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advance his personal interests. By changing his allegiance 1n
March 1821, to join Iturbide’s associate Jos¢ Joaquin de Herrera,
Santa Anna achieved instant promotion to colonel and received
command of Veracruz province. Backed by the soldiers of the
tierra caliente (hot lowlands), he was ready for an even greater
role as a caudillo on the national stage. Even in defeat, he' could
fall back upon the support of the people of the tierra caliente.
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Agustin Marroquin.:
The Sociopath as Rebel

Eric Van Young

The Mexican struggle for independence was especially complex. As
Prussian scientist and traveler Alexander von Humboldt pointed out in
the early nineteenth century, Mexico enjoyed the richest and most
diversified economy of all the Spanish possessions. Its population in
1814—at 6,122,000 the largest in Latin America—consisted of Spaniards,
Creoles (American-born Spaniards), mestizos, mulattoes, blacks, and
Indians. Mexico City was the second largest in the Spanish empire, after
Madrid, and there were also other major cities in the colony, such as
Guadalajara, Puebla, Guanajuato, and Valladolid (Morelia). The majority
of the Mexican population, especially the Indians, lived in the countryside.
lLaw and order in the countryside and small towns frequently was erratic
at best. The Spanish simply did not have the resources to police ade-
quately all of their extensive domain, although some would argue that
the relative lightness of administration was a calculated imperial policy
lo defuse resistance. In fact, rebellions had been few and those usually
directed at specific abuses, but ethnic tensions smoldered beneath the
nurface of this dynamic society.

Father Miguel Hidalgo's “Grito de Dolores” of September 16, 1810,
Ignited the Independence Wars and attracted “patriots” who responded
for many reasons, personal as well as political. For example, Agustin
Marroquin began his career as an outlaw in the 1790s, landed in jail
noveral times, and finally was executed in 1811 as one of Hidalgo's
palriotic followers. Marroquin forces us to question again what inde-
pondence meant to the soldiers who fought for it (or against it). Ironically,
ho was a Creole and not part of the colored masses generally thought
ol ns Hidalgo’s followers. As he examines Marroquin’s life, author Eric
Van Young keeps in mind historian Eric Hobsbawm's theory of social
banditry. Van Young concludes, however, that Marroquin committed his
urlmes for his own satisfaction and wealth and not because he was
playing the role of a Robin Hood pleasing the poor with crimes against
the rich,

lhis essay also allows us to examine Spanish administration and
uriminal justice in the last days of the empire. From what we find we
might characterize colonial justice as either ineffective or surprisingly
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18 The Human Tradition in Latin America

generous to common criminals. Retribution came more swiftly—and with
fatal results—to Marroquin for his role as a patriot (or traitor, as the
royalists would have it) than it did for his crimes as a robber and murderer.

Eric Van Young, associate professor of history at the University of
California at San Diego, is one of the most accomplished social historians
of late colonial Mexico. His Hacienda and Market in Eighteenth-Century
Mexico: The Rural Economy of the Guadalajara Region, 1675-1810
(Berkeley, 1981) will soon be followed by a work in progress, “Rural
Discontent in Latin America, 1750—-1850.” Professor Van Young received
his Ph.D. from the University of California at Berkeley.

