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All historians work backward from today. The more

perceptive recognize that they do so. Therefore, rather

than attempt an all-inclusive examination of subsequent

writing and publishing of the history of Mexico in the

eighteenth century, let us limit discussion to the historio

graphy of a set of priorities, to themes of great interest

to present-day historians. In so doing, we are after all.

but acknowledging that often what we now consider shortcomings

of pJst histories are but interpretations predicated upon

premises and concerns of ages other than ours.

Can a general statement be made concerning what historians

• of today most want to know about the eighteenth century? The

collective impact of recent work does allow, as we shall see,

the formulation of a tentative listing of queries subdivided

as follows. We want to know,first of all, what was life in

Mexico like in the eighteenth centur�And what sort of changes

took place in the latter decades of that rather general time

span, and in the first decade of the 19th century to distin

guish it from the preceding centuries of Spanish domination.

Secondly, we seek to discover the extent to which the changes

realized do or do not provide a continuum culminating in

revolution. Finally, we wish to assess the nature and mag

nitude of external influences on internal conditions and

..

developments in Mexico in this period and especially to evalu

ate how these impulses from without may have contributed to
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a climate propitious to revolution, or even to actively

fostering independence from Spain.

These, then, are our questions. We can not fault other

historians in other times for asking different ones. We trust

scholars of the future will smile kindly, and not too condescend

ingly, upon us and our sense of what is important. Recognizing
that questions put to a body of historical material come to

serve as boundaries imposed on the answers, we should note some

of the more outstanding queries and responses of the past

before considering in detail the work of today.
I

1830 to 1910: General Histories

An historian's attitude toward the big event in Mexican

history between the Conquest and the Revolution of the twentieth

century, the Revolution of 1810, often determined, consciously
or unconsciously, how accounts of the eighteenth century were

to be written. Indeed, from the immediate post-revolutionary

period henceforth it often determined whether or not one should

bother to consider the eighteenth century at all.

In general, historians writing in the nineteenth century

either put down the unrest from 1810 to 1821 as a struggle
between gachupines and creoles, or between Spain and its

American dependencies, or between liberty and despotism, or

even between Spanish law and order, on one hand, and the

Mexican tendency to anarchy and chaos on the other. Whatever

was said of the eighteenth century most often either remained
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lumped with the history of the two preceding centuries or

was brought in as a curtain-raiser to revolution. And so it

often is still. Such handling was simply more obvious at a

time when most accounts of the eighteenth century appeared

in general histories of Mexico or, most frequently, of all Spanish

America.

Here we should note an apparent exception which turns out

to be a case in peint: the multi-volumed, indeed magisterial,

work of H. H. Bancroft, Mexico (6v. San Francisco, 1883-1888).

It was the Mexican history written in the United States of

America before the 1920s and, if recently neglected, still

not superseded. Bancroft's sanguine and enthusiastic spirit

permeates a mini-library compiled with the aid of obviously

diligent assistants. A vociferous liberal in the great, late

tradition of the nineteenth century, Bancroft applauded the end

of the Spanish regime in America; he observed that, by 1823,

"America and Europe are pretty well separated politically,

never again, thank God, to be united."l
And how was Spanish dominion brought low?

Looking well into the causes of the Spanish American

revolt, we find there the full catalogue of wrongs and

injustice common to political subordinates of this

nature and in addition some of the blackest crimes

within the power of tyranny to encompass. What were

such matters as duties per cent, free coming and

going, sumptuary regulations, or even local laws

and legislation beside intellectual slavery, the

enforcement of superstition, the subordination of

soul, the degradation of both the mental and spirit-
ual in man.�

,

•



4

In short, Bancroft assumed that nothing of historical import

ance went on in the stagnant atmosphere of oppressed Mexico.

Accordingly, his volume on the eighteenth century is a

narrative account largely of political and institutional devel

opments, and as such it is still of great value to historians

today. His sources include diaries of the·.period and other

treasures, most of them, unfortunately, since ignored.3
Bancroft provides a stellar example of the nineteenth

century vantage point. He could not see any activity in

progress in the viceroyalty of New Spain except that set in

motion by, or in regard to, Spain.

Independence was the favorite theme of nineteenth century

historians. Most of them accepted political liberty as a

concomitant of progress. There was a widespread belief in

the fashionable assumption that when the fruit is ripe, it will

drop.' In conformity with this school of thought, the desire

for independence was indicative of a general American maturity.

Little or no consideration was given to the ripening process.

No need, then, to set down the history of the eighteenth

century, a task by implication analagous to recounting the

daily adventures of a pear hanging on a bough.4
In short, to most European arid Anglo-American historians;

Mexico in the eighteenth century was beside the point. They

concentrate�, when they wro�e of Mexico, on the independence

movement. Hidalgo and Morelos simply happened, thrust forward
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by destiny (shades of Napoleon�). When specific cause for

revolution was ascribed, it was laid, as by Bancroft, to the

invidious policies and ill health, indeed prostration, of

mother Spain. In this sense, Mexican independence was des-

cribed as a reaction against Spain rather than as a movement

for national liberty.

It was when Mexicans looked to their own past that the

writing of their eighteenth century history proper can be said

to have begun. In the two decades after achieving independence,

liberals and conservatives began to think bac� if selectively,

to a time when their land, politically oppressed or not, was

'"

at least more prosperous. So José.Maria Luis Mora, even

though avidly anti-clerical, in his Obras Sueltas (Paris, 1837),

included some of the writings of Manuel Abad y Queipo,
I

Archbishop-Elect of Michoacan at the inception of revolution

in 1810, for, said Mora, "they contain knowledge fundamental

to the understanding of questions relating to the public credit

/

of the Mexican Republic." So Carlos Maria de Bustamante,

declaring history to be the surest guide to legislation, pub
�

lished the annalistic history by Andre-s Cavo of, in the main,'

the ayuntamiento of Mexico City, uhder the inflated title of

�

Los Tres Siglos de Mejico, (Mexico, 1836). Bustamante more

than doubled its volume and �dded immeasurable to its scholarly

worth by the supplement for the years 1767-1821 he appended.

8
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/
So Lucas Alaman inIDrks published 1844-1849 looked back long-

ingly to the general order and stability maintained by the

.5'
vlceregal system of government. To Alaman, to employ a rather

anachronistic and international analogy, New Spain approximated

Camelot.

�

Alaman, generally considered the most informative of

Mexican historians writing�about the eighteenth century, pre-

sented the early Bourbon regime as a triumph of enlightened

rule. Spain and New Spain, according to this conservative,

florished until the serpent bearing the apple - that is,

France profering the Family Pact - brought war and ruin. A weak

and exceedingly ill-advised king, Charles IV, then gave the

coup de grace. Not decay of Spanish institutions but the effec�

of external �eddling and one weak king lost the empire. He

related, as if subsidiary and completely dependent on manipu

lation from abroad, something of what transpired within Mexico.

Changes in economy and administration introduced in the

regime of Charles III brought salutary reforms conducive

to economic prosperity and, as he mentioned in passing, "aument

de la Ilustracion." He attributed to Bourbon reforms not only
�

Enlightenment, but also the growth'of Mexican conciencia de si"

or self-awareness. H� interest in his fellow-creoles was

subsidiary to his estimation of the importance of the Spaniards

who governed; he relegated the role of Mexicans to that of

passive subjects of Spain, if harboring a traditional antagonism
•
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to gachupines. There was) he implied) some reaction in Mexico

to Spanish policies and to other exter.nal influences on the

country, but he was not terribly concerned with any of it until

1808, when reaction to the overthrow of the viceroy by

Spaniards somehow produced a "creole party" who initiated a

revolution. Where these men came from, who they were, what

they had been doing before 1808, and the content of their dis-

contents were all outside the sphere of his inquiry.
�

Alaman's

goal was to present New Spain as a model of institutionalized

stability, with change carefully imposed and regulated by

government. In this sense, he looks at the Revolution of 1810

much as Edmund Burke surveyed cont�mporary affairs in France in

1790. Both men are intellectual heirs of King Canute.

�
Alaman saw widespread creole disaffection from the old

/'

order spring full-blown f�om the Spanish deposition of the

viceroy, Jos� de Iturrigaray, in 1808. Bustamante, his more

liberal contemporary, recorded the presence of a good deal of

positive activity of all sorts among the Mexicans and indicated

something of the social complexities of the late eighteenth

century. Unfortunately, he never tells us enough. What he

intimates,' however, is tantalizing. He mentions, for example�

enlightened viceroys and educated creoles sharing many e�onomic

and social concerns. To him Spanish involvement in war with
�

England from 1796 on was not, as Alaman implied, simply a presage

ID
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of greater disaster to come, but an event allowing some

Mexicans to bolster the country's internal economy. Is

Bustamante's account of the sporadic and arbitrary governmental
/

harrassment he suffered while editing the Diario de Mexico

indicative of how the Spanish regime hampered and discouraged

enterprising Mexicans from engaging in legitimate activity

of all sorts? If all too sketchily, Bustamante nevertheless

contributes much information on the nature of adverse Mexican

reaction to a number of what have been subsequently termed

"the Bourbon reforms", from the popular displeasure at the

expulsion of the Jesuits in 1767 to the outcry raised against

the attempt by the government to a�ienate the real property of

hospitals, poor houses, and other religious institutions by

the Consolidation Act of 1804. It's a pity that neither
/

Bustamante nor Alaman left us reminiscences of their formative

years.

Two trends predominate in the writing of Mexican history

from the next generation born after the revolution, to 1910.

First of all, Mexican historians were less interested in solv-

ing immediate national problems and more concerned with the

eighteenth' century as a part of the national heritage.

Secondly, this interim span was a period of tug-of-war, and

ocassionally synthesis, between historical writing as belles

lettres and as a science.
/ ./

Synthesis is most apparent ín the work of Joaquín Garcia

I{
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Icazbalceta. Both meticulous research and what used to be

referred to as a felicitious style mark the series of bio-

graphical sketches and commentaries on historians born in

eighteenth century Mexico which he contributed to the Diccionario

/

Universal de Historia y Geografia (lOv. Mexico, 1853- 56). He

commen te d pungently on Cavo' s annals "anotadas año por año

con lamentable prolijidad", on Bustamante's supplement to

them, as not very good but the best thing Bustamante wrote, on

/

Alaman, as a writer infinitely superior to Bustamante. Highest

praise to all writers about America he reserved for Alexander

von Humboldt. He included notes on the Spaniards, Manuel Abad

y Quiepo and the enlightened viceroy, Revillagigedo the Younger,

who "always knew how toreconcile the good of the countrylMexico]
with the benefit of the metropolis.,,6 Garcia Icazbalceta, a

pivotal figure in Mexican historiography, noted the contribu

tions of both creoles and enlightened Spaniards to Mexican

culture. Although primarily interested in the first Spanish

century in Mexico, his lifelong devotion to recovering colonial

documents and primary sources gave impetus to publication and

republication of much eighteenth century material, as well as

to greater reliance on it by other historians.7
Manuel Orozco y Berra, the title of whose Historia de la

/ /

Dominacion Espanola � Mexico (4v., Mexico, 1906 )

indicates he wrote from the 'point of view of what 'Spain did,
.

�n
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his volume IV, "El Poder Real, 1701-1789", acknowledged his

reliance on a number of primary materials, as do the contribu-

tors to the first full-scale Mexican history, edited by Vicente

Riva Palacios, Mexico { traves de los Siglos, (Sv. Mexico,18890)).8
Its authors expressed their indebtedness to the scholarship

/

of Garcia Icazbalceta.

As Edmundo O'Gorman has observed, they achieved the

synthesis of the Indian and Spqnish pasts in conceiving of their

project as properly concerned with the historical evolution

of the Mexican people and in assuming that "people" to be a

corporate body, an organism formed in the bosom of the viceroy-

I'

a1ty and evolving through time and. space. Within the weighty

compendium born of this broad and lofty vision, however, the

pages on the eighteenth century reflect a potpourri of old

attitudes. While emphasizing Mexican reaction to European

wars and to the American and French revolutions, they were

largely devoted to charting material progress, (although here

Riva Palacio erred in so important a matter as avering that

no change occurred in the production of agriculture and mining
from the 1600s to 1810). It is a history of events (individuals
are unimportant), on one level, and of the Mexican sp í.r í.t; on

.

another. Determinism, in this case sired by positivism, 'pre-
vails. Mind and body naturally progress toward liberty; there

is no need to examine how they interact. At its end, the

I "
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nineteenth century remained a treasure trove of eighteenth

century history yet to be written.

General Histories since 1920

General histories written in the twentieth cent�ry by non-

Hexicans,despite information accumulating in specialized studies,

have brought too little change, for the most part, in approach

to eighteenth century Mexican history. Spanish activity in

Mexico is all. Internal events appear only as reactions.

Notable exceptions, of course, are works emanating from East

Germany and Russia. From the United States, Mexican histories "

by Ernest Gruening, (Mexico and its Heritage, New York and

London, 1928), Lesley B. Simpson (Many Mexicos, Univ. of

California, 1952), Henry B. Parkes, (A History of Mexico, Boston,

1950), and most recently, Charles C. Cumberland (Mexico. The

Struggle for Modernity, New York, 1968) illustrate this trend.

