration of 

47Ortiz."
Activity and intrigue increased during the month of

August as the number of coded telegrams between Sonora and
Mexico City multiplied. In response to a Carbo communique,
the minister of war answered that the president wanted the
zone commander to sustain, at all cost, federal dominance

48over Sonora without respect to the position of Ortiz.
Although the order seemed to give Carbo a carte blanche check 
into the affairs of the state, Gonzalez still hesitated 
to permit the forcible removal of the governor. Taking 
advantage of the president's anxiety toward the introduction 
of arms into Sonora by Ortiz, Carbo wrote that in his 
"opinion the government should not take lightly the 46 47 48

46. Manuel Gonzalez to Jose Carbo, August 1, 1882, 
No. 000926, VII, AGPD.

47. Ibid.
48. Francisco Naranjo to Jose Carbo, August 18,

1882, No. 001606, VII, AGPD.
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introduction of arms as it can be dangerous for the

49future." The last of the month the zone commander 
notified Gonzalez that, in his opinion, the interests of 
the administration would be served by replacing Ortiz. The 
commander also sent Luis Torres and Rafael Izabal to dis
cuss the situation with Gonzalez. According to Torres, they 
would make the final arrangements concerning the political 
problem while Corral remained in Sonora to coordinate the 
local activities.

While the Carbo-Torres-Corral element girded itself 
for a showdown, Ortiz also consolidated his power. New 
recruits augmented the national guard units; but more 
importantly, Ortiz rescinded his order of March 5 which 
placed these units at the command of Reyes, the federal 
commander. Ortiz notified the district prefects on September 
5 that elements foreign to the state and certain persons 
connected with the central administration promoted discon
tent within Sonora. According to Ortiz, the prefects found 
themselves in an awkward position to handle the situation 
because the March order placed them under two authorities: 
the state and the federal government. To eliminate the 49 50

49. Jose Carbo to Manuel Gonzalez, August 23, 1882, 
No. 000930, VII, AGPD.

50. Jose Carbo to Manuel Gonzalez, August 30, 1882, 
No. 000928, VII, AGPD; Luis Torres to Francisco Canedo, 
August 25, 1882, No. 001611, VII, AGPD.
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problem, Ortiz revoked the order and placed district pre
fects strictly under his command.^

Ortiz justified his act by invoking Article 116 of 
the Constitution of the Republic of Mexico which read:

The powers of the Union have the obligation of 
protecting the states against all foreign invasion 
and violence. In case of internal rebellion or 
disturbance, they will loan equal protection, but 
always at the request of the state legislature or 
its chief executive, if the former body is not in 
session.51 52 53

The governor's action placed him in direct conflict with the
centralization policy of the federal government; but in a
speech to the state legislature later in the month, Ortiz
declared that Sonora maintained friendly relations with the
national government. In regards to the rumors of war which
circulated, the governor announced that they were entirely
false as "can be seen by the daily progress of all areas of
industry, which indicates that the population is preoccupied
with the material development and rejects all ideas of

53public disturbances against the public authorities."
Ortiz couched a note of caution in his otherwise optimistic• 
report when, after reporting no decline in business

51. Carlos Ortiz to the district prefects,
September 5, 1882, carp. 506, gav. 20-1, AHES; Lorenzo 
Garcia to Jose Carbo, August 28, 1882, No. 001612, VII, AGPD.

52. Quoted in Felipe Tena Ramirez, ed., Leyes 
Fundamentales de Mexico. 1808-1964 (2nd ed.; Mexico: Edi- 
torial Porrua, S.A., 1964), p. 626, Art. 116.

53. Carlos Ortiz to the state legislature, quoted 
in La Constitucion (Hermosillo), September 20, 1882.
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activities, he admitted that the rumors had caused some

54alarm and produced a slight paralyzation of business.
In direct contrast to Ortiz' declaration of har

monious relations with the federal government, Gonzalez
wired Garbo a coded message on September 29 which read "Come

55quickly to arrange matters concerning Sonora.v Thus, 
during the month of October when Garbo left for Mexico City, 
the political situation completely deteriorated in Sonora. 
Ortiz announced that new Apache invasions threatened the 
state, that the Yaqui and Mayo tribes showed signs of 
rebellion, and that revolutionaries supported by Reyes 
agitated for a revolt against his administration. The state 
deputies granted Ortiz emergency powers to deal with the 
existing problems, and permitted the chief executive to take 
any necessary steps to evacuate the federal garrison at 
Hermosillo. La Constitucion blamed the Torres faction for 
the state's troubles and accused Torres of fomenting an 
uprising among the two Indian tribes in the south. Accord
ing to the official organ, Torres promised to recognize the 
authority of the Yaqui chief, Cajeme, over the two river 
areas in exchange for Indian opposition to Ortiz.^

54. Ibid.
55. Manuel Gonzalez to Jose Garbo, September 29, 

1882, No. 001629, VII, AGPD.
56. Carlos Ortiz to the state deputies, October 

7, 1882, carp. 502, gav. 19-5, AHES; La Constitucion 
(Hermosillo) October 12, 20, 1882.
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Later in the month of October Ortiz led a military 

force to Guaymas to put down a disturbance against his 
administration. However, when he arrived at the port city, 
all but thirty of his force deserted to the opposition and 
the remaining thirty left upon their return to Hermosillo. 
That night, October 29, a hostile public demonstration 
against Ortiz threatened his safety and Reyes had to inter
vene. The state legislature hastily convened during the 
night to grant Ortiz a three months leave of absence in 
order to discuss the situation with Gonzalez; the governor 
left Sonora on the following day never to return. Two 
months later Ortiz announced that he needed more time and, 
on Christmas day, 1882, he resigned his post.^

The problem to which Ortiz alluded in his note did 
not concern political matters. On occasion Ortiz' oppo
nents , especially Carbo, had indicated that the Sonoran 
governor suffered from an abnormal mental condition. 
Consequently, once in Mexico City, authorities convinced 
him to seek psychiatric attention. Ortiz remained in an * 30

57. Alexander Willard to secretary of state, 
October 28, November 14, 1882, "Consular Despatches,
Guaymas," roll 5; La Constitucion (Hermosillo), October 30, 
1882; Circular announcing Ortiz' leave of absence, October
30, 1882, carp. 497, gav. 19-5, AHES; Ortiz' letter of 
resignation, December 25, 1882, quoted in La Constitucion 
(Hermosillo), March 16, 1883.
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asylum for several months, even though many of his friends

58were convinced of the ex-governor1s mental stability.
After the state legislature granted Ortiz a leave of

absence, the vice-governor, Antonio Escalante, assumed charge
of the administration. The first order of business called
for a return of federal supremacy over the state. The
organization of new national guard units ceased and those
already in existence were placed under federal authority.
Escalante declared an end to the recent disturbances and
ordered the citizens back to work. Escalante also ordered
the district prefects to place all of the arms and munitions
of the state at the disposal of Reyes. The state deputies
revoked the emergency powers of the governor which had been
granted him to deal with the federal force. Pleased by the
deputies' actions, Reyes wrote Escalante that "acts of this
nature [meaning the one against the federal force] cannot
help but lessen the prestige of the government and public

59confidence in true constitutional order."
Escalante cooperated in disassembling the state 

forces which had been organized by Ortiz, but he carried the 
stigma of being associated with the former governor's

58. Jose Garbo to Carlos Pacheco, March 30, 1882, 
No. 000462, VII, AGPD; Interview with Fernando Pesqueira, 
November 8, 1970.

59. Bernardo Reyes to Antonio Escalante, November 
8, 1882, carp. 502, gav. 19-5, AHES; La Constitucion (Her- 
mosillo), October 30, 1882; Circular to district prefects, 
October 29, 1882, carp. 506, gav. 20-1, AHES.
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administration. For this reason and to emphasize the 
dominance of the federal government, Reyes replaced 
Escalante with Cirilo Ramirez on November 24, 1882. Sixty- 
four years old and a native of the state, Ramirez had served 
in many official capacities. Under Pesqueira the new acting 
governor had been a deputy and a prefect several times and 
also had edited the administration's official newspaper, La 
Estrella de Occidente. Ramirez carried on the dismantling 
of the Ortiz power structure as he replaced prefects, 
judges, mayors, councilmen, and convoked new elections for 
the districts of Guaymas and Arizpe.^®

By the time that Carbo returned from Mexico City in 
early December most of the purge had been accomplished.
Many who had attached themselves to Ortiz would never return 
to positions of prominence in the state's political struc
ture. Only a few would be able to work their way back into 
the good graces of the administration. For example, Ortiz' 
personal secretary, Alberto Cubillas, utilized the support 
and friendship of Izabal to return to politics. Cubillas 
remained outside of the government for a few years and then 
held a number of municipal posts before becoming a state

60. Alexander Willard to secretary of state, 
December 14, 1882, "Consular Despatches, Guaymas," roll 5; 
Almada. Diccionario. p. 641; La Constitucion (Hermosillo), 
November 18, 1882; For the appointments made by Ramirez, 
see carp. 504, gav. 20-1, AHES.
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deputy. Eventually he became vice-governor of Sonora under 
Torres from 1907 to 1911.^

Aside from illustrating the authority of the federal 
government, Reyes appointed Ramirez to emphasize his own 
position in the power hierarchy. The American consular 
agent at Guaymas, Alexander Willard, understood the charac
teristics of the political structure; and upon the return of 
Garbo to Sonora, he predicted "another change will be made 
as he [Garbo] is the federal commanding officer here his 
appointee will likely hold the office until the general 
election next year." True to Willard's words, Garbo 
replaced Ramirez with Felizardo Torres, no relation to 
either Luis or Lorenzo.

A likeable and easy going person who had been edu
cated in the United States, Felizardo formed part of the 
circle of friends closest to Garbo, Torres, and Corral. A 
native of Sinaloa, he may have known Luis and Lorenzo before 
settling in Sonora and like most of the leaders of the time 
Felizardo speculated in business adventures. For several 
years he ran the mint at Hermosillo. The new acting governor 
appointed Luis Torres secretary of state until Corral re
placed him in March so that Luis could campaign for the

61. Interview with Alberto Cubillas, son of the 
Cubillas mentioned in the text, December 4, 1970.

62. Alexander Willard to secretary of state,
December 14, 1882, "Consular Despatches, Guaymas," roll 5.
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gubernatorial seat. Felizardo continued to purge the 
bureaucracy, but in January Gonzalez ordered a halt and 
specifically instructed Garbo to extend greater considera
tions toward Ignacio Pesqueira. Even though the old caudillo 
had supported Ortiz, he still enjoyed a favored position 
among the nation's leaders who had also struggled against 
the conservatives of the '501s and the French forces.

At this time the state legislature passed a reform 
extending the governor's term of office from two to four 
years, thus insuring the administration periods of greater 
stability without the disruption of frequent elections. ^  
Garbo permitted almost no opposition in the gubernatorial 
race and Luis Torres completely dominated the balloting.
He received 15,818 votes to 7 for Garcia Morales, 5 for 
Eduardo Castenado, a close friend of Torres, and 4 for 
Maytorena. Francisco Gandara, the nephew of Manuel Gandara 
who had controlled Sonora in the 1840's and 50's, ran with 
Torres as the vice-governor candidate and also crushed his 
rivals.^ Factionalism in Sonora survived the election of 
1883, but no serious threat arose to challenge the Torres 
clique until the coming of the Mexican Revolution. * 18

63. Ibid.; Manuel Gonzalez to Jose Garbo, January
18, 1883, No. 001658, VII, AGPD; For appointments by 
Felizardo Torres see carp. 512, gav. 20-2, AHES.

64. Constitucion del Sonora. Article 70, reformed 
March 17, 1883.

65. La Constitucion (Hermosillo), June 8, 1883.



CHAPTER VI

THE CLASH OF CULTURES

During the long reign of Porfirio Diaz, the state of 
Sonora encountered numerous obstacles to progress, but none 
compared in importance with the Indian issue. Of prime 
significance was the hindrance the Indians posed to the 
peace and economic development of the state. It is no 
coincidence, therefore, that both the nation and the state 
devoted considerable attention and resources to eliminating 
the problem. The Indian menace was twofold, involving the 
aggressive Apache on one hand, and the sedentary Yaqui and 
Mayo tribes on the other, and the two very distinct situa- • 
tions made two different approaches necessary. Because of 
their aggressive nature and devastating raids which left the 
northern part of the state almost abandoned, the Apaches 
posed the more immediate problem in contrast to the more 
settled Yaqui and Mayo who were content to live on their 
lands along the Yaqui and Mayo rivers. Furthermore, the 
Apache raided back and forth across the international 
boundary line and threatened to interrupt the friendly 
relations between Mexico and the United States.

From the rugged mountainous area of the Sierra 
Madres the Apaches raided into the northern and central part

117
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of Sonora leaving death and destruction in their wake. When
pursued by troops, the band retreated up the ridges of the
almost impassible canyons cut into the slopes of the Sierra
Madre Occidental. Here the Apache waited to ambush their
pursuers, retreating, when necessary, to an equally
advantageous position."^ Aside from the protection of the
rugged mountainous terrain, the Apaches cleverly used the
international border between Mexico and the United States as
an escape valve. In order to force the Mexicans to abandon
pursuit, the Apache would cross into the United States, and
likewise if chased by American troops, they fled into
Mexico. In 1882, however, the governments of Mexico and the
United States concluded a treaty permitting soldiers from
either nation to pursue marauding bands across the boundary 

2line. The treaty initiated the end of the Apache menace by 
eliminating the use of the international frontier as a 
sanctuary. Within four years the Indians had been located 
on reservations, and Geronimo had made his last raid into 
Sonora.1 2 3

The Yaqui and Mayo tribes posed an entirely differ
ent type of a problem than that of the Apache. These two

1. Britton Davis, The Truth About Geronimo (New 
Haven: Yale University Press, 1929), p. 76.

2. Cosio Villegas, The United States Versus 
Porfirio Diaz, p. 207.

3. Davis, The Truth About Geronimo. pp. 232-33.
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tribes occupied the fertile river banks of the state's two
major rivers and consequently controlled the best irrigated
lands of Sonora. The Yaqui River is the fourth longest river
in Mexico. It originates in a Canada just south of
Guerrero, Chihuahua, high in the Sierra Madre mountains and
flows 680 kilometers before emptying into the Gulf of
California about fifty kilometers south of Guaymas. The
Mayo River, about half the length of the Yaqui, also begins
high in the Sierra Madres and flows into the Gulf of
California. Most of Sonora, however, falls within the arid
Sonoran Desert region which contains few rivers and little
rainfall. When the rains do come, they frequently fall in
torrents and create more damage than benefit. Furthermore,
even today when the rainy season ends, the hot desert sun
bakes the earth until enormous areas lie cracked like broken

4pieces of pottery. Water remains at a premium.
The quest for the Indian territories developed early 

into a bitter struggle. Although, initially, the Spanish 
were too few to challenge the authority of the Yaqui and 
Mayo tribes, the discovery of the rich Promontories silver 
'mine in 1686 brought more settlers into the region. En
croachments occurred sooner in the Mayo region because of 
the closeness of the mining zone, plus the fact that the

4. Raul E. Vazquez. Geoqrafia del Estado de Sonora 
(Mexico: "Libros Mexicanos," 1955), pp. 56-58; Claudio 
Dabdoub, Historia de El Valle Del Yaqui (Mexico: Libreria 
Manuel Porrua, S.A., 1964), pp. 5-7.
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tribe had been diminished in number as a result of a severe
epidemic. The Yaqui enjoyed the safety both of greater
numbers and greater distance from the center of Spanish
settlement. Even so, encroachments threatened the tribal
lands of the Yaqui and Mayo until they rebelled in 1740.
Peace returned to the area the following year, but the
revolt created an atmosphere of suspicion and distrust
between the Indians and the Spaniards which carried over

5into the Mexican era.
The basic problems endured into the twentieth 

century with the Mexicans wanting to incorporate the tribes 
into the social, political, and economic life of the state 
while the Yaqui and Mayo resisted, desiring only to maintain 
control of their lands and their time honored traditions. 
Consequently, in an effort to preserve their customs the 
great Yaqui chief Juan Banderas attempted to organize the 
tribes of the northwest in 1825 to drive out the hated yori 
(Indian term for whiteman). Banderas failed to accomplish 
his goal and, at the battle of Buenavista in 1832, the 
Mexican troops crushed his army and captured him. Before 
the authorities executed him the following year, Banderas *

*
5. Edward H. Spicer, Cycles of Conquest: The Impact 

of Spain. Mexico and the United States on the Indians of the 
Southwest. 1533-1960 (Tucson: The University of Arizona 
Press, 1962), pp. 52-53; Francisco P. Troncoso, Las Guerras 
con las Tribus Yaqui y Mayo del Estado de Sonora (Mexico: 
Tipografia del Departamento del Estado Mayor, 1905), p. 45; 
Dabdoub, Historia de El Valle, pp. 59-60; Almada, Almada of 
Alamos, pp. 2-4.
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confessed his sins and cried out for his brothers to obey 
the Mexican officials, to follow the commands of God, to 
attend to their families, and to cultivate the land. His 
cries went unheeded as Banderas* execution marked the 
beginning of a new era of conflict.^

The struggle with the Yaqui and Mayo reached its 
apogee during the porfiriato because of the obvious curtail
ment of progress caused by the tribes' resistance to 
assimilation. The Indians refused to recognize the power 
of Diaz, and not only did they permit their potentially rich 
lands to lie fallow, but they objected stringently to any 
outside interference aimed at development. When the rail
road linked the state to American markets, pressure to 
develop the lands increased, and state leaders predicted 
that the cultivation of the two river regions would make 
Sonora the largest agricultural producing state in the 
nation. Furthermore, both national and state leaders fore
saw the potential of the Indian lands in attracting foreign 

7colonists. v

6. Confession of Juan Banderas, January 18, 1833, 
carp. 2, gav. 2-1, AHES; Ignacio Zuniga, Rapida Ojeada al 
Estado de Sonora (Mexico: Impreso por Juan Ojeada, 1835), p. 
9; Fortunate Hernandez, Las Razas Indigenes de Sonora y la 
Guerra del Yaqui (Mexico: Talleres de la Casa Editorial "J. . 
de Elizalde," 1902), pp. 112-14.

