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Abstract

Waking the Gods:
Archaeology and State Power in Porfirian Mexico

By
Larissa Kennedy Kelly
Doctor of Philosophy in History
University of California, Berkeley

Professor Margaret Chowning, Chair

During the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, the federal government of
Mexico made concerted attempts to define, control, and manage a national archaeological
patrimony. While these efforts had precedents dating back to the colonial period, the
administration of Porfirio Diaz cemented connections between archaeology and state power.
Core principles and administrative structures established during the Porfiriato withstood the
Revolution of 1910, and continued to shape uses of the material past during the post-
Revolutionary era. However, Porfirian efforts to assert control over pre-Hispanic sites and
artifacts also met with resistance from a variety of foreign and domestic sources. My dissertation
examines interactions between federal bureaucrats, site caretakers, professors of the National
Museum, local community members, regional officials, scholars, explorers, and travelers to
examine how state power was enacted — and how it faltered — on the ground.

Much scholarship on the history of Mexican archaeology focuses on changing intellectual
approaches to the Mesoamerican past, or the symbolic and rhetorical uses of pre-Hispanic
imagery. In contrast, | emphasize the administrative and legal practices by which the Porfirian
regime asserted its authority over physical sites and artifacts. In particular, I look closely at the
workings of the Inspeccion y Conservacion de Monumentos Arqueologicos (Inspectorate of
Archaeological Monuments), an agency founded in 1885 to monitor the uses of pre-Hispanic
sites and serve as a general clearinghouse for archaeological affairs. Under the direction of
Leopoldo Batres, the Inspeccion played an active role in enforcing the prerogatives and property
claims of the federal government. | argue that while the reach and influence of the federal
archaeological bureaucracy increased considerably over the course of the Porfiriato, its authority
remained fraught and contingent in application. Again and again, individuals and communities
resisted or subverted the programs of the archaeological bureaucracy, forcing federal
administrators to negotiate rather than command. Through detailed descriptions of specific
incidents, | analyze competing uses of the pre-Hispanic material past in order to trace out some
of the complexities of Mexican state formation during the late nineteenth and early twentieth
centuries.



Table of Contents

(LYo | (o= 1 £ 10] o VAP |V,

ot 0111 T=To o T 1 Y
Chapter 1. INTrOQUCTION. .. ...t et e et e e e e et e et re e eens p.1
e oY B 1 o 1= 6
Poca politica y mucha adminiStraCion...........cccoeveoiiiie e e e e e, 11
Structure and FUNCLION. .. .....v it e e e e e e e e et e eeeaen e 15
Chapter 2. RUINS OF EMPIFE. .. ..ot e e e e e e e e e e e e e e p. 19
Treasures Of the INdIes. ........ov i e e 24
AllIgators and 1dOIS. ... 31
Monuments of Creole PatriotiSM..........cooi i e e e e 41
The MUuse0 NaCIONAL... ... e e e e 54
Preliminary PatrimONies. .. ... ..u v e e e e e e e e e e e et e 60
(@] T 1] [0 o P 65

Chapter 3. Assertions of AUthOrity..........coooii i e e Pl BT
Pressures and PreCeOBNTS. .. ... ... et e e e et e et e e et e et e 73

The Explosive Statements of Augustus Le Plongeon.............................78

The Contract and the CoNgress..........vvveiieiieviiiiiiiie i e e e vennen a0 .83

The Formation of the INSPECCION..........oviui i e e e 93
The Inspector General... P o .

The Growth of the Archaeologlcal Bureaucracy ............................................. 100
(0] 3 Tod 11151 (] o H P 110
Chapter 4. The Inspeccion and 1ts DisCONtENTS..........ovvieii i e, p. 112
THe EMPIOYEES. ..ot e e e e e e e e 114
Bishops to Laborers.. R I .
Conserjes in the Late Porflrlato ...................................................... 120
Gender.. PPN 24

Social and Economlc Status .......................................................... 122
1 001 127

Gaining Employment After 1895 ... e 128



GROgIAPNY ... e e a0 128

N =T 0101 0 129
POLItICAl PAtrONAgE. .. ...ttt e e e e e e e e e e e 132
TR JOD . 137

Surveillance. .. ... 20 137
The Green Hell..........ooii i e 0 139
ReCeption Of VISIIOIS. .. .ou ettt e e e e e e 142
The Archaeological Bureaucracy and Porfirian Administration ....................... 144
(0] T 1] [0 o PPN 1o

Chapter 5. Rights and RUINS. ...t e e e e e e p. 150
Archaeological Property in Porfirian Law...........coooviiiie i e 153
Archaeological Property and the State...........coeiiiiiii e 159

Cracks and FISSUIES. .. ...t it iieiei e et e e e e e et e e e e e 159
Collaboration and Partnership..........cccoovee o200 164
Archaeological Property and IndividualS..............coooiiiiiiiiii e e e 167
Archaeological Prospecting..........c.ccoeeeiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiies e ie e 167
(0] (0] ] =LA o] N I 4
Property and the Right of Destruction...............cccvov i viiie e e e 179
(070]3Tod 11151 (0] o H PP 184

Chapter 6. Wrenches in the Machinery.............ccccooiiiiiiiiii i i i e ieeien 0P 186

Destructive USes Of RUINS.........ooii i e e e e e 191
Ruins as a Source of Construction Material................c.ccoiiiiiin e enn, 193
TeOtINUACAN. .. ... e 196

1 199

10 0 U 203

Symbolic and Spiritual Uses of the Past.............ccoiv i e 209
Emblematic Re-Use of the Material Past..............ccccoeviviiiiiiiiiiineene, 209

Spirits, Veneration, and the Supernatural..............coiiiiiiin i, 215

Local Expertise and Archaeological Patriotism................ccocoiiiiiii i e, 220
(0] T L1/ (oo 225
Chapter 7. When the War Came..........ooiiiir i e e e p. 227
The Triumph of Madero and the Departure of Batres.............c.coovviii i iiiiininnnns 233
BatreS IN EXIle. ..o 234

Aprés Batres le DelUge.......oooceeriinie i 200,238

THINGS Fall APArt... ...t e e e e 242
The DeCENA TIAQICA. .. .uu v ettt e e e e e e e e e e eaa 242
Reversals Of FOIUNE.......c.virie e e e e e e e 246



The Center HOIAS. .. ..o e e e e e e e 251

Constitution and CONVENTION. .........vuuiieiiie e vt 251

Acquisitions and INfluence. ... ... 254

War AmOoNg the RUINS. ... e e e e e e e e re e 257

(000] 004 (117 [0 o H PR 264

(00T F- T I=To - o] 11PN p. 268
271 o] FTo 0] = ] |2 p. 273



Dedication

To my family — Jeff Hoppes, Mary Kennedy, Jerry Kelly, and Arianna Kelly. I love you all.



Acknowledgments

Thanks first to my advisors, Margaret Chowning, John Lesch, and Rosemary Joyce.
Professor Chowning has been an unvarying source of encouragement, guidance, and support, and
has offered clear-eyed and helpful suggestions throughout the research and writing process.
Professor Lesch was an outstanding guide to the history of science, while Professor Joyce’s
discussions of Mesoamerican archaeology and material culture were both provocative and
hugely enlightening. Thanks also to all of my other teachers at UC Berkeley, especially Ira
Jacknis, Patrick Kirch, Mark Healey, Linda Lewin, William Taylor, Maureen Miller, Thomas
Dandelet, and the now sadly departed Roger Hahn. During my time in graduate school, | have
also benefited greatly from the wisdom, warmth, and efficiency of Mabel Lee, Sandy Richmond,
Hilja New, and Leah Flanagan, who were deft and sympathetic guides through tangles of
procedures and paperwork. In addition, I owe many thanks to my undergraduate advisor Kenneth
Mills, whose fascinating lectures and personal kindness set me on the path which has led to this
dissertation.

Much of my source material was collected in Galeria 5 of Mexico’s Archivo General de
la Nacién. Many thanks to all who worked at the AGN and made this research possible,
especially Ceésar, Ignacio, and David, who handled my unending requests for more Instruccion
Publica files with friendliness and good humor. My work at the AGN was also made far easier
by the intervention of Linda Arnold, who shared invaluable finding aids to the institution’s
collections. At the Museo Nacional de Antropologia, the Maestra Maria Trinidad Lahirigoyen
helped to introduce me to archival research, and was herself a living archive of the museum’s
history. Dra. Elsa Hernandez Pons displayed great academic and personal generosity in sharing
her knowledge of museums past and present. Genaro Diaz Fuentes of the Biblioteca Nacional de
Antropologia e Historia provided me with a complete bibliography of the writings of Leopoldo
Batres, and was always a kind, helpful presence. The same, in fact, could be said of all the
librarians, archivists, researchers, staff, and guards that I met within the Museum, many of whom
went well out of their way to support and befriend a visiting researcher. Thanks as well to the
staff of the Archivo Histdrico del Estado de Chiapas, the Centro de Apoyo a la Investigacion
Histdrica de Yucatan, and UC Berkeley’s Bancroft Library. If | return to this project in the
future, I hope to draw on more sources from these fine institutions.

Funding for my graduate studies came from a History Department fellowship, a Graduate
Division Summer Grant, a Dean’s Normative Time Fellowship, and many, many teaching and
grading jobs (which is how | became the proud owner of books on the debaucheries of Roman
emperors, Italian Jesuits in China, the outbreak of the Franco-Prussian War, and the poetics of
California suburbs). My thanks to all of those who provided me with this funding, and who saw
to my employment, insurance, and ongoing historical education throughout graduate school.



Additional funding for dissertation research and write-up was provided, albeit in a somewhat
unorthodox manner, by Sony Pictures Studios. My eternal thanks to Maggie Speak, Robert
James, Tony Pandolfo, Corina Nusu, Glenn Kagan, John Lauderdale, Harry Friedman, Alex
Trebek, Merv Griffin, the tireless editors of the J! Archive, and whichever Sony accountant said
sure, let’s give out large sums of money to anyone who can identify which two slackers “strike
back” in a 2001 comedy. The world needs more accountants like that.

The time | spent in Mexico was enriched by many wonderful individuals. I am grateful
for the conversations and good times that | have shared with Luis Ruiz, Jonathan Weber, Angela
Villareal, Claudia Cortés Vazquez, Chris Wisniewski, Aton Atiuh Paredes, Ricardo Catén,
George Diaz, and David Galindo. Thanks as well to Omar Villasefior, who rented me rooms in
his lovely home for two years in a row, and taught me which futbol teams to root for (and even
more importantly, which to root against). | have also been fortunate enough to attend several
conferences held by the Rocky Mountain Council on Latin American Studies, where | have
benefited from informative panels and conversations with other participants. In particular, I am
grateful to have made the acquaintance of Christina Bueno, and to have had the opportunity to
talk with her about our common research interests.

At UC Berkeley, fellow graduate students have provided friendship, community, support,
insights, and thoughtful critiques. Thanks to Paul Ramirez, Bea Gurwitz, and Brian Madigan for
reading and offering incisive commentary on my drafts, and to Paul and Bea for writing with me
in libraries and coffee shops. Kinga Novak and | entered the Berkeley History Department
together, and | have leaned on her a great deal while working through both academic and
personal questions. My time at Berkeley has also been made better in ways large and small by
Brianna Leavitt-Alcantara, Sylvia Sellers-Garcia, Sharon Touryan, David Farris, Lubna Qureshi,
Rachel Chico, Stephanie Ballenger, Ellen Bales, and, of course, all of the undergraduate students
who reminded me how much fun history is when you get to make other people do it.
Appreciation is due as well to all of the authors and musicians who provided me with chapter or
section titles when my own imagination failed. Special thanks go to Charlotte Cowden, who has
gone from being a great writing buddy to a great friend. Charlotte was a constant source of
encouragement, style inspiration, and chocolate-covered espresso beans during the most difficult
stage of this process, and the fact that this dissertation exists is in part a credit to her good
example.

Outside of academia (or at least, outside my particular corner of it), many other people
have shared in the frustrations and joys of the last nine years. This dissertation’s focus on the
administrative mechanisms of state authority owes a great deal to the time that I spent working in
the Seneca Center Training Department, where | was impressed again and again by the power of
official paperwork, organizational structures, and individual actions. Thanks to Lori Slominski
and Ken Berrick for hiring a wayward graduate student, to Morgen Humes for showing me what

Vi



a truly fantastic boss looks like in action, and to all of the coworkers and trainers who made it
fun to go into the office every morning. At home, Robin, Debbie, Ruchira, and Saheli Datta have
been wonderful landlords, providing an oasis of stability in the midst of many other changes.
More generally, I am thankful to have experienced the friendship of Marjorie Andino, Karen
Tran, Ray Yang, Monica Solorzano-Bateson, Amber Taylor, Alyson Thoner, Maya Eddon,
Juliana Froggatt, Bernardette Arellano, Amy Allen, Barbara Slote, Rebecca Mitchell, Margot
Kane, and Karen Jou. In one way or another, this project reflects all of their influences.

Finally, I would neither have finished nor begun a dissertation without the love and
support of my family. My profound thanks go to Dad, for planning all those archaeology-
intensive family vacations, for telling me in college that Latin American history is more
interesting than any other field, and for the dozens of times he asked whether | was done yet; to
Mom, who instilled great respect for government bureaucrats and everything that they
accomplish, who sent packages full of fair-trade chocolates, and who always believed that the
dissertation would one day be complete, and to Arianna, whose phone calls provided a thread out
of the labyrinth. Most of all, thanks to Jeff for listening to my rants about Leopoldo Batres,
reading my chapters, showing me wild quetzals, teaching me about koupreys and WWII aircraft,
baking cookies with me, quoting Futurama when it was most needed, enduring all the
anniversaries that we’ve spent in different countries or on different continents, demonstrating
how to find and follow a professional calling, and somehow still remaining married to me after |
made us stay at the Playa del Sur hotel. I love you, sweetheart.

vii



Chapter 1

Introduction

“Wondrous is this stone-wall, wrecked by fate;

the city-buildings crumble, the works of the giants decay.
Roofs have caved in, towers collapsed,

barred gates are broken, hoar frost clings to mortar,
houses are gaping, tottering and fallen,

undermined by age. The earth’s embrace,

its fierce grip, holds the mighty craftsmen;

they are perished and gone. A hundred generations

have passed away since then. This wall, grey with lichen
and red of hue, outlives kingdom after kingdom.”

-“The Ruin,” an anonymous Anglo-Saxon poem of the eighth century *

On February 2, 2011, the home page of the New York Times displayed a banner headline
reading “Mubarak Foes and Allies Clash in the Streets.”? Photos captured images of conflict and
turmoil as demonstrators sought an end to the 29-year dictatorship of Egyptian leader Hosni
Mubarak. Shortly below these pictures of wounded men and waving flags was another headline:
“Antiquities Chief Says Sites are Largely Secure.” In this article, the newly promoted Minister of
Antiquities Zahi Hawass assured a Times reporter that “A vast majority of Egypt’s museums and
archaeological sites are secure and have not been looted.” Citing civilian efforts to halt thieves at
the Egyptian Museum of Cairo, and the return of objects taken from a site on the Sinai Peninsula,
Hawass expressed confidence that state functionaries and Egyptian citizens would stand together
to prevent “outlaws” from seizing or damaging the nation’s cultural patrimony.® Embedded in
the article and in Hawass’s comments were several major assumptions: that the protection of
antiquities is a matter of both domestic and international concern; that antiquities and patriotism
are intimately linked, and that national governments have the right as well as the duty to exercise
control over the material remains of the distant past.

! The poem likely refers to the ruins of Roman Bath. Reprinted in The Anglo-Saxon World: An Anthology,
ed. and trans. Kevin Crossley-Holland (Oxford and New York: Oxford University Press, 1984), 59.

% The headline on the Times home page linked to Anthony Shadid, David D. Kirkpatrick and Kareem
Fahim, “Clashes Erupt in Egypt Between Mubarak’s Allies and Foes,” New York Times, February 2, 2011, accessed
February 2, 2011, http://www.nytimes.com/2011/02/03/world/middleeast/03egypt.html.

® Kate Taylor, “Antiquities Chief Says Sites Are Largely Secure,” New York Times, February 1, 2011,
accessed February 2, 2011, http://www.nytimes.com/2011/02/02/world/middleeast/02antiquities.html. The story’s
placement was not as prominent in print, where it ran “on page Al14 of the New York edition.”
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A hundred years before protesters gathered in Cairo’s Liberation Square, another dictator
faced the end of a decades-long regime. General Porfirio Diaz had seized power in an 1876
revolt against the government of fellow Liberal Sebastidn Lerdo de Tejada, taking control of a
country racked by foreign and domestic challenges. He then dominated Mexican politics for the
next 35 years, exercising direct executive authority for most of that time and serving as president
continuously between 1884 and 1911.* Dfaz skillfully manipulated federal, state, and local
politics, suppressed dissent, tamed the fractious Mexican army, opened Mexico to foreign
investment, and oversaw the beginnings of the country’s industrial development. His supporters
praised him as a brilliant statesman who had ended the violence and upheavals of the mid-
nineteenth century and brought about a new era of peace and prosperity; his detractors stressed
the inequality, autocracy, corruption, and systematic brutality of the political and economic
systems that Diaz had fostered. As Diaz grew older the maneuvering to determine his successor
increased, opening the door to electoral mobilization and, finally, armed rebellion. In 1911, the
Anti-Reelectionist forces of Francisco Madero won their first victories against the Diaz
government, sparking uprisings elsewhere in the country. Diaz resigned in May, boarded the
steamer Ypiranga, and set sail for a comfortable French exile.

Other members of the Porfirian regime soon found it convenient to depart Mexico as
well. Among them was Leopoldo Batres, a close associate of Diaz and an ardent loyalist to his
administration, who had occupied the position of Inspector General of Archaeological
Monuments since 1885. Batres had overseen the development of Mexico’s archaeological
service from a handful of volunteers to a centralized, professional agency, which employed
caretakers and workers at dozens of pre-Hispanic sites. Over the course of his tenure, Batres had
worked zealously to enhance federal control over the nation’s archaeological monuments — and,
not coincidentally, to increase his own power as well. The drive to expand federal authority had
legislative, institutional, and cultural components, all aimed at imposing the preferences of a
small group of cosmopolitan elites on a fantastically diverse array of interactions with the
material remains of the past. Batres and his associates did not assume that the patriotism of
ordinary citizens and the concern of the international community would act as bulwarks against
the destruction of antiquities. Instead, members of Mexico’s archaeological establishment feared
what both foreigners and fellow countrymen might do in the absence of vigorous federal
oversight.

* Diaz occupied the presidential chair from 1876 to 1880, except for a few months when Juan Méndez acted
as interim president while Diaz confronted challenges to his rule. In 1880, Diaz left office to demonstrate his
adherence to the principle of “Sufragio efectivo, no reeleccion,” the slogan of the revolt that had brought him to
power. From 1880 to 1884, the general Manuel Gonzalez served as president of Mexico, while Diaz continued to
play a prominent role in the nation’s political life. Although Gonzalez exercised some autonomy in office, he did not
depart in any substantial way from the policies that Diaz preferred. “Gonzalez was indeed [Diaz’s] man, but out of
choice not necessity. Gonzélez was proud of his unblemished record of loyalty to his chief, something of a political
oddity in an era of shifting allegiances. But this loyalty did not prevent Gonzalez from being his own man while in
office; Diaz could doubtless have exerted tremendous political pressure on him but was generally content to let him
run the country and reap the blame for his mistakes. There was a continuity of power, but it was not dependent on
Diaz’s manipulation of Gonzalez. This continuity was based upon common experiences, common goals, and
common supporters; despite the gonzalista-porfirista feud, the personal ties between the two leaders were never
broken.” Don M. Coerver, The Porfirian Interregnum: The Presidency of Manuel Gonzalez of Mexico, 1880-1884
(Fort Worth: Texas Christian University Press, 1979), 297-8. After Diaz regained the presidency in 1884, he
remained in office until the battlefield successes of Francisco Madero’s forces convinced the elderly general to
resign, and leave Mexico for safer environments.



In the half-decade following Madero’s triumph many of the achievements of Porfirian
archaeological administrators seemed to crumble away, like an ancient shroud newly exposed to
the air. The handful of foreign archaeologists working in Mexico did little to preserve pre-
Hispanic monuments, and in some cases faced danger themselves.® The Inspeccion y
Conservacion de Monumentos Arqueoldgicos de la Republica Mexicana (Agency for the
Inspection and Conservation of the Archaeological Monuments of the Mexican Republic,
henceforth identified as “the Inspeccidn”), which Batres had directed and nurtured for so long,
was transferred to the control of the Museo Nacional de Arqueologia, Historia y Etnologia
(National Museum of Archaeology, History, and Ethnology, which, along with its predecessor,
the Museo Nacional de México, will be referred to as “the Museo Nacional,” “National
Museum,” or simply as “the Museo” or “the Museum”).® Soon after the Revolution broke out,

> The disruptive influence of the Revolution can be seen in the case of the Escuela Internacional de
Arqueologia y Etnologia Americana (International School of American Archaeology and Ethnology), which existed
from 1910 to 1914. Carmen Ruiz writes that “The School ended in the midst of the Mexican Revolution, in an
intense anti-American atmosphere, when North American troops landed in Veracruz, and Alfred Tozzer the director
of the School at the time had to escape from Mexico, leaving the School in a complete state of chaos.” Carmen Ruiz,
“Insiders and Outsiders in Mexican Archaeology (1890-1930)” (PhD diss., University of Texas at Austin, 2003),
151.

® The exact name of the latter institution has been given in slightly different forms by various authors, with
some referring to it as the Museo Nacional de Arqueologia, Historia y Etnologia, and others labelling it the Museo
Nacional de Arqueologia, Historia y Etnografia (or by translations of these terms). Historians of Mexican
archaeology such as Mechthild Rutsch and Luis Vazquez Ledn use the former, while the monumental history of the
Instituto Nacional de Antropologia e Historia (INAH), compiled by Julio César Olivé Negrete and Bolfy Cottom,
uses the latter. Luisa Fernanda Rico Mansard appears to use the two names interchangeably, writing in one case that
“la conmemoracion de las héroes de la independencia fue la causa definitiva de la separacion de las colecciones
naturales del Museo Nacional y la consecuente fundacion, en la Casa de Moneda, del Museo Nacional de
Arqueologia, Historia y Etnologia,” and four pages later that “Durante las primeras décadas del siglo XX los objetos
de la historia fueron revalorados bajo una nueva perspectiva...en el Museo Nacional de Arqueologia, Historia 'y
Etnografia.” See Mechthild Rutsch, “Natural History, National Museum and Anthropology in Mexico: Some
reference points in the forging and re-forging of national identity,” Perspectivas Latinoamericanas, No. 1 (2004):
103; Luis Véazquez Ledn, El Leviatan arqueoldgico: Antropologia de una tradicion cientifica en México, Second
edition (Mexico City: Centro de Investigaciones y Estudios Superiores en Antropologia Social, 2003), 49; Julio
César Olivé Negrete and Bolfy Cottom, eds., INAH: Una historia, Vol. 1 (Mexico City: Consejo Nacional para la
Culturay las Artes, INAH, 1995), 25; and Luisa Fernanda Rico Mansard, Exhibir para educar: Objetos, colecciones
y museos de la ciudad de México (1790-1910) (Barcelona and Mexico City: Ediciones Pomares, 2004), 160 and 164.