The earliest, Gruening, followed in the tradition of

Bancroft, discerning no change in the (unenlightened) policies

of Spanish government throughout the viceregal period. Simpson

confined his discussion of the eighteenth century to a brief

mention of "the Bourbon revolution" bringing progress to New

Spain. Par'ke s placed the entire c'errtury in a chapter on the
.

growth of liberalism, mentioned some of"the precursors of

revolution," by which he meant the scattered and sporadic

local uprisings (whose inclusion may well be a contributing
-

factor to why this history was translated into Russian), then went
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confidently on to the events of 1810. Cumber l.arid , 'who by

1968 should have known better, lumped the viceregal period,as

so often done of yore, and ignorcà as much as possible (more,

in fact,) the history of the eighteenth century. For this

period, the book is a veritable graveyard of outmoded scho1ar-

ship.

Here special mention must be made of Lilli2n Estelle

Fisher's The Background of the Revolution for Mexican Inde

pendence (Boston, 1934). Closest to an attempt � a general

history of the late colonial period by a non-Mexican, it is full

of information badly assembled, less a goldmine than a grab-bag.

For all of that, the book is a response to scholarly enquiry.

The most stimulating approach to the late eighteenth

century is that taken by M. S. Alperovich in Vaina za

9
Nezavisimost Meksiki (Moscow, 1964). He begins by attacking

the proclivity of "conservative and reactionary bourgeois

historians" to rehabilitate Spanish colonialism, mentioning

in particular the writings of Cecil Jane, Salvador de

Madariaga, Richard Konetzke, and Pierre Chaunu, all of whom

he claims see the independence movement as a conservative reaction

of creole aristocrats to the liberal reforms of Bourbon govern-

ment. Alperovich, instead, explains the revolution as a bour-

geais one In which large groups of colonial society participated.

He seeks its origins in the late eighteenth century and finds

I
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them, not surprisingly, ste��ing from economic conditions.

He interprets the policy of Charles III not as one of

determined reform but as the result of indecision and incon

sequence. The government could neither prevent increase in

. industry, agriculture, and trade nor could it create the

conditions necessary to resolve the attendant economic problems.

He finds that Mexicans, long thrust on their own resources,

had developed a revolutionary ideology subsequently stimul2ted

by events in Anglo-America and France. Alperovich reverses

the older cause-and-effect relationship historians such as

Simpson posited between the Bourbon reforms and the Mexican

independence movement. Citing as evidence the more than 100

risings in the colonial period, he assumes that all of them

embodied a desire for political emancipation from Spain. The

Bourbon reforms he then interprets as introduced in reaction

to this growth of a widespread emancipation movement before

1760.

Fault may be found with his conceptual framework, par

ticularly with his assumption that all local disturbances had

political content, but it is perhaps as well to write history·

from an admitted ideological stance as from a firm, but mis

taken, conviction that one is objective and possesses no precon

ceptions at all.

f
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Political and Economic History

Specialists in political history, especially in the

United States, have tended to cluster around a study of what -

although largely instituted in the reign of one Bourbon,

Charles III, and in some aspects retrogressive - have come to

be known as the Bourbon reforms.10 In 1913 Donald E. Smith,

assuming "There was no great change In government in the late

eighteenth century," unhesitatingly based his institutional

history of The Viceroy in Ne\v Spain (Univ. of California),

largely on a study of viceregal administration there in the

time of Charles III. Three years later, Herbert I. Priestley
/ /

in his study of Jose de Galvez, Visitor-General of New Spain,

1765-1771 (Univ. of California), described economic reforms

that were not, he stated, fundamental changes in the operation

of fiscal machinery but only an eñforcement of the existing

system, since of "Paramount interest to Spain" was tithe

productive wealth of New Spain." Reforms introduced due to the

/

visit of Galvez centralized administration of revenues, en-

forced monopoly regulations, effectively warred against

smuggling, and fostered Spanish manufacture and commerce.

However, Priestley added, they also succeeded in making New

Spain take up more of the burden of empire, and made local

and general government more pervasive and more pervasively

Spanish.

..
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A decade later, Lillian E. Fisher surveyed obvious innova-

tian in her study of the The Intendant System in America

(Univ. of California, 1929), introduced in New Spain in 1787,
to promote and administer the reform program on a regional

level. Fisher described what was clearly viewed as change by

contemporaries who judged the success of the system in large

part in accord w í.t.h their opinions about whether change itself

was good or bad. Together with more recent assessments, her

work points to the system achieving some reform in finance,

civil administration, military matters, and in indian affairs.

At the same time, the system provoked an adverse Mexican re

action, by intervening in municipal government and local life,

which overshadowed what it achieved in its stated purposes of

b
. ..

d
. 11

ureaucratlc organlzatlon an revenue lncrease. In a

recently completed dissertation, B. R. Hamnett delineates

some of the longer-range effects of the Mexican interaction and

reaction in "The Intendant System and the Landed Interest in

Mexico: the Origins of Independence, 1768-1808," (Cambridge Univ.

1968).

Studies of this system (which put the principles at enlight
ened despotism to work regionally) were followed by recon-

siderations of the nature of the office of viceroy in this

period of greatest (Spanish) Bourbon aspiration. Disse�tations

by James M. Manfredini and Edwin H. Carpenter, both completed
in 1949, stress the benign, indeed beneficient aspects of the

\8
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administration of the vlceroy who epitomized the spirit of
, I

the program, Juan Francisco de Guernes y Horcasitas, el Cond8
12

de Revillagigedo. Manfredini noted Revillagigedo's interest

in encouraging a�riculture, mining, public health and social

welfare in general, primary, technical and p ro fc s s í.ona L

education, and freer trade. In the capital, Revill&gigedo

pursued an exceedingly enlightened policy. He cleaned and lit

the streets, forbid bathing and other personal functions in

public fountains, admonished the populace to clothe itself,

waged war on drunkenness, regulated the food supply, and en-

couraged clean hospitals, roadbuilding, libraries, and schools,

including those of architecture and mining, and periodicals

disseminating useful knowledge.
/

It was, as you recall, Garcia Icazbalceta who long ago

recognized the fine balance Revillagigedo sought, and momentarily

achieved, in the harnessing of Mexican prosperity to the needs

of the real hacienda,in other words, that the dual nature of the

reforms he imposed or attempted - he admitted there wªre some

problems he could not solve - clearly reflected the combination

of enlightened principles with autocratic aims and methods.

All were designed, ultimately, to "increase the national

wealth of Spain.

How the Crown, fearing England, especially after the

occupation of Havana in 1762, innovated initially in dispatching
"

an army to New Spain is recounted by Maria del Carmen
/ �

Velasquez in El Estado de Guerra de Nueva Espana, 1760-1808

19
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/

(Colegio de l-ícx í.co , 1950). She and Lyle N. }1cAlister, studying'

the Fuero }lilitar in Ne\\7 S_pain, 17G4-1800, (Univ. of Florida, 1957),

relate how a new semi-autonomous corporation, the army, was

imposed, buttressed by a Mexican militia, and served to stimu-

late further changes in royal policy and in internal arrange-

U13n ts .

"

Sra. Velasquez concentrated on the latter, describing

Bourbon reforms within a larger historical context. She

approached Mexico as the subject of change rather than as its

object, and stressed the non-benign nature of reform.

Perhaps the studies of the mining reforms introduced under

royal aegis best illustrate the sometimes happy confluence

of two aspects of reform, the beneficial and the acquisitive.

Arturo Arn�iz y Freg, Walter Howe, Clement Motten, and Arthur

P. Whitaker have wr í.tten of how the Crown sponsored schools,

legislation and scientific endeavors to promote the output

of the Mexican silver mines, in the process benefiting Mexicans,

Spaniards, and government, and resulting in increasing Mexican

economic prosperity and intellectual stimulation. David A.

Brading, in a book now being published, Miners and Merchants
.

ln

Eighteenth Century Mexico, a study of the Guanajuato silver

mining industry, continues on to a' consideration of these

measures within a broader, social context. /

Most indicative of the autocratic nature of Bourbon reform

were its manifestations in pursuit of a po:icy of regalism. TI1ey

are surveyed in general by Alberto de la Hera and in particular

.20
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transformed traditional policy in imposing direct state control

over most aspects of Mexican religioLs life and institutions

is described by (f. l-1. Farriss in CrO�'Til and Clergy in Colonial

�f' 1579 1021 Th C
..

fEl'
. -

P
. .

1LC_�lCO, - o. e rlSlS � cc_eslastlcal rlVl�_ege

(London, 1968). Here regalistic policies are explained as one

aspect of the broader program designed to ensure the subser-

vence of all traditionally autonomous and semi-autonooous cor-

porations and organizations to the control of the state.

}1ean'\vhile, Eduardo Arcila Farias, recognizing the essen-

tially economic cast of the reform program, provided a model for

interpreting the myriad relationships of governmental policies
and practices with internal Mexican change and economic

development. In his El Siglo Ilustrado en America: Re=ormas
,

Economicas del Siglo XVIII, (Caracas, 1955), he concluded that

these governmental policies augmented agriculture and mining

production and commerce, modified conditions of work , and even

distribution of capital, and abetted economic growth in general.

�fuile industry lagged, official mercantilist policy discouraging

colonial industry was leniently applied and the making of such

goods as cheap cotton cloth, not in competition with Spanish
15

manufacture, boomed.
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Recently, several historians have gone beyond t_LC reforms

introduced under Charles III to investigate aspects of the

economic po lic Lc s invoked under his sucees sor) Ch: ... r I cs IV.

Romeo Flores Caballero in "Las representaciones de 1805,"
(His toria 1-1cxicana, (hereafter Hivl) 17, (1968), pp. 469-473) and

in "La consolidacr;n de vales reales en la econ�mia, la
/

sociedad y la politica novohispanas, "Ouí, 18, (1969), pp. 334-

378) discussed the issuing of reales vales from 1780 on, the

royal need for funds to amortize them leading to the real
� /
cedula de consolidacion de vales reales of December 26, 1804,
the attempt to enforce the decree In New Spain and the economic,
social, and political responses. He concluded that the act

affected all sectors of society, was a factor in making Spain
appear inept and extortionist; government, previously a unify-
ing force, now assumed the role of a divisive social factor.
In this sense, Manuel Abad y Queipo might well blame revolution
on the bad government of Charles IV.

Flores Caballero indicated that he had consulted a number
/of representaciones written in response to the cedula of 1804
/

.and that they will soon be published, in the Boletin del Archivo
,

General de la Nacion by Massae Sugawara H. Sugawara has studied
the impact of the vales reales, as among "Los Antecedentes

/ / 16coloniales de la deuda pub:ica de Mexico." In his introduction
-

to Part I: "Espana: Los Vales Reales, origenes y desarrollo de
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1780 a 1804," Sugnwara contends tha - ;:..11 Sp.:lnish policies

represented only an inept reaction to rarees pre s s í.ng :

upon

Spain from without, did nOl: contribute to prosperity in the

empire, and were of no help in solving the economic pro01ems of

·He .. r i.co . He implicitly refutes the thesis of Arci .a Farias

and seconds that of Alperovich.

Sugawara, by relating royal measures to wider Western econ-

amie history at one end and to Mexican development at the other,

demonstrates that here again a Marxist-Leninist orientation

has the happy effect of requiring an attempt at the synthesis

so urgently needed in considering the Bourbon reforms In New

Spain and their relation to the history of our period as a

whole.

Earlier assessments, seemingly at least half-forgotten now,

of the origins of the reform program, too, sought to place
�

the extended visit by Galvez within the sphere of European

international affairs. Notable among them are the articles

concerning French and British interest: in Spanish American,

and particularly Mexican, trade. Vera Lee Brown, Ar tbur vê .

/'

implement the policy. It is high time the Galvez mission be

Aiton, and Allan Christelow found French intrigue behind the

, /

decision to reform and the ultimate choice of Jose de Galvez to

connected to the whys of reform, to the ongoing problems of the

borderlands,- where, after all, he spent three years, and to the

subsequent history of official policies and appointments,

notably those of Matias and SOD, Bnrnardo, as Viceroys, and
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Teodoro de Croix as Capt2in General of the Provincias Internas.

Had afr�nccsalos or true French agents captured the government

o f New S pa in?
17

The works of Richard Herr, Jean Sarra í.Lh , and Luis San che z

Agosta supply the necessary Spanish background to policies

carried out in Mexico.lS They indicate a complexity of purpose

lay behind the multi-faceted program, that under Charles III the

royal policy in New Spain sprang from the desire to swell the

Real Hacienda, from an increasing fear of England, and finally,

as Richard Konetzke has documented, from the deeply-felt need

"to make the colonies love the nation.,,19 Much light: would

be shed on reform and its ramifications in Mexico by comparative

study with contemporary policy and activity in Spain.

Study to date, then, finds the predominating (western)

view is that Bourbon reforms, enlightened and autocratic,

initiated largely under Charles III, acted as catalysts but not

originators of Mexican economic prosperity, as stimulants to

social, cultural and intellectual change, demographic change

and increase and, finally, as we shall see, to the development

of a new revolutionary state of mind. The reforms belong,

in proper historical perspective, among the factors abetting

change that would at length prove conducive to movement toward

independence. Ultimately, qS Earl J. Hamilton, R.A. Humphreys,

Stanley J. Stein and Masae Sugawara remind us, both reform and/
prosperity
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wc rc ir c s »ou s "8 lo an increasing Euro p can demand for products

arid mark e t s .

