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ABSTRACT
‘THE JUCHITECAN SEED OF REVOLT":

THE MOBILIZATION OF PLACE-SPECIFIC IDENTITY AND THE CREATION OF A
TRADITION OF VIOLENCE IN JUCHITAN, OAXACA, 1834-1912
By
Colby Nolan Ristow

The persistence of the village of Juchitén in the Mexican state of Oaxaca from the
pre-Columbian era to the eve of the Mexican Revolution fostered the development of a
unified community marked by overlapping collective identities. The lack of cross-cutting,
or competing identities produced a village populace with the constant potential to mobilize
collective violence. Due to relative isolation during the colonial period, Juchiteco social
relations became almost exclusively internal, while social contact outside of the village was
either conflictual, or with outsiders who did not share similar patterns of social relations
with others. As a result, the most important means of collective social identity became
place-specific to Juchitdn.

Following Independence, the Juchitecos mobilized collective violence in order to

defend ity i fund lly d to the Juchi identity, and

offended by state-sponsored modernization programs. The result was two decades of
alternating Juchiteco rebellion and state-sponsored repression that produced a salient
conflict between the Juchitecos and the state government, based on the negotiation of
boundaries through the mobilization of violence. This period yielded a tradition of violence
that informed all future relations between the state government and the Juchitecos. While
mobilizing violence against the state became easy in Juchitén, the narrow and radical
demands of the Juchitecos severely limited both the size and the scope of popular
mobilization. Ultimately, owing to centuries of historical continuity, collective violence in

Juchitén was place-specific and anti-state, and therefore inherently parochial.
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INTRODUCTION AND THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK

While traveling through southern Mexico in 1946, anthropologist Miguel
Corvarrubias passed through Juchitin, "a sprawling town of over 20,000 pure or nearly
pure Zapotec Indian inhabitants," located on the Isthmus of Tehuantepec in the southeast
corner of the state of Oaxaca. Corvarrubias found the inhabitants noteworthy in two
respects: their intense place-specific identity, and their reputation for violence. The
Mexican traveler noted that these villagers identified themselves not by ethnic or national
affiliation, but by their specific geographic place. He observed that "Juchitecos never call
themselves mexicanos or even oaxaquerios; they are first and always juchitecos."
Moreover, the Juchitecos were "renowned as the most ferocious, untamable fighters in
Mexico when it comes to the defense of their own rights against petty tyrants. They are
proud of their unbroken record of loyalty to the causes of democracy, equality, and justice
throughout the turbulent history of Mexico." Corvarrubias understood that the Juchitecos'
distinct local identity and reputation for violence, "the Juchitecan seed of revolt" as he
called it, was not spontaneous, but grounded in historical experience. This thesis is an
attempt to understand this "seed of revolt." The analysis in this thesis will focus on the role
of this place-specific identity in the mobilization of collective violence. More specifically,
this thesis will examine how consistent mobilization of collective violence in Juchitdn
created a tradition of violence between the state and the Juchitecos; a tradition that
significantly impacted Juchit4n's popular entrance into the Mexican Revolution.'

The predominance of the subsistence-based village in the Oaxacan countryside

persisted from the pre-Columbian era to the eve of the Mexican Revolution. In Juchit4n,

I' Miguel Corvarrubias, Mexico South: The Isthmus of Tehuantepec (New York: Alfred A.
Knopf, 1946), 157-60.



rather than discourage insurrection, village continuity fc d the develop of a local

populace unified by shared class and ethnic identities, and thus consistently capable of
mobilizing collective violence in defense of shared interests. This ability to mobilize based
on collective identity combined with a legacy of village-state violence, cultivated over a
period of decades, to initiate, facilitate, and ultimately limit the impact of the Juchitecos'
participation in the Revolution. Following Mexico's independence from Spain, the

violently

gotiated the political ic, and social boundaries between

themselves and outsiders. Particularly, the Juchitecos mobilized their collective identities to
defend the autonomy they had experienced throughout the colonial era, and the state
government initiated and supported programs to integrate Juchitén into a new "modern"

state. A period of alternating rebellion and repressi Ited which i ified the

ies between the Juchi and the Oaxacan state government. The political
objectives that undergirded both Juchiteco rebellion and state-sponsored repression
reflected the importance of this conflict, which played a significant role in the formation and
process of the Chegomista Rebellion of 1911-1912.

Collective violence was a constant possibility in Juchitdn, but manifested itself in
congruence with overt conflict and breakdowns in the state's repressive capacity. The

decline of Oaxaca's Porfirian political apparatus during the initial phase of the Mexican

Revolution allowed the Juchitecos to renegotiate fund; I political boundaries
Meanwhile, the conflict between the state government of Oaxaca and the "revolutionary"
federal government permitted a local conflict over the position of jefe politico to escalate
into open rebellion against the state. As a result, the Chegomista Rebellion is best
understood as a continuation of a long history of anti-state community mobilization in
Juchitén.

The existence in Juchitén of a place-specific collective identity facilitated popular
participation in the Revolution, but also limited its size and impact. The Juchitecos' ability

to mobilize as Juchitecos gave unity and resilience to the Chegomista Rebellion. In






addition, their history of relatively successful defense of local interests through anti-state

violence gave the rebels a heightened willingness to mobilize violence in defense of their

P

interests. However, the narrowness of Ji

severely inhibited the scale of
the mobilization. Participation in collective violence based on identity depended on the

resolution of a specific conflict or grievance, making it impossible for the ch istas to

integrate surrounding villages with different grievances. Moreover, the Juchitecos' lack of
amiable social relations with nearby villages circumscribed active participation in the

Chegomista Rebellion to Juchil The visibility of the state government as the antagonist

in all local conflicts further reinforced the nar of Juchi i By providing
the rebels with a common enemy, the years of continuous conflict between the Juchitecos

and the state government also provided the Ct istas with the goal of self-

determination separate from the state government's influence. Ultimately, the Chegomista
Rebellion was inherently parochial, and its inability to garner active support from

g pop d it unable to greatly effect the Revolution on a national

Theoretical Framework:

In order to understand the mobilization of collective violence, scholars are required
to balance numerous, often-competing factors. Over the past decades theorists have
debated the importance of long-term processes, which imply long-standing structural
relations, and short-term changes or events; they have disagreed about the respective
influences of popular discontent, opportunities for rebellion, and insurrectionary potential
in the formation of collective violence. Individually, no single theorist can be said to have
"figured out" how collective violence is mobilized. However, taken as a whole, the field of
social protest theory has offered tremendous insight into why groups of people become

violent, and when. By reviewing and combining the theories of various scholars, this



essay will attempt to find an acceptable paradigm by which to make sense of the numerous

instances of collective violence in Juchitédn between 1834 and 1912.

Likewise, attempting to understand the history of collective violence in Juchit4n
requires a sensitivity to the diverse factors involved in mobilizing groups of people. In
Juchitén, the balance between long- and short-term, and between discontent, opportunity,
and insurrectionary potential must be viewed within the context of village-state relations
and, moreover, centered on the role of identity. The mutually antagonistic long-term
processes of local solidarity-making and "modern" state-building created in Juchit4n a
political environment capable of fueling nearly a century of reciprocal violence between the
Juchitecos and the state government. However, changes in the Mexican state's ability to
govern its citizens played a role in when these instances of violence appeared. Most
importantly, the mobilization of place-specific identity, the key to understanding collective
violence in Juchitén, was directly related to short-term changes, events, or conflicts,
generally involving local grievances. The repetitive mobilization of place-specific identity
in relation to grievances created significant conflictual relations between the village of
Juchitdn and the state government of Oaxaca. An examination of this "conflict-making"
process will take us a long way toward understanding the "Juchitecan seed of revolt,” the
tradition of violence in Juchitan, and its influence on the Mexican Revolution.

The solidarity-making process, as defined by Timothy Wickham-Crowley, is a
process which leads "to enhanced abilities of people to act collectively" through group
solidarity.? Individual participation in collective action, especially violence, depends
foremost on the solidarity of the group to which the individual belongs. The particular
collectivity must be unified enough for the individual to believe that the action itself has a

chance of success, and that he will benefit from its results.> Thus, participation in

2 Timothy P. Wickham-Crowley, "Structural Theories of Revolution," in John Foran, ed.
Theorizing Revolutions (London, New York: Routledge, 1997), 39.

3 Roger V. Gould, Insurgent Identities: Class, Community, and Protest in Paris from 1848 to
the Commune (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1995), 13-14.
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collective action depends on the individual's perception of the group's solidarity. This

perception is based on information gained through social interaction. In other words, the
individual understands the solidarity of the group in which he is a member only by socially
interacting with other members. Consequently, perceived solidarity is the most
fundamental prerequisite for the mobilization of collective violence. In Juchitén, solidarity
and the process of solidarity-making cannot be examined independent from the collective
identities of the people. The key to Juchiteco solidarity, in terms of enhancing the "abilities
of people to act collectively," was the strength of their collective identities.

Like solidarity, the study of collective identities must proceed from the basic
assumption that all identities are grounded in concrete social relationships. Since
relationships themselves are very diverse, it must also be understood that all individuals
have multiple ways of identifying themselves. Craig Calhoun suggests that multiple claims
to identity are unavoidable, that "social life calls forth or demands identity claims and
provides opportunities for their assertion."* While individuals identify themselves in a
variety of ways, the strength of collective identities is determined by social networks. In
his study of "insurgent identities" in France, Roger Gould hypothesizes that collective
identities are plausible as a mobilizing instrument only to the degree in which they identify
sets of people with: similar patterns of social relations with others, and a sufficient level of
internal social contact to ensure mutual awareness of this similarity.” These two factors
provide the limits of identity mobilization. Collective identity as a mobilizing instrument is
perceived, like solidarity. However, unlike solidarity, perceptions of collective identity are
made by those inside the group by juxtaposing themselves with those outside the group.

