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1933. Tt is reissued by the Instituto de Investigaciones Histéricas as
a work that is still important though long out of date.

Three categories of interest are recognized. The crown, unable to
implement conquest in other ways, first contracted with individual
conquistadores and later asserted a direct power. The Church accepted
responsibility for conversion and later won a strong economic position.
Both crown and church competed with the private interests that are
the main subject of investigation. The Hernéndez de Cérdoba expedi-
tion provides a classic case of contract, useful to the historian for its
purity and simplicity. Cortés’ enterprise is characteristic in another
way. In separating from the direction of Velasquez, in assuming
political authority in Mexico, and in appropriating and granting
favors despite royal prohibitions, Cortés manifested a private will
that transcended the conditions of contract. Veldsquez is seen as an
empresario capitalista (p. 34), Cortés as the delegated depositary
of the interests of a capitalist group. Cortés and Velasquez clashed in
a conflict whose juridical implications are here emphasized. Private
parties undertook conquests without license, established unauthorized
regimes, illegally took encomiendas, and further demonstrated an
independence of spirit.

Morality rather more than legality is the subjeect of the second
work, The Defence of Human Rights in Latin America, published in
the Race and Society series by UNESCO. This reviews the Spanish
discussions concerning the justice of conquest and the nature of the
Indian from their early colonial origins through the eighteenth cen-
tury. Based directly on Zavala’s La filosofia politica en la conquista
de América (México, 1947), the publication recapitulates earlier re-
search without contributing new material for students of the 1960s.
It has the merit of providing a selection of references and quotations
on the elevated aspirations of Spanish expansionists, but it is a less
scholarly work than Los intereses particulares and more consciously
defensive with regard to the colonial regime.
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Principios criticos sobre el virreinato de la Nueva Espafia y sobre la
revolucién de independencia. By Acustin RivEra. México, 1963.
Comisién Nacional para las Conmemoraciones Civicas de 1963.
Index. Pp. 955.

Agustin Rivera, one of Mexico’s savants of the nineteenth century,
spent a number of years attempting to write a balanced account of the
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colonial period of New Spain and the Independence movement. Basi-
cally, Rivera wished to challenge the writings of conservative Lucas
Alaman. Secondly, he sought to buttress the Cuadro histérico of
Licenciado Carlos Maria Bustamante with the exception that Rivera
did not intend ‘‘atenuar los crimenes de los insurgentes, ni exagerar
los de los realistas.”” This was certainly a noble objective, especially
in an era when Mexico was not noted for an objective approach to her
past connections with Spain. Because of his long life (1824-1916),
Rivera was able to observe in Mexico the lessening rejection of things
Castilian. Nevertheless, this work did not get into print during his
life. A few months after his death, the Academia Mexicana de la
Historia published Principios Criticos in his memory. The present
volume is a reprint edition issued by the Comisién Nacional para las
Conmemoraciones Civicas de 1963.

It seems to me that the publication of this reprint version is a sad
mistake, perhaps prompted by the urgent need for something to meet
the oceasion of ceremonies in 1963. For example, no one has bothered
to write a new introduction to place Rivera’s work in historical per-
spective, nor is there so much as one word of explanation as to why
this particular volume was chosen to be reprinted. Indeed, it seems
likely that the only difference between this new edition and the original
of 1916 is the addition of the names of the members of the National
Commission of 1963. This review, therefore, is concerned with a work
that is half a century old; and it has not worn well over the years.

It seems superfluous at best to recount and discuss such topies as:
(1) the possible relationship between Mexican independence from
Spain and the lingering desire of the Aztecs to be free once again ;
(2) the belabored argument that the conquest of Mexico was a true
conquest rather than an effective alliance between Cortés and the
Tlaxcalans. (After all, as we are needlessly reminded, an alliance is
a union of equals and not one joining the conquerors and the van-
quished) ; (3) the proposition that the exchange and mixture of Old
World and New World crops, animals, products, and diseases were
mutually both advantageous and disadvantageous. (This is hardly a
startling concept.) After these profundities there are endless ser-
mons, panegyries, and testimonies by mostly obscure persons all de-
signed to support the hypothesis that Spain did not foster a healthy
and viable society in New Spain.

For those who have the patience to read these 940 pages, the re-
wards are pathetically few.
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