7. La Reconstruccion (Hermosillo), June 14, 1877; 
Boletin Oficial (Ures), August 17 and October 16, 1877; 
Boletin de Debates del Congreso del Estado de Sonora (Ures), 
December 12, 1877; Circular on colonization in Sonora appear
ing in San Francisco Chronicle. January 1, 1880.
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Important as the Indian land was in the economic 

plans of the state, Indian labor played an equally important 
role. The Yaqui and Mayo were, in essence, the muscle on 
which agriculture, industry, and commerce depended. Each 
year members of these tribes left the river areas to find 
employment as miners, field hands, vaqueros, pearl divers, 
boatsmen, and mule skinners. Official reports criticized 
the Indians as lazy, but most observers agreed that they 
were the best workers of the state. In fact, one of the 
major reasons for the authorities to extend control over the 
two tribes stemmed from the desire to bring all of the 
members within the work force of the state. A large per
centage of the Yaqui and Mayo remained behind and outside 
of the labor element, while others returned periodically to 
their native lands. To augment the labor force and make it
more dependable, the authorities of the state sought to

8bring the tribes under civil control.
Although efforts to extend the state's authority  ̂

over the Yaqui and Mayo tribes had proven unsuccessful, some 
encroachments into the Mayo lands had been made. The Salido 
brothers, Martin, Jose de Jesus, and Juan, cultivated lands 
along the river and even built a flour mill in 1865 at a

8. Zuniga, Rapida Ojeada. p. 8; Hardy, Travels in 
the Interior of Mexico. pp. 438-39; Boletin de Debates del 
Conqreso del Estado de Sonora (Ures), December 12, 1877;
Luis Torres to Carlos Pacheco, August 12, 1880, carp. 5, 
gav. 2-1, AHES; Luis Torres to secretary of gobernacion, 
January 19, 1881, carp. 5, gav. 2-1, AHES.
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cost of 36,000 pesos. Five years later Agustin Ortiz, 
brother of Carlos Ortiz, constructed another flour mill and 
Antonio Goycolea soon added two more. All three of these 
families owned considerable holdings along the Mayo as did 
others who moved out from the Alamos area. In fact, settlers 
coming from Alamos gained control of the Mayo community of 
Navojoa in 1873. Being more numerous and better able to

9defend their lands, the Yaqui were able to expel intruders.
During the Pesqueira period, the Sonoran governor 

sent a force of 250 troops into the Mayo territory to survey 
and to divide the lands into lots for purposes of coloniza
tion.^^ The state, however, lacked sufficient funds to 
sustain the troops in the field and potential settlers 
refused to accept the lands without a guarantee for their 
personal safety. The state leaders who emerged with the 
fall of Pesqueira also pressured to develop the Indian 
lands. Led by Corral and Ortiz, the state petitioned the 
federal government for the use of one thousand troops to be 
stationed in the Yaqui and Mayo zones. Aside from providing 
for the protection of colonists, the legislative plan 
stipulated that each soldier would be given a land allotment

9. ^Joaquin A. Mange, "Historia del Negocio del 
Garbanzo, " Album del Mayo y del Yacpii (Navojoa, Sonora: 
n.p. , 1933), pp. 41, 50; Jose Carbo to Francisco Naranjo, 
October 6, 1884, carp. 5, gav. 20-1, AHES.

10. Alexander Willard to secretary of state, 
December 31, 1869, "Consular Despatches, Guaymas," roll 2.
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for his own use. The Sonoran leaders reasoned that the 
troops could serve as examples to the Indians and conse
quently help the tribal members make the transition from 
their traditional ways to those of the white man.^^

The report drafted by the state legislature empha
sized that Sonora, with its abundant lands, rich mineral 
resources, diversity of climate, and key geographical 
position— close to the Gulf of California and to the United 
States— should be one of the richest states in the nation. 
Instead, the state languished with its most fertile lands 
untouched by the plow while under the control of semi
barbarians. The state leaders attributed the decadence to 
the Yaqui and Mayo who "are content to live under the shade
of the mesquite and remain obstacles to the progress of the

12state and the nation." In requesting the use of the 
federal troops, the deputies implied that Sonora would then 
be able to realize its full economic potential.

Diaz rejected the proposal claiming that the federal 
budget was inadequate for such an adventure, but he did

13inquire into the possibility of surveying the Indian lands. 
The 1867 surveying operations had been discontinued because 11 12 13

11. Boletin de Debates del Conqreso del Estado de 
Sonora (Ures), December 12, 1877; La Constitucion (Her- 
mosillo ), September 18, 1879.

12. Boletin de Debates del Conqreso del Estado de 
Sonora (Ures), December 12, 1877.

13. Troncoso, Las Guerras con las Tribus. p. 72.



125
of a lack of state funds and Indian unrest. Governor Torres 
answered that he thought a surveying party in the Indian 
territory would create a disturbance; however, he appealed 
to the Mexican president to reconsider the request for one 
thousand federal troops. Torres emphasized that the legis
lative plan would bring new lands into productivity, bring 
civil control to the river regions, and augment the small 
labor force of the state. In fact, Torres noted that the 
company constructing the Sonoran railroad needed many more 
laborers to finish its work. "A handful of Indians," the 
state governor wrote, "should not be tolerated to occupy the
heart of the state and to live without law only because one

14of their chiefs desires it."
Torres1 last comment referred to the Yaqui chief 

Jose Maria Leyva Cajeme."1'5 Cajeme had been born in the 
district of Hermosillo in 1837 and had spent his youth in 
the Yaqui village of Raun alongside the Yaqui River. The 
monotonous village life ended for the young warrior when he 
was only twelve. He travelled to the California gold fields 
to work with his father in the cold mountain streams of the 14 15

14. Luis Torres to secretary of gobernacion,
January 19, 1881, carp. 5, gav. 2-1, AHES; Carlos Pacheco to 
Luis Torres, June 23, 1880, carp. 5, gav. 2-1, AHES; Luis 
Torres to Carlos Pacheco, August 12, 1880, carp. 5, gav.
2-1, AHES.

15. For biographical material on Jose Maria Leyva 
Cajeme see Ramon Corral, Obras Historicas. pp. 147-92; 
Dabdoub, Historia de El Valle, pp. 115-39.
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Sierras and once he even aided a group of Mexicans defend 
their claims against several Americans. Cajeme and his 
father returned with none of the riches of which they had 
dreamed, but the life cycle of the small Indian pueblo had 
been broken. His parents enrolled him in one of the Guaymas 
schools where he learned the basics of reading, writing, and 
arithmetic. More importantly, the future Yaqui chief served 
in the city's urban batallion against the filibustering 
expedition of Count Rousset Boulbon. The encounter fired 
the imagination of Cajeme and in the coming years he partici
pated in many engagements. In fact, he served under the 
command of Colonel Prospero Salazar Bustamante in 1873 which 
crushed the Conant rebellion involving Corral.

The year after the Conant revolt, Pesqueira appointed 
Cajeme alcalde mayor of the Yaqui region and entrusted him 
with the responsibility of keeping the peace of the zone. 
Cajeme, however, utilized the appointment to extend his own 
influence over the region and to organize the tribe into a 
more effective force to repel the encroachments of the 
Mexicans. Rather than aid Pesqueira1s administration,
Cajeme sought to conserve the independence of the Indians.
He placed his lieutenants in positions of leadership within 
the eight Yaqui pueblos and personally assumed command of 
the assembly composed of the ranking chiefs from the eight 
villages. In order to equip his forces, Cajeme placed a tax 
on the launches which plied between the port of Guaymas and
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the Yaqui village of Medano. The Yaqui chief also mono
polized the sale of salt from the mines in the area, and he 
charged a fee to return Mexican cattle which strayed onto 
Yaqui territory. Deserters from the military found a market 
for the sale of their firearms among the Indians, and 
travelers crossing through the region on their way to or 
from Alamos were forced to part with their firearms. 
Furthermore, in order to increase their war chest, both the 
Yaqui and Mayo raised the price for ferrying travelers 
across the rivers from one peso to eight. Frequently, the 
Yaqui boatman doubled the price at mid-stream with the 
accompanying threat of drowning the passenger if he hesi
tated to pay. ^

The rise of Cajeme coincided with an increase in 
pressure on the part of the government to incorporate the 
tribes and their lands into the Mexican community. In 1873 
the Mayos lost the village of Navojoa to Mexican settlers 
and encroachments upon their lands mounted each subsequent 
year. The Indians responded to this pressure with hos
tility and a determination to maintain their autonomy. 
During the Serna-Pesqueira struggle in 1875, both tribes 
retaliated against settlers either in or near their 
territories, and two years later the Mayo attacked the 16

16. Arizona Citizen (Tucson), January 15, 1881.
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settlements near Navojoa in hopes of eventually retaking 
the town. ̂

During the Carbo-Ortiz ordeal and the threat of the 
Apache to the state, Cajeme organized a large party of 
Yaqui and Mayo to burn and to plunder the haciendas and 
ranchos in the district of Alamos near the Mayo River. As 
a result of his actions, terror spread throughout the 
district and many Mexican settlers in the river region fled 
their homes for the safety of Alamos. The commandant of 
Alamos, Agustin Ortiz, who was a brother to Governor Ortiz, 
organized a force to suppress the raids. Thinking that the 
Yaqui chief had split his forces between Etchojoa and 
Capetamaya, Ortiz set out for Capetamaya expecting to 
surprise part of the rebel force. The plan backfired, how
ever, when the Sonoran contingent of 130 cavalry troops and 
150 infantrymen encountered Cajeme1s entire force. The 
battle which ensued lasted all day and resulted in the loss 
of more than two hundred Indians and at least fifteen 
Mexicans with more than fifty being wounded. A special 
edition of La Constitucion proclaimed a major victory for 
the government troops, but less biased observers noted that 17

17. Jose Carbo to Francisco Naranjo, October 6, 
1884, carp. 5, gav. 2-1, AHES.
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Ortiz' force had been dispersed to such an extent that he

18was unable to pursue the retreating Indians.
After the battle of Capetamaya, both sides momen

tarily retired from the field to recoup their forces.
During the interval of peace, the district prefect of Alamos 
cautioned the citizens not to provoke new conflicts with the . 
Indians. He also instructed the mayor of Navojoa to treat 
Jose Zarapero, the Mayo chief, with great consideration, 
should he return to the community, and to inform Zarapero
that the government was disposed to attend to the Indians'

19needs. Regardless of these attempts for peace, state 
leaders continued to agitate for the opening of the rich 
Indian lands, and conflict remained imminent. Corral 
requested permission to increase the national guard strength 
at Navojoa, and notified the commander of the federal forces 
in Sonora that, without federal support, the state could not 
hope to cope with the Indian situation. The Mexican presi
dent agreed to allow federal forces to work in conjunction 
with the local authorities in order to protect the citizens 18 19

18.  ̂ Corral, Obras Historicas. pp. 158-59; La 
Constitucion (Hermosillo), October 21, 1882.

19. Quirini Corbala to Luis Torres, January 9,
1883, carp. 5, gav. 2-1, AHES.
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from Indian hostilities, but he did order the Torres admin-

20istration not to provoke the tribes.
While the state authorities anxiously watched the

activities of the Yaqui and Mayo, Cajeme began to encounter
opposition within his tribe. Most of his tribesmen readily
accepted his leadership in respect to military affairs, but
when he attempted to assume authority in matters of judicial
interest, Cajeme overstepped the bounds of his control. In
combatting the opposition, Cajeme exiled one of his lieute-

21nants, Loreto Molina. Once in exile Molina began to plot
the fall of Cajeme, and in early 1885 he led thirty armed
warriors into Yaqui country to capture his former chief.
Since the expedition embarked from the port city of Guaymas,
persons critical of the Torres administration claimed that
Molina had acted upon orders from the government, but
considering Diaz' specific order not to provoke the Indians,
it seems unlikely that Torres would so brazenly defy his 

22superior.
Nevertheless, when Molina and his followers arrived 

at Cajeme's headquarters and found the chief gone, they 20 21 22

20. Ramon Corral to Bonafacio Topete, April 23, 
1883, carp. 5, gav. 2-1, AHES; Francisco Naranjo to Luis 
Torres, December 27, 1883, carp. '5, gav. 2-1, AHES.

21. Spicer, Cycles of Conquest, pp. 70-71.
22. Dabdoub, Historia de El Valle, pp. 129-30;

Calvo Berber, Nociones de Historia. p. 263; Corral, Obras 
Historicas. pp. 160-61.
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burned his house and captured one of his lieutenants. Upon
learning of the incident, Cajeme blamed the Sonoran
authorities for the attack and detained all of the barges
from Guaymas that were in the Yaqui area until a fine of
two hundred pesos for each one had been paid. The Yaqui
leader gave the authorities ten days to make reparations
before he would burn the boats. When Torres refused to
comply with the demand, Cajeme destroyed the barges on

23February 14, 1885, and a new struggle commenced.
At the start of the conflict Sonora had less than 

nine hundred federal troops, and the neighboring districts 
of Sinaloa and Baja California had only three hundred and 
fifty. Since the situation necessitated a troop build-up, 
the commander of the first military zone, Carbo, requested 
shipments from other zones and permission to use the

24receipts from the custom houses at Nogales and Guaymas.
Diaz refused the first request.and only permitted his 
officer to utilize the funds from Nogales after cautioning 
Carbo to use the receipts sparingly. Diaz explained to his 
commander that the threat of a border conflict with 
Guatemala and the revolt in Tepic made it absolutely 23 24

23. La Constitucion (Hermosillo), February 13,
1885; Luis Torres to Porfirio Diaz, February 22, 1885, No. 
000537, XLIV, AGPD; Alexander Willard to secretary of state, 
February 27, 1885,"Consular Despatches, Guaymas," roll 6; 
Corral, Obras Historicas. pp. 160-61.

