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Mexican militarism from colonial times to the present, an undertaking
that leaves much of his book superficial. It contains little documen-
tation, and the bibliography is almost entirely composed of secondary
sources. One wishes that the author had appended his opinions con-
cerning the role of the army in containing the student disorders of
1968. At that time it was commonly suggested in Mexico City that
the army had proved and had perhaps enhanced its political strength
by the efficacious (some thought it brutal) manner in which it sup-
pressed the riots. In short, a solid book concerning Mexico’s army in
any era remains to be written; yet Lozoya has presented some new
material which can only stimulate further interest in the subject.

San Diego State College PauL J. VANDERWOOD

Guanajuato: An Amnalysis of Urban Form. Edited by Jay Mookr.
Seattle, 1968. University of Washington. Department of Urban
Planning. Urban Planning and Development Series. Illustra-
tions. Maps. Figures. Pp. 73. Paper. $3.50.

Distribucién del ingreso en una drea urbana: el caso de Monterrey.
By Jests PuenTE LEYvA. Introduction by Iricenia M. pE Nava-
RRETE. México, 1969. Siglo Veintiuno Editores. El Mundo del
Hombre: Economia y Demografia. Charts. Tables. Figures.
Notes. Appendices. Bibliography. Pp. xxvii, 117. Paper. $20.00
(Mex.).

The first of these books delightfully describes the colonial silver
city of Guanajuato, and attempts to draw urban planning conclusions
from its morphology and the cireculation of its people and vehicles.
The study was written by students of urban development and re-
sulted from a five-day stay in Guanajuato supervised by Myer R.
‘Wolfe of the University of Washington. Little of value for urban
analysis seems to have been unearthed. If urban development is
really a social science, there is not much evidence of it here. Am-
biguous concepts are utilized to draw vague conclusions which at best
elaborate the obvious.

The second book is a study of income distribution and occupa-
tional changes in Monterrey. It was sponsored by the economic in-
vestigation center (Centro de Investigaciones Econdmicas) of the
University of Nuevo Leén. There is a lengthy and interesting intro-
duction by Ifigenia M. de Navarrete, one of Mexico’s leading au-
thorities on the distribution of income. Data contrasting income,
occupational, and educational changes between 1960 and 1965 were
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derived from studies made by the personnel of the investigation cen-
ter.

Puenta Leyva’s work is less a study of income distribution than
an inquiry into the effects of rural-urban migration on income distri-
bution and the distribution of educational and other public services.
Apparently, those considered as indigent and poor constituted 51.2
percent of the population in 1965 and only 34.4 percent in 1960.
Undoubtedly although urban-rural migration in a rapidly developing
industrial area results in an excess of unskilled labor which industry
cannot totally absorb, the degree of this change in Monterrey over
only five years is doubtful, and the author himself questions the con-
clusions indicated by his data.

It appears also that as income in general has increased, the upper
and middle income groups have received a higher proportion of the
educational services. As both the author and Sefiora de Navarrete
point out, the trend should be reversed if, through education, the
excess of the unskilled and poorly educated part of the labor force
is to be diminished.

Puenta Leyva’s study is a competent and useful one. Similar
studies are needed in other Mexican cities and should be made
periodically so that trends could be checked over longer intervals
than five years. As yet there are no long-range studies of general
Mexican income distribution changes which are not subject to ques-
tion on some account. Perhaps a city-by-city approach is preferable
to a national one, considering the difficulties of estimating national
income.

Some of the conclusions which Puenta Leyva reaches, although
tentative, are of significance for the theoretical analysis of economie
development, and one wishes that they could have Dbeen more
thoroughly explored. For example, he says that ‘‘la distribucién del
ingreso familiar tiende a ser més inequitiva cuanto més alto es el
flujo inmigratorio . . . y cuanto més alto es el nivel de desarrollo”
(p. 76). He concludes also that the system of income redistribution
in Mexico is failing and needs eritical review. Like Sefiora de Nava-
rrete, he is concerned with the economic development and the effective
demand aspects of unequal income distribution as well as distributive
justice.
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