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PRESENTATTION

Mr. LOMBARDI subtitles his study The Political Ideology of Fray Servando
TERESA de MIER. Certainly he analyzes that ideclogy most lucidly, and
with copious quotations from Fray Servando's publications. But this book
1s considerably more than an analysis of a political ideology. Fray
Servando was primarily a propagandist; and the ideology he presents must
necessarily be set against the background of the circumstances 1n which,

and the people to whom, his propaganda was launched. Without purporting

to write his biography, Mr. LOMBARDI gives us a picture of Fray Servando

himself; and he emerges as a very interesting person, living in an exclt-
ing time and involved in complex and significant political situation,

The very ambiguity of Fray Servando's relationship to these situations--
the extent of hils actual participation, the effectiveness of his inter-

-zntion ——- adds to the interest of the study. Mr. LOMBARDI is particular-

_-> helpful in pointing out the basic continuity of Fray Servando's work,

wnlch lles rather in his purposes than 1n the congrulty of his expressed

colitical ideclogy,

JUNTA DE DIRECTORES
CIDOC SONDEOS




PREFACE

Of the meny Spanish Americans made famous by the wars for
independence from Spain, few led as bizarre a 1ife as the Mexican
Dominican Fray Servando Teresa de Mier. The controversy over his
worth, intentions, and influence began during his lifetime and con-
tinues today. Many students of Fray Servando have concentrated on

his picturesque and quixotic career as & religious controversialist

and Furopean adventurer. There was more 1o Fray Servando than this.
His most important work, on which he expended his greatest efforts,

was propagandizing in favor of American independence from Spaln.
Naturally his primary interest was in his homeland, Mexico, and upon
the liberation of that country he turned his attention to the best

form of government for the newly lndependent nation. The ideas and
theories set forth in his propagandistic tracts have as yet been little
studied. In this essay I will analyze the content of Fray Servando's
political ideology with particular reference to the liberation of
America and the formation of a government for Mexico. Unfortunately

it is outside the scope of this essay to discuss the practical influence
Mier's ideas had on his contemporaries.

T wish to thank the staffs of the Columbia University library,
the New York Public Library, and the Hispanic Socilety of America for
+their assistance in locating the various published works by Mier. 1
owe a special debt of gratitude to Dr. Nettie Lee Benson and the staff

of the Latin American Library of the University of Texas Library for

helping me use their extensive collection of books and manuscripts Dby

and about Padre Mier.
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Throughout the preparation of this essay I have benefited greatly

from the advice of Professor Lewis Hanke. His comments and suggestions

have helped improve this work in innumerable ways.

Tn these acknowledgements a special place is reserved IOor my wife,

Cathryn Lee Lombardi, whose patient and painstaking assistance made com-

pletion of this effort possible.

Responsibility for any errors 1is of course mine alone,

John V. Lombardi -
Indiana University
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Padre Mier's political ideclogy is a case study in the Spanish

r - wife, ~merican independence movement. He and his ideas reveal some of the
=z iz COm=- rztionalizations, justifications, and motives for independence. Many

zersonality traits and intellectual quirks that disqualify him as a

reat statesman or political theorist increase his usefulness as a re-

tma

*_ector of contemporary social and political thought. Padre Mier was
= egotist, a superficial scholar, and a man who had to cccupy the center
cf every stage. The exaggeration of ordinary events and invention of
_maginary triumphs was one of his favorite pastimes. VYet these qualities
zssure us that Padre Mier espoused few unpopular causes,

His major and most successful occupation was writing political
~ropaganda, an art requiring keen understanding of his publiec. He was
? -~l1kely to argue for independence on the basis of theories little under-
:=-cd or appreciated by his audience. TFach argument or theory of his was
2r2cted at one particular group of people. For this reason many contra-
2ictions and inconsistencies appear in his ideology. Yet one can almost
~~art the course of American thinking about independence from Padre Mier's

itical tracts. His propaganda generally contained both sides of any

I._-_il

~zument, for he was careful to name the doctrines he refuted.

-

The most difficult task in a study of Fray Servando de Mier's polit-
222 i1deas 1s to separate the man from his thought. If we believed every-
~~inz he said, we would be forced to the conclusion that Mexico was liber-

=222 from Spain only through the efforts and writings of Mier. TFurthermore,

<z would be obliged to give Fray Servando credit for directing the first
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steps of the new nation. come students have fastened on this pronounced -

egotism as reason to iismiss him as some sort of madman without signifi- S s e -

cance for the study of Mexican history. The proponents of this school e o .

of thought find it impossible to take him " . . en serio y como hombre ¢ ez

normal , % .13 they see him only as some sort of psvchological curl- .

Osity-rl '.; -

At the other extreme are those relatively uncritical bilographers =

who are willing to believe evervthine Mier claimed to be true. Placing L .-

him amone the most important personages of Mexican historyv, these students e =

hail Mier as s father of the nation. There is almost a cult of mierista e ir oz

historians who repeat the praises of his first biographer, José Eleuterioc .

Gonzélez.2 e e iz s

0f course, the truth lies somewhere in between these extremes. e

Padre Mier's contemporaries agreed thatl he was an extravagant character -

made popular by his curious life and unbelievable stories. Conservatlive -

historian Lucas Alamén thought Mier, " . . . la mezela mas extrafia de las -

mas opuestas calidades."3 Carlos Marfa Bustamante was a bit more enthu- L -

siastic, calling Fray Servando a man of sure and moral principles who was s

Of one thing we can be sure, Mier

L L

gifted with keen political insight.

vas a controversial and well known figure of his time.

Although in recent years the studies on Mier have become less par- L g

tisan, the task of separating fact from fiction has only been partially S

completed. In their effort To assess Mier's importance and role in Mexican Ca s

history, these 1ster historians have been rather critical. R

1 will not try to solve the problem of Padre Mier's importance and e e =

influence. In this study, my concern is with the political ideas in his ey -

i ta
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e = _m2ed -»opaganda in favor of independence and other causes. It is impossible,

PSR -4 course, to discuss a man's ideas in a vacuum without consideration
St ~¥ his personality and career. I think it safe to affirm with Edmundo
P tITire N Gorman that Mier's exhibitionism " . . . es la clave para comprender
L. tiri- le mayoria de sus actos y la explicacidn del tono de toda su vida. "0

Yet this exhibitionism, as well as the proncunced egotism evident in all
S his writings, in no way detracts from the value and importance of his

Fo2IlnZ ideas. Fictitious or not, his extraordinary adventures liven up what

» T llents might have been rather dull political tracts. The politics of his writ-
g~ 2TL_=%8 ings are easily separated from Mier's personal adventures; his message
' =_7erio said so many times in so many different ways, would be impossible to miss.

It seems reasonable to assume that Mier's eccentricities made his prorpa-

== ganda more effective, not less.
= 2 er On 18 October 1763 José Servando Teresa de Mier Noriega y Guerra
FriTlve was born in Monterrey, Nuevo Reino de Lebén, New Spain. "Era de noble
k2 Z2 las prosapia, como que, por la linea paterna descendia de los Duques de Granada
P zTIU- v de los Marqueses de Altamira, y, por la materna, de los primeros con-
f v Was quistadores del Nuevo Reilno de Leén.“7 He completed his first studies
y 12T in Monterrey and in 1780 took the habit of the convent of Santo Domingo
of Mexico. He then went to the College of Porta Coeli where he studied
P TAr- philosophy and theology. After receiving the degree of Doctor in Theology,
L2V he returned to the Convent where he served as a reader in philosophy. In
== Mexican the fourteen years between his entrance into the Convent and the famous
Guadalupe speech, Mier acquired some fame as a preacher. During this time
-2 and he gained his knowledge of Church law so evident in his propagandistic
g .~ 1S tracts of later yvears. In November 1794 Tray Servando was selected to

117}
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vreach a sermon commemorating the death of Hernén Cortés. The occasion
of this speech was one of great patriotic fervor. It was considered a

major celebration of Spanish greatness. Evidently Fray Servando rose

to the occasion and delivered a speech sufficiently laudatory and elo- 3
quent, for it drew approval from royel officials and earned him "o, . - g
gran aplauso y fama."8 ey

This speech may be considered the beginning of Fray Servando's - -
public career. His success in this effort led to his nomination as - —
nreacher for the celebration of the apparition of Mexico's patroness, T
the Virgin of GCuadalupe. Mier had been chosen for this honor for two -
reasons. First, he was a well known preacher of talent, and second, L

his politiecs were believed sound because of his sermon in praise of

Cortés. How wrong this assessment of Fray Servando was became evident C -

on 12 December 1794 when he gave his now famous sermdn guadalupano.

1L
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NOTES TC INTRODUCTION

1p1fonso Junco, El increible Fray Servando: vpsicologia y

epistolario (Mexico, 1959), v. 17. The most extreme proponent of

this attitude, Junco wrote, " era [Mier] un titigqueante, combativo,
atrayente en su trato, bogquiflojo, megaldmano, de cultura vastisima

v brillante pero sin coherencia ni profundidsd, amigo de la democracis
nero con grandes infulas aristocrlticas, coplioso en extravagancias
pintorescas y & la vez en rotundos estallidos de sentido comfin, en

suma, un hombre contradictorioc, original, din@mico, con algo y aun

algos de chiflado." Junco, Gente de M&jico (Mexico, 1937), p. 11l.

2José Eleuterio Gonzflez, Biografis del benemérito mexicano D.

Servando Teresa de Mier Noriega y Guerra (Monterrey, 1876).

3lucas Alamé&n, Fistoria de Méjico desde los primeros movimientos

gue prepararon su indevendencia en el afio de 1808 hasta la 8poca

presente (Yexico, 1852), V, 6bLk,

Fr TR

Loarlos Marfa Rustamante, Fistoria del emperador D. Agustin de

Tturbide hasta su muerte: y establecimiento de la replblica popular

federal (Mexico, 1846), p. 60. 1In 1820 an inquisitor in Mexico wrote

to Vicerovy Apodaca that Mier " es de un caracter altivo, soberbio ¥y
presuntuoso: posee una instruccidn muy vasta en la mala literatursa:
eg de un genio duro, vivo y audaz." Mier thought this quite a compli-

ment and recited it with pride before the first constituent congress.

Juan A. Mateos, Bistoria parlamentarias de los congresos mexicsanos de

1821 & 1857 (Mexico, 1877), I, 679-680, It will be a long time before

H

the last word will have been said on Fray Servando's personality.
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’To» example, Miquel i Vergés and Diaz-Thomé believe Mier's

" vida vnolitica es escasa, Su influencia débhil . . . ¥ su

aetividad arrancari siempre de la aventura personal que, con V1SoOS

de inverosimilitud, se engarza €n Su figura sin que &1 puede desorender

. . » -~
de ella desde su adolescencia," J.M, Mrguel 1 Vergés and Hugo Dlaz-

Thomé, eds. Escritos s néditos de Fray Servando Teresa de vier (MYexico,

10hL), p. 13. For a good selection of the opposite viewpoint see the

» * * -
September 1963 issue of Armas y Letras. Te University of Muevo LeOn

1
¥ 3
1}

dedicated this issue to the celebration of the centennial of Padre Mier's
N

pirth. Particularly good 3iscussions of Mier's volitical ideas can be

found n Edmundo O'Gorman, ed. Fravy Servando Teresa de Mier (Mexico,

19L45): and Miquel i Vergés and D{az~Thomé's notes 1o the Escritos inéditos.

.....

For a fuller treatrent of the controversies surrounding Padre Mier's life

(unpublished Ph.D.

cee Redford K. Hadley, "The Enigmatic Padre Mier,"

dissertation, University of Texas, 1955).

bramundo 0'Gorman, Seis estudios higtdricos de tema mexicano
P e ———— o

(Xalapa, 1960), p. 61.
Mier (Mexico, 1936), | '

TAlfredo Mgillefert, Fray Servando Teresa de
D. 3. - T
3%dmundo O'Gorman, ed. Escritos ¥ memorias of Fray Servando Teresa I
de Mier (Mexico, 1945), p. #xix. "oy these biographical notes I have o wﬁ#
followed 0'Gorman's chronology in the Bscritos y memorias, DP. xxix-xxxvii. -
SONDEOS
25
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CHAPTER 1

THE FORMATION OF A REVOLUTIONARY

Guadalure

Traditionally, the twelfth of December speeches in honor of the
Virgin of Guadalupe Justified and glorified the accepted account of
her apparition in 1531. According to legend, the Virgin appeared to
a poor Indian (Juan Diego) and commanded him to inform the Archbishop
of Mexico that she wanted a church dedicated to her built on the hill
of Tepeyac outside Mexico City. In proof of her authenticity, she left
her image miraculously painted on Juan Diego's cape. The Archbishop,
after a careful investigation, was reputed to have had the church bullt
and sanctioned the cult of the Virgin of Guadalupe. She was regarded
2z the patroness of Mexico, and Spaniards saw her apparition as divine
zooroval of their Christianizing efforts in New Spain. Furthermore,
-ne Virgin was varticularly revered by the Indian population of Mexico,
:_ther because she had appeared to an Indian or--as the skeptics would
-ave it~--because her church was placed on the same spot where the natives
va»shiped the ancient Aztec goddess Tonatzin. For all these reasons, the
s~2ech commemorating her apvearance was an important event attended Dby

Spanish ecclesiastical and civil officialdom.

[1?
l
I

Presented with such an occasion, Mier wanted his speech to be better
:~% ~cre original than any delivered before. After discussion with a
zw{2a3n antiquary, Fray Servando decided to build his sermon around the

--2:72 *nhat the Virgin's apvearance antedated the Conguest. He evolved




interpretations of symbols found in the painting of the Virgin, and

accounts of early Spanish priests referring 1o a belief that Saint

Thomas the Apostle had at one time preached the Gospel in Americsa. .

Spanish officials, particularly Archbishop Alonso Nifiez de Haro, »

vere scandalized. Two arguments presented by Fray Servando were par- e

ticularly galling. If, as Mier clalmed, the Virgin's appearance ante- -

dated the Conquest, then Spain lost the oclory of bringing Christianity o

+o America. This doctrine was especially dangerous,; should it be proved, -

Spain's title to the New World, based on her Christianizing mission, . e

could be questioned. Fray Servando's other theory (that Saint Thomas L

the Apostle preached the Gospel in America) was worse than the first e e

chized before the

i

because it implied America had not only been cate

Conquest but by none other than an Apostle of Christ.

Reaction to the speech was guick and affective. After confinement

+o his cell in the Dominican monastery, he was haled before notaries .
and forced to retract his theory. He was forbidden to defend himself S .
and held incommunicado until the Archbishop could arrange for his exile. R
For fomenting impious doctrines in public, Mier was charged with heresy -
and disturbing the peace. Evidently the entire proceedings against our L
audacious preacher were highly uneconventional. His Order refused 1o i
asccord him any protection from the wrath of the Archbishop, and those - fﬁ

wvho before the speech had offered 1o defend him and his thesis were now

+00 scared to come forward. The legal maneuvers Were carried out with

the utmost rapidity, for in a little over three months Mier was sentenced

to exile and prison for ten years in one of his Order's Spanish convents,

as well as being deprived of his l1icenses, honors, and degrees. By the

kg
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middle of 1795 Fray Servando was on his way to Spain to begin his punish-

nent.l
et Txile
T CiTT, Mier's revolutionary formation began with his prosecution and exile
g L 2D *or the Guadalupe sermon. Most of our knowledge about Fray Servando's
P LTS exploits in exile comes from his own writings. In many cases, as noted
Fﬂfllﬁit? ‘n the introduction, Mier exaggerates or invents accomplishments. For
| -Tved, -he purpose of this essay, the absolute historical accuracy of his alle-

-ations is less important than their content. For example, whether it
=3 he true or not, it is most important that Mier thought Archbishop Haro
T - was conducting a campaign of persecution against him.

. The uproar over his Guadalupe speech seems to have taken Fray
tervando by surprise. No doubt he had hoped to cain fame and notoriety
- 7inzment -+ his speech, but he never expected prosecution. When the full weight
e ~< the Archbishop's wrath descended, Mier could see no reason but anti-

-~s0le animosity. In his continual defense, Fray Servando worked two

2 zxile. -~emeg. First, he maintained that he never tried to take sway Spain's
neresy =" sry of bringing the Gospel to America; second, he constantly denied
=57 our a~v intention of questioning Spain's right to America. The effect of
L %o -ne speech and vrosecution that followed was to convert him into an effec-
-=S€ -{ve propagandist for American independence.
zm2 NOW
‘ lzTice
- wilth

; “ier's campaign for justice in Svain is an incredible story of
m: :=-tenced

'I‘ I
i
!
(1)

arution, flieht, politics, graft, and bureaucratic maneuvering. The
gz~ --nvents,

~nannels through which Mier had to operate were blocked by obstacles

iy
]
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bought with the Archbishop's money. To escape imprisonment in Spain,

he fled to France; from France he went to Rome to acouire a decree of

secularization in order to be free of the restrictions vplaced on the .
aetivities of a Dominican. Now a member of the secular clergy, Mier —
sailed to Spain where he was recaptured. Once agaln escaping from Jjaill, e
he fled to Portugal, where in 1808 he became involved in the defense of i
Spain against Napoleon. The details of these travels and adventures, L
while fascinating, have only indirect bearing on Padre Mier's political Rsat .
formation. s
Most of our information sbout Mier's experiences during exile come o
from his own Memorias. In this autobiogravhical account, rray Servando's e
preoccupation, as was to be expected, was the asunto guadalupano. This 3
affair cropped up throughout his narrative, and almost every comment or -
sbservation had some relation to his Guadalupe persecutions. Fray Servando's R
alienation from Spain began with his jisillusionment with the workings of L R
the royal bureaucracy. 2
Tn his long campaien for justice at the Spanish court, Mier gained "
g

an intimate knowledge of the inner workings of the administration. His

description of the sloppy conduct of Spanish buresucracy reveals an atti-

tude of bitter incredulity that offiecials could be so corrupt and inept.