Contemporaries themselves appear to have had conflicting views on the matter. In 1921, the former
Museum director Jests Galindo y Villa published a history of the institution which used the “Etnologia” wording,
while three years later another Museum director, Luis Castillo Ledoén, wrote an institutional history that used
“Etnografia” in its title. See Jesus Galindo y Villa, “El Museo Nacional de Arqueologia, Historia y Etnologia: Breve
Resefia,” Memorias de la Sociedad Cientifica Antonio Alzate, Vol. 40 (August, 1921): 301 and Luis Castillo Ledén,
El museo nacional de arqueologia, historia y etnografia, 1825-1925, Resefia hist6rica escrita para la celebracion
de su primer centenario (Mexico City: Talleres Graficos del Museo nacional de arqueologia, historia y etnografia,
1924). Some of the confusion may stem from the fact that the 1909 order that formally divided the Museo Nacional
stated that “desde la misma fecha, la institucién que hasta ahora ha llevado el nombre de Museo Nacional, se
denominara “Museo Nacional de Arqueologia é Historia,”” with no reference to either ethnology or ethnography.
“Acuerdo por el que se crea el Museo Nacional de Historia Natural y nace el Museo Nacional de Arqueologia e
Historia,” memo signed by Justo Sierra, January 28, 1909. Reprinted in INAH: Una historia, vol. 3, ed. Olivé
Negrete and Cottom, 244. However, a set of rules issued for the Museum in 1913 identified the institution as the
“Museo Nacional de Arqueologia, Historia y Etnologia.” “Tercer Reglamento del Museo Nacional de Arqueologia,
Historia, y Etnologia,” reprinted in Castillo Leddn, El museo nacional, 85-100. Moreover, “etnologia” appears to
have been the preferred wording in official correspondence throughout the late Porfiriato and the armed stage of the
Revolution. In 1909, for instance, an official at Instruccion Publica ordered the payment of “$109,446.92, para las
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many of Mexico’s archaeological sites became dangerous places to visit. Zapatista guerillas
operated in the vicinity of Xochicalco, while battles near Teotihuacan caused the site
administrator to pass his nights hiding in a machine shed or in nearby caves.” The capital
changed hands multiple times, as did the directorship of the Museum. Site caretakers and cultural
administrators went unpaid, and found themselves subject to requisitions from armed troops. In
the midst of warfare and political turbulence, Porfirian approaches to archaeological stewardship
often seemed untenable.

Yet when the revolutionary convulsions subsided in 1917, the key Porfirian principle of
federal control over the nation’s antiquities remained firmly in place. Core archaeological
institutions had survived, if in somewhat altered forms, retaining many of the same staff
members who had once served under Diaz. The young archaeologist Manuel Gamio, already a
rising star by the end of the Porfiriato, emerged during the Revolution as one of Mexico’s most
influential archaeologists. During the fighting and afterwards, Gamio spearheaded efforts to
preserve a federal presence at the nation’s pre-Hispanic sites, while also managing to carry out a
groundbreaking series of archaeological and ethnological studies.® Moreover, the Revolutionary
Constitution of 1917, which included transformative provisions for the nationalization of
industry, the distribution of land, and the protection of workers, also granted the national
Congress power “To establish professional schools of scientific research and fine arts,
agricultural and trade schools, museums, libraries, observatories and other institutes of higher
learning.”® This provision foreshadowed the continuing significance of cultural administration
within the Revolutionary state. Over the following decades, federal administrators continued to

obras emprendidas en el Museo Nacional de Arqueologia, Historia y Etnologia,” while a 1917 letter from Luis
Castillo Led6n to his superiors at Instruccién Publica was typed on official stationary, which bore the words
“MUSEO NACIONAL DE ARQUEOLOGIA, HISTORIA Y ETNOLOGIA” under an image of the Aztec Calendar
Stone. Letter from the Secretaria de Instruccion Pablica y Bellas Artes [SIPBA] to the Secretaria de Hacienda,
November 15, 1909, Archivo General de la Nacién, Ramo Instruccién Publica y Bellas Artes [AGN-IPBA], caja
154, exp. 68, f. 15, and letter from Luis Castillo Led6n to the Director General de las Bellas Artes, June 27, 1917,
AGN-IPBA, caja 161, exp. 6, f. 8. Consequently, | will also use the “Etnologia” wording when giving the full name
of the institution in this and future chapters. Following the lead of Jesus Galindo y Villa, who wrote in 1921 that the
Museo Nacional de Arqueologia, Historia y Etnologia was “conocido aln bajo el Gnico y popular nombre de Museo
Nacional,” I will also use the terms “Museo Nacional,” “Museo,” or “Museum” to refer to the institution which
housed Mexico’s primary national collection of pre-Hispanic artifacts.

" “por tal motivo yo solamente en el dia estoy en el Campamento, y en las noches: unas en las cuevas y
otras en la casa de Maquinas, con un frio de primer orden, pero se salva el pellejo.” Letter from Ignacio Herrera to
Manuel Gamio, March 18, 1915, copied in letter from Manuel Gamio to SIPBA, March 18, 1915. AGN-IPBA, caja
161, exp. 25, f. 4.

® Ignacio Bernal, Historia de la arqueologia en México (Mexico City: Editorial Porrua, 1992), 158-60, 163.
For a detailed discussion of the origins of stratigraphic archaeology in the Americas, a practice which Gamio is
sometimes said to have originated, see David L. Browman and Douglas R. Givens, “Stratigraphic Excavation: The
First ‘“New Archaeology,’” American Anthropologist, New Series, Vol. 98, No. 1 (March, 1996): 80-95.

® Constitution of 1917, Section 111, Article 73, Fraccion XXVII, in The Mexican Constitution of 1917
Compared with the Constitution of 1857, ed. and trans. H. N. Branch (Philadelphia: The American Academy of
Political and Social Science, 1917), 57. In 1966, Mexico’s constitution was modified so that Section IlI, Article 73,
Fraccion XXV permitted Congress “legislar en todo lo que se refiere a dichas instituciones [concernientes a la
cultura general de los habitantes de la nacion]; para legislar sobre monumentos arqueolégicos, artisticos e
histéricos, cuya conservacién sea de interés nacional.” Reprinted in Alejandro Gertz Manero, La defensa juridica y
social del patrimonio cultural (Mexico City: Fondo de Cultura Econémica, 1976), 126.
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demonstrate their commitment to the control and active management of Mexico’s archaeological
patrimony. Agency names and reporting lines changed, but core missions, legal principles,
administrative mechanisms, and personnel linked the archaeological bureaucracies of the
Porfirian and post-Revolutionary eras. This thesis will examine how Porfirian leaders built and
sustained a national archaeological infrastructure, one capable of weathering the storms of
revolution.

Paradoxically, the succeeding chapters will also devote a great deal of attention to the
persistent weaknesses and routine failures of the Porfirian state. In order to resolve this paradox,
it becomes necessary to distinguish between the durability and long-term influence of Porfirian
archaeological institutions, and the strength and effectiveness of those institutions during the late
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. The archaeological bureaucracy’s power was generally
fraught and contingent, even during the latter years of Diaz’s rule. While national control over
pre-Hispanic sites and objects clearly increased between the 1885 establishment of the
Inspeccidn and the removal of Diaz in 1911, this process was slow and often painful for all
involved. Laws which granted the federal government sweeping powers to define, claim, and
oversee a national archaeological patrimony did not accord with either the values or the interests
of many other parties who possessed competing claims on the material past. The particulars of
these claims varied greatly, reflecting numerous and often incommensurable ideas about cultural
heritage, property rights, and the basic requirements of justice. However, archaeological officials
frequently proved unable or unwilling to persuade their interlocutors that the material past should
belong to the nation, rather than to particular individuals, communities, discoverers, or scientific
institutions. The history that follows is therefore one of many small steps, setbacks and strategic
retreats, as federal officials engaged in constant negotiations and struggles with foreign, regional,
and local actors.

It is also a history replete with coercion, exploitation, and immense condescension
towards ordinary Mexican citizens, on the part of the federal government as well as foreign
explorers and excavators. Representatives of metropolitan science and government were
particularly dismissive or contemptuous of the claims advanced by those who lacked wealth and
political influence, and by those whom they defined as “Indians” (an ambiguous term that
referred to markers of dress, diet, language, and occupation as well as heredity and
appearance).’® Since these categories encompassed most of the people who resided near pre-
Hispanic ruins, the extension of federal authority over the material past resulted in routine and
often bitter clashes between national officials and local community members. Unable to assert
moral or ideological hegemony, representatives of the federal government instead resorted to
cruder and more forceful strategies to exert control over pre-Hispanic sites and objects. Such
approaches further eroded the state’s moral standing in the eyes of local people, leading to self-
perpetuating cycles of conflict which hindered the national government’s supposed goal of
archaeological preservation. In practice, the meanings of the pre-Hispanic past were as contested
as rights to the sites and artifacts themselves.

What follows, then, is not a triumphalist narrative of science allying with the state to
vanquish the forces of ignorance, greed, and senseless destruction. Instead, it is the far murkier
tale of how a particular cluster of federal officials managed, over the course of decades, to
partially edge out competing users of pre-Hispanic sites and objects. What members of the
archaeological bureaucracy hailed as successes might, from other perspectives, represent

19 see Alan Knight, “Racism, Revolution, and Indigenismo: Mexico, 1910-1940,” in The Idea of Race in
Latin America, 1870-1940, ed. Richard Graham (Austin: University of Texas Press, 1990), 73-6.
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grievous losses. | will thus examine the establishment and expansion of archaeological
administration as a facet of broader federal efforts to forge a unified nation subject to the control
of Mexico City.'! By taking control of sites and objects representing diverse regions and
cultures, Porfirian leaders sought to institutionalize the narrative of an essential Mexican nation
that maintained its core identity through both space and time.

. Past in Present
Over the past several decades the history of archaeology has experienced something of a

boom, as historians, art historians, and anthropologists have produced works examining a variety
of periods and regions.'? The historiography has increasingly moved away from internalist

1 «“\When nationhood takes place, it is the fulfillment of a process of institutional construction, not the
initiation of it. Thus, we may argue that Mexican identity, in some form, certainly existed prior to
independence...but modern nationhood did not...a Mexican nation may have existed by about 1857, but it is
doubtful whether even then we can speak of the existence of a Mexican nation-state because to be a nation-state
implies that at least a majority of its subjects, including the ethnic elements who made up the majority, were
consciously incorporated (or co-opted) into it. Thus, | invite reader to keep in mind the very subtle but practical
distinctions that exist between formulation of a national government and consciousness of nationhood. Both are
necessary, that is, there must be not only institutions but recognition of the legitimacy or authority of those
institutions. | believe that at independence Mexico was neither a nation nor a nation-state, that in the years after
independence it gradually formulated a national government...and that in the decades between 1857 and the 1920s it
became a nation-state.” Timothy E. Anna, Forging Mexico, 1821-1835 (Lincoln and London: University of
Nebraska Press, 1998), 8.

12 For general histories and historical discussions, see Bruce Trigger, “Alternative Archaeologies:
Nationalist, Colonialist, Imperialist,” Man, New Series, Vol. 19, No. 3 (September, 1984): 355-70; Bruce Trigger, A
History of Archaeological Thought (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1989); Andrew L. Christenson, ed.,
Tracing Archaeology's Past: The Historiography of Archaeology (Carbondale and Edwardsville: Southern Illinois
University Press, 1989); Peter R. Schmidt and Thomas C. Patterson, eds., Making Alternative Histories: The
Practice of Archaeology and History in Non-Western Settings (Santa Fe: School of American Research Press, 1995);
Philip L. Kohl, “Nationalism and Archaeology: On the Constructions of Nations and the Reconstructions of the
Remote Past,” Annual Review of Archaeology, Vol. 27 (1998): 223-46, and Margarita Diaz-Andreu, A World
History of Nineteenth-Century Archaeology: Nationalism, Colonialism, and the Past (Oxford and New York:
Oxford University Press, 2007). For the Middle East, see Neil Asher Silberman, Digging for God and Country:
Exploration, Archaeology, and the Secret Struggle for the Holy Land, 1799-1917 (New York: Alfred A. Knopf,
1982); Bruce Kuklick, Puritans in Babylon: The Ancient Near East and American Intellectual Life, 1880-1930
(Princeton: Princeton University Press, 1996); Nadia Abu El-Haj, Facts on the Ground: Archaeological Practice
and Territorial Self-Fashioning in Israeli Society (Chicago and London: The University of Chicago Press, 2001);
Donald Malcolm Reid, Whose Pharaohs?: Archaeology, Museums, and Egyptian National Identity From Napoleon
to World War | (Berkeley and Los Angeles: University of California Press, 2002); Wendy M. K. Shaw, Possessors
and Possessed: Museums, Archaeology, and the Visualization of History in the Late Ottoman Empire (Berkeley and
Los Angeles: University of California Press, 2003); Magnus T. Bernhardsson, Reclaiming a Plundered Past:
Archaeology and Nation Building in Modern Iraq (Austin: University of Texas Press, 2005) and Elliott Colla,
Conflicted Antiquities: Egyptology, Egyptomania, Egyptian Modernity (Durham and London: Duke University
Press, 2007). For Europe, see Stuart Piggott, Ancient Britons and the Antiquarian Imagination, Ideas from the
Renaissance to the Regency (New York: Thames and Hudson, 1989); Margarita Diaz-Andreu and Timothy
Champion, eds., Nationalism and Archaeology in Europe (Boulder: Westview Press, 1996); Margarita Diaz-Andreu
and Marie Louise Stig Sgrensen, Excavating Women: A History of Women in European Archaeology (London and
New York: Routledge, 1998); Eve Gran-Aymerich, Naissance de I’archéologie moderne, 1798-1945 (Paris: CNRS
Editions, 1998); Leonard Barkan, Unearthing the Past: Archaeology and Aesthetics in the Making of Renaissance
Culture (New Haven and London: Yale University Press, 1999) and Stephen L. Dyson, In Pursuit of Ancient Pasts:
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accounts of discoveries, intellectual developments, institutions, and individual researchers, to
focus instead on the political, social, and cultural currents which influenced and were influenced
by the study of the material past.™ In particular, scholars have come to look closely at the
threads connecting archaeology to questions of race, colonialism, and nationalism. These
historical works overlap substantially with the literature on anthropological collecting and
display, which also offers numerous examples of how the history of scientific pursuits may be
integrated into broader accounts of social and political change over time.**

Affiliations between the pre-Hispanic material past and the Mexican state long predate
the Porfirian era. Political and intellectual leaders throughout nineteenth-century Latin America
used pre-Hispanic cultures as sources of identity and ideology, a phenomenon that Rebecca Earle
describes as “indianesque nationalism.”*> During the struggles for independence, Creole leaders
and intellectuals identified themselves as the moral heirs to the societies which had existed prior
to the arrival of the Spanish. By claiming the political, aesthetic, and scientific accomplishments
of pre-Hispanic cultures as a metaphorical patrimony, Creoles simultaneously sought to establish
themselves as legitimate rulers, and to refute European claims of American inferiority. The
rhetoric of Creole patriotism was particularly strong in Mexico, where urbanized societies had

A History of Classical Archaeology in the Nineteenth and Twentieth Centuries (New Haven and London: Yale
University Press, 2006). For India, see Tapati Guha-Thakurta, Monuments, Objects, Histories: Institutions of Art in
Colonial and Postcolonial India (New York: Columbia University Press, 2004). For Australia, see Sarah Colley,
Uncovering Australia: Archaeology, Indigenous People and the Public (Washington, D.C.: Smithsonian Institution
Press, 2002). For Latin America, see José Luis Lorenzo, “Notes on the history of Ibero-American archaeology,” in
La arqueologia y México, ed. Jaime Litvak King and Lorena Mirambell Silva (Mexico City: Instituto Nacional de
Antropologia e Historia, 1998), 45-64; Augusto Oyuela-Caycedo, ed., History of Latin American Archaeology
(Aldershot: Avebury, 1994) and Sara Castro-Klaren, “The Nation in Ruins: Archaeology and the Rise of the
Nation,” in Beyond Imagined Communities: Reading and Writing the Nation in Nineteenth-Century Latin America,
ed. Sara Castro-Klaren and John Charles Chasteen (Washington, D. C.: Woodrow Wilson Center Press, 2003), 161-
95. Works dealing specifically with Mexican and Mesoamerican archaeology will be discussed separately below.

3 For a discussion of “internal” versus “external” histories of science, see Imre Lakatos, “History of
Science and Its Rational Reconstructions,” PSA: Proceedings of the Biennial Meeting of the Philosophy of Science
Association, Vol. 1970 (1970): 91-136.

14 See Curtis M. Hinsley, Jr., Savages and Scientists: The Smithsonian Institution and the Development of
American Anthropology, 1846-1910 (Washington, D.C.: Smithsonian Institution Press, 1981); George W. Stocking,
Jr., ed., Objects and Others: Essays on Museums and Material Culture, History of Anthropology, Vol. 3 (Madison
and London: University of Wisconsin Press, 1985); Ivan Karp, Christine Mullen Kreamer, and Steven D. Lavine,
eds., Museums and Communities: The Politics of Public Culture (Washington and London: Smithsonian Institution
Press, 1992); Annie E. Coombes, Reinventing Africa: Museums, Material Culture and Popular Imagination in Late
Victorian and Edwardian England (New Haven and London: Yale University Press, 1994); Flora E. S. Kaplan, ed.,
Museums and the Making of “Ourselves’: The Role of Objects in National Identity (London and New York:
Leicester University Press, 1994); Leah Dilworth, Imagining Indians in the Southwest: Persistent Visions of a
Primitive Past (Washington and London: Smithsonian Institution Press, 1996); Shepard Krech Il and Barbara A.
Hail, eds., Collecting Native America, 1870-1960 (Washington and London: Smithsonian Institution Press, 1999);
Chris Gosden and Chantal Knowles, Collecting Colonialism: Material Culture and Colonial Change (Oxford and
New York: Berg, 2001); Ira Jacknis, The Storage Box of Tradition: Kwakiutl Art, Anthropologists, and Museums,
1881-1981 (Washington and London: Smithsonian Institution Press, 2002); Christina F. Kreps, Liberating Culture:
Cross-Cultural Perspectives on Museums, Curation, and Heritage Preservation (London and New York: Routledge,
2003) and Conal McCarthy, Exhibiting Maori: A History of Colonial Cultures of Display (Oxford and New York:
Berg, 2007).

15 Rebecca Earle, The Return of the Native: Indians and Myth-Making in Spanish America, 1810-1930
(Durham and London: Duke University Press, 2007), 24.



created great artistic and architectural monuments, many of which were still visible. In the
aftermath of independence, Mexican governments used pre-Hispanic antiquities to buttress a
national story of glory and destiny, the broad outlines of which remained the same under Liberal,
Conservative and Imperial administrations. This story emphasized the center over the periphery,
the achievements of long-dead indigenous peoples over the interests and potential of living
Indians, and the high standard of learning evinced by Mexican scholarship. Prior to the
Porfiriato, however, state claims on the material past lacked a stable institutional expression.
Although a national museum and customs regulations forbidding the export of pre-Hispanic
antiquities had existed since the 1820s, it was not until the the Inspeccién de Monumentos
Arqueoldgicos was founded in 1885 that the federal government began to actively monitor pre-
Hispanic sites.

The creation of the Inspeccion reflected fears that foreign travelers and researchers, who
were demonstrating increasing interest in Mexico’s pre-Hispanic past, would spirit
archaeological treasures away to museums, universities, and private collections in the United
States and Europe.*® The invasions, territorial losses, and humiliations that Mexico had suffered
in the decades since independence meant that federal leaders were extremely sensitive to
symbolic infringements of national sovereignty. Given the longstanding links between pre-
Hispanic cultures and national identity, failure to prevent the exportation or unauthorized
excavation of pre-Hispanic artifacts was seen as evidence of state weakness. Conversely, federal
control over the material past meant that Porfirian leaders could use pre-Hispanic sites and
objects to present the image of a modern nation, pursuing the ideals of order and progress. By
displaying pre-Hispanic artifacts at exhibitions and world’s fairs, conducting scientific
exchanges, and refurbishing major sites, the Diaz administration inserted Mexican institutions
into international networks of cultural exchange, and impressed foreign and domestic audiences
with the grandeur of Mexico’s past.*” Thus, at the same time as foreigners were receiving large

16 For works dealing with the foreign study and appropriation of Mexico’s pre-Hispanic past, see Victor
Wolfgang von Hagen, Maya Explorer: John Lloyd Stephens and the Lost Cities of Central America (San Francisco:
Chronicle Books, 1990), first published in 1947 by the University of Oklahoma Press; Benjamin Keen, The Aztec
Image in Western Thought (New Brunswick, NJ: Rutgers University Press, 1971); Robert L. Brunhouse, In Search
of the Maya: The First Archaeologists (New York: Ballantine Books, 1973); Robert L. Brunhouse, Pursuit of the
Ancient Maya: Some Archaeologists of Yesterday (Albugquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1975); Carlos
Echanove Trujillo, Dos héroes de la arqueologia maya: Teobert Maler y el Conde Waldeck (Mérida: Universidad de
Yucatén, 1975); Keith Davis, Désiré Charnay: Expeditionary Photographer (Austin: University of Texas Press,
1981); Lawrence Gustave Desmond and Phyllis Mauch Messenger, A Dream of Maya: Augustus and Alice Le
Plongeon in Nineteenth-Century Yucatan (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 1988); Clementina Diaz
y de Ovando, Memoria de un debate: La postura de México frente al patrimonio arqueoldgico nacional (Mexico
City: Universidad Nacional Autdnoma de México, 1990); Luis Ramirez Aznar, El saqueo del cenote sagrado de
Chichen Itza (Mexico City: Produccion Editorial Dante, 1990); lan Graham, Alfred Maudslay and the Maya: A
Biography (London: The British Museum Press, 2002); Charles H. Harris I11 and Louis R. Sadler, The Archaeologist
Was a Spy: Sylvanus G. Morley and the Office of Naval Intelligence (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico
Press, 2003); R. Tripp Evans, Romancing the Maya: Mexican Antiquity in the American Imagination 1820-1915
(Austin: University of Texas Press, 2004); Robert D. Aguirre, Informal Empire: Mexico and Central America in
Victorian Culture (Minneapolis and London: University of Minnesota Press, 2005), and Mary F. McVicker, Adela
Breton: A Victorian Artist Amid Mexico’s Ruins (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press, 2005).

7 The classic work on Mexico’s state-sponsored presentations of national identity during the late
nineteenth and early twentieth centuries is Mauricio Tenorio-Trillo, Mexico at the World’s Fairs: Crafting a Modern
Nation (Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1998). See also Michael J. Gonzales, “Imagining Mexico in 1910:
Visions of the Patria in the Centennial Celebrations in Mexico City,” Journal of Latin American Studies, Vol. 39,
No. 3 (August, 2007): 495-533 and Annick Lempériere and Lucrecia Orensanz, “Los dos centenarios de la
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land and business concessions from the Porfirian state, the archaeological bureaucracy exerted
increasingly tight control over the material remains of the past. This oversight made it possible
for the federal government to welcome foreign researchers, while reducing the possibility that
pre-Hispanic artifacts would be lost to the nation.