24. Jose Carbo to Porfirio Diaz, March 24, 1885,
XLI, p. 110, AGPD.



132
impossible for the federal government to alleviate the
crisis in Sonora. The Mexican president did promise to rush

25troops to Sonora as soon as the Tepic revolt ended.
Torres helped by organizing and equipping a national guard

2Gforce of five hundred and fifty soldiers.
Torres hurried to Mexico City in March to inform 

Diaz, who liked to be briefed on all major problems, about 
the situation. In the meantime Carbo arrived to take 
command of the field operations and Corral assumed charge of 
the administration in the absence of Torres. The state 
legislature granted emergency powers to deal with the con
flict and Corral raised the tax base in order to sustain the 
national guard units. The acting governor also tackled the 
problem of illicit shipments of arms going to the Indians. 
Since unscrupulous merchants sold arms to the Yaqui and Mayo 
or to unsavory characters who in turn offered them to the 
Indians for the right price, Corral demanded a monthly 
inventory report from all merchants who handled arms. He
also required any individual who purchased a weapon to

27obtain a license first. 25 26 27

25. Porfirio Diaz to Jose Carbo, March 24, 28,
April 4, 14, 1885, XLI, pp. 346, 361, 402, 461, respectively, AGPD.

26. Jose Carbo to Porfirio Diaz, March 12, 1885,
XLI, p. 30, AGPD.

27. Valades, El Porfirismo. II, 24; Jose Carbo to 
Pedro Hinojosa, March 31, 1885, XLI, p. 171, AGPD; Ramon 
Corral to deputies of Sonora, March 14, 1885, carp. 6,
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In May, with the federal forces numbering fourteen 

hundred and with the national guard, Carbo initiated a major 
campaign against the Yaqui. The zone commander directed 
General Bonifacio Topete to lead part of the Mexican force

i

eastward by way of Buenavista before turning westward to
march through the Yaqui villages of Cocorit and Bacum.
Garbo's strategy called for Topete to link forces with his
troops at Torin which would be coming from the opposite
direction, and thus place Cajeme in a pincher movement.
When Carbo arrived at Medano, he despatched six hundred
troops under General Lorenzo Garcia to unite with Topete
who already had reached Torin. Topete accepted the new
arrivals into his command, but instead of waiting for Carbo
to bring up the rest of his force as instructed, he left
with six hundred men to meet Carbo. Five hundred soldiers

28remained at Torin under Garcia.
Between Torin and Medano stood the Yaqui fortress of 

Anil, which was situated just outside of Vicam. When Topete 
arrived at the fortress, he decided not to continue the 
march to link forces with the zone commander, but to attack. * 6

gav. 2-1, AHES; Law authorizing Corral to raise funds, March 
16, 1885, carp. 6, gav. 2-1, AHES; Circular concerning the 
sale of arms and munitions, October 10, 1885, carp. 6, gav. 
2-1, AHES; Decree concerning the sale of arms and munitions 
by Jose A. Rivero, prefect of Guaymas, March 14, 1885, carp.
6, gav. 2-1, AHES.

28. Corral, Obras Historicas. pp. 162-64; Troncoso, 
Las Guerras con las Tribus. p. 117.
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Perhaps the field commander underestimated the number of
warriors inside Anil or the solid construction of the
fortress, because the Indians repulsed the attacks of the
Mexican troops and routed the force from the field of 

29battle. While the victory enhanced the power of Cajeme, 
the defeat demoralized the Mexicans, and Carbo requested 
permission to relieve Topete of his command. Although Diaz 
left the decision up to his zone commander, the Mexican 
president wrote that he personally knew Topete to be a 
capable o f f i c e r . T h e  defeated commander remained in the 
field and the disaster at Anil only temporarily checked the 
advance of the Mexican force.

Carbo initiated a series of new campaigns after Anil 
and the better equipped Mexican troops kept the Indians 
reeling. In an attempt to stall for time in order to 
reorganize his forces, Cajeme indicated a desire for peace, 
and even offered to submit to the Mexican authority on 
condition that the Mexican commander evacuate the soldiers 
from the two river zones; Carbo rejected these terms. The 
Mexican commander died in October, 1885, but his replace
ment, General Marcos Carrillo, carried on the struggle ably. 
Yaqui and Mayo families began to flee from the war areas and 
a new movement for peace developed. This time the chiefs of 29 30

29. Ibid.
30. Porfirio Diaz to Jose Carbo, June 1, 1885, XLI, 

p. 72, AGPD.
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the eight Yaqui villages indicated a willingness to sur
render unconditionally.^^

As early as July, Corral had written the federal 
government stating that Sonora lacked the funds to carry on 
the fight against the Yaqui. The acting governor informed 
the minister of war that the state would have to de-activate 
its national guard units in order to save the state govern
ment from bankruptcy. Diaz, however, ordered his war 
minister to notify Corral that if Sonora withdrew its force
from the field, he likewise would withdraw all federal

32troops from the state. The Mexican president won his 
point, but the state and national governments desired to 
terminate the Yaqui conflict with a negotiated settlement. 
Consequently, when the Mexican authorities learned of the 
chiefs' willingness to accept an unconditional surrender, 
they permitted a group of private citizens to discuss an 
agreement 'with the Indian leaders.

The chiefs of the eight Yaqui villages and two 
representatives from the Mayo tribes.met the Mexican 
negotiators at Potam in December, 1885. The chiefs 31 32 33

31. La Constitution (Hermbsillo), December 22,
1885; Corral. Obras Histdricas. pp. 164-65; Spicer, Cycles 
of Conquest, pp. 71-72.

32. Ramon Corral to Jose Carbo, July 23, 1885, 
carp. 6, gav. 2-1, AHES; Francisco Naranjo to Ramon Corral, 
August 3, 1885, carp. 6, gav. 2-1, AHES.

33. Corral, Obras Historicas. pp. 165-66.
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announced their desire for peace and agreed to sign an un
conditional peace pact. Cajeme, however, when called upon 
to affix his signature to the document answered "My word has
as much value as my signature, and they [the eight towns]

34have always had peace without signing the least paper."
Without the great leader's signature the agreement would
have been meaningless; both sides prepared for the showdown.

Carrillo renewed his attacks and Anil, the great
Yaqui fortress, fell in May of 1886. Those who were able
retreated to the stronghold of Batachive in the rugged
mountainous region of Bacatete. The Mexican troops placed
the fortress under a siege,until starvation and smallpox
decimated the ranks of the four thousand. On May 12, 1886,
less than two weeks after the battle of Anil, Batachive fell
to the Mexican force. The defeats at Anil and Batachive
broke the major resistance of the Indians, but eight hundred
warriors managed to escape into the rugged Bacatetes from
whence they would continue to harass Mexican operations in

35the Yaqui river zone.
Cajeme, instead of retreating into the Bacatetes, 

escaped into the Mayo territory where he led several raids 34 35

34. La Constitucion (Hermosillo). December 22,
1885; Corral, Obras Histdricas. pp. 165-66.

35. Luis Torres to Porfirio Diaz, May 10, 1886,
No. 005455, XI, AGPD; La Constitucion (Hermosillo), May 
21, 1886; Corral, Obras Histdricas. pp. 168-70.
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against the settlements in the regions before the Mexican
troops forced him into hiding.^ When the whereabouts of
Cajeme became a mystery to the authorities, Torres sent
secret agents throughout the state to locate the Yaqui
leader. In April, while attending to a border incident at
Nogales, the state governor learned of Cajeme*s hiding place
and he left immediately to join General Angel Martinez,
commander of the first zone, at Guaymas. The two travelled
with a small escort to the nearby village of San Jose de
Guaymas. The troops surrounded the house where Cajeme was
hiding and captured the Indian leader on April 12, 1887,

37exactly eleven months after the fall of Batachive.
The capture of the great leader created excitement 

throughout Mexico. Diaz sent congratulatory telegrams to 
Angel Martinez and T o r r e s . C o r r a l  interviewed the chief 
and in his biography of Cajeme he stated that he had 
expected to find a fat, sullen, and fierce savage. Instead, 
Corral encountered a man of medium height, slender, talka
tive, good natured, and one proud of his Mexican nationality. 
Cajeme related tales of his life to Corral and at one point 36 37 38

36. Corral, Obras Historicas. p. 170.
37. Ibid.. pp. 189-90; La Constitucion (Hermosillo). 

April 15, 1887; Angel Martineg to Porfirio Diaz, January 23, 
1887, No. 001157, XII, AGPD; Angel Martinez to Porfirio 
Diaz, April 12, 1887, No. 003111, XII, AGPD.

38. La Constitucion (Hermosillo), April 15, 1887; 
Porfirio Diaz to Angel Martinez, April 21, 1887, No. 003112, XII, AGPD.
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told of his encounter with an American who planned to
exploit the timber resources of the Yaqui region. According
to Cajeme, he told the American that "we Mexicans did not
need to have foreigners come and hold our hand to make the

39sign of the cross."
Sonorans expected the capture of Cajeme to terminate 

the Indian resistance in the Yaqui zone; and, in order to 
emphasize to the Indians that their leader had failed, Angel 
Martinez requested and received permission to parade the 
great chief through the Yaqui towns before executing him. 
Sullen and somewhat apprehensive the few Yaqui remaining in 
the river area turned out to see their chief as the Mexican 
troops escorted him from village to village. The journey 
ended at Cocorit on April 25, 1887, where the soldiers shot 
Cajeme. Like others, Corral erroneously thought the death 
of the Indian leader would bring peace to the river lands 
and eventually lead to a period of civilization for the 
tribes.'*®

In order to accomplish the goal of incorporating the 
tribes and their lands into the social, political, and 
economic structure of the nation, the Mexican authorities 39 40

39. Corral, Obras Historicas. pp. 190-91.
40. La Constitucion (Hermqsillo), April 15, 1887; 

Corral, Obras Historicas. p7 192; Angel Martinez to Porfirio 
Diaz, April 12, 1887, No. 003111, XII, AGPD; Angel Martinez 
to Porfirio Diaz, April 30, 1887, No. 004081, XII, AGPD.
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appointed two commissions. The first, under the command of 
Lorenzo Torres, was charged with the responsibility of 
organizing the Indians into villages with community councils. 
In effecting the re-organization of the political structure 
for the Indians, the state governor instructed Torres to 
appoint members of the tribes to the town councils. Further
more , Torres received orders to protect the rights and 
property of the tribes against the encroachments of the 
Mexicans and to favor them in any dispute arising between 
the two antagonists. In effect, Torres had the task of 
returning the Indians to the river zones and settling them 
into villages which would be governed by municipal town 
councils.

The intentions of the government'became clear with
the appointment of the second commission, the Scientific
Commission. President Diaz selected an engineer, Colonel
Agustin Diaz, to head the commission and instructed him to
survey, measure, divide, and distribute the Yaqui and Mayo
lands. Each Indian village was to receive 7,500 hectares of
land and each Indian family was to receive a small plot for
its own use. The rest of the land was to be opened to 

42colonists. Thus the project offered a variety of 41 42

41. Luis Torres to Lorenzo Torres, May 24, 1886, 
carp. 564, gav. 21-4, AHES.

42. Manuel Dublan and Jose Maria Lozano, compilers, 
Legislacion Mexicana. o coleccion complete de las disposi- 
ciones legislatives expedidas desde la independencia de la
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promising possibilities for the Mexicans. Economically, by 
opening the vast fertile river lands to colonization, Sonora 
would increase its agricultural production and acquire 
foreign colonists. At the least the authorities hoped to 
attract foreign settlers.with capital and skill to help 
build the state into a prosperous producing area. Further
more, the authorities thought that, with the induction of 
colonists into the river regions, the Indians would adopt 
the ways of the white settlers. Instead of remaining 
obstacles to progress, they would become productive law 
abiding citizens. Beyond the desire to see the foreign 
colonists develop the two river zones, many Mexican 
authorities expected to biologically enrich the Mexican 
people.43 '

The idea of the superiority of the white race was 
strong in Mexico during the porfiriato. Even the Mexican 
president^ who possessed Indian blood, attempted to hide the 
fact and pass himself off as having no Indian blood. Conse- 

. quently, to provide Mexico with the biologically superior 
traits of the white race, the government attempted to

republica (44 vols.; Mexico: Imprenta y Litografia de 
Eduardo Dublan y Comp., 1876-1913), XVIII, 33; Mange, 
"Historia del Negocio del Garbanzo," pp. 44-45; La Consti- 
tucion (Hermosillo) March 11, 1887; Secretary of fomento to 
Agustin Diaz, no date, quoted in La Constitucion (Her
mosillo), March 18, 1887.

43. Circular from the secretary of fomento to the 
state governors concerning colonization. May 1, 1893, carp. 
682, gav. 25-2, AHES.
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attract European colonists. Mexican contracts granting vast 
lands to colonization companies stipulated that twenty-five 
per cent of the colonists had to be foreigners meaning 
either Americans or Europeans. The minister of fomento in 
1893 sent a circular to all of the state governments re
questing aid in attracting foreign colonists. The circular 
read that the Mexican nation was "interested in attracting 
foreign colonists to aid in developing the nation and mixing 
with our race. By intimately mixing with our race, they 
[the foreign colonists] will form a strong and active
population . . . that will contribute to the betterment of 

44the Republic." Ten years later Corral echoed the same 
sentiment while serving as governor of the federal district 
and minister of gobernacion.

In a letter to Rafael Izabal dated July 26, 1903, 
Corral informed the Sonoran governor that he had ordered the 
ports of Mexico to refuse entry to all Chinese. Because 
many Mexicans wanted the cheap labor of the Chinese worker, 
Corral explained to Izabal that he had used the excuse of 
Hong Kong being struck by bubonic and cholera plagues.
Corral wrote,

I say it is preferable that we remain poor and 
without industrial developments than to convert 
ourselves into mongoIs, and Mexico will become a 
mongol country when ten or fifteen million Chinese 
invade our lands. This could happen within a few 
years if we open our doors to them. The Chinese

44. Ibid
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crossed with our degenerate Indians would pro
duce a horrible race and it appears to me that 
the question of race should preoccupy all of 
the countries and all of the governments that 
are concerned about the f u t u r e . 45

Thus by opening the Yaqui and Mayo lands to a select group
of settlers in the 1880's and 1890's Sonora could reap a
rich harvest.

From the beginning, the Scientific Commission under 
Diaz encountered problems. After surveying one of the 
sections and making the necessary preparations to dis
tribute the plots to the Yaqui, the commission failed to 
find enough Indians who would accept the lands. The war 
had scattered them throughout the state and into the 
neighboring regions of Chihuahua and Sinaloa, and military 
operations designed to round up the Indians in order to 
return them to the Yaqui territory had proven unsuccessful.^^
General Julio Cervantes, the commander of the first military 

/zone, described the extent of the de-population in one of 
his reports in 1889. According to the military commander,
.he found only 1,050 Indians and 269 Mexicans living in five 
of the eight villages of the Yaqui tribe.. Bacum, which had 
formerly contained a population of 3,000, had a mere nine 
persons. In five of the Mayo settlements, Cervantes counted

45. Ramon Corral to Rafael Izabal, July 26, 1903 in 
the private papers of Jorge Corral.

46. Ramon Corral to Porfirio Diaz, February 15,
1888, No. 001699, XIII, AGPD.

\
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2,182 Mayo and 449 Mexicans. The entire Indian population 
in the two river areas, the commander wrote, suffered a 
miserable existence.^

To compound the problems of organizing the river 
zones, the Mexican authorities discovered that certain 
hacendados frequently harbored Indians from the military. 
Since the Indians had attacked the large land owners 
relentlessly, the situation baffled the government. Luis 
Torres had written Diaz that all evidence indicated that 
the Indians were receiving aid from someone, but that the 
authorities had not previously suspected the hacendados.
"Far from protecting them it would seem natural for them

A Q[the hacendados] to fight the Indians."
Apparently, many of the large land owners, and even 

some of the smaller farmers foresaw a threat in the increase 
of economic development in the state. The merchant and 
industrial elements had risen to the top of both the social 
and political ladders in Sonora, and were well on their way 
.toward complete economic domination.. Expanding mining 
operations and later foreign colonization .attempts threatened 
to deprive the farmers of a labor supply, and without

47. Report of Julio Cervantes to secretary of war, 
April 7, 1889, No. 004052, XIV, AGPD; Julio Cervantes to 
Porfirio Diaz, January 5, 1890, No. 000215, XV, AGPD.

48. Luis Torres to Porfirio Diaz, September 2,
1890, No. 011508, XV, AGPD; Marcos Carrillo to Porfirio 
Diaz, May 27, 1890, 006286, XV, AGPD; La Constitucion 
(Hermosillo), June 20, 1889.
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adequate muscle with which to till the fields, the agrarian 
class would lose financially and socially. In retaliation 
against the forces which threatened his traditional way of
life, then, the hacendado offered assistance to the

49Indians.
Enraged by the illicit acts of the hacendados, Corral 

and Carrillo agreed to take stern measures against offenders. 
The governor first informed the citizens concerning the task 
entrusted to the military, then notified them of the 
commanding general1s suspicion that some hacendados and 
residents of Indian villages and ranchos had harbored Indians 
from the military. If caught, Corral warned, the guilty 
would receive the full penalty of the law.