.*.." II- 1H! = '“

Spain was oppressed DY the despotism of the Nueen's favorite, Godoy,

rendering ineffective ancient and well conceived laws. Mier found, much

to his dismay, that all official vusiness in Spain was conducted by min-

isterial clerks. Because of the large mimber of requests sent to the

various ministers, each employed a clerk to read and annotate the contents

of every communication. The minister would read these notes when presenting

SONDEOS

1/4 25




By :-ando's
o2f
3ol
-+) -
R X
_ oo ol oa
< =uach
i ‘
F T mIine
{
ents

be ot
- ...-...--.-'hJ

p- -=2centing

: - LDEOS
25

TR SRS WO DL OO AT T el L e e i - -

+he request to the Xing. Since the ministers were ignorant of the
contents of the memorials, the clerk would also recommend sction to be
taken on the reauest. TIn this way, it was the clerk who decided what
would be granted or denied. Turthermore, the clerk could easlly pigeon-
hole any request, keeping the matter from the minister's attention.

This system was cleverly used to amass large fortunes, If someone
wanted a request to get preferential treatment and bpe given a good rec-
ommendation, he would see that the clerk was rewarded for speeding up
the matter. Or the opposite might be the case, and the clerk would, for
a price, hold up any matter indefinitely. The only way to get around a
clerk was to be good friends with a minister who could call up any matter
still being held by his assistant. The result of this perniclous system

" ., . los verdaderos reyes de Wspafia son los covachuelos."3

wvas that
Fray Servando's testimony on this syvstem was most imvpassioned since hils
case~--on the asunto guadalupano--was delayed at the well-vaid request
of the Archbishop of Mexico.

Mier's criticism of the system did not include any condemnation
of Spanish government institutions. The mismanagement of the ministries
was due to the petty and corrupt political maneuvers of Godoy's court.
Since everyone was caught up in palace intrigue, the ministers had no
time to look after government an‘.‘f‘airsﬂ)’L The laws of Spain were good,
but they were thwarted by a corrupt government., The reason for Mier's
insistence on the validity and usefulness of these laws 1s obvious. Fray
Servando based the entire case for the illegality of his prosecution and

exile on the privileges accorded him by the ancient laws of Svpailn, the

Council of Indies, and the Concordats of the Chureh. The Archbishop's

SONDEOS
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sentence " . . . era absolutamente nula, . . ." being contrary to the

laws of Spain and Church.5

According to Mier, there was little Spanish law lacked. ©Such
rgputedly new and revolutionary ideas as those found in the declarations
of the rights of man in the United States and the French National Assembly
were. " . . . en substancia, principios eternos muy bien reconocidos por

los autores espahnoles. . . .”6 From this it naturally followed that the

evil was despotism, not the Spanish theory of government.

Spaniards

If the laws of Spain were good, Spaniards were not. Fray Servando's

constant anti-espafiolismo appears to have been the direct result of his

persecutions by the Spanish Archbishop Faro. Throughout his writings,
Mier constantly said the sole reason for his imprisonment was the Arch-

bishop's dislike of criollos. According to Fray Servando, a creole who

excelled in any field whatever could be assured the'opposition of Spanish
colonial officials. TFurthermore, criollos had no chance for advancement
in colonial government jobs since all good positions were reserved for
perinsular Spaniards. Even in the Church, anti-American discrimination
was practiced.

In this peninsular-creole rivalry Mier found the cause of all his
troubles. Eis superb speeches had aroused the " . . . antipatia del
arzobispo contra los criollos. . . ."T Worse yet, his Order refused him
protection from the fury of the Archbishop. By Church law, the secular
hierarchy had no jurisdiction over a Dominican such as Mier. The head
of the Mexiecan Dominiecans, a Spanish friar, was Jjealous of Fray Servando

8

and, in spite, delivered him up to his persecutors.

SONDEOS
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Tn addition to the Spanish-creole rivalry, Mier's anti-espafiolismo

= ~one
extended to Spain itself. Most everything he saw there was bad. He
i noted that "bien voco hay aque decir de Barcelona, aunaue es una de las
. : : N 0 : . :
z=2710nNS mejores ciudades de Espafia. . . ."”7 He caustically described Cpain's
. ~ssembly economic decadence: agriculture was stagnant, food was bad and scarce,
223 Dor neople were hunegry and dirty, and land was sterile., Why such economilc
-re% the denression? The Svaniards, said Mier, claimed that the fault lay with
" . . la maldita América que con 5,500 milliones fuertes que . . . ha
d~rramado sobre Espana, la ha empobrecido."lo
Mier found nothine good to say sbout Spaniards. FEach provincial
Zzwyando's
»f Srnin differed from every other, only alike in beins . . . todos
> - his
) : ‘ : . 11
cieros v soberbios mas O menos, en ser ignorantes y supersticiosos.”
.~ T.25,
Frav Servando took great delight in revestine anti-Spanish stories heard
t.'.':' J:-I"‘:; -
in other Furopean countries. He noted with some satisfaction thatl every-
p-_ =2 WhO

where Spaniards were loocked down on as uncultured and cruel., In some
nlaces, he reported, the word Syaniard was used to mean lgnorant, S1OpPDY,

and generally boorish. In other places, Spaniards were used as boglies

r=> Zor

to scare little children.12
~- -3710n

In consonance with this general anti-espaficlismo, Mier was a great

believer and supporter of the Black Legend of Spanish cruelty in the New
227 nis

World. He defended the Indians and all Americans against allegations made
= 12

by such authors as Pauw, Raynal, and Robertson. Pauw must have written
v _s=23 him

his American investigations from within the polar cirele " . . . segin
r z=2-ular

su absoluta ignorancia de las cosas de América. . . ,"13 Tn the tones
m- = ~2ad

of a Las Casas, Frav Servando cried out arainst those Spaniards who used

==rand o
o * L & + » ] L lh
the excuse of Indian inferioritv to enslave and kill the native Amerilcans.

2 2NDEOS SONDEOS
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[Las Casas was one of Hier's-favorite sources of information about the
early colonial empire in America. Throusghout Fray Servando's writings,
+the influence of the first Protector of the Indians was clearly evident.
Undoubtedly what he read in Las Casas's writings confifmed Fraﬁ Servando's

suspicions about the tenuous title of Spain to America.L?

Cpurchmen

Throuchout his travelé, Yrav Servando knew many clergymen, and he
noted the religious customs of the various countries he visited. To be
secularized, he went to Rome where he met members of the Jesuit Order
and cained familiarity with the workings of the Papacy. Mier's religious
views are best characterized as early-Church, anti-authoritarianism., He
opposed Papal pretentions to temporal'power. He denied the Church in-
fallibility on religious matters outside strictly doctrinal questions.

Tt was incorrect to equate the Pope with the authority of the Churchj the
Pope was the first of the bishops, no more. Even the Church itself was
onlv infallible " . . . en materias de dogma y moral. . . ." In line with
this belief, Mier always maintained that Church and State should not 1m-
pinge on each other's territory. The decisions of civil authorities were
invalid arguments for a theologian since Christ did not give " . . . a

los reves ni a los tribunales el depbsito de su doctrina." On the other
hand, the Church lost her infallibility when " . . . se sale de aquel
fondo del dogma y la moral confiado a su custodia v culdado. . . ."16
In these matters of ecclésiastical power and Jjurisdiction, Fray

Servandn almost always cited early Church Fathers in support of his views.

One of his favorite arguments was that the Church could not excommunicate
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groups of peovle for political reasons. All such excommunications were

" nula segfin la regla del derecho inculcada por Santo Tomés:

Multitudo non potest excomunicari. . . LT

Recause of his vpreference for the practices of the early Church,
Mier was & strong supporter of the rights of the French National Church.
The French clerey, " . . . & fuerza de resistir a las continuas innova-
ciones de Roma, ha logrado conservar mas de los devotos ritos y santas

antigiedades de la Iglesis primitiva.”

Lest the reader assume that Fray Servando was an austere and simple
priest who longed for the days of uncomplicated Christianity, it must be
mentioned that he was delighted to be named domestic prelate of the Pope
and wore a special priestly garb that made him look like =2 bishop., During
his 1ife he appropriated many ecclesiastical titles that were never con-
ferred. In Philadelphia he passed himsel® off as a papal nuncio, 1n Mexico
as the Bishop of Baltimore. Mier's desire for glory and fame made him
quick to acquire anv distinection offered. The evident contradiction be-
tween theory and practice is characteristic of our priest. The rationale
behind this attitude anpears to be one of disliking the established system,
but taking advantage of all the benefits 1t offered.

In order to relieve himself of the obligations and duties of a
Dominican friar, Fray Servando traveled to Rome to acquire a decree of
secularization from the Pope. During his stay there, he became acquainted
with a number of ex-Jdesuits. His asttitude toward the Society was a bit
ambiguous. While flattered by the exiles's attentions, he was critical

of their methods. Yet this criticism contained much admiration for their

knowledge and discipline.

SONDEOS
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Because of their wide distribution in all professions and their
oath of blind obedience to the General of the Company, Mier believed
the Jesuits especially dangerous. Furthermore, the Order was to be
feared for promoting the doctrines of tyrannicide and regicide, opinions
born with them in the book of P. Mariana, Rege et regis institutione.19

Yet in spite of these adverse aspects of Jesuit organization and
doctrine, Mier thought the Order would once again flourish. There was
no doubt of this because the Order professed teaching " . . . que es un
estudio general v necesarisimo, sin que lag demfs Ordenes le puedan
competir. . . ." Through education, as well as superior discipline,
the Society would again be powerful. Unfortunately, the flowering of
the Jesuits would, in the end, come to no good. As soon as they again

"

accumilated riches, they would return to their system . de que la

religidn no es mas que politica."go

Fray Servando could not make up his mind about the Scociety of
Jesus. He admired the Order for their higher moral conduct and their
emphasis on education. Yet, their role as defenders of the ultramontane
claims of the Papacy displeased him. Furthermore, he could see no good
in their political machinations nor in their doetrines of regicide and
tyrannicide.

These ideas of Padre Mier on government, Spaniards, and the Church

give us some measure of the future revolutionary. Although the seeds of

dissent are evident, the general tone of these opinions is not revolu-

tionary. In almost all cases, Fray Servando upheld and supported Spanish

law. His case against the Archbishop of Mexico was documented in the laws

of Spain and the Indies. He pleaded that the authorities recognize his
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rights as set forth in the laws of the Church. In his Memorias and
other writings where he took up the Guadalupe persecution, Mier appesared
driven to exasperation by the inability or unwillingness of Spanish
authorities to execute the laws. Undoubtedly this frustration of his
efforts to have justice done was of prime importance in his later con-

version to the revolutionary camp.

Politics

It is significant that during this pericd of exile, Fray Servando
was relstively uninterested in political matters except insofar as they
had bearing on his Guadalupe case. His Memorlas are almost completely
devoid of politicel propaganda. In narrating his travels throughout
Europe, Mier spent 1ittle time on the political systems of such areas
as France and Ttaly. In the few instances he did comment on politics
or government, it was to condemn the inefficiency of public officials or

bemoan the evasion of well conceived laws. Nowhere did he discuss the

merits of monarchy, the feilings of republies, or the organization of

Spanish government.

When he spoke of America, it was almost always in terms suggesting
Spanish America, not independent America. His main point was that Americans
were, and should be treated as, egual to peninsular B8pasniards. The creole~
Spanish rivalry was a condition contrary to law, as well as unjust.

Spanish Americans were every bit as much Spaniards as peninsular Spaniards.
One had only to read the laws.
Perhaps the best proof of Fray Servando's loyalty to Spain was his

resction to the Napoleonic invasion. In 1808 when the invasion of Spain
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" . electrizd la cBlera de le nacidn, respirando yo la misma

n2l

indignacién, vine en socorro de Catalufia. . . This was hardly

the talk of & revolutionary. Furthermore, because of his services in
defense of the Crown, the Regency at CAdiz offered Mier a pension in
1811.22 Later in the same year he went to London and began his career
as propagendist in favor of American independence;

If Padre Mier was such a loyal Spaniard, what caused his conver-
sion to the revolution? TIn Spain and in America the Napoleonic invasion
of the peninsula and the captivity of Charles IV and Ferdinand VII caused
the formation of provincial juntas to wage war against Napoleon and to
govern in the absence of the king. In America, juntas were opposed Dby
peninsular Spaniards who felt America should still be governed by the
royal officials set up earlier. Out of the conflict over the right of
America to set up juntas similar to those in Spain came a larger debate.
Was America free to govern herself without peninsular direction? Could
America be free? During the years 1811 to 1813, Mier became involved in
this debate. At first he defended.the right of Americans to sel up their
own provincial juntas to rule_in the sovereign's absence; later, he de-
fended the right of America to be free. His decision to fight for com-
plete independence, like éhat of so many other Spanish Americang, was made
inevitable by the Spanish Constitution of 1812.

The vear 1811 marks the beginning of Fray Servando's revolutionary
career. His activities after this date can be divided into two sections.

First were his efforts in favor of American independence, and second were

his opinions on the best government for independent Mexico.
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NOTES TO CHAPTER 1

11n this account of the sermén guadalupano, I have followed
Servando Teresa de Mier, Memorias, ed. Alfonso Reyves (Madrid, n.d.).
The authorities charged Mier with having preached that " . . . esta
Portentosa Imégen no fué pintada en la capa o tilma del Indio Juan
Diego, como sostiene la constante y recibida tradicidn que de ella
tenemos, sino que fué estampada en la Capa de Santo Thomés Apdstol
desde los principios del primer siglo de la Iglesia viviendo aun en

t
.

carne mortal la Santisima Virgen. . . Juan E, Herné&ndez y Davalos,

Coleccidn de documentos para la historia de la guerra de independencia

de México de 1808 a 1821 (Mexico, 1879), III, 5. For an interesting

contemporary discusszsion of the validity of the Guadalupe miracle see
"Disertacidn de D. Juan Bautista Mufioz sobre ls aparicidn de Nuestra
Sefiora de Guadelupe: Sobre las apariciones y el culto de nuestra sefiora

de Guadalupe de México leida en la Real Academia de la Historia por su
individuo supernumerario D, Juan Bautista Mufioz.--Madrid 18 Abril de

1794" and "Cartas del Doctor Mier al Doctor Mufioz Cronista Real de las
Indias en el afio de 1797," in Hernéndez y D&valos, Coleccidn de documentos,
III, numbers 2 and 4. Mier's theories about pre-Colunvian Christianity

in America and the relation between Saint Thomas and Quetzalcdatl can be
found in Mier, "Disertacidn formada por el P, Dr, Mier, sobre la venida

de Sto. Tomés, apostl a &sta América'’ in Bernardino de Sahagian, Historia

general de las cosas de Nueva FEspafia, ed. Carlos Maria Bustamante, (Mexico,

1929), I, i~-xxxi.
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2For a discussion of the Guadalupe speech as an indication of

Mier's revolutionary tendencies before exile see Armando Arteaga ¥y

'

Santoyo, "Presencie de Padre Mier," and Alfonso Reyes, '"Fray Servando

Teresa de Mier." Both articles are in Armas y Letras (September 1963),

3Mier, Memorias, ed. Antonio Castro Leal (Mexico, 1946), I, 23k4-

235.

hMier, Memorias, ed. Santiago Roel (Monterrey, 19u46), II, 22.

5Mier, "Manifiesto apologético del Doctor Dn. Servando Teresa de
Mier, Noriega, Guerra etc., agosto 1820," Escritos iné&ditos, p. 55.

6Mier, Memorias, ed. Castro Leal, 11, 26.

T1via., 1, 12.

81pid., pp. 1-116.

9Tpid., II, 137.

10tpia., ». 138.

Ml1pia., p. 139.

121bid., pp. 55-79.

13Pauw, said Mier, " . . . a sugestion de un espafiol escribid contra
los americanos {(como dice €arli), con una pluma tefiida en sangre de
canibales. . . ." Mier, Memorias, ed. Roel, I, 9k,

l4n permftaseme retroceder hasta el afio de 1516, época

desgraciada a la herejisa de nuestros encomenderocs, mas verdadera que
verosimil. Acusados de los misioneros de no ensefiar la doctrine cristiana,
ni dar tiempo a los indios para que se les ensefiase, cuando para esio
principalmente se les habfa encomendado, recurrieron, por filtimo, a decir
que eran incapaces del Evangelio, y, por consiguiente, ni hombre, ni

capaces de dominio, etc. Y lo peor fué que a fuerza de repetirlo vinieron
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s creer firmemente el principio y las consecuencias.” Mier, Memorias,

== 27

e ad. Roel, I, 50. It sounds very much like Las Casas. Being a Dominican,

s —rando Mier may have seen a subtle likeness between the Protector of the Indians

.- 1063) and himself.