The greater willingness of Mexico’s federal government to assert national ownership
over antiquities, than over the nation’s lands or mineral wealth, can be attributed to several
factors. The first of these was that the economic value of antiquities paled in comparison to
agricultural products or industrial materials. While foreigners might attempt to draw on the
influence of their home governments in order to secure access to Mexico’s material past, the
pressure thereby exerted was far less than that brought to bear in the case of major economic
investments. Additionally, incentives existed to protect antiquities that were largely absent in the
case of mines or lands. An underdeveloped nineteenth-century state that attempted to strictly
regulate the level of foreign involvement in its economy would win no praise from those whose
interests it thwarted. In cultural matters, however, the situation was different. By preserving and
displaying its pre-Hispanic antiquities, Mexico could proudly take its place among the nations
which cultivated aesthetics and learning.®

Actions that were nationalist from one perspective, however, might appear imperialist
from another. During the late nineteenth century Mexico was like a lumpy batter, with some
areas thoroughly blended into the national community and others existing as distinct,
unincorporated pockets. That a scholar or bureaucrat hailed from Mexico City rather than Europe
or North America did not guarantee him a warm reception in local communities, where residents
may have had little patience with the centralizing demands of the capital. Both Mexicans and
foreigners could thus fill the role of arrogant outsiders, who used local labor to extract treasures
and remove them to a far-away metropolis. Moreover, unlike foreign excavators, members of the
archaeological bureaucracy could impose formal sanctions on unapproved uses of pre-Hispanic
ruins. With the judicial power of the state behind them, archaeological authorities could not only
injure local pride, but threaten local interests. Porfirian archaeology therefore bears comparison
to that practiced in more overtly colonial contexts, such as Egypt or Irag.™ There as in Mexico,

independencia mexicana (1910-1921): de la historia patria a la antropologia cultural,” Historia Mexicana, Vol. 45,
No. 2 (October — December, 1995): 317-352.

18 Tenorio-Trillo, Mexico at the Worlds’ Fairs, 81-3. For works dealing with the collection and display of
pre-Hispanic objects, see Luis Castillo Led6n, EI Museo Nacional de Arqueologia, Historia y Etnografia, 1825-
1925. Resefa histdrica escrita para la celebracion de su primer centenario (Mexico City: Talleres Gréficos del
Museo Nacional de Arqueologia, Historia y Etnografia, 1924); Miguel Angel Fernandez, Historia de los museos de
Meéxico (Mexico City: Promotora de Comercializacién Directa, 1987); Elizabeth Hill Boone, ed., Collecting the Pre-
Columbian Past (Washington, D.C.: Dumbarton Oaks Research Library and Collection), 1993; Luis Gerardo
Morales Moreno, Origenes de la museologia mexicana: Fuentes para el estudio historico del Museo Nacional,
1780-1940 (Mexico City: Universidad Iberoamericana, 1994); Felipe Solis, “Historia de la coleccion arqueoldgica
del Museo Nacional de Antropologia,” Arqueologia Mexicana, Vol. 4, No. 24 (March — April, 1997): 32-7; Shelly
Errington, The Death of Authentic Primitive Art and Other Tales of Progress (Berkeley and Los Angeles: University
of California Press, 1998), 161-87; Sophia C. Vackimes, “Indians in Formaldehyde — Nation of Progress: The
Museo Nacional of Mexico and the Construction of National Identity,” Museum Anthropology, VVol. 25, No. 1 (Fall,
2001): 20-30; Ricardo Pérez Montfort, “El Museo Nacional como expresion del nacionalismo mexicano,” Alquimia,
Vol. 4, No. 12 (May — August, 2001): 27-31; Luisa Fernanda Rico Mansard, Exhibir para educar; Mechthild
Rutsch, “Natural History, National Museum and Anthropology in Mexico,” and Jesis Bustamante Garcia, “La
conformacioén de la antropologia como disciplina cientifica, el Museo Nacional de México y los congresos
internacionales de Americanistas,” Revista de Indios, Vol. 65, No. 234 (2005): 303-18.



the representatives of a distant and generally disliked central power asserted ownership of
ancient monuments, removed these monuments from their local context, and defined the
meaning of the material past without reference to the understandings of communities that might
have coexisted with the ruins for centuries. While the actions of foreigners helped to shape the
contours of Porfirian archaeology, our understanding of the subject is incomplete without taking
into account the intersections between federal power and local particularities.

If the history of archaeological administration in Mexico bears similarities to that of other
regions, it is also a world unto itself. Besides works dealing with archaeology in a variety of
world settings, | have also drawn deeply on the wealth of research on archaeology, anthropology,
and uses of the pre-Hispanic material past within Mexico.?’ Facts and ideas from this vast corpus
are scattered throughout the account that follows, and my project would not have been possible

19 See Reid, Whose Pharaohs, and Bernhardsson, Reclaiming a Plundered Past.

20 See Luis Castillo Ledén, El museo nacional de arqueologia, historia y etnografia; Ricardo Castafieda
Paganini, Las Ruinas de Palenque: Su descubrimiento y primeras exploraciones en el siglo XVIII (Guatemala:
Publicaciones del Ministerio de Educacion Publica, 1946); Gertz Manero, La defensa juridica y social; Jaime Litvak
King, Luis Gonzalez R., and Maria del Refugio Gonzélez, eds., Arqueologia y derecho en México (Mexico City:
Universidad Auténoma de México, 1980); Daniel Schavelzon and Jaime Litvak King, eds., Historia de la
arqueologia en Mesoamérica: Homenaje a Ignacio Bernal (Mexico City: Universidad Nacional Autdnoma de
Meéxico, 1983); Sonia Lombardo de Ruiz and Ruth Solis Vicarte, Antecedentes de las leyes sobre monumentos
histéricos (1536-1910) (Mexico City: Instituto Nacional de Antropologia e Historia, 1988); Paul Sullivan,
Unfinished Conversations: Mayas and Foreigners Between Two Wars (Berkeley and Los Angeles: University of
California Press, 1989); Daniel Schavelzon, La conservacion del patrimonio cultural en América Latina:
restauracion de edificios prehispanicos en Mesoamérica, 1750-1980 (Buenos Aires: Universidad de Buenos Aires,
Facultad de Arquitectura, Disefio y Urbanismo, Instituto de Arte Americano e Investigaciones Estéticas “Mario J.
Buschiazzo,” 1990); Jeremy A. Sabloff, The New Archaeology and the Ancient Maya (New York: Scientific
American Library, 1990); Ignacio Bernal, Historia de la arqueologia en México (Mexico City: Editorial Porrua,
1992); Michael D. Coe, Breaking the Maya Code (New York: Thames and Hudson, 1992); Enrique Florescano, ed.,
El patrimonio cultural de México (Mexico City: Fondo de Cultura Econémica, 1993); Sonia Lombardo de Ruiz, El
pasado prehispanico en la cultura nacional, vol. 1, El Monitor Republicano (1877-1896) (Mexico City: Instituto
Nacional de Antropologia e Historia, 1994); Julio César Olivé Negrete and Bolfy Cottom, INAH: Una historia, vols.
1-3 (Mexico City: Consejo Nacional para la Cultura y las Artes, Instituto Nacional de Antropologia e Historia,
1995); José Luis Lorenzo, edited by Jaime Litvak King and Lorena Mirambell Silva, La arqueologia y México
(Mexico City: Instituto Nacional de Antropologia e Historia, 1998); Eduardo Matos Moctezuma, Las piedras
negadas: De la Coatlicue al Templo Mayor (Mexico City: Consejo Nacional para la Cultura y las Artes, 1998);
Carlos Navarrete, Palenque, 1784: El inicio de la aventura arqueolégica maya (Mexico City: Universidad Nacional
Autonoma de México, 2000); Julio César Olivé Negrete, Antropologia mexicana (Mexico City: Consejo Nacional
para la Cultura y las Artes, INAH, Plaza y Valdés, 2000); Antiguo Colegio de San lldefonso, Descubridores del
pasado en Mesoamérica (Mexico City: Océano, 2001); Mechthild Rutsch, “Ramén Mena y Manuel Gamio. Una
mirada oblicua sobre la antropologia mexicana en los afios veinte del siglo pasado,” Relaciones, Vol. 23, No. 88
(Autumn, 2001): 80-118; Luis VVazquez Leon, El Leviatan arqueoldgico; Claudia Guerrero Crespo, “Historia de la
arqueologia mexicana & partir de los documentos del Archivo General de la Nacién (1876-1920),” (Licenciatura
thesis, Escuela Nacional de Antropologia e Historia, 2003); Carmen Ruiz, “Insiders and Outsiders in Mexican
Archaeology”; Nelly M. Robles Garcia and Alberto Juarez Osnaya, Historia de la Arqueologia en Oaxaca (Oaxaca:
Instituto Oaxaquefio de las Culturas, 2004); Christina Bueno, “Excavating Identity: Archaeology and Nation in
Mexico, 1876-1911" (PhD diss., University of California, Davis, 2004); Mechthild Rutsch, Entre el campo y el
gabinete: Nacionales y extranjeros en la profesionalizacion de la antropologia mexicana (1877-1920) (Mexico
City: Instituto Nacional de Antropologia e Historia: UNAM, Instituto de Investigaciones Antropolégicas, 2007);
Christina Bueno, “Forjando Patrimonio: The Making of Archaeological Patrimony in Porfirian Mexico,” Hispanic
American Historical Review, Vol. 90, No. 2 (2010): 215-45; Christina Bueno, “Teotihuacan: Showcase for the
Centennial,” in Holiday in Mexico: Critical Reflections on Tourism and Tourist Encounters, ed. Dina Berger and
Andrew Grant Wood (Durham and London: Duke University Press, 2010), 54-76.
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without the essential historical and documentary framework supplied by authors such as Luis
Castillo Leddn, José Luis Lorenzo, Alejandro Gertz Manero, Luisa Fernanda Rico Mansard,
Julio César Olivé Negrete, Bolfy Cottom, and, especially, Ignacio Bernal. Their works provide
excellent explorations of how antiquarians and archaeologists have studied and thought about
past civilizations, and of the administrative histories of particular institutions. My own project,
however, is more closely affiliated with recent works by Mechthild Rutsch, Carmen Ruiz, and
Christina Bueno. These scholars also look closely at state institutions, but emphasize questions
of race, national identity, gender, professionalization, and the role of foreign investigators in
Mexico. Following in the path that they have traced, | seek to distinguish my own project
through the level of attention and detail which it brings to the ground-level mechanics of
archaeological administration. Since others have admirably explored Porfirian discourses
concerning archaeological science, national history, museum displays, and the status of
indigenous people, the moment is ripe for a more in-depth look at the archaeological
bureaucracy’s functioning. By closely analyzing specific interactions between federal employees
and the other parties with interests in the material past, I hope to illuminate how archaeological
ideologies were enacted, subverted, or resisted.

1. Poca politica y mucha administracion

Here it is worth pausing to ask why, exactly, the mechanics of archaeological
administration are worth considering in such detail. The very word “bureaucracy” tends to
produce rolling if not glazing of the eyes, and evoke processes that are tedious, confounding, or
both. Admittedly, many of the work products of Porfirian bureaucracy, such as the great piles of
correspondence hashing out federal employee discounts on national railway travel, lack
noticeable dramatic punch. Nevertheless, when taken as a whole the records of the institutions
charged with overseeing and managing the pre-Hispanic material past provide compelling
testimony to the centralization, growth, and professionalization of the Porfirian state. These
changes were even manifest on the physical documents themselves, as handwritten notes and
letters gave way to preprinted forms and typed memos duplicated in purple ink. The contents of
those records, meanwhile, allow us to trace the creation and refinement of legal principles, the
establishment and expansion of institutions, and the exploding complexity of government
involvement in the daily life of the republic. In a very real way, the study of bureaucracy is the
study of power, its applications, and its compromises. The well-known slogan of “little politics
and much administration,” with its complex shadings of irony and sincerity, both highlights the
importance of bureaucracy within the Porfirian state, and reminds us that paperwork can be a
continuation of politics by other means.

This response, however, refers to the study of Porfirian bureaucracy in general. Why
study the archaeological bureaucracy in particular, given that other state institutions engaged in
fiercer conflicts, and exercised more direct influence on the political history of the nation? One
answer to this question can be found in the historian of science Martin J. S. Rudwick’s insight
that “characteristic” events and episodes are worthy of study in their own right.?* The workings
of the archaeological bureaucracy allow us to examine Porfirian governance as it operated
outside the spotlight of national controversy, addressing situations that did not pose meaningful

21 Martin J. S. Rudwick, The Great Devonian Controversy: The Shaping of Scientific Knowledge Among
Gentlemanly Specialists (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 1985), xxi.
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threats to the stability of Diaz’s rule. While Porfirian leaders had strong reasons for wishing to
assert state control over pre-Hispanic sites and ruins, no great crisis would occur if a wall toppled
over, or some clay figurines were successfully smuggled out of the country. Consequently,
interactions between the archaeological bureaucracy and the various other parties that made
claims to the material past tell us something about the state’s general ability to impose authority,
in the absence of particular pressure or scrutiny from the highest-ranking members of
government.?

Another answer, drawn from the literature discussed above, is that even if the physical
preservation of the pre-Hispanic past was not always an urgent priority, ideas about pre-Hispanic
sites and artifacts have played and continue to play an important role in elite Mexican discourses
of race, civilization, and national identity. By studying state control of the material past, it is
therefore possible to compare the exuberant rhetoric of intellectuals and national leaders with the
trade-offs and restrictions which occurred in practice. Even more, a study of federal policies
regarding the pre-Hispanic material past allows us to examine the extent to which elite ideologies
of nationalism were shared by the residents of local communities, and how local residents
framed alternate understandings of the material past. These non-elite visions were seldom
expressed in published forms, but can be analyzed through both the words and the actions of
those who dealt with archaeological administrators. Non-elite perspectives were also
demonstrated by employees of the archaeological bureaucracy, some of whom were themselves
members of rural communities. As we shall see, Mexico City authorities found it difficult to
control the activities of both local people, and of the appointees charged with preserving pre-
Hispanic sites.

Such difficulties had deep historical roots. The bureaucracy of Porfirian Mexico was the
heir to longstanding traditions of Iberian governance, stretching back to the colonial era. Early
modern Spain led European states in developing systems to gather information and manage a
sprawling world empire, during a time when communications could take months if not years to
arrive at their destinations.?® Under these circumstances, systems of bureaucracy inevitably co-
existed and merged with other types of formal and informal authority. After the achievement of
independence, bureaucracy continued to evolve alongside practices such as patronage,
compadrazgo, nepotism, religious suasion, mayordomias, popular organizing, and the strategic
application of armed force. If in theory a strict administrative hierarchy extended from Mexico

22 In other areas of government, different administrative patterns might apply. Edward Beatty writes that
“Federal bureaucrats within Fomento and Hacienda created pockets of semi-autonomous and highly institutionalized
administration within a régime that in other respects was personalistic and patrimonial. The ministerial direction and
the administrative capacity of Hacienda and Foment owere sufficiently strong to develop and administer policy
initiatives independent of political pressures, whether those might be felt from the presidential office above, or from
well-connected investors below. A consistent and largely impersonal administration of these policies contrasts
sharply with the conventional perception that policy administration was both tightly centered around Porfirio Diaz
and highly discretionary in its allocation of rights and adjudication of disputes... That said, it was, as we have noted,
only a narrow elite who had recourse to the benefits of the policies.” Edward Beatty, Institutions and Investment:
The Political Basis of Industrialization in Mexico Before 1911 (Stanford: Stanford University Press, 2001), 202.

2% See J. H. Elliott, “Spain and Its Empire in the Sixteenth and Seventeenth Centuries,” in Spain and Its
World, 1500-1700 (New Haven and London: Yale University Press, 1989), 14-8, and J. H. Parry, The Spanish
Seaborne Empire (Berkeley and Los Angeles: University of California Press, 1966), 192-211. For a study of
distance and administration in the Spanish empire, focusing on the case of eighteenth- and nineteenth-century
Central America, see Sylvia Sellers-Garcia, “Distant Guatemala: Reading Documents from the Periphery” (PhD
diss., University of California, Berkeley, 2009).
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City outward to the provinces, in practice this simple hub-and-spoke structure was greatly
complicated by the presence of the aforementioned factors.

The interplay among these varied influences meant that Porfirian archaeological
administration diverged somewhat from the classic model of bureaucracy established by the
German sociologist Max Weber. Weber emphasized the formal, rational, and legal qualities of
bureaucracies, writing that “Bureaucratization offers above all the optimum possibility for
carrying through the principle of specializing administrative functions according to purely
objective considerations... [Bureaucracy’s] specific nature, which is welcomed by capitalism,
develops the more perfectly the more the bureaucracy is ‘dehumanized,” the more completely it
succeeds in eliminating from official business love, hatred, and all purely personal, irrational,
and emotional elements which escape calculation.”?* Some of the people engaged in conflicts
with the archaeological bureaucracy might have agreed that it was “dehumanized” in its lack of
concern for individual well-being. Considered as a whole, though, systems of archaeological
administration were intensely human. Both the leaders and the low-level employees of the
federal archaeological bureaucracy made use of patron-client ties, personal relationships, and
their own independent judgment in order to secure their desired goals. Those goals, in turn,
might differ from those pursued at the institutional level. Moreover, disputes might also arise
among the various levels or branches of government, which held different priorities and
responded to different constituencies. At all points, state cultural institutions and their individual
members were participants in complex ecosystems of authority.

The specific state entities which will dominate this thesis are the Museo Nacional, the
Inspeccion de Monumentos Arqueologicos, and the succession of federal ministries which
oversaw them. During the Porfiriato, the Museo and Inspeccidn were subordinate to the
Secretaria de Justicia e Instruccion Publica (Ministry of Justice and Public Instruction, shortened
as SJIP) until 1905, then to the Secretaria de Instruccion Publica y Bellas Artes (Ministry of
Public Instruction and Fine Arts, shortened as SIPBA). However, the creation of the latter
ministry did not noticeably disrupt federal management of the pre-Hispanic material past, as
those functions were essentially transferred entire from Justicia e Instruccién Publica to its more
narrowly focused offshoot. | will therefore refer to both ministries as “Instruccién Publica,” in
recognition of the essential continuities in structure, personnel, and mission that characterized the
organizations’ approaches to archaeological management. In the case of archaeology, the two
ministries also shared a common sphere of influence. Although the Secretaria de Instruccion
Publica y Bellas Artes only exercised power over education in the Federal District and in the
federal territories, an 1897 law declaring pre-Hispanic constructions to be the property of the
nation meant that the ministry could assert claims on such sites regardless of where they were
located. Therefore both before and after 1905, institutions based within the capital continued to
extend tendrils of influence throughout the republic.

This influence mostly took the form of definition, data-gathering, and reporting.” By
itself, the archaeological bureaucracy was not well-equipped to manage situations through the

% Max Weber, “Bureaucracy,” in From Max Weber: Essays in Sociology, ed. and trans. H. H. Gerth and C.
Wright Mills (New York: Oxford University Press, 1958), 215-6.

% For wider discussions of these mechanisms of governance, see Benedict Anderson, “Census, Map,
Museum,” in Imagined Communities: Reflections on the Origin and Spread of Nationalism, Revised Edition
(London and New York: Verso, 1991), 163-185; Raymond Craib, Cartographic Mexico: A History of State
Fixations and Fugitive Landscapes (Durham and London: Duke University Press, 2004), 7-13, and James Scott,
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use of direct force. Its employees could refer specific transgressions to judicial authorities, or call
upon the police or military, but did not resort to such measures frequently in the normal course of
business. Instead, the main deterrent to unauthorized uses of pre-Hispanic sites was the simple
presence of Inspeccidn caretakers, or conserjes. In the 1880s and 1890s, these caretakers were
usually prominent members of the local community, while during the later Porfiriato they were
selected from the ranks of local farmers and laborers. Conserjes cleared vegetation away from
the ruins, accompanied visitors, monitored excavations, and provided a reminder of the federal
government’s claims to the pre-Hispanic material past. Away from the sites themselves, Batres
and the professors of the Museum played an important role in establishing official narratives
about pre-Hispanic sites and artifacts, and promoting their importance to Mexican national
identity. The Museum and Inspeccion also served as clearinghouses for the archaeological issues
which came to the attention of the various branches of the federal government. If a customs
officer found undeclared pottery in a box being shipped to New York, or if a Mexican embassy
received inquiries about artifact exchanges or excavation permits, leaders of the Inspeccion and
Museo Nacional could provide guidance as to the appropriate response. By managing the flow of
information about pre-Hispanic sites and objects, and by maintaining a consistent federal
presence at selected ruins, members of the archaeological bureaucracy established a basis for
claiming state ownership of an archaeological patrimony which they themselves had defined.

My analysis of these administrative systems is informed by recent literature on Porfirian
culture and society, works which often draw from government sources and address state attempts
to monitor and regulate individual and collective behavior. Scholars such Katherine Bliss, Mark
Overmyer-Velazquez, and Pablo Piccato have studied how Porfirian administrators expanded the
official surveillance of people marked in some way as “deviant,” and created institutional
systems to enforce specific conceptions of “order” and “progress.”% Residents of towns situated
close to pre-Hispanic ruins, or researchers from U.S. and European museums and universities,
would likely have taken great umbrage at any comparison between themselves and urban
prostitutes and pickpockets. Nevertheless, it is possible to trace broad continuities in official
efforts to mark the boundaries of approved and illicit behaviors. Limited in its reach and
effectiveness, the Porfirian state worked in many areas to intensify its collection of information,
and to codify and centralize procedures of governance. However, the implementation of Porfirian
policies generally depended on low-paid and low-statatus employees, whose own values and
interests helped to determine the actual nature of state power.*” In addition, the would-be

Seeing Like a State: How Certain Schemes to Improve the Human Condition Have Failed (New Haven and London:
Yale University Press, 1998), 11-83.

% See Katherine Bliss, Compromised Positions: Prostitution, Public Health and Gender Politics in
Revolutionary Mexico City (University Park, Pennsylvania: The Pennsylvania State University Press, 2001); Mark
Overmyer-Velazquez, Visions of the Emerald City: Modernity, Tradition and the Formation of Porfirian Oaxaca,
Mexico (Durham and London: Duke University Press, 2006), and Pablo Piccato, City of Suspects: Crime in Mexico
City, 1900-1911 (Durham and London: Duke University Press, 2001).

2" Overmyer-Velazquez, for example, writes that “Throughout the Porfiriato, officials passed legislation to
increase the number of watchmen of prostitution...Yet in an ironic turn of events, the watchmen themselves inflicted
their own scandals on the Porfirian city. The inconsistent and arbitrary work of watchmen and medical assistants
shows that these minor officials were not simple extensions of the ruling class. Instead they served as ‘unintended
intermediaries’ between official regulations and the complicated reality of everyday life.” Overmyer-Velazquez,
Visions of the Emerald City, 118. See also Piccato, City of Suspects, 42-3.
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subjects of state control also exercised considerable agency of their own, forcing authorities to
reckon with particularities that disrupted and challenged official standards of order.