2 O

Political and econOffilC history, then, largely centered on

Spanish activity (or lack of it) under Charles II:;",Las yielded

some undcr s tand i.ng of what weut; on in 1-1oxico in tn.2 later

eighteenth century. Until recently, however, while iLfusing

the period with shape and motion, such accounts gave �ittle in-

dication of internal vitality. In effect, they continued to

leave an impression of material progress, abetted or haopered

by Spanish policy, or both, depending on the year, paralleling

the emergence of a Mexican spirit. Thus Justo Sierra, rar

example,
,/ /

in his ebullient Evolucion Politica del Pueblo Hexicano

(Mexico, 1940) still tended to describe Mexico in the eighteenth

century as an organism becoming conscious of its personality.
,

With equal, if not greater, zest, Jose Vasconcelos, in his

/

Breve historia de Mexico, (Mexico, 1937) stated that New Spain

under Spain had been the most cultured and enlightened of

colonies until the advent of Charles III, who "interrumpe el

desarrollo nativo y crea problemas y situaciones nefastos."

Vasconce�os returne�nearly full circle, to the outlook of

/
Alaman and, oddly enough, looked forward at the same time to

the argument of Alperovich. Such delightfully i�pressionistic

characterizations of the eighteefit: century as those 0= Sierra

and Vasconcelos were to be made obsolete. in the writing of the

history of the 1700s, by the im c ínent wed i í.ng o f the material arid

25
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the s p í.r í.tua L.

Cu 1 tUl."ll and Inte llec tuaI His to_£y

Since 1940 on incrc.:lsing number of is orlans, especially
in �lexico itself, have come to consider of primary historical

importance not political and general institutional arrangements
so much as the predominating suppositions or commonly-held

assumptions supporting such instituti�ns in a given time and

place. Especially do they seek to ascertain the goals and

values common to a society or the more do.ní.nant segments of it;

they assume politics and institutions in general to compose a

superstructure reared upon ��d supported by them. Political

and even economic hisúory are seen as outcroppings jutting
from the subsoil of ideology.

According to this view, the intellectual preoccupations of

an era, are determinants of culture, responsible for setting
social values, concerns, and goals.

Whereas Marx posited an economic determinism derived - to

vary a cliche - from upending the Hegelian canee t of the

dialectic - this school of historians appears closer in phil

osophy to the original Hegelian idea that non-material (indeed
for Hegel, spiritual) forces to a large extent shape present

history and direct its future course. To this school, then,

political and economic deter�inism occupy the same ca�sative

leve l. Both, in turn, are more products than Droducers of

history.

rela i

Instead, it is how a society views itself and its

l.Lp to its environment in time anà through time -

-he point 0= view it maintains as its predominant philosophy
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or philosophies - and the alt2ra-ions these underg� that are

the most iœportant determining factors in the histGry of a

community or social entity. A concomitant notion, then, is that

past history influences the making of present indivicual and

collective decisions and thus also affects the future. In

effect, this outloo� has aC1ieved a p�edominant position in the

writing of l-le.xLcan history in t· ...e past; 20 years and has been

translated into an onaoino analysis of what earli2r : istorians
o o

were content simply to personify as "the Mexican spirit."

John Phe lan, among o el ..ers, has described hO\\1 his tory and

philosophy have joined forc e s in the COnù1.10n endeavor "to

d í he mat
í 1 h

r: �

M· 1 ,·21
lscover t e natlona et os aI the 1 eXlcan cu ture� Embraciug

cultural nationalism as a subdivision or universalisQ, a

group of scholars has adopted a position intrinsically human-

istic and, like humanists of the sixteenth - and eighteenth-

centuries, they assert, in Phelan's phrase, that "the historians'

task is to illustrate how the past conditions and determines

the range of alternatives for the future." This idea of man

as a decision-maker may well be a subtle variation on an

eighteenth-century con�ent on the great chain of being,

Voltaire's observation that "Every effect evidently has its

cause ... but every cause has not its effect ... Everything is

??
begotten, but everything does not beget."-- For us it has

meant a new interest in the eighteenth century not si '0. 1y

negatively as the time before the revolution but positivc_y as
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a seedbed and transmission period of values and t rad ; '

.•
Lon s

specifically Hexican. 'Higberto Jim�nez }loreno distinguished

this new tendency as

I_;; le hincar el arïa Lí.s í,s sobre las ideas y los

sentimientos, que son, junco con las pr í.mcr a s
nec s í.da dc s , los verdaderos Dotares (�C los
hechos. Esto, unido a un examen mas certero de
los factores e corïorrrí.c o s y sociales, desplaza el
centro de gravedad/de nuestros estudios, tray&ndolos
de la historia politica hacia la historia cultural,
y de la mera)1arración de los succs�3' a la

interpretacion de lo que s�vL£ican.

Renewed interest in t e non-material as)ects of history,

in culture and intellectual activity, has brought the eighteenth

century into great prominence.
, ... "

Pedro Herrr í.quez.-Hreúa what

limites impuestos por el

"El siglo' XVIII fut,
-" /

regimen politico del

dentro de losseems long ago observed)

la Colonia, acaso

"

el siglo de mayor splendor intelectual autoctono que ha tenido

, 24Mexico." More recently, our period has come into favor with

a broader range of scholars who, whether concerned with the

history of philosophy or the philosophy of history take &

Collingwood-like stance and contribute to both fields simul

taneously.25 Precursors of this tendency in historical thought
"

include not only historians of literature such as Henriquez-
� /

Urena, Francisco Pimentel, Jose £VIaria Vigil, Luis G. Ur'b í.na, ,
/ ,,�

Julio Jimenez Rueda, Carlos Gonzalez Pena and Alfonso Reyes,

bu,- also historians of art and architecture suc� as Hanuel

Toussaint, Manuel Ronero de Terreros, and Francisco e a

;f'

Maz� of philosophy such as Emeterio Valverde y Tellez, and

.,18
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ro, ".

• L.b
of 3ccdcmic culture, notably Jahn Tate Lannlng.

/
Bernabe Navarro has traced

r

�"� UDCurCTr:l 01: moriograpn sc. 1. 1
J. dOt..::: .! � - c.:... .lv

approaching the Mexican past in this fashion and insisting on

the cultural importance of the eighteenth century to 19L�O "when

/ ,

Jose Gaas began in a seminar at the Colceio de M�xico to in-

ve s t í.ga t-c the nost Lmpo r tant; intellectual t ... emes relating to

1-1exico, when }(exico y_ la Cultura, including chapters by

Silvio Zavala and Samuel Ramos appeared, when Antonio Caso pub-
/

lished a trendsetting article on Juan Benito Diaz de Gamarra

,
�

y Davalos, the eighteenth century�ucator and eclectic, and when

/

Gabriel Mendez Plancarte began his seminar on Mexican philosophy

ffi1d history in the Seminario Tridentino.
./

In 1941 }1endez

Plancarte published his Humanistas del Siglo XVIII; the following
'" /

year La Historia de la Filosofia en Mexico by Samuel Ramos appear-

ed.27
In that same year of 1942, a group of scholars in the United

States, in a slim volume, Latin America and the Enlightenment

edited by Arthur P. Whitaker, expressed recognition of the

importance for all Spanish America of that great cultural trend of

the eighteenth century, the Enlightenment. Seeking to allay

for all time the notion that Spain kept Latin America enfolèëd

in obscurantism and oppression, they discussed aspects of the

official and unofficial introduction of enlightened ideas,

particularly the emphasis on useful knowledge, from various

European countries, and presented evidence of their
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l í.s s m í.nn t í.on t.ln.oughou t; La t í,n Amc:rica.

1 íorie L is a Lino.
,

Jere z -Narchand ,

/

ln )l,oc, (�_t�lOC0S -1'd�oloa;C0S.., � � � - - �) ti -'_ CA.

/ ,

del ci�lo XVIII en Mexico a traves de los papeles de la
____\....L- ..._.... - -

. I'
.

Inquisicion (Colegio de Hcx í.co , 194·5) corroborated .hcough a

study oE Inquisi:ion records that enlightened notions had indeed

spread throughout Mexico by the latter part of the eighteenth
/

In the previous year, Mariano P'í.cor.+Se La s be&utifully

resurveyed and depicted within his work on colonial culture,

De la Conquis ta a la Independenc ia (Ncx í.c o , 1944) the fabric of

intellectual life in Mexico in the late viceregal period.

These two books carried into the writing of history proper the

thesis of Ramos that in the late eighteenth century in Mexico

as in Europe a new philosophy, indeed ideology, came to

challenge the older established one, and that some of the best

minds in Mexico forsook the world view dominant since the

Conquest to embrace the new truth.

Problems remained of definition, of origins, of when and

bow the Enlightenment was introduced and developed in Mexico,

and of how it affected subsequent history, notably t1e inde-

pendence movements. Among the earliest of such monographic
;

studies were those by Agustin Millares Carlo who recognized the

importance of the writings of the Galician Benedictine monk,

Benito Ger�nimo Feij�o y Montenegro, and especially o� his
.,

Teatro critico universal (9v. Madrid, 1739) �n transpo:ting

the Enlightenment from France to Spain, in marry:ng French
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(and English) rationalism to religious orthodox� and so in

producing an eclectic blend of Catholicism with the critical
28

spirit. Enlightened notions, wrapped in eclecticism, then

travelled from Spain to Mexico, where they remained associated
�

with Feijoo's name and with Catholicism.

A private printing of Victoria Junco's Gama r+a 2. el

Eclecticismo en M�xico (Mexico, 1944) and an edition of a

,

selection of Gamarra's writings, Tratados (UNA�, 1947) by Jose

Gaas established that advocate of Feijbo's eclecticism as the

principal introducer of modern or enlightened philosophy in

Hex í.co .

�
Bernabe Navarro subsequently summarized the

contribution of Gamarra in a critical essay introducing his
,

translation of Gamarra's Elementos de filosofia moderna, Vol. 1

(UNAM. 1963).

Ramos had mentioned not only Gamarra's work but the

contributions of certain young creole Jesuits to Mexican phi1-
,

osophy. Navarro, in La introduccion
/ /

en Mexico, (Colegio de Mexico, 1948)

;'

de la filosofia moderna
- - ----- ----

discussed the modern

concepts embedded in some of the cursus philosophicus that

denoted the content of courses in philosophy, taught in the

Jesuit coIegios, by individual members of the order. His worK
,

spanned the period between Feijoo and Gamarra, putting back

enlightenment in Mexico to �t least mid-century and finding

the "modern" outlook to have been an ongoing one within the

country.

31
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�rologrDphs and articles published during the 1950s described

numcr o IS Lnd í.v í.dua L and social manifestations of en l í.gb t cned

concepts, thus dr!wing attention to the more )opular �odes of

acceptance of the new currents of thought.
/

P&blo Gonzalez
""

Casanova in the first issue of Historia _�e.<:ica·CLa (Colegio de i-lcxico,

1951) cO�1ented on the appearance in the late 1700s of ?opular

satire con t.a.í.n í.ng advanced "phi osoohical" notions then ex-
. � ,

panded his findings into a book� La literatura perseguida en la

"

crisis de la colonia (Colegio de J:vlexico, 1950). Hence forward

Historia Hexicana printed a number of outstandi::1g con
....ributions

to eighteenth century history.
/

Juan Hernandez Luna had earlier edited selections from the

writings of Jos� Antonio Alzate (Mexico, 1945). Rafael Moreno

now discussed Alzate as a prime propagandist for the new ideas

concerning educational reform and in an article
for

decade later,/the importance of the natural and

29
sciences.

.

appearlng a

phy s ical

In the same period, Xavier Tavera Alfaro edited

a number of the writings of this admirer of Gamarra and Mexican

f 1 d··
30.

11 1 d 1savant o encyc ope lC lnterests. As lnte ectua an cu-

/

tural innovation were discerned, Jesus Reyes Herales, in the

first volume of El Liberalismo Mexican (3 v., UNill�, 1957-1961)

and Francisco L�pez Camara, in La g�nesis de la conciencia

/

liberal cn Mexico (Colegio ¿e /ex:co, 1954) remin e' readers

of a continuation o liberal ideas predating the Enlighten�ent
/

by pointing to the liberalism, also descried by Ramos al' Hendcz
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P1anc�rte, inherent In tle Spanish and Mexican traditions of

Christi'n humanism.
./

By the 1960s, in Es t· ldio s de la !-.is to r í.a de la filo sor ia

i'

en Nè,pico (lJN.M1. 1960) � afael .. lorena could contribute an

es �'- y summar í.z í.ng much of th í.s research.
/

Be:cnabe �avarro

had accumulated sufficient data to postulate) beyond the

emergence of a modern philosoph� the appearance of a Cultura

}1exicana 1vloderna. en el Siglo XVIII. (T
� ¡\"', '

u .. ':u"l. 1964). 1'-1exican

history had come a long íday since the days when Riva Palacio and

Justo Sierra wrote airily of a Mexican spirit progressing towa�d

liberty.

Yet subsequent thought and study has not proved them wrorig .

Leopoldo Zea, in Am�rica corno conciencia (i1exico, :"9sl) had

discerned during the course of the viceregal period t�e

emergence of a particularly P�uerican self-awareness expressed by

exican creoles. Earlier, Millares Carlo had no�ed the in

fluence on creole attitudes of Feijbofs insistence on considering

America as a geographical and cultural entity distirct from

Spain. Millares Carlo also translated from Latin into Cas-

tilian an early manifestation of creole part�cularism or

criollismo, the 1755 edition of the prologas de la Biu1ioteca'

-1exicana of Juan Jos� de Eguiara y Eguren (Mexico, 1944 rev.ed.,
I'

Maracaibo, 1963). Juan Hernandez Luna then characterized

Eguiara y Eguren as "El iniciador de la historia de las ide s

/ ,

en 'lexica," (Filosofia y Letras, 25 (1953), pp. 65-80), wh í.Le

�

Bernabe Navarro pointed out how the Biblioteca came t.o written

33
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to d .fcn 1 II L· cu 1 t.ura iex í.cana £ren te D. Europa," (H:'1, 3, (1954),

pp. 547-561). Ar-iculatc criollismo, they concludcc, 0merged as

JI

a reaction to European slurs and gachupin pretensions and as a

growing creole pride in the Mexican patria.
I /

Luis Gonzalez y Gonzalez (19¿�8) c i.p La í.nod hO\'J the Ln te:..-
/

action of this sentiment of conciencia de si wi th enlizhtened

notions stimulated the growt.h and hardening amorig a number oí

.