- o3h- 15Padre Mier ended his Historia with a vplea for recognition of las
Casas's great contribution to America. When America should finally be-

s come free, " 1la gratitude exige, que el primer monumento erigido

eaza de por manos libres sea al hombre caéleste que tanto pugnd por la libertad

de los antiguos Americanos contrs los furores de la conquista, a nuestiro
abogado infatigable, a nuestro verdadero apbstol, modelo acabado de la

carided evangélica y digno de estar sobre los altares por el voto del

universo, menos alpgunos Espafioles. . . . En viendo los extranjeros ls
estatua de Casas conocerfin sin duda, que se hallan en un pueblo Justo,
humano, dulce, ecaritativo vy hospitalero. Yo la pondria esta inscripcidn
tan sencilla como el héroe., Extranjero! si amares la virtud, detente ¥y
venera. Fste es CASAS, el padre de los Indios.” Mier, Historia de la

revolucidn de Nusva Espafia (Mexico, 1921), II, 320-321. Todsy, a statue

of a Friar and an Indian stands beside the great cathedral in Mexico €ity

=2 de

with Mier's inscription sttached. Lewis Hanke, "More Heat and Some Light
g on the Spanish Struggle for Justice in the Conquest of America,” Hispanic
ara que American Historical Review XLIV (1964), 309. Fray Servando was also an

" . energetic defender of Las Casas against the charge of having introduced
-~ e cristiana,

slave into America. See Mier., "Memoria del doctor Mier, natural de
ar»g esto ? ?

, lecir Mégico, confirmando la apologia de obispo Casas, escrita por el reverendo
‘xo, & de

obispo de Blois, Monsefior Henrique Gregoire, en carta escrita a éste, afio

-T2, ni

1806," in Bartolomé de las Casas, Coleccidn de las obras del venerable

- w1 vinleron
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(Paris, 1822), II, 403~

obispo_de Chiape, Don Bartolomé de las Casas

437,

léMier, Memorias, ed. Roel, I, 10L and 108.

1TMier, "Manifiesto apologético," Tscritos inéditos, p. Tl.

18Mier, Memorias, ed. Roel, 1T, 64. For a complete summation

of Mier's views On church-state relations with particular emphasis on

and role of the Papacy SE€€ Mier, Discurso del Dr. D. Servando

the power
(Mexico, 1925)., An

Teresa de Mier sobre 1a enciclica del Papa Ledn XII
rso can be found

reumstances surrounding this Discu

explanation of the cl

in Armando Arteaga ¥ Santoyo's "pibliografia del Padre Mier," Armas ¥

Letras (January, 1945), p. 2.

ed. Roel, II, 107-108.

19Mier, Memorias,

20Tpid.

2lMier, "Manifiesto apologético," Escritos inéditos, p. 62.

e concede una pensidn de 3,000 pesos sobre la

" o'Gorman, ed., Escritos ¥

22"1a Regencia 1

Mitrs de México, gque 1O 1lecb a aceptar.

memorias, PP. XX1X-XXXV1ii.
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40 3= CHAPTER II

THE LIBERATION OF AMERICA

_he Propagandist

Before beginning a discussion of Fray Servando's ideological

L.
~ion ' |
‘ustification for the revolution in America, an understanding of his

518 on
purpose in mounting such a defense is in order. As stated before,

Eervang_

Mier's greatest effort in behalf of independence was his propagands.
25). An
The various ideas and theories set forth in these writings can only

ne found
pe understood in light of the audience they were expected to reach.

. Tmas
Many of the apparent contradictions disappear when Mier's theories are

examined in this way. It must be emphasized again that Fray Servando
was not a political theorist, but a propagandist. His purpose was al-

ways 1o convince, to persuade, or to inspire. In the pursuit of this

AW

goal, he used everything at his command., In one part of a tract he
might claim America's right to independence on the basis of the laws
— of the Indies; in another part he might deny Spainfs right to have ever
legislated for the Indies. Yet this lack of rigorous logic and consis-
tency detracted little from the effectiveness of his propagands. Even
today, after reading Mier's tracts, one cannot help feeling Spain de-
served to lose her overseas possessions.
There were two phases of Fray Servando's propaganda. The first
was to convince those outside Spanish America that the revolutions for
independence were justified. The corollary to this purpose was that

perhaps a foreign government--particularly England or the United States—-

might be convinced to help the rebellious Spanish dominions. The second

CONDEOS SONDEOS
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purpose was to convince doubtful Spanish Americans of the righteousness,
legality, and practicality of independence,

In his pamphlets and books on independence, Fray Servando had
seven main themes. Because the laws of the Indies were relstively un-
rnown both in America and abroad, Mier's first concern was to acquaint
the world with the rights of creoles as provided for in these laws.
Workinz from this base, he showed that the rebellion in America, as well
as the desire for independence, were easily justifiable by the laws of
Spain and the Indies and by the writings of the best legal theorists.

Tn addition, Padre Mier demonstrated how thegse laws practically freed

the provinces from Svpain. Lest his countrymen and their supporters
abroad give up the fight in exchange for a8 reconciliation under the
Cortes and the liberal Svanish Constitution of 1812, Fray Servando

showed the unjust treatment of Americans by Cortes and Constitution.

It was, he said, worse than the laws of the Indies. For those practi-
cal, hardheaded men among his readers, Mier included various arguments
for the material advantages of independence. To demonstrate to the
world that independence was more than a wild-eved dream, he gave a number
of suggestions for successful completion of the rebellion.

These themes were present, in all or in part, in most of Mier,s
writings on the subject. Because of the duplication and repetition of
points in his various tracts, T have chosen to cite examples from his

mejor and most easily available works.

The Rights of Americans
In the Spanish province of New Spain, the year 1808 was explosive.

The news of Napoleon's imprisonment of Charles IV and his son Ferdinand

SONDEOS
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- 22UsSness, (in addition to the abdication of Charles and the elevation of Joseph

——

Bonaparte to the throne of Spain) all came at once. The shock caused

- =ad great confusion and a wild scramble for pover. The Avuntamiento of

- 5aly un- Mexico, composed mainly of creoles, declared they would have nothing

- z217ualnt to do with the Napoleonic puppet. Americans, said the Ayuntamiento,

& T BWS no longer owed allegiance to viceroy Or Audiencia, since these institu-
{;3? as well tions drew their authority from the king. A junta, provisional of course,

should be set up to rule in the king's absence. The Audiencia, composed

-=2~wigts, mainly of peninsular Spaniards, declared that nothing of the kind should

C v freed take place. Audiencia and viceroy were appointees of the king and,

~- = ers therefore, should rule until he be restored. Viceroy José de Iturrigaray,
-z *the one of Godoy's appointegs, had ideas of his own. He thought there was
—2ndo 1ittle hope of anvone beating Napoleon and restoring the king. The colo-
LTIt Ilon. nies were ripe for independence, and Iturrigaray saw himself as the leader
<2 Tracti- of a new nation. He therefore supported the creole faction and called a

. ==zuments junta. When the Spaniards became convinced Iturrigaray was in league with
» -~ the the creole junta, they imprisoned the viceroy and sent him off to Spain,
s=ve g number The Audiencia co-operated by naming Pedro de Garibay, an aging general,

as the new Mexican viceroy. This move, led by Spanish commercial leaders

-7 Mier,s of Mexico, was manifestly illegal since the Audiencia had no power to
r2ition of name viceroys.l
z “rom his Padre Mier's defense of American insurrection and rebellion began

with this incident. Iturrigaray's wife paid him to write a defense of
the viceroy's conduct.2 This effort formed the first part of Fray Servando's

Historia. The work was frankly polemical, and in the process of proving

=z explosive.
Tturrigaray innocent of traitorous actions, Mier built a strong case for

~=- Terdinand
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American independence. The fault for the ingurrection was laid at the

door of the Spariards who imprisoned the loyal viceroy, thus disrupting

government and bringing rebellion to the province of New Spain.

The erux of the dispute was whether Or not Iturrigeray had the R

legal right to call for a junta. The problem could only be regolved -

by reviewing the entire legal relationship between the provinces and e

Spain. If, as Mier and the Mexicen creoles claimed, Spain and the pro- s s i

vinces were legally equal, there could be no reason 1o forbid the pro- sy T

vinces juntas when Spain nerself had organized such bodies for the de~

fense of the netion. On the other hand, should the provinces be colonies

they could not claim the same rights as the peninsula.

America never was, in law or in fact, a colony of Spain. To fae

support this contention Fray Servando began a long discussion of the

- - Auk - ralar ]

laws of the Indies and the rights of America. He cited many royal .-z s

jecrees and statements supporting his point. The gist of the argument : T

785 that the Indies, incorporated into the Crowns of Castile and Aragon, R

vere considered on an equal footing with the other provinces of Spain.
- ==&

Laws issued for Americe were patterned after those in Castile, and

where no law existed for a particular incident, those of Castile were

applicable. In addition, Americans were declared eguals of Europeans

in all respects. That the Crown sent viceroys instead of governors to

the overseas provinces was another indication that the Indies were not

considered colonies but kingdoms equal to any in Spain.3

Throughout this discussion of the legal relationship of provinces

to Spain, Mier cited profusely from the 1aws of the Indies and works of

such jurists as Solérzano Pereira. His argument is familiar to students
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of the institutions of colonial Spanish America and need not be developed
here. Suffice it to say that Fray Servando made a convincing case for
the equality of Spain and America. The argument Crovbs up in connection
with other controversies, and will be dealt with la.ter.h
Once the equality of Spain and America was established, Fray

Servando pointed out the vprecedent for provincial juntas. When Napoleon
entered Spain, the nation rose to defend the fatherland. To this end
each province erected a junta to conduct the war of resistance to Napoleon's
forces. Wnen Iturrigarasy convoked New Spain's junta, there was no central
government generally recognized on the peninsula. New Spain, in such a
situation, should form her own junta to manage the kingdom. The viceroy
and other roval officials had insufficient authority to govern the countrv
in the king's absence. In such extraordinary circumstances, the viceroy
needed the aid and advice of representatives chosen from the people. Such
s procedure was nothing new, for the laws of the nation clearly recognized

p

that a ruler should have s popular council of wise men to advise him.

The Rebellion

This, then, was the situstion that provoked the outbreak of violence
in Mexico. The creoles, said Mier, feared the same forces that imprisoned
the viceroy would turn New Spain over to the French. Although authorities
tried to convince the people there was no danger of Spain giving them over,
the creoles were unimpressed. In spite of the laws of the Indies for-
bidding the sale or disposal of Spanish American provinces, Spain had sold
Louisiana, Santo Domingo, and Trinidad. How could honest, loyal Americans

have feith that the same fate might not befall the rest of Spanish Americe

now that the king was in captivity? Obviously, strong measures were

SONDEOS
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necessary to assure the integrity of Ferdinand's overseas empire. The
insurgents, raising high the banner of the Virgin of Guadalupe and crying
"yiva Fernando VII," were committed to saving their province for the
kKing.

In pursuing this course, claimed Mier, the Mexicans were following
the doctrines of respected authorities on international law. New Spain
was in an interregnum caused by the absence of their sovereign, Ferdinand
VIT. According to Heineccius, the people had a right to name magistrates
to execute the laws until the monarch should be restored.

Grotius, too, sanctioned this behavior by comparing the state of
interregnum with that of a rich inheritance which is in danger of being
diminished or destroyed. To conserve the estate, it must be placed in
the charge of a public authority. In the case of America, that authority,
said Mier, should be the immortal people.8

Recguse Americans in New Spain felt their society in eminent danger
and knew the administrators of royal authority were enslaved, they had,
according to Jovellanos, " . . . un derecho extraordinario y legitimo de
insurreccién."9 Hidalgo's uprising was only the effort of the people to

assert their rights under that " . . . verdad infalible segin las antiguas

leyves constitucionales . . " whereby " . . . faltando el rey retrovierte

la soberanfe al pueblo. . 10

Thus began the rebellion in New Spain. According to Fray Servando,
the patriots under Hidalgo were only interested in conserving the kingdom
for their legitimate sovereign, Ferdinand. However, the principles Mier
established as the basis for the right of rebellion were thinly veiled

excuses for independence. Before proceeding to a discussion of Mier's
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defense of complete or almost complete independence, a recapitulation

is in order.

In his defense of the sctions of the viceroy, Fray Servando estab-
1ished three major points. Spain and America were legally equal in all
respects. Because this was so, America had as much right as Spain to
establish provincial Jjuntas to govern in the absence of the monarch.
Prevented from establishing a junta and fearing for the safety of the
kingdom during the interregnum, the people had the legitimate right of

insurrection. Therefore, Hidalgo's rebellion was not against king and

country, but in their behalf.ll

The Separation of America

The next step in the campaien to pry America away from Spain was
to show that the two countries were, except for the king, completely
independent by law. This argument stemmed from the earlier one over
provincial and peninsular equality. Mier's proof that the provinces
were in all respects equal to Spain led quite naturally to the propo-
sition that Americans were " . . . independientes de los esparnoles en
su gobierno econdmico, y solo dependientes de su rey. . . ." The next
step was equally easy. " . . . Si falta [el rey], los americanos son
duefios de gobernarse como les vparezca de la misma manera que los espanoles
sUs iguales."l2 As usual, Padre Mier was not content to enunciate the
principle; he proved it with the laws of the Indies and the opinicons of
distinguished observers and students of Indian law such as Soldrzano
Pereira and Baron von Humboldt.

Ry a fairly simple addition to his earlier theory, Padre Mier went

a long way toward complete independence, The situation as it now stood
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had Spain and America separate and equal provinces joined by nothing

more than the royal person. Fach was free to govern as it chose when

e
the monarch was sbsent. Thus, according to Fray Servando, Spain and o
America were two separate countries each governing in the name of the N
same monarch. The chances for independence were improving. All that L.
was necessary now was & disavowal of the monarch.

When the news of Charles IV's abdication reached America, the )
municipal and provincial officials had called upon all citizens to swear )
allegiance to the new sovereign, Ferdinand VII. Waturally, if this oath o
should be observed, there was little hope for independence. Before Padre
Mier could do away with the monarch altogether, he had to find some means .
of getting around the oath. In the Recogilacién de Indias Mier found
some declarations which served his purpose nicely. The essence of these )
pronouncements was that the kings of Spain agreed under oasth that "o, o
para siempre jamds no serédn [las Indias] enagenadas ni apartados en todo -
ni parte . . . por ninguna causa o razdén, o en favor de ninguna persona B

."13 This, said Fray Servando, was the Magna Carta of the Americas.

This Magna Carta suthorized the provinces to resist any attempt to .
transfer them to another person. The oath of the people to support the -
House of Bourbon was no longer binding because the sale of Loulsiana, .
Santo Domingo, and Trinided was against the oath of the king to his people.lh e

If the voiding of the king's oath never to give up any of the pro-  Em%
vinces were not enough to release Americans from their allegiance 1o R
Ferdinand and the House of Bourbon, there were other reasons for ending Y
the attachment to the monarch. Fray Servando claimed that the renounce- B

ment of Charles IV was sincere and voluntary. By that act, the Bourbon L.
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~Ling dynasty lost their right to the throne of Spain. In addition, the crown

= #aen of Spain was essentially elective; if Ferdinand were king, 1t was only
- end by virtue of the voluntary choice of the people.t’ Since America had
-7 the had no chance to express their preference, they were free 1o renounce
- et the Bourbons.

Furthermore, that roval house was impotent to help Spvain. Becsause
he the general good of the nation came before the good of a dvnasty, there
- swear could no longer by any link between the Bourbons and Spain. Kings wvere
*n1s oath for the good of nations, and must be constituted by the nation. Spain
or2 Padre owed no allegiance to Ferdinand unless, of course, she wished to renew 1it.
FCme means America was, to all intents and purposes, independent.16
- Tound Padre Mier had come a long way from his initial statement that the
> ©- these revolution in New Spain was in defense of Ferdinand. He denied Ferdinand's
2t right to American assistance and declared the independence of America. To
= en todo £imish up his theoretical destruction of the monarchy, he turned to the
2 T2rsona Bible for proof of the morality of refusing to support a king.

- smericas. Since he had already demolished Bourbon claims to the throne, he
=7 smpt to had only to refute those who argued that Spain and America should submit
-ocrt the to the tyrant Napoleon. These misguided souls, who thought the Bible
- s-ana, justified the role of tyrants and recommended submission to them, mis-
c niS PeOple-lh understood the meaning of the verses cited in support of their contention.
© “ne pro- Claiming to be a doctor of theology, Mier felt qualified to discuss the
P e TO question. The verse most used to claim obedience to tyrants was from
e ending Matthew, chapter 22, verse 21: "Render therefore to Caesar the things

- Emounce= that are Caesar's; and to God, the things that are God's." There were,
e Zcourbon said Mier, only three conclusions that could be drawn from this verse.
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1. No one was obligated to give the sovereign anything except what was "~

conceded by a cortes. 2. Spaniards had to give Joseph Bonaparte all =
the money in Spain with his bust on it. 3. One ought to pay Joseph -
Bonaparte the tributes rather than Ferdinand VII. None of these con- e
clusions could be used to oblige submission to a tyrant.17

In other parts of the Bible, said Dr. Mier, i1t explicitly allowed L.
the vows of lovalty to a sovereign to be broken should he become =& T
tyrant. The instance in IIT Kings 11:33 and 12 was almost identical -
to that of America against Spain.l8 The scriptures further showed that -~
monarchy was not necessarily the preferred government. According to T
I Kings 10, every nation had the right to elect its government.lg

Thus, even the Bible was added to the arguments overwhelmingly s
in favor of American independence. Nowhere could be found any substan- -
tial reason for continued subservience to the Spanish crown. Fray Servando's =
case for the theoretical justification of revolution was almost complete. !
He had only to dispose of the tricky problem of the Cortes. If he could
prove America owed no allegiance to the Spanish Cortes, the revolution -
would be vindicated and theoretical independence vproclaimed. -
The Cortes |

.

