Causes and Goals of Mexican Revolution

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.
Madero’s Perspective


Madero, a wealthy landowner from Mexico, wanted political change for Mexico, not social change. Throughout his Plan of San Luis Potosi, Madero charges that the government is corrupt and bent to Diaz’s Dictatorial will. However, Madero’s plan charges for political reform when it says “But this violent System can no longer exist” (Madero). Madero firmly believed in a government of the people, however social change would have to be something that the people themselves did, as since he was elite, he wanted to protect his property. This was not what many poor Indians and his other rivals wanted. Since he was unable to bring about meaningful change in a small period, his followers deserted him for Zapata and other leaders who promised change immediately and by force if necessary. This balancing act was impossible for Madero to maintain and thus, it cost him his life. 

Zapata’s Perspective

In the Zapata document, he describes that he wishes to maintain and obtain the fulfillment of the promises made by the revolution of November 20, 1910.  To do this, he has proposed the plan described in this document.  The plan states that Francisco Madero is unfit to carry out the promises of the revolution, which he was the author of.  Zapata endorses the Plan of San Luis Potosi for the benefit of the oppressed peoples and will defend them on grounds of fulfilling the promises of the revolution.  He maintains that “lands, woods, and waters” belong to the towns or citizens who have corresponding titles to the properties that were taken away from them (Zapata).  Therefore, the people of these lands will attain the properties at any cost as their right of the revolution.  The government will take lands of monopolies so that the people of the towns can use the lands for appropriate purposes, increasing the welfare of the people.  This plan also explains that properties of the hacendatos, cientificos, or caciques will be seized and their value will be used to pay for war indemnities and pensions for the people who will struggle for upholding the plan.  The final goal of Zapata’s plan is to convert from a private to a governmental control of lands and give back the land that was taken from the church.
Source Evaluations
Constitution of 1917 (Article 123)


The document is part of the Mexican Constitution of 1917 that, to this day, is still in use. It contains provisions concerning work and wages, which may work, when, hours, and etcetera. The source is limited because the whole was not made available, and sections are missing from it. The source is not interpretative, since the sections given were very tight on enforcements.  There are no limitations except to possible reader bias.
Fransisco Madero, The Plan of San Luis de Potosí, 1910

This document is a persuasive essay to the people of Mexico, concerning the recent election that took place in Mexico. Madero cites reasons such as 32 years of dictatorship and problems with the Justice System and legislature as furthering of the executive. The source is limited in factual information that it does not showcase what things that Diaz has done to benefit the Mexican people as a country and as individuals. Madero interprets the recent election and status quo as being bad for both the country and the people of Mexico. Furthermore Madero believes that the election was stolen from him, and that Diaz is a brutal dictator. The limitations here are that Madero is probably bitter form being forced from Mexico. Madero also writes this to persuade the Mexican people to his views.

Emiliano Zapata, The Plan de Ayala, 1906

This source is valuable in that it shows how Zapata, among the other potential land owners of Mexico, do not see that the goals of the revolution were fulfilled and that they see fit to install another set of plans to correct for the faults of the revolution and what the outcomes of the revolution had been.  Zapata’s popularity among the landless peasants led to the adoption of some of the key terms of his plan into the Constitution of 1917.  Therefore, this document, written by one of the many important revolutionaries of the time, is valuable in its ability to explain the goals of the revolution and how Madero did not address them, but that they were later adopted into the Constitution of 1917.
Nathan Whetten, Rural Mexico, 1948


This source explains the effects of the Constitution of 1917 and land reform after the revolution and into the 1940’s.  It is valuable in that it explains the down sides and inadequacy of the Constitution of 1917 and how its ideas were not played out in the future.  However, Whetten supports such claims of injustice with many facts and numerical references to numbers of people with land and without land.  This increases the validity of the claims of the source and the information of the source itself.   Whetten also views the side of production and movement within the agricultural industry, explaining both good and bad qualities of the agricultural world and its effects on the people and Mexico.
Lazaro Cardenas, Speech, 1938

President Lazaro Cardenas delivered this radio speech across Mexico in 1938. It was delivered after “a dispute between American and British oil companies and the unions erupted into strike” (Cardenas). This was followed by legal battles between the Mexican union workers and the American and British oil companies. Cardenas decided to “resort to the application of the Expropriation Act, as there were no means less drastic or decision less severe that might bring about a solution of the problem” (Cardenas). Cardenas gives good background information on the events that lead up to the strikes and the fact that the workers and the companies’ viewpoints were “found to be very far apart”. His narration of the events is pretty straightforward, but when he begins to talk about the ways the companies can “[bring] additional capital for the development and progress of the country” (Cardenas), his opinions come out. He then justifies his decision to expropriate the companies. The values of this document are that it brings about a viewpoint of a person who was very involved in this event and understood what was happening. The limitations of this source is that it is a public speech, and is meant for his people, so he may have withheld information that could make him look bad or that the people shouldn’t know. Plus, he is the president of Mexico, and probably has inherent biases against the U.S, so it isn’t for sure if that is an accurate account of what happened.

Jesus Silva Herzog, An Essay about the Mexican Revolution, 1946

Jesus Silva Herzog was a Mexican economist, editor, and government official (The Balance Sheet of the Revolution). He wrote this essay to conclude about the movement about land that we done in Mexico. This was probably geared towards the people of Mexico, as he somewhat venerates the Mexican government. His thesis asserts that the land hunger is what caused the Mexican revolution, supports the way land was distributed, and maintains that whatever good came out of it made up for the bad. His evaluation of the land reforms and distribution is very effective, as he uses analogies to help his point along. Some of the limitations of this essay are that there is a potential bias because he is a Mexican government official. He obviously will agree with the way the government distributed the land; therefore, he will use limited examples from this time. Although, he does admit that the government has made mistakes. The values of this source are that he gives a unique perspective on the land reforms, and shows that it can also be good when the peasants don’t get as much land. 

José E. Iturriaga, “México’s Historical Crisis,” 1947

Jose E. Iturriaga is a Mexican sociologist writing about what he sees as the future of Mexico. The purpose of this document is to inform and educate, it seems like he just wants to explore the reasons why the Revolution failed. He gives a valuable perspective, saying that there must be “a genuine incorporation of the people into the governance”. This is valuable because it shows there were viewpoints in favor of the masses in Mexico. He presents his ideas very well and gives two different reasons as to why the Revolution failed. Its limitations is that he put some of his opinions in and that may add a bias to the writing. He comes in between the facts and gives his own personal narrative of what happened. This embarks from a purely factual piece of work. 