1 M· f f· l·
. 31

ar t í.cu ate ex i.caris o
-

a sense 0·- nat í.ona r.ccr t i.ty .

/

patriotic and anti-gachupin outlook latent in cr í.o Ll í.smo gained

form and direction from the enlig: tened emphasis on national

sovereignty and, above all, from the priœe characteristic of

the movement, the spirit of optimism. Literate creoles,
, /

Gonzalez y Gonzalez stated, shared a feeling of nationalistic

optimism. In the work of Eguiara y Eguren, Alzate, the creole

Jesuits) and other articulate Mexicans he discerned a chain or,

better, a net of inter-related concepts and attitudes forming an

intellectual continuum from the ideas of enlightened creoles

to thoughts of national autonomy.
/

Jase Miranda, in Las ideas y
/

las instituciones politicas mexicanas (Mexico, 1952) described

the (largely latent) political content of this continuum.

/ "

A central point to Gonzalez y Gonzalez was the impetus

the visit (sponsored by Charles IV) and writings of Alexander

.von Humboldt gave to creol� optimism. TI· +-
_ lS ,-00 was a theme

.I

developed by Jose Miranda in Humbolà'� y 1vlexico, /L')JA}l, _962).

Hiranda succinctly su�uarized how enlightened trc�ds p�eceded
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Humboldt to Mexico, how he served as a catalyst to certain

notions; especially did he fan a creole spirit of self-help
.

and aid through inculcating in Mexicans a pride in their

.national resources and an inflated confidence in the potential
32

of their country.

Commitment to, indeed outsized faith in, material progress

exemplified an increasing secularization of thought. Yet this

does not mean that a secular culture evolved, but only a more

secular mood. Throughout the eighteenth century, too, churchmen

remained a dominant factor in cultural and intellectual life.

When proponents of modern philosophy confronted supporters of
/

traditional orthodoxy) as Pablo Gonzalez Casanova has shown in
�

El misoneismo y la modernidad cristiana � el siglo XVIII,

(Colegio de Mèxico, 1948) they most often did so from within

the Church.

For the most part, as Farri�and others have pointed out,

modernism in religion was espoused by certain members of the

lower c1erby and particularly of the Franciscan, Jesuit and

Mercedarian orders.33 On the other hand, amollg this sort of

churchmen were also to be found what may have been the over-
/

whelming majority of misoneistas. Certainly the m�derns, what-
.

.

ever their number, proved to be a vociferous minority) as is so

often the case with the Party of the Future. Scholarly
fascination �ith the Jesuits, especially, has shed light on the

content of this modern or enlightened movement, on Bourbon

•
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regalism, on popular reaction to Bourbon innovation, and on the

climate of opinion, both elitist and popular, found in Mexico

throughout our period.

Ramos founù modernism first apparent among a small group

of young creole Jesuits who considered "the teachings of

�

scholasticism not in accord with real life." Mendez Plancarte

observed a new modern spirit,united with a revitalized humanism,

in their desire to reform education, and instill Mexicans with

useful knowledge and thus to promote material and social progress.

Here was discerned an indigenous variety of the Enlight

enment apparent before the then commonly�accepted date of its

introduction, the l760s. Enlight�nment, then, did not originate

in Mexico as a byproduct of the reforming tendencies of the

ministers and officials of Charles III. In editing selections

concerning the reforming Jesuits written by their contemporaries,
,

Juan Luis }laneiro and Manuel Fabri, Bernabe Navarro in Vidas de

Mexicanos Ilustres del Siglo XVIII (UNAM, 1956),by extracting

concrete examples of their early ac·tivitie� indicated how Rafael
, ,

Campoy, Agustin Pablo Castro, Javier Clavijero, Diego Jase Abad,

and Francisco Javier Alegre sought to return to the classics in

literature, the writings of the church fathers and great

schoolmen in theology) and to replace disputation and scholastic

method in philosophy with the tenets of rationalism and critical

analysis. All exhibited encyclopedic interests. Members of

the group explored languages, the natural and exact sciences,
•
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history, and archaeology, Campoy formulated a plan to increase

the population of his native region of Sinaloa. They had an

enlightened faith in the ability of Mexicans through use of

individual reason, if well-educated, to change and better
�

life on earth. Gerard Decorme, in La Obra de los Jesuitas
- -

mexicanos durante la �poca colonial (2 v. Mexico, 1941) and
� "

Delfina Esmeralda Lopez Sarre1angue, in Los colegios Jesuitas

de la Nueva Espa�a, (Mexico, 1941), rioted that Francisco

Ceballos, the enlightened Provincial of the Order in Mexico,

had planned to institute a reform of method and curriculum in

Jesuit colegios on the eve of expulsion.

Scholarly interest in the expulsion itself has established

the existence and given some indication of the nature of popular
disaffection in 1767. Accounts by Orozco y Berra and Priestley

,

relying on the report of Jose de Galvez (1771), documents
,

published by Jose Toribio Medina, Mariano Cuevas and Beatriz
�

Ramirez Camacho, an article by Richard Konetzke,as well as other

sources) describe popular reaction to the royal order as wide

spread, proceeding from initial shock to subsequent expression

ranging from resigned amazement to overt r�bellion.34 Mexicans

witnessed the rigorous manner of expulsion, the secrecy, speed,
.

. .

and severity with which the government shipped out even the

old and the infirm. Many Mexicans of all segments of society

expressed a 'sense of loyalty to schoolmasters, local priests,

friends, relatives and even, in some regions·, to the Jesuits as

representatives of royal government. For all these reasons•
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..

the expulsion became an ongoing symbol of all grievances

against the Spanish authorities. In addition, events attend

ant upon the banishment signified adverse reaction to the

Bourbon reform program in general and attested to the basic

ally conservative nature of the Mexican populace.

Certainly from the late eighteenth century to today, pub

lication of works written by Jesuits in exile is indicative of

(and contributes to) ongoing interest in the problem of Jesuit

influence in Mexico. Bustamante edited and published not

only Cavo's history but also an edition of the Historia de

��, N

Compania de Jesus � Nueva Espana of Francisco Javier Alegre,
,

(Mexico, 1841-1842). Garcia Icazbalceta translated the life

of Alegre by Fabri from Latin into Castilian. In 1871 a list

of expelled Jesuits compiled by Rafael de Zelis was printed.
" ,

Jose Mariano Davila y Arrillaga wrote a Continuacion de la
------------- -- --

Historia de la Comp�ia de Jes�s � Nueva Espa�a del P.

Francisco Javier Alegre (2 V., Puebla, 1888-1889). Rafael
,

Landivar's Rus t í.cat Lo Mexicana has, been translated into

Castilian and had several Mexican editions. Most outstanding,

and most widely known and read, is of course the Storia Antica

de MessieD (Cesena, 1780-81) of C1avijero.35
These writings demonstrate how earlier tendencies became

intensified and channelled in exile into protestations of

Mexican patriotism and national identity. Maniero and Fabri list

the works and interest of this group while in Italy. All
•

•
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appear to have been devotees of the Mexican Virgen de Guadalupe.
Extensive scholarly interest in Clavijero, in particular,
corroborates the importance of these Jesuits. Antonelli Gerbi,
/

Jose Miranda, Julio le Riverend Brusone, and Victor Rico
,

Gonzalez present Clavijero as a somewhat enlightened creole

intent on defending his Mexican patria and its ancient cultures

against European detractors. Luis Villara and Charles E. Ronan,
S.J., write of him as a great indigenista. John Phelan placed the

Jesuit among those authors who extolled the ancient indigenous
civilizations as the classical antiquity of the Mexican cre-

oles. Gloria Grajales included excerpts from Clavigero's writ-
ings in her study of Nadbnalismo incipiente � los historiajores

coloniales (UNAM, 1961). His work is an example, then, of

an aristocratic and enlightened crio11ismo embracing a sense

of Mexican cultural nationalism a� odds with the Spanish
36

tradition.

These Jesuit exiles maintained ties with New Spain; their

writings had an immediate impact within the country. Maneiro

and Fabri note that creole corporations supported mesuit

literary activities. Cava wrote his history at the behest of the

ayuntamiento of Mexico City. The rector and university clausbro

underwrote distribution of Clavijero's history to distinguished
persons in the capital. Alzate eulogized it, as did the

. �

viceroy, Bernardo de Galvez. Gamarra wrote a Latin prologue
to the poem Musa Americana by Abad, published anonymously in

•
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I
•

./

Madrid in 1769. C1avijero's history and Landivar's poem were

said to be in the library of Miguel Hidalgo y Costilla. With

good reason Navarro emphasized the role played by these Jesuits

in introducing and continuing a revolution in the climate of

opinion.
� ,

Ramo�Perez Marchand, and Gonzalez Casanova are among those

who have indicated that�paradoxica11y'enough)the intellectual

premises predicated by the moderns received impetus thereafter

in part as=a result of the removal of their proponents. In

teachióg�and preaching, they note, the Jesuits had long been

a moderating force reconciling old and new, if seeking to mod-

ify yet intent on upholding traditional values and institutions.
I'

•

After them the intellectual climate tended to polarize. Post

hoc ergo propter hoc�or was the steady hand gone from the
,

ideological tiller in New Spain? Misoneistas and proponents

of secular education found no meeting ground. In education the

Jesuits had maintained the Thomistic balance between temporal

and spiritual; the expulsion destroyed it. Gamarra although

avowedly orthodox in his writings was exceedingly clumsy at

propounding a philosophy reconciling temporal progress with

the traditional statiG world-view perpetuated in scholastic

thought. A secular and anti-authoritarian spirit infused the

periodicals edited by A1zate and the doctor of medicine and

mathematician, Jos� Ignacio Barto1ache. A1zate and Barto1ache

· were both Jesuit-educated, as were most of the creoles who
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attended school. Alzate was a priest. In Mexico City

Revillagigedo, in accord with enlightened economic and social

policies, ·encouraged periodicals and the teaching of useful

knowledge. Intendants and enlightened clerics did the same

,

thing in regional centers. Alaman wrote of Jesuit colegios

now, under government sponsorship, become secular institutions

instilling in creole students all sorts of "useful" information

and little respect for tradition. Díd the government

zealously hack away at its own ideological underpinnings?

Furthetl�)' ;was hq,e l�ourbon a�:Írnis tration in good part

respoqsliq�� ,l��t�rl él¡��l)�qr IJ1:f�e ��tp;-oduction of enlightened
notions? ç<1irpp,�,y 'I Cas tro � AleSl1e, and Clavij era read copies of

,

Feijoo, and 9ther eclectics, QEf�?It¡ls�ng to their peninsulare

fathers, al� of whom J;l¡Ef�? admin��,�J'lat"¡�Y:Ef, positions in the

governme��. ï ��I�pould ,���estigate t��,fathers of these Jesuit

fa ther � ·1 I I' r : J l I , () 1 l

•

The iyou�g'l)modern)�, l�hen, were t)q�lerunners of relatively
ar Ls tocrat í.c. and ext.r'eme Ly small gr,q�r,� of creole devotees

of en l í.ghcenmen r, in 11�.e��)�I:t;s chroughqut; I M;Ef:>fico) who cons idered
J

it impor�,9.1tt'tJand f9�h�C?)çable, to be lin the intellectual vanguard.
They found,L�It;1q enlig�t.Eftt�/d ideology: an alternative to the trad:
itional dt9.<rlt�)�nes s r.\l� I dominant in Mexico. Modernism was not

so widesp�tElé}d, as it'll�¥i� lin France, for example, but it was

there. ��� among the overwhelming majority of those who were

enlightened, intellectual revolution preceded hope for economic
"

•
and social advancement.

\, J \ I
Notions of independence from Spain, as-

opposed to1freeqom from Spanish governors, often came late

among the moderns and in many cases probably not at all. Here we
\ � ¡
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need to look further into the social milieu and political
attitudes of such upstanding enlightened creole supporters of

.

.. , "
the Establishment as Gamboa, Leon y Gama, and Velasquez de Leon,

men Humboldt lauded as superior in scientific acumen to the

now much better known Alzate. What of that acquaintance of
,

Humboldt,. the enlightened loyalist, Jose Mariano Beristain de

Souza? Miguel Ramos Arizpe, too, informs us of how enlightened
creoles could as late as 1812 cling to the dream of autonomy

within the empire.

A rapid surve� then. finds these enlightened Jesuits belong

ing to an intellectual and professional creole elite, in influence

out of all proportion to their nu�bers. It indicates further

that to speak of the Enlightenment in Mexico is to mean a

limited phenomenon, a gloss overlaying a 'very different popular
culture. The importance of ideas, the degree to which they de-

•

termine events, however, does not necessarily corrolate pro

portionately with their common acceptance. Moreover, it is

becoming ever clearer that one enlightened principle, the zest

for innovation, provides the strongest link between Enlighten
ment and revolution. Other enlightened concepts succeeded in

turning creole thought to active civil responsibility, to common

cause with fellow-inhabitants of Mexico, but it was the
of

shattering of the moral tie to Spain by the denial/the value of

eternal sameness in the temporal sphere that allowed enlightened
creole leaders of the movement for independence to justify

•
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:

their defection and conservatives to rebel in an attempt to

restore the old order. Perhaps Sir Lewis Namier was right;
37

that after all, "new ideas are not so potent as broken habits."