4 Craig Calhoun, "Social Theory and the Politics of Identity," in Calhoun, ed. Social Theory and
the Politics of Identity (Oxford: Blackwell, 1994),

5 Gould, 20.






The strength of collective identity is further enhanced by a sense of structural

equivalence within a given society. A collective sense of shared identity is heightened
when members of the group are tied in equivalent ways to equivalent others. Essentially, if
members of a group enjoy a sense of equality within the existing social structure, the sense
of belonging increases. However, although internal relations are important, the key to
understanding a group's potential for mobilizing collective identities is understanding how
members of a collectivity conceive their relationship to outside society.®

Proceeding from the ption that social actors have some conception of their

position in society, we can propose that these actors identify themselves in alliance with a
variety of social categories, based on the social relations in which they are involved.
Moreover, they will partition others into social categories as well, based on ideas of class,
ethnicity, or nationality, to name a few. This "conceptual mapping" of society is based on
a diversity of social relations and, according to Gould, "only rarely will diverse types of
relations line up so perfectly that the same collective actors will emerge regardless of the
type of relation considered; on the other hand," he goes on to note, "when this does occur,
the absence of cross-cutting identities should lead one to expect very high levels of

mobilization indeed.”” This rare ci h ized Juchi

The formation of a powerful local identity in Juchitdn produced a population

P

capable of high levels of mobilization, based on all the previously-mentioned factors.
During the colonial period Juchitén experienced more-or-less complete autonomy. As
subsistence-surplus farmers, or commoners, social contact for the Juchitecos was almost
completely internal, and they experienced a large degree of structural equivalence.
Moreover, Juchiteco social contact with those outside of the village was either conflictual,

or with outsiders who did not share similar patterns of social relations with others. As a

¢ Ibid., 16-17.

7 Ibid,, 17.






result, two imp means of individual and

pecially collective identification were
geographically based: class and ethnicity. Due to a lack of amiable intervillage interaction,
there was no broad idea of a peasant class on the Isthmus. Class was geographically based
in peripheral villages, including Juchitdn. Concurrently, isolati bined with Spanish

displacement of Zapotec elites eliminated the social forms which gave unity to the Zapotecs.
There was no idea of a Zapotec ethnicity on the Isthmus, for ideas of ethnicity, too, became
place-specific.

As aresult, a very strong local identity was in place by the end of the colonial
period, owing to few cross-cutting identities and limited, but relatively equal social

lati The ch of social relations in Juchi duced a local population with a

high p ial for i ion. H , this high insurrectionary potential can not alone

account for the turbulent history of Juchitdn. For that other variables need to be examined.

Economically, the process of "modern"” state-building is a bination of two

interrelated processes: the exploitation of labor, related to the distribution of property, and

the ialization of ic activity.® Although the process of state-building is
loaded with political and cultural imperatives, scholars have generally theorized about it in

socio-economic terms, particularly in regards to the encroachment of capitalism. As such,

the role of capitalism in agrarian i ion has deep roots in social protest theory. More
specifically, the role of incipi pitalism in state-building has often been cited as a source
of di ial to the develor of agrarian insurgency. However, theorists have

differed greatly in their explanations and uses of agrarian discontent as a causal factor for

insurrection in general.

The proposition that agrarian discontent results from the introduction of capitalist

relations to previously "p d" ies is g lly accepted by social protest

theorists. The impact of discontent on the formation of popular insurrection is the subject

# Wickham-Crowley, 39.






of much debate. Theorists differ greatly in the amount of importance they place on rural

grievances. John Tutino, for example, argues that agrarian grievances are the most
important factor in studying rural rebellion. He contends that grievances, in fact, make the
rural poor "choose to become rebels.”® On the other hand, Theda Skocpol argues that

exploitation and grievances are inherent in rural class relati She ds that relati

"by which an unpaid-for part of the product is extracted from the direct producers by a
class of non-producers” have historically been present in all rural settings; and that
"peasants always have grounds for rebellion." According to Skocpol, peasant grievances
are a "constant feature of the peasant condition," not an "explanatory variable."'

In accordance with Skocpol's hypothesis this study will challenge "the in-built

assumption that intensified grievances ... transmute readily into insurrection."'' That

being said, the ination of gri and di cannot simply be ignored. In fact,

the study of agrarian di is y to establish a point of departure from which to

analyze rebellion. If Leon Trotsky was correct in saying that "the mere existence of
privations is not enough to cause an insurrection; [for] if it were, the masses would always
be in revolt," then the historian is still obligated to demonstrate that these privations did, in
fact, exist.'?> Not only because specific grievances greatly effect the form of a given

insurrection, but also b gri area YP dition for agrarian

insurrection. The effect of particular grievances on the formation of collective violence will
be addressed further below, while a review of discontent as a precondition will follow
immediately.

9 John Tutino, From Insurrection to Revolution in Mexico: Social Bases of Agrarian Violence,
1750-1940 (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1986), 32

'° Theda Skocpol, States and Social R ions (Cambri Cambridge University Press,
1979), 115.

! Wickham-Crowley, 48.

12 Trotsky quoted in Michael S. Kimmel, Revolution: A Sociological
(Philadelphia: Temple University Press, 1990), 91.







In terms of establishing a basic level of discontent, a number of scholars have
pointed at the dual processes of labor exploitation and economic commercialization.
However, theories tend to differ in explaining exactly how these processes produced
discontent. The central difference is located in the emphasis on long-standing relations in
human behavior or shorter-term changes. An attempt to balance the two is present in most
theories, although in distinct forms. A review of the various ideas about the connection

between capitalism and agrarian di will aid us in understanding these processes as

they appear in Oaxacan history.
In Peasant Wars of the Twentieth Century, Eric Wolf explains that “North Atlantic

capitalism," by its very nature, produced rural dissati ion. This social organization "in

which labor is sold, land is rented, and capital is freely invested" led to commodification of
labor, land, and wealth.'> Commodification, then, effectively turned people into economic
actors; return maximizers and expense minimizers. Economics took precedence over
social obligations and social costs. Wolf contends that capitalism required that land, labor,
and wealth be commodities, and therefore that traditional social and cultural institutions be
liquidated. As a result, "existence and its problems became subsidiary to marketing
behavior."'* The effect of this on rural cultivators was alienation: from the process of
production, from the product, from themselves, and from their fellow man. Wolf insists
that these were not philosophical concepts, but material tendencies.

The effects of commodification, according to Wolf, did not end with human labor and
alienation. The commodification of land presented another real problem. Peasants used

land resources to underwrite their minimal livelihood, and the transformation of land into a

dity tt d the p : and thereby their subsistence base. With

land as a commodity to be bought, sold, and rented, capitalists menaced peasants' access to

'3 Eric Wolf, Peasant Wars of the Twentieth Century (New York: Harper and Row, 1969),
277-78.

14 Ibid, 279.







communal land, barred peasants claims to unclaimed land, and seized land outright. The

peasant land base receded as a result.

Capitalism also strained the peasant's link to the outside world, according to Wolf. The

d cc ialization of agricultural produce and the capitalization of rent created

dislocation and tension between peasant and landlord. Capitalist relations put the landlord
inabind: he could continue to fulfill preexisting social obligations and be responsive to the
peasantry, or fulfill economic interests and maximize profits. They generally chose to
respond to the prompting of the market, and the peasantry became socially dislocated.

In The Moral Economy of the Peasant, James Scott cites the encroachment of capitalism
as a major contributor to agrarian discontent, but he stresses short-term grievances. Rather
than a process of alienation or commodification, Scott emphasizes the scope and
suddenness of peasant grievances. More specifically, the scope and suddenness of a shock
to subsistence arrangements is the key to agrarian discontent. A shock of substantial scope
effects a larger body of people, and a sudden shock is more difficult to adapt to routinely
and incrementally. Joel Migdal supports this emphasis in Peasants, Politics, and
Revolution. For Migdal and Scott, the key to rural unrest is not economic depression, but
rather economic crisis. Migdal claims that economic crisis creates a sudden disruption in
peasant social exchange, forcing the customarily inward-oriented peasantry to go outside
the community in search of new types of exchange. The peasantry is thus forced into a
vulnerable position.'*

James Scott further claims that a sudden and substantial shock to subsistence
arrangements is more likely in areas that are most vulnerable. Areas with the sharpest
fluctuations in income tend to suffer more frequent and dangerous subsistence crises, and

are therefore "brittle and explosive."'® Some areas are simply subject to natural yield

'S Joel Migdal, Peasants, Politics, and Revolution: Pressures Toward Political and Social
Change in the Third World (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1974).

' James Scott, The Moral Economy of the Peasant: Rebellion and Subsi: in South
Asia (New Haven: Yale University Press, 1976), 196.
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fluctuations. The climate just produces massive fluctuations in crop yields, making the

zone precarious. A massive fluctuation in annual yields coupled with a low annual income
can create a serious subsistence crisis. These areas are often found in peripheral regions --
they are peripheral precisely because they are precarious. Other vulnerable areas according
to Scott are zones subject to world market fluctuations. Here, market penetration creates a
“"shock field": a highly commercialized area in which income is a function of the market.
These zones are generally very fertile and productive, therefore, large extractions are

d by landlords. These ions are not usually overly harsh, but when the market

fluctuates, the extraction remains the same. This is the key to discontent in these areas.
‘When the market fluctuates both the landlord and the peasant are squeezed, so the peasantry
is hurt by the landlord and the market, simultaneously. Beyond this, these highly
commercialized areas are stripped of their traditional community ties, and left with no
retreat from the pressure of the market. The final zones of particular susceptibility are those
whose incomes rely on a single crop. A monocrop area has its own shock field, dependent

on one product. A price slump on the solitary crop can produce a sector-wide subsi

crisis. For those who live in any of these areas, a sudden and substantial shock can cause
more misery than economic depression.