In September, 1810 a general Cortes of the nation was convoked at N
Cadiz. Its purpose was to provide a center of government for the nation -
and to institute necessary reforms. One of its first pronouncements was -
to declare Spain and America equal and integ:-al parts of the same monarchy,
whose citizens enjoyed equal rights and privileges. OSuch a development .

reopened the question of American allegiance to Spain. It could be alleged

that Americans should now disavow the rebellion and sutport the Cortes.
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After all, not only had their rights of equality been confirmed, but
America was now represented in the highest councils of the nation. Fray
Servando refused to accept this line of reconciliation, for he, like
many other Americans, was bent on independence.

The declaration of American equality with Spain was, said Mier,
absurd. America had always been equasl by the laws of the Indies and the
pacts made between conqueror and king. This equality proffered by the
Cortes was not even as good as what America had before. In the laws of

the Tndies, creoles were not only given equal rights with Spaniards, but

preference 1in employments.go

The grant of representation in the Cortes was a small gain since
the Americans were conceded too few deputies. Why, said Mier, should
America supvort a Cortes that was obvicusly out to subordinate the over-
seas provinces to Spain? Until Americsa was allowed more representatives,
she must continue to oppose the peninsula and defend her rights,zl

In 1812 the Cortes rejected an English offer to mediate the dispute
between Spain and America and prepared to send a military force to New

Spain. Padre Mier found in this act another reason for continued opposi-

tion to the Cortes. Ry sending troops to America, Spain cut the only re-

maining tie between the two countries. FEven the Cortes, said Mier, recog-

nized the right of a nation to depose a king and elect another if the king

should wage an unjust war on his vassals. There was no doubt that this

War was unjust,22

The Cortes itself played right into Padre Mier's hands by declaring
that its authority rested on the principle of popular sovereignty. By that

act it lost, he affirmed, all right to wage war on America for declaring

its reversion to popular sovereignty.23
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These reasons alone should have been enough tc dissuade anyone
that the Cortes could claim support from the Americans. With the pro-
mulgation of the Constitution of 1812, Fray Servando got another
opportunity to disavow the Cortes, its works, the Constitution, and
Spain.,

Before going into Fray Servando's reasons for rejecting the
Constitution of 1812, a quick summary of his main arguments is necessary.
In defense of the American rebels, Fray Servando based himself on the
ancient legislation of the Spanish monarchy. He was " . . . uno de los
muchos rebeldes legitimistas, un insurgente apegado a la ley."2h This
apparent paradox of Padre Mier's political ideology was one of the main
consistencies of his thought. He continually cited the ancient tradi-
tions of Spain and Church for support of his doctrines. His use of con-
temporary thinkers was almost always in the spirit of providing un-
necessary confirmation of eternsl principles. The philosophers of the
French revolution were, for Padre Mier, poor guides. He thought little
of that " . . . texido de sofismas, doradas con el brillo de la elocuencia
encantadorae del filésolo de Ginebra."22 Although it is not within the
scope of this essay to investigate the sources of Fray Servando's po-
litical ideology, it must be pointed out that through his travels and
extensive readings he was acquainted with the major writers and thinkers
of the Enlightenment as well as classical scholars. But Padre Mier pre-
ferred to base his arguments on the traditions of Spain in America and
to refer to newer political theorists only as some sort of concession.

By the time Fray Servando got to the Constitution of 1812, he had

all but dissolved the links between Spain and America, and what was more
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impressive, he had done it with the laws of Spain. He had disavowed

the House of Bourbon and denied biblical sanction to the institution

of monarchy. To cap this achievement, he showed why the representative
Cortes need not be obeved in America. With this accomplishment under
his belt, he proceeded to demonstrate the injustices of the Constitution

of 1812 and to show Americans why they should repudiate 1it.

The Constitution of 1812

The promulgation of the Constitution of 1812 presented American
rebels with another difficult choice. Should they accept this liberal
representative document which recognized most of their demands, or should
they continue the insurrection? In hopes of influencing his countrymen,
Mier presented a discussion of the grave errors inherent in the Consti-
tution. In addition to feeding the fires of revolution, Fray Servando
undouttedly hoped to show Furope, especially England, that the Americans
had reason for rejecting the new Constitution. Padre Mier based his ecriti-
cism of the Constitution on three levels. The worse injustice of this
document was the disenfranchisement of thousands of Americans reputedly
of African descent. Furthermore, the Constitution was poorly planned and
contradictory in many spots. Because of these two major defects, Americans
were not required to obey the new document, nor to hold to their oath
should they have already sworn to support the Constitution.

At the heart of Fray Servando's objection to the Constitution was
the twentv-~second article which defined a citizen for the purpose of re-
presentation. The offending passage ran thus: "The channels of virtue

and merit are left open for Spaniards reputed of African origin on either

side to attain citizenship. . . ." The article denied citizenship rights

SONDEOS
25 2/13




to reputed Negroes without special provision of the Cortes in individusl
cases. Furthermore, subseguent articles provided that only citizens

16

would be counted in the census for apportionment of deputies.
The provision was poorly worded and vulnerable to attack. Fray
Servando began by claiming the provision was unjust and unenforceable.
It was absurd, he said, because all Spaniards had African ancestors.
The Moorish occupation of the peninsula insured even the noblest families
of some connection with Africa. The law was poorly phrased. ©Such &
nebulous definition of citizen was bound to lead to acrimonious litiga-
tions over whether or not one should be considered 'reputed of African
origin."e’
If the above line of argument be pursued further, said Padre Mier,
the law would disqualify half or all of Spain as citizens. Since this
was obviously not the intention of the framers of the Constitution, some-
thing else must have been desired from this provision. It was, said Mier,
directed at the castes of America with the obvious intent of subordinating
the American provinces to Spain. Seeing that the population of America
including the castes was greater than that of the peninsula, the Spanish
members of the Cortes inserted this provision to insure their control
over the Americas. It showed the manifest hypocrisy of these Spaniards
who offered equality and then took it away by disenfranchizing half the
population. TFurthermore, there was no precedent for such cavalier treat-
ment of mulattoes. The laws of the Indies and the most important Spanish
jurist, Soldrzano Pereira, upheld the principle of citizenship for Negroes

and their descendents. Although at the beginning of the overseas empire

they were excluded from many things, it was because they were illegitimate
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and generally dissolute. But should they be legitimate and of good
habits, they ought to be considered citizens. This whole attempt to
disenfranchize Negroes and malattoes was but a transparent strategy to
reduce the Americas to second class provinces.28
Padre Mier found the Constitution not only unjust with respect
to the Americas, but unwise in the political part and useless in the
Jjudicial and economic sections.29 He complained that the Constitution
was contradictory in that the king was responsible for his conduct and
for that of his ministers, but was given control of the Armed Forces ., 30
Furthermore, the existence of a Council of State that had to be consulted
for everything, especially ecclesiastical and judicial avppointments, was
dangerous since it was responsible to no one.3l
Why, indeed, questioned Fray Servando, did the Constitution only
provide for one Cortes meeting in the peninsula instead of separate pro-
vincial corteses? Such a syvstem of one general cortes was most imprac-
tical since it would make it almost impossible for the American deputies
to arrive in time for meetings. Furthermore, if necessary to elect a
different deputy every year, the kingdom would be in constant electoral
turmoil. If the American deputies every reached the veninsula in time
to do any good, they would have to work under adverse circumstances.
They would be in a strange country with neither friend nor protector to
help them in times of need. It would be exvecting too much of these men
that they eould be effective representatives of America 1n such a hostile
atmosphere. However the situation was viewed, there could be no doubt
32

that the Constitution was designed to deprive America of her rights.

As for the Jjudicial system, Padre Mier thought it had destroyed 1in
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one fell swoop the whole beneficial legal structure of the Spanish
empire. The king or his ministers could imprison a citizen., A judge
could use force on the prisoner, or keep him incommunicado. Suchla
system with its other errors could mean nothing but two and one-half
centuries of trial and revision before it would become workable.
" . . Veo con la nueva Constitucidn destrozar de un golpe toda su
organizacibdn y systema, restituyendonos al antiguo caos. . . "33
In this criticism of the Constitution, Fray Servando followed
the same procedure as in his earlier disputations. Basing himself

firmly on the traditions of the Spanish monarchy, he refuted the article

denying Negroes the rights of citizenship. In the same vein he picked

at the institutional structure created or sanctioned by the Constitution.

None of the criticism was particularly well taken with the exception of
the question of Negro representation. In this issue, Padre Mier had a
moral as well as political theme. To deny Negroes rights was the same
85 imputing less humanity to them than to other men. OSuch a conclusion
could be drawn from the articles involved, and Padre Mier exploited this
theme to the fullest. In political terms the article definitely limited
the rights of representation of the Americans. Here Mier had a justifi-
gble complaint and an inflammatory issue. The argument figured in many

of his politicsal tracts.3h

Having proved the injustices of the Constitution, Padre Mier had
now to demonstrate that Americens need not swear, nor obey the document.
He based his arguments on two contentions. His main objection was that

the Cortes had no power to obligate Americans to swear the Constitution

without first allowing a vote on its provisions. Secondly, he questioned
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the power of the Cortes to change the previous constitution of the
nation.

When the final draft of the Constitution was approved by the
Cortes, the American deputies protested the entire thing. In their
protest, they maintained that because the difficulties of the times
prevented a complete and free representation of the people, the author-
ity of the Constitution could and should be questioned. Since the Cortes
could not legislate against the general will of the people, and even
less in the matter of a law that would obligate them forever, a vote of
the general public was mandatory. But the Cortes had required that the
Constitution be published and sworn immediately. In suchra case how
could the general will of the veople be kxnown? Should the document be
sworn at once, the people, in spite of their exclusive right to give
themselves fundamental laws, would have given themselves one without
their consent or even against their will.BS The Cortes was overating
under the delusion of & miserable sophism in requiring the nation to
swear the Constitution without voting on it, and 1in prohibiting any
changes in the document for eight years. It was, in effect, maintain-
ing that because "la soberania reside esencialmente en la nacidn'" and
beesuse " . . . nostros [las Cortes] la representamos; luego en nosotros
reside la sdberania."36 This was incorrect. If sovereigniy resided
essentially in the mation, it resided, argued Mier, always and incom-
municably in the nation. Thus, even though the provinces elected re-
presentatives they retained the right to review their work or annul it
as they saw £it .37

Not only did the Cortes include a clause forbidding changes 1n the
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fundamental law, but it exceeded its powers when it took the liberty

of formingz & new constitution. To support his allegation Fray Servando
quoted a speech by Jovellanos in which the famous Spanish politician
contended that the only thing the Cortes was empowered to do was reform
the existing constitution of the nation as embodied in the laws of the
kingdom.38 With this argument Mier felt the Cortes and its child, the
Constitution of 1812, sufficiently discredited.

To wind up his criticism of the Constitution and Cortes, he exposed
the real motives and object of the peninsular assembly. The Europeans
M intentan abolir el pacto social que los americanos celebraron
con los reyes de Espafia y sustituirles otro a su [los americanos] pesar

que los ponga en absoluta dependencia de ellos {los europeos ] ,”39

Thus concluded Fray Servando's theoretical liberation of America.
In the process of his provaganda he found nothing that linked Spain and
America and powerful theoretical considerations that separated them. His
arguments went back as far as the 01d Testament and up to the contempo-
rary events in the Cortes of Spain. In almost all instances, Padre Mier
found his inspiration in the laws of Spain and the works of Hispanic
lepal theorists. His primary concern in the defense of America was 1o

prove the legitimacy of the rebellions. His logic and procedure were

reminiscent of the legal arguments in favor of every phase of the Conquest

and settlement of America. The preoccupation with legitimacy was, 1n

itself, a primary Spanish characteristic. The contention that “las ideas

de ls Revolucidn emancipadora de 1810 son de origen hispanico principal-

mente . . ." was substantiated in the propaganda of Fray Servando Teress

i
de Mier.qo
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The Grievances gﬁ_ﬁmericans

]

Although primarily interested in the theory of independence, Fray

Servando ineluded in his propaganda a discussion of the more mmndane

grievances of Americans. As would be expected from his unhappy experi-

ences with the Spanish authorities in New Spain and the peninsula, Fray
Servando considered discrimination against creoles one of the major
reasons for the insurrection. He was also quick to point out the eco-
nomic disadvantages suffered by American businessmen and merchants. To
counter reports of excessive brutality by Hidalgo's troops, Mier re-
ported stories of Spanish atrocities in the supression of the rebellion
and brought in Las Casas to witness traditional Spanish cruelty during
the Conguest and early colonial period. In these statements, as in his
theoretical arguments, Padre Mier had two objectives. The revolution
in America needed adherents from among the propertied and more affluent
creoles in order to succeed. Evidently Fray Servando hoped his prop-
aganda would strengthen and encourage creole desire for independence.
In addition, the Furopean and United States public had to be convinced
of the justice of the war against Spain, for Mier believed foreign aid
essential for the completion of indevendence.

Fven though the immediate cause of the revolution was the news that
the provisional government of Spaln had verified the unjust imprisonment
of the viceroy, Iturrigaray, the rebellion itself had been long preparing.
The injustices of the Spanish government in giving appointments to
Spaniards rather than creoles was the fundamental cause behind the dis-
turbances. The major complaint of Americans was always over their almost

complete exclusion from government and ecclesiastic appointments. As an
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example of this iniquitous practice, Mier recounted his experience with LS =
Spanish officials because of the Guadalupe sermon. The creole-Spanish R
rivalry even extended to the religious activities in the provinces.

People wondered, said Mier, why the clergy led the rebellion. The rea-
son was simple. Being creoles, they were deprived of all advancement. N

Furthermore, they were the best educated members of the population and el

felt more deeply the loss of their rights. To compound this problem, b
the ecrenles could not claim their riechts under the laws of the Indies stz _T

because the Court in Svain was so ignorant and corrupt that no remedy - 1

was forthcoming.hl zzT =T
On top of the personal discrimination suffered Dby creoles Spain oLt
andded & series of economic restrictions. Not only did the crown enjoy “z2log

a monopoly of the tobacco industry, but it prohibited thehdevelopment of -z ==
a provincial textile industry. It refused permission for the cultivation
of grapes and olives, for the processing and sale of wine and beer, for 2ol o
the exploitation of the fish industry, and for the manufacture of mer-

cury used in silver processing. The evils of this restrictive policy were

4 i alle - e

made worse by the denial of free trade not only with Furope, but with -

other American provinces. These reasons alone would be enough to justify N

the insurrectionnh2 -z

‘H-—'—-_-II

Although the provocation for rebellion was strong, moderation and
restraint on the part of the Spanish authorities might have brought about T =
a quick reconciliation. Instead, claimed Padre Mier, they followed the Ttz
same cruel and barbarous methods used to conquer the continent from the - S
Indians in the sixteenth century. To provezhis allegation, Fray Servando

told numerous strocity stories gbout individual royalist generals. He
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whitewashed similar actions of Hidalgo's mob as exaggerations of defeated
Spaniards. Needless cruelty, said Mier, was one of the main reasons for
the continuance of the rebellion.h3

To cap a long discussion of Spanish and American incompatibility,
Mier presented his translation and edition of Thomas Paine's pamphlet,

Common Sense, with appropriate changes in names and places to make it

fit Spanish America. In his translation, Spain and America must separate
because Spain was at too great a distance to govern her provinces. Fow
could the trust necessary for government exist when Spain was only inter-
ested in what she could get out of America? Since her own profit was the
guiding motive of Spain's American policy, Americans had a right, and in-
deed a duty, to take up arms to prevent the ruin of the New World. Sepa-
ration was now necessary; Spain had sent her troops and fired the first
shot. Americans must defend themselves. If Americans loved their children
and their country, absolute independence was the only thing worthy of the

Ly

work and danger,

As can be seen from the preceding summary, Fray Servando was less
interested in the practical reasons for the rebellion than in the theoret-
ical justification for indevendence. His practical arguments were rela-
tively simple and devoid of the impressive weight of ancient legal docu-
mentation. They had the appearance of afterthoughts, presented to those
few unconvinced by the legal rights of Americans. It should not be assumed,

however, that Mier was only a legal reveclutionary, immersed in the theory of

rebellion and uninterested in concrete measures to bring it about.