Not long after Corral issued this warning, Carrillo 
arrested Ramon Maytorena on charges of harboring several 
Indians. Because Maytorena, brother of Jose Maria Maytorena, 
belonged to one of the more prominent families in the state 
who had challenged the Torres faction in several elections,
,the arrest created great interest. Because of the nature of 
the transgression, Carrillo demanded that .the accused be 
tried in a military tribunal, but Maytorena succeeded in

49. Ibid.
50. Marcos Carrillo to Porfirio Diaz, June 15,

1890, No. 006295, XV, AGPD; Circular to the citizens of 
Sonora from Ramon Corral, June 14, 1890, No. 010434, XV,
AGPD.

\
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obtaining an injunction to prevent this.^ Corral and 
Carrillo then concurred with Diaz concerning further action. 
Diaz refused to become personally involved in the decision
but did state that "if you prosecute against Maytorena, I

52think it should be very severe." Maytorena remained 
incarcerated in the military stockade at Torin where he had 
been taken after the arrest. Later he was convicted of 
harboring fugitives, but only after Corral and Torres con
vinced the judge who had issued the injunction that perhaps

53his decision had been premature.
Despite the persistent opposition of the hacendados 

to the aims of the government, the undefeated rebels of the 
Bacatete region still remained the greatest obstacle to 
developing the Indian territories. Those Indians who had 
retreated into the rugged mountainous area kept the Yaqui 
River in constant turmoil and the 2,500 federal troops 
stationed in the region proved inadequate to flush out the 
warriors. When few Indians returned to accept the lands 

-alloted to them, the Scientific Commission attempted to

51. Luis Torres to Porfirio Diaz, September 2,
1890, No. 011508, XV, AGPD; Ramon Corral to Porfirio Diaz, 
September 26, 1890, No. 010412, XV, AGPD; La Constitucion 
(Hermosillo), October 3, 1890.

52. Note written by Porfirio Diaz on the bottom of 
the letter from Marcos Carrillo to Diaz, August 26, 1890,
No. 010435, XV, AGPD.

53. Ramon Corral to Porfirio Diaz, October 3, 1890, 
No. 011921, XV, AGPD; Luis Torres to Porfirio Diaz,
September 30, 1890, No. 012885, XV, AGPD.



146
circumvent the lack of Indians by offering their lands to 
other colonists and Corral even offered to provide settlers 
with supplies, tools, and seeds. The federal government 
contributed a small monthly payment to families willing to 
colonize the lands, but still the project failed as noted 
by the dismal report drafted by Carrillo after his visit to 
the region in 1890.^

Despite the initial lack of success with the 
colonization program, the government continued to strive to 
bring the Indian lands into production. Carrillo issued a 
notice in Spanish and Yaqui on February 15, 1891 stating 
that:

The Supreme Government of the Republic has never 
wanted to depopulate the lands which are right
fully yours. The Supreme Government has ordered 
that these lands be divided and that the titles 
distributed to all those living peacefully in the 
Yaqui area. Neither now nor ever has the govern
ment wanted to exterminate your race. The wars 
have £>een fought to make you obey the laws of the 
nation. Unfortunately, you have tolerated among 
yourselves a group of men who have not wanted to 
obey the laws and always, with arms in hand, have 
fought the laws. The results have been disastrous 
for you. A simple solution exists: To live 
quietly and peacefully. In exchange for this, I 
am to advise you that you will receive all the 
guarantees of the law and your land may be culti
vated with the point of your own plow.55

54. Ramon Corral to Porfirio Diaz, February 15, 
1888, No. 001699, XIII, AGPD; Julio Cervantes to Porfirio 
Diaz, May 7, 1889, No. 005454, XIV, AGPD; Julio Cervantes to 
Porfirio Diaz, January 5, 1890, No. 000215, XV, AGPD; La 
Constitucion (Hermosillo), August 9, 1889.

55. Decree from Marcos Carrillo to the Yaqui, 
February 15, 1891, carp. 9, gav. 2-3, AHES.
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To indicate further its willingness to aid the Indians, the
military constructed a few schools and built canals in order

56to better utilize the waters of the river.
The most grandiose scheme for the colonization of 

the Yaqui land came in 1890 when the federal government gave 
Charles Conant an enormous land grant. Under the terms of 
the contract obtained by Conant, the government gave him 
300,000 hectares of land along the Yaqui River, 100,000 
along the Mayo, and 100,000 along the El Fuerte River in 
Sinaloa. In addition to these lands, Conant had an option 
on an equal amount of land if he wished to purchase it for 
ninety cents per hectare. All ore and mineral deposits 
found on the land would belong to Conant or the company 
which he organized and the contract permitted him to con
struct canals along the three rivers to better utilize the 
waters. The contract further authorized Conant to import 
free of custom duties and other types of taxes all materials 
needed to accomplish his work, in exchange for the liberal 
land grant, Conant agreed to survey,..measure, and divide 
the lands. Conant also agreed to establish one inhabitant

56. La Constitucion (Hermosillo), September 25,
1891, August 5, 1892; El Imparcial (Guaymas), September 22,
1892.

\



148
on each thousand hectares of which twenty-five per cent or

57more would be foreign born.
Conant was born in Guaymas on January 20, 1842, of 

an American father and a Spanish mother. After attending 
school in California, he returned to Sonora to work with his 
brother in a mining operation in the district of Alamos. 
Conant1s disastrous rebellion in 1873 led to his exile and 
resulted in Conant becoming superintendent of a mining 
operation owned by the Alztia family in Ocampo, Chihuahua. 
Although successful in his work at Ocampo, Conant returned 
to Sonora in 1888 to work again with his brother in a couple 
of mining adventures. Within a short time, however, he per
ceived of the idea of developing the lands of the Yaqui 
River and he traveled to Mexico City where he persuaded the 
secretary of fomento to grant him a contract.

Conant lacked the financial resources necessary to 
develop the land, but not the imagination to see his work 
finished. He traveled to New York City where he interested 

- Walter S. Logan, a wealthy and influential lawyer, in the

57. Copy of the contract granted Charles Conant, 
August 22, 1890, in Herbert A. Sibbet, "Facts and Documents 
Relative to the Development of the Yaqui Valley and Partic
ularly to Davis Richardson." This is a collection of 
materials assembled by Sibbet concerning the development of 
the Yaqui Valley in the Special Collections section of The 
University of Arizona Library, Tucson, Arizona.

58. For a brief biographical sketch on Conant and 
his work see Dabdoub, Historia de El Valle, pp. 259-93 and 
Almada, Diccionario, pp. 171-72.



149
project. Together they formed the Sonora and Sinaloa 
Irrigation Company with Logan president and Conant general
manager. Conant also received twenty-five per cent of the

59company. During the next decade, Conant surveyed and 
divided three hundred blocks of land in the Yaqui region 
into parcels of four hundred hectares each. His company 
constructed a system of dams and canals and roads. In all, 
the Sonora and Sinaloa Irrigation Company invested between 
six hundred thousand and nine hundred thousand dollars in 
the Yaqui area. The project, however, failed. At the end 
of the century only about eight hundred hectares had been 
colonized. Heavily in debt Conant transferred more than 
90,000 hectares of land to his creditors on August 10, 1902, 
and shortly thereafter the federal government cancelled the 
contract held by the company. ^

Conant failed for several reasons. The project of 
developing' the fertile lands and opening the area up to 
colonists, who would in turn develop the region into one of 
,the richest agricultural areas of the nation, was beyond the 
limited funds of the company. Moreover, no railroad entered 
the Yaqui zone and the closest terminal was seventy miles 
away at the port of Guaymas. But even more damaging to the

59. Sibbet, "Facts and Documents," pp. 4-5; Dabdoub, 
Historia de El Valle, pp. 279-80.

60. Ramon Sanchez-Albarran to Guillermo Acedo 
Romero, May 13, 1952, in Sibbet, "Facts and Documents."

\
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project than the above difficulties was the Indian problem. 
They became a constant plague to the development of the zone 
and threatened to disrupt the works at every step. Further
more, the decade of the nineties witnessed two Yaqui wars 
which again embroiled the state in major confrontations with 
the Indians.

The struggle, which continued well into the twentieth 
century, forced the government to take a different approach 
to the pacification of the Indians. Prior to the third 
Yaqui war, 1899-1904, the government had hoped to assimilate 
the Indians into the Mexican society by providing them with 
plots of land and with examples from colonists whom they 
hoped to bring into the river areas. Sonorans, of course, 
opposed the thought of exiling the Yaqui and Mayo to other 
parts of the nation as it would cut into their already meager 
labor supply. Corral, who was later blamed for the whole- 
sale exile of the Indians to the plantations of Yucatan and 
Oaxaca, also fought to retain the Yaqui and Mayo in Sonora.

. As early as 1886 General Angel Martinez, who had taken 
command of the first military zone after the death of 
General Carbo, suggested that the most effective method to 
pacify the regions would be to exile the Indians to the 
plantations in the state of Colima. Diaz, however, rejected 
the proposal and favored the distribution of the land to the

61. Ibid. Dabdoub, Historia de El Valle, pp. 280-

\

83.
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Indians as a way to both develop the zone and pacify the 
tribes. Unfortunately, the plan failed and, after the 
third Yaqui war, the government resorted to exiling the 
Yaqui and Mayo to Yucatan and Oaxaca. Thus the Indian 
problem continued to plague Sonora well after the fall of 
the porfiriato.

62. Ibrfirio Diaz to Angel Martinez, November 18, 
1886, XLI, p. 1, AGPD; Xngel Martinez to Porfirio Diaz, 
October 29, 1886, No. 012762, XI, AGPD; Ramon Corral to 
Porfirio Diaz, September 6, 1889, No. 009117, XIV, AGPD; 
Porfirio Diaz to Ramon Corral, September 17, 1889, No. 
009118, XIV, AGPD; La Constitucion (Hermosillo), August 16, 
1889.



CHAPTER VII

PROBLEMS AND PROGRESS

The period between the first and second Yaqui wars, 
extending from late 1886 to approximately mid-1892, wit
nessed an increase of economic activity, as well as an 
advance in the development of a sound and stable educational 
program within Sonora. Ramon Corral dominated the period 
administratively, and under his guidance the state assumed 
greater control in the directing and the development of 
activities within Sonora. Corral extended aid to foreign 
mining companies who worked the mineral resources while he 
encouraged farmers to seek new markets in Europe as well as 
to diversify their crops in order to take advantage of the 
soil and climate of the state. In directing education, 
Corral became the driving force for the development of a new 
system to meet better the needs of the citizens. Although 
his accomplishments fell short of his goals, Corral's 
capable leadership produced substantial progress in Sonora.

After the summer of 1886 when the Yaqui and Mayo 
conflict lost its punch, Diaz requested that Governor Luis 
Torres inquire among his friends regarding a choice for the 
next, governer of Sonora. Although the Mexican president 
wanted a loyal follower, he also desired a man who was

152
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native to the state and competent to govern. Torres replied 
in September that Corral won unanimous approval while 
Colonel Lorenzo Torres was favored for the vice-governor's 
position. In assuring Diaz that Corral possessed all of the 
necessary qualifications to be governor, Torres indicated 
that Corral had been born in Alamos, and had clearly 
demonstrated his ability to govern during the Indian 
struggle. He particularly emphasized Corral's understand
ing of the relationship between the state and national 
governments, no doubt because of the incident in 1882 when, 
as governor, Carlos Ortiz challenged the right of the 
federal government to interfere in Sonoran affairs."*" 
Regarding the candidacy of Lorenzo Torres , Luis Torres wrote 
that "Colonel Torres is an old supporter of yours, well 
known for his valor and military ability, honored in all of 
his works, and a man of great popularity because of his 
campaigns against the Yaqui. If he does not have a great 
knowledge about administrative affairs, it is because he 
dedicated his life to the military."^

Although the endorsement of Luis Torres and his 
friends should have given Corral the nomination, Diaz 
received several letters criticizing the prospective candi
date. Because of his caustic editorials during the

1. Luis Torres to Porfirio Diaz, September 27,
1886, No. 011219, XI, AGPD.

2. Ibid.
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administrations of Ignacio Pesqueira and Vicente Mariscal, 
and his activities to oust Carlos Ortiz, Corral had incurred 
the hostility of a sizeable opposition. Most of his oppo
nents restricted their denunciations to letters or speeches 
of protest, but Agustin Pesqueira, a relative of Ignacio 
Pesqueira, challenged Corral to a duel.^ The confrontation 
never took place, but it served to highlight the existing 
resentment to Corral as a candidate, and it was in view of 
this resentment that Diaz chose to invert the election 
ticket thus selecting Lorenzo Torres as governor and Corral 
as his running mate.

Corral's opponents indicated a preference for 
Lorenzo Torres over Corral, but they still chose to 
organize a campaign in support of their own candidate, Jose 
Maria Maytorena. Consequently, Luis Torres notified Diaz 
about the public attacks against the authorities of Sonora 
and hinted for permission to crush his opponents with force. 
The Mexican president counseled patience and emphasized that 
public officials must bear the brunt of public criticism.^

3. Uruchurtu Apuntes Bioqraficos. pp. 133-35.
4. Porfirio Diaz to Luis Torres, November 4, 1886, 

No. 012507, XI, AGPD; Luis Torres to Porfirio Diaz, November 
4, 1886, No. 012506, XI, AGPD; Luis Torres to Porfirio Diaz, 
November 13^ 1886, No. 012509, XI, AGPD; Porfirio Diaz to 
Francisco Gandara, November 5, 1886, XLI, p. 375, AGPD; 
Francisco Gandara to Porfirio Diaz, November 16, 1886, No. 012126, AGPD.
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Maytorena had long been active in local and state

politics, and enjoyed the support of the lower class as well
as many influential citizens. Former mariscalistas such as
Lauro Morales, Ismael Quiroga, and Leonidas Encinas backed
Maytorena. El Sonorense. a Maytorena newspaper in Guaymas,
as well as El Pueblo in Hermosillo, La Sombra de Velarde
also in Guaymas, and El Eco de la Frontera from Nogales

5supported Maytorena. At the national level his greatest 
backing came from General Carlos Pacheco who had opposed the 
movement against Ortiz in 1882, and had developed an intense 
dislike for Corral and the late Carbo. Nevertheless, no 
candidate could win without the expressed support of the 
president, and Diaz stood firmly behind the Luis Torres 
faction. In November he wrote to the commander of the first 
military zone, General Angel Martinez, that "we should 
support and protect our friends and Luis Torres represents 
the proper choice in the state which is divided in its 
political opinion.

5. Uruchurtu, Apuntes Bioqraficos. pp. 131-32; 
Porfirio Diaz to Lauro Morales, February ?5, 1887, XLI,
p. 21, AGPD; Luis Torres to Porfirio Diaz, December 3, 1886, 
No. 013728, XI, AGPD.

6. Porfirio Diaz to General Angel Martinez,
November 4, 1886, No. 012766, XI, AGPD; Porfirio Diaz to 
Luis Torres, December 6, 1885, No. 013725, XI, AGPD; Jose 
Maria Maytorena to Porfirio Diaz, March 4, 1887, No. 002122, 
XII, AGPD; Jose Maria Maytorena to Porfirio Diaz, March 25, 
No. 002125, XII, AGPD.
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With the support of Pacheco, Maytorena expected to 

receive approval from the national capital and when it 
failed to materialize, the situation placed him in an 
embarrassing and even dangerous position. The wealthy 
farmer from Guaymas not only fully realized that he could 
not win without Diaz' support, but further understood that 
a vigorous campaign might cost him permanent ostracism. To 
offset the active campaign being waged by his supporters 
and, at the same time, ingratiate himself with the presi
dent , Maytorena wrote Diaz that politics was completely 
foreign to him since he had concentrated all of his time 
and effort toward raising cattle and farming. "I accepted 
[to run] on the condition that I would not enter the 
struggle without my friend General Pacheco working out an 
agreement with you . . . ."^ He then pointed out that, 
although his friends accepted the above condition, they 
would not cease their campaigning. "I can assure you Mr. 
President," Maytorena wrote, "that for me the position of 
of governor does not have any inducements. Loaning my name 
to the campaign has been only in the interests of the State 
and the Nation.