‘Wolf, Scott, and Migdal agree that economic discontent resulting from the spread of
capitalism created intense grievances in the countryside. They do not agree on the type of
grievances it created. Wolf claims that capitalism created alienation while Scott and Migdal
claim that sudden disruptions, or shocks, created real threats to subsistence capabilities.
This disagreement over long-term and short-term economic stress is recognized by John
Coatsworth. He offers that the two sides are compatible: "emphasis on short-term

economic trends does not necessarily reduce the importance of long-term trends."'” He

!7 John Coatsworth, "Patterns of Rural Rebellion in Latin America: Mexico in Comparative
Perspective” in Friedrich Katz, ed. Riot, Rebellion, and Revolution: Rural Social Conflict in Mexico
(Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1988), 48.
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uses eighteenth century Mexico to hypothesize that long-term trends combined with

fluctuations to transform grievances into acute grievances.

This essay will examine both long-term trends and short-term changes inherent in
the introduction of capitalism. Moreover, by combining ideas about the nature of the
capitalist process with ideas about solidarity-making, the social bases of collective violence
in Juchitdn become evident. The two processes provided the basis for fundamental and
powerful conflict between a locality with a very high insurrectionary potential and a state

government distinctly istic to local i However, to understand the formation

of specific instances of collective violence, we need to go beyond these social bases and
examine two other important variables: (1) political opportunities for rebellion resulting
from the central state's inability to control its citizens; and (2) the manner in which a unified
agrarian community relates to specific changes, conflicts, or grievances, and translates that
relationship into collective violence.

For agrarian insurrection to occur, the rural populace must have an opportunity to
transform their grievances into some form of collective violence. This opportunity for
rebellion depends on the central state's ability to exercise control over its people. This
connection between state control and opportunity requires that three types of state-centered
analysis be considered, as proposed by Jeff Goodwin: the state-capacity, political-
opportunity, and state-constructionist approaches.'® All three of these approaches are tied
together by what Michael Mann has termed the "infrastructural power" of the state.'® In
other words, the state's "fiscal resources, military power, and organizational reach into
civil society."*® The ability of a rural populace to rebel is directly related to the penetration

of the state's "infrastructural power" in a given location.

18 Vanous approachcs introduced in Jeff Goodwin, "State-Centered Approaches to Social
d Li of a Th ical Tradition," in Foran, Theorizing Revolutions, 12-

14.

' Michael Mann, The Sources of Social Power, Volume Two: The Rise of Classes and Nation-
States, 1760-1914 (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1993).
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State-centered approaches that focus on infrastructural power are interrelated and

essentially stem from the analysis of the capacity of the state. This analysis, according to

Goodwin, "emphasizes the actual material and organizational capacity (or lack thereof) of

state officials to impl lly their political agenda."?' The ability of the state to
implement its agenda is directly related to the state's ability to extend infrastructural power
over its domain. Where infrastructural power is weak, the ability of the people to
transmute grievances into collective violence is enhanced. In weaker areas the rural
populace is able to negotiate more favorable political conditions from the state, often by
mobilizing collective violence.

This was the case in Mexico following Independence, when the central state's
ability to govern its people was crippled by a continuous lack of fiscal resources, diverted
military power, and failure to influence peripheral civil society. In the absence of
infrastructural control, the nation's peripheries underwent a period of extensive violence.
In Juchitéan this condition was exaggerated. Throughout the early national period the
Juchitecos mobilized and negotiated favorable conditions in the district of Juchitdn,
although at the expense of repeated violent repression from the state. However, with the
Porfiriato the state's governing capabilities changed dramatically.

The Porfiriato marked a major departure from Mexico's national beginnings by

plenishing fiscal lidating military power, and establishing transportation

and ications infi For thirty years the central government maintained
stability and control over the nation's rural populace. If the people's ability to rebel

depended on the weakness of the state, how do we explain the Mexican Revolution, which

brought down Mexico's most capable, lized regime? Undk ding the Revolution
requires a different approach, although one that does not part with the examination of the

state's governing capacity. The political-opportunity perspective is applicable to societies

29 Goodwin, 13.

2! Ibid., 12-13.






in which political hegemony has been consolidated. According to this approach the

pening of a p PP ity is y for an insurrection to occur.2? Many

theorists have written about agrarian insurrection using this perspective.

James Scott examines the opportunity for rebellion in terms of “relationships of
force in the countryside."?* He argues that repressive force is the most important deterrent
to agrarian insurrection. From here, it is only logical that opportunity would be the key to
rebellion. An opportunity, for instance, like a lull in repressive strength: "A change of
regimes, the weakness of the state that may follow a military defeat, a regional success by
an opposition party, are all signs that the balance of forces may have changed and are often

the motivating events for peasant rebellions."?*

Theda Skocpol makes a similar argument.
She claims that an agrarian order is immune to agrarian revolts if landlords directly control
administrative and military sanctioning machineries at local levels. She continues by stating
that the most vulnerable societies have high peasant autonomy, solidarity, and high levels
of state repression. To understand what makes peasants rebel, we must go beyond peasant
society: "widespread and irreversible" revolts resulted from the breakdown of the state's
monopoly of repressive capacity.?* Therefore, the argument follows, these societies with

high autonomy, solidarity, and state ion are vulnerable b of political

P

instability. When the state hits political crisis, rebellious peasants will seize the opportunity
and rebel.

The Chegomista Rebellion fits into this political-opportunity paradigm. Political
conflicts following the fall of Porfirio Diaz resulted in government paralysis and military
diversions which gave the Chegomistas the necessary space to flourish in the Isthmus

countryside for several months. This political space was exactly what was missing during

22 Ibid,, 13.
2 Scott, 227.
24 Ibid, 229.

25 Skocpol, States and Social Revolutions, 117.

14






the Porfiriato. Although the people of Juchitdn, and doubtless other regions of Mexico,

considered their situation intolerable during the Porfiriato, the government repressed or
disassembled major rebellions before they crystallized. Although this conclusion
underscores the importance of political opportunities, it also points to the necessity of a
third state-centered approach. To understand the groundswell of popular rebellion released
by the Mexican Revolution it is necessary to examine the state's ability to construct popular
support.

The state-constructionist perspective, called by Skocpol the "Tocquevillian"
approach,“ "emphasizes how states shape the very identities, social ties, ideas, and even
emotions of actors in civil society;" or perhaps more importantly, "how the actions of
foreign or domestic states help to make cognitively plausible and morally justifiable certain

w27

sorts of collective grievances."*’ This focus necessarily connects to ideas about

hegemony. H y, ding to R d Williams, is a form of practical
consciousness that concerns "a whole body of practices and expectations, over the whole

of our living: our senses and assignments of energy, our shaping perceptions of our selves

and our world."?® This practical i gains predomi by what Gramsci
called consent. Joseph Femia has interpreted consent as a "psychological state, involving
some kind of acceptance - not necessarily explicit - of the socio-political order or of certain
vital aspects of that order."?® Consent, or acceptance of the socio-political order, is

dependent on the concept of "legitimacy;" the belief that conforming to the existing order is

26 Theda Skocpol, "Bringing the State Back In: Strategies of Analysis in Current Research,” in
Peter B. Evans, Dietrich Rueschmeyer, and Theda Skocpol, eds. Bringing the State Back In (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1985), 21.

27 Goodwin, 13-14.

28 Raymond Williams, Marxism and Literature (Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1977), 110.

a2 Joseph V. Femia, Gramsci's Political Thought: Hegemony, Consciousness, and the
Revolutionary Process (Oxford: Clarendon Press, 1981).
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justified and proper. The state's role in constructing consent is through the construction

and extension of civil society.

‘While the Diaz regime brought stability to Mexico through the extension of
infrastructural power, its failure to influence important aspects of civil society limited its
ability to control the Mexican people. In Juchitén the Porfirian government imposed jefes
politicos on the local populace and extended a railroad through the district, but failed to
construct a sense of legitimacy. On the eve of the Revolution almost no Juchitecos attended
public schools, very few were literate, and about half spoke Spanish. Juchitdn had existed
almost completely free of outside influence. As a result, the Juchitecos reacted to political
and economic impositions from the outside with a feeling of "moral outrage."*® The
Juchitecos viewed the state and central governments' attempts to integrate them into
Mexican society as unjust, defined by Barrington Moore as "a situation they need not,
cannot, and ought not endure."*' By failing to extend key aspects of civil society into
Juchitén, public education most importantly, the state failed to make this sense of injustice
either cognitively plausible or morally justifiable. Therefore, when political opportunity
presented itself, the Juchitecos pushed their local interests with a torrent of popular

mobilization.

Und ding how of collective

g iol developed in Juchitén depends

on understanding how pl pecific identity is actually mobilized. Central to this topic is
understanding the relationship between grievance and identity. People typically juggle
multiple identities, each with a corresponding set of interests. Short-term changes, events,

or conflicts, generally related to grievances, do not change these identities, but rather cause

individuals to privilege one identity over another. More specifically, short-term gri

compromise the specific interests of particular groups, forcing the group to reorder its

30 Idea of "moral outrage” as a source of discontent presented in Scott.

3! Barrington Moore, Jr., Injustice: The Social Bases of Obedience and Revolt (New York: M.E.
Sharpe, 1978), 462.






collective identity to defend the effected interests. Thus, by offending the interests of a

group of people, these critical events rearrange the priority given to social identifications
that already matter to people in varying degrees. Depending on how these short-term
grievances call forth collective identities, they can set the stage for mobilization.*?