A SHOOT-OUT IN GUADALAJARA

On Monday morning, November 11, 1805, the chief magistrate
of Guadalajara, don Tomas Ignacio Villasefior, one of the most
important citizens of one of New Spain’s most important pro-
vincial capitals—a major landowner and the scion of an illustrious
family of ancient, conquistador lineage—sat down to write an
account of a police action the previous night and to initiate formal
criminal proceedings against the bandit Agustin Marroquin and
several accomplices. Informed that a highly suspicious group of
men were living in a house in the city’s barrio (quarter) of the
Colegio de San Diego, and that the men never ventured out of
the house during the daytime but only at night, Villasefior had
resolved to investigate the matter, as was his duty. Around mid-
night of Sunday, November 10, he had gone to the house with
a large detachment of armed soldiers and constables, whom he
prudently placed around it. After repeated knockings on the
door and injunctions to open in the name of the king, all of
which failed to produce any response from the darkened house,
Villasefior ordered the soldiers to break down the door with their
rifle butts. Forcing their way into the house, they were greeted
with a hail of bullets, and in the ensuing shoot-out two of the
soldiers were wounded. Marroquin and an associate, half dressed,
were pursued into the patio of the house by several soldiers.
Urged by one of these to give himself up to the king’s justice,
Marroquin replied, “I'll give myself up, you bastard!” and shot
the man at point-blank range, although not fatally. Throwing
down their pistols, Marroquin and his confederate were arrested
along with five unarmed men encountered hiding in various
parts of the house and stable, and three women and the landlord
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found cowering in one of the bedrooms of the house. A number
of witnesses to the incident attested that Marroquin had said
openly that if he had stayed at his original post in the living
room when the soldiers invaded the house, he would have been
able to kill six or seven of them. The bandit also inquired omi-
nously of one young officer the name of the magistrate who had
commanded the party “in case some day we meet again.”
Agustin Marroquin was to remain imprisoned in lGuadalajara
almost exactly five years to the day of his capture. He was freed
in November 1810 by Father.Miguel Hidalgo’s talented and loyal
ljglldﬁ@;llant_.]osén—.»-Aumu@Hi@ﬁ-("El Amo”) Torres when ’fbrre;”tgok
the city for the rebel cause and almost immediately emptied the
local jails. Hidalgo made Marroquin a captain in the rebel army
within a matter of days, and he apparently held the priest’s
confidence until both were captured by royalist forces the fol-
lowmg winter and executed in the early summer of 1811. Mar-
roquin’s name is that most commonly associated, besides
Hidalgo’s own, with the mass executions of European épaniardé
that took place in Guadalajara during December and January
1810-11. How had Marroquin come to be in Guadalajara, and
what were the outlines of his career prior to 1810? In attemi)ting
to answer these questions we can gain insight into the nature of
late colonial Mexican society—a sense of its color and texture—
as well as into the nature of the social space created by rebellion
and of at least one of the types of men that erupted into that
space. While the social matrix of Marroquin’s life is less clear
than that of some other secondary leaders, and his short revo-
lutionary career in some ways less representative of the era of
rebellion as a whole, his personal story is nonetheless a kind of
metaphor for an entire aspect of the period and worth the
retelling in and of itself. |

A LIFE OF CRIME

Marroquin’s life is largely a blank until we encounter him at
lln-‘ age of about twenty, under prosecution for a number of
sertous offenses and already with a full-blown criminal career of
some years behind him. An American Spaniard (Creole), he was
born in about 1774 in the provincial city of Tulancing()’ to tf;(
northeast of Mexico City, the center of an extended rural jml‘iq;
diction embracing a population of about thirty-five |hnu.s'.:1m|k.'



20 The Human Tradition in Latin America

Although nothing is known of his parentage or early life, there
are strong cumulative indications that he came from much the
same type of middling rural background as many other provincial
revolutionary chieftains, or perhaps even a cut above. For one
thing, he was literate. For another, what we know of his family,
his marriage, at least some of his personal associations, and
possibly his wider social connections tends to indicate a middling
status in provincial society. His uncle, don Francisco Marroquin,
was a priest in the Tulancingo area who enjoyed good relations
with local land-owning Creoles and sheltered his errant nephew
on at least one occasion, when Agustin was recuperating from
an illness. Marroquin’s wife, dofia Dolores Saldierna, was the
daughter of a local estate administrator. One of Marroquin’s best
friends was a local schoolteacher from a small village in the
Zempoala district, a Spaniard named Joseph Diosdado. At one
point Agustin worked as a mule driver for a Mexican nobleman
resident in Mexico City, a post it 18 unlikely he would have
obtained without some personal connection, however minimal.
Furthermore, the fact that Marroquin held the position of ser-
geant in the provincial militia of Tulancingo, and was by virtue
of his position immune from civil prosecution because of the
military fuero, also indicates a certain social cachet.®