Diaz thanked Maytorena for his frank and open dis
cussion assuring him, at the same time that an explanation 7 8

7. Jose Maria Maytorena to Porfirio Diaz, March 4, 
1887, No. 002122, XII, AGPD.

8. Ibid.
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was unnecessary as "your social position and patriotic

9manner is well respected." Later the president was to 
praise Maytorena for his services to Sonora as a businessman 
interested in developing Mexico1s agricultural and mining 
resources. Still, at the time of the campaign, Diaz tact
fully suggested that Maytorena should curtail his efforts.
By accepting the president's advice, Maytorena not only 
extricated himself from a difficult position, but also 
ingratiated himself with the chief executive. In turn Diaz 
likewise benefitted from Maytorena's temporary candidacy 
because it made the Sonoran leaders more dependent upon the 
federal government.

Before the state elections took place in April a 
border incident threatened to disrupt the good relations 
that both Mexico and the United States had worked to 
establish. Neither side wished to press the issue but each 
was none the less unwilling to lose face. Mexico was 
especially fearful of any incident which might lead to 

' another war with her more powerful northern neighbor and, 
in addition, she did not wish to risk curtailment of foreign 
investments. Since Diaz had established peace throughout 
Mexico, foreign investors had been increasingly more active 9 10

9. Porfirio Diaz to Jose Maria Maytorena, March 11, 
1887, No. 002123, XII, AGPD.

10. Ibid.: Porfirio Diaz to Jose Maria Maytorena, 
March 21, 1887, XLI, p. 121, AGPD.
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in seeking out the lucrative business ventures in the 
nation. After the construction of the railroad in 1881 
which had linked Sonora to the new markets in the United 
States, the state's natural resources had attracted many 
Arizonans who participated in mining and cattle ventures. 
Likewise, the United States did not want trouble with Mexico 
which might harm her industries by halting the flow of manu
factured goods south of the border.

The two border towns of Nogales, Arizona, and 
Nogales, Sonora, which had sprung up as a result of the 
railroad linking the two territories, became the site of the 
incident. Prior to the construction of the railroad, the 
border area had remained deserted with little more than a 
single adobe hut belonging to the Elias family. In 1881 the 
Mexican government purchased the land from the Eliases in 
order to build a custom's house on part of the rancho to 
take care of the trade carried by the railroad. The popula
tion quickly increased on the Mexican side and, in 1884, the 

. government created the new municipality of Nogales within 
the district of Magdalena. North of the border, Nogales, 
Arizona kept pace, and in 1887 the Arizona Citizen of Tucson 
claimed that Nogales was "the natural center of varied 11

11. Ramon Corral, Memoria de la Administracion 
Publica del Estado de Sonora (2 vols.; Guaymas: Imprenta de 
E. Gaxiola y Cia., 1891), II, 250; Juan Fenochio to Porfirio 
Diaz, March 12, 1887, No. 001935, XII, AGPD; Alexander 
Willard to secretary of state, March 12, 1887, "Consular 
Despatches, Guaymas," roll 7.
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stock, mining and many other business adventures, it will be 
the headquarters and home of nearly all the principal
businessmen throughout Southern Arizona and Northern

12Sonora.
Unlike El Paso, Texas, and Paso del Norte, Chihuahua, 

where a river separated the two border towns, only an 
imaginary line divided Nogales, Sonora, from Nogales,
Arizona. In order to lessen the chances of a conflict 
occurring between the two communities, the Mexican authori
ties prohibited any construction within twenty varas (about 
fifty-five feet) of the boundary line. The Americans, how
ever, permitted construction up to the line, and at least 
one building used the international boundary marker as part 
of its wall. The relative ease with which the citizens of 
both communities could cross back and forth across the line 
enhanced the chances of a border problem; such an incident 
did occur on the night of March 3, 1887, involving a Mexican 
prostitute and Lieutenant Colonel Francisco Arvizu, commander 

' of the federal garrison at Nogales.
Prior to the night of March 3,the Mexican commander 

had become involved with a local Mexican prostitute, but

12. Arizona Citizen (Tucson), March 14, 1887;# La 
Constitucion (Hermosillo), July 11, 1884; Moises Gonzalez 
Navarro, "El Porfiriato: La Vida Social," Historia Moderna 
de Mexico. IV, 24.

13. Luis Torres to Porfirio Diaz, March 25, 1887,
No. 002450, XII, AGPD.
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when a quarrel broke out between the two, the lady decided 
to take up residence on the American side of the border. 
Although Arvizu made several attempts to entice his lady 
friend to return, she refused and complained to the local 
American authorities about the Mexican commander. On the 
night of March 3 Colonel Arvizu sent Luis Rincon accompanied 
by an armed escort with another message for the Mexican 
woman. Evidently Arvizu entertained thoughts of kidnapping 
the prostitute, but she managed to summon the local American 
authorities who arrived in time to stop Rincon. The 
Americans no doubt realized the reputation of the Mexican 
lady so they released Rincon with only a warning.

The three Americans did not notice the Mexican 
troops, who had been waiting a short distance away, until 
they started to leave the woman's house. Upon being 
noticed, three of the Mexican soldiers jumped into an arroyo 
and disappeared into the darkness. However, the officer in 
charge of the escort, Lieutenant Benjamin Gutierrez, thought 

' that the American officials had arrested Rincon and he drew 
his pistol on the men. When the American constable succeeded 
in disarming Gutierrez and took the lieutenant prisoner, the 
three Mexican troops promptly reappeared to demand the 
release of their officer. During the exchange of shots 
which resulted at this point, both Gutierrez and Rincon 
escaped, while one of the Mexicans received a severe wound. 
The small battle alarmed both towns, and, supposedly, Arvizu



drew up his troops just a short distance from the border
declaring his intention to cross into Arizona. Before a
more serious conflict could occur, however, prominent citi-

14zens from both sides stepped in to restore order.
After reaching a temporary agreement on the inci

dent, authorities from both communities notified their 
superiors requesting further instructions. Meanwhile, 
according to the American account, Arvizu and "his soldiers 
retired to their quarters in the town and proceeded to fill 
up on their intoxicating beverage, mescal, and in a few 
hours were howling like wolves and whooping like Apaches." 
About three in the morning Arvizu crossed into Nogales, 
Arizona, with a small squad of troops and began to abuse 
verbally some patrons of a local tavern. Tiring of that 
activity he returned to Sonora, but not before he had thrown 
a glass of liquor into the face of a Mexican woman "claiming 
that she was too friendly with the Americans.

Upon learning of the incident at Nogales, Governor 
, Torres immediately alerted Diaz and Martinez of the problem .

161

14. La Constitucion (Hermosillo), March 11, 1887; 
Arizona Citizen (Tucson), March 5, March 9, March 11, 1887; 
Daily News (Nogales, Arizona), March 7, 1887; El Eco de la 
Frontera (Nogales, Sonora), March 27, 1887; Morning Call
(San Francisco), March 8, 1887; San Francisco Chronicle. 
March 4, 8, 1887; Nogales News (Nogales, Arizona), March 10, 
1887; Rivera, La Revolucion en Sonora, p. 114.

15. Daily News (Nogales, Arizona), March 7, 1887.
16. Ibid.



162
17and left at once for the border "as this could be serious." 

General Nelson Miles, commander of the American troops in 
Arizona, ordered two cavalry companies to be situated on the 
outskirts of Nogales, but gave them strict instructions not 
to cross into Sonora. Miles also instructed the officer in 
charge to show his orders to Torres so that he would under
stand that the American force did not pose a threat to 

18Sonora.
Torres encountered a major obstacle in further 

attempts to settle the issue. The American officials who 
had captured Gutierrez in Nogales on March 3 demanded that 
he be returned to their custody as part of the bargain they 
had negotiated on the night of the incident. Torres re
quested from Diaz "clear and precise instructions so as not
to commit an error" in dealing with the American authori

ng ,ties. In response, Diaz instructed Torres to persuade the 
Americans to let the national governments settle the con
troversy over Gutierrez.

Even on the national level negotiations concerning 
the incident bogged down in misunderstanding. Matias

17. Luis Torres to Porfirio Diaz, March 4, 1887,No. 002457, XII, AGPD.
18. Luis Torres to Porfirio Diaz, March 7, 1887,

No. 002461, XII, AGPD; General Angel Martinez to Porfirio 
Diaz, March 14, No. 002100, XII, AGPD.

19. Luis Torres to Porfirio Diaz, March 10, 1887, No. 002482, XII, AGPD.

\



163
Romero, the Mexican minister to the United States, in
correctly reported to Diaz that the American government 
extended two options: (1) Mexico could deliver the offenders
to the American authorities at Nogales; or, (2) Mexico could 
handle the punishment of the responsible individuals.
Because the Mexican government clearly did not wish to 
relinguish one of its citizens for trial in the United 
States, Ignacio Mariscal, Mexican minister of foreign 
affairs, was instructed to inform the United States minister 
to Mexico, Thomas C. Manning, that Mexico chose to accept 
the second option, and "the Government of the United States 
may rest assured that Gutierrez, as well as all others who
are responsible for the annoying affair I allude to, will be

20vigorously punished." Although Manning accepted the 
agreement, he was unaware that Romero, who was the source 
of Mariscal's information regarding the talks in Washington, 
had, in fact, misunderstood the American offer. After 
checking with his American superiors, Manning explained the 

- situation to Mariscal on March 21. The option applied only 
to the Mexican troops who had secured Gutierrez' release 
because the "United States would accept nothing less than

20. Ignacio Mariscal to Thomas C. Manning, Minister 
to Mexico, March 11, 1887, "Despatches from United States 
Ministers to Mexico, 1823-1906," National Archives Microfilm 
Publications, Microcopy No. 97 (Washington: National 
Archives and Record Service, 1961), roll 87; Thomas Manning 
to secretary of state, March 9, 1887, "Despatches from 
Ministers to Mexico," roll 87.
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the return to its jurisdiction of the prisoner who had been
rescued from the custody of the American authorities at 

21Nogales."
The situation between the two governments remained

a stalemate through the rest of March and into April.
Finally, the two nations agreed upon a compromise. In
exchange for the United States suspending its request to
to have Gutierrez delivered to the American authorities at
Nogales, the Mexican government agreed "to acknowledge the
right of the United States to demand the return of 

22Gutierrez." Apparently in his bargaining with the 
American secretary of state, Mariscal pointed out that, if 
Gutierrez were turned over to the American authorities to 
stand trial, he would receive a light sentence in view of 
the fact that his crime had not been serious. Hence, 
Mariscal indicated that the Mexican officials would then 
find it difficult to impose a severe penalty upon Arvizu.
On the other hand, the Mexican minister promised that both 
men would be severely punished if tried by the Mexican 
government. Upon receiving word of the American

21. Thomas Manning to secretary of state, March 21, 
1887, "Despatches from Ministers to Mexico," roll 87; Thomas 
Manning to Ignacio Mariscal, March 21, 1887, "Despatches 
from Ministers to Mexico," roll 87.

22. Thomas Manning to secretary of state, April 14, 
1887, "Despatches from Ministers to Mexico," roll 87;
Ignacio Mariscal to Thomas Manning, April 14, 1887, 
"Despatches from Ministers to Mexico," roll 87.
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reconsideration, Mariscal "assured the secretary [United 
States Secretary of State, Thomas Bayard] that Mexico wanted 
an end to such offenses and the guilty would be vigorously 
punished.

The court martial conducted at Guaymas by a hand
picked military tribunal convened on May 1, 1887. Within 
four days, the military judges had sentenced Arvizu and 
Gutierrez as well as one of the troops to death. The court 
acquitted the other soldiers involved in the conflict.
Prior to the proceedings of the trial, the court learned 
that Luis Rincon was an American citizen and consequently he 
was released to the American authorities at Nogales. Later 
in the year the Supreme Court of Military Justice reviewed 
the case and handed down the same ruling, but in May, 1888, 
Diaz commuted the sentence to life imprisonment for Arvizu
and Gutierrez and five years imprisonment for the enlisted
 ̂ 24troop.

While Arvizu awaited the decision of the supreme 
military tribunal to review the case, he wrote Diaz 
requesting that the Mexican president remember his service 
to the nation and to intervene in his behalf. Diaz lamented

23. Ignacio Mariscal to Thomas Manning quoted in 
Manning to secretary of state, April 14, 1887, "Despatches 
from Ministers to Mexico," roll 87.

24. Alexander Willard to secretary of state, May 5, 
November 5, 1887, June 5, 1888, "Consular Despatches,
Guaymas," roll 7; Luis Torres to Porfirio Diaz, May 6, 1887, 
No. 004469, XII, AGPD.
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the situation in which Arvizu had become involved, but 
informed the officer that his position of chief executive 
of the Mexican Republic did not permit him to act. Never
theless, Diaz did commute the sentences of both men and, 
shortly after the final sentence, the two officers were 
transferred from the Guaymas jail to the military prison of 
Santiago in Mexico City. During the next few years both 
Arvizu and Gutierrez directed several letters to Diaz 
vividly describing the wretched conditions under which they 
lived. The Mexican president granted some aid to Arvizu by 
increasing his food allowance, but refused to review the 
sentence of either man. Lt. Colonel Francisco Arvizu died 
in prison on October 23, 1895, and no doubt Lieutenant

O  CBenjamin Gutierrez likewise ended his days in Santiago.
While working on the Arvizu problem. Governor Torres 

indicated a restlessness to return to Hermosillo to direct 
the political candidacies of Lorenzo Torres and Corral.
Diaz promised to release him from the case as soon as

25. Francisco Arvizu to Porfirio Diaz, May 17,
1887, No. 003550, XII, AGPD; Francisco Arvizu to Porfirio 
Diaz, November 1, 1889, No. 0011343, XIV, AGPD; Francisco 
Arvizu to Porfirio Diaz, May 5, 1891, No. 004549, XVI, AGPD; 
Francisco Arvizu to Porfirio Diaz, October 15, 1891, No. 
011823, XVI, AGPD; Benjamin Gutierrez to Rafael Chousal 
[private secretary to Diaz], October 8, 1889, No. 010574, 
XIV, AGPD; Benjamin Gutierrez to Porfirio Diaz, November 2, 
1889, No. 011711, XIV, AGPD; Benjamin Gutierrez to Porfirio 
Diaz, September 5, 1890, No. 010784, XV, AGPD; Porfirio 
Diaz to Francisco Arvizu, June 16, 1887, XLI, p. 422, AGPD; 
Almada, Diccionario. p. 84.
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possible. Early in April Torres completed his mission in
time to return to direct the closing moments of the campaign,
which resulted in the overwhelming victory of Torres and 

2 6Corral. The new governor assumed office on September 1, 
1887, and guided the affairs of the state until the end of 
the first legislative session in December when he relin- 
guished the post to the administratively more competent 
Corral.

Thus on December 7, 1887, when Lorenzo Torres re
tired to his hacienda near the Yaqui territory where he 
became involved in helping to organize the Indians into 
communities, and to make greater use of the water supply 
through the construction of canals, Corral officially 
assumed the responsibility of directing the state. Adminis
tration was not an unfamiliar task for the young acting 
governor. Not only had Corral been left to direct the state 
during the recent Indian struggle while Governor Luis Torres 
had concentrated on the military campaigns, but, as secre- 

, tary of state, Corral had the day to day task of running 
Sonora.

Approximately three months after Corral had taken 
charge of Sonora, a labor strike developed among the miners 
of the La Trinidad mines in the municipality of La Trinidad, 
Sahuaripa. Mining constituted the most important industry

26. Porfirio Diaz to Luis Torres, March 28, 1887, 
XLI, p. 149, AGPD; La Constitucion (Hermosillo), June 3,
1887.
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in Sonora, and the state had already captured the largest
share of foreign mining investments in the nation. National
statistics reveal that investments would increase from three
million pesos in 1884 to ninety-five million in 1892 with
Sonora obtaining 27,829,000 pesos, or slightly more than

27twenty-nine per cent of the total. Because of this 
importance, the strike placed Corral in a difficult posi
tion. If he were to support the foreign mining company's 
interests in the dispute, he would undoubtedly incur the 
scorn of the Mexican miners. On the other hand, he did not 
wish to give foreign businessmen any cause to fear for their 
investments in Sonora.