And, as Luis Villoro recently said, the history.of ideas

"

"solo puede tener sentido si las ideas se estudian como

expresiones e instrumentos utilizados por hombres concretos en

d
·

d·· 1"
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eterm�na as sLtuacLones rea es. One of our most important

tasks now is to connect ideas with their individual proponents

and to scrutinize these individuals in relation to their social

milieu. What better individual figure to begin with than

Miguel Hidalgo y Costilla, whose formative years span our period,

and who so greatly affected the cqurse of Mexican history.

Numerous biographies and genealogical studies tell us

Hidalgo was born to a creole family of middling economic and

social position, and that he first studied at the Jesuit colegio

at Valladolid (now Morelia) for a few months before the expul

sion.39 Was his first formal education provided in accord with

a curriculum reformed by Clavijero? He next attended the

Colegio de San Nicol�s (now the University of Morelia), a school

with a long humanistic tradition datí.ng back to Vasco de

Quiroga.40 P�rez-Marchand noted that in the colegio and the·

town interest in modern books and ideas was fully evident.

Was Valladolid a rather typical provincial center or did it and

the surrounding region harbor an unusual number of afrancesados

and inquietos?

There is no evidence that Hidalgo received anything but a
•
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. .

. .

traditional education, if perhaps he later thought it less filled

with scholastic trivia than that he underwent at the university�l
Yet he partook of an intellectual atmosphere apparently tending

to radicalization. As a teacher of theology (and later as

rector), at San Nicol�s in the years 1783-1792, his notions of

proper education appear part of a general trend toward a more

secular-minded approach to all branches of knowledge. While

the modern-minded Jesuits never tampered with revealed truth,
, /

in his "Disertacion sobre el Verdadero Metodo de estudiar la

teologia escol�stica," (1784) Hidalgo did.42 This document has
,

been noted by among others, Jose de la Fuente, Luis Castillo

/

Ledan, and Samuel Ramos. It has been analyzed by Gabriel

M�ndez Plancarte Juan Hern¿ndez Luna, and Rafael Moreno.43
It reveals Hidalgo to have been a quick-witted young academi

cianwho prided himself on his present mindedness. He belongs

among those who sought independence from the past, first in

education, later, as a parish priest, through economic and

social reform and, finally, abruptly through rebellion.44
What were the roots of his disaffection? Was he in debt

to a Spaniard? Why was he sent from San Nicol;s to the outlying

parish of·Colima? Did he feel advancement in the Church im- .

possible for a creole? As a landed proprietor to what extent
�

was he affected by the Consolidacion decree of 1804? What was

the nature of his relationship with Abad y Queipo? Were his

•
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workshops at San Felipe and Dolores a trend of the times,

having official impetus and sanction as did analogous enter

prises, according to Herr, in Spain? How did he react to the

events of 1808? When did he begin to plot against the Spaniards

.:..

and did he seek independence, autonomy, or only creole

predominance?

At the other end of. the spectrum, information is sparse

concerning the people who responded to the Grito. And in order

to obtain it, we need to know much more of social conditions

and changes than we do now. All the political and economic

studies cited earlier serve as a beginning. Silvio Zavala,

Luis Vil1oro, Hugh Hamill, and M.S. Alperovich have written

overviews of the immediate background of revolution�5We have

documents on social history compiled by Richard Konetzke and

Luis Chavez Orozco, demographic studies including a re-edition

of the 1814 Memoria sobre la poblaci�n del reino de Nueva

Espa�a, edited by Fernando Navarro y Noriega, (Mexico, 1954) and

of the Spanish version of Humboldt's Ensayo ... by Juan A. Ortega y

Medina, as well as comments on them by Victoria Lerner and

46
related articles by Sherburne F. Cook and Donald B .. Cooper.

•

Lyle N. McAlister has posited a model of "Social Structure

and Social Change in New Spain," (HAHR, 43, (1963), pp. 349-

370), and Angel Palerm Vich .assessed the emergence of an

embryonic middle class in "Factores hist�ricos de la clase
, "

media en Mexico," (in Miguel Othon de Mendizabel, et al, Los
•

1 ·

1 d
/.

e ases SOC1a es � Mex1co, pp. 63-84).
,

Luis Gonzalez Obregon
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.. early depicted the social milieu of the year of revolution
/

in La vida de Mexico in 1810 (Mexico, 1943). Sergio Morales
,

Rodriguez noted changes in social customs and beliefs under
,

Bourbon rule. Luis Navarro Garcia has described rural

society, while some important social sectors have received in

dividual attention from Charles Gibson (indians) Gonzalo

Aguirre Beltr�n)(lle�roes), Romeo R. Flores (Spaniards).47

..

�

Of tremendous value is Eric Wolf's "The Bajio in the Eighteenth

Century; an analysis of cultural integration." (Publications of

the }íiddle American Research Institute of Tulane University, 17,
, ,

1955) and the essay by Eusebio Davalos Hurtado, "La morfo10gia

social de Nueva Espa�a,
d í I' ·

Estu 10S antropo Og1cos

movi 1 de sou independenc ia ," ( in

� homenaje al Dr. Manuel Gamio,(Mexico

1956, pp. 593-603). We historians would do well to emulate

the conceptual framework, lucidity, and style of these social

anthropologists.

Most exciting because they indicate a trend toward syn

thesis of the more formal subdivisions of history into a

conceptual whole, are a number of recent thesis and dissertations

and some works in progress and in press. Among them are

Isabel Gonzalez Sanchez, "Situaci�n social de los indios y de·

los castas en las fincas rurales, en visperas de la Independencia,"
�

(Tesis, UNAM, 1963), the book by David Brading and the

dissertation by B.' R. Hamnett mentioned earlier, the studies

•

�6
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�

underway on the Consolidacion decree of 1804 by Masae Sugawara

H. and Flores Caballero, current research by Norman F. Martin,

S. J. on the unemployed (los vagabundos), and the dissertations

in progress: "Le RÔle des 'Ilustrados' et des liberaux creoles

et espagnols dans le mouvement d'independence au Mexique"

(Th�se Lettres (3e cycle), Univ. de Paris, Institut des Hautes
,

Etudes de l'Amerique Latine) and Doris Ladd Steck, "The

Aristocracy of Mexico at Independence: an Introduction,"

(Ph.D. dissertation Stanford Univ.) The social and economic
,

consequences for our period of the study by Enrique Florescano
..:..

" " �

of Precios del maiz y crisis agricolas � Mexico (1708-1810),
/

(Colegio de Mexico, 1969) are enormous. The Mexican revolution

of 1810, like the French of 1789, was preceded by a Great

Hunger.

Here then we have the start of the investigation of the

complexities of society and social change. We need to know

much more. How much of the creole population could in truth

claim limpieza de sangre? How did the distribution of wealth

change throughout the century? Certainly it can no longer be

assumed t�at gachupines held all �he wealth, nor that all creQles

were anti-Spanish, nor that those who were chose to rebel only
because Spain hindered their economic wellbeing and advance

ment. What ·sorts of �nf1uence on Mexican pocketbooks and

premises had England and the United States after 17977

•
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Finally, who were the Mexicans who joined Hidalgo? No longer
can we dismiss them as Indian hordes or as "peasants" only)
nor can we characterize the rebellion of 1810 as a people's

. revolt for political independence.
The current state of historiography now allows several

possible hypotheses about the eighteenth century which help
to answer our initial questions. Overriding is the conviction
that Mexican history must be studied 'as part of a wider Western

culture; autonomous developments can not otherwise be under
stood. We know, thanks especially to intense investigation
of cultural history centered on the introduction and development
in Mexico of the Enlightenment or modernismo, that European
currents of thought circulated and kindred attitudes were

adapted to a number of varying needs and aspirations. It is
also clear that the new Bourbon regime in Spain allowed freer

ingress of outside cultural influences in general, just as it

authorized, or its functionaries in Mexico overlooked, increas

ing foreign trade and contraband. Further, in many ways the

government abetted such innovation, notably through sending in
a new Spanish bureaucracy inculcated with enlightened notions
borrowed largely from France, of fomenting material'progress
through governmental activitYe A remaining problem is just when
these minions of enlightened despotism began to exert such
influence •

•
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Political innovation converged with rising population and

economic prosperity to bring social change, increase to some

extent social mobility, and concomitantly to give impetus
) to questi�ning of assumptions supporting the traditional social

arrangements. A new breed of creole, or a significant increase

in an old sort, educated in a profession, became increasingly
aggressive in demands for social and political preeminence in

Mexico. At the same time, hacendados and mineowners maintaining
a traditional ethos of crio11ismo enjoyed prosperity, then

watched it dribbling away as the government of Charles IV)in
wars with France and Britain, exerted ever more pressure on

Mexican resources. Increasingly, .they found more profitable
�. markets for their wares in England and through the United States.
,

Meanwhile, a populace periodically plagued by famine and

•

subsequent epidemics, taxed ever more efficiently, was in

creasingly disoriented by political and economic reform. Larger
sectors earned money income, or simply wandered, broken away

�from traditional communities, especially in the Bajio. Mexicans

rose sporadically in various locales to protest innovation

because it was innovation and because it weighed heavily on

their daily lives and, perhaps in the case of the expulsion oí

the Jesuits, also because it put in jeopardy what was more

important to many, their immortal souls •

•
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In the crisis of 1808, elements of enlightened creole pro

fessionals, notably members of the Mexico City ayuntamiento, joined'
by a few of the creole aristocrats,sought unsuccessfully to

.

achieve their economic and social aspirations through political48
means. Adherents of this group in the next two years
mobilized popular discontent ID gain numbers to their creole
cause .. In 1810, brief unity was achieved. Led by an enlightened
creole, Miguel Hidalgo, and by more conservative elements of

the militia, a throng in hope of redress of present and specific
grievances and of the opportunity for plunder, joined these
creoles in what Anastasio Zerecero referred to as "an ex-

plosion of national sentiment."

Eighteenth century studies have enabled us to form the

desired continuum to 1810, and to provide with a vital, and

anatomically complex, body the Mexican spirit. By our next

'meeting may we know much more not simply of the mental processes,
but about the blood and guts of that body, Mexican society,
in all its diversity.

•

•
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century materials.
1939-1945: Silvio Zavala and Mario Castelo, ed s , , Fuentes para
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Note should be made here of Tadeo Ortiz de Ayala, Uéxlco
considerando como nnci�� indenendiente � libre ••• (Burdeos,1832),
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Sonderheft, pp.123-l43;M.Kossok and Vfalter Harkov, "Kons-pekt Über
das spanische Kolonialsystem,

" Wissen Zeit, Gese,llschafts, 5: 2,
(1955-1956), pp.l�..-!:-268; am their "Laa Indias non (sicl eran

colonias? Hintergrunde einer Kolonialapologetik," in !:ateinamerika
zwischen �manzlnatlon und Imperial,is�, lt3J.:Q-19§Q., (Berlin,
Akademie-Verlag,1961)', Dp.1-34. From SDain, Jaime Vicens Vives, ed.,
Historia social L econ6mica de Esnaña � América, (5 v.,Barce1ona,

1957-1959), v01.4,pt.l on MeXIcoo And now being published in London,
:Peter Calvert, Hexico.

.

lO. Excellent discussion of Bourbon economic policies in Spanish
America and an indication 01' their effects are supplied by J. H.

Parry, in The Spanish Seaborne Emoire (New York,1966), and R·A.

Humphrei,s, "Economlc Aspects of the Fall of the Spanish American

Empire,
, Revista de Historia de América, 30, (�950), op.450-456.

For contemporary awarenëSS-Of-rhe new spurt of Spanish energy in

New Spain, see William Robertson, HistorI £! �erica, (2 v.,London,

1777), book 8. Historia Mexicana, l7;3(ly6S), in memory of Jos�
wO

.'

Miranda ls dedicated to general but informätlve articles on eighteenth

century economic history.

11. A su�mar'y of Fisher's findings appeared as "The Intendant

System in Spanish America,
If His�anic American Histonical Revie,�,

(hereafter HAHR), 8, (l9�¿j), pp. 3-13. See al so Luis Navarro Ga r-c
î

a ,

Intendencias en Indias, (Seville, 1959), and for documents con

cerning tne systëÏñ, Gisela �;:arazzani de Pérez Enciso, Lª- Intendenci�
� E�ana � Amérlcª, (Caracas,1966); Victor A. Belaunde, TIFactors

of the Colonial Period in South America working toward a New Regime,"
HAHR,9, (1929), pp.144-l53, concluded that older dlvislve traditiona,

ñotably regionalism, "received new strength from the reforms of the

Bourbons. These reforms were intended to strengthen and reaffirm

the-bonds between colonies and mother country, but the results

were just the contrary."



lë. See aleo J. Ignacio Rubio Mané, "S¡1jntesis, hist6rica de'la
"

vida de.l II Conde de Revillagigedo, virrey de Nueva Espana,"
Anuario da Estudios Americanos, 6, (Sevilla, 1949),
pp. 451-1t96.

"

, Lil�ian E. Fisher, The Viceregal Administration in
the Snaninh American Colonles, �Univ. of 'California, 19�6); Gaston
Desdevises dUDezert, "Vice-Rois et Captaine Généraux des Indes
Espagnoles a la fin du XVIIIe sil:3c1e, fI Revue Historique, 125,
(1917), pp. 225-264; and a�so Bern�rd E. Bobb, The Vice�6enc� Q!