SONDEOS
25 2/21




The Sueccessful Revolt

E——— —————— . p——— S s

Indevendence was an elusive goal for the Mexican revolutionaries,
Refore 1821, the rebellion in New Spain was for all intents and pur-
poses dead, and only a few cores of resistance remained. Padre Mier
was worried sbout the future of his country. Although the revolution
was justifiable and independence a logical necessity, the revolution
could not eet off the ground. Why? To help his countrymen, Fray
Servando gave some suggestions for the successful completion of the war,
His recurrent theme was unity. The insurgents must be united or the
movement would be lost. Not only from a military point of view was
unity necessary; foreign aid must bpe secured for the successful pro-
secution of the war, and it would be denied a divided revolutionary
movement.

Recause Spain was in such a terrible state herself, she was an
insignificant enemy to a united America. Without the combined effort
of the provinces, however, no progress could be made. Individual pro-
vineces and leaders must subordinate their personal ambitions to the
common goal of independence. Once indevendence was won, the provinces
could decide how thev would govern themselves. A united America could
command the respect of foreign nations and secure sid., By force of

numbers, America would destroy Spanish influence and become a world

L5

power.

Although Fray Servando soon gave up the impossible hope of united
Americs confronting impotent Spain, he continued to plead for unity

among the warring factions in New Spain. The only reason Mexico was

unable to secure her freedom was the lack of a central agency to conduct
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the revolution. Ignorance, lnexperience, and ambition kept the revolu-

‘ ~naries, tionary chiefs from co-operating. What was needed was a civil center

¢ pur- of power that would represent the nation, conduct war, and make alli-

= Mier ances and treaties with foreign countries. Without such a body, no

-~ ution possible road to independence could be found.h6

_.tion Naturally, Fray Servando made these recommendations with partic-
wary ular forelgn countries in mind. At first he had great hopes that England
< <he war. would aid the colonies 1n their fight against Spain. He appealed to the
-+ the mercantile interests of England and called for a long friendship between
" WAS Americans and Englishmen., He further maintained that England had no

_ Tro- obligation to help Spain regain her rebellious colonies. If England
~vary could not materially aid America, the least she could do would be to

stay neutral.7T Padre Mier soon became disillusioned with Fngland and

w23 an turned to the United States as a source of possible aid,
2ot In order to impress North Americans with Mexico's sincere desire
el DYOo- for freedom from Spanish tvranny., the revolutionaries should form some
T wne kind of representative congress. By this means, claimed Mier, there
—~-rinces would be a government to negotiate with the United States. The manner
sz could and form of the congress, as well as the electoral procedure, was of
-2 of little or no importance. "Si los monos supiesen hablar, bastaria que
worlid el Congreso fuese de ellos y dijesen que representan 1ls nacibn. Entre
los hombres no se necesitan sino farsas porque todo es una comedia. "
-7 united Once this congress be formed, it should mske its first order of business
ol o' the naming of a plenipotentiary representative to be sent to Washington
:2 WaS or New York to treat with the government of the United States. Such a
-~ conduct deputy should be given sufficient funds to convince authorities in the
>UNDEOS SONDEOS
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United States that the revolution was & going concern. In addition,

the debts contracted by Mina in his disastrous expedition to aid o
Mexico should be partially paid. This would help establish Mexico's B #
sredit and convince merchants to lend more money to the revolutionary L
government. : -

Although these measures be done with a certain amount of ille- ) 4
galityv, the revolutionists should maintain appearances at all costs. .
Mier reminded the revolutionists that any irregularities could be smoothed .
out after independence had been won. Anyway, the need for such a mesasure

e

was obvious and _ 1a necesidad no estéd sujeta a leyes. 5Salus

EoEuli suprema lex est.”h9 Naturallyv, in order that the congress might

- o, T

be formed, some military chiefs must give up part of their power and 1in-
fluence to the new congress, However, the benefits of unity far out-
weighed the disadvantages of a «mal]l reduction in the personal vower of
g few generals.so

Fray Servando included the United States in his propaganda. In
8 tract definitely directed at North American audiences, he pointed out
various reasons why the United States should help the insurgents. The
publication of the Plan de Teuala early in 1821 put Fray Servando in & .
difficult position. He had maintained that the United States should
help liberate Mexico because Mexicans wanted to establish a republic
just like the United States. Now, the Plan de Iguzla provided for a
monarchy headed by a Furopean prinece., With typical agility, Fray Servando
proceeded to turn this unexvected event to his own account. In the first
place, he said, the Plan de Iguala was mainly a political strategem de-

signed to unite Mexicans against Spain. It had yet to be approved by

. "‘“Imm. -
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“dition : . o
’ the people. Nonetheless, the existence of such & Plan indicated strong

21 monarchist sentiment in Mexico. But, should the United States re-
Yexico's cognize Mexican independence, she would be in a position to see that
-utionary Mexico became a republiec. If the United States refused to act and
allowed the Plan de Iguala to be carried out, she would always regret
= 1lle- it. An independent monarchy in the Americas would necessarily 1involve
- costs. the United States in the aquarrels of Furovpe. In addition, a monarchy

.~ 3 be smoothed . . : : . . . :
would be little inclined to give special trade privileges to & neighbor-

.25 & measure ‘ .
ing republic.

calus : . :
=2 To cap off this bizarre argument, Fray Servando made the startling

o might C :
=5 T8 prediction that should the United States declare herself " . . . por la
independencia de México, . . . no solo serd [México] repiblica, sino
- E‘.T OUt""‘ . "51 v

confederada con los Estados Unidos. This statement can only be ex-
plained by Padre Mier's propagandistic enthusiasm and might have been
revised out of the trmct had it ever been published. It does, nonethe-

less, indicate the importance Mier placed on United States intervention

in the independence movement.52

=~~s, The
| Subseauent events soon rendered these dlscussions academic. On

27 September 1821 Iturbide entered the capital and Mexico was finally

=z znhould : :
free. 1In February 1822 the first constituent congress was called to
-=—ublic _ _
decide the form of government for Mexico. Fray Servando was elected
tz2 7or a

a member of this important Mexican congress and played an important
role in its deliberations. In his activities in and out of the Congress

he continued his propagandsa, this time in defense of what he considered

the best government for Mexico.

o

—-—=>ved b : L ' '
™ Y Of his long and spirited battle of words over the liberation of

America, mueh has already been said. Fray Servando's efforts on behalf

SONDEgs SONDEOS
> 25 2/925




of independence are difficult to judge. It 1s almost impossible to
~ralculate their effectiveness. Yet his ideas did achieve rather wide
distribution within Mexico, and his name was well known by most con-
temporary literate Mexicans. The writings and npropaganda of Padre
Mier are most important for what they tell about the revolutionary
movement. Since few of his ideas were original, he was an effective
mirror of his time. The ideas and theories appearing in his numerous
and repetitive tracts were those most likely to impress his fellow
cﬁuntrymen. Fray Servando de Mier's revolutionary ideology is sug-

gestive of the rationalizations that convinced Americans of the need

and righteousness of independence.
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2 to NOTES TOC CHAPTER 11

ar wide
~ con- 1T have taken this account of the disturbances in New Spain
adye from Leslie Byrd Simpson, Many Mexicos (Berkeley, 1961), pp. 183-
mary 185.
antive °Bedford K. Hadley, "The Enigmstic Padre Mier," pp. 99-100.
ImMeTous 3See all of Mier's Historia. One example of this kind of
oW argument is ibid., I, 117-132.
Sug- lLFor g complete review of the legal relationship between Americs
e need and Spain from the 16th to the 18th century see Ricardo Levene, Las
Indias no eran colonias (Buenos Aires, 1951). The whole book deals
with this subject, but on pages 48 to 50 there is a short summary of
the laws bearing on the controversy. Levene's arguments follow al-
most exactly those of Fray Servando.
PMier, Historia, I, 95-98.
61bid., pp. 260-270.
TIbid., p. xxxvi.
erid., P. XXXV.
9£Eigf, p. 270,
101vid., ». S8.
ll¥or a succinct schemata of Padre Mier's main points on the
legitimacy of rebellion and his major doctrinal sources see Jes{is Reyes
Heroles, E1 liberalismo mexicano (Mexico, 1957), I, 18-19.
1e2Mier, Historia, II, 162.
131pid., pp. 168-169,
141bid., pp. 47-50, 169.
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151hid., pp. 47-L8.

l6Ibid., p. 48. See also Mier, Cartas del Dr. Fray Servando

Teresa de Mier, (Bajo el seuddnimo de un Americano) afios de 1811

y 1812z in Obras completas del Dr. José FEleuterio Gonzélez, segunds

parte del tomo IV (Monterrey, 1888), pp. 16-18, 67-T1.

lTMier, Historia, II, $1-52 and notes.

181pid., p. 53.

19Mier, Memoria politico-instructiva, enviada desde Filadelfia

en agosto de 1821, a los gefes independientes del An@huac, llamado por

los espafioles Nueva Espafia (Mexico, 1822), p. 69.

20Mier, Historia, I, 117-120, 134-135, 137; and II, 176-177.

Fray Servando cited many laws of the Indies to prove this allegation.
Perhaps the most explicit is ley 14, tit. 2, 1ib. 3 which provided that
when, for any employment, " . . . sucediere concurrir muchos pretendientes
con igualdad de méritos, sean preferidos los decendientes de los primeros
descubridores de las Indias, y después los pacificadores y pobladores, ¥
los que hayan nacido an equellas Provincias. . . ." Creoles were also

to be preferred for ecclesiastical offices. ©See ley 5, tit. 6, 1ib. 13
ley 24, tit. 6, 1ib. 1; and ley 29, tit. 6, 1lib. 1.

2lMier, Historia, I, 63 and 131.

221bid-, II, 57"59-

23Ipid., p. 165.

2L pntonello Gerbi, Viejas polémicas sobre el nuevo mundo (Lima,
1946), p. 271.

25Mier, Historia, II, 166.
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26prnold R. Verduin, Manual of Spanish Constitutions, 1808-

i

1931: translation and introductions (Ypsilanti, Michigan: 19k1),
pp. 11-35. See especially articles 5, 18, 22, 23, and 29.

nde 2TMier, Historia, II, 23L4-248,

28This summary of Padre Mier's arguments 1s taken from a number
of places. That this was a main issue at the Cortes among the American

deputies can be seen in James F. King's article cited in note 34 below.

- 158 Fxamples of Mier's opinions can be found in the Historia, I, 124=130,
=0 por and II, 236-237. See also Mier, "Situacidn sobre las castas,”" and

"Tdesn de la constitucidn" in Fscritos inéditos. TFor another version

of the same arguments see Mier, Cartas de un Americano, pP. o6-3h4, ho-

~ilon. 49 . 94-96,

21 that 29Mier, Historia, IT, 235,

~endientes 301bid., p. 234. Padre Mier was wrong. The king, according to
Drimeros the Constitution of 1812, was not subject to responsibility. See
wores, ¥ article 168. Neither was the king responsible for his ministers.

e also They were responsible to the Cortes. See article 226,

1ib. 13 3lMier, Historia, II, o3)y, Here again Fray Servando misread the

il

Constitution which made the Councilors of State removable upon presenta-
tion of just cause to the Supreme Court of Justice. See article 239.

32Mier, Historia, II, 2hk3-25k4,

33Tbid., p. 255.

ima, 3bpor Mier's opinion on the moral issue of Negro humanity see 1bid.,
pp. 234-248, Fray Servando was not the only one to exploit this argument.
" the denial of an equal basis of representation, more than any

other act of the Cortes, encouraged and Justified incipient revolt in
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America; and the deliberate adoption of raciasl discrimination provided
revolutionary leaders with & powerful appeal to numerous colored

elements in the population." James F, King, "The Colored Qastes and

lllll

American Representation in the Cortes of C&diz," Hispanic American

Historical Review XXXIII (1953), 33.

e e

3OMier, Historia, II, 264,
361014,

37" ., . . aunque la nacidn elija representantes o mandatarios, no

.
L
Ty

T il

solo tienen derecho a revisar su obra para ratificarla o anularla,
sino para castigar a los atrevidos que no han consultado su voluntad.

. Ibid., p. 265. Mier maintained this position in order to dis-

credit the Cortes and Constitution but changed his argument when, in
pleading for centralized federalism in the second constituent congress,
he recommended the deputies disregard the wishes of their provinces.

See Chapter IIT below., This is another example of Mier's propagandistic
use of any and all arguments available to support one cause and com-
pletely contradictory arguments to support another,

38Mier, Historia, II, 265,

391vid., p. 162.

hOLevene, Las Indias no eran colonias, p. 156.

thhis series of arguments is one of Mier's favorite, If appears,
in all or in part, throughout his writings. For example, see Mier,
Memorias, ed. Castro Leal, I, 187; Mier, Historia, I, 232-234, 2h42-
2433 and II, 162-163, See also note 20 above.

h2Mier, Historia, I, 234,

b31pid., pp. 245-258, 2Th, 296-208. See also volume II, 1-113.
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hh}biﬁ., 273-27h, Also in Mier, Memoria politico-instructiva,

pp. 127-13h,

h5M:'Ler, Historia, II, 273-2Tk, 316-317. Also see Mier, Questidn

politica: Puede ser libre la Nueva Espafia? MS., Mier papers, Latin

American Library, University of Texas Library, Austin, p. 105.

4611pi4.

WTMier, Historia, II, 60-61, 315-316.

hBMier, "piseurse escrito por el Dr. DH., Servando Teresa de Mier

en San Juan de Ulfia en diciembre de 1820," Escritos inéditos, p. 210.

Fray Servando believed that a1l the United States needed was some pre-

tense of legitimacy and she would join Mexico against Spain. In ex-

pression this idea Mier was unable to pass up & rhetorical flourish to

emphasize his point.

h9;pid., p. 221. This quotation explains much of Mier's contra-

dictory arguments. Once he had decided what was best for the people

he used all arguments that might support his opinion regardless of their

inherent contradictions.

50Tpid., pp. 213-227. For a slightly different version of Mier!'s

recommendations see Mier, Questidén politica, MS.

DlMier, "Nos prometieron constituciones," Escritos inéditos, v. 367.

52%or Padre Mier's arguments on the Plan de Iguala and United States

intervention see ibid., pp. 359368,
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CHAPTER IIT

THE GOVERNMENRT FOR MEXICO

Monarchy or Republic

After the promulgation of the Plan de Igualas when the indepen-
dence of Mexico was fast becoming a reality, the almost successful
revolutionists were faced with the problem of choosing a form of
government for Mexico. The Plan de Iguala provided for a constitu-
tional monarchy with a Furopean prince on the throne. Many insurgents,
however, were dedicated republicans. Fray Servando de Mier rightly
calculated that this was the most important question of the times and
threw himself wholeheartedly into the propagandistic battle. The
topic was familiar to Padre Mier who had made recommendations for the
future government of America as early as 1813 in his Historia. Since
that time, he had modified his ideas. In the first part of his career
he was a decided partisan of British institutions and customs. Through-
out his Historia, Mier commended the Fnglish political virtues to all
Americans. He cautioned them against following too closely the ex-
ample of the United States, Ry 1821 and the Plan de Iguala, Padre
Mier had become disillusioned with England and placed his confidence
in the republican institutions of the United States. The reasons for
this change of heart are quite complex, and there is still no agree-
ment among historians about the motives for the change.

Although Fray Servando praised the English constitution, parlia-
ment, and liberties, he never directly praised their king. What was

good about Fngland was its maturity of political action, its two chamber
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parliament, and its protection of individual rights. That such a
system was based on the existence of a monarch left Padre Mier un-
impressed, although he admired the way the powers of the English
monarch were circumscribed by parliament and law. In light of these
considerations it seems safe to say that Fray Servando was never &
defender of monarchy.

The reasons for Fray Servando's alienation from England and
attraction to the United States are easier understood. His campalgn
in England for British intervention in favor of independence was &
failure. The Fnglish ministers were too interested in preserving the
balance of power in FEurope to aid the struggling colonies in America.
In the United States, on the other hand, Padre Mier found many people
interested in the success of the independence movement. Fray Servando
himself wes able to secure financial aid for the sbortive Mina expe-
dition. The co-operation and attention he received on his visits to

the United States may have also contributed to his affection for re-

publican government.

Padre Mier recognized the contradictions inherent in his various
publications on the best form of government for Mexico. Although in
the Historia he had recommended that Americans should take the Fnglish
constitution as their model, he later rejected this idea and charac-
terized Fngland as one of the most dangerous enemies of America. In

an attempt to smooth out the contradiction, Mier glleged that while in

Fngland he had been forced by circumstances 1o Yanglicanizar" his ideas.

Once these preliminary difficulties were disvosed of, Fray Servando

launched his attack on monarchies.,
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All monarchies were bad, but those headed by Bourbons were the
worst of all--a pointed allusion to the Plan de Iguala which provided
for a Bourbon prince. These monarchs, said Mier, presumed a divine
right to rule which led them to despotism, and they were always in-
Their courts and retinues were expensive;

volved in FEuropean wars.

they constituted themselves as 1dols, expecting to be treated as such. 3

A system of this nature would not do for Americsa,

Mexico should shun monarchy and choose & republic, for if the

Plan de Iguala should be fulfilled, the United States and the rest of

republican America would object. The result would be more war. Only

republican government was applicable in America. Just look at the

prosperity of the United States! The United States must be the guide,

LA

not Britain nor Spain. The republican form of government was . e e

el finico en que el interés particular siempre activo es el mismo interés

i

general del gobierno y del estado.”