The La Trinidad mines had been owned and operated by 
the Matias Alzua family for many years, but upon the death 
of the head of the family in the yellow fever epidemic of 
1884, the mines were sold to James Thomas Browne of England. 
Browne purchased the mines for 750,000 dollars and sold the 
property to La Trinidad Limited of London for 5,000,000 

' pesos. Although Browne received a handsome profit for the 
mines, he did guarantee the company a net profit of twenty 
per cent during the first five years of operations agreeing 
to make up any deficit if one occurred. La Trinidad Ltd. 
incorporated in 1884, the same year they acquired the

27. Corral, Memoria, II, 265; Hamilton, Border 
States. p. 70; Guadalupe Nava Otero, "La Mineria," Historia 
Moderna de Mexico. VII pt. 1, 266.



169
claims, and issued 100,000 shares of stock at five pounds

, 28 each.
The new owners of the La Trinidad mines immediately 

encountered several problems which hampered their opera
tions. Although the company brought in new and more modern 
equipment to work the mines, inadequate transportation
facilities delayed the shipment of the ores and greatly

29increased the production price. The new company also 
suffered from poor working relations with the miners and the 
local townspeople, especially the merchants. Discontent 
among the miners developed and erupted into a strike against 
the company in February, 1888. The laborers demanded more 
pay, claiming that one peso a day for work outside of the 
mines and one and one-half pesos for work inside was too 
low. On the grounds that the miners were receiving the 
highest pay in any mining area, the company authorities 
refused to meet the demands, and attempted to break the 
strike by bringing in Yaqui miners plus other workers from

28. Bill of sale for the La Trinidad mines to James 
Thomas Browne, November 10, 1884, carp. 547, gav. 21-1,
AHES; Notice of the sale of the La Trinidad mines to La 
Trinidad Ltd. in Ramon Corral to General Treasury, December 
16, 1884, carp. 547, gav. 21-1, AHES; Inventory of property 
acquired by James T. Browne, February 17, 1885, carp. 547, 
gav. 21-1, AHES; La Constitucion (Hermosillo), October 5, 
1883; Memorandum and Articles of Association of La Trinidad. 
Limited Incorporated 1884 in Great Britain/Foreign Office/ 
F.O. 50, microfilm vol. 467 in Bancroft Library, University 
of California, Berkeley.

29. J. Alexander Forbes to secretary of state, May 
1, 1893, "Consular Despatches, Guaymas," roll 9.
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outside the district. Although the strikers refrained from 
any violent actions, they cursed the strikebreakers who
arrived on February 15 and hindered the operations of the

30company.
Because the mine could operate at only partial 

capacity, the General Manager of La Trinidad Ltd., Edmund 
Harvey, requested help from the municipal mayor, Antonio 
Encinas. Encinas relayed the message to the prefect of the 
district, Loreto Trujillo, who rode all night from Sahuaripa 
to arrive at La Trinidad on February 16. The quickness with 
which Trujillo responded to the request, and his actions in 
favor of the mining concern, clearly indicated the protective 
attitude of the Sonoran authorities toward foreign business 
adventures. Trujillo immediately posted a guard of twenty- 
five men to protect the mining properties and personally 
informed the general manager that his operations would not 
be harmed. After conferring with Harvey and Encinas,
Trujillo arrested three of the leaders of the strike, and 
the following month they were sentenced to two months

31imprisonment for crimes against industry and commerce.
Before returning to Sahuaripa, Trujillo left orders 

for the local mayor to notify him if any further

30. Loreto Trujillo to Ramon Corral, February 17, 
1888, carp. 606, gav. 22-5, AHES.

31. Ibid.: Loreto Trujillo to Ramon Corral,
February 25, 1888, carp. 606, gav. 22-5, AHES; Corral, 
Memoria. I, 202-03.
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disturbance occurred. Moreover, he had Encinas post a
decree stating that any citizen who lacked an income should
present himself for work under penalty of vagrancy.
Included in the decree also was a declaration that any
person or persons who attempted to employ the use of
violence, physical or moral, for the purpose of increasing
or lowering the wages of workers, or to impede the free
exercise of industry, would be immediately apprehended.
Trujillo returned to Sahuaripa where he drafted a detailed
report of the incident for the secretary of state. Governor
Corral ordered Trujillo to continue to protect the mining
operations and the official state newspaper, La Constitucion.
printed one short statement condemning the strike, and
agreed with Edmund Harvey that La Trinidad Ltd. paid the

32highest wages in any mining district.
In spite of the precautionary measures, discontent 

among the miners at La Trinidad continued, and threatened 
to erupt into a violent clash between the laborers and 
company officials. In addition to the complaint of low 
wages, the miners claimed that the company's established 
policy of payment in script, which could then be redeemed 
at local stores for goods, cheated them of their earnings. 
The company did not intentionally cheat the miners, but,

32. Manifesto by Loreto Trujillo, February 19,
1888, carp. 606, gav. 22-5, AHES; Ramon Corral to Loreto 
Trujillo, March 7, 1889, carp. 606, gav. 22-5, AHES; La 
Constitucion (Hermosillo), February 24, 1888.
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unfortunately jEor the laborers, the English -firm did not
enjoy good relations with the local merchants, and only
about half of them would accept the script. Those merchants
who did accept the company's script discounted it as much as
one-third of its value. Instead of seeking redress from the
merchants, the miners blamed the company and demanded that

33they be paid silver each week.
Normally a miner would not be paid until the end of 

the month, so, in order to make purchases during that month, 
he received a blank ticket on which the price of his 
purchases would be entered and then deducted from his wages 
at the end of the month. In other words, the miner could 
buy on credit. In order to protect the illiterate workers 
a system had been devised years before whereby the merchants 
used signs rather than numbers for the price of the pur
chases: « equalled three cents, ✓ one-half bit (one bit
equalled twelve and one-half cents), , one bit, ^ one- 
half dollar, Q one dollar, \/ five dollars, and ^  
equalled ten dollars. The miners disliked the system 
because it restricted their freedom in making purchases and 
more importantly because the merchants discounted the script 
in which they were paid.^

33. Loreto Trujillo to Ramon Corral, February 22, 
1889, carp. 606, gav. 22-5, AHES.

34. Ibid.: James W. Oates, "A Trip to Sonora,"
The Californian. II (August, 1880), 179-80.
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After 'the strike in February, Harvey promised that 

he would reform the method of pay for the miners, but he 
delayed doing so for several months while tension mounted 
steadily among the workers. Finally, in a desperate attempt 
to alleviate the pressure which hampered the operations of 
the company, Harvey agreed to pay the workers each week, and 
he also established a company store where the laborers could 
purchase goods at cost price. Harvey's actions satisfied 
only one of the grievances and the majority of workers still 
demanded an increase in pay and now the local merchants 
became even more hostile because they resented the competi
tion from the company store. The discontent affected the 
operations of the mines and production decreased con
siderably. ̂

Unfortunately for the mining company, Harvey proved 
to be totally inept at handling the situation. He evidently 
did not understand the importance of a "mordida" (bribe) 
when dealing with the underpaid local authorities, nor did 
he realize the importance which the state and the national 
governments attached to foreign investments. In fact, on 
several occasions Diaz personally intervened to aid foreign 
mining companies threatened by labor problems as he did when 
he requested General Carrillo and Corral to help the Santa 
Rosalia Mining Company of Baja California secure Yaqui miners

35. Loreto Trujillo to Ramon Corral, February 22, 
1889, carp. 606, gav. 22-5, AHES.
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to augment the- company1s scarce labor supply. However, 
instead of requesting help from either the district or the 
state level or even from the British ambassador in Mexico 
City, Harvey bombarded the London office with complaints.

Like Harvey, the Chairman of Board of La Trinidad 
Limited, Steward Pixley, understood very little about the 
local customs of the Mexican people and instead of advising 
Harvey to work with the Mexican authorities and to con
tribute an occasional mordida to the local officials, Pixley 
requested help from the English Minister of Foreign Affairs, 
Lord Salisbury. Salisbury's office contacted the English 
Ambassador to Mexico, Sir Spenser St. John, who informed the 
Mexican Minister of Foreign Affairs, Ignacio Mariscal, who 
in turn called upon the Secretary of Fomento. Manuel 
Fernandez, who notified Diaz about the problem confronting 
La Trinidad Ltd. Diaz ordered Corral to investigate, and 
the governor contacted the district prefect, who in turn 
wrote the mayor of La Trinidad. Considering the circuitous 

' course which Harvey took to obtain aid, one can understand

36. Porfirio Diaz to General Marcos Carrillo, May 
21, 1890, No. 008985, XV, AGPD; Porfirio Diaz to Ramon 
Corral, May 21, 1890, XLI, p. 249, AGPD; Stewart Pixley, 
Chairman of the Board of La Trinidad Ltd. to Sir T. V. 
Lister, February 26, 1889, G. B./Foreign Office/F.O. 50, 
vol. 472.
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why both St. John and Corral thought the general manager's 
actions strange. ^

Nevertheless, in January, 1889 a surprised Corral 
received instructions through Secretary Fernandez' letter 
that Diaz wanted the labor disturbances which had plagued 
La Trinidad Ltd. throughout 1888 to end. At the same time 
that Corral replied to the secretary of fomento that he was 
aware of only one strike against the company and that one 
had been settled to the satisfaction of the company, he also 
ordered Trujillo to check into the matter. Trujillo, in 
turn, sent an inquiry to the local mayor. About the time 
that Encinas replied with his report on conditions at La 
Trinidad, Harvey made his first report of the situation to 
the district prefect. Encinas informed Trujillo about the 
changes which the company had made in October and November 
concerning the pay of the workers and the company store 
which had been established for the miners and assured the 
prefect that the local authorities had and would protect the

37. British Foreign Office to Stewart Pixley, 
February 8, 1889, G. B./Foreign Office/F. O. 50, vol. 472; 
Manuel Fernandez, secretary of fomento, to Governor of 
Sonora, January 12, 1889, carp. 606, gav. 22-5, AHES;
Spenser St. John to Lord Salisbury, January 16, 1889, G. B./ 
Foreign Office/F. 0. 50, vol. 468; Ramon Corral to secretary 
of fomento, January 31, 1889, carp. 606, gav. 22-5, AHES.

38. Manuel Fernandez, secretary of fomento, to 
Governor of Sonora, January 12, 1889, carp. 606, gav. 22-5, 
AHES; Ramon Corral to secretary of fomento, January 31,
1889, carp. 606, gav. 22-5, AHES.
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mining operation. According to the mayor, "the workers are
much happier and only a small percent remain discontented
but these are among the most ignorant and insignificant 

39element." Contrary to the picture of tranquility which 
Encinas described, Harvey complained of a lack of guarantees 
by the local mayor and alleged that his company was the 
target of discontent within the community. Moreover, he 
complained that some of the leaders of the 1888 strike
returned to the area and were agitating those who labored in
^  . 40the mines.

On the basis of Encinas1 letter, Trujillo dismissed
the complaints by Harvey and in his report to Corral, the
district prefect wrote that Harvey and his attorney "yell
strike at what has occurred since time immemorial in this
mining area: that is, workers arrive for a week or more of
work and when they have earned enough for their needs they
return home for a number of days. Mr. Harvey calls this a 

41strike.11 Trujillo accompanied his letter with that of 
Encinas1 which reported that no major difficulty existed at 
La Trinidad. Corral seemed satisfied with the general 
report. He agreed with the district prefect that Harvey's *

39. Antonio J. Encinas to Loreto Trujillo, February 
13, 1889, carp. 606, gav. 22-5, AHES.

40. Loreto Trujillo to Ramon Corral, February 22, 
1889, carp. 606, gav. 22-5, AHES.

41. Ibid.
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complaints were too vague and too general to stand up in 
court. "It is important," Corral wrote, "that Mr. Harvey 
knows that if Manuel Pablos Encinas or another person is 
promoting disturbances that concrete evidence must be 
obtained in order to prosecute. These acts must be proved 
before the law.

The comments by Trujillo indicated one of the major 
sources of irritation between the company officials and the 
miners. Used to a more dependable work force, Harvey and 
his staff could not, or would not, understand the Mexican 
attitude toward work. Most of the mining operations were in 
the mountainous regions away from settled communities. Fre
quently the miner would leave his family behind, but only 
until he had earned enough to sustain himself at which time 
he would return home to visit for several days. The Yaqui 
as well as the Mexican miners followed this custom, and 
consequently, the mining superintendent of the mines, had 
difficulty in operating at full production c a p a c i t y . T h u s  
contrary to the report of Encinas, a clash between the 
miners and the company officials was imminent.

On February 24, 1889, just two days after Trujillo 
notified Corral that all was well at La Trinidad, a group of

42. Ramon Corral to Loreto Trujillo, March 1, 1889, 
carp. 606, gav. 22-5, AHES.

43. Loreto Trujillo to Ramon Corral, February 22, 
1889, carp. 606, gav. 22-5, AHES.



178
miners attacked several of the officials of the mining 
company. According to Richard Hawkins, the superintendent 
of the company, about eight o'clock at night while the mine 
superintendent, Mr. J. Fredenrick, sat on the front porch of 
his home talking with four or five other employees, a gang 
of half drunken natives appeared and began to insult the men 
in the grossest manner, calling them "gringos cabrones."
When Fredenrick requested that they leave, the miners 
bombarded the house with rocks and drove the group inside. 
The superintendent and his friends barricaded the doors and 
"there,11 Hawkins wrote, "patiently awaiting succor stood the 
little band of pale determined men firmly grasping their 
revolvers determined to sell their lives dearly— They could 
have shot down scores and their self restraint is simply 
marvelous when you consider the ordeal through which they 
were p a s s i n g . T h e  noise attracted Hawkins and, with the 
cooperation of the local authorities, he organized a force 
to suppress the outbreak.

After the violent outburst against the mine 
employees, Harvey contacted Corral requesting that he induct 
the trouble makers into the military. Even though the 
government did use the army on occasions to get rid of 
certain undesirables, Corral notified Harvey that he could 
not grant the request. The governor did apologize for the

44. Richard R. Hawkins to Consul Alexander Willard, 
February 25, 1889, carp. 606, gav. 22-5, AHES.
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attack on La Trinidad Ltd. stating that "it causes me much
pain to see your business attacked and you can be assured
that I shall see with the greatest interest that peace and
guarantees [meaning protection] are enjoyed by your company.
I ordered Prefect Trujillo to see to it that those who
attacked Fredenrick and his friends are punished with all

45the vigor of our laws." At the same time Corral sent a
stinging rebuke to Trujillo instructing him to protect the
mining company as he previously had been ordered. "I now
repeat those orders to you and that those guilty be punished
with all the vigor of the l a w . C o r r a l  added that the
prefect was to make sure the local judge understood the
situation, and received the proper instructions concerning 

47the sentence.
After the incident, Harvey again wrote to Corral 

explaining that the miners who continued to work for him 
could not enter town without being harassed by rock throwers, 
and that Mayor Encinas had done nothing to prevent the 

' attacks. The general manager further complained about the 
erratic work habits of the miners which caused the company

45. Ramon Corral to Edmund Harvey, March 7, 1889, 
carp. 606, gav. 22-5, AHES; Edmund Harvey to Ramon Corral, 
February 26, 1889, carp. 606, gav. 22-5, AHES; Edmund Harvey 
to Loreto Trujillo, February 26, 1889, G. B./Foreign Office/ 
F. O. 60, vol. 472.

46. Ramon Corral to Loreto Trujillo, March 7, 1889, 
carp. 606, gav. 22-5, AHES.
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to run at half capacity. Even if Corral had demonstrated
his willingness to protect the property of La Trinidad Ltd. ,
he realized the futility in trying to alter work habits
which had developed over many decades. So, in response to
Harvey's letter. Corral responded that he knew of no law
which obligated a man to work for a determined number of
days a week. In regard to Encinas, Corral suggested that
the general manager use his influence in the municipal

48elections scheduled in August.
The company's total lack of knowledge of local

customs became even more apparent when Harvey returned to
England in late April of 1889. The general manager reported
that the problems which confronted the mining company in
Sonora stemmed from the local authorities not carrying out
the orders of the district prefect. Pixley, the chairman of
the board, forwarded Harvey's comment to Lord Salisbury and
requested that the minister of foreign affairs use his
influence with the Mexican government to obtain a favorable

49appointment to the position of mayor at La Trinidad. 
Ambassador St. John, who answered Pixley, informed the 
chairman that municipal positions were arranged at the state 
level and not the national level and the ambassador suggested

48. Edmund Harvey to Ramon Corral, March 16, 1889, 
carp. 606, gav. 22-5, AHES; Ramon Corral to Edmund Harvey, 
March 26, 1889, carp. 60.6, gav. 22-5, AHES.

