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The Mexican Revolution still remains a reference point to the politics and political system of Mexico even after several years behind its operation. From the book, Mexico’s Once and Future Revolution, an examination of the 1994 uprising in Chiapas also known as the Zapatista Uprising is presented together with its meaning to the 1910 Revolution in Mexico. Notably, Mexican revolution together with the Zapatista uprising has been the major reasons as to why the indigenous rights and recognition is promoted in Mexico due to the changes it created. Embers of revolution explores about the Zapatista uprising of 1994 as the perfect dictatorship explores factors associated with the Mexican revolution such as the dictatorship ruling of the Diaz. Among the reasons why Mexican revolution and Zapatista uprising of 1994 occurred was caused as a result of the need for democracy for the indigenous. 
The uprising of 1994 was known as the Zapatista Uprising; on 1st January, 1994, an armed indigenous group referred to as the Zapatista Army of National Liberation (EZLN) declared or disclosed a conflict/war on the Mexican Administration, lasting less than two weeks; in demand of, land reform and reallocation of lands retained by rich landowners, shelter, foodstuff, health, work, schooling, sovereignty, justice, democracy, as well as freedom and peace. Moreover, January 1st 1994 was also the equivalent day on which an operation of the North American Free Trade Agreement also known as the (NAFTA) was implemented (Once and Future 167). Notably, the key aim of the Zapatistas in 1994 was to bring about a revolution in opposition to the ascent of neoliberalism all over Mexico, however because no such revolution took place, they implemented their uprising (Zapatistas Uprising) as a stage to draw attention to their group to dispute the NAFTA signing, which the EZLN thought would up-surge inequality in Chiapas. 
In addition to their contradiction with the NAFTA, the Zapatistas contended that, they have been structured from 1983 to safeguard the interests of the indigenous. In the year prior to the uprising, the Zapatista Army of National Liberation Sub-commandant Marcos was chosen the ideological head of the uprising as well as made preparations to declare war on Mexican administration (Once and Future, 152). The numerous thousand insurgents and activists were as indigent as the destitute Mexican people they contended to stand for; the rebels seemingly carried poor quality firearms, whereas others only had guns of cardboard cutouts, as they walked into cities such as San Cristobal de Las Casas, which was the first city to be seized by the insurgents/rebels. Instead of the Mexican administration with the negotiating, it sent in the armed forces. The fight amid the Zapatista rebels and the government army went on for over a week, leading loss of lives of approximately 100 people. Upon the declaration of a ceasefire on January 12, the majority rebels went back to the Chiapas jungles to recuperate. 
The 1994 Zapatista Uprising resembled the facets of 1910 Revolution in various ways; for example, they were both driven by similar objectives; in that, the 1910 Revolution intended to bring down president Porfirio Diaz’s repression as well as the high inequality levels which had occurred for 35 years from 1876 to 1911 and the Zapatista Uprising of 1994 aimed at achieving justice and democracy for the oppressed indigenous groups (Once and Future, 142). Another resemblance between them was that, the participants in both the 1994 Zapatista Uprising and 1910 Revolution were armed. There are various ways through which the Zapatista Uprising of 1994 did seek to acquire new changes; one of them was by application of autonomy in practice devoid of awaiting official acknowledgment. This was majorly conducted through formation and fusion of parallel structures of authority amid Zapatista populace; the autonomy was established through the reformation of social ties in local, countrywide, and global spaces. The Zapatistas called upon the Indian as well as other indigenous groups to rebellion against the oppression that they were facing from the Mexican administration. 
The rebels then fought against the Mexican army for some period which later led to the death of approximately one hundred people. Another way that the Zapatista Uprising of 1994 did seek to acquire new changes was the strengthening the rights of the indigenous via legal reforms. This went from the EZLN and the Mexican administration’s arbitration concerning culture and rights of indigenous, which led to San Address Accords, on to the conflict to have the accords interpreted to official plane. This tough and long procedure ended or concluded with a deception to the Zapatistas as well as the indigenous movement of Mexico. Another way was demand for land reforms (MH, 360). The uprising demanded for the reallocation of the lands which had been retained by the rich land owners; notably, through this strategy, a new change where the indigenous would also be able to own land would be experienced. 
Based on the two selected readings, it is noted that, the 1910 Mexican Revolution placed Mexico on a unique historical trajectory; The Mexican Revolution triggered the 1917 Constitution which offered separation of Church and state, state possession of the subsoil, retaining of land by public groups, labor rights to organize as well as strike; this included the recognition of the students’ movements (Once and Future 168). In 1916, Carranza ordered an assembly in Querétaro to modify and modernize the 1857 constitution. During the fighting period, the economic as well as social needs of the radical precursors  became frequent expressions as challenging subversive bands proposed for popular back-up. The 1917 charter integrated the desires of those rebels who took part in the revolution. Although Zapata’s supporters advocated the reason of agrarian reform, some in the constitutional meeting demanded for the justification of urban labour. Numerous groups pushed for the widening of the educational foundation through making primary school accessible to the people in Mexico, and had not been accorded the chance to learn and write. 
The 1917 constitution particularly integrated the key aspects of the 1824 and 1857 charters concerning territorial association, forms of democracy as well as civil freedom, and clauses of anticlerical and antimonopoly. It completely overturned the notion extensively retained in Mexico about the government take just a partial, passive function. It asserted that the national administration had a duty to assume a dynamic duty in facilitating the social, economic, as well as cultural welfare of its people (MH, 362). Article 3 advocated for a secular plan, unpaid, enforced public education. Article 14 approved the inviolability of personal property as well as contracts; however Article 27 added the utility and state gain notions to restrict the untrammeled implementation of personal possession. 
The key significant fresh ideas were seen from Articles 27 and 123; the previous sustained state possession of subsoil wealth as well as sketched another land-reform and agrarian scheme. The final, the labour Magna Carta  in addition to civil wellbeing, became apart to underline its significance; also to pledging lowest wages together with the right to categorize and boycott, it provided labour social level  and ruined the monetary commodity idea to be acquired at the minimal charges to capitalize on profits. Moreover, in article 123 a broad structure of civil security, was outlined inclusive of public health and safety programs. Furthermore, goals toward which the presidents were expected to perform were also set in the 1917 constitution. Carranza was elected the president as was anticipated and offered the de jure acknowledgment by the America (Once and Future, 182). Notably, under the new constitution that came about as a result of the Mexican Revolution, the indigenous people were also given the right to take part in national politics; this indicates that they were allowed to vote and also vie for different political positions of their interest.