As far as Marroquin’s personal characteristics are concerned,
one has the impression of a man at once devious and ingenuous,
charming but inconstant and, on occasion, sadistic, capable of
being ingratiating with authorities but prone to challenge author-
ity figures, personally fearless and even reckless, generous and
acquisitive, petulant, intelligent, and given over entirely and with-
out conscience to a life of idleness when he could manage it and
of undiscriminating crime against individuals and the state when-
ever his resources dwindled. In short, Agustin Marroquin prob-
ably can reasonably be described as a sociopathic personality.?
He had at least two mistresses recorded in the documents relating
to him, and he was strongly implicated in the alleged murder of
one of their husbands. He was a notoriously good judge of
horseflesh, enjoyed some fame as a bullfighter, and obviously
liked to live well. Marroquin was openhanded with his confed-
erates and others; he enjoyed the reputation in his bandit days
of being “generous” and of having an easy, intimate manner.
He was an object of not unsympathetic curiosity among people
whom he had not victimized, and one witness in an 1805 robbery
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case involving Marroquin attested that he and a local woman had
wanted very much to meet the famous highwayman in person.
~ We first pick up Marroquin’s criminal trail in 1795, by which
time he was already a robber of considerable notoriety in his
hometown of Tulancingo. At the age of twenty he was known
as an habitué of pulquerias (pulque shops),* games of chance, and
cockfights. He was a well-known figure on the streets of Tulan-
cingo and was obviously the central member of a little group of
criminal associates. He made himself persona non grata among
the decent citizens of Tulancingo not only by his swaggering
wantonness but also by his preying upon businesses in the town
through extortion and robbery, a pattern he was to maintain, as
circumstances allowed, over the next decade. Given his obvious
intelligence and the equally obvious counterproductiveness of
thus fouling his own nest, his local criminal activity suggests a
studied defiance and insouciance, a provocative “catch-me-if-you-
can” attitude borne out in the impression conveyed by his own
statements and later activities.

Marroquin apparently had served at least one term in jail by
the age of twenty, probably for tobacco smuggling. In this same
year of 1795 he was brought up on charges (the nature of which
are vague) and, after briefly attempting to claim sanctuary in a
church, was sent to jail in Mexico City and then in Tulancingo.
After serving more than two years he escaped in December 1797
smashing through the half-open door of the town jail while
several Indian laborers were cleaning out the night soil of the
inmates. He was not reapprehended until February 1799. In the
meantime, he went to the Gulf Coast, near Veracruz, where he
was taken on as an employee by a prominent local hacendado
on the recommendation of Marroquin’s uncle, the priest. Here
Marroquin contracted a serious fever and was forced, after only
a short time, to return to the upland area of his hometown in
order to recuperate in its more salubrious climate. He remained
in his uncle’s house in Tulancingo for several months. His health
recovered, Marroquin went to the nearby pueblo of Santo Tomas
where he occasionally stayed with his schoolmaster friend Dios-
dado, a bachelor about forty years old. It was in this man’s
company that Marroquin was arrested by members of the Acor-
dada (New Spain’s rural constabulary) at the beginning of 1799

Marroquin’s movements, apart from his sojourn near the coast
and his return to the Tulancingo area, are somewhat difficult 1o
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trace during the thirteen months between his escape and recap-
ture. During this time he was accused of a number of crimes and
of different criminal associations, and the incomplete record of
his trials is typically vague on which charges were resolved in his
favor and which against him. Then, too, he was married by now
and probably had children, but his wife remains a shadow playing
across the background of his career. She was to continue so for
the rest of his official, documented life, her place usurped by
Marroquin’s mistresses and criminal accomplices.

What is clear from the records is that, at the very least, Mar-
roquin and Diosdado had stolen about one dozen oxen from a
hacienda in the area of Zempoala, a small town near Tulancingo,
sometime shortly after the former’s escape from jail in 1797.
These oxen Marroquin had hidden for a time on the estate
administered by his father-in-law (without the man’s knowledge),
selling some of the butchered meat locally and the rest of the
animals to some Indians on the road to Texcoco and in the town
of Texcoco itself. Marroquin was accused of a variety of crimes
putatively committed over the course of the next year or so,
including a number of robberies, a murder, several assaults, and
cattle rustling. During the course of the investigation in 1799,
several crimes for which Marroquin had been under indictment
during his imprisonment from 1795 to late 1797 surfaced again,
including the robbery of some silver at the mining town of
Zimapan, a house robbery in Zempoala (on which occasion, when
a litde girl laughed at him, he swaggeringly told her that i
was a man capable of even bigger things”), the theft of some
horses that he attempted to sell to the district magistrate of
Zempoala, and unspecified crimes in and around Puebla.