The growth and prosperity of the United States was, said Mier,

"

the result of the republican system. It seems an enchantment, . . s

pero es un encanto anexo en todas partes y tiempos al goblerno repub-

licano, a la verdadera y completa libertad, que solo en &l se goza.

">  The Republic of Rome was just one example of the benefits to

be achieved from republicanism., Even the Bible concurred in praising

the greatness of the Roman republic in T Maccabees 8, God himself chose

a republic as the form of government for his chosen people. When the

Jews asked for a king, the Lord cautioned them against such a step. Re-

6

publicanism, then, had the biblical imprimatur.
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Iturbide -
This discussion was soon settled. On 18 May 1822 Iturbide was | s

proclaimed Emperor by an army-led mob from the streets of Mexico. The 1

Congress, cowed by bayonets, acquiesced, and the tragic farce of the .
Mexican empire had begun., Up to this time, Fray Servando had been Rt
held captive in the fortress of San Juan de UlGa by the Spanish com- T
mander DAvila. Mier was captured and imprisoned in this last outpost ce e g
of Spanish control on his return from the United States to take his " - - :g
seat in the constituent congress as deputy from Nuevo Ledn. - s -

On 21 May 1822 Fray Servando was released from the fortress. '
Although the congress had petitioned Davila to free the deputy from see m

Nuevo Lefn, this alone could not have convinced the Spanish commander, ez <

since the congress had no means of compelling him. Lucas Alamén wrote -+ -a
that it was quite possible Mier had been released to cause Iturbide B
trouble. His political affiliations were well known, and Dédvila prob- AR
gbly thought Fray Servando would cause more trouble for the new nation s 2o

outside the prison.T This supposition of Alam&n's had the advantage of e

corresponding to the events that transcribed. Padre Mier, " . . . an e e

uncompromising republican, . . . had hardly set foot on shore when he .

"8

began to inveigh against the monarchy. . . . T

During his trip from San Juan de Ulfia to Mexico to take part in e

the congressional deliberations, Padre Mier stopped for a two and One- . . .

half hour interview with Iturbide. He refused to treat the new Emperor _—_—
with due respect and declared himself displeased with the Empire. In -
the interview, Fray Servando made it clear that as long as Iturbide would o

rule with moderation and equity and maintain the representative system, N
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he would not oppose him., Should Iturbide become a tyrant or despotl,

9

Mier would become his irreconcilable enemy.

With this somewhat ominous beginning, Fray Servando entered
Mexico to begin his career as a congressional deputy and imperial
gadfly. Because of his picturesque life and numerous writings on the
subject of independence and republicanism, Padre Mier became the center
of the anti-Iturbide forces in Congress. Within the legislative body,
Fray Servando's opposition took the form of opposing any measures that
might tend to uphold or enhance the prestige and power of the Emperor.

Mier's congressional campaign against Iturbide d4id not become
exeiting until August 1822, On 3 August he asked for permission to
speak in favor of a proposition providing that government ministers
must be required to attend meetings of Congress when a matter in their
competence came up. In his discourse, Fray Servando claimed that the
attendance of ministers was necessary to make them more responsible to
the legislature. That much discussion and conflict might grow out of
such a system was good for the political process. Padre Mier showed
how the conflict of opinions in the English parliament resulted in ﬁhe
choice of the best possible alternative in any given case. Without the
presentation of different views the Mexican legislature might fall into
the errors of the French National Assembly. In that body, the legisla-
tors were divided into two diametrically opposed groups. Without any
middle ground, the French were always being drawn to extreme solutions.
Thus, concluded Mier, the ministers must attend meetings in order that

they might add a third opinion to those of the legislators. They must

be obligated to attend to insure their presence.lo

SONDEOS

25 3/5




™is relatively minor attack on the prerogatives of the executive
was indicative of the tenor of Mier's first interventions in the de-
bates. On 16 August these small attacks grew into & full-fledged con-
troversy. Iturbide asked that a previous congressional decree providing
for legislative election of judges to the Supreme Court be changed to
executive nomination. The heated debate over this igsue showed the
depth of congressional jdissatisfaction with the Emperor. Fray Servando
led the opposition to this propossal.

In his speech, Padre Mier's #iwst concern was to establish the
ascendancy of congress over executive. Sovereignty, he said, resided
essentially in the nation. It could never be given up--only delegated.
Previous agreements made in the name of Mexico, such as the Plan de
Iguale and the Spanish Constitution of 1812, were not binding becsause
they were made by individuals or by juntas with limited powers. The

constituent congress, however, Was sovereign because it had the full,

delegated powers of the nation.ll

Since the congress was sovereign, why should it not nominate the
judges? Just as COngress saw fit to delegate the executive power 1into
the hands of an emperor, 1t should delegate the judicial power into the
hands of a supreme court. Why should the congress allow another power
to intervene? It was alleged that the Emperor should be given this
power because he, too, represented the nation. Sgid Mier, " . . . €8
una equivocacibn. . . . Hemos elejido emperador, pero afin no 1o hemos
constituido. Todavia podemos 1imitar sus atribuciones. . ... L€ hemos

subdelegado [al emperador] el ejercicio del poder ejecutivo; pero aiin

retenemos la supremacia de ese mismo poder. . . nie
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If the congress were to delegate the appointment of judges to
the executive, a dangerous concentrstion of power would result. The
very vehemence of discussion was an indication of the executive's tre-
mendous influence. All Europe was trying to contain the power of the
executive within the ares laid out by their constitutions. Mexico
should beware of increasing the emperor's prerogatives.l3 Padre Mier
was fully aware of Iturbide's machinations to free himself from con-
gressional control.

Never one to limit his opposition to official debate, Fray Servando
carried his erusade to all parts of society. He spoke of the Emperor
with pgreat contempt. He was active in congress, in the streets, 1n

14 Fray

meetings, alwayvs provoking revolution against the government.
Servando not only spoke in public, but he also conspired in secret. On
about the first of August, Fray Servando began holding secret meetings
to plan the overthrow of Tturbide. Unfortunately for the conspirators,
one of their number was a government spy. On 27 August Fray Servando
and fourteen other deputies were arrested and imprisoned for conspiracy.
The congress, indignant at the affront to its dignity and the blatant
violation of its orivilepe of congressional immunity, demanded custody
of the arrested deputies and presentation of charges. The government
refused on the grounds of an incomplete case against the prisoners.
Confronted with executive control of the army, congress was helpless,
and the deputies remained in jail.15
But imorisonment was never an obstacle to Mier, who continued

his anti-Tturbide campaign with increased vigor. One vehicle of oppo-

sition was satiric verse. When Iturbide had the Archbishop fulminate
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Mier replied with

excommunications against all republican sympathizers,

& stinging décima against this policy.

Dizaue pretenda el tirano

Que unsa aexocomunidn saliera
En que ipso facto incurriersa .
a2

Todo hombre republicano?

Y por que crimen? FEs 1lano:
Por que de su magestad
Se opone con libertad

A la infausta monarquis

;Puede darse mas impi=a

Herética pravedad?

To better control the rump legislature, Tturbide replaced the

original congress with a hand-picked Junta Instituyente. On receipt

of this news, Padre Mier tossed off another décima.

Un obispo, presidente
Dos payasos, secretarios;
Cien cuervos estrafalarios o

Fs la Junta instituyente.

Tan ruin v villana gente

fi

Cierto es gque legislarén
A pusto del gran sultén:
Un magnifico sermdn
Seréd la Constitucidn

. 1
Que estos brutos formaran. T
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replied with Bustamante noted that these satires gained wide circulation and
were the reason Iturbide transferred Mier to the 0ld prison of the
Iﬁquisition and incarcerated him in the section called del olvido.
Except for one brief period of freedom, Mier remained in prison until
liberated by victorious republican forces, 23 February 1823. While the
effect of such ephemeral writings on the collapse of the Empire may be
questioned, they did contribute to the genersl dissatisfaction with
the Iturbidist regime,

Through his congressionsal opposition, secret plottings,land

satirical verses, Fray Servando contributed much to the eventusl defeat
of the Fmperor. Because of his untiring republican campaign, "Padre

Mier deserves . . . the credit . . . for Tturbide's downfall."18

aced the
Centralism or Federalism

- recelipt
Having rid Mexico of her second Empire, the deputies of the con-

stituent congress began to debate the formation of a constitution. The
restored congress was presented s plan for a republican constitution,
but before it could be acted upon, a second constituent congress had

to be elected. In both congresses Padre Mier stood out as a leader of
the forces fighting for a strong central government. Although his

fight was unsuccessful, Padre Mier's ideas represented important Mexican
sentiment.

The most important battle of the congresses was over the question
of federalism. In the first congress, the majority of delegates were
for & modified form of federalism that would guarantee the states juris-
diction within their own boundaries but retain the balsnce of power in

the national government., Before the first congress was dissolved, Fray
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Servando and a number of other deputies put their heads together and

came up with a plan for a constitution for Mexico. In the preface 1o

&

thet document, they acknowledged the popular demand for federalism,

Yet, they pointed out, there was always the danger tha. federalism,

which divides a nation into smaller states, would facilitate the dis-

solution of the country. Men were only strong through union; complete

federalism tended to weeken or jestroy union. Thus, the plan called

for a moderate federal system where sovereignty resided in the national

government.lg

The plan was never voted on vefore the dissolution of the first
congress. Mier and his adherents had the plan printed and distributed
to the provinces in hopes that it might influence the selection of
delegates. It did not, for the provinces returned a decidedly liberal,
federalist congress. Although Mier was re-elected from Nuevo Ledn,
many of his more conservative companions were jefeated by avowed fed-
eralists.

On 7 November 1823 the second constituent congress Was installed
and began debate on the Acta constitutiva. This document, which would
provide the basls for & national constitution, was substituted for Mier's
earlier plan. 1t was jecidedly federalist. The crucial articles were
numbers five and six. Five provided that the nation be constituted into
a federated republic, and six that the states be sovereign and indepen-

dent. The heated discussion over these articles showed the centrifugal

forces in Mexico after the Empire.

In the debates over the Acta, Padyre Mier fought a losing battle

for more centralization. His major aeffort to influence the congress

SONDEOS

3/10 25

lllllllllll

mmmmm

- b -

-
— - E_



er and came on 13 December 1823 when article five came up for discussion. This

face tO speech, later known as the Profecia, was the best Mier gave during his

1 ism. congressional career. It is a closely reasoned and well-written expo-

L 1ism, sition of the problems inherent in the federal system, in genersal, and
he dis- in a federated'Mexico, in particular.

~omplete The famous discourse began with a protestation of Mier's disinter-
~alled estedness. He noted that at his advanced age there was little he could
s pational possibly gain from either kind of constitution. He then reminded his

listeners of his long republican career. Having established these pre-

e first liminary qualifications, Padre Mier moved on to the question of federalism,
s~ ributed The general desire for a federation on the model of the United States was
> of misguided. Those who advocated such & plan had not given sufficient

- liberal, thought to the wvast differences betweeﬁ the two countries. The English
~edn, colonies were divided states who federated themselves to oppose the tyr-
r2d fed- anny of England. Mexico was always united; to federate would be to divide

the nation. Furthermore, the United States was prepared for constitu-

~stalled tional government while Mexico was not .20

a2 would | Fray Servando not only weanted to show that the United States and

= for Mier's Mexico were in different circumstances, but that those countries that

23 were adopted the United States federal system had become disillusioned and

. -uted into submerged in civil war. Witness Venezuela and Columbia, he said, where

* ‘ndepen- rivers of blood were the result of the United States system; Buenos

s -+ ridugal Aires was also in difficulty because of this kind of federation. These
republiecs found it necessary to centralize to solve their prOblems.El

= cattle Since the majority of deputies were elected to help form a federal

-T.ZTress republic, Fray Servando's only hope of success was to convince these

SONDEOS SONDEOS
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deputies to vote against the wishes of their provinces. Although the
people wanted federalism, Mier went to some length bo prove that the
deputies were not obligated to vote as their provinces instructed,
The Congress was sovereign, he claimed, and it could not be limited
by any restriction. The deputies, although elected by the provinces,
represented the whole nation. Yo deputy should have qualms about

voting contrary to the wishes of his province should he feel it ad-

visable.22

RBut could the Congress be sure that the nation wanted a federal
republic? Mier thought not. It was more probable, he said, that some
clever people in the provinces, seeing the possibilitites for personal
benefit, decided the people wanted federalism. How could the people
want an anglo-American federation? They hardly knew what 1t wes.
"Ilaménse cien hombres, no digo de los campos, ni de los pueblos donde

hay quién sepa leer, ni que existen siquiera en el mundo anglo-americancs:

de México mismo, de esas galerfas héganse bajar cien hombres, pregln-
tenseles qué casta de animal es repfiblica federada, y doy ml pescuezo
si no responden treinta mil desatinos."23 f?
Fven supposing the general will was for federalism, there was no E
lawful reason that the representatives of the people had to obey this

will. Because the veople have always been victims of demagogues their

numerical will was a poor guide. The congress should take the welfare

of the people into consideration and vote for a centralized republic,
not a federation. The general will principle was a true metaphysical

principle, but worthless in practice because nowhere existed the ab-

stract man necessary to make it work.2h
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acugh the The best system for Mexico was a middle course between & strict

that the centralist and loose federalist government. The states should have
ucted. sufficient powers to control and administer affairs within their borders,
limited but they should not be sovereign. Sovereignty should reside completely
rovinces, in the central government. Such a system would provide Mexico with a
apout unity needed to withstand the pressures of foreign ambition and internsal
it ad- dissension.

Without such & government, Mexico would be plunged into a series

=z federal of civil wars. The inequality of provinces would be a continual cause
, that some of dissension. There was no way to avoid this, for no province was will-
>r personal ing to donate part of its territory to a smaller,
~e people But civil war was not the only danger Mier believed threatened the
- WaS. new republic. The Holy Alliance had designs on Mexico, and should 1%t
==los donde find Mexico disunited, that would be the end of the republic. To divide
z_o~americanos; the nation was to lay it open to easy attack and conquest.
s, pregin- Mexico was not vet ready for any constitution, let alone a federal
~ TEescuezo instrument. More time was necessary. Public men had no experience in

the art of government, and the provinces were easily controlled by

r.ere was no demagogues. Perhaps it would be best for Mexice to do without a con-
~bey this stitution until she had acquired more sophistication. In the meantime,

~rues their the nation could be governed by the ancient laws of Spain and the Con-
~~e welfare stitution of 1812,

. republic, In conclusion, Padre Mier pleaded for the rejection of provincial

- zphysical demands for a federated republic. If they did not do so Mexico would

% the ab-

suffer. '"Preveo la divisién, las emulaciones, el disorden, la ruina y

el trastorno de nuestra tierra hasta sus cimientos."<?
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Thus ran the Profecia. It is evident from the contents why this
speech became so famous., Almost every one of Mier's. predictions came

true. The federal system as defined in the Acta was adopted, and Mexico

was plunged into a series of civil wars and pronunciamentos. One has
only to be reminded of the career of Santa Anna to appreciate the cheaos
of Mexican political life. Although the Holy Alliance was not the
threat envisioned by Fray Servando, the weakness of Mexico against &

foreign invader was amply proven 1in 1847 and again in 1862,

Executive, Legislature, and Judiciary

Fray Servando's constitutional contributions were not limited to R
the centralism-federalism fight. He also made proposals on the form L
and prerogatives of the executive, legislative, and judicial branches
of government. In the Plan de la constitucidn mentioned earlier, his -
ideas were prominent, although he probably did not write the document. %

The executive branch of government should be composed of three e
individuals named every three years by the legislature. They should . 2
declare war snd command the army, but always with the advice and consent <Y

of the legislature. They should also be in charge of the nation's L

finances and diplomacy. Mier thought that the members of the executive

could be chosen from among the legislators.26 e

On the question of a legislative branch of government, Mier was o
ot odds with the other members of the commission that drew up the plan. -
Tn the plan, the legislature was unicameral and elected by a system of
indirect representation. The commission based its decision on the ex- o

perience of the French Assembly, the Spanish Cortes, and the Peruvian

congress. Mier could not sbide this recommendation and wrote his own | e,
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s of the plan. In this

-=s why this
holding an old opinion of his.

narticular instance, Fray Servando was up

- 10oNS Came
ts early as 1813 he had recommended Mexicans stay away from unicameral

3, and Mexico
+o heated arguments and party intrigues. The

government because it led

One has
_house legislature resulted in laws

pressure of the moment in & one

=2 the cheaos
The experience of the French conven-

passed without enough reflection.

+ion and the Spanish Cortes were examples of this dangerous precipita-

tian.QT

What was needed, said Mier, was & second legislative chamber similar

+n the one found in the United States and €olombia. In it each state

- limited to vould have equal representation regardless of size oI population. 1t

of men over thirty-five years old who, being more

~ the form would be composed

2~ branches mature and conservative than the popular chamber, would moderate the

:=>ier, his impetuosity of the fipst house. The existence of two houses would serve

ac a check on the laws and would guard against one party dominating the

-~ document .

= of three government.28 The gecond house, or senate, should not be completely re-

- v gshould elected for each periocd. Instead, only half should be elected at one

~= and consent time, thus providing an element of continuity and experience in the con-

~ation’s duct of government affairs.2?