In Juchitdn the modernization schemes of the state government of Oaxaca, although
relatively impotent, created real grievances for the rural populace. Attempts to expropriate
land and salt resources from the villages of the Isthmus created conflict between "exploiter"

(entrepreneurs sponsored by the state government) and "exploited” (indigenous villagers of

the Istt ), to which the Juchi related as "exploited.” However, the violent reaction
of the Juchitecos could not integrate with other "exploited" villagers because no social
relationship existed between Juchitdn and the majority of its neighbors. Moreover, the
relations which did exist between Juchitdn and other villages were generally conflictual.
Thus, the reaction to land and salt expropriation in Juchitdn was necessarily local, but also
very powerful. Juchitdn was a highly homogenous society and was able to mobilize almost

unanimously based on identity. The h of the Juchi d mobilizations

P

stemmed from the lack of cross-cutting identities: to mobilize based on class meant to
mobilize as Juchitecos, and to mobilize based on ethnicity also meant to mobilize as
Juchitecos. As a result, the Juchitecos shared similar relations to what they were fighting
for. The participants in these instances of violence saw themselves as part of a collectivity
large enough and unified enough to be successful, and homogenous enough to believe that
what was good for one was good for all.

The repetitive mobilization of collective violence in Juchitén reinforced the collective
idea of a Juchiteco identity and created a significant conflict between Juchitén and the state
government of Oaxaca. Essentially, continuous mobilization enhanced the perception of

the Juchiteco participants that they were part of a unified collectivity. Broadly, the

32 Gould, Chapter One, especially 13-23.






commitment to collective violence begins with the individual's commitment to a collective

identity. Thus, once actual mobilization begins the group commitment to a particular

identity, and its corresponding i is d. As mobilization continues, as it did

Tuchi

in

the group's i to an identity becomes more plausible and significant
for members of the group.*?

The conflict between Juchitdn and the Oaxacan government grew from this
commitment to a collective identity. The act of committing to a collective identity inherently
constructs boundaries between those defined within the group and those defined outside the
group. Moreover, people tend to view the world, including themselves, in terms of
collective actors, based on a variety of social categories. This conceptual mapping of the
world into groups of collective actors carries with it built-in expectations about how
members of a particular group are supposed to act. As such, the members of various
groups draw boundaries between themselves and outsiders. When identity-based violence
begins between two groups, the boundaries between the two becomes more salient and
results in an important and intense conflict. The creation and solidification of shared ideas
within one group about the other is central to understanding the mobilization of identity
because these ideas make the groups of collective actors on both sides appear to be
homologous. As a result, the mobilization of collective violence in this type of conflict
situation is intrinsically a mobilization both for the interests which correspond to the
mobilizing identity, and against the interests of those defined as opposition. The type of

conflict, based on collective identities, was very p lent b the Juchi and the

state government.>*

On the eve of the Mexican Revolution the Juchitecos and the state government of

Oaxaca were the inheritors of a legacy cultivated by decades of nearly i iol

33 Ibid.

34 Ibid.






in Juchitdn. The period of rebellion and repression resulted in an intense conflict between

the Juchitecos and the state government, and a tradition of violence that transformed the
face of the Mexican Revolution as it appeared on the Isthmus of Tehuantepec.

The Chegomista Rebellion cannot be understood separately from previous
mobilizations of violence in Juchitdn. What had occurred in previous decades was not
forgotten and effected the behavior of both the Chegomistas and the state government
during the rebellion. Owing to the large degree of continuity both in Juchit4n and in state
politics, each side had an idea, grounded in historical experience, of what was expected of
themselves, and what to expect from each other. These expectations were most apparent in

the images of the Juchi ‘While the Juchi believed themselves to be heirs to a

legacy of rebellion in the face of tyranny, the state government saw the Juchitecos as
savages, or indios barbaros. Both of these images had their roots in the period of violence

following Independ and this fund: I conflict, although rei d by real political

and economic concerns, provided the baseline for the military conflict which took place in
1911-1912.

The mobilizations of collective violence during the nineteenth century also effected
the actual direction and process of the Chegomista Rebellion. On the most basic level, like
all previous Juchiteco insurrections, the Chegomista Rebellion was separatist in nature.

The Chegomistas were not revolutionary in the sense that they did not seek to

faind.
f

lly change the existing power structure. Rather, the Chegomistas, like all
previous Juchiteco rebels, wanted to remove themselves from the power structure, and
more specifically from the state of Oaxaca. This separatist tendency was the result of the
Juchiteco conflict with Oaxaca's state government; Juchiteco rebellions did not demand
separation from the republic, but rather separation from Oaxaca.

The state government's dependence on violent repression as the primary means by
which to control the Juchitecos, in large part, created a tradition of violence in Juchitén.

Continuous repression at the hands of the state government increased the Juchitecos
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Willingness to use violence against the state. According to Jeff Goodwin, "state violence

against mobilized groups and oppositional figures is likely to reinforce the plausibility,
justifiability, and (hence) diffusion of the idea that the state needs to be violently

. hed."** Throughout the ni h century and the first decade of the twentieth, the

government's control of Juchitdn depended very heavily on military power and repression.
As a result, when the opportunity presented itself with the Mexican Revolution, the
Juchitecos attempted to violently sever their ties with the state of Oaxaca. Furthermore, the
state's dependence on repression to control a highly unified community like Juchitin
created a situation, according to Roger Gould, in which mobilization is typically "marked
by an especially virulent sort of hatred."*® This hatred of the state government and its
instruments manifested itself through acts of extreme violence on the part of the Juchitecos.
However, it would be an error to understand the tradition of violence as simply a facilitator
of Juchiteco mobilization.

The state government of Oaxaca also participated in the construction of this tradition
of violence, and saw violence as the best way to deal with such an unruly set as the
Juchitecos. In fact, both the Juchitecos and the state utilized violence as a negotiating tool.
Throughout the nineteenth century the Juchitecos mobilized collective violence to negotiate
relatively favorable conditions in their village, such as de facto political autonomy and
access to expropriated land and salt resources. On the other hand, the state government

used violence to negotiate an end to such i of Juchi rebelli and met

with more-or-less success. Predictably, the end result was that, in 1911, non-violent

negotiation between the state government and the Chegomistas was impossible.

35 Goodwin, 19; Wickham-Crowley adds, "where the state is unable to control and administer
such a region effectively, but is none the less able to terrorize populations therein, such regions are likely
to harbor 'persistent insurgencies," 54.

3 Gould, 17.
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The theoretical concepts presented in the preceding Introduction had a d

impact
on Juchiteco society and its interaction with the surrounding world. However, these
processes, constructions, conflicts, and events did not simply "happen" spontaneously, nor
did they occur independently. In reality, the processes, constructions, conflicts, and events
that shaped Juchiteco history and its relation with Oaxaca occurred and proceeded over
time, elaborately interwoven. Having separated many of these concepts in the introduction
for explanatory purposes, the analysis that follows will attempt to examine the interrelated

concepts of community solidarity, nation-building, incipi pitalism, place-specific

identity, and the mobilization of collective violence as they existed in reality -- as a complex
network.

The preceding Introduction was an explanation and an inventory of various,
important theoretical concepts given in an attempt to construct a useful framework by which
we can better understand the robust history of collective violence in Juchitin. The

following chapters are a test of the utility of that framework.

21



TS nd -




CHAPTER ONE

COLONIAL PERIOD: Autonomy and Solidarity-Making

The nature of the agricultural economy on the Isthmus limited the effect of Spanish
colonialism on land and labor relations. However, the limited Spanish presence did
significantly transform indigenous social relations. Owing both to the form of the
preexisting Zapotec social structure and the effects of Spanish colonization, social relations
as well as class and ethnic identity became localized in the peripheral villages during the
colonial period.

Juchitén, a peripheral village, experienced more-or-less complete autonomy during
the colonial period, which resulted in social isolation. Social contact between Juchitecos
and outsiders was either conflictual, as with the majority of the surrounding villages, or
with outsiders who did not share similar patterns of social relations with others, such as the

Zapotec "nobles" of Tet pec or the iards. Ci ly, amicable social relations

% ]!

in Juchitdn were almost exclusively internal. The Spanish seizure of power from the
Zapotec elite further enhanced the internal solidarity of the Isthmus villages. By reducing
the power of the nobles, the Spaniards inadvertently localized both class and ethnic
identity. By depending on the Spanish to maintain their social status, the Zapotec elite of

Tet pec ali d the indi working classes located in the peripheral villages.

Furthermore, the Spanish displacement of elite power eliminated the social forms that gave
unity to the Zapotec ethnicity. Ultimately, notions of collective identity became centered in
the separate peripheral villages. Juchitdn, in particular, emerged as a population center with
a strong local identity, based on limited external social relations and a lack of cross-cutting
identities. Prior to Independence the Juchitecos developed as a group of villagers with a

high potential for insurrection.
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In the colonial period, the Spanish crown's protection of Indian lands and the fluctuating

nature of the Isthmus' agricultural economy cc

pired to inhibit the development of
haciendas and plantations. As a result, Spanish landholdings and presence in Oaxaca, and
particularly on the Isthmus, waxed and waned with agroeconomic fluctuations, preventing
any sustained threats to protected Indian land. Eventually, Spanish colonizers in the region
opted to exploit the indigenous population indirectly.

Following the "conquest" of Mexico the Spanish crown granted conquistador

Hernan Cortés p | sovereignty over the Marg do del Valle de Oaxaca, which also
encompassed the southern Isthmus of Tehuantepec. The region offered commercial
opportunities in ship-building, gold mining, and especially livestock raising. For a brief

£all

peri ing q the Isthmus played an important role in the Spanish imperial

project, based predominantly on its livestock production. During this period Cortés
extracted tribute from the Isthmus Zapotecs both in goods and labor. However, the intense
interaction of the period induced demographic disaster for the Zapotecs due to foreign

disease, and a

q gression of the Spanish p on the Isthmus.
Following its initial successes the Isthmus became a marginal zone in New Spain and the
Marquesado del Valle shrunk on the Isthmus.’’