Three features of Marroquin’s style as a criminal emerge clearly
during this 1795-1799 period. First, there was his strong tendency
to associate with groups of criminal confederates rather than act
alone. At one point his cohorts included several men of “ill fame,”
and later still, upon his arrest in Guadalajara in 1805, he headed
a large group of people. While group banditry was by no means
unusual, given the necessity of substantial armed force in such
encounters, Marroquin’s clear leadership role among his confed-
erates indicates a certain gregariousness (perhaps even charismaz)
and a first-among-equals status, which he took with him, as we

shall see, even into the prison environment. Second, there was
about Marroquin’s doings a certain self-conscious panache,
alluded to carlier and emphasized by his tendency to engage in
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criminal acts in his own hometown as well as by his atte ;
:E]lla iqltct)}en }l]orsles to one of the local magistrates. Althoughmnlzgri;)
all-time local criminals and village incorrigibles preyed on thei
nMeéiiz?rasthi{"roqum’s geographic range (across 131’102:1: of centr(?zlillr
e 1s general predilection for assault and robbery on
the highways and in rural areas tend to indicate that his cri
n and around Tulancingo were not committed out of a la lzneis"
’allfle;rgatlvzs or professional imagination but were an active chcoic(()e
= 1; ; g:st iﬁlfé:d(;i{aasri;?](slul;rﬁ nsisted on ;jolently resisting arrest
‘ as , thus putting hi i
risk of Injury or death and aggragatinggthéncl:i?geiti%?‘nws;:g'e?}ﬂe
was being apprehended. e
. I\ld?ggoqu}lln hzll]d demonstrated his tendency to resist arrest first
2 , when he was captured by armed Acordada constables
pon his reapprehension in early 1799, he led the constables a
chase on horseback, and when his horse fell under hi fjsha
grabbed his own two carbines (one of which was found I:l be
ilfaavﬂy charged), planted himself squarely in the road and f;)ces
XSS I:;Jersl}llzl‘;i dséij;tl}lf{.although no shots were actually éxchanged.
. 1, his capture in Guadalajara six years 1
12\;;)1:;6(:? ]iE:; els?:o%meilemd—(]lydc-style shoot-out that m)i/raculoflifl:;
s D urther'more, on all three occasions Marroquin
T s 9 Ing threats and provocative language against his
(‘;igfzgse ;ia::;‘ ‘l:;; v;fgsfm (:11118.tody. In 1795 he threatened that his
conf uld free him on the road i : of
Jail; in 1799 he called his captors “cabras” (slr?erg(t)’;fs%l'( alrllchIniI;)llné(());
IICV made fairly explicit threats of vengeance a ainst th i
magistrate, Villasefior. s g
These latter two characteristics particularly —the criminal
|):|{1a,che and the defiant provocativeness—suggest that M =
: I|“| :]nc 2 sg%/le was, lil:l (]jaart at least, a public statement, a conssilgl(;
stanc some kind. While it is tr Juin’s care
jives absolutely no sign of what v:'l: 12};32: hfc?gg qtl:ntlslirfireefr
IInI.I_(‘)wmg the work of the English historian Eric Hobsbhawm Oas:
::l"( !al 'bapc]ilt_ryﬁtl_qat 18, of Robin Hood-style crime: of any sense
¢n|';'l(-:1(i)\€;}a Olrne}]ulty fo which Marroquin saw his actions as a
o e of qn‘y‘shre.d of a notion of redistributive Justice —
4 (]I.lll‘nlllhl c}i(‘l.lVlll(;‘b as theater probably had a wide audience
f\-[;:|-]-((:(hl;;”])f(::Hf‘"-][u;i::'c than I'hc”vi(tcroy himself once referred to
e |] ..( funnsn reo ’(lhc famous criminal). Tt seems
cely, therefore, that Marroquin’s activities were widely k
although what those actions may have meant (o |:c'n;);lv\|:{):;\1’(l‘||“
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than his victims (who apparently never included the very poor,
it should be noted) is a matter of speculation. Nonetheless, it is
difficult to believe that the highly visible clashes of Agustin Mar-
roquin and other such men with the police, the state, and the
comfortable citizens of provincial society had no impact on pop-
ular awareness or lacked any resonation with popular discontent.
What had a highly personal tone and significance to the criminal,
then, may have had quite another kind of meaning for a society
under stress as a whole.

