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« o . - y
Political domination involves bistorical definition.”!

D URTN G THE 1920s, successive Mexican governments turned to /z Re-
z;olu‘czo’n for legitimacy. La Revolucién, as they received it, was indispensable
but incomplete. The voceros de la Revolucidn, increasingly a part of the gov-
ernment bureaucracy, still worked on interpreting and defining the great
favent of their age. The Sonorans and their voceros provided two innovafirons
in the continually developing discourse of memory. First, iz Revolucion was
transformed into government (“la Revolucién hecha gobierno®) and was
thus perceived as permanent and ongoing. Second, /z Revolucion was uni-
fied by a “revolutionary family” in which feuds would be forgotten if not
enti.rely forgiven. The Sonorans worked to unify opposing revolutionar
factions present and past and began to heal the wounds of memory. By 1 gzg
la Revolucién, under construction since 1911, was largely complete but fo
a few flourishes and some fine touches. '

The Agua Prieta rebellion in 1920 brought to power at the national

level the Sonorans, a regional branch of the Constitutionalist— Carrancista
movement led by Obregén, Adolfo de la Huerta, and Plutarco Elfas Calles
The So'norans’ newly obtained anti-Carranza credentials, and Obregén’s.
repu'tatlon as a more radical politician than Carranza, facilitated the paci-
fication of the country. Rebel groups long opposed to Carranza, such as
the 'Zapatistas, seconded the rebellion. Interim president de la H\ierta ne-
gotiated an agreement with Francisco Villa by which the rebel caudillo
recog-nized the new government and in return was granted a hacienda
permitted an armed guard, and given a pension. Former Maderistas and’
Convencionistas who could not stomach Carranza, including José Vascon-
celos and Francisco Lagos Chazaro, identified with the movement. “The
death of Carranza,” Vasconcelos wrote in 1920, “has been like a v‘;ave of
peace. Carranza’s disappearance has been enough for the enemies of yes-
terday to seek reconciliation; for all Mexicans of every opinion to CZ’ICG
again feel like brothers.”2 In addition, the future secretary of education
c.alled upon “all of the intellectuals of Mexico to leave your ivory towers to
sign a pact of alliance with the Revolution.”?
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Conciliation in the present was applied to the past. The Sonorans be-
gan the forging in official memory of the “Revolutionary Family,” a term
coined (or more likely popularized) by Obregén. The ambivalence that
Carrancistas had held toward Madero and the Maderistas disappeared un-
der the Sonorans. Madero once again became the unequaled revolutionary
hero and Obregén his legitimate political heir. “To be Obregonista today,”
Vasconcelos remarked, “is the same as having been Maderista yesterday.”*
The Agua Pricta rebellion represented the “continuation of the popular
movement initiated by Madero.”* Congress made November 20, 1920, 2
“day of national celebration,” and officials visited the tombs of Madero and
Pino Sudrez every February 22 on the anniversary of their assassinations.
Madero’s Plan of San Luis Potosi was again commemorated, while Ca-

rranza’s Plan of Guadalupe was officially forgotten.®

In the new revision of official memory, Carranza and Carrancismo were
reduced to an unfortunate deviation: “the tragic interim of the Carrancista
period during which the values of /z Revolucién were transmuted and for a
time defeated.”” Obregén believed the Reaction had smothered and de-
revolutionized Carranza. Calles, in a 1924 analysis of recent history, noted
that Carranza “tried to turn away from the goals of lz Revolucion and was
brought down as a result.”® Carranza was often presented as an instrument
of the Reaction and a traitor to lz Revolucién and was even placed alongside
Diaz and Huerta in the national pantheon of despots. In this revision, it
was Obregén who “consummated the victory of the Revolution in 1914.”
Finally, not even the achievements of the Constitution of 1917 were cred-
ited to Carranza: its agrarian and labor reforms were said to have been

achieved by revolutionaries of good faith “in spite of the howling and stub-
born manipulation of Carrancismo.”® One marker of the new reordering
was the 1921 renaming of Mexico City’s Calle Jestis Carranza, which
showed that even the surname, in this case attached to the former presi-
dent’s brother, was anathema.'®