This dissertation draws inspiration as well from the writings of Paul Vanderwood and
Terry Rugeley, whose work demonstrates how comparatively small incidents may provide
eloquent testimony to the workings of larger social, cultural, or political systems. Rugeley and
Vanderwood show how individuals such as the Mayan peasants who resisted priestly demands
for goods and services, or the Sonoran villagers who venerated a teenaged girl as a living saint,
were simultaneously agents in their own lives, and participants in the complex networks of
power and influence that bound rural peripheries to metropolitan centers.”® As I read through the
voluminous records of the archaeological bureaucracy, | searched for telling comments and
actions which might serve to link particularized experiences to larger tendencies and struggles.
Much of the material that follows, then, centers on the examination of specific episodes, as these
were captured by the correspondence in a single Instruccion Pablica file. By offering numerous
concrete examples of federal power in action, | seek to ground a discussion that might otherwise
deal too much in abstractions. This approach also bears some similarity to the model of “thick
description,” as expressed by Clifford Geertz. Discussing anthropological attempts to study
culture, Geertz writes, “Behavior must be attended to, and with some exactness, because it is
through the flow of behavior — or more precisely, social action — that cultural forms find
articulation.”? The truth of this assertion applies to history as well as to anthropology. By
examining the specific behavior of federal employees in a wide variety of contexts, | hope to
provide the reader with tools for understanding the broader milieu of Porfirian governance.

1. Structure and Function

The chapters that follow employ both chronological and thematic approaches to recount
the development of archaeological administration in Mexico. | begin by establishing the
historical context of state control over the material past. In Chapter 2, | examine the status of pre-
Hispanic objects within Spain’s colonial empire, the role of such objects in the formation of
Creole identity, and the creation of archaeological institutions and legislation within the
independent Mexican state. This chapter discusses the continuities which extend from the
colonial period into the national era, especially the longstanding claims of central authorities on
objects created by pre-Hispanic cultures. In both the colonial and national periods, central
governments took steps to survey pre-Hispanic sites and artifacts; established museums and
gathered pre-Hispanic objects to fill their collections, and enacted laws and regulations meant to
assert and entrench state authority over the material past. | argue that while colonial and national

%8 Terry Rugeley, Yucatan’s Maya Peasantry and the Origins of the Caste War (Austin: University of
Texas Press, 1996) and Paul Vanderwood, The Power of God Against the Guns of Government: Religious Upheaval
in Mexico at the Turn of the Nineteenth Century (Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1998). See also Paul
Vanderwood, Juan Soldado: Rapist, Murderer, Martyr, Saint (Durham and London: Duke University Press, 2004),
and Terry Rugeley, Of Wonders and Wise Men: Religion and Popular Cultures in Southeast Mexico, 1800-1876
(Austin: University of Texas Press, 2001).

2 Clifford Geertz, “Thick Description: Toward an Interpretive Theory of Culture,” in The Interpretation of
Cultures: Selected Essays (New York: Basic Books, 1973), 17. Geertz took the term “thick description” from
Gilbert Ryle, and described it as an effort to “draw large conclusions from small, but very densely textured facts; to
support broad assertions about the role of culture in the construction of collective life by engaging them exactly with
complex specifics.” Ibid., 6 and 28.
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administrations were far less active than the Diaz regime in their approaches towards pre-
Hispanic sites and objects, patterns established during the late eighteenth and early nineteenth
century would do much to shape later Porfirian practices.

I then provide a general overview of Porfirian archaeological legislation and
administrative structures, with special attention to the circumstances and personalities
responsible for the creation of the Inspeccién de Monumentos Arqueoldgicos. In Chapter 3, |
emphasize the role of foreign excavators in spurring the federal government to develop and
refine procedures for preserving the material remains of the pre-Hispanic past. | also examine the
role of Leopoldo Batres, whose ambitions and arrogance were inextricably linked to the growth
of the agency that he led. Although lacking in both archaeological knowledge and political
finesse, Batres employed his considerable determination to increase the size, influence and
funding of the Inspeccion. The efforts of the Inspeccion were also greatly aided by the passage of
two major laws in 1896 and 1897. The first clarified the conditions under which archaeological
excavations could be carried out in the republic, while the latter gave the federal government
explicit ownership of all pre-Hispanic constructions (although not necessarily the land on which
they stood). Despite these measures, though, the Inspeccidn’s control over the pre-Hispanic
material past was never more than partial. For all the pride that Batres took in his work, he was
frequently unable to prevent foreigners, Mexican citizens, or Inspeccion employees from turning
sites and artifacts to their own uses.

Once this framework is in place, I turn in Chapter 4 to look more closely at the internal
workings of the Inspeccion, focusing on the duties and experiences of site caretakers, or
conserjes de monumentos. Conserjes were responsible for site maintenance and repair, for
guarding ruins against looting or vandalism, and for welcoming tourists and official visitors.
These employees, who operated with little direct supervision or guidance, were the local faces of
federal power. Their choices and actions, therefore, were critical to determining the nature and
extent of the Inspeccidn’s authority over the material remains of the pre-Hispanic past. | trace the
changing demographics of monument caretakers, as the position changed from an honorary one
to a salaried federal job. While early caretakers were usually men who possessed wealth and
local distinction, by the middle of the 1890s Batres and his superiors at Instruccion Publica had
come to prefer peasant farmers who would be willing to reside among the ruins. This chapter
also analyzes the conditions of employment within the Inspeccion, looking closely at how
conserjes were hired, the duties which they performed, and their interactions with Mexico City
administrators. | argue that the experiences of site caretakers reveal fundamental weaknesses of
the Porfirian state, while also demonstrating the growth and centralization of state power which
took place between 1885 and 1911.

In Chapter 5, | examine concepts of archaeological property, and the ways that
individuals and organizations framed and defended competing claims to ownership of the pre-
Hispanic material past. Ambiguities in archaeological legislation meant that the resolution of
these claims often had as much to do with politics as with a straightforward application of the
relevant laws. Yet even when the Inspeccion possessed clear legal authority over pre-Hispanic
sites and objects, its moral authority was still a matter of dispute. The claims advanced by the
Inspeccion were met by counter-narratives of ownership, legitimacy, patrimony, and the intrinsic
meanings of the pre-Hispanic past. Alternative visions of ownership might arise from the
conflicting imperatives of different branches of government, or from a collision between
individual and state interests. State governors, for example, might wish for artifacts to remain
within regional museums rather than being removed to Mexico City, while landowners might
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insist that they had the right to dispose of the artifacts and monuments located on their property.
The archaeological bureaucracy dealt with these disputes in diverse ways, but often failed to
satisfy its interlocutors. Contradictory interests were accompanied by contrasting understandings
of pre-Hispanic sites and objects, gaps which could not bridged merely by the blunt application
of power.

Chapter 6 explores these differing understandings of the material past in more detail,
focusing on interactions between the federal government and the individuals and communities
located near pre-Hispanic sites. Some of the most intense disputes between federal and local
actors arose when the demands of archaeological preservation conflicted with the immediate
material needs of the present. Local community members tended to be unimpressed by federal
claims that pre-Hispanic sites constituted a priceless national patrimony, especially when the
works in question were neither monumental in scale nor aesthetically appealing. In particular,
local landowners and town officials often sought to use pre-Hispanic constructions as a
convenient source of stone for building projects. By looking closely at several case studies, |
trace the difficulties of implementing federal archaeological policy at the local level. Although
the power, influence, and local acceptance of the archaeological bureaucracy increased over the
course of the Porfiriato, federal administrators never escaped the need to negotiate with local
residents. The complexity and diversity of local attitudes meant local people might also seek to
preserve the material remains of the pre-Hispanic past because they viewed these remains as
possessing spiritual, scientific, or patriotic significance. As with destructive uses of the
monuments, local efforts at preservation might not align with the goals or priorities of the federal
archaeological bureaucracy. Thus, the principle of strict federal control over the pre-Hispanic
material past, so absolute in the rhetoric of Batres and others, was inevitably compromised in
practice.

While Chapters 4 through 6 consider events which took place throughout the period from
1885 to 1911, Chapter 7 returns to a more linear approach in order to tell the story of
archaeological institutions in the midst of the Mexican Revolution. In keeping with the rest of the
dissertation, my focus in this chapter is not on ideological and scientific innovations, but on
individuals and the institutions which they served. Employees of the Museo Nacional and the
Inspeccion de Monumentos found their lives and work severely disrupted by warfare and
political chaos, but often responded to these challenges with great resiliency. | argue that
although the Revolution was a source of great disruption, many of the fundamental structures
and governing principles established during the Porfiriato remained in place despite frequent
changes of national administrations. Physical violence, employee turnover, funding shortfalls,
and revolutionary factionalism could not sever the enduring links between the national state and
the pre-Hispanic material past, nor undo the administrative accomplishments of the past quarter-
century. In the aftermath of Constitutionalist victory, the legislative and institutional patterns laid
down during the Porfiriato would continue to influence federal efforts to define, claim, and
manage Mexico’s archaeological patrimony.

Perhaps the largest theme of this dissertation, then, is the continuing influence exerted by
the literal and metaphorical structures of the past. Such edifices may become buried over time,
reassembled into new forms, or made to serve purposes very different from those for which they
were originally intended, but they are seldom eradicated completely. Surveying a landscape from
above, it is possible to see how structures created long ago continue to shape the terrain, and to
affect movements within it. The builders and artisans who created the material culture of ancient
Mesoamerica, the colonial officials who claimed all “treasures™ in the name of the Spanish
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Crown, the Creole patriots and Hispanophiles who established a national museum for a newly
independent Mexico, the Porfirian legislators who declared all pre-Hispanic monuments to be
property of the federal government, the laborers and caretakers who asserted those claims on the
ground, and the Revolutionary administrators who continued to budget funds for archaeological
preservation despite major political and social upheavals, all left tangible and enduring evidence
of their historical presence. In modern as in ancient times, relics possess power.
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Chapter 2

Ruins of Empire

“Mute and deserted

You now look, pyramid. Better

That weeks of centuries be laid waste,
And may the superstition that you served
Sleep in the abyss of hell!

To our distant grandsons, nonetheless,
Let it be a healthy lesson; and to the man of today
Blind in his vain and futile knowledge
A Titan pridefully thundering to heaven
Let it be a disgraceful example

Of madness and human fury.”

-“In the Temple of Cholula,” José Marfa Heredia®

Every age is haunted in some way by the physical remains of past societies. Reflections
on relics and ruination have existed in all manner of forms, from the collections of Sumerian
artifacts assembled by Babylonian royals, to the “Olmec jades” and Toltec “ceramics and
ornaments” incorporated into later Mesoamerican ceremonies and monuments, to modern
popcorn cinema such as The Mummy or Raiders of the Lost Ark.? The period stretching from the
mid-eighteenth to the mid-nineteenth century, however, stands out as a transformative era for

! “Muda y desierta/ ahora te ves, piramide. jMéas vale/ que semanas de siglos yazcas yerma,/ y la
supersticion a quien serviste/ en el abismo del infierno duerma!/ A nuestros nietos Ultimos, empero,/ sé leccion
saludable; y hoy al hombre/ que ciego en su saber fitil y vano/ al cielo, cual Titan, truena orgulloso,/ sé ejemplo
ignominioso/ de la demencia y del furor humano.” Heredia, a Cuban who spent considerable time in Mexico, wrote
this poem in December of 1820. José Maria Heredia, “En el teocali de Cholula,” in Un pasado visible: Antologia de
poemas sobre vestigios del México antiguo, edited by Gustavo Jiménez Aguirre, with photographs by Javier
Hinojosa (Mexico City: Artes de México, 2004), 17.

2 For brief discussions of antiquarianism in the ancient world, see Glyn Daniel, A Short History of
Archaeology (London: Thames and Hudson, 1981), 14 and Bruce Trigger, A History of Archaeological Thought
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1989), 30. Byron Hamann provides a rich account of antiquarian
traditions in pre-Hispanic, colonial, and twentieth-century Mesoamerica in “The Social Life of Pre-Sunrise Things:
Indigenous Mesoamerican Archaeology,” Current Anthropology, Vol. 43, No. 3 (June 2002): 351-82, quotes taken
from page 351. Kevin McGeough’s delightful survey of “Near Eastern Archaeology in the Movies” notes that many
film portrayals of archaeologists bear considerable resemblance to “narratives...[invoking] danger and excitement,”
that were cultivated by the practitioners and sponsors of Near Eastern antiquarianism during the eighteenth and
nineteenth centuries. “These narratives were deliberately provided to the public and have remained very much a part
of a public conception of archaeology, promoted by nation-states, corporations, and archaeologists themselves.”
Kevin McGeough, “Heroes, Mummies, and Treasure: Near Eastern Archaeology in the Movies,” Near Eastern
Archaeology, Vol. 69, No. 3/4 (Sep.-Dec., 2006): 174.
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western approaches to antiquity. That this was also an age of revolutions, railroads, commerce
and the Crystal Palace was no contradiction; the rush of change fostered fascination with what
had been destroyed, and what might be resurrected. Images of ruins pervaded the elite culture of
the time, appearing in paintings, poems, travel writing, nationalist proclamations, and scholarly
publications. Developments in the last area were especially consequential, as diverse local
traditions of study gradually coalesced into the international academic discipline of
archaeology.® While the tempo and rigor of archaeological research increased exponentially
during the second half of the nineteenth century, these later efforts built upon intellectual,
institutional, political and cultural foundations established in an earlier era.

The increasing prominence of antiquities during the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries
was strongly correlated with the growth of state power, and the associated processes of
nationalism, political centralization, and imperialism. Before the 1700s, antiquarian scholarship
in the west was largely the preserve of leisured enthusiasts, who more often emphasized objects’
spiritual or metaphysical properties than their value as empirical records of the past. While laws
dealing with antiquities had existed in Europe since at least the twelfth century, these were not
part of integrated programs for cultural preservation, and were enforced spottily if at all.*
Similarly, although antiquarian objects had long been included in the private collections of
European ruling houses, state policies placed little formal weight on the recovery, study and
display of antiquities. It was the expansion of state administrative and legal structures which
made possible large-scale, systematic programs for the investigation, acquisition, and
maintenance of the material past. During the eighteenth and nineteenth centuries, European and
American states sponsored expeditions and excavations, founded museums, paid salaries or
stipends to scholars, underwrote the publication of antiquarian research, circulated objects and
images, and in various ways sought to assert control over the material remains of diverse ancient
cultures. Such activities, still minor in comparison to the far more massive state interventions

® In a discussion of periodization in the history of archaeology, Alice B. Kehoe points to the importance
traditionally placed on the 1847 appointment of Jens Jacob Asmussen Worsaae as “the first state-supported official
archaeologist in Denmark...an event signifying the institution of archaeology as a profession serving national
interests.” Kehoe also argues that “The critical different between those who did archaeology in what Willey and
Sabloff (1974) term the Speculative Period (up to the 1840s), and those whose work dates after 1840 was not
speculation and its absence nor was it a lack of scientific reasoning, but the vision of the modern state.” Alice B.
Kehoe, “Contextualizing Archaeology,” in Tracing Archaeology’s Past: The Historiography of Archaeology, ed.
Andrew L. Christenson, (Carbondale and Edwardsville: Southern Illinois University Press, 1989), 102 and 106.
Christenson also points to the mid-nineteenth century as a crucial turning point from antiquarianism to archaeology,
writing that “Archaeology as a professional discipline began between the 1840s and the 1860s with the work of
people like J. J. A. Worsaae and Jeffries Wyman, who devoted much of their time to and derived their livelihood
from archaeology.” Andrew Christenson, “Preface,” in Ibid., ix.

* Leonard Barkan writes that “In August 1514, Leo X appointed Raphael to be maestro della fabbrica, or
chief architect, of Saint Peter’s, and a year later he was named commissario delle antichita, in effect protector of
ancient marble,” but notes that “Raphael’s power...[had] more to do with eminent domain in acquiring marble for
the construction of Saint Peter’s than with humanist preservation. Indeed, we know of only one prosecution, when
Raphael attempted to intervene not because ancient marble was being wantonly destroyed but because a collection
was to be diverted from the pope’s grasp for use in the Conservators’ Palace...Raphael’s efforts in general, like
those of a succession of well-meaning decrees going back to 1162 and to papal bulls from Pius Il (1462) and Sixtus
IV (1474), do not seem to have done anything to halt the despoiling of ancient remains.” Leonard Barkan,
Unearthing the Past: Archaeology and Aesthetics in the Making of Renaissance Culture (New Haven and London:
Yale University Press, 1999), 37.
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that began in the late 1800s, nevertheless did a great deal to determine the subsequent meanings
and uses of antiquities.

The general trend towards greater state involvement in antiquarian affairs took various
forms as it was refracted by political circumstances. Margarita Diaz-Andreu argues that until the
1870s, Britain and the United States followed a “Utilitarian model” of state support for scientific
research, based on a “reluctance to sponsor non-profitable areas.” Therefore, when the British or
U.S. governments did facilitate antiquarian research, this was done mostly as an offshoot of other
state interests or commitments. Britain’s consuls in Egypt, for example, often collected
antiquities to donate or sell to the British Museum, while the Central American researches of
John Lloyd Stephens were assisted by Stephens’ status as a U.S. diplomat.” Other countries’
leaders took more active steps to foster scientific institutions and activity. Diaz-Andreu writes
that “the rest of the Western world” followed a “State Interventionist model,” a model that was
strongest in France.® The tight bond between science and the French state was famously
illustrated by Napoleon’s military expedition to Egypt, which launched in 1798 accompanied by
“151 scholars and artists.” These savants carried out detailed studies of ancient Egyptian
monuments and inscriptions, and brought artifacts such as the Rosetta Stone to the attention of
western audiences.’ The interventionist model might also apply to antiquities located inside
national borders. Greek authorities issued a law banning the export of Hellenic artifacts in 1827,
while still struggling for independence from the Ottoman Empire.? Although Europe’s Great
Powers made sure that the achievement of Greek independence was soon followed by the
installation of a Bavarian monarch, the study of antiquities was “a key element in the new
government’s attempt to establish a purified national identity closely linked with the classical

® Donald Reid describes “a century and more of Anglo-French Egyptological rivalry” starting in the early
1800s, which at one point “came to blows at Karnak, leading the rivals to agree to partition Egypt, with [British
consul-general Henry] Salt working the antiquities on the west bank of the Nile, and [French consul-general
Bernardino] Drovetti those on the east.” Reid notes that while “Salt’s and Drovetti’s successors carried the Anglo-
French rivalry into the 1850s,” to the extent that one French consul “attracted attention by not being a collector,”
these efforts did not always bear the expected fruit. “Museums back home often brought patriotic collectors up short.
The Louvre rejected Drovetti’s first Egyptian offering, which ended up in his native Piedmont instead of France.
The British Museum paid a paltry £2,000 for Salt’s first collection, but the Louvre snatched his second collection up
at five times the price. Mimaut’s table of kings from Abydos also ended up on the wrong side of the Channel — in
the British Museum.” Donald Malcolm Reid, Whose Pharaohs?: Archaeology, Museums, and Egyptian National
Identity From Napoleon to World War | (Berkeley and Los Angeles: University of California Press, 2002), 37-9.
John Lloyd Stephens writes that his efforts to “buy” the Mayan ruins of Copan from a reluctant landholder, were
expedited after he “put on a diplomatic coat, with a profusion of large eagle buttons” and presented himself as an
“illustrious incognito.” John Lloyd Stephens, Incidents of Travel in Central America, Chiapas and Yucatan, vol. 1
(New York: Dover, 1969), 127-8.

® Margarita Diaz-Andreu, A World History of Nineteenth-Century Archaeology: Nationalism, Colonialism,
and the Past (Oxford and New York: Oxford University Press, 2007), 16. Diaz-Andreu writes that “In post-
revolutionary France the state would be very wary of any institutions besides itself, such as charitable foundations
funding archaeology, especially if they had links with the Church. Besides, sponsorship coming from the wealthy
was not welcome at a time when the state was trying to break up their large estates. The organization of scientific
research was something that was perceived as being a state’s duty and nothing to do with private initiative.” ldem.

" Nina Burleigh, Mirage: Napoleon’s Scientists and the Unveiling of Egypt (New York: HarperCollins,
2007), 2 and 113-4.

® Eve Gran-Aymerich, Naissance de I’archéologie moderne, 1798-1945 (Paris: CNRS Editions, 1998), 47.
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past.”® The continuing strain between Greece and the United Kingdom over the issue of the

Elgin Marbles, sculptures removed from the Parthenon by the British Lord Elgin during the early
nineteenth century, points to the enduring salience of such archaeological nationalism.

Like Greece, Mexico also won its independence in the 1820s, after a lengthy struggle in
which insurgent leaders and writers invoked the glories of past civilizations.'® Throughout
Spanish America, the advocates of independence justified their cause “in part from the
legitimacy of the preconquest civilizations that had governed America before the arrival of the
Spanish,” a practice that Rebecca Earle labels “Indianesque nationalism.”** However, the pre-
Hispanic past occupied a particularly prominent place in Mexican nationalist discourses. Mexico
was home to the powerful, sophisticated civilizations of the Aztecs and Mayas, whose successes
prefigured the hopes of the new nation. Unlike Peru, Mexico had no recent history of large-scale
indigenous revolts, events which offered distressing reminders that those outside of elite circles
might also lay claim to pre-Hispanic legacies.'? Mexico also had a rich colonial tradition of
historical and ethnographic scholarship, dating back to the works of missionaries such as Toribio
de Benavente (Motolinia) and Bernardino de Sahagun, who themselves drew from intellectual
legacies that predated the conquest. This tradition was unaffected by state crackdowns of the sort
that occurred in eighteenth-century Peru.® Instead, towards the end of the colonial era a number
of officials based in the viceroyalty of New Spain took active steps to further the investigation of
the pre-Hispanic past. Some of these efforts focused on the acquisition of documents, as when
viceregal authorities seized the “museum” of early colonial texts assembled by the unfortunate
Italian collector Lorenzo Boturini. Other state initiatives revolved around the exploration of pre-
Hispanic sites, or the recovery, study and display of specific artifacts. Official forays into
antiquarianism were often carried out on an ad hoc basis, but the fact that they were carried out

° Stephen L. Dyson, In Pursuit of Ancient Pasts: A History of Classical Archaeology in the Nineteenth and
Twentieth Centuries (New Haven and London: Yale University Press, 2006), 73.

1% David Brading notes that “Fray Servando Teresa de Mier’s Historia de la revolucién de Nueva Espafia,
antiguamente Anahuac...had so puzzled a contemporary Englishman that Simén Bolivar wrote his famous Jamaica
Letter to reassure him that the Mexican insurgents had no intention of reviving the worship of the Aztec god
Quetzalcoatl, whom Mier had identified as St. Thomas the Apostle.” David Brading, The First America: The
Spanish monarchy, Creole patriots, and the Liberal state, 1492-1867 (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press,
1991), xvii.

! Rebecca Earle, The Return of the Native: Indians and Myth-Making in Spanish America, 1810-1930
(Durham and London: Duke University Press, 2007), 26.

12 See Sara Castro-Klaren, “The Nation in Ruins: Archaeology and the Rise of the Nation,” in Beyond
Imagined Communities: Reading and Writing the Nation in Nineteenth-Century Latin America, ed. Sara Castro-
Klaren and John Charles Chasteen (Washington, D. C.: Woodrow Wilson Center Press, 2003), 161-95.

13 After the 1781 execution of the Andean rebel José Gabriel Condorcanqui, who had taken the name Tupac
Amaru Il and had claimed descent from the Incan ruler of that name, the Spanish “state campaigned to root out all
cultural elements of the neo-Inca nationalism that had emerged in the eighteenth century...Bishop Moscoso made a
series of recommendations to Visitador Areche in April, most of which were carried out. He called for the
destruction of all portraits of the Incas and for the prohibition of clothing associated with the Incas, certain dances,
the use of “Inca” as a last name or title, literature that questioned the legitimate rights of the Spanish monarchy in
the Americas (with harsh punishment for readers of subversive material), and customary law.” Charles F. Walker,
Smoldering Ashes: Cuzco and the Creation of Republican Peru (Durham and London: Duke University Press,
1999), 53-4.
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at all demonstrates that the cultivation of antiquarian knowledge had become part of the
apparatus of enlightened rule.