Marroquin’s own declaration, made in Mexico City shortly after

his arrest in early February 1799, betrays a certain ingenuous
quality beneath an understandable effort to exculpate himself
from the various crimes of which he stood accused. He was, he
stated, a native of Tulancingo, twenty-six years of age, and a
rural laborer; he made no mention of his wife or of his position
in the Tulancingo militia. He acknowledged that he was under
suspicion for a robbery and murder but denied complicity in the
crimes (he was shortly vindicated), saying he was at the home of
his ecclesiastical uncle recuperating from fever and praying with
his wife when the murder was committed. He admitted the
jailbreak in 1797 and the theft of the oxen in company with
Diosdado but denied guilt in any of the other crimes ascribed to
him or involvement with his alleged band of accomplices. The
jail escape he justified by claiming he had grown desperate over
the delays in his case (not implausible given the slowness with
which the machine of royal justice ground), and his bearing of
arms as a necessity for one making his living in the countryside.
In general he portrayed himself with some skill as a simple rustic,
guilty at worst of poverty and a few mistakes in judgment.

In the meantime, during the years of his imprisonment and
illicit freedom, something of a legal controversy had erupted
among the viceregal authorities in Mexico City, officials of the
Acordada and the militia, and local authorities over which juris-
diction had the right to try Marroquin, whose membership in
the militia regiment of Tulancingo presumably entitled him to
certain legal immunities and protections. Because of the political
delicacy of the question, Viceroy Branciforte summoned an
extraordinary commission sometime in 1797, which advised that
despite Marroquin’s military status, he should be tried by the
civil authorities. The case was thus kicked back to the latter at
just about the time Marroquin was escaping from the Tulancingo
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Jail, his fatigue at th : ‘ i
Felating o jlgirst his o l;aeslzt)ir;)ﬁ"actedness of his case undoubtedly
After his reapprehension at the beginning of 1799, Marroquf
;)ersg f:irﬁegl in Mex}ilco City, where he remained unt{l’ear‘ly I%L(l)[?n
sumably on charges of escaping jail and of rusting and.
Eﬁfis]:ﬂy, on the basis of one or another of the outstgndind,
I 1%6?6111115 aganst him. When the case was reviewed somerimg
pojmed’otu te til;lotwl\l/llrattorm’eys of Mexico City’s chancellery court
Pomted out th arroquin had served about five years during
ps two Cha}r) eog}ments, had been completely absolved of the
o harge, the most S€rious accusation, and had “established
n the service of the jail distinguished merit.” In a san uine tone
:he ]glrlosec'utors asserted that Marroquin, “finding hir%self cl?z?sc
Oefn‘zh ;1 ltf;l; \I;\I!Iazé 111{ ul;1 Fsrvtlv?femly (l;oh}?cdlwlig mend his ways because
] ; ¢, and his children have suffered
more than six years, and with his separation from tho e
. : se com-
Fiﬁnlops‘ who corrupted him.” In early January 1802 he was fx?egll
1(111;?1 jail by order of Viceroy Marquina.
e 6 sanggme, pious hopes of the crown prosecutors and judges
earlie nl%t() t20 ¢ fulfilled. Although Marroquin’s movements during
}.)m gincial 1 ;;e n(;tAknown, by the summer he was living in the
pro 5 n ol Apam, to the northeast of Mexico City, about
nidway between the capital and Tulancingo, working in some