�n.�o.n,iO, Haria Bucarell � New Soain, 1_771,-ß.:I2. -rfjniv. oí' Texas,
9 2.

13. Arturo Arnáiz y Freg, Andrés !.�anuel del Río, (Mexico, 1936); his
"Don Fausto de E1huyar y Zubice,"Revista deIDstoria de América, no
6, (1939), PP.75-96; ano his l'Don André's'-del Rfo, descnbridor del
Eritronio (Vanadio)," ibid.,n25, (1948), pp.27-68; Arthur P. Whita
ker, "'rhe Elhuyar Mining Missions and the Enlightenment, If HARR,
,31, (1951), np , 55t3-5ts5; V{a� ter Howe, Tne Mlnin6, Guild of NewS'nain
and its Trihtnal General, 1770-1821 (Harvard Univ.,1949J; Clement
G. Motten, l'.'Íexican Silv� � 1!�Ënlightenment, (Un i.v , of Pennsyl
vania, 195U); David A. Brading, "La minería de la plata en el
sig.lo XVIII: el casa Bolanos," mi, 18, (1969), Pp.314-j53; and
Germán Somolinos dlArdois, "Hí.et or-ä a de la ciencia, It m�, 15, (1966) ,
PP.�5-287 for bibliography.

--

14. Alberto de la Hera, El regal¿sm,o. borb6ni,co, !2.!l §J¿ proyecc_ión
1nc),'lana, (Madrid,1963); Itr.agnus 1fórner, HThe Expulsion cr' the Je
suits from Spain and S9anish America in 1767 in the light of
Eighteenth Century Regalism, II

a paper read at the 79th Annual
Meeting of the American Historical Association, Dec. 29, 1964.
For what is largely a report 01' regalistic atti tudes of the period,
'notably of José de Gálvez: Raúl Flores Guerrero,"El imperialismo
jesuita en Nueva España," !:!Ji, 4, (1954), pp.159-173; and for a

re�ated discussi0n on the Inquisition as a political instrument
see the differing views of Lewis A. Tambs, liThe Inquisition in
Eighteenth Century Mexico," The Americas, 22, (1965), pp.167-18l,
and Richard E. Greenleaf, liThe Me xä c an Inquisi tion and the Enlighten
ment, 1765-1(3ü5," New Hexico Historical Review, July 1966,pp;181-l96.

-

15. Cf. Alperovich. A number of books and, especially, articles
have appeared on Mexican economic conditions. Among them are the
following: The great number of studies pub�iBhed and pursued by
Luis Chávez Orozco, l'rom ;his Historia económica y_ .ê_Qcial � I��éxico,
(Mexico,1938) to his "Orlgenes o e La polr.tica de seguridad social, H

.liM, 16, (1966), pp.155-1ß3, and his collections of documents (see
'above , note 7); E.J. Hamilton, "Monetary Problems in Spain and

.

Soanish Am er-ä ca , 1751-1800, II Journal or Economic History,4, (1S)44),
pp.�1-48; the research of Jesas SilvaHerzog, including 'his edi
tion of Re�aciones estadísticas de Nueva ESDaña de nrinciuios aei

siglo XIX, (MexiCo', 1944); tinct 'theissue of !:iM cited above,( note lu.)

•
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Documents concerning royal regulations of workinß conditions
were collected by Silvio Zavala am Mario Castelo (see abov e , note
7). Aspects of embryonic industry a9near. in H. Carrera stampa,
Los [;£emios mcxic?._pos. La orp.:anización gre,mie)_. de NuevQ "Sß�aña,
'{1fe"xico, 19541; his IfEl Obraje novohispano,

fr in I.�emorj.a8 � la
Academia ¡\�exicana d.e la Historia, 20, (1961), pp.148-171; and
Hichard GreonlenlB,.....,-rTi1ë Obrajeln the late Mexican Colony," The

Americ��, �3, (1967), pp.2?7-5u. Mining conditions npDear in
D.A. }l n( ing (f',('c n1"" T� p.'7 and note 13) and Luis Chavez Orozco,
"C,o-r:f1 j ct..o. �( of

_ _J_..Q con los min9£Q� de Real del Honto, año de
1766, (. oX l e o, - 1960 l. • _'

An increasing number of works pertaining to trade and com

merce include Robert S. Smith's articles, "Shipping in the Port
of Veracruz,1790-l821," 'HAHR, 23, (1943), 'Pp.5-20; "The Institu

}cion of the Consulado in New Spain, II HAHR, 24, (1944), pp.6l-83;
The Puebla Consulado," Revista de Historia de América, 21, (1946),

pp , 19-28; "The Wee.lth of l'Zations-in S::>ain añd HisDanic Aíner-ä ca ,
If

Journal of Political Econorriz, 65,' (1957), pp.104-125; and with
Irving A. Leonard, -rrA proposed library for the �ierchant Guild of
V er-acr-uz ,

It HAllli., 24, (lY44), pp. 84-1U2; J osé Flores Ramírez, El
Real Consulado de Guadalajar,a, (Guadalaj§:ra, 1952); Luis Chavez
Orozco, ed., vol. 1: El comercio � Esnana y � Indias in Colec
ci6n de documentos Dara la historia de� comercio exterior ••�8ee
above;-note 7); Sergio Villalobos R.�El comerèiO-extranjero a

fines de la Dominaci6n Española," Journal of Inter-American
Studies, 4, (1962), pp , 5[7-5bU¡- Stañlëy: :',J e'C st"eIn,-"Mërchants and
Monarchs: Interest Groups in Policy-making in Eie;hteenth Century
Spain and New Spain, If

a paper read at the 79th Annual Meeting of
the American Historical Association, Dec. 30, 1964;Jesús Silva
Herzog, "El comercio de Eexico durante là época colonial,"
Cuadernos Americanos, 153:4, (jul-ag. 1967), pp.127-l53; and the
collectiom of documents, Secretaría. de Educaci6n Pública, El
Comercio de ��ueva ESDa.ña, (:Mexico,1945) and Banco Nacionalde
Comercio Exterior, El contrabando � el comercio exterior en la
Nueva ES'Iana, (Hexico, 1967).

- - - -

One of the most fruitful -and this with no pun intended
economic areas studied to date, since it was the principal in
dustry of the period, has been agriculture. See Luis Chavez
Orozco, La crisis -ªß.ricol� !lQY.Q-hisoana de l784-� (MeXiCO,
1953) and h í.s , Documentos sobre las alhOndigas y_ 00STtQ.ê. d� }!ueva
ESDaña, (11 v., Mexico, 1955-19551)'; François Chevalier, llSurvi-
vanees seigneuriales et présages de la Revolution agraire dans
le Nord du Méxique fin du XVIII E$ XIX s

ï àcLe a ,
ti
Revu� Historioue/222 .

(jul-sept.1959), pp.l-I$; Delfina. E. Lóp e z Sarrelangue, � villa '

mexicana £g el slglo �!I, (UNMJ, 1967); and the tremendousl�
important bnok by Enriaue Florescano Caballero, Precios de maíz
y:_ crisie agrícolas � rlo��xlco, 1708-1810, (Colegio de �£êxIëo',1969) •

•

6



,

_J

16. BAGN, 8, (1967), pp.129-402.

17.. Vern Loe Brown, "Anglo-Spanish Relationa in America in the

ô.Lo aá ng years of the Colonial Era,
It HAHR, 5, (1922), pp , 327-¿�83;

Arthur S. Aiton, "Spanish Colonial Reorganization under the Family
Compact,

tr HAHR, 12, (1932), pp , 269-2ßU; Allan Christelow, "French

Interest in the Spanish Empire during the IvUnistry of the Duc de

Choiseul, (1759-1771), HAHR, 21, (1941), pp.5l5-537. For ongoing

f"ore� influence in !�1exIëö: John Rydjord, Fore.iß!2 Interest in the

Indegendence of New Spain, (Duke Univ. ,1935); for French influence:

RafaëT Heliodör'oväJ..Ie, "Algunos franceses en Héxico," Filosofía

Y... Letras!._ 2, (1943), pp.153-159; Jacques Houdaille, "Frenchmen

and Fr-ano oohä Le s in New Spain from 176u to 1810," The Americas,

13, (1956)� pp.1-30; and his "Gaë'tan Souchet D'Alvimart, the

Alleged Envoy of Napoleon to Hexico, 1807-1809;
ti The Americas, 16,

(195Y), pp.109-l32j Jesús Reyes Heroles, "Rousseau y el liberalismo

mexicano," Cuadernos Americanos, 21, (1962), pp.159-l85; and for

Britain: William Kaufmann, British Policy and the Independence of

Latin America, 1804-1828, (Yale Univ.,1951)Tthe iñt'roduction by
Sir Charles K. Webster to Bri tain anª- the Indep�n.9.eI1ce of Latin

America, (Oxford Unlv.,1944); and John Lynch, l'British Policy and

Spanish America, 1785-1808," Journal of' Latin American Studies,l,

.(1969), pp.1-3U. Tne classic study ofFl?ench policy is W.S.

Robertson, France and Latin Americ� Independenc�, (Johns Hopkins

Univ. ,1939), and of the U. S. A., Arthur .P. Whi talter, The Uni ted

States and the IndeDendence of Latin America, 1800-1830 TSëe above,

4�
-

-
-"

note .J
Lillian E. Fisher wrot e a br-ä er article on "Teodoro de Croix,"

HA£lli, 9, (1929), pp , 488-504; see Alfred B. Tnomas, ed. and tr.,
TBodöro � Croix and the Northern Frontier of New Soain, 1776-1783"
TUniv. 01' Okla., 1941}, and. Hoberto Moreno y de los Arcos, .ITeoQoro
de Croix. Su ac t.uac

ï ón en América, ti (unpubJ.lshed tnesis, UNAM, 1.967).
For José de �álvez: Priestley; the 1771 Informe (see above, note 7),
Luis Navarro Garcia, Don Jose de Gálvez � la co�andancia genera!
de las or-ov

í

nc í.as internas de norte de Nueva Eeoaria, [SeVille,
1�64-T7 For hïs nephew, DOñald E. 'Worëëster-;-ed., Bernardo de Gál
vez's Instructions for Governi_I1B the Interior Provincesof--:rew

SBain,T178'6), (Berkeley,195l); Güil.Lermo Porras Munoz��ernar�o d e

Galvez�lin homenaje a D. Antonio Bal1.esteros Beretta, !',/Iiscelanea

Americanista, III, (Hadrld, 1952), pp , 575-62U. On Bernardors father

in-law, Ramon Ezquerra, HUn patriCio colonial: G1lberto de Saint

Maxent, teniente gobernador de Louä s i.ana ,
II ioid., I, (Madrid, 1951),

pp.42Y-502. Also see J. Ignacio Rubio Mane, "i?olítica del virrey
Flores in la Comandancia General de las Provincias Internas, 1787-

1789," BAGN, 24, (1953), pp.213-257¡ Bernard E. Bobb, "Bucare11

and. the Interior Pr-ov í.nc ee ,
ti HAHR, 34, (1954) I pp.20-36; For
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Louisiana: Jack D.U. Holme 8, G�yoª-.Q: �he Life oí' � Snanieh
.

Governor in the ��isf1i9SinDi. Valley" 17e9-1799, rBaton..'�ouge,1965),
and V. Vital=Hnwell, tiLa actividad déTCóns';ll de Esn�na y

..

de 108

emisarios franceses en :Nueva Orleans de 1808 a 1809, Revlsta

de Indias, (Jul-Dic.1963). other i::lportnnt works on the fron����rs
IñcludeIsabel Eguiloz de Prado, !:.Qê.. inoi2§.. Q_e.l, r!Q�� de :,:ejicO,
en el s í, lo XVIII, (Seville,1965); Michael E. Thurman, � J.\�valDënartr:1e�or SO.n BIas, New Spain

I

s, Bastion £Q£ Alta C,ali�ornl�,
(Giendale

'

Calif:-,19b7); ana Eax L. ��oorhead, !h§. ADacn� Frontl.§!..
Jacobo· Jß�rte, .ê:!2£ Soanlsh,-Indian r")elation§. in Northern l'reVi SD�in,
17b9-ï7�1, (Univ. of Oklahorna,196ö). Also se� the older ,�orks.
R W ],r TIDing "The Nootka Sound Controversy, ßmerican Hlstorical
A;s�ci:tion �nnua1 ReDort-, (1904), pp.279-478; the classic aumnar'y

by Herbert E. Bolton, The Spani,sh Borderl8.nd.[ (Yale,1921), and

V. Alessio Robles, "Los corid â

c Lon ea sociales en el norte d? La
.

Nueva España," in !\'Iemorias � � Academia Mexicana de � Hlstorla,
4: 2, ( 19 45) •

�. Luis Sancnez Agesta, �l p�nsamiento pol!�ico �� desDoti�Q
ilustrado, (Madrld,1953); Jean Sarrailh, L'Esnagne eclairée de
la seconde moitié ou XVJlleme s:tècle, (Paris,1954)"; and Richard
Herr, The Eighteenth Ge�ur� B�olutlon in SEai�, (Princeton
Un 1v • , ly5B) •

��.Richard Konetzke, "La condición LagaL de los criollos y laa
causas de independencia, ti Estudios �T!1ericanos, 2, (1950), "9P.
31-54. He cites the fiscales, Campomanes and Floridablanca, of
.the royal councll (al'Oonsejo Extraordinario) In a session of
March 5, 1768 (p.45).