“Recently,” Luis Olivares Sierra informed Juan Barragin in 1923, “Ca-
rrancistas have not been looked upon very favorably.” This was, he con-
tinued, because “a majority of our old friends have joined de la Huerta.” ™!
Adolfo de la Huerta, who had rebelled against Obregon’s impending im-~
position of Calles as his successor in 1923, similarly informed Barragin
that “most Carrancistas like Generals [Manuel] Diéguez and [Céndido]
Aguilar are with us.” !> The defeat of the De la Huerta rebellion further en-
hanced the power of Obregén and Calles and further tarnished the repu-
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tations of the Carrancistas. At the end of his term, however, in a concilia-
tory gesture Obregén awarded a pension to the children of Carranza be-
cause “Venustiano Carranza gave eminent services to Jz Revolucién and to
the nation.” Julia Carranza and her brothers rejected the pension in a let-
ter to Obregén that was signed, “Your loyal enemies.”13
Zapatismo was finally accorded revolutionary status in official memory
in the 1920s. High government officials attended the commemorations of
Zapata’s assassination, held in Cuautla and Cuernavaca every April, to
praise the “apostle of agrarianism.” Historical rehabilitation was such that
the Porfirian-era iconoclast Francisco Bulnes in 1923 claimed that there
existed “a cult of Zapata among revolutionaries.” * Tn March 1923, Presi-
dent Obregén proclaimed in Cuernavaca that “the men of Morelos are,
withouta doubt, the best representatives of one of the ideals thar came from
the marrow of /z Revolucién and that is the agrarian ideal.” 1 The Zapatis-
tas returned the favor. At the first Congreso Nacional Agrarista (National
Agrarian Congress) in June 1923, former Zapatista Soto y Gama praised
Obregén as “the executor of the ideas of Emiliano Zapata.” Before Za-
pata’s tomb in April 1924 presidential candidate Calles declared that “this
revolutionary program of Zapata, this agrarian program, is mine.” 16 At that
same ceremony former Zapatista Manuel Carpio sealed the bargain: “we
have here today a man who will follow the road begun by the martyr Za-
pata: General Calles.”17
The Magonistas, similarly, were retroactively incorporated as official
actors in lz Revolucion. In 1922, Congress paid homage to Ricardo Flores
Magén (who had died in a prison in the United States on November 21,
1922) and agreed to return his remains and to fly the national flag at half-
mast. In the congressional chamber, Deputy Antonio Diaz Soto y Gama
proclaimed that Flores Magén “is, for all of us, the teacher, the true founder,
the intellectual author of /z Revolucion M, exicana.” '8 For her part, Maria Flo-
res Magén refused to permit the Mexican government to transport her hus-
band’s remains from Los Angeles and instead ac

cepted the offer of transport
by the Railroad Workers Alliance.!® The national government honored

Flores Magén when his body was returned to Mexico City hoping, his
brother Enrique Flores Magén explained, “to win the love of the people.”20

“The noble figure of Felipe Angeles,” Francisco Madero’s friend and a
Villista general, was also rehabilitated in official memory in the early 1920s
since he, like Emiliano Zapata, had been a victim of Carrancismo. It was,
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however, Angeles the Maderista and not Angeles t.he Villistz? virho was gz;
membered and honored.?! Official memory of Vllla. and Vﬂhsr}rllo mf'.lthe
the care of the Sonorans during the 1920s differed ‘lcltrle fr01T1 t go %

Carrancistas. Villa the instrument of the Reaction—*“that terrible er.1g” s
Khan”—became Villa the large landowner—*“a comfortable bourgeois”™—

- in the early 1920s.22 Villa’s assassination in July 1923 did little to soften the

remembrance by Obregén and his followers.?> In an address 1? 12}21]7I;
Obregén said that the Reaction in 1914 “provoked a new betra}.ra vs;lf o
the ranks of Jz Revolucién, and it was then when, headed by 1*“rzu-u:1s'cc}>l ci
the hordes of that false revolution attempted to snatch away the rights an