:)?ici%c(;;’y 1(\)/[n a loca:l hacienda. During 1802 and the first months
7 arroquin managed to establish a kind of reign of terror
. pam, engage in theft and extortion (or so it was alleged
.mgl carry on an affair with the wife of a local innkecpe‘r i
. pe‘cilﬁcally, the royal magistrate of the district, reporting to
¢ v'l(.erox,_asserted that Marroquin was well known to the
;l).n‘r.lcq?;ed. atzens of the town for his “violent resolution 1i1]((l
; aring " in crime. The official continued: “This man has m('ld‘
nimself so feared, and has the town so terrorized that the ot
«'n]inlmjtable citizens are forced to render as tribu,te whatev:ll'ol!u[-
.'m‘ h|(1I t'h‘(f;.m as loalns, since were they not to do so they would
¢ the victims of his violence.” In other words, he was shaking
people down. He habitually rode through the town streets h("(“']l;1
armed and openly defiant of local officials and tkhe AL'{)I':LI(;Il‘:III'ty
.--l|l-“|’]l.l.(l said of the l;‘u_lm' that it would require an army of (l'nr‘li
;\Ij:i:lt:dlcrl f”l)l]\/;f”,l_ hln}. More than one merchant of the town
Hime 1at Marroquin extorted money from him in his store
it night. In addition to these incidents of strong-arm c-xlmtlinn
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Marroquin was accused by the local tithe collector of having
stolen a number of horses and mules from him. Finally, Mar-
roquin had become amorously involved with Maria Nava, the
wife of an Apam innkeeper. Marroquin eventually took her with
him on the crime spree that ended in Guadalajara, where she
was arrested with him. Nava, witnesses testified, was much given
to putting noxious herbs in people’s food and drink (an inaus-
icious habit, one would think, for her husband’s establishment).
Induced by her involvement with the famous highwayman, she
did the same thing with her husband’s chocolate, it was generally
believed, thus driving him insane, into brief residence in the
asylum of San Hipdlito in Mexico City, and to a premature death.
Aware of the impending move to arrest him (his apprehension
having been the subject of a “very secret” correspondence
between the Acordada administrator and the viceroy in Mexico
City), Marroquin, in one of his disarmingly ingenuous actions
with an apparently disingenuous motive, brought the matter into
the public domain, as it were, by writing directly to Viceroy
Iturrigaray in an attempt to exculpate himself. “This is not the
Grst time 1 have been slandered in this way,” he wrote, and then
detailed his tranquil life in Apam and his innocence. Realizing
that protestations of injured innocence would probably not suf-
fice, Marroquin voluntarily presented himself before the viceregal
authorities and was jailed on May 7, 1803. From prison he again
wrote directly to the new viceroy, protesting his innocence and
demanding that his alleged crimes be proved against him:

There will perhaps be some accusation against me, because in this world
no-one is without enemies; but if I am a perverse and delinquent man,
let it be specified what crimes 1 have been accused of in which I am
culpable, and what people 1 have harmed, because it is not enough to
say vaguely that a man is bad: the facts and occasions of that badness
must be specified and proved. What, then, are the facts that make me
feared, bold, and delinquent? | have provoked no-one, nor injured or
mistreated anyone; I have not committed kidnapping or robbery; so that,
if T am bad, there should have been proof of my excesses.

