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	The current Mexican constitution was created in 1917 and includes several fundamental principles recurring from the country’s previous constitutions as well as its history. The most important conflict present throughout the history of Mexico’s constitutions was between two ideologies: conservative and liberal. This essay will examine the active role and presence of both in the history of the country, and their importance in the development of the modern Mexican constitution.

	Mexico had been a Spanish colony and was dominated by elites for over 300 years.[footnoteRef:1] Before the constitution period, it was known as New Spain. It included among others an evident social class division, a mixed racial state, a centralized state institution and Roman Catholicism was known as an arm of the state. As liberalism spread through Spain, the conservative elites of Mexico demanded the preservation of monarchy, rejecting change. This is an example of conservatism, as the ideology rejects drastic change and praises a centralized government, such as a monarchy, with unlimited rights.  [1:    Sean F. McEnroe, From Colony to Nationhood in Mexico: Laying the Foundations, 1560-1840, p. 5] 


	In 1810, the conservatives joined the peasants in a decade-long revolution to gain independence from Spain, but didn’t want a liberal estate. They wanted to preserve the fundamental conservative type of government (controlled by religious hierarchy, land owners and the military) after Mexico gained its independence. By joining the peasants in the War of Independence, the Mexican military had a decisive role in the resolution of the conflict and in gaining independence from Spain.

	 Mexico finally gained its independence in 1821 by creating the Plan de Iguala, which brought about separation from Spain in seven months, and formed the first consensus.[footnoteRef:2] The Plan urged union instead of personal benefits, and the preservation of Roman Catholicism, which, again, is fundamental in conservatism. A conflict between liberals and conservatives arose in the constitution of 1824, where the centralists (conservatives) demanded a strong centralized government, a national army and an emphasis on the Roman Catholic Church. On the other hand, the federalists (liberals) opposed, urging strong state governments, the election of a president by the states, a separation of powers among branches, a mixed government, the reduction of the military as well as the religious government.[footnoteRef:3] This constitution only showed how difficult it was to reach a compromise between the two ideologies as it contained contradictory principles and created power struggle without any resolution. [2:  Christon I. Archer, “Augustin de Iturbide and the Process of Consensus”, The Birth of Modern Mexico, 1780-1824, p 188]  [3:  Robert J. Jackson & Co, “The Mexican Constitution”, North American Politics: Canada, USA and Mexico in a Comparative Perspective, p. 5] 


	The Constitution of 1836 is a conservative-inspired state government led by Santa Anna. He created military departments and a more centralized state of government. Santa Anna ruled Mexico between with a combination of opportunism, corruption and authoritarianism; he spent government resources on unneeded public works and his luxurious lifestyle.[footnoteRef:4]  It became known for its corrupt regimes as Santa Anna owned ½ million acres of Mexico’s land by 1945.  In 1936, Texas revolted against Mexico’s conservative constitution and the lack of liberal guarantees and declared itself an independent republic, later becoming annexed to the United States. The Texas Border Dispute led Mexico to lose half of its territory to the U.S. [footnoteRef:5]  [4:  Emily Emonds-Poli, David A, Shrink, “Contemporary Mexican Politics”, p.23]  [5:  Robert J. Jackson & Co, “The Mexican Constitution”, North American Politics: Canada, USA and Mexico in a Comparative Perspective, p. 5
] 


	Following the Constitution of 1836, Santa Anna and the conservatives were blamed for the vulnerable state of Mexico. The political backlash against Santa Anna’s abuses of economy and power was an advantage for the liberals, who took charge in 1955.[footnoteRef:6]  In 1857, they enacted Reform Laws, in order to strip the military and the Catholic church from power.[footnoteRef:7] In the constitution of 1857, the liberals documented a Bill of Rights, the separation of church and state, rejected Roman Catholicism, reinstalled aspects from the constitution of 1824, allowed to bear arms (for militias) and rejected the military. The constitution of 1857 “expressed in positive language the thought of the most progressive Mexican liberals of the day”.[footnoteRef:8] This is an example of the presence of liberalism and the complete rejection of conservatism in Mexico. Because the conservatives were no longer in political favour, the liberals of Mexico wanted to modernize their economy and their political constitution. The separation of branches, the focus on individual rights (rather than the commonwealth) as well as the separation of church and state are liberal motivations, introduced by John Locke.[footnoteRef:9] The idea of moral improvement doesn’t exist in the liberal method of governing. [6:  Emily Emonds-Poli, David A, Shrink, “Contemporary Mexican Politics”, p.25]  [7:  Emily Emonds-Poli, David A, Shrink, “Contemporary Mexican Politics”, p.25]  [8:  Wilfrid Hardy Callcott, “The Constitution of 1857”, Liberalism in Mexico, 1857-1929, p. 4]  [9:  Dr. Jim L. Riley, “Moderate Political Ideologies: Liberalism and Conservatism”, 1990, http://academic.regis.edu.jriley/libcons.htm] 