. liberties of the people.”?*

Villa was a legend even before his death, and co.rridos f.o]lovvllng his assai:
sination tended to idealize the image of the heroic csin?dﬂlo. Vil}; }:va]s) poth
trayed as a fighter for justice with no personal a.rnbltlons. In > ; 'Heaalw
of Francisco Villa,” the caudillo was even described as benign: 1h abe_
ways the loyal soldier, / always good and sincere, / came to revenge t ceeS ©
trayal / that came to Madero.”?* In popular 1ege1/1d and the rex;nmlslce?c)rres
still loyal ex-Villistas or admirers such as Rarn.or.l Puente, Elfas L. er_,
Rafael Mufioz, and Teodoro Torres, Jr., the Villista counter-memory p

n thrived. o
Se‘:;fi:(éz‘:ancistas defended their absent leader and his pl’ace 12 };JISI:
tory against the disparagement of the Sonorans. Gener.al Mafrc;an; S
zélez of Nuevo Ledn proclaimed at the 1923 conver?tlon o tbe <
Cooperativo (Cooperative Party), “I was, I am, and I will alwa?rs e prou 0};
Carrancista, and I am convinced that the black moon’ ’of the 1n'1p(:~.s1t10ntiIl
Bonillas will not darken the great work of Carranza.”?¢ Carrancistas s
bucked the Madero cult. For Ygnacio Urquijo, for c.example, Car‘ranza lr\zp:
resented “the most noble historical figure in our hJst?ry. Superior to ad
dero in character and in administrative skill.”#” Antonio Islas ],3ravo a:;gt;e
that “it was not anti-reelectionism that overthrew General Dlaz, b\;t n e:
volucidn.”?® Thus, a Carrancista counter-memory, one ernved oda pt(;ﬁs

ular legend, arose in the 1920s to keep alive the revolutionary creden

i ief. -
" ;})lzi;r;t}itrm as president, Obregén added HFtle to the discourse {hljz
framed the new official memory of lz Revolucién in the ea’rly 192051.1 i _
Madero and Carranza when they achieved power, Obregén generli y ;‘ed
ferred to the revolution in the past tense, as the armed struggle that ha
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conclu#ed and triumphed. The Reaction, however, while defeated by Z
Revo.luczo?'f, nevertheless still existed in the present tense, still opposed r}; :
olutionaries, revolutionary principles, and the revolutionary goff)ernrne ‘:
"The revolution for Obregén was primarily destructive whereas his .
ernment marked the beginning of the reconstruction of Z,\/Iexico Obreg?v_
I{l::é Carra.nza before him, did see a causal relationship between. ln Revg clm’
czov?/and his government: it was a government that emanated from Iz R:yj’
lz-mm?. And, of course, “the Program of the Revolution,” if not the 1 i
tion itself, was alive and well in the present.?® ’ o
The Obregén administration’s most important effort to shape national
rner.nory came with the 1921 commemoration of the centennial of th
achleve@ent of independence. The regime put considerable time s
.rnoney. into this affair, which emphasized Mexico’s revolutionary ori in
its natlv'e roots, and mestizo character. The commemoration le -
ducec} dissension concerning the heroic or reactionary role of A, . ’prccl) ,
IFurb1de, the royalist officer who obtained Mexican 1’ndependenc§rli1 e,
(1:11011 to a liberal revolution in Spain. Nevertheless, by emphasizing t?l:; (:::
a;udirilethemelzs :).f Mexico’s liberal synthesis, but also events for workers
d “the people™ in general and downplaying the role and significance of
religion in the commemoration of national history, the regime sought t
encour'age a spirit of revolutionary nationalism among Mexicans.3? e
During Obregén’s presidency, the national government aSSUIl:l d littd
resPonsibﬂity for the remembrance of revolutionary martyrs and i ver.
saries. In.ste.ad, rituals of commemoration in the early 19205 were o:n :;ljver(;
by associations of citizens. The Pro-Madero Group (Agru aciég PZe
Madero), for instance, organized the commemorations of Nltjavemrll)erm—
and February 22.3! Government officials attended, spoke, and laid fl zcl)
wreaths, .but they left the organizing of the events to othe;s AsEID Or?
mzt.zz 'notlced in November 1922: “there was no official cererr.lon at 1?77’?2;
‘Poht.lcal parties and labor unions also got into the act: the Const)i’tutia . 1
ist Liberal Party commemorated the deaths of Benjamin Hill and FOllqja .
Angeles; the National Agrarian Party (along with the state governmeetpf‘:f
Morelos) commemorated the assassination of Zapata; and the Fede o
of Labor Syndicates, along with the Mexican Labor Pz,trty comime ranoz
the assass/ination of the Yucatecan socialist Felipe Carrill; PuertoInorate
) Opregon, a p.ractical man little given to ideas and symbols, did r;ot need
to give much importance and emphasis to establishing a’ Iégitimizing
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official memory of Jz Revolucién. He was, as Linda Hall explains, “the pri-
mary revolutionary hero, the embodiment of the Revolution.” Obregén
represented the unity of history and biography: the legitimacy of his au-
thority and his government, therefore, was self-evident.”*