Late in the sixteenth century the Isthmus became the target of renewed Spanish
interest in the region, in the wake of Cortés' death. The Cortés family recovered its
Isthmus estates, which now became the Haciendas Marquesanas, and Spaniards flooded

into the region to develop the land of the i ly dying p y. This "ranchi

boom" really brought the Tehuantepec region under the control of the Spaniards. Between
1590 and 1599, the crown granted 122 parcels of land to enterprising Spaniards, who used
the flat, dry lands of the Isthmus to graze livestock. By 1620, one hundred wealthy

37 John Tutino, "Ethnic Resistance: Juchitén in Mexican History," in Howard Campbell, Leigh
Binford, Miguel Bartolomé, and Alicia Barabas, eds Zaporec Smlggles Hmones Politics, and
Representations from Juchitdn, Oaxaca ( D.C Press, 1993), 45-47;
Howard Campbell, Zapotec Renaissance: Ethnic Politics and Cultural Revivalism in Southern Mexico
(Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1994), 11-13.
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Spanish families lived in Tehuantepec, the regional head town. However, beginning in the
1630s, the commercial development of the Isthmus declined steadily. The decline of the
silver economy in northern New Spain resulted in a decline of livestock production which
effected southern livestock producers most adversely.>®

The limited Spanish economic development on the Isthmus did not destroy the
Zapotec lifestyle to any great extent. Tt hout the colonial period indi

communities were by far the largest landholders in Oaxaca, as well as the Isthmus. The
Spanish crown granted indigenous communities legal title to their original lands and

allowed them to receive additional land. The Isthmus Zapotecs consistently used colonial

courts to defend their land and labor rights, and as a result, the minimal permanent labor
required by hacendados generally came from African slaves. Moreover, the boom and bust
nature of the region's agricultural limited ial develor and restricted

the Spanish presence on the Isthmus, allowing Zapotec villagers relative autonomy.
Ultimately, large estates proved to be too risky; hacendados bought, sold, and even
mortgaged their holdings on a regular basis.*®

During this period the merchant classes of Oaxaca discovered that exporting the
products of Indian villagers was more profitable and more secure than owning land and
directly exploiting Indian labor. By the eighteenth century, Antequera (later the capital city

of Oaxaca) became a major center of colonial commerce and was the third largest city in

New Spain. This ile method of exploitation extorted the prod of Indian labor
rather than removing the Indians from the land. As a result, the displacement of Indian

communities conflicted with the financial interests of the Oaxacan elite.*®

3% Tutino, "Ethnic Resistance," 47-49; Campbell, 13-14.

3% William B. Taylor, Landlord and Peasant in Colonial Oaxaca (Stanford: Stanford University
Press, 1972). Tutino, 49.

40 Brian Hamnett, Politics and Trade in Southern Mexico, 1750-1821 (London: Cambridge
University Press, 1971).
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Midway through the eighteenth century a "boom" in the international dye market

renewed profitability and interest in the Isthmus. Motivated by the resurrection of the silver

economy in the north and the expansion of the textile market in Europe, dye production

brought to the Isthmus a period of ined ic develop The production of
cochineal and indigo for export spread from the Oaxacan highlands to the Isthmus, but
owing to the nature of the two crops, did not threaten the land base of the Isthmus
Zapotecs. Instead the Zapotecs of the region used this commercial development to
supplement their subsistence-oriented activities. Not an estate crop, the village women
collected the insects used to produce cochineal dye in addition to familial chores, for
supplemental income. Indigo, on the other hand, was a grass-like estate crop that required

intense 1 labor. The indi population provided the seasonal labor, but only as

a

ppl to their subsi base. Estate owners drew a small required permanent
labor force from the region's small mulatto population. Moreover, the commercial
development of indigo on the Isthmus required no land expropriation because old cattle

estates provided the necessary land.*'

The indi village as the predomi landholding unit was the colonial

heritage of the Isthmus section of Oaxaca. Spanish colonial policies and the fluctuating

economy kept conflicts over land to a mini and g dan us existence

for the majority of the Zapotec population.
Before Mexico's independence from Spain, Juchiteco identity developed over a

period of centuries, producing a ity which distinguished itself through conflict and

the rejection of Spanish influence, and compromised various collective identities and their
corresponding interests. By the end of the Spanish colonial project the Juchitecos had
established ideas of who "we" were as Juchitecos, and who "they" were as outsiders,

usually Spaniards and later Tehuanos.

4! Tutino, "Ethnic Resistance," 51-52.
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The first establishment of a Zapotec presence on the Isthmus foreshadowed the

conflictive identity that would develop there over time. In the mid-fourteenth century a
group of Zapotecs migrated from the highland Valley of Oaxaca and established a colony
on the Isthmus, conquering the land of local ethnic groups. Conflict motivated and resulted
from this movement. Pressure from encroaching Mixtecs and divisions within Zapotec
society impelled the migration, and the migration itself created friction with Huaves and
Zoques of the Isthmus. A distinct Isthmus Zapotec identity began with the conquest of the
Isthmus. The only tie that remained between the Isthmus and Highland Zapotecs was a
tribute payment from the Isthmus center of Guiengola to the highland elite in Zaachila, and
the fall of Zaachila to the Mixtecs in the fifteenth century completed Isthmus Zapotec
distinctiveness.*?

Intense class stratification characterized pre-Columbian Zapotec society which was
organized geographically into head towns and tributary villages, based on status. Nobles,
who drew their power from control of the spirits, lived in head towns and commoners,
who generally worked the land, resided in the tributary villages. In Zapotec society nobles
lived pampered lifestyles, subsidized by tribute extractions from commoners. On the

Isthmus, Guiengola was the head town and accommodated the nobles, and Juchitin was

one of several peripheral tributary villages. The establish of Spanish coloniali:
aggravated the uneven relations between the head town and its tributary villages, and
between noble and commoner.**

The Isthmus Zapotecs had little contact with the intruding Spaniards until the end of

the sixteenth century, when the small "ranching boom" i d the Spanish on

the Isthmus and severed formal ties between the Zapotec tributary villages and the head

town, now called Teh The elimination of formal ties Ited from the influx of

42 Campbell, 6; Tutino, "Ethnic Resistance," 43-44.

43 Campbell, 7-8; Tutino, "Ethnic Resistance," 43.
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Wwealthy Spanish families into Tehuantepec; a total of one hundred families by 1620. The

incursion of Spaniards resulted in the imposition of a Spanish cabildo government, and the
expulsion of the indigenous elite in favor of the Spanish. With the new cabildo
government, tributary villages elected their own officials, rather than having them imposed
from Tehuantepec. Moreover, with increasing Spanish control of Tehuantepec, Isthmus

Zapotec commoners no longer formally depended on the indi; elite: Dominican friars

took over religious ceremony, undercutting elite power at its source; Spanish government

took positi from indi elite and elimi; d hereditary control; and the new
imperial cash economy replaced relations between elite and commoner. The peripheral
villagers simply no longer needed the nobles of Tehuantepec.**

The dissolution of the Zapotec elites' formal authority should not imply that no ties

existed between elite and ¢ The persi of clandestine Zapotec religi

-

ceremonies, as evidenced by cases of idolatry, implies that pre-Columbian power relations
persisted, although not allowed within the imposed social structure. That notwithstanding,
during this period of heavy Spanish contact in Tehuantepec, cultural relations between
Isthmus Zapotec elite and commoner also began to strain. The elite became dependent on
the Spanish as the only means by which they could maintain their power: they participated
in the imposed style of local government, associated with Spanish authorities, and engaged
in commercial entrepreneurial activity. As a result of constant contact and dependence, the
nobles of Tehuantepec began to conform to Spanish culture, adopting Spanish clothes,

and | This cultural assimilation i d the tension between

Tehuantepec and the peripheral villages, such as Juchitdn, which had very little contact with
the Spanish.**

44 Campbell, 13-15.

4 Ibid., 16-19, 23-24.
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After 1660 a series of general Indian revolts swept across the Isthmus and
elucidated the complete separation between Isthmus Zapotec elite and commoner. While
the peripheral villages took part in these rebellions, the Tehuanos assisted the Spanish in
stamping them out. Never before had the elite connection to the Spanish been so obvious.
After 1660 Isthmus Zapotec ideas of who "we" are shifted to the peripheral villages, based
on a rejection of the Tehuano elite. Ideas about identity shifted to the peripheral villages
and became defined both geographically and by social class. Inhabitants of the peripheral
villages now identified themselves as commoners and the elite as "Ladinos," part of
Spanish society.*$

Like notions of class identification, ethnic identity also shifted to the peripheral
villages over the course of Spanish colonization. In the colonial period "affiliation with an
Indian community,” according to Joseph Whitecotton, "became much more important for
the local Indian peasant.” This signaled the end of Zapotecness as a defining characteristic:
"Although the Spanish designation zapotecos may have entered their vocabulary, Zapotec
ethnicity, on a larger level, was of little consequence, as there were few, if any, social
forms that gave it unity."*’ Essentially, what had been a larger ethnic identity yielded to a
place-specific identity, grounded in distinct villages.

Due to the peculiar combination of the preexisting Zapotec social structure and the
limited Spanish influence, the nature of social relations on the Isthmus during the colonial
period would not permit collective identities to extend beyond a local level. While
peripheral villagers, for the most part, shared similar patterns of social relations to others,
as subsistence-based rural cultivators they did not share a sufficient level of intervillage

social contact to ensure a mutual awareness of this similarity. Thus, there was no broad

S Ibid., 20-24.

47 Joseph Whitecotton, The Zapotecs: Princes, Priests, and Peasants (Norman: University of
Oklahoma Press, 1984), 219; Philip Dennis, Intervillage Conflict in Oaxaca (New Brunswick, N.J.:
Rutgers University Press, 1987), 21-22.
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1dea of "the indigenous villager" on the Isthmus. In fact, external social contact for
peripheral villagers was limited primarily to Spaniards and Tehuanos, two groups with
whom they did not share similar patterns of social relations with others. As the products of
various social forces, collective identities on the Isthmus became place-specific.