This chapter will examine the changing uses of Mesoamerican antiquities as the Bourbon
viceroyalty of New Spain became the independent republic (and occasional empire) of Mexico.
The story of Creole patriotism is a familiar one, and this chapter will not attempt to do more than
lightly review the nuanced accounts provided by historians such as David Brading, Jorge
Canilizares-Esguerra, and Rebecca Earle. Nor is this chapter primarily concerned with the details
of how eighteenth- and nineteenth-century scholars interpreted the material remains of the pre-
Hispanic past, a subject ably explored in other historical writings.* Instead, emphasis will be
placed on the sorts of claims that state representatives made to pre-Hispanic sites and artifacts,
and the ways those claims were asserted or ignored in everyday practice. By peering through this
lens, we can better appreciate the extent to which the lofty rhetoric of scholars and statesmen was
matched by a real commitment of monetary resources and administrative effort. In both colonial
and national contexts, antiquarian ambitions frequently exceeded the administrative capacities of
fragile, fragmented states. The shaky implementation and frequent failures of antiquarian policy,
especially during the middle third of the nineteenth century, demonstrate the limited hegemony
that central governments exercised over territory that they theoretically controlled.

A focus on scientific institution-building and government mechanisms also allows us to
see the strong continuities which existed between the colonial and national periods. Although
many Mexican writers and officials harshly condemned the destruction wrought by
conquistadors and priests during the conquest of the Americas, the antiquarian policies of
independent Mexico owed a great deal to Spanish practices and legal precedents. Starting in the
sixteenth century, the Spanish Crown claimed sweeping authority over American “treasures,” a
category that could include pre-Hispanic objects. While these laws were intended to enhance
royal revenues rather than to promote cultural preservation, the principle of a strong state interest
in valuable artifacts persisted. The decade following independence also saw the flowering of
ideas first put forward in the colonial period by Creole scholars such as José Antonio Alzate and
Antonio de Ledn y Gama, who identified the achievements of pre-Hispanic cultures as sources of
regional pride and self-definition. These concepts had sufficient currency that the conservative
Hispanophile Lucas Alaméan, who opposed the break with Spain and agitated for the importation
of a European monarch, could spearhead the establishment of a national museum containing pre-
Hispanic objects. In antiquarianism as in so many other areas, the long colonial experience
bequeathed lasting legacies.

Continuities with the colonial past did not mean that antiquarian policies remained static
after independence, or marched in lockstep with those of European nations. The Mexican state’s
role continued to evolve (or devolve), as the new country struggled with the imperial ambitions
of its neighbors and trading partners, the push and pull between centralist and federalist factions,
military”pronouncements” and civil unrest, a cash-strapped treasury, and the persistence of deep
racial divisions. In this context, the officials and appointees of the Mexican state developed
approaches towards antiquarian patrimony that diverged in significant ways from contemporary
practices in western Europe or the United States. The distinctiveness of these approaches derived
from a fundamental paradox of early Mexican nationalism. Elites of European descent desired

14 See for example Ignacio Bernal, Historia de la arqueologia en México (Mexico City: Editorial Porrua,
1992), Benjamin Keen, The Aztec Image in Western Thought (New Brunswick, NJ: Rutgers University Press, 1971),
and Jorge Caflizares-Esguerra, How to Write the History of the New World: Histories, Epistemologies, and Identities
in the Eighteenth-Century Atlantic World (Stanford, Stanford University Press, 2001).
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both to celebrate and to conscribe the country’s indigenous heritage, identifying pre-Hispanic
achievements as sources of national legitimacy and pride, while adhering to ideas of citizenship
and civilization that excluded most of Mexico’s population. By examining state uses of pre-
Hispanic antiquities during the national era, we can gain insight into the ways that Mexico’s
process of nation-building differed from those of other nineteenth-century states. We can also see
the establishment and elaboration of fundamental patterns, ways of interacting with the material
past that conditioned future developments in Mexican archaeology.

l. Treasures of the Indies

Prior to the mid-eighteenth century, the cultural policies of the Spanish empire placed
extremely little emphasis on the study or preservation of America’s material past. While some
indigenous American objects made their way intact into European collections, where they
excited the admiration of figures such as the artist Albrecht Direr and the humanist courtier
Pietro Martire d’Anghiera, these items were not used to carry out systematic investigations of the
societies that had produced them.™ Instead, such artifacts took on the status of “curiosities,”
objects notable for their rarity, beauty, or ability to provoke interest. Placed in collections or
“cabinets,” curiosities indicated the taste, wealth, and learning of their owners, and evoked neo-
Platonic ideas of a grand network of connections linking the diverse phenomena of the world.®
This sort of collecting, opportunistic and proudly eclectic rather than systematic or
comprehensive, exerted no discernible influence on official Spanish approaches towards
America’s material past. Although the Early Modern Spanish empire diligently gathered all sorts
of information about its territories through surveys “gathered and remitted in response to royal
orders in a hierarchical chain of local to central administrators,” a “bureaucratic tradition” known
as the Relaciones geograéficas, these surveys “for the most part requested only descriptions — not
physical specimens — of the geographic, demographic, and ethnographic characteristics of local
populations.”*” Moreover, the material submitted for the Relaciones geograficas does not seem

> For a discussion of “enthusiasm” and “pleasure” with which some Europeans regarded the material
productions of the newly conquered Aztec empire, see Keen, The Aztec Image, 64-5 and 69-70. Juan Pimentel also
discusses sixteenth-century collections of objects from the New World (a category that included plants and animals
as well as manmade artifacts), writing that “No hubo, sin embargo, en la Espafia de las Austrias una politica [de
coleccionismo] precisa y activa semejante a la que hubo tras las relaciones y los cuestionarios...Huelga decir que
miembros de la nobleza como Diego Hurtado de Mendoza o el conde de Guimeré contaban entre sus pertenencias
con idolos aztecas, por no mencionar a mecenas de la talla de Lastanosa. Pero también se sabe que ya en 1524 el
archiduque de Austria se habia hecho con un juego de plumas mexicanas. En esto no se diferenciaba de Carlos V. Y
ni mucho menos de Cosimo de Medici, quien tenia en 1539 una coleccion de vestidos indigenas y arte plumario
digna de un emperador. Es conocida la actividad colectora del principe Mauricio de Nassau en el Brasil holandés.
Pronto hubo mascaras procedentes de Teotihuacan en Florencia y loros novohispanos en colecciones tan
representativas como las de Schloss Ambras y Ferdinando Cospi.” Juan Pimentel, Testigos del mundo: Ciencia,
literatura y viajes en la llustracion (Madrid: Marcial Pons Historia, 2003), 157.

18 «“Through the revelation of hidden connections invisible to the uninitiated, and through the discovery of
an essential affinity between objects far removed from each other in geographical origin and in nature, collectors
offered their visitors a glimpse of the secret that lay at the heart of all things: that reality is all one and that within it
everything has its allotted place, answering to everything else in an unbroken chain.” Patrick Mauriés, Cabinets of
Curiosities (London: Thames & Hudson, 2002), 34.
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to have contained more than glancing notice of America’s pre-Hispanic sites, except as these
happened to define the local landscape.'® The same applied to other state-sponsored research on
the New World, such as that carried out by the Spanish physician and naturalist Francisco
Hernandez during the 1570s, which again focused on documents and testimonies rather than the
study of physical objects.'® The considerable interest that officials and agents of the Crown
displayed towards the history and ethnography of the Americas was not matched by similar
curiosity about pre-Hispanic material culture.

Other scholarship on the pre-Hispanic cultures of the Americas stemmed more from
personal interest and private efforts than from official directives, although these studies might
draw upon or became associated with the institutional apparatuses of the Church or state. As with
the information-gathering projects of the Crown, the work of scholarly priests such as Motolinia,
Jeronimo de Mendieta, or Bernardino de Sahagun did not involve an organized program of
research into the material past. Independent Spanish investigations into indigenous American
cultures also received a blow in the 1570s, when the government of Philip Il sought first to
centralize all such projects under the direction of Chronicler-Cosmographer of the Indies Juan de
Ovando, then, after Ovando died, to shut down such projects altogether.?’ Ignacio Bernal writes

" paula De Vos, “Natural History and the Pursuit of Empire in Eighteenth-Century Spain,” Eighteenth-
Century Studies, Vol. 40, No. 2 (Winter, 2007): 214.

18 «“This map locates the town of Solcuautla [Veracruz] at the top center...In the text that accompanies the
map a short description of each estate is given: most significant from the archaeological point of view is the mention
of each parcel with reference to cues or cuecillos (nahuatlfor ‘temple’ or ‘pyramid’, archaeological mounds)...Cues
are mentioned in this map as a feature of the Gulf coast landscape along with marshlands, hills, and untilled fields,
but by using the nahuatl term “cue’, the Spanish were acknowledging that they were artificial structures.” Chantal
Esquivias, “Cuecillos: Early Colonial mapping of Precolumbian mounds,” Antiquity, Vol. 76, No. 291 (March,
2002): 37.

9 Hernandez authored “an ethnographic volume that he called Antiquities of New Spain,” after “Philip Il of
Spain sent Herndndez to the New World to research and describe the natural history of the region, assess the
medicinal usefulness of the natural resources, and gather ethnographic materials for an anthropological history.”
Simon Varey, “Preface and Acknowledgments,” in The Mexican Treasury: The Writings of Dr. Francisco
Hernéndez, ed. Simon Varey, trans. Rafael Chabréan, Cynthia L. Chamberlin, and Simon Varey (Stanford: Stanford
University Press, 2000), xi. This work mentioned the material products of pre-Hispanic societies, but did not
concentrate on this subject matter, or analyze the clues that material objects provided to the past. The brief treatment
given to pre-Hispanic ruins can be seen in a discussion of the “Admirable Things of New Spain,” where Hernandez
wrote “Y en la misma [Yucatan] se ven ruinas de edificios fabricados con arte admirable; otras semejantes se
encuentran de la misma medida y que al contacto de la cosa mas insignificante se solian moverse y estremecerse,
pero ahora (segun dicen) estan inmoviles, porque debido a la injuria del tiempo y la incuria de los indios, se ha
perdido la piedra donde se encerraba oculta casi toda la fuerza de ese arte y estructura maravillosa,” before going
on to discuss a lake populated by axolotls, volcanoes and their eruptions, and a variety of natural springs with
curious chemical properties. Francisco Herndndez, ed. Ascension Hernandez de Ledn-Portilla, Antigliedades de la
Nueva Espafia (Madrid: Dastin Historia, 1986), 108.

20 «“There reached Spain from Mexico grave admonitions against the effect which might be produced by
these histories of the government and rites which the natives had, because, they said, any assistance in conserving
the memory of these beliefs, ceremonies, and superstitions could make it easier for the Indians to learn or remember
their ancient religion. As a consequence of so much disturbance on such a delicate theme, Philip 1 resolved, by a
cedula of April 22, 1577, to advise the Viceroy of New Spain ‘not to consent that in any manner anyone should
write things which concern the superstitions and manner of life which these Indians had..., for thus it is best for the
service of God.”” Demetrio Ramos, trans. Fintan B. Warren, “The Chronicles of the Early Seventeenth Century:
How They Were Written,” The Americas, Vol. 22, No. 1 (July, 1965): 42-3. This order did not halt all inquiries into
New Spain’s indigenous past, but may have dampened their subsequent influence. The Dominican friar Diego
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that from 1520 to 1670, “no excavations having even antiquarian objectives were carried out, but
descriptions were written, sometimes magnificent ones, of sites and monuments, and even
occasionally of objects.”?! During the late seventeenth century the Creole scholar Carlos de
Siguienza y Géngora, “the most learned (sabio) man of his era in Mexico,” did conduct some
small-scale excavations at the Pyramid of the Sun at Teotihuacan. These works were not
imitated, however, and Siguenza y Gongora’s descriptions of his work at Teotihuacan are
apparently lost.?? Ignacio Bernal labels the period from 1670 to 1750 as one of “Curiosos
investigadores de papeles antiguos,” in which scholars concentrated on gathering and
consolidating documentary sources rather than treating the material past itself as an important
focus of study.

Before the late eighteenth century, efforts to preserve the material remains of the pre-
Hispanic past were almost wholly restricted to indigenous communities, some of whose
members went to great lengths to hide objects that possessed spiritual or economic value. The
eighteenth-century Creole scholar Antonio de Ledn y Gama wrote that in the decades following
the conquest, “the Indians themselves, for fear of the Spanish, hid in the wild areas or buried in
the earth, not only their household gods, but all those jewels, gems and worked pieces, and
instruments of which they knew they could be despoiled.”?* According to Serge Gruzinski, the
“idolclasty” of the Spanish met a well-coordinated response from the Nahua clergy and nobility,
who arranged for the concealment and protection of “effigies and the numerous, equally precious
ceremonial objects.” These efforts dwindled over time, as “Death, forgetfulness, the reigning
confusion, the rotting of effigies and adornments, persecution and denunciation undermined the
network of clandestine sanctuaries everywhere.”?* Other members of colonial American society
sometimes reappropriated the pre-Hispanic material past, although these activities fell well
outside modern ideas of preservation. According to the Franciscan historian Jeronimo de
Mendieta, “some of the principal houses of Mexico” contained stone “idols...placed in the
corners of the foundation.”?® While such practices indicate the powerful symbolic charge carried

Duran, for instance, completed a major work in the 1580s that “numbers among the most important sources on
[Mexica] history. But his interest was apparently peculiar to himself, his chronicle soon lost, and his Dominican
brethren unconcerned by its supression.” David Brading, The First America, 124.

21 «“En resumen, durante estos 150 afios no se efectuaron exploraciones con fines siquiera anticuarios, pero
hubo descripciones, a veces magnificas, de sitios y monumentos, y en ocasiones aun de objetos.” Bernal, Historia de
la arqueologia, 44.

22 «“Dentro del moderno espiritu cartesiano indudablemente fue el hombre méas sabio de su época en
México...lleva a cabo la primera exploracién francamente arqueoldgica, en la que trata de utilizar un monumento
para esclarecer algin problema histérico. No sabemaos si escribié algo sobre esta exploracion, ya que, como sefialé,
la mayor parte de sus relatos histéricos o anticuarios se han perdido.” Ibid., 46-7.

28 «|_os mismos indios por temor de los espafioles escondieron en los montes y sepultaron en la tierra, no
solamente los idolos caseros, sino todas aquellas alajas, piedras y labrados, é instrumentos de que conocian
poderlos despojar.” Antonio de Ledn y Gama, ed. Carlos Maria de Bustamante, Descripcion historica y cronologica
de las dos piedras que con ocasion del nuevo empedrado que se esta formando en la plaza principal de México, se
hallaron en ella el afio de 1790, vol. 2 (Mexico City: Imprenta del ciudadano Alejandro Valdés, 1832), 81.

2 Serge Gruzinski, Images at War: Mexico from Columbus to Blade Runner (1492-2019), trans. Heather
MacLean (Durham and London: Duke University Press, 2001), 52-3 and 60.

% “Habia entre ellos grandes escultores de canterfa, que labraban cuanto querian en piedra, con guijarros
6 pedernales...como se echa hoy de de ver en algunas figuras de sus idolos que se pusieron por esquinas sobre el
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by the fragments of a vanquished empire, they also reveal European elites’ disinterest in using
material culture to investigate the pre-Hispanic past.

Instead of emphasizing study or preservation, then, colonial officials approached the
material remains of the pre-Hispanic past in whatever ways seemed likely to achieve the pressing
goals of economic gain, Christian evangelization, and social cohesion. In practice, this typically
meant that pre-Hispanic sites and artifacts were destroyed, melted down, dismantled, re-
purposed, or ignored by Spanish political and ecclesiastical authorities. In the case of objects that
possessed special cultural or spiritual significance to indigenous communities, many state and
ecclesiastical authorities were actively hostile. Sites and objects associated with indigenous
religions were subject to fierce assaults, both during the initial wave of evangelization and during
the periodic “extirpation of idolatry” campaigns that followed. According to Ledn y Gama, one
of the reasons why colonial officials smashed or buried pre-Hispanic objects was so that “their
sight would not cause the Indians to recall their former government and religion.”?® In 1531, the
bishop of Mexico City Juan de Zumarraga wrote of “five hundred temples razed to the ground,
and above twenty thousand idols of the devils they worshipped smashed and burned.”?” In 1562,
a ferocious Franciscan campaign against idolatry led Maya residents of the Yucatan to retrieve
“suspiciously old and mossy” figures from “the ruins of Coba,” in order to provide priests with
all of the idols that they demanded.?® In the Andes, the quest to root out reminders of indigenous
religions even extended to aspects of the natural world, such as a rock formation that held
important spiritual connotations.”® Such destructive activities might easily co-exist with priestly

cimiento en algunas casas principales de México, aunque no son de la obra curiosa que solian hacer.” Jerénimo de
Mendieta, ed. Joaquin Garcia Icazbalceta, Historia Eclesiastica Indiana (Mexico City: Antigua Libreria, F. Diaz de
Ledn and Santiago White, 1870), 403. Leon y Gama notes that after 1600, many of the pre-Hispanic carvings placed
into the corners of Mexico City houses were effaced or destroyed. Le6n y Gama, Descripcion historica 'y
cronolégica, vol. 2, 80. However, the practice of using pre-Hispanic stonework to decorate mansions continued
through the end of the colonial period and beyond. The palace of the counts of Santiago Calimaya, constructed in
1779, incorporated a large block of stone carved into the shape of a fanged serpent, which was placed on one of the
lower outside corners. Justino Fernandez, trans. Joshua C. Taylor, A Guide to Mexican Art (Chicago: The University
of Chicago Press, 1969), 95. Similarly, John Lloyd Stephens writes of the hacienda owner whose property contained
the ruins of Uxmal, “From the ruin to which all was hurrying, Don Simon cared only to preserve this serpent’s
head. He said that we might tear out and carry away every other ornament, but this he intended to build into the
wall of a house in Merida as a memorial of Uxmal.” John Lloyd Stephens, Incidents of Travel in Yucatan, vol. 2
(New York: Dover Publications, 1963), 179. As the serpent decorations remained at Uxmal decades later, however,
“Don Simén must not have carried out his plan.” Lawrence Gustave Desmond and Phyllis Mauch Messenger, A
Dream of Maya: Augustus and Alice Le Plongeon in Nineteenth-Century Yucatan (Albuquerque: University of New
Mexico Press, 1988), 79.

% “perg habiendose destruido los templos y casas despues de la conquista para fabricar la nueva ciudad,
se demolieron tambien muchas de sus piedras; otras se sepultaron en los cimientos, y las demas de que por entdnces
se habia hecho poco aprecio, se fuéron succesivamente destruyendo; ya por 6rden que para ello se dieron, con
pretesto de que & su vista no recordaran los indios su antiguo gobierno y religion...ya, por aprovecharse los duefios
de las fincas de los pedazos de unas piedras que no podian emplear enteras.” Le6n y Gama, Descripcidn historica y
cronoldgica, vol. 2, 79-80.

2" Esquivias, “Cuecillos,” 37.

%8 Inga Clendinnen, Ambivalent Conquests: Maya and Spaniard in Yucatan, 1517-1570 (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1987), 83.

% |n 1664, one ambitious Peruvian visitador discovered “a great pinnacle of rock ‘in the form of a human
head’, the features of which the notary felt especially obliged to remark upon. When they were questioned the
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research into the pre-Hispanic past, which was justified on the grounds of “know thy enemy.” By
gaining knowledge of pre-Hispanic beliefs and practices, priests such as Sahagun believed that
they could better identify and combat the subversion of Catholic evangelization.*

In other cases, artifacts and buildings were destroyed for reasons of economics or
expediency. Urban builders and rural proprietors in search of stone or other construction
materials looked to the remains of Native “temples and houses.” Such initiatives might not
emanate in any direct sense from the royal court; the geographical expanse of the Spanish
empire, the slowness of communications, the diversity of local conditions, and the weakness of
some monarchs meant that lower-level authorities exercised considerable autonomy on the
ground. Moreover, the destruction of the pre-Hispanic material past was not always a matter of
conscious intent, as many artifacts were damaged, lost, or destroyed through the passage of time
and lack of active preservation efforts; in Ledn y Gama’s words, through the “poco aprecio” that
they received.? Nevertheless, the destruction or dismantling of pre-Hispanic creations, whether
for ideological or other reasons, was a matter of accepted practice — as long as “treasures” were
searched for and divided according to the Laws of the Indies. These laws were partly directed
towards the advancement of the Catholic faith and the maintenance of public order, but their
overriding purpose was to secure royal access to metals and gemstones that had once been
worked by indigenous craftsmen.

The early modern Spanish state staked out a strong legal position concerning indigenous
American artifacts, partly based on “the traditional legal doctrine that all natural deposits of
precious metals belonged to the royal patrimony.”*? The “royal fifth,” a 20% tax on mineral
wealth, applied both to mining outputs and to cultural objects containing valuable metals or
gemstones. During the conquest and its aftermath, countless pre-Hispanic objects were melted
down and reshaped into interchangeable ingots to serve the needs of Spain’s sprawling, cash-
strapped empire.*® Throughout the sixteenth century the imperial government also issued laws

Indians explained that this was Vicho Rinri (the notary’s rendering), a huaca ancestor who was much celebrated in
dances and songs. Three attempts to dislodge the huaca with sticks and levers — the last of which involved a new,
thicker lever, an invocation of God and the addition of the exertions of the visitador — finally sent Vicho Rinri
plummeting into the ravine below.” Kenneth Mills, “The Limits of Religious Coercion in Mid-Colonial Peru,” Past
& Present, No. 145 (November, 1994): 105.

%0 «Of no value was the forethought which Sahagin had taken in times past concerning this point of view,
when he had justified the value of his work by the example of the need of a doctor to know a disease in order to give
a remedy, and by the fact that the knowledge of the ancient rites was the best aid to the missionary in order to
discover false conversions and hidden practices.” Ramos, “The Chronicles of the Early Seventeenth Century,” 43.

®! See quotation in footnote 26. Le6n y Gama, Descripcion histérica y cronolégica, vol. 2, 80.

2 D. A. Brading and Harry E. Cross, “Colonial Silver Mining: Mexico and Peru,” The Hispanic American
Historical Review, Vol. 52, No. 4 (November, 1972): 560.