Obregén’s successor, Plutarco Elias Calles, on the other hand, possessed
no such advantage. While his revolutionary credentials were excellent, he
was not the Caudillo of the Revolution and, even more, was thought “to-
tally lacking in charisma.”3* To a degree far greater than Obregén, Calles
needed to justify his authority, and he sought that justification in /z Revo-
lucién. As a result, Calles made several important lasting contributions to
the official memory of Iz Revolucién. First and foremost, he reactivated the
transcendental and reified revolution in order to construct the permanent
revolution that inhabited the past, present, and future. “The Revolution
has placed in my hands,” Calles proclaimed during the 1924 presidential
campaign, “the sacred banner of 2 program of social reforms.”** Second,
the national government did not simply follow or even emanate from /z
Revolucion, rather lz Revolucion became the government and the govern-

ment was lz Revolucién: “la Revolucién hecha gobierno,” the Revolution
becomes government.*

It is interesting to note the degree to which Obregén by 1927 was fol-
lowing the lead of Calles in viewing J# Revolucidn as an ongoing enterprise.
“The spiritual revolution, the constant revolution,” he proclaimed in San
Luis Potosf in 1927, “this can never end while good and evil exist.” A year
later, during his presidential campaign, the Caudillo of the Revolution
stated, “we must never think that the revolutionary effort has won a final
victory, because our struggle against the reaction will exist for as long as
man is on earth.”?’

Tt was during the Calles presidency that the national government began
to assume greater responsibility for commemorating /z Revolucidn. The
Ministry of Government, in cooperation with the Pro-Madero Group, for
example, organized the ceremonies commemorating the assassinations of
Madero and Pino Suérez in February 1925.38 Beginning in 1926 celebra-
tions were organized by the Official Committee of Patriotic Commemora-
tion (later called the Organizing Commission of Civic Ceremonies), which
was established by the municipal government of Mexico City.** Com-
memorations during the Calles presidency were becoming relatively non-
sectarian: the government participated in ceremonies praising Madero,
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mural movement had no ideological guidance from the Ministry of Edu-
cation or any other part of the government. The manifesto of the syndicate,
furthermore, was less revolutionary than simply avant-garde and of litde
guidance concerning subject and message. The muralists had been influ-
enced by the voceros de Ja Revolucion and through their art joined their ranks.
This public art— Octavio Paz calls it “the painted apologia of the ideo-
logical dictatorship of an armed bureaucracy”—became a significant ele-
ment of the Revolutionary Tradition.

Although a number of artists participated in the movement, the intense
David Alfaro Siqueiros, the melancholy, one-armed José Clemente Orozco,
and Diego Rivera—“the court painter to the Mexican government” *—
produced the best-known and most explicitly didactic historical murals.
The first revolutionary (in content) murals were Siqueiros’s Burial of the
Warker and Call to Liberty in Mexico City’s Escuela Nacional Preparatoria,
the country’s most important secondary school. Rivera’s work particularly
glorified and romanticized /z Revolucidn as a peasant and worker’s revolu-
tion and frequently portrayed Zapata and Zapatismo in the most positive
light. His biographer Bertram D. Wolfe observed that Rivera “painted
what the Revolution should be, what it should become.”* Orozco painted

in a monumental style that especially suited the reified revolution:

What this treatment does to history, to real events such as departing
to fight a revolution, is to turn it into a natural (that is, of nature),
inevitable, and timeless event, or not an event at all but a condition
about which humans can do nothing to change since the condition is
made of them and vice versa, to the point that it is impossible to deter-
mine cause, effect, motivation, or the possibility of human agency.
History happens because it does, because it is no different than nature,
and nature no different than people. This is myth-making of a subtle

but powerful sort.*

Rivera’s frescos at the new Ministry of Education (Secretarfa de Educacién
Pblica, SEP) building in Mexico City and the National Agricultural
School at Chapingo, executed between 1923 and 1928, constitute an epic
portrait of /z Revolucidn. The new Mexico was a land of proud and un-
bowed peasants and workers. The Liberation of the Peon depicts beroic sac-
rifice in the revolutionary struggle, while The New School reveals one of the
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tion at the national university partly because to him “the word revolucio-
nario . . . is the term that divides.”*¢
Calles viewed Mexican history as “a hundred years of civil war against a
Proteus-like oppressor who is now Spaniard, now the clergy.”*” According
to Calles, the Reaction, “hiding behind the mask of religion,” once again
had thrown the country into civil turmoil when the Church repudiated the
revolutionary Constitution of 1917 and the government required compli-
ance with that statement of fundamental law. In fact, the Cristero rebellion
of the late 19205 developed into a massive peasant insurgency that rivaled
the Zapatista movement in intensity and size. Official commemorative dis-
course, of course, never made such a comparison and, then and later, es-
sentially ignored the episode.’®
During the Calles presidency, Obregén and his followers made the nec-
essary political preparations and constitutional modification to return the
great Caudillo to office in 1928. Obregonistas warned that Mexicans faced
the unhappy choice of “Obregén or chaos.” The reelection campaign, how-
ever, polarized politics and irritated the wounds of memory that Calles
had tried to heal. On the anniversary of Madero’s assassination in 1926,
Federico Cervantes, an old Villista, praised the Apostle Madero and his
true successor, Obregén, and condemned Carranza’s “use of the dictato-
rial ‘hard line’.” 5 Carranza’s attempt to institute a civilian regime in 1920
appeared to opponents, on the other hand, as a legitimate effort to combat
militarism. In November 1926 the antireelectionist bloc predicted that
Carranza “will win his last battle in spite of death.”® Antonio Islas Bravo,
one of those opponents and a congressional deputy, was particularly dis-
turbed by Maderista (“members of the Perpetual Veil of Madero”) support
for tyrants like Villa in 1914, Obregén in 1920, and—worst of all— Obre-
gén in 1928. “After 1910 [the Maderistas] rabidly embraced militarism.
Without a doubt the Maderistas today are not behind /z Revolucidn as they
were in 1910.”6! The national convention of the new Anti-reelectionist
Party in June 1927 was as pro-Carranza as it was anti-Obregén: “the name
of Carranza received applause, vivas, and cheers when it was announced.” 2
This new irritation of the wounds of memory reflected growing politi-
cal uncertainty and disorder. The internal order “seemed to be just on the
verge of breaking down in mid-1927.”% The government was fighting one
of the largest popular rebellions—the Cristero rebellion—in Mexican
history, a struggle that ultimately claimed go,000 lives. In October 1927

1920-1928 77




NOILDA¥LSNOD gL

¢0  SPA[SSWIY PIX[SE ‘PITTAIS I ‘QUOAISAT] (IBYM MOU PUY,,
‘pouUmIS Sem JUSUIYSTqese [eonrjod sAnunod oy, 03[e-dusprsard oy
P[IT] Pue 101s “ONEUE] OIOYIEY) B ‘[eI0], UOST] 3P PSO[ IaTe[ SY29M OM],
40 dUOLUE 03 osprdmns ou sem gz61 ‘1 Anf wo woda1qO
J0 wonoae pandsipun Sy ‘arewIp STY3 UJ * * * woS9I1q() ISurese DURYD
15014 S1[S o3 U9AS PEY SIEPIPUED OU Lz61 Jo 38md £pooiq oY1 13y, "ourd
-91 o3 JO sarmeus jo o8md snoropmur & 4q PIMO[[Of Ses pue Aep ISIY a3
TO PaIaI[E] WOI[2qaI o], dIYSI0ILIOP MIU  JO JUSTIYSI[QEISS I3 I MBS
Lot se ‘pue wopoeyeal oy Juaadid 03 dursiye we Ul SA[ED) PUE UoSaIqQ
jsuTeSe UOI[2GAI E PIYDUNE] SULIE-UI-SOPEITIOD 1SS0 SUGSIGQ) JO 0M

|
|
1
i
i
!
1
i
l,