2.0. Earl J • Hamilton, 22,. ill. (note 15); aLao his "Money and Eco
nomic Recovery in Spain under the First Boorbon,17ül-1746, It Jour
nal of Hodern History, 15, (194), pp.192-2U6; and War and Prices
:-In 'SMin, l621,-le'::!Q, '(Harvard Univ.,1947); R.A. Humphreys, ou.ill.Tñote 10); Stanley J. Stein, o�.cit.,(note 15) and, with Barbara
Stein, a forthcoming book, Essays, Q12 ill.ê. Pe.csoectives of �conomic
Deo end eno s ,

23.. P.309. John L. Phelan, l'Mexico y lo Hexicano," HAHR,36, (1956),
PP.3u9-jlB. Also see Samuel Ramos, liLas Tendencias Actuales de
la Filosofía en 1�éxiCO, It (also in English) in Intellectual Trends
in Latin America" (Austin, 1945), pp.44-65; BernabéÑäVaITo, "La .

Historizacion de Nuestra Filosofía," Filosofía s. Letras, 18, (19Lf.:J),
pp.�63-ë80; Patrick Romane.Ll, The .I':Takinß QL � �exican l1ind, (Univ.
oí' Nebraska,1�5ë); Hugo D!az-Thomé, IIEl mexicano y su historia,"
!:ill, ë, (1952), pp , 248-�58; Julio Le Riverend, "Problemas d e histo
riografía," Hlf,3', (1954), pp , 6ë-'68; Luis González y Gonzál ez, liEn
torno de la I'ñtegración de la realidad mtjx�\..ana," in homenaje a
Silvio Zavala, Estudios Hi,st6ricos, Ameri�c,anos.Jr (Hexico, 1953), np ,

407-424; Luis Villoro, "The Ristor! an f
s Task: the Mexican Per-

•
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spective," in Archibald Lewis and Thomas F. McGann,eds., The �
WorId !=o ok A_ Qtit s Hi s tory , (Univ , ofTexa s , 1963), pp • 173 -1§2;
Edmundo alGor-man, liLa Hovoluci6n Eexicana y la HistoriografJ..a,"

in §.eis Estudios Históricos_ de Tema Mex1.ca!l§:l.. (Univ. Veracruzana,

1960Y;-up. 2U3-220; and his TITres etarns de la historiografía

mexicana,
ti Anuario de Historia, (U1JA1'1), 2, (1962), pp.11-19;

Arturo Arnáiz y F'reß7 ""Tfëxican Historical Writing,
ti in A. Curtis

Wilgus,ed., The Caribbean: Eexico 1'.92.§-.1., (Univ. of F10rida,1964),

pp.216-224; the mere general essay by Arthur P. Whitaker, liThe

Enlj_ehtenment in Spanish America.,
If Proceedin!T.ê_ of the America!!

Philo�BDhica_1 Socie�y, 102:6, (1958), PP.555-559; and the out

�tanding collecti0n of blbliographical essays Dublished as !ill,
15:�-4, (1966), "Veinticinco anos de investigación histórica en

Hóxico. ti For philosophers secki� lo mexical1;Q: Antonio Caso,

México (Anuntamientos de cul turn Da trla) , ( UNAU, 1943); José C-aos,

En t.orno a La filosöfí� (2v .1,'Ië'Xico, 1952); Silvio Zavala, Aor-oxä»

iñäciones ä la historia de México (l\�exico, 1953); and Francisco

Larroyo, Lafilosofi"a---americana: su razón ;¡_ sin raz6n de ser,

(UN��,1958T.
--

-- --
--

,

2�. From his P,hilsophi,cal. Dictionary, in !� 'Works 9.! yoltaire,
translated by T. Smollett, (Paris,1901).

20.pj455; Wigberto Jiménez Moreno, "50 Afios de Historia Mexicana,"
HU, l, (1952), pp.449-455.
-

·2�. Cited by B. Navarro, Q£.cit. (note 22), p.268.

25. See R.G. Collingwood, "Human Nature and Human History," (1936),
in �e Idea of History, (New York,1956), Dp.205-230.

__________ _...,.. -4 �

2'6. See Hanuel Toussaint, Arte colonial £!! Méxic2J_ (Uexico, 1948);
pál Kelemen, Barogu.e � Rococo ig Latin America" (New York, 1951);

George Kubler and M. Soria., Art and Architecture in Snain and Por

tUßa� and tb.§.ir Ame.r:ican _2ominions, !50�-Üïl)O, (London,1959'JT Pedro

Henr-Equez Br-efia , liLa traducciones y par frasie en la Li teratura

mexicana de la época de independencia, (1800-1821) ,"Anales del

Museo Nacional de Araueqlogia, Historia, y Etnología, ( ser.3K
(1913), Du.51-64, 379-3S1; Diccionario de Escritores Me±icanos,

(UNAIl, 1967); Emeterio Valverde' y Téllez:-BTbliOgraff� FilosOffca

Mexica� (�!�exico,1907), and his Crítica FilO�4ficê. y_ Estudio Bib-·

f_iograficQ. s. Crítico de las Obras de FilosofJ..a, (¡"lexico, 1904);
John Tate Lanning, Academic Culture in the Soanish Colonies, (New

York,1940), his earlier "Lä Real yPootifical Universidad de

México y los preliminares de la.Independencia," Universidad Q.§.
Mexlc_o, 2:9, (1936), PP.3-4; and, most recent, u:radition and the

Enlightenment in the Soaniah Colonial Universities," Journal of

World History, pt.4, (1967); David Mayagoltia, Ambiente FilosOfico

� la Nueva Eeuaña, (Mexico,1946).
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27. Navarro, Q£.cit.

28. Agustín Hillares Carlo, "FeijÓo en América," Cuadernos Ameri

canos, 3,· (191�4), p.139-16ü; his Dos Discursos de Feij60 sobre

Amérièa,' (�'�exico, 1945), and his edition of Fei}Oo's Teatro

Crítico Universal, (Uadrid, 1923-1925).

29. Rafael Moreno, "Alzate, Educador ilustrado," HM,2, (1953),
PP.371-389;and his liLa concepción de ciencia en Alzate," !:ill,13,
(1964), PP.346-378.

.
\

30. Xav�:er Tavera Alfaro, £2. cit. (note 7).

31. Luis González y González, "El oot
á

nn amo nacionalista como

factor de la independencia de �,f:éxico, 'I in Estudios de historio

srafía americana, (Golegio de r..-réxico, 1948) -;-'Op .155-215; John

L." Phëlan, "lJeo':Aztecism in the Eighteenth century and the Genesis

of Mexican l\Jationalism," in Stanley Diamond, ed , , Culture in H:i_story,.
Essß'Lê in honor.21 p�tg Badin, (Columbia Univ , ,196U). See also

F. López Camara, and X. Tavera Alfaro, oE. cit; ·Francisco Larroyo,
:�!El movimiento de indeDendencia. Las influencias educativos,

II

�celsj_or, (!�exico Ci ty), 1far. 10,1953; Rafael Moreno, "La creación
de la nacionalidad mexicana,

' HM, 12, (1963), pp .531-551.
-

32. See also Carlos Pereyra, Humbolclt en América, (Madrid, 1917) i
Juan A. Ortega y Medina, Humboldt desdeUéxi'co, (UNAM,1960);
Matlanne O de Bopp, et al, Ensayos sobre Humbo!£1, (UNMj,1962);
Catalina Sierra, El nacimiento de r"léxico, ( UNAM, 1960), analyzes

- --

some of the consequences of this over�optimism.
Also see, for "the continuati�n o�guiara y Eguren's work,

A. Millares Carlo, "Don José Mariano Beristain de t30uza y su

Biblioteca HisDanoamericana Sententrional,
II Inter-American Review

of Bibliögräñhj,' 16, Cî96öf, pp.a.>-57; and Bëristain,op.cit.(note' 7).

33.Farriss, oPr.cit. See also Manuel Giménez Fernández, El concilio

IV Provj.ncial Hejicano., (Seville,1939); Mariano Cuevas,S.J., His-
. tor1a d e la lß.le sia en México, (5 v., El Paso, Texas, 1928); J osá
Bravo Ugarte, "El êl.ero-y laindependencia ••• ,

II

:ßbside, 5, (1941),
pp.612-630; ibid.,7, (1943) ,pp.4U6-409; Felix Alvarez Brun, "La

ilustración, la expulsión de los jesu!tas, y la independencia de

América," Cuadernos Americanos, 17, (1958), pp.148-167; Karl Schmi·tt,
"The Clergy and the Enllghtenrnent in Latin America; an analysis,"
!� America!!, 15, (1959), '9p.381-.591; and his liThe Clergy and the

Indenenctence of New Spain,
Il HAHR,34, (1954), 'Op.289-312¡ Elías

Martínez, "Los franciscanos y La independencia de !.�éxico, II Abside,
24, (1960), Dp.l�y-lb6; and Michael P. Costeloe, Church Wea.lth in

Mexi£Q, (Cambridge Univ.,1968). For an outstanding ë'Xëeption, äñ
enlightened and apparently antl-regalistic bishop (elect): Lillian
E. Fisher, ChampiorI.!.Qf Refonl1.: r:ianuel Abad Y.. �eioo, (New York, 19551 i
and Secretaría de Educaci6n PÚblica, Estudios £2 Abad Y.. Queipo,
(Mexico, 1947) •
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'"3'f- Orozco y .Horra, DOffiJ_nnción ••• o�. c ït, , and Priest.by, op. ct�.
José 'l'or í.b í.o J.I�dina, :lQti.cio.8 3io-Blblio;.:r,6r:tC8S 9-�� �Q.Q. JeQ.!3.ít§§..
�nu18.QQ (18 AT11(?r'ic� 812 K/J:2.Z, (�D.ntiaßo de Chilú,1914); J�ariéJ.no

Cuevas, S.J., có , , !e8o� !\o91�ent[tlo.§. de ËQ�.�_C.QL .s�r::l.o XVIII.

Prioß.Q, Zel1.§., Cl0.�Uc!':"Q, (l'�exico,l�Lt'+); Bc[).tr�z Enrnirez Camacho,
"Bravo rolnción Dobre ln eX9ulslón de los josultas de Nuevo, Es

puna," B!�GN, 7, (lY66), pp , 875-89U: Alberto Pr-ad eau y AVilón,
-_ ""

La exou t s í.ón de los Jesu.Lta.S àe las or-ov
ä

nc í.n o de S')norn., Osti-

E!üriY.. Sinalo8. £!l 17�;:-ëTß0Xico¡1959); Konetzkë, oo7CIt. (note19).

35. The most scholarly translation of Francisco Javier Alegre is

Historia de La Pr-ovïnc
í

a d o la Com�)añía de Jostle du Nu ev a Ssnaña,
'{4 v",Homû;� IY5Y-196U),ed1ted-by ErnestJ. Burru�S:J-:-and Folix .:.

Zubillaga, S.J. García Icazbalceta I
s translation oí' 1.:anuel Fabri I

s

life of Al egr-o frum Latin to Castilian appears in his Obras, v ,»,

pp. l8u-184. Soanlsh translati�1s of Rafael Land1var's �usti-
..

-- .....

catio Eexicana, one by Federico ?scobedo and another by Ignacio
Loureda, werefirst published in l��exico in 19�4. Reputedly best

is the prose version by Octaviano Valdés, r�� los �amDo8 de

México, (Hexico,194l). Also see Jorge A. Ruedas de la Serna, "Un

poema Desconociào del P. José Julian Parreño, Jesuito expulso
en 1767," BAGN, 7, (1966), up. 863-874; Ignaci o Osario R., "Diego
José Abad, '-'bibliograf{a, II B·ole.B.n de Lé! Bibliols;ca j/�acion.@.1,14,
(1963), pp.7l-97; Justino Fernánàcz, "Fedro J'osnarquez en el

r-e cu er-ö o y en la crítica," &2al� �1_el. Ins i ti tuto ££ Inve8�j r;acm nes

Estétlcas, (UNAU), 8, (1963), PP.5-20. For e arLy bib.liography of

'Clavijero see Luis González Obregón, �� Abat� FranciscQ Ja��r
Clä.Vijer�. �oticlas 121-.Q-bibliosr-ªfiQ-ª.ê., (Hexico, 19�7); Ruben

García, Bio-Biblioßrafi� del Historiador Francisco Javier Clàvi

\,J er�, (l,�exico'- 1Y31).

B6� Antonello Gerbi, Vleja� Polémic§..ê. sob� el Nuevo �,��ndo (Lima,
1943) ,and his DisDutas del nuevo mumo:-Tl\'�exico,1949); José

Miranda, "Clavijero en la rlustraëión mexicana,
II

Cuadernos, Ameri
canos, 5, (1946), pp.18ü-196; Julio Le Riverend Brusone, "La His

toria Antigua de !,,'!éxico del Padre Francisco Jä.vier Clavijero,
11 in

Estudios de Historiop:rafia de la Nueva �8Daña, (Colegio de r..�éxico,
1945), pp.2�j-j��; Victor RIcolGonzâ1ez�Historiadores Mexicanos

de! Sle;lq XVIII, (UNAM, 1949); LUis Villoro, Los grandes ill.9.E}entos
del lndigeni� � l!éxlco, (!',�exico, 1950); and his "La naturaleza.
americana en OLav

ä

j er-o ,

II La Palabra y_ £! Homb�, (Oct-Dic.1963), .

pp. 543-550; Charles Edward Ronan, S.J., IIFrancisco Javier l!.�arianoJ
Clavijero, (�731-1787), It in the forthcoming v oL, 12 or The Hand

book of f'.'liddle American Indians, Phelan, "Neo-Aztecism,
1f oo:cIt'.

