The Mexican revolution began with Priest Miguel Hidalgo’s call to arms and ended with Augustine de Iturbide in 1917. The years in between were rife with conflict and wars. Hidalgo, regarded by many as the father of the revolution, believed in great political and social revolution. Many indigenous peoples believed that they were repressed under the status quo of their time. However, the elites of this period did not want great social change although they believed a break from Spain was necessary.  The conflicts during the earlier part of the revolution were reflective of the remaining problems of Mexico at the time. No commonality could be reached that satisfied both camps until the revolution’s end in 1917, which promised much for the Mexicans. The revolution was born of hunger for land, and political reform, and ended after years of bloodshed in a constitution with a strong government.  Therefore, the creation of the Constitution of 1917 achieved and addressed the goals of the revolution at the time, but its effects on Mexico in the future would not be accounted for within the Constitution.


During the revolution, the people that were involved expressed their goals in the Liberal Plan.  This plan called for freedom of speech, freedom of press, suppression of the jefes politicos, the complete secularization of education, and the nationalization of all church property.  Much of this plan dealt with the land reform and change in the labor system and working conditions of the country.  An example of how the Constitution addressed one of the issues of the Revolution is in article 123 by saying “The maximum duration of work for one day shall be eight hours” (Constitution of 1917).  This proves that the constitution did in fact address the idea of labor and the problems of labor in Mexico.  Also in this article, it states, “the minimum wage to be received by a worker shall be general of according to occupation” (Constitution of 1917).  Therefore, the Constitution did address the ideas of labor and fulfill the ideas of the Revolution.


Article 27 of the Constitution of 1917 deals with the property rights in Mexico.  Within this article, they incorporate some of the ideas stated in The Plan De Ayala by Emilio Zapata.  This again shows that the constitution did address the ideas that the revolutionaries wanted to see change in Mexico.  Such ideas as land reform and taking the “lands, woods, and waters” back from the large land owners (Zapata).  As a prominent leader in the revolution, Zapata offers a valuable source to what the main ideas of the revolution and how the Constitution needed to address those ideas.  However, in the excerpt from Nathan Whetten’s Rural Mexico, he explains the downside to the effects of the amendments made by the Revolution and what the effects of the Constitution were around the time of the 1940’s.  He explains that the poor people that lived within Mexico did not change their status or amount of land that they owned and even when they did get land, it wasn’t enough to sustain them on their own (Whetten).  He goes on to explain that the government tried to provide for the smaller land owners, but their needs were “far greater than could be supplied to by the present” (Whetten).  

The Constitution of 1917 addressed what the people of Mexico wanted to see at the time, but was not able to deliver such promises in the current state that Mexico was in.  Moving into the 1940’s, the land situation had given only a fraction of what the Revolutionaries had wanted for the smaller landowners of Mexico to be entitled to.  The effects of what the Constitution of 1917 had placed on Mexico would not be able to account for what the Revolutionaries wanted, even though it addressed the Revolutionary’s ideas into the Constitution.
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