By 1750 the separation between elite and commoner became geographically
polarized between Tehuantepec and Juchitdn, where the peripheral villagers began to
conglomerate, free from Spanish influence. The traditional elite had proven that they
would not protect their cultural, political, or economic integrity from Spanish intrusions,
and Juchité4n, unlike Tehuantepec, existed in isolation from all Spanish institutions and
structures except the hacienda, with which relations were conflictual. Juchitin maintained
its autonomy and a degree of combativeness against the Spaniards. Therefore, the
formation of an indigenous population center in Juchitdn was a rejection of the Tehuano
elite and Spanish society.*®

By the end of the colonial period, social differentiation existed in Juchit4n because
Zapotec society inherently was highly stratified. Furthermore, the rejection of the Tehuano
elite was not a rejection of social inequality, but rather a rejection of Spanish social
influence. However, the intense differentiation that existed between peripheral villages and
Tehuantepec simply could not be replicated in Juchitdn because elite status depended on
participation in Spanish institutions. As a result of this relative lack of social stratification,
the Juchitecos experienced a high level of structural equivalence. Juchitecos generally
shared equivalent ties to each other, and to outside society. Furthermore, as a
conglomeration of Zapotec commoners, the Juchitecos were a relatively homogenous
group. Colonial Juchitdn generally displayed a very high degree of community solidarity.

By Independence the Juchitecos had established a distinct local identity through

conflict, and founded on equal internal relations and shared collective identities. The lack

48 Campbell, 32-33.
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of cross-cutting identities resulted in a community with a strong sense of shared local

interests. When Juchitecos thought of themselves in terms of class or ethnicity, they
thought of themselves as Juchitecos. As a result, the Juchitecos generally shared the same
collective interests. In practical terms this defense of local interests manifested itself in a
fusion of place-specific economic and political concerns. Isthmus Zapotec commoners
withdrew support from Tehuantepec because of the elites' failure to protect common

interests; they sought leadership that would answer to needs, like subsi

So in order to obtain political power in Juchitén, potential leaders had to protect the
subsistence interests of the villagers. In turn, to protect their subsistence interests, the
villagers demanded authentic Juchiteco political leadership, which would necessarily
guarantee both village autonomy and the political power of their leaders. These shared

identities and interests ultimately transmuted into a staunch defense of Juchiteco

independ In the ni h century, Juchi defense of their independence would
bring them into constant conflict with the state government, and eventually produce a

tradition of violence.

30






CHAPTER TWO
EARLY NATIONAL PERIOD: Rebellion and Repression

With Independence from Spain, the new powerholders in Mexico replaced the
crown's protective policies with liberal economic programs in an attempt to eradicate the
vestiges of the colonial economic system. The modernization programs proposed by liberal
leaders attacked communal ownership of land and important salt flats on the Isthmus.
However, the state's lack of infrastructural power rendered these economic programs
nearly impossible to enforce. The state consistently suffered from a severe shortage of
fiscal resources, and the chronic instability that resulted only further exacerbated the
problem. The constant money shortages also retarded the state's efforts to extend its
organizational reach into the peripheries. Furthermore, Mexico's internal instability
coupled with military conflict with the United States diverted the federal government's
military power. Ultimately, during this period the Mexican state proved to be incapable of
effectively governing its people, and unable to carry through with its proposed economic
programs.

Throughout the nineteenth century, taking advantage of a weak and unstable central
government, the Juchitecos remained in a nearly continuous state of mobilization against
the state government of Oaxaca. The modernizing programs of the state government,
particularly attempts to expropriate communal salt flats, created real grievances that were
shared evenly by the Juchitecos. The power of the Juchiteco mobilizations stemmed from

the lack of cross-cutting identities. The Juchitecos mobilized so powerfully against

government attempts to seize salt resources because they shared similar relations to what
they were fighting for. Consequently, the repeated mobilizations against the state

government were understood to be beneficial for the entire village.
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Juchiteco collective violence was also a form of negotiation with the state
government. The Juchitecos mobilized violently to assure themselves access to valuable
resources, which necessarily entailed local political autonomy. They fought to maintain
political control of their village in order to maintain access to the land and salt resources that
government-backed entrepreneurs wanted to separate them from. Failure to respect the
economic interests or the political autonomy of the Juchitecos resulted in a local revolt.
These were generally short revolts in which the Juchitecos expelled local political leaders.
However, rather than addressing the grievances of the local population, the state
government responded to this form of negotiation with violent repression. The Juchitecos
ultimately negotiated de facto access to land and salt, but at the expense of repeated
repression at the hands of the state government.

The intense violence that characterized relations between Juchitdn and the Oaxacan
state resulted from a fundamental conflict, based on the image of the Juchiteco. The liberal
government of Oaxaca saw the Indian as an obstacle to modernization, and thus sought to
integrate indigenous villages into a new "modern” state. However, based on collective
identities, the Juchitecos organized a strong defense against the state's encroachment. As a
result, the Oaxacan public and state government officials began to imagine the Juchitecos as
indios barbaros. As such the Juchitecos became a special problem for the state
government: they were not only a threat to the future modemnity of the state, they were a
threat to public safety and order. Consequently, as Juchiteco recalcitrance continued, state-
sponsored repression escalated and Juchiteco defense of local interests transformed into
separatism. The legacy of this period of alternating rebellion and repression endured until

the eve of the Mexican Revolution.

Political and economic instability followed shortly after Independence, when political
leaders tried to impose modernizing programs on a rural populace capable of responding

with tremendous force. Separation from the Spanish crown opened large cracks in the
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political order, and the Wars for Independence filled those cracks with regional military
leaders. At the same time, new centralized economic programs began to disenfranchise the
nation's indigenous populations. Political and economic instability ensued when regional
ex-military leaders mobilized these disenfranchised populations to support their bids for
political power.**

In Juchitén ex-soldier José Gregorio Meléndez became the leader of local
mobilization. Meléndez fought in the liberation army of José Marfa Morelos during the
Wars for Independence. His service under Mariano Matamoros gave him military training
and the opportunity to learn the political terrain of the Isthmus. Most importantly,
however, the wars dispersed arms throughout the region. The leadership of Che Gorio
Melendre, as he was known in Juchitdn, combined with an armed village population to
create a rural sector capable of mobilizing a tremendous amount of force.*°

Economically, the Federal Constitution of 1824 did not propose any programs that
disenfranchised the indigenous populace, but various state constitutions, on the other hand,
attacked communal rights to land and resources. Oaxaca's constitution called for a general
privatization of communal resources, and more specifically conceded a monopoly of the
salt flats in Tehuantepec district (which at the time included the village of Juchitdn) "to an
individual who would be able to exploit the salt more 'economically' than the Indians."’"

In 1834 the state government of Oaxaca put their words into action and granted a monopoly
of the Tehuantepec salt flats to Francisco Javier Echevarrfa.’?
As a communal resource "from time immemorial,” salt occupied a particularly

important position in Juchiteco society. Beyond its use in religious ceremony, salt played a

4% Leticia Reina and Fransisco Abardfa, "Cien afios de rebeli6n," in Marfa de los Angeles Romero
ed., Lecturas histdricas del estado de Oaxaca, Vol. 3: Siglo XIX (Mexico City: INAH, 1990), 460.

50 Tbid.
5! Quoted in Ibid., 457.

32 Tbid., 457, 460.
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key role in everyday life as a preservative for meat and fish. As a result, the Juchitecos
shared similar relations to the salt flats. More importantly, the state expropriation of the salt
flats forced the Juchitecos to reorder their collective identities to defend the interests
effected by the state's action. Where Juchiteco identity may have been more-or-less
significant before, the expropriation of the salt flats forced the Juchitecos to give priority to
their local identity in order to defend local property. Essentially this critical event,
instigated by the state government, set the stage for group mobilization.

In 1834 the Juchitecos launched twenty years of nearly continuous combat against
the state government. Although locally-based, the original mobilization of collective
violence in Juchitdn was a distinct part of a more widespread indigenous reaction to
imposed liberal programs from the state of Guerrero to the Isthmus. The movement
formed around Juan Alvarez's Plan de Texca and threatened to become a massive Indian
uprising. Remembering the violent rabble of Indians mobilized by Father Hidalgo during
the Wars for Independence, authorities mobilized quickly and suppressed the rebellion,
capturing Meléndez in the process.*?

Following Independence land and labor relations also changed on the Isthmus. A
major decline in the international dye market and the disorder created by the wars for
Independence carried serious consequences for the Haciendas Marquesanas. The increased
production of cochineal in Guatemala and indigo in India created a glut in the dye market,
driving down international prices and forcing the collapse of the Isthmus' export
economy.’* Moreover, by the 1830s the indigenous population of the Isthmus began
claiming legal ownership of the hacienda lands they had previously used for squatting. As
a result, Lucas Alamén, who managed the Haciendas Marquesanas for the Duke of

Terranova y Monteleone, began to actively seek out potential buyers to whom he could sell

53 Ibid., 460-61.

54 Tutino, "Ethnic Resistance,” 53.
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the property. In 1836 Alamén found his men in two Europeans: Frenchman Juan José

Guergué, and Milano Esteban Maqueo.®*
As wealthy immigrants completely unfamiliar with their new setting, the new

owners responded solely to market imperatives, creating continuous conflict with

ur ding villages, and especially with Juchi I diately after

p, Guergué and Maq pted to eject several Juchitecos from a parcel of land
used for grazing. The dispute escalated and eventually ended up in court where the owners
unsuccessfully attacked the validity of the Juchitecos' land title from 1710. The Juchitecos
maintained access to the land and continued to use it for grazing, but the conflict with the
immigrant hacendados continued. For years following the case both sides stole each
other's sheep when found unattended.®

With their land and access to resources constantly being menaced by state-
supported entrepreneurs, peace did not last long in Juchitén. In 1842 the Juchitecos
rejected local authorities for selling land against the will of the people. State officials

J itrance with a combination of ion and aggression.