-~e executive ITn these recommendations, the shadow of the United States Consti-

+ution lurks in the background. FPadre Mier was quite impressed by the

Mier was constitutional structure of the United States. In addition, his own

=i
.-.-'!

ions of the Spanish Cortes soured him

- up the plan. disappointment with the deliberat

- a system of on unicemeral legislatures. Fray qervando was fearful of innovations

-~ on the ex- and felt more at home with familiar systems of government. Indicative

to the judicial system proposed by the

-~a Peruvian of this attitude was his reaction

~ste his own majority of the commission.
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The plan provided for a group of Jjudges to decide cases of the
first instance, magistrates to decide second and third instances, and
a supreme court to watch over magistrates and judges. The supreme
court was to be subject to the jurisdiction of a Senado. This system
was easily agreed upon with the exception of the Senado. A quasl-
legislative group with judicial funetions, it was to be formed by two
tndividuals from each province proposed by the electoral jantas in the
provinces and named by the provineial congresses. In addition to Jjuris-
diction over the entire judicial system, the Senado would have wide
powers to judge the individuals of the executive and the deputies to
the national congress. It could convoke extraordinary congresses and
dispose of the local militia, as well as propose new laws deemed neces-
sary and void those deemed unconstitutional.3o

The invention of the Senado, claimed Mier, was unwise, At a
+ime when the provincial governments were worried sbout & concentration
of power in the national government, the commission had created a body
that would concentrate even more power in Mexico City. The whole pro-
posal was much too complicated to work smoothly. When dealing with the
future of a nation, it would be best to avoid untried instititions.

New constitutional theories ruined France and destroved the authority

of the Spanish Cortes. "En esta materia, mientras menos invencién mas

seguridad."Bl

Tn addition to this basic constitutional framework, the plan con-
tained a section on the rights and duties of citizens. It guaranteed
the freedoms of thought, sveech, and press. Equality before the law

and the right to be governed only by representative congresses were
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assured, as well as the sanctity of private property. The duties of
a citizen included an obligation to profess the Roman Catholic religion
as the only one of the state, to obey the legitimate authorities, to

respect the rights of other citizens, and to cooperate for the good

of the nation.32

To guard against a future reversion to despotism, the commission
gave the national and provincial legislatures the duty of providing
educational institutes to educate the people for self-government. Mier
must certainly have had a hand in the inclusion of this provision,

since he was always a champion of more snd better education.33

Fray Servando's Mexico

Although many of these ideas on the proper constitution were
never reelized, they gave a clear idea of how Fray Servando would have
organized Mexico. The salient feature of his proposals was the strength
of the central government. The states and their provincial assemblies
were given very limited functions, and the supremacy of the central
government was clearly stated, Padre Mier had little faith in the ability
of the people to elect their representatives by direct popular election.
The representatives to the national congress were elected indirectly,
and the executive was elected by the deputies. FEducation was deemed
necessary before the people could be trusted with the responsibilities
of full citizenship.

It is interesting to note that many of Padre Mier's recommendations
were based on the same principles he had so vociferously combatted in
his independence propaganda. In congress, Fray Servando fought a gallent

but losing battle to take sovereignty away from the provinces. But in

SONDEOS
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his independence propaganda, he had based the legality of the rebellion
on the inalienable right of provinces to govern themselves and to assume
sovereignty should they disagree with the metropolis.

Although France and Spain were always called in as examples of
what not to do, Padre Mier was never sure whether 1o take the United
States or Britain as his model. If the question were one of federalism
vs. centralism, Padre Mier warned against following the United States
example, If, however, the question were republic vs. empire, he recom-
mended the system found in the United States.

As a good propagandist, Padre Mier's primary concern was to con-
vinee his sudience. For one particular purpose, Mier would marshall
all arguments that might sustain his point. For another, he would use
an entirely different and sometimes contradictory set of arguments.,
Since few people were likely to have read all his tracts, let alone re-
member the numerous arguments, the effectiveness of his writings was
probably unaffected by the contradictions.

In his constitutional debates and writings, Fray Servando was
representative of a school of thought no longer viable in Mexico. He

was a traditionalist and an aristocrat of sorts. His ideal government

for Mexico would have been a centralized federal republic, run and con-
trolled by an elite creole congress. In such & republic Fray Servando
would have been one of the most prominent and influential figures. Un-
fortunately for Mier, the revolutionary independence movement, which
he took such pains to justify, created the sentiment and logic for a
decentralized federal republic ruled by provincial military coalitions.

The liberal, anti-aristocratic revolt begun with the Spanish Constitution
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of 1812 and culminating in the Mexican constitution of 1857 was not

to be slowed down by one determined priest from Nuevo Ledn.
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NOTES TO CHAPTER TII

lfor an interesting discussion of this problem see Hadley,
"The Fnigmatic Padre Mier," pp. 208-210, Hadley maintains Mier
converted to republicanism because he saw a larger rcle for himself

in a republican Mexico than in & Mexican empire.

Mier's pro-English comments can be found in Mier, Historia,

II, 316-318. His retraction and explanation are 1in Mier, Memoria

politico-instructiva, po. 58, 90-97.

3Ibid., pp. L5-LT.

thid., p. 53. See also Mier, Plan de la constitucién politica

de la nacidn mexicana (Mexico, 1823), pp. 1-5.

L] » 1’ L * L
>Mier, Memoris politico-instructiva, n. TT.

6Ibid., PP. 53-56. The biblical references for this last argu-

ment were: I Kines 8, and 10:25; and Osee 13:1l.

T™1a sospecha que entonces se tuvo de haber puesto Davila en
libertad al padre Mier, para hacer a Iturbide la hostilidad mas efectiva
o » . . . "
que podia imaginar, considerando a aquel eclesiéstico como una tea
encendida que arrojaba sobre los combustibles de todas clases que los
sucesos habian ido acumulando en el imperio mejicano, puede tenerse pues
por una suposicidn verosimil, ya que no sea un hecho averiguado,”

Alaman, Historia de Méjiqgj v, 645,

8Hubert Howe Bancroft, Works: History of Mexico (San Francisco,

1885), XI11, 781.
95aid Mier, " . . . no estd en mi mano dejar de ser lo [un enemigo

irreconciliable] contra los d8svotas v tiranos. Sabria morir; pero no
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obedecerlos."” Juan A. Mateos, Historia parlamentaria de los congresos

mexicanos de 1821 a 1857 (Mexico, 1877), I, 67T.

101bid., p. T32.
111vid., p. T96.

121bi4d.

13Ibid., p. TOT.

thuoted in Francisco Banegas Galvén, Historia de México (Morelia,
1923), II, 150.

157or an account of the secret meetings see Hadley, "The Enigmatic
Padre Mier," p. 254k, For the government case and information about the
conspiracy see, '"Documentos para la historia de la guerra de independencia,
1810-1822," Publicaciones del Archivo General de la Nacién (Mexico, 1933),
XXTIT, 238-278. The case against the deputies was mostly circumstantial
evidence and the imprisonment just a convenlent way 10 rid Iturbide of

part of the opposition., It was for this reason that charges were never

presented to the congress.

16Alamﬁn, Historia de Méjico, V, 692.
lTRustamante, Historia del emperador D. Agustin de Tturbide, p. 23.

181adley, "The Fnigmatic Padre Mier," v. 314, Mier's precise role
in the downfall of Tturbide is difficult to pin down. While some his-
torians have discounted Mier's influence, see note 5, Introduction,.&bove,
oﬁhers see him as & principal actor in the Fmperor's fall. Tturbide's

biographer places Mier among the important opposition leaders in congress

and notes that Mier's opposition dated from the Memoria politico-

instructive written in Philadelphia in 1821. See William 8pence Robertson,

Iturbide of Mexico (Durham, 1952), pp. 81-82, 104-109, 182, 192, 205-20T,
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253, and 293. Another historian, not particularly partial to Mier,

thought him" . . . un enemigo terrible." TFrancisco Banegas Galvén,

Historia de México, II, 149, The Government certainly thought Mier

a ringleader in a conspiracy against government and Emperor. See

"Documentos para la historia de la guerra de independencia, 1810-

1822," pp. 238-278. Whether or not Fray Servando brought down the

Empire, he certainly was an important opposition leader.

19Mier, Plan de la constitucidn, p. T.

2OMier, "Profecia del Doctor Mier sobre la federacidn mexicana,”

Fray Servando Teresa de Mier, pp. 125=-12T7.
2l1hid., pp. 127-128.

22Tvid., pp. 128-131. See also note 37 Chapter I above.

23Mier, "Profecfa,” p. 130.

241pid., pp. 130-132. Fray Servando had no love of the masses,

of the people. His was an aristocratic view of society where the elite

would rule for the benefit of all.

25Ibid., p. 140, TFor the entire text of the discourse se€ DALES

1o4_140. This sveech has stirred up a small controversy. Should Fray

Carvando be called a centralist or a faderalist? Older historians from

Tucas Alamén throught Hubert Howe BRancroft labeled Mier centralist.

Recently, Dr. Nettie Lee Benson attacked this belief in her article,

"Seyrvando Teresa de Mier: Federalist,”" Hispanic American Historical

Review XXVIII (1948), 51L4-525. She maintains, and rightly so, that

Mier never proposed a centralized republic but rather & centralized

federalism. While it misrepresents Freay Servando to call him a cen-

tralist, it is not quite accurate to call him a federalist either.
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The best solution is to eschew all 1abels and concentrate on what the

man said. All who are interested in this little problem should read

carefully the "Profecia" and then decide for themselves.
26Mier, Plan de la constitucidn, pp. 51=-54s see also Mateos

Historisa Earlamentaria, 11, 172-173. N

2TMier, Plan de la constitucidén, 17-21; see also Mier, Historia,
{ Plan de la constitucion

II, 318.

28Mier, Plan de la constitucidn, pp. 66-81.

29Mateos, Historia Earlamentaria, appendix to II, k43,

30Mier, Plan de la constitucidn, vp. 27-40.

31Tbid., p. 81. For the whole discussion see pages 66-81.

32Tbid., pp. L6-LT,

331bid., pp. 23-27.
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- what the CHAPTER IV

uld read CONCLUSION

A scheme of the causes and goals of independence, taken from

lateos
Padre Mier's writings, would be a useful summation and conclusion

to this study of his political ideoclogy.

Historia,
Fray Servando was & provincial of talent whose advancement in

society was blocked by discrimination. Mexican society was divided
into three symbolic classes. On the bottom were the Indians, the
Negros, and the mestizos. On top were the Spaniards who controlled
much of the commerce and most of the best appointments in the kingdom.

E""'Bl L]
Just under the peninsulares, were the creole aristocrats. Although

a creole might be rich, learned, and personable, he was forbidden
social and political equality with peninsulares. The positions of
highest prestige and power went to Spaniards, creoles received the

second and third echelon posts. The system prevailed in both civil

and ecclesiastical government.,

The criollo-gachupin rivalry was one of the most important

divisive elements in Mexico. Most any failure or frustration could
be blamed on gachupin discrimination. Once convinced that the cause
of his troubles was gachupin control of government, the creole could
be counted on to support any movement to dethrone the hated Spaniard.
™e issue had moral overtones which added to its effectiveness., Dis-
srimination was wrong; it was contrary to law; it was morally evil.
Thus, the revolutionfcould be painted as & holy crusade for the lost

rights of Americas, and it was. A number of less moral ambitions could
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be hidden under the guise of righting wrongs. Merchants with their eyes
on the crown's tobacco monopoly could join the revolution under the
acceptable banner of restoring American privileges.

The importance given this particular argument is indicative of

the limited aims of the revolution. Indeed, the use of the word revo-

lution seems almost too strong. Recause the primary justification for
the wars of independence was the discrimination against creoles, the
principal aim of the insurrection was to eliminate the discrimination.
Tn more reslistiec terms, the revoluticnaries were bent on replacing the
ruling class of peninsulares with a criollo aristocracy.

Fray Servando's concern with legitimizing the revolution is a
further indication that the purpose of revolution was a change of rulers,
rather than the destruction of a system. The extensive use of Spanish
legislation to convince insurgents or potential insurgents of the legality
and necessity of rebellion points up the general acceptance of the system.
The implication of this line of argument was that once the cause of
American ills--Spaniards--were removed, the ancient system of government
could be allowed to work properly under creole direction.

Padre Mier's proposals for a government for independent Mexico
also accentuate this desire to maintain the status quo with new leaders.
He fought for a centralized republican government. It was to be a govern-
ment by the elite creocles of Mexico who knew how to run things. The pro-
vinces had few if any men qualified to enter into the dangerous and
difficult business of running a government. The electoral system was
indirect and the legislature was the most powerful branch of government.

Although Padre Mier did look to the United States as his institutional
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be a govern-

model, he would rather have Mexico ruled under the Laws of the Indies

and the Constitution of 1812 then under a decentralized federalism.

In Fray Servando's recommendations for government, there 18 &

pronounced reluctance to innovate or experiment. The first criteria

for a new government must be the establishment of the creole aristocracy

in positions of power and guthority. This was impossible under any

Furopean monarch who would bring his own aristocracy with him. Iturbide

wvas anathema because of his absolutist leanings and royalist connections.

Fray Servando never considered him anything more than a turncoat Spaniard.

Republicanism was the doctrine of the moment; Padre Mier joined the

clamor., but with sure intentions of restraining and modifying the more

1iberal aspects of republican dogma.

The conflicting and contradictory theories espoused during Fray

Cervando's life have caused historians no end of difficulty. What was

+he man's inner consistency? Was his only interest for the greater glory

of Fray Servando, or was he a irue patriot? If a unifying consistency

must be found, it is his desire to change the center of political gravity

from Spain to Americaj; from Madrid to Mexico. If possible, the existing

code of Spanish laws should be preserved; if not, & strong centralized

republic could be estgblished. If we accept this hypothesis as the

central theme of Fray Servando's political career, his propagandistic

sdventures fall into a fairly orderly pattern. The Napoleonic invasions

started Padre Mier on his political career. The meneuvers in Mexico

between the gachupin supported Audiencia and creole supported Ayuntamiento

brought the conflict into the open. Padre Mier naturally sided with

the creoles in their bid for power. Hig discussion of this incident
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clearly shows that Fray Servando's intent was always 1o give govern-
ment to the creoles. Although he claimed everything was done in the
name of Ferdinand, this rationale still holds, for the restored king
would most probably have sanctioned any arrangements existing upon his
reassumption of power. This was a well established practice of the
Spanish crown since the coup de main of Cortés.

As Ferdinand's restoration became less probable, the advantages
of complete political independence became more obvious. But 1t must
be done legally. Unless the transfer of power from Spain to America
were accomplished without disruption of established institutions, the
independence movement would become a real revolution. In order for
Fray Servando's ideal Mexico to be realized, order and stability must
be retained. All his arguments for separation from Spain tend to sup-
port this hypothesis. Mexico reassumed her rights by ousting the
usurping Spaniards and restoring creole government. The legislation
of Spain and Indies guaranteed not only the legality of the transfer
of power, but pro#ided the link of continuity between the old and new
leaders.

When independence became a reality, Fray Servando saw the 1m-
possibility of ruling Mexico within the same structure as before. In
searching for a new framework of government, his guiding principle
prevailed: the creole aristocracy must rule. Monarchy was rejected
for two maein reasons. If the monarch be imported, he would have ties
with a Furopean order Mier hoped to supersede. He would also be most
likely to surround himself with the same class that upheld Ferdinand,

the gachupin merchants. If the monarch be native, he would be
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sovern- untrustworthy. Iturbide was the only serious pretender and he was

- in the suspect pecause of his long royalist affiliation and zealous supression
ad king of the early revolt,

- upon his The only other choice available at the time was a republic.

»f the The United States, the most successful contemporary example, was Mier's

model. Yet his enthusiasm for the United States never overrode his

i%antages | gulding principle. FHe disdained true federalism, for if the provinces

-t must were gllowed to gain a substantial voice in the deliberations of the
America national government, Padre Mier's ideal Mexico would be endangered.

.ons, the Soverelgnty had long been centered in Mexico City, and Padre Mier was

o for afraid of splitting the kinpdom into self-sufficient states. That would
ity must be going too far away from the status quo.

3 to sup- 0f course the creation of this hypotheticsal framework for Padre

- the Mier's thought leaves me open to the charge of depicting him as an oppor-
slation tunistic politician., Within the confines of the framework, Padre Mier
-ransfer gave many well-conceived and indeed admirable suggestions for the conduct
. and new of government. He undoubtedly thought he was promoting what was best

for Mexico. No one should accuse Fray Servando of a lack of patriotism,.

~ne im- It is not uncommon, however, for reformers to envision a society
“ore. In in which they personally would be better off in some way. One seldom
nciple fights for & cause which, if successful, would ruin one's life. But
r=jected the existence of this element of self-interest, ambition, or whatever,
~ave ties does not exclude the possibility that the reformer sincerely believes
~ be most the cause he is fighting for is best for his country. An individual%
erdinand, conception of the ideal society will be one in whieh his individual

cl
(p

interests are lesst hindered. It is immaterial whether the individual

is interested in monev, religion, Justice, or political influence.
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This study of the political ideology of Fray Servando shows not
only what one Mexican priest thought of independence, but also what
a large number of people considered important reasons for independence.
Whether or not these ideas represent the actual motivations of Americans
is here less important than that people thought these ideas expressed
their reasons for wanting independence. An insight into the limited
aims, legalistic arguments, and grievances of some Americans in their

crusade for independence from Spain is & necessary preliminary to under-

standing the entire movement.
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LIST OF WORKS CONSULTED

For full information on various editions of Padre Mier's works,
the reader is referred to the excellent bibliography by Armando

Arteaga y Santoyo listed below. All manuscripts are from the Mier

papers, Latin American Library, University of Texas Library, Austin,

Texas,

o » f b . a u
Alamén, ILucas. Historia de Melico desde los primeros movimientos Qque

prepararon su independencia en el afio de 1808 hasta la &poca

presente. Mexico, 1852, vol. V.