(note�l)j Francisco àe la Maza; El Guadaluoanismo mexicañö,
(Mex�co, 1953).

--
----

•

. - .
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37. Sir Lewis Narnier, Vanished Sunremacies, (New York,1�b)),p.23.
----

---------

38. Luis Villoro, "Historia de las Ideas," HM, 15, (1966), p.166.
-

59. José de La Fuente, Arbol 5�alóßico � � familia Hidale¡. Z
Costilla, (Hexico,19l0), and h i a Hidalgo Jnti�, (1.1eXicO,1�lO ;

Also in that centenary year of the revo.Lut .....on, Genaro Garcla,

in Documentos hist6ricos mexicanos, oo.cit. (note 7), included

documents cOñCerning Hidalßo and related to him; William S. Robert

son, "¡::iguel Hä d aLgo y Costilla,
II in the Ri se of the SDanish h!!-

er
í

can Renub.L'ï c s as told in the Lí v as of their Liberators, fï\;ew

Yor-kand Lond on, 1912); Lulâ Castillo Ledón,-Hfdalß(" ( 2 v., l.íexico,

1948); J es�s Amaya, El padr,� Hidalgo y_ Chos -ªu,yo..ê_, !',íexico,�952) ;

Jest�s Rodl"'lßuez Frausto, tiLos gentilicios de Hidalßo,
II ExcelsiQ!:,

May 10, 1953; arid his Hidalgo no era c;uRnajuatense, (.!texico,

1953}; aeLeo t.ä cns from-the Cuadro H18t6rico de la :<evoluci6n

l\�exicana of Carlos Harra de Bustamante, published as Hidalß.Q,

(Mexico, 1Y53); Agustín Cue canovca ,
Hid algq O�exico, 1953); Jesús

Romero Flores, Don .'[iguel Hina.lgo Y.. Costilla, (Hexico, 1953); Hugh M.

Ha.mill, Jr., Th; HïdalßQ �volt, (Uni,:. of Florida, 19(6); .,arrd·
-

two theses: !·::arla de los Ange.i e s Hennandez Díaz, "Biografla de

Don Higuol Hidalgo y Costilla," (Instituto Federal de CaDaclta-

c
í ón del J..'iAgisterio. Escuela Normal Oral), and Luz Marfa López

Licona, "Biografía de don !Jliguel Hidcl go y Costilla," �t the same

institution; both are dated 1967. Also see Rafaà Heliodoro Valle,

"Bibliografía sobre Don Biguel Hidalgo y Costilla," Boletrn de

la Biblioteca N�cional, 10, (1959); and adenda by Emilia Romero

.

de Valle, ibId., 11:1, (1960); and the historiographical study,

Juan Hernández Luna, Image�e£ Hist6ricas de tlidalg£, (UNAM,1953).

40. Salvador Reyes Hurtado, "P.idalgo en San Nicolás," Letras

Nicolai,tas, (Horelia), 4, (1953); Enrique Arregu1n Vélez, 00:-0, "

Hidalgo, §.!! � Q.Qleei q de San Nicolás,. Documentos, Inédi t�,

( Mor-eLí.a , Univ. �.�ichoacana, 1956); Juliá'n Bonavi t, Historia del

coleß.lQ ill! San r-.ricolás, (Univ. Michoacana,1958); Pablo G. MEas,

Hidalgo, reformador � maestro, (UNM�,1959); and the general bio

graphies listed above.

41. See Nicolás Rangel, "Estudios Universitarios de 108 princi

pales caudillos de la independencia. Miguel Hidalgo y Costilla,

1753-1811," BAGN, a, (1930).

42. The Disertaci�n was originally written in both Spanish and

Latin. The Spanish version only is known and i8 in the Huseo de

Morelia. The text, with the orislnal orthography, apoeared in

Anales del Museo ��ichoacano, l, (1939), PP.58-74; and in modern

form as an aonend1x to Bonav1t, Q£.cit.,jp.4l3-435,
as well as

in Gabriel Méndez Plancarte, Hidalg�. Reformador intelectual,

(H?XiCO, 1945). Alao see Rafael Heliodoro Valle,.Q.2..cit.l BB�,
.lO • 2, P • 42.
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43. La Fuente, oD.cit.; Luis Castillo Led6n, "Una disertaci6n de
Hidalgo, II Revista 1.Cexicana de Estudios Hist6ricos, l, (1927), pp.
180-184; Ramos, Historla-;oñ'. cit:; G. UëndezPläñCärte, Hidalrro,
.2£, ci t.; Juan Hernández lLunä;'El mundo int electual de Hidalg'ô,"
HlI, 3, (1953), pp. 157-177, appeared in the broentenniaI y,ear of
Hidalgo I

s birth; Rafael L'�oreno, "La teología ilustrado de Hidale;o,"
ID.1, 5, (1956), �p.j2l-336. For Hidalgo's intellectual proclivltiea
before It)lO also see Filosor1a V Letras, 1.17-48 (lY�2) and Bd,): 2,
(1953), issues devoted to Hidalgo; JOesus Peyes Heroles, "Cootinu
adad del liberalismo mexicano," Cuadernos Americanos,13, (1954),
pp.16Y-�02; Aßustín�Rivera, �idalßq �!�ôve� te6�o�q, (Guadalajara,
1954); .AJ.fonso Garcln Ruiz, Iàeario d� !iidalg..Q, ( 1'.1exico, 1955);
Edmundo O'Gorman, "Hidalgq en la Historia,

Ir l'iemori a � l� Academia
Mexicana de la Historia, 23, (1964), pp , 221-247; and Luis Vil1oro,
El nroCësoid'ëoUgicq � la revoluci6n� de lndeoendencia, (UNAM,
1967) •

4405ee the documents relevant to Inquisition records concerning
Hidalgo and also those of his causa in Hernández y návaloS,Q2.£l1.
(note 7), and other documents concerning tnose yeara published in
various issues of BAGN.

45. Silvia Zavala., "Mexä c o , La Revolución. La Independencia." in
Ricardo Levene, ed., Historia de América, (13 v.,Buenos Aires,
1940-1�41), vols. 7 and 11; Luis Villoro, La Revolución de Inde

pende�cia" (UNAM, 1953); Hamill, .Q£.ci t. (ñöte 39). -:--

46. Richard Konetzke, Colección de Documentos oara la Historia de

}-� Eor,mación social deHisDañ'öämèriè§_, ï49_¿-18W-;:-(3v:--;Uadrid,-
1962); Chavez Orozco, Documentos,on.cit�note 15); Victoria Ler
ner, "Consideraciones sobre La pohlacion de la Nueva Espana (1793-
lelu) según Humboldt y Navarro y Noriega," HM, 17, (1968),pp.
327-348; Sherburne F. Cook, "The Popu.iat

ï

on of }�exlco in 1793,"
Human Biol05;L, 14, (l�42), pp.499-515; and his liThe Smallpox Eni
demie of 1797 in Mexico," �ul1etin of the Hist.9..�;Y: of gedicine,
7, (1939), PP.937-969; also Donald E. Cooper, 'Eoidernic Disease
in Mexico City, 1761-181,2: An administrative, 80cial, and medical
StudY, (Üniv.-of Texas,1965).I

47. Sergio Morales ROdriguez, "Costumbres y creencias en la Nueva
España," in Estudios historicos americanos, .Q£�èit.,pp.425-476;
Luis Navarro García, liLa socidad rura� de México en el siglo
XVIII, It Anales (�e Universidad Hiaoalense, l, (1963); alao sea V.
Alessio Robles,-r.Los condiciönës socia�es en el norte de la Nueva
España, It in Memor-í as de la Academia Mex

ï

cana de la Historia, 4,
(1945); Charles Gibson, �h�Transformation or-thë Indian Commun
lty in New Spain, 1500-1810,11 Cahiers d'histoire mondiale, 2:3,
(1955); also aee D.E. Löpez Sarrelangue, ttPoblacië5ri indígena de

•

•
o
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·.

la Nueva Eannfia en el s
ï

gLo XVIII, II Hll, 12, (1963), op.516-530;
Gonzalo Aguirre Beltrán, 1.Q noblaclón n�6� � r/�Xi£Q, 1519,-1810,
(llex1co,ly46); Romeo Flores Cabnl�ero, Los espanoles en la vida
política, econ6mlca, y social de México: l804-1838,"(Ph.D. thesis,
Un1v. oí Tcxas,lY68).

48. See J osé �.�iranda, !:§..ê. Ideas, oP._ ci t.; Manuel Giménez Fernán
dez, LEts doctrinas Dopulistas en la indeoendencia de Hä co afio-Am
ér1ca;-(Seville,I§47); Vl11oro;-El proceso and L� ßevolU926�,oo.
cit., Juan L6nez Cancelada, Conducta del Excelentismo Senor Don
José Iturrißaray, (Cadiz,.lö12); and-hiS-La Vero ad Snbida'y' Buena
Fé Guarànda, (Cadiz, 1811); the rej oinder by Fray Servand o Teresa
de �lier (Jósé Guerra), Historia de la Rev oLuc

ï ón de la Nueva Es

pana, (2 v , , Lond on, leI) )';- Genö.r'oGarera, :�.1" ñ1êln de mel e o en-' eñëia
eTe la Nueva Esnaña en 1808, (Mex Lco , 190.,,) ;VV111iamU. Hobertson,
IT''ifh� J'untas of lWèfana the Spanish Colonies,

II

Enl?,.lish HistoricalRevlew, 31, (1916), PP.573-585; A. F. ZimmEr man, rSpaln and its
Colonies, l808-1�2u, II HAHR, 11, (1931), pp.439-463i Enrigue La
fuente Ferrari, � virrey Iturrigara� � los oríge� � la I�
nendencia de géxlco, (Madrid,1941); Frances M.·Foland, "Pugnas
po.Liticas ëñ el HéxlCO de 1808," .till, 5, (1955), PP.30-41; also,
on the mysteri�us Talamantes: Luis González Oqreg6n, "Fray Melchorde Ta�a�antes, in

...Ensa:[o,s históri.cos, Y... biográficos, (l.:exico,1937), Jenaro Garcla, Documentos (1910) oD.cit.,vo�. 7· and
Emi1a Romero de Valle, "Fray r.Celchor de Talamantes "h1.f 11
(1961), pp , �8-56; and her l'Bibliografia de Fray 1.feichör' T 1�-
mantes," ibid. ,pp.443-48ó. For earl.ier disaffection, Nicol�s Ran
gel, Los nrecursores ideo16gicos de la Guerra de Indeuendencia
1789-1794:, (1rIexi'co,lY29T.

- - - - _,

•
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The Institute of LatinAmerican Studies The University of Texas atAustin

AREA CODE 512 471-5551 214 ARCHWAY, AUSTIN-78705

August 20, 1969

Dra. María del Carmen Velázquez
Vicepresidente, Comision De Historia Del
Instituto Panamericano De Geografia E Historia
El Colegio de México
Guanajuato 125
M�xico 7, D. F.

Dear María:

Upon my return from Europe, I learned of the election
of Dr. Bernal as Presidente of the Comision De Historia and
you as the ComisionTs Vicepresidente. Please accept my con

gratulations and very best wishes for a successful tenure in
that post.

As National Member for the U. S., I look forward to the
opportunity to work with you and Dr. Bernal during the coming
years. With kindest personal regards, I remain

Sinc.e ely yours,

Stan ey R.
National Me er for the U.S.

SRR:gdg
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8 d p i mb d 1969.

arta lat1va a

la Comi itSn d

aludo de

d 19-

oria.8016 v o

R iba u

Carm n 1_ ...._

tudio Hi rico •
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30 de octubre de 1969

Sr. Stanl y Ross
Institute of Latin
Unive ity of Taxa
Austin, T x.

Estimado Stanley:

cri o a u t d
b cas que COD

di t oamerie

arican tudies

er mejor informaci n obre la
iv rsidad de Tex para estu-

to qu 10 tudiant s qu stán te�
tría pronto lo harán y d sean salir
nar u studio.

minando
al xtr

ißt r a i'n i la Universidad de Texas

ayuda a 10 tudi 1 nte para tudiar en la

propia U iv idad oit i coneed ayuda a tudi tes

que e t n en otra uniT idad, o para hacer un iaj de estu

dio, o para r alizar una iD t1gaoi6n e pecífi a en otra b1
-

b110teca o centro fuera d T x •

�i i ra yo, por o, r la mayor info aci6n sobre
1 po ibilidad de obt n r becas t to n tado Unidos
como en ropa.

pongo que lo
dad 7 qui ntone
unto.

ted pr6xi am nt n ta ciu
hablar ampliament obre este

Muy rad eida por la re pu ta que d' u ted a mi car

ta, lo aluda muy cordia1 nte.

aria d 1 Carm V lá u

Dir tora
e d Estudio Hi t6rieo •

q OG

rdCV/A



INSTITUTE OF LATIN AMERICAN STUDIES
214 Archway

THE UNIVERSI1Y OF TEXAS AT AUSTIN

November S, 1969

Profesora María del Carmen Velázquez
Directora
Centro de Estudios Hist6ricos
El Colegio de México
Guanajuato 125
México 7, D. F.

·Dear Profesora Velázquez:

Your letter dated October 30 arrived during
Dr. RossTs absence. He is now at Oaxtepec-

attending the Third Meeting of Mexican-United
States Historians which ends on November 7.

If you wish you may contact him at the Del
Prado Hotel, where he will be staying the

nights of November 7-10 or at the Alameda
November 11-13. He plans to return to Austin
on November 14.

Sincerely,

Martha Dickson (Mrs.)
Secretary to

Dr. Stanley R. Ross