49. Stewart Pixley to Foreign Office, April 29,
1889, G. B./Foreign Office/F. O. 50, vol. 472.
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that the company give pecuniary assistance to the local
authorities to prevent further difficulties. "Mexican
officials are so poorly paid, that they will always aid a
foreign company that has no objection to making their posi-

50tion more endurable." Unfortunately Pixley, like Harvey, 
had little understanding of the local customs and perhaps 
the ignorance of the company officials plus their inability 
to function among the native people provided the greatest 
stumbling blocks to the success of La Trinidad Ltd. One of 
Harvey's letters to the home office in London clearly 
demonstrated his inability to make judgments. According to 
the Englishman, "the present Governor has no love for 
foreigners (Gringos as we are called.). If a Mexican wants 
anything even if it is out of the common, he gets it at once 
but we get nothing . . . ." ^  Perhaps the general manager's 
statement stemmed from his own frustrations and the fact 
that the mining operation was not yielding a profit because 
Corral worked to attract foreign companies to Sonora and

' always cautioned the local authorities "to give all kinds of
52guarantees to the mining companies." In spite of Corral's

50. Spencer St. John to Sir T. H. Sanderson, May 4, 
1889, G. B./ Foreign Office/F. 0. 50, vol. 468.

51. Edmund Harvey to Stewart Pixley, October 1,
1888 quoted in Stewart Pixley to Sir T. V. Lister, February 
26, 1889, G.EL/Foreign Office/F. 0. 50, vol. 472.

52. Ramon Corral to the mayor of Minas Prietas, 
December 12, 1892, carp. 651, gav. 24-2, AHES; Ramon Corral 
to Loreto Trujillo, March 7, 1889, carp. 606, gav. 22-5, AHES.
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efforts to alleviate the problems of La Trinidad Ltd., the 
mining operation for the English firm folded in 1893 and the 
property reverted to the Alsua family.^

Although mineral resources made up the greatest 
source of wealth in Sonora, Corral also devoted his atten
tion to agricultural developments by encouraging the farmers 
to develop new crops. When the railroad opened up the 
possibility of exporting oranges to the United States, both 
the farmers of Guaymas and Hermosillo capitalized on the 
weather conditions of the state to grow orange orchards.
The new industry did well as evidenced at the New Orleans 
Exposition in 1885 where Sonoran oranges captured the gold 
medal for best foreign oranges exhibited. During Corral's
first administration exports of oranges to the United States

54increased from 13,276 boxes to 18,481.
While orange orchards increased in popularity among 

some of the farmers, wheat still constituted the largest 
commercial crop grown in the state. Historically, Sonora 
consumed most of the wheat crop, and exported the remainder 
to Sinaloa and Baja California. In fact, Corral first 
received national attention because of his successful fight * I, II,

53. J. Alexander Forbes to secretary of state. May
I, 1893, "Consular Despatches, Guaymas," roll 9.

54. La Constitucion (Hermosillo), June 19, 1885; 
Alexander Willard to secretary of state, December 31, 1885, 
"Consular Despatches. Guaymas." roll 6: Corral. Memoria.
II, 378.
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against the 1882 bill which would have allowed the free 
importation of foreign wheat into Sinaloa and Baja Califor
nia. At that time Sinaloan citizens had argued that Sonora's 
wheat supply was inadequate to meet the needs of both states. 
In the late 1880's, however, that old issue had lost all 
validity because Sonora had gutted its normal markets with a 
large excess of wheat. Hermosillo alone produced enough 
wheat to supply the entire state. The over-abundance hurt
the millers as well as the farmers, because the price of

55flour dropped below the cost of processing.
Corral did not rely upon one method to solve the 

dilemma facing the farmers and millers of Sonora. While he 
encouraged the farmers to seek new markets in Europe, he 
also emphasized the need for diversification of crops indi
cating that the cotton crop had been very successful in the 
Guaymas Valley. On May 31, 1889,the state government passed 
a bill to award each shipper one peso for every ton of one 
thousand kilograms of wheat sent abroad. The wheat exporta- 

' tion bill also exempted farmers from paying municipal taxes 
on that part of the wheat crop which was exported to Europe. 
Late in 1889 the first exporters received word from Liver
pool that the auction of their wheat indicated a profit 
above the cost of production plus the extra cost of trans
portation across the Atlantic. In addition to exportation

55. La Constitucion (Hermosillo), August 23, 1889.
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and diversification, Corral promoted projects designed to 
utilize the state’s water resources to best advantage, and, 
during his second administration (1895-1899), he witnessed 
the completion of a project which he had first initiated in 
Alamos in 1889.^

Paralleling Corral's attention to economic matters
was his desire to improve the educational system in Sonora.
The two interests were obvious prerequisites for the progress
of the state to which Corral devoted himself during the
porfiriato♦ Even those persons who condemn the results of
the porfiriato recognize the degree to which Corral laid the

57foundations of Sonora's public education program. At the 
time that Luis Torres, Carlos Ortiz, and Ramon Corral 
emerged as state leaders in the 1870's, the state contained 
only a few schools, and alloted almost no funds for educa
tion.^® Under the guidance of Corral, the state assumed 
the responsibility of establishing a free public education 
program designed to meet the needs of the citizens.

Initially Ortiz promoted the development of a school 
system when, after he became governor in 1881, he enacted a

56. Ibid. . May 24, December 13, 1889; Uruchurtu, 
Apuntes Bioqraficos. p. 184.

57. Rivera, La Revolucion en Sonora. pp. 122-23; 
Calvo Berber, Nociones de Historia. pp. 256-59; Interview 
with Fernando Pesqueira, November 18, 1970.

58. Bertha Brassea Escalante, "Historia de la 
Educacion en Sonora" (M.A. Thesis, Universidad de Sonora, 
1953), pp. 41-43, 47.
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bill making education for the young obligatory. However, 
the aim of Ortiz, who had been educated in Mexico City and 
Germany, was to establish a coleqio. or high school, and the 
state legislature passed a law in November, 1881, authorizing 
the creation of Institute Cientifico y Literario, later 
changed to Institute Sonorense. Ortiz appointed Dr. Pedro 
Garza director of the school and commissioned him to travel 
to Europe to obtain instructors and equipment for the 
coleqio. While Dr. Garza ventured abroad, the governor 
purchased a site for the school and even sent to Philadel
phia to acquire the better made United States bricks. Dr. 
Garza returned in early 1882 with a staff of European 
instructors, some of whom did not speak Spanish, a fairly 
large collection of literary, historical, and scientific 
materials, a chemistry laboratory which the state permitted 
the municipal hospital to use, a scientific collection of 
animals and insects for the natural history course, and 
materials for a meterological observatory.

The Institute Sonorense opened in temporary quarters 
and Ortiz reported that fine progress was being made by Dr. 
Garza and his staff. The report, however, belied the true 
situation of the school since Sonora could not possibly 
furnish the advanced students for the coleqio. Its

59. Calvo Berber, Nociones de Historia. pp. 256-59; 
La Constitucion (Hermosillo), October 5, December 20, 1881, 
January 8, February 3, 1882; Interview with Fernando 
Pesqueira, November 18, 1970.



186
elementary educational system handled only a very few
students, these attending mainly the first and second
grades; thus the institute became a glorified primary
school. With the ouster of Ortiz in October, the state
lost its strongest backer and the colegio collapsed the
following year. The state took over the building being
constructed for the school and turned it into the Palacio  ̂ goGobiernacion which it remains today.

When Ortiz left the state Corral became the 
dominant force in education in Sonora. Unlike Ortiz,
Corral believed that the state needed to concentrate its 
resources on first establishing primary instructions before 
venturing into secondary education. During his control of 
the state from later 1887 to 1891, the number of schools 
increased from 139 with 5,534 students to 175 schools with 
9,501 students. During the same period the budget for the 
schools almost doubled as it went from 70,436 pesos to 
146,305 of which the state contributed 58,700 as against 
about 30,000 in 1887. Furthermore, Corral improved the 
quality of instructions by recruiting better qualified 
instructors from outside the state and by encouraging the 
adoption of uniform instructions throughout Sonora.

60. Brassea Escalante, "Historia de Educacion,"
p. 49.

61. Corral, Memoria, II, 92; La Constitucion 
(Hermosillo), January 1, 11, 1889.
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To implement the type of program which Corral 

envisioned for Sonora, he brought the very capable Dr. 
Vicente Mora from Veracruz to serve as director of the state 
school system and as director of the Coleqio de Sonora which 
the state established in 1889. Dr. Mora established work
shops for the teachers throughout the state in order to 
impart to them the latest methods in instructions and to 
establish uniformity for the instructions given. As for the 
coleqio it also remained a primary school, but the director
did use it to establish model classrooms which the outlying

6 2schools were to emulate.
In working to establish a sound educational program 

for Sonora, Corral clashed with Bishop Herculano Lopez. The 
governor stressed lay education, prohibited religious 
instruction in the public schools, and made known his 
opinion that the youth of Sonora had a mission in life 
which could not be satisfied by the four walls of a convent. 
He publically attacked religious education, openly declaring 
that "The government [public schools] teaches useful 
sciences to Catholic and Protestant alike, as well as to 
those of the Jewish and Islamic faith, respects the belief 
of all, . . . the state does not desire the intellectual 
tyranny which the Church exercises and leaves to the family

62. Uruchurtu. Apuntes Bioqraficos. p. 151; La 
Constitucion (HermosilloNovember 9, 1888, January 11,
1889; Corral, Memoria. II, 6-7.
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the task of religious instructions . . . . The attack
on religious schools drew the wrath of Bishop Lopez, but
Corral continued "the State does not make priests, but men

64useful to Society and home."
Clerical opposition presented only one of the many 

problems which confronted the state. Corral, who never 
minimized the task nor exaggerated the problems involved, 
described the various difficulties facing the schools.
Sonora contained a small population in comparison to the 
vast territory of the state, being second in size only to 
the neighboring state of Chihuahua. The largest city of the 
state, Hermosillo, had less than 10,000 persons, while the 
population of Alamos and Guaymas only exceeded 5,000. The 
rest of the population were divided, as well as scattered, 
in an infinite number of small settlements without any 
substantial resources. Consequently, the small settlements 
did not have the necessary funds to sustain a school nor did 
the state have the necessary resources to provide schools 
for the small villages. To compound the problem parents 
kept their children out of the schools and employed in more 
lucrative pursuits to help supplement the meager income of 
many of the families. Even when schools did exist they were 
frequently without desks, books, and other materials

63. La Constitucion (Hermosillo), December 28.
1888.

64. Ibid., December 14, 1888.
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necessary for adequate instructions. Furthermore, the
state lacked a sufficient number of qualified teachers to
staff the schools and frequently the state hired persons
with inadequate preparation, believing, as Corral wrote,

65that some instruction was better than none. Regardless 
of the obstacles which Corral described and his somewhat 
bleak description of the conditions of Sonoran education, he 
could be proud of his work in markedly advancing the public 
school system.

Early in his administration Corral stressed the need 
for a larger budget in order to take care of the growing 
needs of the people. As Corral pointed out in his budget 
report for 1889, the needs of the people increased with the 
development and progress of civilization, and Sonoran needs 
had increased in the last twenty years as the state acquired 
more schools, more telegraph lines, and better security 
along its border which was being rapidly populated with 
settlers where before only savages crossed the lands. Thus 
when Corral relinguished his post to Luis Torres on 
September 1, 1891, he stated "I believe that my mission 
was not to conserve in deposit the money of the people, but 
to employ it to their benefit and this I have done by 
bettering the public services and procuring all that was

65. Corral, Memoria. II, 3-5.
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possible for the citizens . . . . Corral had not left
the treasury full, but true to his words, he had left the 
state in a better condition than when he took over the reins 
in late 1887.

66. Speech by Corral upon relinquishing the office 
of governor to Luis Torres quoted in La Constitucion (Her- 
mosillo ), September 4, 1891.



CHAPTER VIII

CONCLUSION

For the most part the decade of the 1890's followed 
the same pattern established by the porfiriato in Sonora 
during the 801s. Politically, the same group of men con
tinued to dominate the state and, economically, agricultural 
and mining activities continued to expand. Foreign inves
tors increased their stake in Sonoran mining operations 
while local citizens exported more commodities to the United 
States. The attempt to develop the Yaqui lands failed, but 
major inroads into the Mayo territory did occur. Conse
quently , the order and stability established by the 
porfiriato produced economic progress and, by the end of the 
century, Sonora had come a long way from the chaotic and 
decadent conditions which prevailed before the rise of 
Porfirio Diaz.

Luis Torres, who became governor for the third time 
in 1891, quickly relinquished his administrative duties to 
concentrate on military matters; and Corral, as secretary of 
state, continued to dominate the gubernatorial functions of 
Sonora. In 1895 Corral received the gubernatorial nomina
tion; and, although some, opposition to his candidacy re
appeared, the support of Diaz enabled Corral to succeed

191
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Torres in office.'*' Under Corral's administration the state
continued to expand its economic activities and the Mexican
government concluded a peace treaty with the Yaqui to end

2the war which had broken out in 1892.
As governor of Sonora, Corral attended the elaborate 

ceremony arranged for the signing of the peace treaty. Both 
he and Torres, who, at that time, was commander of the first 
military zone, gave speeches honoring the agreement between 
the Mexican government and the Yaqui tribe, and four hundred 
warriors paraded in front of the dignitaries to show their 
support of the treaty. Juan Maldonado, successor to Cajeme 
and better known by his Yaqui name Tetabiate, signed the 
treaty for his tribe on May 15, 1897. Although the govern
ment refused to withdraw the troops and settlers from the

/

Yaqui territory, the administration did agree to support the 
. Yaqui warriors and their families for two months, to dis
tribute lands to the heads of the families, and to incor
porate many of the warriors into the auxiliary forces in 
hopes of establishing a lasting peace with the Yaqui. How
ever, the failure to withdraw the troops and settlers from 
the Indian lands and to return the region completely to the 1 2

1. El Imparcial (Hermosillo), February 23, 27,
1895; La Constitucion (Hermosillo), May 28, 1895.

2. La Constitucion (Hermosillo), May 21, 1897.
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Yaqui led to new hostilities and another war only two years 
after the signing of the peace treaty.^

Nevertheless, the short period of peace abetted the 
progress of Sonora, and Corral felt justified in requesting 
an extended leave of absence in September, 1899 in order to 
travel to Europe. While in Germany the governor underwent 
a serious operation to remove a cancerous growth from his 
throat. Although the doctors considered the surgery 
successful, the operation served only to prolong Corral's 
life as he died from cancer in 1912. While in Europe in 
1900, however. Corral received word from Diaz that he had 
been appointed governor of the Federal District.^ The 
appointment moved Corral into the national spotlight and 
during the following decade he served as minister of 
qobernacion and vice-president of the republic. The Sonora 
that Corral left in 1900 was markedly different from the 
Sonora of the late 701s.

The stability and economic prosperity enjoyed by the 
state in 1900 presented a picture in sharp contrast to the 
conditions of the state a quarter of a century earlier. At 
the time that Diaz came to power Sonora showed deep scars

3. Ibid.: Albert R. Morawetz to secretary of state, 
August 28, 1899, "Consular Despatches, Nogales," roll 3; 
Calvo Berber, Nociones de Historia. pp. 269-71; Spicer, 
Cycles of Conquest, pp. 77-78.