%% The conquistador Bernal Diaz, who witnessed the division of Mexican treasures among the forces of
Hernan Cortés, wrote “It took us three days to examine it and remove all the embellishments with which it was
decorated...With the help of the Indian goldsmiths from Atzcapotzalco we began to melt this down into broad bars a
little more than two inches across.” Bernal Diaz, trans. J. M. Cohen, The Conquest of New Spain (London: Penguin
Books, 1963), 271-2. While Diaz noted that in this instance “The rich jewellery, however, was not stamped, since we
did not think it ought to be broken up,” other participants in the imperial project were less scrupulous. Sabine
MacCormack provides a memorable description of the destruction carried out by Spanish conquerors in the Inca
capital of Cuzco: “Before long, therefore, the gold plaques that adorned Coricancha were on their way to Seville.
The bodies of Inca rulers and their queens were despoiled of their gold and silver ornaments; the countless small
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relating specifically to the discovery and disposition of “treasures,” defined in 1536 as “gold,
silver, stones, pearls, copper, lead, tin, clothing and other things, whether they be in burials,
tombs, oques, houses or temples of the Indians, or in other places where they offered sacrifices to
their idols, and hidden or buried in houses, estates, the earth or any other location, whether it be
public, secret, conciliar or private property; offered to the sun, huacas, or idols; deliberately
sought out or found by accident.”** These laws asserted royal authority over any American
treasures that might be found, and made provisions for such finds to be registered, supervised,
and heavily taxed. Scant weight was given to the ethnographic or historical value of American
objects, but court policymakers were highly interested in the monetary wealth that such objects
represented, and committed to defending the Crown’s right to its cut.

At least as a matter of law, royal authority over mineral wealth took precedence over the
efforts of Catholic missionaries to suppress customary forms of indigenous worship. In practice,
of course, the interests of Church and Crown often overlapped. Royal authorities were generally
supportive of evangelization efforts, and the Habsburg emperor Charles V had issued a decree as
early as 1525 ordering the destruction or removal of indigenous shrines and “idols,” while
forbidding indigenous Americans to commit idolatry, eat human flesh, “or perform other
abominations against our holy Catholic faith and all natural reason.”*® In the 1536 law on
treasures, however, Charles clarified that Indians should not be “defrauded” of their property if
they had hidden it “out of fear or for another just cause.”* In 1537, Charles also ordered that

statuettes of llamas and people that had been deposited as offerings in sand of the square of Haucaypata were dug up
and melted down; the silver plaques that adorned the entrance of Atahuallpa’s palaced were removed; gold and
silver effigies of Inca rulers and their consorts were dragged from their shrines; the golden doors that gave access to
the cave at Pacaritambo whence the first Incas had emerged, and the two golden trees that flanked the doors, were
all dismantled, and where the hunger for precious metals did not reach, Christian zeal desecrated what was left.”
Sabine MacCormack, “History, Historical Record, and Ceremonial Action: Incas and Spaniards in Cuzco.”
Comparative Studies in Society and History, Vol. 43, No. 2 (April, 2001): 342. The actions of the Spaniards in
Cuzco were sanctioned at the highest state levels. In 1535, the Habsburg monarch Charles V ordered “that all the
gold and silver from Peru should be melted in the royal mints at Sevilla, Toledo, and Segovia,” resulting in the
destruction of those Incan objects which had managed to reach Spain intact. Samuel K. Lothrop, Inca Treasure As
Depicted by Spanish Historians (1938; repr., Los Angeles: The Southwest Museum, Administrator of the Fund,
1964), 46. Lothrop lamented that “so far as | am aware, not even one object from the loot of Peru has survived to
this day.”

# «De todos los tesoros que se hallaren en oro, plata, piedras, perlas, cobre, plomo, estafio, ropa y otras
cosas, asi en enterramientos, sepulturas, ogues, casas 6 templos de indios, como en otros lugares en que ofrecian
sacrificios & sus idolos, y escondidas 6 enterradas en casa, heredad, tierra u parte publica, secreta, concejil 6
particular, ofrecidas al sol, guacas 6 idolos, buscadas de propdsito 6 halladas acaso, se nos ha de pagar...” Ley I,
“Que de los tesoros hallados en sepulturas, oques, templos, adoratorios, 6 heredamientos de los indios sea la mitad
para el rey, habiendo sacado los derechos y quintos,” Titulo XII, “De los tesoros, deposito y rescates,” in
Recopilacion de leyes de los reinos de las Indias, vol. 3, fifth edition (Madrid: Boix, 1841), 68-9.

% “Ordenamos y mandamos...que en todas quellas [sic] provincias hagan derribar y derriben, quitar y
quiten los idolos, ares y adoratorios de la gentilidad, y sus sacrificios; y prohiben espresamente con graves penas a
los indios idolatrar y comer carne humana...y hacer otras abominaciones contra nuestra santa fe catolica y toda
razon natural, y haciendo lo contrario, los castiguen con much rigor.” Ley VII, “Que se derriben y quiten los
idolos, y prohiba & los indios comer carne humana,” Titulo I, “De la santa fé catolica,” in Recopilacion de leyes de
los reinos de las Indias, vol. 1, fifth edition (Madrid: Boix, 1841), 2.

% «__con que por esto no hayan de ser ni sean defraudados los indios de lo que tuvieren por suyo, para
tenerlo guardado 6 escondido por temor & por otra justa causa.” Ley II, “Que de los tesoros hallados en sepulturas,
oques, templos, adoratorios, 6 heredamientos de los indios sea la mitad para el rey, habiendo sacado los derechos y
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discoverers of tombs or temples should register the sites with royal treasury officials before
removing “gold, silver, and other things,” or else lose all rights to a share of the treasure.*’
Charles’ son, the Spanish monarch Philip 11, also took steps to establish the Crown as the sole
entity which could legitimately dispose of American wealth. In 1573, Philip expressed concern
that Indians might not reveal the location of hidden treasures for fear of being punished as
idolators, and ordered that common procedures apply to both Spanish and indigenous
discoverers.® Two years later, Philip criticized the behavior of both regional officials and local
churches in Peru, which had made unjustified claims of ownership over “the treasures that they
find.” (In this case, the treasures in question included not only man-made artifacts, but also the
lands and livestock “that superstition dedicated to light and the sun, and to the service of the
idols and huacas.”) The king emphasized that all such valuables “belong to Us, and not to
visitadores, churches, or private citizens.” In a clear statement of royal priorities, Philip ordered
that illicitly acquired livestock be sold, with all profits going to the Crown.*® Philip’s stance did
not contradict the Catholic agenda of evangelization, but the king’s claims did supersede the
interests of the Church. The 1575 decree emphasized, yet again, that secular and not religious
authorities had final control over the uses of pre-Hispanic objects.*

quintos,” Titulo XII, “De los tesoros, depdsito y rescates,” in Recopilacion de leyes de los reinos de las Indias, vol.
3, 69.

37 «E| que hallare sepulturas 6 adoratorios de indios antes de sacar el oro, plata y otros cosas que hubiere,
parezca ante los oficiales de nuestra real hacienda de la provincia 6 sus tenientes, donde los hubiere, y alli lo
manifieste y registre cuanto antes sea posible; y sin esta diligencia no lo aprehenda ni saque, pena de haber perdido
la parte que ha de haber, aplicada a nuestra cdmara.” Ley Ill, “Que el que hallare sepulturas las registre,” Titulo
XI1, “De los tesoros, depdsito y rescates,” in Idem.

% «En algunas provincias se presume que hay muchos tesoros escondidos y enterrados...y que los indios
no se atreven & descubrir, persuadidos & que no se les ha de dar parte, y han de ser castigados, y por estas causas
encubren minerales ricos de oro, plata y esmeraldas que labraban antes de aquel descubrimiento y ahora los tienen
ocultos: Ordenamos y mandamos que si los indios descubrieron guacas, enterramientos U otro cualquier tesoro 0
mina, se guarde con ellos todo lo ordenado respecto de los espafioles, sin hacer novedad ni admitir diferencia, de
forma que no reciban agravio, y se les dé todo el favor conveniente.” Ley 1V, “Que en el descubrimiento de tesoros,
guacas, enterramientos y minas se guarde con los indios lo ordenado con los espafioles,” Titulo XII, “De los
tesoros, depdsito y rescates,” in Idem.

% “pretenden los visitadores nombrados por los vireyes, presidentes y audiencias en sus distritos, tener
derecho & los tesoros que hallan; y si no hay descubridor en algunos adoratorios, guacas 6 partes donde los indios
acuden & sacrificar, pretenden los iglesias que les pertenecen, y asimismo las tierras, ganado, chaquiras, joyas y
otras cosas que eran de los Ingas [sic] del Perd, y dedicé la supersticion al rayo y sol, y servicio de los idolos y
guacas. Y porque todo lo referido, conforme & derecho y lo que esté proveido nos pertenece, y no a los visitadores,
iglesias ni personas particulares: declaramos y mandamos que asi se guarde y aplique & nuestra real hacienda, sin
diminucion, y que los vireyes, presidentes y oidores, y jueces para esto diputados, hagan vender en publica
almoneda todo el ganado que de esta forma se hallare, con asistencia de nuestros oficiales, y su procedido entre en
las cajas reales...” Ley V, “Que los visitadores é iglesias no tienen derecho & los tesoros ni bienes de adoratorios y
guacas, y el ganado se aplique al rey,” Titulo XII, “De los tesoros, dep6sito y rescates,” in ldem.

%0 Besides defending its financial interests, the Crown also sometimes placed the maintenance of public
order above the zeal of Catholic missionaries. In 1573, Philip Il ordered that the instruction of “los naturales, y sus
republicas” in “los misterios y articulos de nuestra santa fé catdlica” be carried out “con mucha prudencia y
discrecion...usando los medios mas suaves...y no comiencen a reprehenderles sus vicios, ni idolatrias, ni les quiten
las mugeres, ni idolos, porque no se escandalicen, ni les cause extrafieza la doctrina cristiana: ensefiénsela
primero, y después que estén instruidos, les persuaden & que de su propia voluntad dejen lo que es contrario a
nuestra santa fé catdlica, y doctrina evangélica, procurando los cristianos vivir con tal ejemplo, que sea el mejor y
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Finally, in 1595 Philip decreed a set of organized procedures for prospective treasure
hunters to follow, rules which once again emphasized royal rights to pre-Hispanic objects and to
the wealth that they represented. Those who wished to make their fortune by opening tombs or
searching out forgotten temples first had to make arrangements with royal administrators to pay
the Crown’s expected share of the treasure, and post a bond to insure against any damage that
might occur to private property in the course of excavations. Once royal officials were notified of
the prospective treasure, the law obligated them to appoint a trusted individual to supervise the
excavations and division of any finds. The law explicitly designated this appointee as a
representative of the Crown, to defend its interests with regards to “what by right belongs to
Us.”* As much as the intent of these colonial decrees differed from later Mexican archaeological
legislation, they established an enduring principle of the state’s right to claim ownership of pre-
Hispanic antiquities. In the eighteenth century this principle would be applied in new ways, to
aggrandize the cultural prestige of the Spanish empire.

1. Alligators and Idols

In 1752, Madrid’s Bourbon government issued an order that must have resulted in
grumbling throughout the Spanish American colonies. The royal edict, which viceroys were to
circulate among mine owners in Peru, New Spain, and New Granada, was part of the Crown’s
ongoing efforts to assume greater control over the administration and economic production of its
colonies.** Mine owners were instructed to answer a number of detailed questions, such as when

mas eficaz maestro.” Ley Il, Ordenanza 140, “Que hecha amistad con los naturales se les predique la santa fé
conforme & lo dispuesto,” Titulo IV, “De las pacificaciones,” in Recopilacion de leyes de los reinos de las Indias,
vol. 1, 101. These sorts of restrictions had little effect on the practice of evangelization, but did serve to emphasize
Crown claims to authority over indigenous Americans and their material creations.

* “Ordenamos que si alguno intentare descubrir tesoros en las Indias, capitule primero con Nos 6 los
vireyes, presidentes 6 gobernadores, la parte que se le ha de dar de lo que sacare, y obligandose con su persona y
bienes, con fianzas bastantes de que satisfard y pagara los dafios y menoscabos que de buscar el tesoro se siguieren
en las casas, heredades 0 posesiones & los duefios donde presumiere que esta, como fuere tasado por personas de
inteligencia y experiencia nombradas para ello, y hard el descubrimiento por su cuenta, y pagara de su hacienda
todas las costas y gastos necesarios (hecha esta prevencion) el virey, presidente 6 gobernador elija otra de
confianza, rectitud y satisfaccion, que vaya y asista con el descubridor, y tenga cuenta y razon de lo que se hallare,
con drden de que lo haga avaluar y tasar, y acuda al descubridor con la parte que le pertenece, conforme & lo
resuelto 6 por concierto ¢ capitulacion se le hubiere concedido, menos los derechos y quintos que & Nos pertenecen,
y traiga la restante cantidad a la parte que se le sefialare, dandonos aviso de todo y remitiéndolo & estos reinos. Y
asimismo ordenamos que para el cumplimiento de lo referido, y allanar las casas, heredades y posesiodes [sic] que
el descubridor sefialare, el virey, presidente 6 gobernador dé comision, encargando & la persona que ha de asistir
que use de ella con limitacion, y & las audiencias y justicias de las ciudades, villas y lugares donde se hubieren de
hacer las diligencias, que le den el favor y ayuda pedido y necesario la ejecucion, que Nos en virtud de esta ley
damos poder y facultad & los que fueren nombrados, para que en compafiia de los descubridores, 6 de quien su
poder tuviere, busquen los tesoros, y hagan todas las diligencias necesarias al descubrimiento y hallazgo, en que se
pondré el cuidado que todos deben tener, como hacienda que de derecho nos pertenece.” Ley I, “Que en descubrir
tesoros se guarde la forma de esta ley,” Titulo XII, “De los tesoros, depoésito y rescates,” in Recopilacion de leyes de
los reinos de las Indias, vol. 3, 68.

%2 The efficient extraction of wealth from Spain’s American colonies was a major priority of eighteenth-
and early nineteenth-century Bourbon rulers. In 1804, for example, the “councillor of the Indies and once visitador
general of Peru” Jorge Escobedo made a “reference to the colonies as “aquellos paises de donde queremos sacar el
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their mines were first discovered, how many workers their mines employed, and what methods
were used to extract metal from ores. The Crown also ordered proprietors to send mineral
specimens to Spain, the largest and finest pieces that their mines had produced. (Notably, the
edict did not include any mention of compensation for these “exquisite” samples.)** The
requested items would adorn the collections of the newly formed Real Gabinete de la Historia
Natural de las Minas, or Royal Museum of the Natural History of Mines. Contained within the
museum, the objects would both represent Spanish imperial power, and provide clues as to how
that power could be expanded.

The museum’s holdings, however, would encompass more than just metal and stone.
Towards the end of the edict, almost as an afterthought, the Crown made another request of its
American officials. Viceroys and governors were told to send the Real Gabinete “all manner of
curious things, which can be connected to the time of gentility [that is, before the Spanish
conquest of the Americas], formed into models or vessels of gold, as are customarily found in the
graves, or burial mounds, of the Indians, and the adornments that they wore, whatever metal or
material they may be, as well as instruments, or other things.”** It is possible that Spanish
authorities called for Indian artifacts in the hope that these would provide clues to the location of
mines worked before the conquest. Yet by bundling together the requests for mineral and cultural
artifacts, Spain’s imperial government also implicitly categorized the material remains of
America’s pre-Hispanic past as valuable objects that emerged from the earth, as aids to
technocratic governance, and as appropriate subjects for scholarly investigation.

A similar call for specimens was issued a quarter-century later, on behalf of the Real
Gabinete de Historia Natural (Royal Museum of Natural History). The better-favored and more
comprehensive descendant of the earlier natural history museum, the Real Gabinete de Historia
Natural was created in 1771 when the Guayaquil-born scholar Pedro Franco Davila arranged to

jugo’.” Jacques A. Barbier, “Peninsular Finance and Colonial Trade: The Dilemma of Charles I1\V’s Spain,” Journal
of Latin American Studies, Vol. 12, No. 1 (May, 1980): 33. Peter Bakewell writes that Escobedo’s words were “no
more than a plain statement of the prime aim of Bourbon policy toward America, formulated before the mid-
eighteenth century and applied mostly after then.” Peter Bakewell, A History of Latin America, c. 1450 to the
Present, second edition (Malden, MA: Blackwell Publishing, 2004), 289.

4« . sienalguna Mina, como suele suceder, se encontrare algun pedazo de Mineral exquissito por su
riqueza, y por su tamafio, este se enviara en caxon separado acompafiado de una noticia correspondiente...” Royal
circular transmitted by Viceroy of New Spain Juan Francisco de Giiemes y Horcasitas, Count of Revillagigedo, June
6, 1752. AGN-Bandos, vol. 4, exp. 28, f. 120. Other cases, however, suggest a more balanced relationship between
the Crown and those who donated to the royal collections. For example, when the Spanish government requested in
1771 that a large lump of gold belonging to a recently deceased resident of New Spain be sent to the Real Gabinete
de Historia Natural (Royal Museum of Natural History), authorities specified that the man's heirs be paid the
“lejitimo valor” of the metal. Royal order transmitted by Viceroy of New Spain Antonio Bucareli, October 26, 1771.
AGN-Reales Cédulas, vol. 99, exp. 130, f. 305. Moreover, the Crown took favorable note of those who sent
specimens to its institutions of learning, and for some ambitious subjects this may have been incentive enough. In
1802, for instance, the subdelegate of Huetamo sent a large piece of virgin copper to the Real Gabinete, upon which
thanks were transmitted in the royal name. Letter from Joseph Caballero to Viceroy of New Spain Félix Berenguer
de Marquina, June 19, 1802. AGN-Reales Cédulas, vol. 185, exp. 73, f. 75.

“ «\/ltimamente, que cada Virrey, 6 Governador vaya enviando 4 Espafia...todas las cosas curiosas, que
pueda juntar del tiempo de la Gentilidad, ya sean modelos, o vasijas de Oro, de los, que suelen encontrarse en los
Entierros, 6 Tolas de los Yndios, y adornos de los, que usaban, de qualesquiera metal, 6 material, que sean, ya
instrumentos, U otras cosas...” Royal circular transmitted by Viceroy of New Spain Juan Francisco de Giiemes y
Horcasitas, Count of Revillagigedo, June 6, 1752. AGN-Bandos, vol. 4, exp. 28, f. 120.
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donate his extensive collections to the Crown in exchange for the position of museum director.*®
Once installed in his new post, Davila gave free rein to his collecting impulses and employed the
machinery of imperial administration to amass all sorts of strange and wonderful specimens.
According to one royal official, the Real Gabinete de Historia Natural would survey “not only
the animals, vegetables, minerals, rare stones and whatever Nature produces in the vast
Dominions of His Majesty, but also all that it is possible to acquire from foreign lands.”*® In
1776 administrators throughout the Spanish empire received a pamphlet, likely written by
Davila, which described the many items desired for inclusion in the museum’s collections. The
requests were often extravagant; one can imagine the reaction of colonial authorities asked to
locate massive boa constrictors, poisonous vipers, eagles with two heads, scorpions, rheas,
hammerhead sharks, several varieties of narwhal, and the largest caimans, alligators, and
crocodiles that it was possible to obtain.*’ Far less sweeping or ambitious, however, was a small
section at the end of the pamphlet. A paragraph titled “Curiosities of Art” (which consumed less
than a tenth as much space as an earlier section devoted to seashells) stated:

As the intention of the king is to complete his Cabinet to the extent possible, not only
with the substances comprehended in the three kingdoms of nature (mineral, vegetable
and animal), but also with other curiosities of art, such as clothes, arms, instruments,
furniture, machines, idols and other things used by the ancient Indians, or other nations,
we would appreciate whatever pieces can be acquired from any of these categories, such
as the a%iquities of the Indians, Quipos, and any other items that continue to exist in the
present.

** Although the agreement between Davila and the Crown was reached in 1771, the Royal Museum of
Natural History only opened to (well-dressed members of) the public in 1776. Maria de los Angeles Calatayud
Arinero, “Pedro Franco Davila: Aspectos de una vida,” in Diana Soto Arango, Miguel Angel Puig-Samper, and
Maria Dolores Gonzéalez-Ripoll, eds., Cientificos criollos e Ilustracién (Madrid: Ediciones Doce Calles, 1999), 174-
6.

“® “E] Rey ha establacido en Madrid un Gabinete de Historia Natural en que se retinan no sélo los
animales, vegetales, minerales, piedras raras y cuanto produce la Naturaleza en los vastos Dominios de S.M., sino
también todo lo que sea posible adquirir de los extrafios.” Letter from Joseph de Galvez to Viceroy of New Spain
Antonio Maria de Bucareli y Ursta, May 10, 1776. Reprinted in Ernesto Lemoine Villicafia, “Instruccion para
aumentar las colecciones del gabinete de historia natural de Madrid — 1776, Estudio preliminar,” Boletin del Archivo
General de la Nacidn, Segunda Serie, Vol. 2, No. 2 (April-June, 1960): 223.

* “Instruccién hecha de orden del Rey N.S. para que los virreyes, gobernadores, corregidores, alcaldes
mayores e intendentes de provincias en todos los dominios de S.M. puedan hacer escoger, preparar y enviar a
Madrid todas las producciones curiosas de naturaleza que se encontraren en las tierras y pueblos de sus distritos, a
fin de que se coloquen en el Real Gabinete de Historia Natural que S.M. ha establacido en esta corte para beneficio e
instruccion puablica.” Reprinted in Lemoine Villicafia, “Instruccion para aumentar las colecciones del gabinete de
historia natural de Madrid,” 207-12. Terry Rugeley points out that in an 1804 conflict between the priest Raymundo
Pérez and “the peasants in his backwater Tabascan parish of Macuspana,” over the excessive demands Pérez placed
on the community, “[flrom the peasants’ point of view, the worst indignation was having to hunt alligators to satisfy
Pérez’s demands for tribute.” Terry Rugeley, Yucatan’s Maya Peasantry and the Origins of the Caste War (Austin:
University of Texas Press, 1996), 23.

*8 “Como la intencién del rey es completar cuanto sea posible su Gabinete, no solamente de las substancias
comprendidas en los tres reinos de la naturaleza: mineral, vegetal y animal, sino también de otras curiosidades del
arte, como son vestidos, armas, instrumentos, muebles, maquinas, idolos y otras cosas de que usaron los antiguos
indios, u otras naciones, sera muy estimable cualquier pieza de aquella clase que se pudiere adquirir, como por
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Once again the material remains of America’s pre-Hispanic past were incorporated, if only in a
minor way, into the architecture of enlightened Bourbon governance. To take full stock of the
land and its resources, it was necessary for royal institutions to consider “curiosities of art” along
with the productions of the natural world. Spain’s government therefore asserted its rights over
pre-Hispanic objects, seeking to possess and preserve them in order to advance the interests of
the empire and its rulers.

We have already seen that the Spanish government had longstanding claims on material
objects created before the conquest of the Americas. The placement of pre-Hispanic objects in
state museums, though, represented a striking departure from the way that those claims had
traditionally been expressed. As late as 1753 or 1754, colonial officials in the viceroyalty of New
Spain ordered that a large, impressive carving of an Aztec emperor be effaced, an indication that
such artifacts were still targets of local suspicion.*® Why, then, did peninsular agents of the
Crown specifically seek out pre-Hispanic antiquities for inclusion in state museums? What
caused the shift, slight though it was, away from destruction and neglect and towards
preservation and display? While the 1752 and 1776 calls for specimens were less than explicit
about the purposes that such collecting was meant to serve, it is possible to sketch out the broad
trends that led state officials to embrace an expanded antiquarian mission.