Arteaga v Santoyo, Armando. "Bibliografia del Padre Mier," Armas
Armas j

Letras (April-November 194k, January-June 1945},

By far the most comnlete biblicgraphy on Padre Mier yet
published. It contains a section on books about Mier and by

Mier. The annotations are most helpful and complete.

"Fray Servando Teresa de Mier jamds fué apologista

de Tturbide,”" Armas y Letras (September 1963).

"Presencia de Padre Mier," Armas y Letras (September

[ e s o

1963).

Atkinson, William C. A History of Spain and Portugal. Baltimore,

1960.

=aneroft, Hubert Howe. Works: History of Mexico. San Francisco,

1885, vols. XII-XTITI,.

“enepas GalvAn, Francisco. Historia de México. Morelia, 1923, vol. I1I.

z2xer, Carl L. The Heavenly City of the Fighteenth-Century Philosophers.,

New Haven, 1932.
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' Benson, Nettie Lee. La diputacidn provincial y el federelismo mexicano.

Mexico, 1955.

"Servando Teresa de Mier: Federalist," Hispanic

American Historical Review XXVIIT (1948), 514-525.

Bernstein, Harry. "Cultura inquisitorial," Historia Mexicana Il

(July-September 1952), 87-97.

Bocanegre, José Marfia. Memorias para la historia de México independiente,
1822-1846. Mexico, 1892, vol. II.

Brinton, Crane. The Anatomy of Revolution. New York, 1952.

Bustamante, Carlos Maria de., Cuadro histdrico de la revolucidn mexicana.

Mexico, 184k, vols. II and IV.

_ Continuacidn del cuadro histbrico de la revolucidn

p—— S — _ .

mexicana. Mexico, 1953.

This contains & copy of Bustamante's Historia de Iturbide

listed below.

Historia del emperador D. Agustin de Tturbide hasta

su muerte: Yy establecimiento de la regﬁblica popular federal.
Mexico, 1846.

Caillet-RBois, Ricardo. "Noticias acerca de las vinculaciones de Fray
Servando Teresa de Mier, Guillermo Walton y Santiago Perry con
el gobierno de Buenos Aires (1812-1818)," Revista de Historia
de América XXXV (January-December 1953), 118-132.

Castafieda, Carlos E. and Jack Autrey Dabbs, eds. Guide to the Latin

American Manuscripts in the University of Texas Library. Cambridge,

Mass., 1939.
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WE X Cano. Independent Mexico in Documents: A Calendar of the

Juan E. Hernandez ¥ Davalos Manuscript Collection, The University

of Texas Library. Mexico, 195k,

.
()

Castillo Negrete, Emilio del. Galerfa de oradores de Mexico en el

siglo XIX. Mexico, 1877, vol. I.

Cossio, David Alberto. "El Padre Mier y la bandera nacional," Armas

=-2ndiente,

v Letras (September 1963).

Historia de Nuevo Ledn. Monterrey, 1925, vols, 1V

and V,
_cexicana. Cuevas, Marianc. Historia de la nacidn mexicana. Mexico, 1940,
"Documentos para la historia de la guerra de independencia, 1810-1822,"
22160 Publicaciones del Archivo General de la Nacibn. Mexico, 1933,
vol, XXII1I,
o8 Fisher, Iillian Estelle. The Background of the Revolution for Mexican
Egdepeﬁdence. Boston, 1934,
_nasta Frias v Soto, Hilaridn. "Dr. Servando Teresa de Mier," El Siglo Diez
eral. y Nueve: Decano de la prensa mexicana (15 September 1894).
Garza Cantu, Rafae). Algunos apuntes acerca de las letras y la cultura
e Fray de Nuevo Ledn, en la centuria de 1810 a 1910. Monterrey, 1910.
ol Gerbi, Antonello. Viejas polémicas sobre el nuevo mundo. Lima, 19k6,
crie Gonzélez, José Eleuterio. Biografia del benemérito mexicano D. Servando
Teresa de Mier Noriega y Guerra. Monterrey, 1876.
_Latin Thig is the first and most famous biography of Fray Servando.
-ambridge, T+ is a sympathetic and uncritical work filled with extensive
quotations from Mier's own works.
. "Biografia del Padre Mier," Armas y Letras (September
1963).
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A rEprint of the work listed sbove without the transcriptions

of Mier's writings.

Hadley, Bedford K. "The Enigmatic Padre Mier," unpublished Ph.D.,

dissertation. University of Texas, 1955.

By far the most complete and oritical appraisal of Fray

servando's life. There ig little attempt to analyze Mier's

politics.

Hanke, Lewis. ''More lHeal

Justice in the Conguest of America," Hispanic American Historical

Review XLIV (196}4), 293-340.

Hernandez v Davalos, Juan F. Coleccidn jeidocumentos pars 18 historisa

de la guerrs de independencia de México de 1808 a 1821. & vols.

Mexico, 1877-1882.

Tturbide, Agustin de. Manifiesto del General D. Agustin dgEIturbide,

libertador de Méjico. Mexico, 18T1.

Mexico, 1937.

Junco. Alfonso. Gente de Méjico.

psicologia ¥ gpistolario.

Tl increible Fray Servando.

King, James F.

Cortes of Cadiz " yigpanic American Historica
S

(1953), 33-6k.

Ledn, Nicolés. Bipliografia mexicana del siglo YVIII. No. T of

1iografico Mexicano.'

npeletin del Instituto Bib Mexico, 1906.

as Indias no eran colonias. Buenos Aires, 1951.

lLevene, Ricardo. L

Maillefert, Alfredo. rray Servando Tereség de Mier.

No. T of "Biografias

Populares.'" Mexico, 1936.
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Martinez Rendén9 Miguel., "El Dr. Mier y el gmericanismo," Armas y

Letras (30 October 1945).

Mateos, Juan A. Historia sparlamentaria de los congresos mexicanos
de 1821 a 1857. Mexico, 1877, vols. I, TI, and the appendix

to volume I1I.

Mecham, J. Lloyd. "The Origins of Federalism in Mexico," Hispanic
American Historical Review XVIII (1938), 164-182,
Mier Noriega y Guerra, Servando Teresa de. "Acaba de llegar =a

Piladelfia," in Escritos inéditos, ed. J.M., Miquel i Vergés and
Hugo Dfaz-Thomé. Mexico, 194k, op. 373-382.

This individual text is probably another version of Mier's
"Nos prometieron constituciones” listed below.

L . Carta de despedida a los_mexicanos escrita desde el
Castillo de S. Juan de Ulfia. Puebla, 1821.

. Cartas del Dr. Fray Servando Teresa de Mier, (bajo

—

el seuddnimo de un Americano), affos de 1811 y 1812. In Obras

b

completas del Dr. José Fleuterio Gonzélez, segunda parte del

tomo IV. Monterrey, 1888.

The contents of these Cartas are contained, with minor vari-
ations, in Mier's Historia. Because of the easier availability

of this latter, I have cited examples from it rather than from

the Cartas.

. Diez cartas, hasta hov in&ditas. Monterrey, 1940,

i i A — il phjeiie iy S—

L

L il Sy A .

Discurso del Dr. D. Servando Teresa de Mier Sobre la

enc{clica del Papa Ledn XII. Mexico, 1825.
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"piseurso en pro de que México sea la ciudad federal,"”

_______—-—-—_-I——'__"'—

e Mier, ed. Edmundo O'Gorman. Mexico,

in Fray gervando Teresa d
1945,

"pigeurso escrito por el Dr. Dn. Servando Teresa de

W‘

Mier en San Juan de Ulfla en Diciembre de 1820," in Escritos

inéditos, pp. 213-227T.
T™is is another version of Mier's MS Question politica: Puede

ser libre la Nueva Espafia? listed below.

"pisertacidn formada por el P. Dr. Mier, sobre 1la venida

________-'-————-—i—-__—-‘

de St&. Tomés, apostl a &sta América," in Bernardino de Sahagin,

spafia, ed. Carlos Maria

Historia 5eneral de las cosas de Nueva |

Rustamante. Mexico, 1829, I, i-xxxi.

"Hos cartas inéditas del Padre Mier," ed. Santiago

___M

Roel, Sr., Universidad (December 1951), 91-109.

Fdmundo O'Gorman. Mexico,

Escritos y memorias, ed. .

1945,

"Esposicidn de la persecucidn que ha padecido desde

i —

14 de junio de 1817 hasta el presente de 1822," in Escritos inéditos,

—

pp. 453-478.

ed. Edmundo O'Gorman.

Fray Servando Teresa de Mier,

__.-_‘_—*—“—'_

Mexico, 1945.

Historia de la revolucidn de Nueva Espana, antiguamente

causas de ella con la relacidn de sus

Anghuac, o verdadero origen y
progresos hastae el presente afio de 1813. 2 vols. Mexico, 1921.

This edition is a facsimile of the first e

dition published in

London, 1813, under the pseudonym of José Guerra. By far Mier's
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most important work on independence, these volumes contain most

of his ideas and theories.

"Tdea de la constitucidn dada a las Americas por los

reyes de Espafia antes de la invasibén del antiguo despotismo,”

in Eseritos inéditos, pp. 247-330.

"Manifiesto apologético del Doctor Dn. Servando

Teresa de ‘Mier, Noriega, Guerra etc., agosto 1820," in Escritos
inéditos, pp. 39-173.
This is an extension of Mier's Memorisas.

"Memoria del doctor Mier, natural de Mégico, confirmando

la apologia de obispo Casas, escrita por el reverendo obispo de
Blois, Monsefior Henrique Gregoire, en carta escrita a éste afio

1806," in Bartolomé de las Casas, Coleccidén de las obras del

venerable obispo de Chiapa. Paris, 1822, II, L03-L437.

____+ Memoris Eolftico~instructiqu enviada desde Filadelfia

en agosto de 1821z a los gefes independientes del Apéhuacz 1llamado

por los espafioles Nueva Espafia. Philadelphia and Mexico, 1822.

Memorias, ed. Alfonso Reyes. Madrid, n.d.

These Memorias are the major source of information about Fray

Servando's life and travels.

Memorias, ed. Antonio Castro Leal. 2 vols. Mexico,

1946.

Memorias de Fray Servando Teresa de Mier: escritas
por &€l mismo en las cérceles de la Inquisicidn de la ciudad de

México, el afio de 1819, ed., Santiago Roel., 2 vols. Monterrey, 1946,
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Mier to J.M, Cagigal, Havana. MS. F. 1Tk.

e —

The location number refers to Lota M, Spell's article on

the Mier Architgg_listed below.

"Nos prometieron constituciones,” in Escritos

inéditos, pp. 359-368.

"Nuevo discurso del mismo autor sobre el mismo objecto

e el ———

de la libertad de la patria formado con las noticias mas recientes

hasta el mes de julio de 1821 en Filadelfia," in Escritos_inéditos,
pp. 391-414,
This is a slightly extended version of "Nos prometieron

constituciones,”" listed above,

Principios constitucionales, MS. G343, MS.

The location number refers to a University of Texas Library

catalogue number,

"Drafeeia del doctor Mier sobre la federacidén mexicana,”

L L e — eyl

in Fray Servando Teresa de Mier, ed. Edmundo O'Gorman. Mexico,
1945, pp. 125-1k0,

Profecia politica del sabio doctor D. Servando Teresa

- e S

de Mier, diputado por Nuevo Ledn, con respecto a la federacidn

mexicana, O sea: Discurso que el dia 13 de diciembre de 1823

pronuncid sobre el articulo 5 de la Acta Constitutiva. Mexico, 1849.

This, as well as the edition listed below, are different editions

of the "Profecia' listed above.

Profecia politica del sabio Dr. D. Servando Teresa de

nl—— ar—

Mier con respecto a la federacibn mejicana, o sea, Discurso gque

el dia 13 de diciembre de 1823_Pronunci5 sobre el articulo 5 de la

acta constitutiva. Mexico, 183k,

SONDEOS
5/8 25




- objecto
reclentes

inéditos,

~rary

 mexicana,'

2xico,

o Teresa

o

"2C10n

2823

‘exico, 1849,

»+t editions

“sresa de

~SO que

o0 5 de l1la

SONDEOS
22

.  Question politica: Puede ser libre la Nueve Espafia?
MS. G378, MS.
The location number here refers to a University of Texas

catalogue number,

"Respuestas y representaciones del Doctor Don

Servando Teresa de Mier,"

in Escritos inéditos, pp. 175-205.
"Situacidn sobre las castas de América y demostracidn

de la injusticia con que se les prohibe la representacidn en las

Cortes,” in Escritos inéditos, pp. 335-353.

Mier Noriega y Guerra, Servando Teresa de and others. Plan de la

constitucidn politica de la nacidn mexicana, with the Voto
particular del Dr. Mier. Mexico, 1823.

Miquel i Vergés, J.M. '"Aspectos de las andanzas del Padre Mier,"

Cuadernos Americanos XI (September-October 1943), 1h3-16k,

"Aspectos inéditos de la vida de Fray Servando en

e i

Filadelfia,” Cuadernos Americanos VI (1946), 187-205.

Miguel i Vergés, J.M. and Hugo Diaz-Thomé&, eds. Escritos inéditos
de Fray Servando Teresa de Mier. Mexico, 194k,

The editors' introductions to each section of their book are
excellent., The information given before each piece by Mier is
invaluable for an understanding of the ideas contained therein.
The editors have made a scrupulous effort to identify each person

referred to in Mier's writings.

0'Gorman, Edmundo, ed. Escritos y memorias of Fray Servando Teresa de

Mier. Mexico, 1945,
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. Fray Servando Teresa de Mier. Mexico, 1945,

O'Gorman's introduction is an excellent discussion of Padre

Mier's political and ideclogical formation.

Fundamentos de 1a historia de América. Mexico, 1942,

Seis estudios histdricos de tema mexicano. Xalapa,

1960.

Ontafidn, Eduardo de. Desasosiegos de Fray Servando. Mexico, 1941.
Payno, Manuel. Vida, aventuras, escritos y viages del doctor D. Servando

Teresa de Mier. Mexico, 1865.

Pradt, M. de. The Colonies, and the present American Revolutions.

London, 181T7.

Recopilacién de leyes de los reynos de las Indias. Madrid, 1943. 3 vols.

This is a facsimile copy of the edition published in Madrid in
1791.
Reyes, Alfonso. 'Fray Servando Teresa de Mier," Armas y Letras (September

1963).

Reyes Heroles, Jesfs. El liberalismo mexicano. Mexico, 1957, vol. I.
Robertson, William Spence. Iturbide of Mexico. Durham, 1952.

Roel, Santiago. '"Epistolario del Padre Mier," Armas y Letras (31 December
1946 ).

Nuevo Ledn: Apuntes histdricos. Monterrey, 1938,

"Rasgos biogréficos de Fray Servando Teresa de Mier

Noriega y Guerra," Armas y Letras (September 1963).

Shea, John Gilmary. History of the Catholic Church in the United States.

New York, 1890, vol. III.
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D : : , ,
Simmons, Merle E. "Una polémica sobre la independencila de Hispano-

>f Padre v . " ., : . : :
América," Boletin de la Academia Nacional de la Historia,

Caracas, XXX (January-March 1947), 82-125.

xico, 19k2. , . _
Simpson, Leslie Byrd. Many Mexicos. Berkeley, 1961.

Xalapa
PEs Spell, Lota M. "La 'Cultura inquisitorial’ a la luz de los hechos,"”

Historia Mexicana V (April-June 1956), 619-622.

- 19k1. . . .
‘ "The Mier Archives," Hispanic American Historical

» D, Servando

Review XII (1932}, 359-375.

. Pioneer Printer: Samuel Bangs in Mexico and Texas.
Austin, 1963.

*ions.

Urbina, Lufs G. Antologia del centenario. Mexico, 1910, vol., II.

9k3, 3 vols. : : : :
Verduin, Arnold R. Manual of Spanish Constitutions, 1808-1931:

- Madrid in ‘ _ _ , o
Translathg_anﬂ introductions. Ypsilanti, Michigan, 19h1.

The Constitution of 1812 can be found from page 11 through

»as (September
— page 35.

Villasefior vy Villasefior, Alejandro., Obras. Vol. 3: Biografias de

- —y
’

vol. I. . : . . :
’ los héroes y caudillos de la independencia. Mexico, 1910.

M

1%

"Bibliografia de Fray Servando Teresa de Mier

s (31 December

— Noriega y Guerra," El Libro y el Pueblo XI, 262-265.

Contains nothing not included in Armande Arteaga ¥y Santoyo's

=--. 1938 e
" ’ bibliography.
=z de Mier
"~ited States.
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