P

However, the J refused to promise and the state could not muster enough

force to suppress the movement, leaving Juchit4n in a state of rebellion for several years.
During this period the Juchitecos assumed autonomy and continued to illegally exploit the
salt flats and utilize hacienda land.>’

By 1847 neither the federal nor the state government had the ability to maintain
order. The United States intervention as part of the U.S.-Mexican War dispersed the
military strength of the federal government, while the power struggle between valley and

Tehuano elite paralyzed the repressive forces of Oaxaca. Under the smoke screen of

5 Reina and Abardfa, 461-62.

*¢ Manuel Esparza, "Las tierras de los hijos de los pueblos: El distrito de Juchitan en el siglo
XIX," in Lecturas historicas del estado de Oaxaca, Vol. 3: Siglo XIX, 427-29; Reina and Abardia, 462.

57 Ibid., 462-63; Tutino, "Ethnic Resistance," 56.
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disorder, Gregorio Meléndez assumed a position as a sort of defacto governor of the

Isthmus. Benito Judrez became the governor of Oaxaca later in the year and immediately
attempted to reintegrate and pacify the Isthmus by naming Meléndez head of the region's
national guard. Rather than an attempt at reform, Judrez simply wanted to demobilize

Juchiteco forces by coopting their leader. The plan backfired, and rather than pacify the

Tucehi

the move precipitated "a wave of violence" in which Juchitecos assaulted the
salt flats, stole sheep from haciendas, sacked the local jail, and ultimately reiterated their
demand for local autonomy. After the initial uprising, Meléndez publicly called for istmerio
separation from the state of Oaxaca.’®

The Juchitecos continued to live in relative autonomy, outside of state control, but
when they rejected local officials again in 1849 and 1850, increasingly harsh repression
followed. In May of 1850 the Juchitecos expelled the local alcalde for not obeying popular
volition, and replaced him with Simén Lépez, a former rebel leader. Tehuano officials
found this political move unacceptable and requested that the federal government intervene.
Intense violent conflict ensued and came to a head on July 19, on the outskirts of Juchitén.
A two-hour battle between Juchiteco rebels and the federal army resulted in the deaths of
seventy Juchitecos. After the battle federal soldiers pillaged Juchitén, leaving one-third of
the village in shambles.*®

Two national events influenced the state's decision to increase repression in
Juchitén: the end of the U.S.-Mexican War, and the Caste War of Yucatdn. The end of the
war simply freed up federal resources and allowed the state to utilize a previously-
unattainable amount of repressive force. Meanwhile, the massive number of Mexicans
killed by Maya rebels during the Caste War of Yucatén roused the Oaxacan government's

fear of its huge Indian population.®® The Juchitecos seemed to display the same hatred of

*® Reina and Abardfa, 463-64; Tutino, "Ethnic Resistance," 56-57.
%9 Reina and Abardfa, 465-67; Tutino, "Ethnic Resistance," 57-58.

©0 For details on the Caste War of Yucatén, see Nelson Reed, The Caste War of Yucatdn
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outsiders as the Mayas of Yucatan, and thus terrified Oaxacan officials and landowners.

The carnage inflicted by federal soldiers on July 19, 1850 was both a catharsis and a
preventative measure against a possible caste war in Oaxaca.®'
In the face of intensifying repression, the indigenous groups of the Isthmus became
more unified, and the rebels of Juchitdn became more radical. The state-sponsored

repression, which included sweeps through the Isthmus countryside, antagonized

Ty

villagers and quently made Meléndez impossible to capture. The entire
region, at least passively, supported Meléndez, and from one of his rural sanctuaries

Meléndez announced a more radical Plan de 28 de Octubre. The plan articulated the

Juchiteco commitment to the defense of their cultural, political, and i y: it
denounced the state and federal government, and pronounced Meléndez's opposition to
soon-to-be president, General Mariano Arista.®?

Owing to a more conciliatory attitude from the central government, in the months

that followed his Meléndez's stance changed dramatically. Mariano Arista
gave Meléndez an offer he could not refuse. On January 10, 1851 Meléndez announced a
new plan in which he recognized government authorities, supported Arista as the new

president, and sought peace and harmony with T pec, which the Juchi had

sacked in the violence of the previous year. In exchange the government separated the new
federal Department of Tehuantepec from the state of Oaxaca, and granted amnesty to all
rebels. Through direct violent action against the state government, the Juchitecos officially
won their independence from Oaxaca. Ironically, Gregorio Meléndez died on April 20,
1853, just one month before the Isthmus of Tehuantepec officially became a federal

territory.®?

(Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1964); and Terry Rugeley, Yucatan's Maya Peasantry and the Origins
of the Caste War (Austin: University of Texas Press, 1996).

¢! Reina and Abardfa, 468.
62 Ibid., 468-69.

%3 Ibid., 469-70.
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The Meléndez Rebellions established two important precedents for future incidents

of collective violence in Juchitén. First, this marked the first instance in which the federal

government intervened to bring order to Juchitdn. The federal government, contrary to the

state, took a more conciliatory approach to the Juchi making promise possibl
and undercutting the sovereignty of the state government. This interference became a
pattern, but not without creating friction with the state. Second, the period of rebellion
crystallized a real and significant conflict between the Juchitecos and the state government.
The Meléndez Rebellions were a defense of the Juchitecos' local identity and their
corresponding political and economic interests. Specifically, the Juchitecos mobilized as

Juchitecos in order to negotiate political autonomy and continued access to community

property. This mobilization clearly antagonized the state government, creating a

fand

I conflict of i However, once the violence began, the conflict gained a
heightened significance. These rebellions, which began as a defense of local interests,
became separatist and anti-state rebellions whose battle cry was "Death to the state of
Oaxaca and long live Juchitén."®* Seeing Tehuantepec as a tool of the state, which was the

popular image of Teh in the Juchitecos raided the village twice, burning

barrios and killing many Tehuanos.®*

More importantly, the period of continuous violence produced an image of the
Juchiteco in the public and official conscience as barbaric and rebellious, and thus an
obstacle to modernity and a threat to public order. The progressive, liberal idea of the
Indian as barbaric or backward was not new, but the Meléndez rebellions created an image
of the Juchitecos as particularly violent barbarians. The image that emerged portrayed the

Juchitecos as both an obstacle to progress, and a constant threat to public safety.

4 Victor de la Cruz, La Rebelion de Che Gorio Melendre (Juchitén: H. Ayuntamiento Popular de
Juchit4n, 1983) cited in Campbell, 42.

65 Campbell, 42.
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The account of German traveler G. F. Von Tempsky's visit to Oaxaca toward the

end of the rebellions reflected popular opinions of the Juchitecos that existed in Oaxaca and
demonstrated liberal notions of Indians, in general. Von Tempsky visited Gregorio
Meléndez in his camp, but he noted a great deal about the Juchitecos before even arriving in
Juchitédn. The German did not go into Juchitdn uninformed about the nature of the people

who lived there. Their reputation preceded them:

[Juchitén’s] inhabi have the reputation of being a very unruly set,
turbulent politicians and revolutionists ... they have been in Oaxaca often,
as well as in Tehuantepec, enforcing their opinions at the point of a bayonet
... this village was, besides, reputed for its hostility against white strangers,
or strangers of any kind, and we had been warned not to enter its confines

as the people would, at the least, steal our horses.®¢

Von Tempsky did not, however, learn everything he knew about Indians from Mexicans.
As a progressive thinker, he instinctively knew some things about the nature of the Indian:

There is nothing like showing oneself fearless in the intercourse with
Indians, shake them vigorously by the hand, look boldly into their eye, and
you have them as servants, who would have been your masters had your
footsteps been wavering, your hand timid, and your eye winking in
approaching them. They are, in that respect, like the wild beasts of their
forest. Turn your eye from the tiger, attempt a retrograde movement, and
he flies at your throat; but fasten your eye upon him, he will quail, and not
dare injure you.®”

This account ch izes well how progressive notions of the Indian blended with the
image of violence that defined Juchitdn. The Indian himself was primitive and prone to
violence, and the Juchiteco, as proven by past actions, was an amplified, exaggerated
Indian. The Juchiteco characterized the savagery and violence inherent in all Indians.
Gregorio Meléndez himself was a man defined by "an inextinguishable hatred of Mexicans
in general." Ultimately, in the public mind, the Juchitecos were barbarians, naturally
disposed to violence and aggressive toward outsiders. The immigrant owners of the

Haciendas Marquesanas complained that the expansion of their estate had been cut short

6 A German Traveler's Observations in Juchitdn," in Zapotec Struggles, 119.

7 Ibid., 120.

39






"by the insatiable greed of a barbarous village without a title except their brute force."*®

The public viewed the Juchitecos proclivity toward violence as a constant threat to public
safety, and as a result, they became a major target of public officials.

The official verbal assault against the Juchitecos heightened in accordance with the
increased military assault. In 1849 when the Juchitecos ejected a local official, Tehuano
officials appealed to the federal government to intervene and restore order to Juchitdn. To

support their appeal, the officials iled a list of Juchi i The list of

indiscretions reflects the balanced assault on the Juchiteco as a particularly disorderly
Indian: committing outrages against authorities, remaining in a hostile state toward
constitutional authorities, promoting public meetings with a beating drum, and being given
to all sorts of excesses.®® The list worked as intended and federal forces intervened.
Officials saw Juchiteco recalcitrance and Indianness as interrelated and both were
unacceptable in a modern nation.