One partial explanation is that eighteenth-century Spanish authorities continued to view
antiquities as a form of wealth, but had broadened their definition of wealth to include more than
precious metals and gems. The Bourbon rulers who took power in Spain after the 1714
conclusion of the War of the Spanish Succession put into place a number of policies to promote
learning, emphasizing that knowledge itself was a valuable commodity. A branch of the French
ruling family, Spain’s Bourbon monarchs founded or promoted cultural institutions resembling
those found north of the Pyrenees, including academies and museums. These trends in Spanish
government became especially pronounced during the reign of Carlos 111 (1759-1788), who
embraced Enlightenment ideals in order to centralize and rationalize the administration of an
empire that many Spanish elites feared was in decline. Carlos I11 and many of his administrative
appointees saw themselves as pragmatic patrons of learning, fostering the “technical skill and
practical knowledge” that would “increase the strength of the state and the prosperity of its

ejemplo algunas antiguallas de los indios, Quipos, y otros que en el dia subsisten.” “Instruccidn hecha de orden del
Rey N.S. para que los virreyes, gobernadores, corregidores, alcaldes mayores e intendentes de provincias en todos
los dominios de S.M. puedan hacer escoger, preparar y enviar a Madrid todas las producciones curiosas de
naturaleza que se encontraren en las tierras y pueblos de sus distritos, a fin de que se coloquen en el Real Gabinete
de Historia Natural que S.M. ha establacido en esta corte para beneficio e instruccién pablica.” Reprinted in
Lemoine Villicafia, “Instruccion para aumentar las colecciones del gabinete de historia natural de Madrid,” 218.

*% «“Hasta aquel tiempo, y muchos afios despues permanecieron dos hermosas estatuas de grande magnitud,
curiosamente grabadas de bajo relieve en dos durisimos pefiascos del cerro de Chapultepec, una mayor que otra: la
que miraba a la parte del Norte representaba al rey Axayacatl, y la otra que miraba & la ciudad por el rumbo del
Oriente, era retrato de su hijo el gran emperador Moteuhzoma. La primera no alcancé yo & vér; pero existia aun en
principios de este siglo, como me aseguraron varias personas que la vieron: despues se di¢ drden de picarla, y asi
borrada, vi la pefia donde estuvo esculpida, cuando veia juntamente la segunda que permaneci6 gravada con gran
perfeccion, hasta los afios de 1753, ¢ 754 en que tambien se mandd borrar.” Ledn y Gama, Descripcidn histdrica y
cronoldgica, vol. 2, 80. Additionally, in 1741 religious officials in town of Acatlan, located in the present-day state
of Oaxaca, made it clear that finding and destroying “Ydolos” that had been buried in a nearby hill was a major local
concern. (It should be noted, however, that in this case it is difficult to know exactly what was meant by the word
“Ydolo.” It may be that the “idols” in question were not pre-Hispanic artifacts, but objects used for some
unacceptably heterodox form of Catholic worship.) See AGN-Indios, vol. 55, exp. 60.
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subjects.”®® They faced additional pressure to implement reforms and seek out information after
the 1763 conclusion of the Seven Years War, which saw Spain and France lose overseas
territories and influence to an ascendant Great Britain. In the expanding theaters of imperial
competition, where political boundaries were often fluid, effective control over territory
depended on the accurate knowledge of geography, environments, resources, and human
populations. Projects to describe and order the natural and manmade contents of the landscape
therefore implicitly supported the appropriation of the land itself.>*

Besides furthering the concrete goals of political and technological control over the
natural and human worlds, the establishment of state museums advertised the progress of
scholarship and learning within the Spanish empire. During the eighteenth century, public
museums founded or supported by state action mushroomed across Europe.* The British
Museum, for example, was formed in 1753 after the Irish-born doctor and traveler Sir Hans
Sloane left his massive personal collections, which contained objects representing “all three
Natural Kingdoms, Antiquities, Anatomy, and many Curiosities,” to “the King for the nation.
In France, natural history collections at the Jardin du Roi were “definitively named a ‘cabinet of
natural history,”” in 1729, while in Russia a museum of natural history opened to the public in
1719, the “nucleus” of which was “the famed natural history collection of the Dutch anatomist

553

% John Lynch, Bourbon Spain, 1700-1808 (Cambridge, MA: Basil Blackwell, 1989), 259-60.

> “Determined to transform these viceroyalties into colonies, the Spanish Bourbons turned to the new
sciences. The Spanish empire had long been losing territories along with status and prestige in the New World to
other European powers. Some Spanish intellectuals maintained that the loss of territories began with losses in the
struggle over naming, surveying, and remembering. The writing of histories of ‘discovery’ and colonization and the
launching of cartographic and botanical expeditions therefore became priorities for the state, and many such
expeditions visited the New World.” Jorge Caflizares-Esguerra, Nature, Empire, and Nation: Explorations of the
History of Science in the Iberian World (Stanford: Stanford University Press, 2006), 122. See also Mary Louise
Pratt, Imperial Eyes: Travel Writing and Transculturation (London and New York: Routledge, 1992), 15-37.
Besides the symbolic power inherent in acts of naming and classification, natural history expeditions could also
advance political goals in more straighforward ways, through reconnaissance, espionage or subversion. A document
written in 1782 by José de Galvez reveals the fear of Spanish officials when confronted with a seemingly innocuous
party of four Germans, charged with collecting and describing the plants and animals of the Americas on behalf of
Prussia's Imperial Cabinet and Garden. Although the researchers were permitted to enter the territory of New Spain
as a favor to the Prussian monarch, the anxious Galvez urged that they be surreptitiously watched at all times,
“cohonestando esta providencia con titulo de cortejo que se les hace, or de auxilio que se les presta para maior
seguridad de sus personas 6 mejor acierto en sus operaciones,” so that “los citados comisionados no abusen del
permiso que se les ha concedido con franqueza, ni se ocupen en otros objetos que los referidos.” While this letter
illustrates Spain's paranoia regarding foreign access to its colonies, it is not that difficult to see the reasoning behind
such fears. A natural history expedition indeed offered excellent cover for military as well as scientific fact-
gathering. Letter from José de Galvez to the viceroy of New Spain, August 3, 1782. AGN-Reales Cédulas, vol. 23,
exp. 25, fs. 60-1.

%2 paula Findlen, Possessing Nature: Museums, Collecting, and Scientific Culture in Early Modern Italy
(Berkeley and Los Angeles: University of California Press, 1994), pp. 394-5.

> William T. Stearn, The Natural History Museum at South Kensington: A History of the British Museum
(Natural History), 1753-1980 (London: William Heinemann Ltd., 1981), 6 and 8. The first quote is taken from an
account “written in Swedish in 1748 by Pehr Kalm and translated into English in 1892 as Kalm's Account of a Visit
to England (pp. 97-106).” Stearn, The Natural History Museum, 6.
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Fredrik Ruysch.”>* Unlike the earlier cabinets of curiosities, which were meant to produce
startling juxtapositions or evoke mystical connections between different items, these new
institutions were intended to rationally order, understand and control both the natural and social
worlds.> Their presence in imperial capitals, therefore, was an indication of state commitment to
the acquisition of knowledge. As European writers increasingly depicted Spain as an empire long
past its prime, sunk in a slough of ignorance, superstition, and obsession with idle luxury, the
establishment of state museums was one of the ways that Spanish governments could assert an
alternate claim to dynamism and international competitiveness.>®

It was hardly inevitable, however, that the pursuit of knowledge and the advertisement of
enlightened rule would lead to the study of the material past. The French collections at the Jardin
du Roi, for instance, encompassed “animals, minerals, and dried plants but not antiquities.”®’ If
antiquities were not essential to museums, neither were they obligatory subjects of state
information-gathering efforts. As mentioned above, the Spanish bureaucracy had sought to
acquire accurate knowledge of the empire’s territories long before the dawn of the eighteenth
century. At the height of Habsburg rule, peninsular officials had attempted to gather and compile
reliable information about the reaches of the empire, using mechanisms such as the Relaciones
geogréficas.”® Bourbon officials intensified the pursuit of knowledge and placed a new emphasis
on the collection of physical specimens, but if the Habsburg monarchs had chosen to
systematically study and collect the material remains of the past, they had readily available
means at their disposal to do so. The question thus arises of why, specifically, eighteenth-century
Spanish officials came to consider American antiquities worthy of study along with the products
of the natural world. What new meanings did antiquity assume in the discourses of the
Enlightenment? Did Catholic antagonism towards such artifacts decline? How were
developments in the Iberian Peninsula connected to processes occurring at the Spanish empire’s
periphery?

One reason why the collection of antiquities might have appeared as a worthwhile
endeavor was the emergence of “rational” forms of antiquarianism, ethnography, and
historiography during the eighteenth century. Although authors such as the Scottish William

> Anita Guerrini, “Duverney's Skeletons,” Isis, Vol. 94, No. 4 (December, 2003): 592, and Alexander
Vucinich, Science in Russian Culture: A History to 1860 (Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1963), 58.

% «By the early eighteenth century ideas about the function of the museum began to change, although
historians debate the extent and rate of that change. The all-encompassing cabinet of curiosities began to make way
for more specialized collections, and the individual collector began to be displaced by institutions. The public and
permanent institution of the museum replaced the private collection dependent on a single collector.” Guerrini,
“Duverney's Skeletons,” 591-592.

*® An equivalent process can be seen in the eighteenth-century Spanish sponsorship of overseas
expeditions. Jorge Cafizares-Esguerra argues that the “wholesale attack on Spain as a non-European frontier, or as
the “other’ in Europe, at times took on comical proportions. In Spain, however, it generated great anxiety, which
created the political will to send out many scientific expeditions... There was, to be sure, a utilitarian streak behind
all these expeditions by which the Spanish Bourbons struggled to revamp the empire. Yet a strong nationalistic
undercurrent underlined all efforts...the new expeditions were to prove to northern Europeans that Spaniards were
reliable philosophical observers.” Cafiizares-Esguerra, How to Write the History of the New World, 159-60.

> Guerrini, “Duverney’s Skeletons,” 592.

%8 See Caflizares-Esguerra, Nature, Empire, and Nation, 7-13, and De Vos, “Natural History and the Pursuit
of Empire,” 214.
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Robertson and the French Georges-Louis Leclerc, comte de Buffon disagreed with each other
about various issues, including the application of overarching *“systems” to history, they were
part of a movement to categorize and evaluate documentary information about the human past
with the same skeptical rigor that was increasingly being applied to investigations in natural
history and philosophy. Bruce Trigger writes that Robertson and his associates engaged in “the
comparative study of living peoples whose cultures were judged to be at different levels of
complexity and arrang[ed] these cultures to form a logical, usually unilinear, sequence from
simple to complex...it was believed that these sequences could be regarded as historical ones and
used to examine the development of all kinds of social institutions.”*® Enlightenment writers on
human affairs thus held out the tantalizing possibility that properly constituted scholarship could
provide practical, utilitarian knowledge of human societies. Intellectual developments in the
1700s also included the creation of formal structures to encourage investigation of the material
past. Members of the London Society of Antiquaries, “founded in 1717 and received its charter
in 1751,” pursued research on “medieval England;” the British Society of Dilettanti, “founded in
1734...made important contributions...to classical archaeology;” the German art historian
Johann Winckelmann “was appointed papal antiquary” in 1763 and “helped lay the foundations
for the long tradition of passionate German involvement with the classical Mediterranean.”®°
These developments did not represent the first European instances of organized antiquarian
activity, which can be dated back at least to the 1600s, but they do serve as indications of
antiquarianism’s growing intellectual and social prominence during the eighteenth century.

The development of more systematic, “rational” approaches to the past was entangled
with concurrent changes in religious beliefs and institutions. In Spain as elsewhere in the
Christian world, the eighteenth century saw the emergence of new approaches to faith, which
“attempt[ed] to downplay revelation in favour of reason.”®* Some of the foremost Enlightenment
crusaders against “superstition” were priests or members of religious orders, such as the Spanish
Benedictine Benito Gerénimo Feijéo y Montengro.®? The social and political contexts of
Christianity were also changing during the eighteenth century, as European monarchs attempted
to assert the power of the state over that of the church. In the Spanish empire, such efforts were
embodied by state actions such as the 1767 expulsion of the Jesuit order, a 1795 decree which
ended clerical immunity from royal justice, and orders to sell off Church property which were
issued in 1798 and 1804.% The enactment of policies to curb the power of the Catholic Church

% Bruce Trigger, A History of Archaeological Thought (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 1989),
59.

% |bid., 66, and Dyson, In Pursuit of Ancient Pasts, 2-5.

® Dorinda Outram, The Enlightenment (Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2005), 39.
82 “[Feijoo] was a man of encyclopedic learning and a prolific writer who was appalled by the tragic
decadence of eighteenth-century Spain. Intent on eradicating ignorance, superstition, and cultural langour, he sought
to enhance the welfare of Spaniards by educating them not only in medicine but alsoin such diverse subjects as
agriculture, physics, biology, chemistry, geology, history, economics, and mathematics.” Richard G. Anderson,
“Benito Feijoo, Medical Disenchanter of Spain,” Journal of the History of Medicine and Allied Sciences, Vol. 55,
No. 1 (January, 2000): 68.

% Brading, The First America, 467-8 and 512. Brading writes that “In effect, if the religious orders had
figured as the prime target for reform during the early years of Charles I11’s reign, by the 1780s the privileges and
wealth of the secular clergy became the chief object of attack...Campomanes and other ministers now defined the
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meant that many Spanish administrators were under less pressure than previously to enforce
strict religious orthodoxy. In the viceroyalty of New Spain, these broader trends towards
increased flexibility in religious matters were aided by the apparent success of earlier campaigns
of evangelization. At least in central Mexico, conversion had occurred with sufficient
thoroughness as to greatly diminish elite fears of backsliding and paganism. All of these factors
played roles in opening up the possibility of state-directed investigations into America’s pre-
Hispanic past.

Besides changes in antiquarian and religious practices, the eighteenth century was also a
period in which European racial attitudes were beginning to place a greater emphasis on the
biological differences that marked the world’s populations. As Keith Thomas has argued, when
Europeans began to believe that the natural world should be understood on its own terms, rather
than as something subordinate to human life and society, they also began to blur the distinctions
between humans and other sorts of living beings. While Thomas claims that this perceptual shift
led to a new appreciation and respect for plants and animals, he also notes that the eighteenth
century saw the resurgence of the idea that the general category of humanity could be divided
into different grades, with some groups accounted physically and mentally inferior to others.®
Although the ascription of inferiority to non-Europeans was not a new phenomenon, during the
sixteenth and seventeenth centuries such beliefs referenced cultural factors, the harsh judgment
of God, or the constraints of the local environment. Sixteenth-century arguments such as those
put forward by Juan Ginés de Sepulveda, that indigenous Americans met the criteria for
Avristotle's category of “natural slaves,” were ultimately rejected by Spanish policymakers.®
Moreover, once the full humanity of American peoples had been admitted, belief in the
universality of the human soul acted as a great leveler (in theory if not always in practice), as all
men could aspire to the same heaven. In the eighteenth century, however, the rise of secularism
and changing attitudes towards the natural world fractured the perceived unity of the human
species. Although thinkers like Rousseau would positively contrast "natural” states with the
corruption of Western civilization, such praise widened rather than bridged the perceived
differences between groups.®® The pernicious question of who could claim full humanity, and

Church as a privileged corporation within the State, whose rights and property derived from the Crown’s
concession. And what the State or sovereign conferred, it could equally retract.” Ibid., 512.

8 “In the eighteenth century, therefore, popular and learned notions about animals combined to weaken the
orthodox doctrine of man's uniqueness. To say that there was no firm line between man and beast was to strike a
blow at human pride. That pride, however, was salvaged, at least for Europeans, by the emergence of doctrines
which would nowadays be called racialist.” Keith Thomas, Man and the Natural World: Changing Attitudes in
England 1500-1800 (New York and Oxford: Oxford University Press, 1983), 135.

% As Anthony Pagden makes clear in The Fall of Natural Man, the view of Indians which ultimately
prevailed in the sixteenth century was one which depicted indigenous Americans as child-like rather than brutish.
This position was first sketched by the Salamanca theologian Francisco de Vitoria, who argued that “the Indians
were not simply irrationales or some other species of beast-men. As he had written to [Miguel de] Arcos five years
earlier, ‘If the Indians were not men, but monkeys, they would be incapable of injury.” They would also be Spanish
property since animals have no territorial rights, and the whole matter would be a simple question of human law. But
any common-sense observation would be enough to demonstrate that ‘these are men (sunt illi homines)’.” Anthony
Pagden, The Fall of Natural Man: The American Indian and the origins of comparative ethnology (Cambridge:
Cambridge University Press, 1982), 68.

% Dorinda Outram offers a useful look at the ambiguity of European ideas about nature and “exotic”
peoples, and points out that the same concepts of “naturalness” applied to non-Europeans were also crucial to
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who was more beast than man, efficiently ratified colonial hierarchies by making them the
results of inescapable differences. The full florescence of scientific racism would only occur in
the wake of Charles Darwin's 1859 publication of The Origin of Species, but its early buds may
be seen in eighteenth-century debates as to whether Indians and Europeans were the products of
separate creations, or whether the supposedly cold and wet climate of the New World had
debilitated the bodies and minds of its inhabitants.®” These changing views of race provided
further reasons why the collection of antiquities could serve similar functions to the collection of
plants and animals. When it became possible to view American antiquities as representative
specimens, rather than just curiosities, these could become suitable objects of imperial
knowledge.

In this light, is notable that the 1776 request for manmade objects focused almost entirely
on items produced by American Indians. While there is a brief nod to the artifacts of “other
nations,” the pamphlet's writer made no mention of anything exclusively pertaining to classical
European antiquity. Such objects certainly could have been found, as the Spanish empire
included substantial holdings in Italy. Before his ascension to the Spanish throne, the future
Carlos 111 had overseen excavations at the ancient Roman cities of Herculaneum and Pompeii,
which had produced some remarkable finds. These Roman artifacts, however, were placed in
museums close to Naples, and were not assimilated into the Bourbons' natural history
collections. In fact, when Carlos 111 left Naples in 1759 to become king of Spain, he deliberately
left behind all artifacts from the excavated cities, even removing a cherished Roman ring from
his finger moments before departure.®® By contrast, although the 1776 instruction booklet
acknowledged that Indian artifacts did not exactly belong to “the three kingdoms of nature,” it

eighteenth-century thinking about gender. Her comments on women's supposed links to nature provide a valuable
perspective for thinking about contemporary European approaches to the Americas: “Women were increasingly
defined as closer to ‘nature’ than were men, as well as being more determined by ‘nature,” meaning anatomy and
physiology. Women were especially affected by a definition of nature as that realm upon which mankind acts, partly
to manipulate, partly to render intelligible. ‘Nature’ could be taken to be that part of the world, which human beings
have understood, mastered and made their own...In spite of the Enlightenment tendency to define the ‘natural’ as
‘the good,” women's equation with “nature’ did not operate in such a way as to giver her equality with or superiority
over men; rather, paradoxically, it operated to place women at one remove from men, to define them as ‘the other’:
as that which has to be defined, rather than that whose nature is obvious and right.” Outram, The Enlightenment, 83-
84. See also Ibid., 66-67 and 74-79.

%7 The notion that some of the world's peoples might not trace their ancestry back to the Biblical Adam was
“first raised as an issue in modern times by the French Calvinist librarian Isaac de La Peyréere (1594-1676) in 1655.”
Trigger, A History of Archaeological Thought, 112. In the seventeenth century, however, La Peyrére's ideas were
given little credence. According to Anthony Grafton, La Peyrére's book on Pre-Adamic Men “brought down on its
author a fantastic storm of abuse and refutation - twelve full-scale rebuttals in the first year alone... [La Peyrére] was
discredited, and finished his life in a sort of honorable house arrest with the Oratorian fathers, the object of one of
the first great intellectual smear campaigns in modern history.” Anthony Grafton, with April Shelford and Nancy
Siraisi, New Worlds, Ancient Texts: The Power of Tradition and the Shock of Discovery (Cambridge, MA and
London: The Belknap Press of Harvard University Press, 1992), 237-9. By the second half of the eighteenth century,
however, the possibility of separate creations was an acceptable subject for philosophical speculation. See Trigger, A
History of Archaeological Thought, 112 and Stephen Jay Gould, The Mismeasure of Man (New York and London:
W.W. Norton & Company, 1996), 71-4. For arguments invoking the damaging effects of the American climate, see
Keen, The Aztec Image, 249-51.

%8 Félix Fernandez Murga, “El rey y Napoles: Las excavaciones arqueoldgicas,” in Carlos 111y la
ilustracion, Vol. 1, ed. Comision Nacional Organizador del Bicentenario, Ministerio de Cultura (Spain: Lunwerg
Editores, 1988), 384.
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also indicated that such objects would serve to “complete” a natural history museum. Without
denying that American Indians were men with rational souls, the museum director Pedro Franco
Dévila and his associates drew an unspoken distinction between American and European
artifacts. Unlike the Roman objects, which were acknowledged as the irreplaceable patrimony of
Italy, in this case American antiquities were not assumed to possess great symbolic resonance.
Instead, indigenous artifacts and the peoples who had made them were treated simply as parts of
the environmental matrix in which Spain had embedded its colonies, having no greater meaning
for the residents of the Americas than would a particularly fine stone or exotic animal.®

Despite his American birth, Davila had spent a considerable portion of his adult life in
France, and therefore was likely to have been influenced by the intellectual trends of
northwestern Europe. Other representatives of the Spanish state might adopt alternate approaches
to the material remains of America’s pre-Hispanic past, placing more emphasis on the impressive
cultural achievements of indigenous American societies. Praising the might of American empires
was, after all, an indirect way of praising the military prowess of the Spanish conquistadores.”
Spanish officials might also focus on perceived cultural connections between the Old and New

% The association between antiquities and natural history also appeared in other contexts, such as the
expedition led by the Italian-born naval officer Alejandro Malaspina between 1789 and 1794. Malaspina and his
men surveyed a variety of lands touching the Pacific, as well as the southeast coast of South America. Over the
course of their travels, the expeditionaries described numerous plants and animals, made astronomical observations,
took multiple readings with a barometer and thermometer, updated Spanish maps, and inquired into the methods
employed by colonial mines. Malaspina was also charged with collecting and bringing to Spain documents formerly
owned by the Italian scholar Lorenzo Boturini, which represented the largest body of indigenous-language sources
relating to pre-Hispanic Mesoamerican society available at the time. However, the collection never left the
viceroyalty of New Spain, which Jorge Cafiizares-Esguerra argues was the result of a “vast Creole conspiracy to
keep indigenous sources.” Jorge Cafizares-Esguerra, How to Write the History of the New World: Histories,
Epistemologies, and Identities in the Eighteenth-Century Atlantic World (Stanford: Stanford University Press, 2001),
303.