	The rejection of conservative ideas led to the War of Reform (1858-67), which involved multiple foreign powers. The conservative propaganda was fully organized and opposition began to be felt by when a warning was issued by the government stating the separation of church from governmental matters.[footnoteRef:10] Thus, they became enrolled with Napoleon III, who invaded with the French troops (1862-67) on behalf of conservative forces and installed the Hapsburg Maximillian on the Mexican throne. The U.S. participated in the war as well, in support of the liberals, until the start Civil War in the States. Following the War of Reform, in 1867, Mexico was left with a total of 50 000 dead and a very weak economy.[footnoteRef:11] [10:  Wilfrid Hardy Callcott, Liberalism in Mexico, 1857-1929, p. 7
]  [11:  Robert J. Jackson & Co, “The Mexican Constitution”, North American Politics: Canada, USA and Mexico in a Comparative Perspective, p. 6] 


	For the following 35 years, Mexico was dominated by Porfriato Diaz, a liberal general at the time. He encouraged “liberal positivism” and the “order of progress”. His idea of a strong government involved the attraction of foreign investment for economical and infrastructural reforms, by building railways, mines and various industries. He was a liberal running a dictatorial regime, a dictatorship which possessed conservative and liberal ideas. He created a strong, central government, fortified by a hierarchal style of rule.[footnoteRef:12] He wasn’t afraid of using the military or the police to assert the state’s power.[footnoteRef:13] His unwritten constitution left millions impoverished and landless. Foreigners owned 90% of Mexico’s industry, whereas the population owned roughly 2%. Diaz’s centralized state contained liberal economic ideas brought by Adam Smith, to “liberate individual economic activity, to establish large trading areas that expanded to the nation – state and if possible the world, and to do away with all the obstacles to the transport and trade of goods. It was the people’s aim to reorganize the economy, to introduce new methods (the market), and to invest capital in factories and machines.”[footnoteRef:14] [12:   Emily Emonds-Poli, David A, Shrink, “Contemporary Mexican Politics”, p.28
]  [13:   Emily Emonds-Poli, David A, Shrink, “Contemporary Mexican Politics”, p.28
]  [14:  B.A. Haddock, “The Age of Ideologies: Nationalism” A History of Political Thought: From Antiquity to the Present, Polity 2008, p 202] 


	Porfirato Diaz began his presidency as a liberal which came to an end because of his dictatorial and conservative methods. The Mexican revolution was inspired by nationalism, as Mexico was controlled by the US and foreigners, and showed a population in hopes to overthrow its leader.[footnoteRef:15] [15:  Robert J. Jackson & Co, “The Mexican Constitution”, North American Politics: Canada, USA and Mexico in a Comparative Perspective, p. 6 
] 


	The current constitution of 1917 is described as the most socially progressive in terms of individualist and social rights. It involved social justice, land reform, free public education, rejection of the Church and Mexicalization.[footnoteRef:16] It included the main fundamental liberal principles of the constitutions of 1824 and 1857 (civil liberties, Bill of Rights, democratic forms). It also contains rules such as the prohibition of re-election of members of congress as well as the president.[footnoteRef:17] The role of the government should be minimal, promoting the well-being of its citizens. Religious groups, organizations, and the involvement of religion in schools and politics were prohibited. The natural resources belonged to the Mexican population. The new constitution also allowed extensive workers rights, diminished child labour and the limitation of private property rights if in public interest. [footnoteRef:18] [16:  Robert J. Jackson & Co, “The Mexican Constitution”, North American Politics: Canada, USA and Mexico in a Comparative Perspective, p. 6
]  [17:  Robert J. Jackson & Co, “The Mexican Constitution”, North American Politics: Canada, USA and Mexico in a Comparative Perspective, p. 7
]  [18:  Robert J. Jackson & Co, “The Mexican Constitution”, North American Politics: Canada, USA and Mexico in a Comparative Perspective, p. 6-7
] 

	Mexico’s current constitution derived from a long, violent and bloody history, which resulted millions of deaths. The main conflict between a settlement of a constitution was between two political ideologies: liberal and conservative. It’s evident that until the federalists and the centralists didn’t find a compromise – there would be no solution for the Mexican population to live under a constitution ruled by either one. Thus, the history, the country’s leaders and the employment of either political thoughts show a progression and a settlement of the current Mexican constitution.
