4. Interview with Jorge Corral, November 7, 1970; 
Death certificate of Ramon Corral in the private papers of 
Jorge Corral; Uruchurtu, Apuntes Bioqraficos. pp. 209, 212.
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from internal upheavals, Apache raids, and filibustering 
expeditions, as well as the French invasion in the 60's.
Most of the mines were abandoned, the fields lay unculti
vated , commerce languished, and mass migrations threatened 
to de-populate the state.^ Diaz, however, established order 
in Sonora as well as throughout the rest of Mexico which 
brought economic growth to the state. Foreign investors 
moved into Sonora to exploit the state's mineral wealth, a 
newly constructed railroad tied the state to new markets in 
the United States, agricultural production increased, and 
commerce boomed. As a consequence, order provided the base 
for Sonora's progress.^

With the return of peace to Sonora and the increase 
in economic activities, the mass migrations slowed and soon 
halted altogether. Authorities had estimated that after 
reaching a high of 150,000 in the 1840's Sonora's population

5. Report on the district of Moctezuma by Prefect 
Rafael Vildosola, Boletin Oficial (Ures), September 15,
1876; Report on the district of Guaymas by the prefect, 
Boletin Oficial (Ures), September 15, 1876; Report on the 
district of Arizpe by Prefect Antonio Barreda, Boletin 
Oficial (Ures), September 1, 1876; Report on the district of 
Magdalena by Prefect Manuel Barreda, Boletin Oficial (Ures), 
October 6, 1876; Report on the district of Hermosillo by the 
prefect, Boletin Oficial (Ures), December 29, 1876; Report 
on the district of Sahuaripa by Prefect Manuel Cuen, Boletin 
Oficial (Ures), July 27, 1877; Arizona Citizen (Tucson),
June 27, 1879.

6. El Estado de Sonora. Mexico (Nogales, Arizona: 
Oasis Printing and Publishing House, 1897), pp. 13-16; Jorge 
Vera Estanol, La Revolucion Mexicana: Oriqenes y Resultados 
(Mexico: Editorial Porrua, S.A., 1957), p. 7.
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had dipped below the 100,000 mark in the 701s. However, by 
the end of the century people were moving into the state to 
take advantage of economic opportunities and Sonora's 
population reached 221,682. Most of the newcomers came from 
other Mexican states but a few thousand represented persons 
from the United States, China, Germany, Spain, France, Great

QBritain, and a sprinkling from various other countries.
Though the population remained small in comparison to land 
area, growth in actual numbers symbolized Sonora's progress.

Not only did Sonora experience a growth in its 
population, but the health conditions of the state improved. 
Periodic epidemics such as the disaster in 1883 when the 
ship Newbern arrived at Guaymas had plagued Sonora. The two 
sick passengers on board the ship died within three days of 
what was later diagnosed as yellow fever, and during the 
following months the dread disease spread to other parts of 
Sonora. Authorities estimated that the fever attacked 3,500 
persons in Guaymas and 2,000 in Hermosillo with 200 dying at 
the port city and about 80 at the state capital. Not until 
December did the fever begin to abate and eventually dis
appear from the state. However, epidemics of yellow fever

7. Alexander Willard to secretary of state,
September 30, 1871, September 30, 1878, "Consular Despatches, 
Guaymas," rolls 2, 4.

8. Estadxsticas Sociales del Porfiriato. 1877-1910 
(Mexico: Talleres Graficos de la Mexico^ 1956), pp. 2-3;
Ulloa, El Estado de Sonora, p. 36; Gonzalez Navarro, "El 
Porfiriato: La Vida Social," IV, p. 25.

7
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• gbroke out in 1884 and again in 1885. As a result of these 

epidemics, state officials undertook an innoculation program 
to protect the people from yellow fever as well as other 
contagious diseases. In order to innoculate as many persons 
as possible, local authorities publicized the program while 
doctors travelled from town to t o w n . T h e  effectiveness of 
the innoculation program became evident when Mexico suffered 
severe epidemics in 1892 and 1893 which took the lives of 
39,450 persons. During the fifteen month siege Sonora 
reported not one mortality case from the epidemic, nor did 
the state newspapers report any serious epidemic throughout 
the 901s. In fact, under the porfiriato Sonora not only 
maintained one of the lowest mortality rates in the nation, 
but gained the greatest relative increase in the number of 
physicians as well. While Sonora's small and scattered 
communities probably prevented the spread of diseases which 
affected the more populous areas of the nation, the inno cu
lation programs, better medical facilities, at least in the 
larger towns, and the clean-up drives to remove trash and

9. La Constitucion (Hermosillo), November 21,
1884; Alexander Willard to secretary of state, August 28, 
September 16, September 22, October 1, December 30, 1883, 
"Consular Despatches, Guaymas," roll 5; Uruchurtu, Apuntes 
Bioqraficos. p. 80.

10. Speech by Acting Governor Rafael Izabal to 
state deputies, September 15, 1894, La Constitucion (Her
mosillo), September 21, 1894; La Constitucion (Hermosillo). 
April 25, 1890, May 29, 1893, March 30, 1894, March 10, 
1897.
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animal wastes from the streets of the larger communities 
certainly abetted the health conditions of Sonora.

The educational system of the state improved along 
with that of the health conditions. As already noted in 
Chapter VII, Sonora inherited a defunct school program from 
the pesgueristas. Few schools existed as the internal up
heavals and external threats overtaxed the budget and left

12little or no state funds for education. However, by 1900 
Sonora enjoyed a sound educational system indicated by the 
existence of 157 schools and a student body of about 9,000. 
The number of schools and students had been greater at the 
time Corral relinguished the governor's office in 1891, but 
the Yaqui struggle had strained the state budget. Neverthe
less, by 1900 the state alone allotted 110,420 pesos for 
educational purposes, or, almost ten times the school budget 
in 1880, and almost equal to the entire state budget at the 
time Torres and Corral emerged as state leaders. This 
advancement in Sonora stands in direct contrast to the
educational decline in the state during the era of Ignacio
_ , 13Pesqueira. * II,

11. La Constitucion (Hermosillo), May 1, 1894; 
Gonzalez Navarro, "El Porfiriato: La Vida Social," IV, 36, 
115.

12. La Reqeneracion (Hermosillo), July 5, 1876; La 
Reconstruccidn (Hermosillo). April 24, 1877; Corral, Memoria,
II, 92.

13. Corral, Memoria, II, 92; "Ley de presupuesto de 
egresos del Estado para regir en el ano del 1880," Lâ
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Sonora's ability to establish health and educational 

programs resulted from the economic progress the state 
enjoyed which, in turn, depended a great deal on the con
struction of the Sonoran Railway in 1882. State leaders had 
encouraged the building of a railroad for Sonora for many 
years, but Pesqueira1s government had been unable to make 
the necessary arrangements. During the porfiriato. however, 
the central government spearheaded the drive to increase the 
rail mileage throughout the nation; and, consequently, under 
a joint adventure with the Santa Fe Railroad Company Sonora 
obtained a railway linkage with the United States. Con
struction on the Sonoran Railway began in 1880, and by 
October 25, 1882, the port city of Guaymas had been linked 
to the Santa Fe line at Benson, Arizona. Plans were drafted 
to extend the line through the Yaqui and Mayo country to 
Alamos, 240 miles southeast of Guaymas, but the project did 
not get underway until after the turn of the century.
Railway officials laid a few spur lines, but, overall, they

* 14added very few miles to the line until after 1900.

Constitucion (Hermosillo), December 18, 1879; "Ley de 
presupuesto de egresos del Estado para regir en el ano del 
1900," La Constitucion (Hermosillo), December 28, 1899; 
Brassea Escalante, "Historia de la Educacion," p. 52; Report 
by Corral to state deputies, November 24, 1894, carp. 662, 
gav. 24-4, AHES; Gavata 33-2, AHES is full of school reports 
from the various districts which testify to the advancement 
of education during the porfiriato.

14. David M. Fletcher, "The Development of Rail
roads in Sonora," Inter-American Economic Affairs. I (March,. 
1948), 21-23, 27; Vera Estahol. La Revolucion Mexicans, p. 8.
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Even before the completion of the Sonoran line in 

1882, the state benefitted because the construction company 
which laid the track spent 690,000 dollars on supplies and 
labor during the first twelve months of work.^ More 
importantly, however, the line joined Sonora to new markets 
within the United States. By 1886 two-thirds of Sonora's 
exports passed through Nogales on their way to American 
markets and the border town replaced Guaymas as the 
principal point of entry and exit for goods. Even the 
farmers who began to ship wheat to Europe in the late 18801s 
utilized the line as the grain was shipped by rail to New 
Orleans and then transferred to ocean-going vessels bound 
for European markets.

Access to the new markets revolutionized Sonora's 
agriculture. The farmers brought more land into production, 
diversified their crops, and acquired better techniques and 
more modern machinery. The pointed stick shod with iron 
gave way to the American plow, while reapers and thrashing 

' machines replaced the sickle and the antiquated technique of 
thrashing grain by horses. Corn-shellers took the place of 
the tedious and slow method of hand separating of the corn 
from the cob. The farmers began to plant orange orchards,

15. Fletcher, "Railroads in Sonora," p. 22.
16. Alexander Willard to secretary of state, 

December 31, 1886, "Consular Despatches, Guaymas," roll 7;
La Constitucion (Hermosillo), August 23, 1889.
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vineyards, cotton, and vegetables for market as well as 
wheat, corn, beans, and peppers. They expanded into ranch
ing and soon began to export cattle, sheep, and hogs to the 
United States. Even the production of mezeal became a 
lucrative export business; but, unfortunately, about ninety
per cent was smuggled into the United States without Sonora

17receiving the benefit of export duties.
Export figures on Sonoran products are difficult to 

obtain, but according to the American consul at Nogales, 
Sonora's exports increased forty per cent from 1888 to 1889 
alone, and a report in 1897 on the economic activities in 
the state noted that trade with the United States had grown 
tremendously since the construction of the railroad. Al
though ores represented the major portion of the trade with 
the United States, agricultural products played an important 
role as evidenced by the increase in orange exports. From 
zero exports in the early 80's orange exports increased to 
65,438 boxes and 174 barrels valued at 80,000 dollars in
1896. Thus the railroad played a leading role in the

18prosperity of Sonora.

17. Alexander Willard to secretary of state, 
December 31, 1888, "Consular Despatches, Guaymas," roll 7; 
Delos Smith to secretary of state, February 17, 1891, 
"Consular Despatches, Nogales," roll 1; J. Alexander Forbes 
to secretary of state, May 1, 1893, "Consular Despatches, 
Guaymas," roll 9.

18. Delos Smith to secretary of state, February 5, 
1890, "Consular Despatches, Nogales," roll 1; El Estado de 
Sonora. Mexico. p. 15.
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At the beginning of the porfiriato several problems 

which limited production plagued the mining industry in 
Sonora. The mines which existed in the southern portion of 
the state were hampered by poor conditions and periodic 
Yaqui and Mayo uprisings. Furthermore, the Apache raids in 
the north caused miners to abandon some of the richest mines 
in the state leaving them essentially unworked until the 
late 80's. The population decline of the state during the 
Pesqueira era adversely affected the labor supply available 
to the mining operations, and the almost complete lack of 
roads curtailed any hope of large scale production. Inade
quate financing likewise prevented any exploitation on an 
organized basis. Under Diaz Sonora eliminated many of the 
problems which hampered the exploitation of the minerals.
The government rid the state of the Apaches, improved 
transportation, although the roads to the regions along the 
Sierra Madre are to this day still inadequate, and most
importantly established the order to attract foreign 

19investors.
In 1877 foreign mining investments in Mexico were 

negligible with Europeans composing about fifty-five per 
cent, and Americans about forty-two per cent of total 
foreign investments. By 1910, however, these investments

19. Vera Estanol, La Revolucion Mexicana. p. 7; 
John W. Kitchen, "Some Considerations on the Rurales of 
Porfirian Mexico," Journal of Inter-American Studies. IX 
(July, 1967), 449.
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had increased many times with American capital largely dis
placing the European investments. According to Mexican 
historian Guadalupe Nava Otero, North Americans owned 
seventy-seven per cent of the foreign capital invested in 
Mexican mining while Europe's percentage had declined to 
twenty-two per cent. Complete and exact figures concerning 
Sonora's mining activities are not available, but between 
1884 and 1892 Nava Otero estimates that the state received 
twenty-nine per cent, 27,000,000 pesos, of the foreign 
investment in Mexico which totaled 95,000,000. During the
same period American mining investments increased in Mexico

20from a mere 3,000,000 pesos to 55,000,000. The heyday of 
foreign mining investments, however, came in the period from 
1890 to 1910 and reports clearly indicate that during these 
two decades Sonora continued to receive a lion's share of 
the money. La Constitucion reported that the state issued 
322 mining grants in 1893, 338 in 1894, 446 in 1895, and 577 
in 1896. A consular report in 1905 noting all of the mining 
companies in the Hermosillo consular district, which made up 
about the southern half of Sonora, indicated the dominance 
of American capital in the state's mining industry. Most of 
the companies had American board of directors and listed 
their home office addresses as Los Angeles, San Francisco, 
Denver, Chicago, New York, plus other American cities such

20. Nava Otero, "La Mineria," VII, pt. 1, 241,
266, 270-71.
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as Tucson and Phoenix. The increase in the economic
activities in the state was reflected in the budget.

In 1880, just after Luis Torres became governor of 
the state, Sonora's proposed budget for the year came to 
145,279 pesos. The governor received a salary of 300 pesos 
a month with the secretary of state and the state treasurer 
getting 200, the three supreme court justices 135, and the 
state deputies, prefects, and district judges from the 
larger districts of Ures, Hermosillo, Guaymas, and Alamos 
receiving 100 pesos a month. Almost the entire state budget 
went for salaries with only 5,050 pesos going to the con
struction and maintenance of public works projects. Educa
tion received 12,600 pesos of which only 600 pesos went 
toward the purchase of books and equipment for the class
rooms. On the other hand the budget allotted 21,330 to the 
security force charged with the peace of Sonora. Although 
the state did allot 1,280 pesos for public celebrations, the
budget contained few frills as it reflected the poor economic

22conditions of Sonora.

21. La Constitucion (Hermosillo), January 22, 1897; 
Luis Hostetter to secretary of state, November 20, 1905, 
"Despatches from United States Consuls in Hermosillo, Mexico, 
1905-1906," National Archives Microfilm Publications, Micro
copy 293 (Washington: National Archives and Record Service, 
1963), roll 1.

22. "Ley de presupuesto de egresos del Estado para 
regir en el ano de 1880," La Constitucion (Hermosillo), 
December 18, 1879.

21
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By 1900 the budget had increased three times to 

436,254 pesos; and although salaries had doubled in some 
cases and the bureaucracy had grown, salaries consumed a 
much smaller percentage of the total budget than in 1880.
The state allotted almost ten times the funds to education 
than it had twenty years before with education receiving 
twenty-five per cent of the budget or 110,420 pesos. 
Furthermore, as part of the school funds the state con
tributed several thousand pesos in order that a few students 
could pursue their education beyond the elementary level.
The government paid twenty pesos a month each to twelve 
students to attend the Coleqio de Alamos. twenty-five pesos 
a month each to ten to attend the Coleqio de Sonora. and 
over 12,000 pesos for twenty-one students to do work in 
Mexico City. While the state increased the school budget, 
the authorities also felt able to allot 3,440 pesos for a 
public library, over 5,000 toward pensions to former 
employees, and 40,000 to the construction and maintenance of 
public buildings. However, during the same twenty years, 
the funds for the security forces, who were now reduced to 
jail guards, only doubled. In 1880 the state had placed 
4,000 pesos in the miscellaneous fund for unexpected emer
gencies, but at the turn of the century the authorities 
raised the fund to 20,000. On the whole, the budget in 
1900 reflected the general prosperity of Sonora and gave
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evidence of the economic development of the state during the

23previous two decades.
Regardless of the attacks on the porfiriato as a 

result of the Mexican Revolution, Sonora advanced during 
the period of Porfirio Diaz. The state's closeness to the 
markets of the United States abetted the economic progress 
of Sonora and, furthermore, Sonorans profited from the fact 
that the state contained valuable mineral deposits. More
over , the time was right for Sonora since both English and 
American capitalists were looking for areas of lucrative 
investment during the last quarter of the nineteenth century. 
Nevertheless, Diaz provided the order necessary for the 
exploitation of the mineral and agricultural resources and 
the state leaders, especially Ramon Corral, channeled the 
funds into programs beneficial to the citizenry.

23. "Ley de presupuesto de egresos del Estado para 
regir en el ano de 1899," La Constitucion (Hermosillo), 
December 28, 1899.
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