Although the collection of pre-Hispanic artifacts was not a major focus of the expedition as a whole,
Malaspina seems to have been personally interested in American antiquities. Virginia Gonzalez Claveran,
Expedicion cientifica de Malaspina en Nueva Espafia, 1789-1794 (Mexico City: El Colegio de México, 1988), 101.
At Port Mulgrave, located in modern-day Alaska, Malaspina noted in his log “the acquisition of the tools, arms and
products [from the local Tlingit community] that | had to assemble for the Real Gabinete in Madrid.” Malaspina also
removed several objects from a Tlingit burial ground, “for the Real Gabinete,” in the belief that they could “shed so
much light on the religious principles of these peoples.” Alejandro Malaspina, ed. and trans. Andrew David, Felipe
Fernandez-Armesto, Carlos Novi and Glyndwr Williams, The Malaspina Expedition, 1789-1794: Journal of the
Voyage by Alejandro Malaspina, Volume 11, Panama to the Philippines (London and Madrid: The Hakluyt Society,
in association with the Museo Naval, 2003), 113 and 120. As John Kendrick comments, “the deliberate collection of
articles for scientific purposes was a departure from the habits of other western Europeans; the few artifacts brought
back from earlier Spanish voyages seem to have been purchased casually as souvenirs.” John Kendrick, Alejandro
Malaspina: Portrait of a Visionary (Montreal & Kingston: McGill-Queen's University Press, 1999), 57. By
collecting information on the indigenous peoples of the Americas, including their past or present artifacts, Malaspina
seems to have hoped to discover the principles whereby these groups could be most beneficially incorporated into
the Spanish empire. Much as surveys of colonial natural resources could lead to more rational methods of
exploitation, so could surveys of human societies. When producing his final report, Malaspina wrote: ““If the habits,
the nature, the instinct, and the rights of the Indian subjects are known, then we can look on them as a part [of the
Empire] valuable in itself, we can arouse them and make them happy with the alternative of work and profit.””
Malaspina, The Malaspina Expedition, 135. Unfortunately for Malaspina, however, his bold pronouncements about
the state of colonial governance, combined with intrigues at court, led to his downfall and imprisonment. Its author
disgraced, the expedition’s official report was then suppressed. Kendrick, Alejandro Malaspina, 33-6.

® Keen, The Aztec Image, 287.
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Worlds; in the case of older ruins it was often unclear to European and Creole observers whether
the structures had been created by the ancestors of contemporary indigenous people, or by some
vanished strain of Greeks, Romans, Phoenicians, Egyptians, Carthaginians, Chinese, or any of a
dozen other groups. Additionally, administrators who spent time in the Americas might take a
personal interest in the material legacies of pre-Hispanic societies, or find themelves influenced
by Creole scholars who praised the efforts of pre-Hispanic builders and craftsmen. Creole
intellectuals from the viceroyalty of New Spain offered particularly strong challenges to
European disparagement of American nature and peoples, by using the best resources at their
disposal: their factual knowledge of America’s geographical and cultural landscape.

1. Monuments of Creole Patriotism

The historian of science Steven Shapin has argued that the creation of “matters of fact” is
a social process, one that relies on the assent of qualified observers to the truth of the
phenomenon in question. Shapin writes that during the seventeenth century natural philosophers
created a variety of strategies to ensure such general agreement, such as staging public displays,
encouraging the replication of experiments, and most importantly “by writing scientific
narratives in a way that offered distant readers who had not directly witnessed the phenomena -
and probably never would - such a vivid account of experimental performances that they might
be made into virtual witnesses.””* In eighteenth-century debates over the nature and potential of
the New World, the material remains of the pre-Hispanic past took on considerable importance,
because they seemed to offer an unmediated glimpse of the capabilities of indigenous American
societies. Texts, on the other hand, were slippery things. Words changed their meanings over
time and the trustworthiness of past observers could be difficult to assess. With objects, however,
descriptions could be reliably verified by multiple witnesses, both directly and indirectly. While
most European writers would never actually gaze upon indigenous Mesoamerican artifacts, the
Mexican Creole savants José Alzate y Ramirez and Antonio de Ledn y Gama attempted to
transcend the inherent dubiousness of written testimony through the strength and precision of
their descriptions, in effect placing the monuments of the Indian past before the eyes of a
European audience. In their writings, Creole scholars attempted to combine the directly
translatable experience of the eyewitness with the scholarly rigor required by the eighteenth-
century intellectual community.”

In writing of indigenous artifacts, the Creole authors confronted a tradition of entrenched
European skepticism as to those objects' impressiveness and existence. While William Robertson
acknowledged that there was considerable truth in early Spanish accounts of Aztec society, he

™ Steven Shapin, The Scientific Revolution (Chicago and London: The University of Chicago Press, 1996):
108.

72 Jorge Cafiizares-Esguerra has spoken in a somewhat different context of the “patriotic epistemology”
produced by Creoles and some Spaniards during the eighteenth-century debate over the Americas. While the
epistemology of which Cafiizares-Esguerra speaks was mostly concerned with the interpretation of written
documents and “validated the historical knowledge produced only by learned clerical observers and by precolonial
and sixteenth-century Amerindian nobles,” it questioned the reliability of observers who were not deeply rooted in
American society. Clearly, this facet of Cafiizares-Esguerra’s “patriotic epistemology” bears a strong resemblance to
the arguments put forth in relation to Native American monuments. Jorge Cafizares-Esguerra, How to Write the
History, 207-208.
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also argued that “With respect to many particulars, the Spanish accounts of [Aztec society's]
progress appear to be highly embellished” and that “If buildings corresponding to [Spanish]
descriptions had ever existed in the Mexican cities, it is probable that some remains of them
would still be visible...As only two centuries and a half have elapsed since the conquest of New
Spain, it seems altogether incredible that in a period so short, every vestige of this boasted
elegance and grandeur should have disappeared.”” The Dutch writer Cornelius de Pauw took an
even harsher tack, claiming that ““The so-called palace occupied by the Mexican kings was a
hut; Cortés could not find a dwelling suitable for him to occupy in the capital of the realm he had
just conquered. These things make clear the extravagant and fantastic character of the portrait
that has been drawn of this American city.””"* In de Pauw's eyes, the buildings of the celebrated
Aztecs and Incas were little more sophisticated than those constructed by the less sedentary
societies to the north. De Pauw's attacks were so stinging as to draw a rebuttal in 1777 from
Buffon himself, who had written several decades earlier that “although the first relations of the
discovery and the conquests of America...tell us that the Spaniards had to combat great armies, it
IS easy to see that these feats are strongly exaggerated...by the scarcity of monuments that remain
to show the alleged grandeur of these peoples.””> While a few other Europeans defended the
capabilities of American societies, notably the aforementioned Spanish savant Benito Feijoo, it
was Creoles and European residents of the Americas who offered the most stinging rebuttals to
anti-American claims.

The Mexican Creole priest and polymath José Antonio Alzate y Ramirez made full use of
his first-hand knowledge of indigenous artifacts to challenge European criticisms of America.
During the 1780s, Alzate y Ramirez wrote descriptions of two major pre-Hispanic sites, the ruins
of Tajin, located in the present-day Mexican state of Veracruz, and of Xochicalco, in what is
now Morelos. While the account of Tajin was written in a straightforward manner with little
editorializing, Alzate y Ramirez presented his descriptions of Xochicalco as direct refutations of
European slurs against American creative and technical capacities, a case easy to make given the
scale and artistry of the buildings being described. Alzate y Ramirez first commented on
Xochicalco in the August, 1785 edition of the Gazeta de México, and eventually published a
longer essay in 1791. In his initial announcement, Alzate y Ramirez had written that the
description of the ruins would *“dispel various false assertions, that have principally been

™ William Robertson, The History of the Discovery and Settlement of America (New York: Harper &
Brothers, 1837), 327.

™ Keen, The Aztec Image, 262.

7« es Américains sont des peuples nouveaux: il me semble qu’on n’en peut pas douter lorsqu’on fait
attention a leur petit nombre, a leur ignorance et au peu de progres que les plus civilisés d’entre eux avaient faits
dans les arts; car quoique les premiéres relations de la découverte et des conquétes de I’Amérique nous parlent du
Mexique, du Pérou, de Saint-Domingue, etc., comme de pays tres peuplés, et qu’elles nous disent que les Espagnols
ont eu & combattre partout des armées trés nombreuses, il est aisé de voir que ces faits sont fort exagéreés,
premiérement, par le peu de monuments qui restent de la prétendue grandeur de ces peuples.” Georges-Louis
Leclerc, comte de Buffon, Histoire Naturelle de I'Homme in Chefs-d'Oeuvre Littéraires de Buffon, avec une
introduction par M. Flourens, vol. 1 (Paris: Garnier Fréres, Libraires-Editeurs, 1864), 333-4. In 1777, Buffon called
attention to *“‘the monuments of the Mexicans and the Peruvians, whose existence [de Pauw] denies, but the remains
of which exist to demonstrate the grandeur and genius of the people whom he regards as stupid beings, degenerates
from the human species in both body and mind,”” and claimed that degeneration had only occurred in particular
areas of the Americas. However, as Benjamin Keen notes, “Buffon's protest and partial retreat from his own
positions seem to have gone unnoticed.” Keen, The Aztec Image, 263.
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expressed by certain foreign authors.”’® As promised, in the longer paper Alzate y Ramirez
gleefully used the impressive edifices of Xochicalco as a cudgel with which to demolish the
arguments of his European opponents. Stating as his first principle that “The architectural
monuments of ancient nations, which continue to exist today despite the ravages of time, serve as
excellent resources for understanding the character of those who built them...it is certain that
civilization or barbarism is manifested by the progress nations make in the sciences and arts,” he
then went on to argue that the present condition of indigenous Americans should not be taken as
an indication of their past history, just as the despondent condition of the Greeks under Turkish
rule did not hint at the glories of ancient Hellas. In both cases, Alzate y Ramirez contended, the
base condition of the people was due to social and economic subordination: “In what nation of
the world have plebeians ever been accounted knowledgeable?”’’ Alzate y Ramirez also refuted
arguments that the speed with which the Aztec state fell to its Spanish conquerors, or the
Mesoamerican practice of human sacrifice, were examples of Indian barbarism. In the first case,
did not the sixteenth-century conquistadors have the assistance of numerous indigenous nations
in their wars against the Aztecs, and was not Spain similarly conquered by the Arabs? As for the
issue of human sacrifice, Alzate y Ramirez claimed that most other nations did likewise “until
the light of the Gospels dispelled the shadows of paganism.”’® While not every aspect of pre-
Hispanic society was praiseworthy, Alzate y Ramirez was adamant that Indian errors were no
more damning than similar missteps made on European soil. And in those areas where the
indigenous states had been successful, their acheivements more than matched those of the

"6 “En el afio de 1777 D. Joseph de Alzate registré un monumento antiguo de los Indios en el sitio que
nombran de Xochicalco: es una estupenda obra de Arquitectura, émula (atendidas las circunstancias) de las de
Palmiray de las que se comprenden en lo que se entiende por antigua Roma. Como es un monumento por cuya
descripcion se aclaran varias dudas pertenecientes a la Historia de la nacion Mexicana, y que al mismo tiempo
desvanece varias aserciones falsas que han vertido, principalmente algunos Autores estrangeros, se desea dar a la
luz pablica dicha descripcion...” “Encargos,” in Gazetas de México, Compendio de noticias de Nueva Espafia,
desde principios del afio de 1784, vol. 1, no. 44, August 9, 1785, ed. Manuel Antonio Valdés (Mexico City: Don
Felipe de Zufiigay Ontiveros, 1785), 370. For Alzate y Ramirez's account of Tajin, see “Papantla,” in Gazetas de
Meéxico, Compendio de noticias de Nueva Espafia, desde principios del afio de 1784, vol. 1, no. 42, July 12, 1785,
ed. Manuel Antonio Valdés (Mexico City: Don Felipe de Zufiigay Ontiveros, 1785), 349-51.

" «|os monumentos de Arquitectura de las Naciones antiguas, que permanecen & pesar de las injurias del
tiempo, sirven de grande recurso para conocer el caracter de los que fabricaron, siempre que hay falta de Autores
coetaneos, como tambien para suplir a la omision 6 mala fe de los Historiadores. Un Edificio manifiesta el caracter
y cultura de las gentes; porque es cierto que la civilidad ¢ barbarie se manifiesta por el progreso que las Naciones
hacen en las Ciencias y Artes... La Nacion Mexicana en el dia (no obstante su existencia) debe reputarse por
antigua; porgue una ves avasallada por la Nacion Espafiola, de quien recibid su legislacion, sus costumbres, la
verdadera Religion, perdié aquellos caracteres que la distinguian de las otras Naciones, de modo que en el dia los
Indios Mexicanos son, respecto de los anteriores & la Conquista, lo mismo que los modernos habitantes del
Peloponeso 6 Morea, respecto de los antiguos Griegos; por lo que se hace patente aquella decision precipitada de
algunos Aristarcos ridiculos, que sin haber hecho estudio de los pocos Autores que han tratado de las antiguas
costumbres de los Mexicanos, los reputan por rusticos, no por otra razon, sino que a sus descendientes los miran en
este estado; no se hacen cargo que en el dia los Indios componen lo que se llama infima plebe, tan solamente
reducidos a las penosas ocupaciones y trabanos mecanicos. ¢ La plebe en que Pais del mundo se reputa por
instruida?” Jose Antonio Alzate y Ramirez, Suplemento a la Gaceta de Literature. Descripcion de las antigiiedades
de Xochicalco, dedicada a los sefiores de la actual expedicion maritima al rededor del orbe. (Mexico City, Don
Felipe de Zufiiga y Ontiveros, 1791), 2-3.

"8 «Otros reputan & los Mexicanos por barbaros & causa de los sacrificios que hacian & sus Dioses de los
Prisioneros. En realidad que no puede darse mayor inhumanidad; ¢pero las mas de las Naciones no han hecho lo
mismo, hasta que la luz del Evangelio ha desterrado las tinieblas del Paganismo?” Ibid., 7.
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acclaimed ancient societies of Egypt or Greece.” Indeed, Alzate y Ramirez chided the
“paradoxical Count Buffon and the Swede Bomare, who treat the ancient Mexican Nation as
sparsely populated, ignorant and scarcely civilized” when their own countries “cannot display
anything equal [to Xochicalco], constructed by the Gauls or Germans.”*°

Fortunately for the memory of the past, its glory had endured in stone. While Alzate y
Ramirez's comments on the practice of antiquarianism did not reveal any particularly subtle
strategies for extracting information from the material remains of the past, his writings
demonstrate that he valued artifacts not just for their intrinsic beauty or curiosity, but as sources
of evidence for historical reconstruction. Alzate wrote, “The study of antiquities has always been
much esteemed in those centuries in which science has flourished, and by its means has been
torn the dark veil of time, that hides the origin of nations, their mutual commerce, etc. We know
that many historical facts have been confirmed or destroyed by virtue of finding a medal or an
inscription.”®* Nor could it be said that insufficient evidence remained from pre-Hispanic times
to form an accurate conception of indigenous civilizations. Although Alzate y Ramirez lamented
“the indiscreet zeal of some, and the covetous ignorance of others,” which had destroyed many
great monuments and made it more difficult to probe into the “the true origin of the Indians, their
customs, their laws, the character of their monarchs, their commerce,” his description of
Xochicalco made it clear that much of great worth had survived.®? Alzate y Ramirez even
confessed that he did not believe the first person to tell him of Xochicalco, holding his
informant's stories to be “close to fairy tales, and other such childish things,” but that when he
visited the place for himself he found that the reality outpaced his expectations.® In this way,
Alzate y Ramirez tacitly acknowledged that many of the sights he recounted might have seemed
unbelievable to his readers, but he also took pains to establish that his report was based on a
respectable eighteenth-century epistemology, that of direct observation by a witness attuned to
the requirements of rationality. Alzate y Ramirez even reinforced his own credibility by
ridiculing local accounts that the ruins were haunted, and the other fantastic stories that
circulated nearby. One such tale declared that the ruins' subterranean tunnels extended all the

™ Ibid., 5 (note 1).

8 «E] paradéxico Conde Buffon y el Sueco Bomare, que tratan & la antigua Nacion Mexicana de poco
numerosa, de ignorante y poco civilizada, deben mudar de dictamen, puesto que se les presenta documento que en
su Patria no pueden manifestar igual, construido por los Gallos 6 Germanos.” Ibid., 22 (note 10).

81 «E] estudio de las antiguedades siempre ha sido de mucho aprecio en los siglos en que han florecido las
Ciencias, y por su uso se ha rompido aquel velo obscuro de los tiempos, que oculta los origenes de las Naciones, su
mutuo comercio &c. Sabemos que muchos hechos histéricos han sido confirmados 6 destruidos en virtud del
hallazgo de una Medalla, 6 de una Inscripcion. ¢La decadencia de los Imperios no se manifiesta comparando
fabricas & fabricas? Las antiguedades del tiempo de Augusto y de Trajano, comparadas a las del tiempo del Grande
Constantino, hacen visible esta realidad.” Ibid., 2-3.

8 «gj el zelo indiscreto de algunos, y la codiciosa ignorancia de otros, no hubiesen destruido los
Monumentos Mexicanos, se podria colectar una grande porcion de antiguedades con que averiguar el legitimo
origen de los Indios, sus costumbres, su legislacion, el caracter de sus Monarcas, su comercio, y finalmente se haria
patente el que era una Nacion de las mas poderosas del Orbe.” Ibid., 3.

8 “Se me advirti6 por uno registrase el Castillo de Xochicalco: me pinté la magnificencia de la obra, y me
profirié tantas cosas acerca de encantos, y otras puerilidades, que ya desconfiaba de su informe; quando hallé ser
cierta (habiendo llegado & Cuernabaca) la existencia de esta preciosa antiguedad; y aunque por algunos se me
describia como una obra de quantia, mis esperanzas hallaron mas de lo que solicitaba.” Ibid., 9.
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way to the hill of Chapultepec, in the Valley of Mexico, while a “person of character” told
Alzate y Ramirez that enchanted statues armed with maces blocked the path of unwelcome
visitors to the tunnels. By rejecting the plausibility of such accounts, which he attributed to the
“lack of critical thought [critica]” and to the “popular errors” that cluster around “ancient works
of magnificence in all places,” Alzate y Ramirez established that he was no credulous colonial,
inclined to believe whatever he heard. Instead, he was a reasoned man of science in whose words
European scholars could place confidence. Cleverly, Alzate y Ramirez even pressed the fables
themselves into the service of his argument, indicating that such stories were the natural result of
untrained minds encountering works too wonderful to be easily comprehended.? In his account
of Xochicalco, the methods and language of science were used to exalt rather than to belittle
indigenous American achievements.

The establishment of credibility was important, because Alzate y Ramirez's essay on
Xochicalco made strong - and from the perspective of European writers such as Robertson or de
Pauw, unlikely - claims about the wisdom, political power and technical skill possessed by the
place's original builders. Alzate y Ramirez argued that the hilltop site was well planned from a
strategic point of view, and that the stone fortifications “demonstrate the knowledge the Indians
possessed of the military art” and of mechanics. Moreover, he spoke of “beautiful architecture,
that can be compared to the pyramids of Egypt in its solidity and conic structure,” and the
“hieroglyphs” that decorated the buildings.®® Since there appeared to be no readily available
source of water at the top of the hill, Alzate y Ramirez also postulated that a powerful state
apparatus must have been required to transport the necessary liquid from a distant source.® In all
of this, Alzate y Ramirez evokes the distinctly human skill and rationality of Xochicalco's
creators. Rather than being the products of their environment, the ancient builders were the
masters of it.*’

8 «Aunque suspendi la averiguacion, fue con el &nimo de volver al sitio al tiempo que los zacatones y
yerbas estan secos...y con esto inquirir la boca, 6 desengafiarme de la realidad de obra tan decantada, pues en
Cuernabaca aseguran algunos, que el subterraneo llega hasta el Cerro de Chapultepec; (patrafia ridicula!) otros lo
tienen como a parage encantado; y llega a tal la vulgaridad, que una persona de caracter me dixo, que en el
subterraneo se hallan dos Estatuas, las que tenian mazos en las manos, con los que impedian la entrada & quien
intenta registar la excavacion. Esto lo profiero, para que se vea lo que hace la falta de critica , y como & las obras
antiguas de magnificencia en todas partes acompafian errores populares.” Ibid., 17-18.

8 “Esta hermosisima Arquitectura, que puede compararse 4 los Piramides de Egipto por su solidez, y en
mucha parte por su figura conica, fue destruida por la avaricia de los Duefios 6 Administradores de las Haciendas
de Azucar... Todo dicho primer cuerpo esta adornado con geroglificos Mexicanos, esculpidos & medio relieve; y se
conoce que los esculpieron ya fabricado el Castillo, porque de otro modo no era posible que los Figurones que
ocupan dos, tres, 6 mas piedras, guardasen entre si la bella disposicion en que estan: algunas fallas de la escultura,
y tambien algunas junturas de piedra a piedra estan suplidas con mezcla de cal y arena.” Ibid, 11-12.

% |pid, 22-23.

¥ Indeed, Alzate y Ramirez seems to have seen nature as directly opposed to indigenous monuments, rather
than aligned with them. Apart from passing references to the geographic setting and altitude of Xochicalco, nature
only intrudes upon Alzate y Ramirez's narrative when he speaks of the ruins’ current, lamentable state. Although
pleased that the owners of local sugar plantations no longer raided the site for stones, Alzate y Ramirez mourned
destruction caused by the growth of trees. The spread of vegetation “esta ya amenazado ruina” to the northwest
corner of the site, which had hitherto been the best-preserved segment. Ibid, 18 (note 6). In Alzate y Ramirez's
portrayal the works of man and nature are not complementary, but are instead antagonists locked in a struggle for
mastery. While it would not do to read too much significance into a factual description, it is nevertheless striking
that a dedicated natural philosopher such as Alzate y Ramirez would pay so little attention to extra-human causes
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Alzate y Ramirez was not the only figure in New Spain to carry out direct investigations
of pre-Hispanic sites. During the 1780s, colonial officials sponsored several expeditions to the
Mayan city of Palenque, located in the modern-day state of Chiapas. Unlike Alzate’s trip to
Xochicalco, the missions sent to Palenque do not seem to have been carried out for the direct
purpose of refuting European slurs on the Americas. Instead, the idea of carrying out studies of
the site seems to have arisen from a mixture of personal connections, curiosity, and a desire to
impress bureaucratic superiors. The idea had originated in the 1770s, after the priests Antonio de
Solis and Ramdn Ordofiez had conducted visits to the site in order to satisfy personal curiosity,
and perhaps also to gain favor with members of the Audiencia de Guatemala. In the 1780s,
Audiencia president Joseph Estacheria, “under Carlos I11’s direction,” sent several individuals to
survey and describe the ruins.®® These expeditions raised the profile of Palenque, generated some
overenthusiastic theories about pre-Hispanic contact between the Old and New Worlds and
provided the Real Gabinete de Historia Natural with some choice specimens, but overall were
fairly small-scale operations. Nevertheless, they demonstrated that under the right circumstances
both central and regional authorities might express positive interest in studies of the pre-Hispanic
material past. Ruins such as those at Palenque were the objects of study, not dangerous
manifestations of idolatry.

The investigations at Xochicalco and Palenque, which established the physical
impressiveness of pre-Hispanic monuments, were soon followed by the development of
museums in the viceregal capital of Mexico City. In April of 1790, the Gazeta de México
announced that New Spain’s first museum of natural history (called simply the Museo de
Historia Natural) would soon open its doors.? This museum was founded by José Longinos
Martinez, a naturalist who had come to New Spain as part of the Royal Botanical Expedition
(1787-1803), but quarreled with the expedition’s other members. Luisa Fernanda Rico Mansard
writes that “The formation of [the Museo de Historia Natural] was not the result of official action
undertaken by the government authorities, but stemmed from the initiative and private wealth of

when discussing indigenous artifacts. It is possible to speculate that for Alzate y Ramirez, the dignity of the ancient
monuments was not compatible with a view of indigenous Americans as a part of nature.

8 R. Tripp Evans, Romancing the Maya: Mexican Antiquity in the American Imagination 1820-1915
(Austin: University of Texas Press, 2004), 17. For other accounts 