With this as the predominant vision of the Juchitecos, it made sense that the "Father
of Modern Mexico," Benito Judrez, was the most important, and most powerful political

enemy of the Juchi The Juchitecos rep d a threat to all that Judrez stood for

politically. In a speech delivered on July 2, 1850, Juérez add: d Juchi malfe

and even foreshadowed the brutal repression that followed two weeks later. Juérez, a
politician, was not alone in his beliefs of the depraved, violent nature of the Juchitecos, and
in his speech he clearly appealed to public sentiments on the subject (italics added):

It would take a great deal of time to dcscnbe to you the state of immorality
and disorder in which the resid of Juchitdn have lived since very ancient
times. You know well their great excesses. You are not unaware of their
depredations under the colonial regime ... You know that during the
centralized government they mocked the armed forces that the central power
sent to repress their crimes, defeating and causing damage to it, making fun
of its leaders, and scorning local authorities. You have been witnesses to

% Quoted in Esparza, 427.

9 Reina and Abardfa, 466.
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these scenes of blood and horror. You know all this, which is another
reason why I omit a history of the events that have passed before your eyes
... I will ... remind you of the past so that you will know better the unruly

character of these rascals.”’

Judrez felt that the presence of the Juchitecos in Oaxaca did more than threaten the safety of
the state's citizens. Their behavior threatened Oaxaca's ability to become a modern state:

peace has been secured, in general, in the state. Only the town of Juchitin
has scandalously altered the tranquillity enjoyed by the District of
Tehuantepec. This was done neither to carry out a political plan, nor to
propose any useful reforms, nor to complain about its current government,
nor to change administrative personnel ... It was done to evade obedience to
all authority and the healthy burden of the law, and to rob with impunity and
3e 1 & 71

engage without in that morality cc

This conception of the Juchitecos portrayed them as a threat to the state in many
ways, and led Judrez to conclude that the village needed to be suppressed. In the same
speech Judrez announced that he was preparing to "organize and maintain public forces and
prepare the elements of war, so that when peace is threatened or interrupted, the instigators
can be repressed and punished as rapidly and efficiently as the security of the Oaxaquefios
and the dignity of the Government demand."”?> Two weeks later Juchitén smoldered.

The pattern of rebellion and repression in Juchitan ultimately produced a tradition of
violence between the village and the state government. Based on past experiences, the
Juchitecos understood that they could mobilize collective violence in order to negotiate
better political and economic conditions. Also based on experience, the state understood
the Juchitecos to be both savage and rebellious. As a result, the state saw violent
repression as the only way to control such an "unruly set." Ultimately, non-violent

negotiation became impossible in Juchitdn without federal intervention.

70 " The Juchitecos as Seen by Benito Jusrez: Excerpts from a Speech, July 2, 1850," in Zapotec
Struggles, 123-24.

"' Ibid., 123.

2 Ibid.
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Following the Meléndez Rebellions, Benito Judrez wanted to modernize Oaxaca in

classic liberal fashion after he became the state's governor. Judrez planned to extend the
state's transportation infrastructure in order to, among other things, open the peripheries to
new markets and develop all uncultivated land (terrenos baldias). The first step toward
accomplishing this goal was to account for and regulate all land and land transactions in the
state. Judrez sent local government representatives into the field to inventory the amount of
terrenos baldfas that existed in the state, so the government could then administer the land
as public domain. The state instituted a modernization program that revolved around the
state government, but local officials throughout the state resisted the scheme as an
encroachment on their autonomy. Municipal governments simply did not do the mandated
work. By the end of the decade, Judrez's plan had failed due to local noncompliance. In
1862 state officials complained that they still had not received field reports from 1849.”*
Following the wars of La Reforma in the late 1850s, liberal leadership once again

ascended to the top of the state government, and with renewed vigor, attacked communal
property with renewed vigor. In the chaos of the violent conflict between liberals and
conservatives, and during a brief conservative reign, villagers throughout Oaxaca seized the
opportunity to expand their land base by moving onto private property. When liberals
resumed power in 1861, Governor Ramén Cajiga denounced this affront to private
property, carried out by "revolutionaries ... usurpers, or pernicious vagabonds," as an evil
that "personified sedition and signified the dissolution of society."”* Meanwhile Cajiga
reinstituted the act of 20 Octubre 1859, which transformed cofradia land and livestock into
private property; an act "dictated for the benefit of all types of honorable poor."”*

73 Esparza, 392-95.
7% Quoted in ibid., 395.

75 Quoted in ibid., 395-96.
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Despite the passionate pleas of liberal ideologues, the laws of La Reforma which

called for the expropriation of communal landholding could not be enforced because the
state did not have the infrastructural power to divest villages of their land. The wars of La
Reforma, the French Intervention, and the political factionalism that followed kept the state
government in desperate need of funds, and incapable of modernizing. Recognizing its
failure, the state government warned its constituents: "The state will not rise nor will it be
sufficiently wealthy if its vast territory remains as it is now, uncultivated, and we will not
stop regretting this mistake if the lands that the villagers possess are not reduced to private
property."®
Through the periods of La Reforma and the French Intervention, from 1855 to
1867, constant warfare between liberals and conservatives kept the entire nation in a state

of chaos, and opened the door to violent conflict b Juchitdn and Tet

During the wars of La Reforma Benito Judrez became the president of the Republic and
immediately rolled back the gains of the Meléndez Rebellions. The Benemérito denounced

the decree that created the Department of Teh pec, and Juchi joined the state of
Oaxaca as Tehuantepec's subject, exacerbating an already problematic situation.””

In the period that followed the reintegration of the Isthmus into Oaxaca, tensions
mounted between the two villages. Under the guise of larger political concern the two
villages simply acted on an escalating feud in the absence of a capable repressive state.”®

The state, recognizing that the French were a more serious threat, offered the Juchitecos

incentives to support the liberal cause against the French. In 1864 Judrez offered to return

76 Quoted in ibid., 396.
7 Reina and Abardfa, 470.

7% During this period the Juchitecos began wearing green and the Tehuanos red, the colors
associated with liberal and conservative causes, respectively. According to Philip Dennis, Intervillage
Conflict in Oaxaca, this is a common indication of feuding villages in Oaxaca. See page 20.
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various salt flats to Juchitén, including those controlled by the Echevarrfa family, in

exchange for armed support in the battle against the French.”®

Although it is probable that the Juchitecos did have some sense that they would be
fighting to protect national sovereignty, it is more likely that the Juchitecos understood their
negotiating power as fighters. The state, and most certainly Benito Jurez, understood that
while the Juchitecos were indios barbaros, they made better allies than enemies. Although
the restitution of the salt flats did not take place, the state did successfully use it to gain
support from the Juchitecos.

Meanwhile, the Tehuano military declared in favor of the French and immediately
marched into San Blas, historically a Juchiteco ally, and sacked the entire barrio. A
guerrilla war ensued which pitted Juchiteco and blasefio guerrillas against French
reinforcements of the Tehuano military. The violent warfare culminated on September 5,
1866 when a small Juchiteco army routed a French battalion of 2500 soldiers. This victory
reinforced the tradition of violence in Juchitédn. Afterward 5 de septiembre became a

holiday in Juchitdn and marked the pi le of Juchiteco rebelli The event became

central in the Juchitecos' construction of a rebellious identity.®°

Just six years after the legendary 5 de septiembre battle the Juchiteco rivalry with
the Diaz family began. Félix Diaz, like his brother Porfirio, was a liberal general in the war
against the French and afterward a politician. Chato, as Félix was known, shared his
brother's interest in bringing stability to Mexico via a strong central state. He became
governor of Oaxaca following the expulsion of the French and in 1872 he looked to

centralize authority in the state by imposing a hand-picked jefe politico in Juchitdn. The

reacted i diately to the infril on their autonomy by throwing out the

imposed jefe politico and naming their own. Albino Jiménez, better known by his Zapotec

7 Reina and Abardfa, 470-71.

80 Campbell, 49-51.
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name, Binu Gada (Nine Lives), had led the Juchitecos against the French and now became

the new jefe politico of Juchit4n.?'
Mexico, however, was no longer engaged in a civil war and Governor Dfaz would
not tolerate Juchiteco assertions of self-determination, much less the rumors of Binu

Gada's pl d ion. D ing his dedication to peace and order, Chato arrived

in Juchitédn personally with a federal battalion and routed Binu Gada's men. Afterward
federal forces killed all the prisoners, burned down houses, looted the local treasury, and
stole the statue of San Vicente, the village's patron saint, which they dragged out of town
tied to a horse. After vehement protest from the Juchitecos the military sent San Vicente
back to Juchitdn with his feet cut off. The idea of village autonomy represented a threat to
the state in and of itself, but the Juchitecos' reputation fostered a reciprocal aggressive and

violent attitude from the state. The state not only felt obligated to the Juchiteco:

'PP

they wanted to suppress them in order to teach the stubborn Indians a lesson. This act of
brutality also represented the violent hatred that had developed between Juchitén and the
state government.®?

Despite the brutal repression, when the next political conflict created disorder in the
state, violence broke out on the Isthmus. Porfirio Diaz's announcement of the Plan de la
Noria precipitated political chaos as factions battled one another. On the Isthmus armed
supporters pushed Dfaz's bid for presidency, but lost to forces led by Binu Gada. The

movement behind the plan failed and the results were similar throughout Oaxaca, forcing

Félix Dfaz to flee the state. The Juchi p d Dfaz as he pted to leave the state

hrough the Isthmus, beginning a seq that became part of Juchiteco folklore. The

Juchitecos cut the skin off the bottoms of Diaz's feet, forced him to walk on hot sand, then

8! Ibid., 54-55; Corvarrubias, 229.

®2 Campbell, 54-55; Cibeles Henestrosa de Webster, Juchitdn: Un pueblo singular (Mexico:
Editorial Alcaravan, 1985), 71; Reina and Abardia, 471.
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castrated and shot him. They then sent Chato's body to Pochutla draped over a horse with

his own testicles placed in his mouth. The moment became a centerpiece in the resistant
imagery that surrounded the Juchitecos, and the boundaries between Juchitdn and the state
continued to sol<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>