The crown prosecutor once more found compelling reasons
to urge Marroquin’s release and substantial exoneration. He
believed that the crimes that could be proved against Marroquin
were not of any gravity; that Maria Nava was (only temporarily,
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as it /tu,rned out) happily back with her husband; and that Ma
roquin’s voluntary surrender argued strongly in’his favor. F u::-
thermore, his long-suffering wife and her father testified to hiT
innocence, and Marroquin was able to obtain a bolndﬁnan ir:
quu:o City. Then, too, the admittedly exaggerated, nearly hys
terical notoriety attaching by this time to Marroqiﬁn’s dyoiny;;
(aPpgrently every highway robbery in the Valley of Mexico wg:-;
gscrlll bed to him) may have had, paradoxically, a deflationary effect
6. 1t criminal stature in the eyes of the central authorities. In
;l)ny case, in June 1803, Agustin Marroquin was released on bond
y the viceroy but admonished (o keep away from Apa d
carry no dangerous weapons. e
By the end of the year Marroquin, probably through some
personal connection, had secured a position as a mule d%iver fo
the marquis of Jaral de Berrio, one of the wealthiest of M-exico’r'
titled aristocrats. The employment provided an occasion for r
another scrape with the law. Returning from the marquis’s est )t{e "
in the interior of the country in February 1804 Macrl‘ro uin E:VCS
driving a mule train on the road ahead of his master’s cgach and(]
other entourage. Upon reaching the pass of Barrientos on the
way into Mexico City, Marroquin had an encounter with a rouL
of mule drivers and their animals heading in the opposite %iir e
tion. Heated words were exchanged, tempers ﬂaredpand ah :](1;
'cpsued in the road (the marquis, from his coach w:;s a Wime!?;q)
I'he strangers pelted Marroquin with rocks, and he drew a long
knife and attacked the group, severely wounding one of th i
number, Juan José Mendoza. The wounded man brought a ¢ .
|)Iam’t before the royal authorities, who jailed his assaﬁant i\;lmll_
roquin was again out of jail shortly, his bond posted by a met'"ch"ll] I_
of Mexico City and influence exerted in his behalf by his owérfl']l
employer. But the following spring (April 1805) Mend(};?'i di *l:
apparently due to complications (an infection, one im;: yin ((
[re )AI/I[] the wc’)u,nd inflicted by Marroquin. This mi’schance rég;ul(l :() l
::;N a;xm?;n]? s being jailed once again by the Mexico City author-
Hihl.y. uni]eIflwrilgggett)ar)trhsettlemeqt with the victim’s family (pos-
fromn il it a Sh}(f)rt teinr;;z.irquls) secured Marroquin’s release
Marroquin was to remain free only until his capture at Guada-

forbo 1. il ) . :
”I] 1 l\ l.h('_ following winter. What impelled him to embark on the
('Illtll(.hpI(‘C l]llil.l eventually took him west to the capital of New
alicia : is (i wver 3 :
salicia and into his (in every sense) fatal encounter with



28 The Human Tradition in Latin America

insurrection—whether lack of means, boredom, disillusion with
his chances in Mexico City, or some change in personal circum-
stances—can only be guessed at, but by the summer of 1805 he
apparently had left the viceregal capital (although not, for the
moment, others of his old haunts) behind forever, and, sans
famille, had begun to make his way across central Mexico.

Most of what can be pieced together about Marroquin’s activ-
ities between June and November 1805 is based on testimony
and accusations that surfaced after his capture at Guadalajara,
so that although some of it is very credible and vivid, much of
the material in the record is at worst apocryphal or garbled, and
at best lacks immediacy and specificity. His first move had been
north and west, into the Bajio region, where he was the major
suspect in a highway robbery that netted some ten thousand
pesos, committed near the villa of San Felipe, in the district of
San Miguel el Grande (later San Miguel Allende), on June 29,
1805. By this time he was the leader of a group of brigands
estimated at twenty men. The royal treasurer of Sombrerete also
accused Marroquin and his band of having stolen about seven
thousand pesos of royal funds on their way to the mining town
in late June 1805 and of having robbed a local merchant of a
Jesser amount. Although Marroquin denied any knowledge of or
complicity in cither crime, the evidence for his having master-
minded the San Felipe robbery brought a conviction. A crime to
which he did confess, although he minimized his role in it, was
the theft of some three thousand pesos from a house in the
village of Acaxochitlan, near Tulancingo (he had doubled back
on his own trail), in September 1805. The victim of the robbery,
don Nicolds Pastrana, clearly identified Marroquin, stating that
the highwayman “attempted only to disguise his voice by trying
to talk like a [European] Spaniard.” Other witnesses also placed
Marroquin at the scene of this robbery. During the incident two
men were nearly killed, and a gunfight ensued in the town
cemetery between several armed locals and the fleeing robbers,
one of whom was later captured and implicated Marroquin as
the leader of the bandits. At this same time other witnesses came
forward with the accusation that Marroquin had been involved
in large-scale tobacco smuggling, the crime for which he had first
been sent to jail a decade previously.

Apparently at this point Marroquin, in the company of at least
some of his habitual accomplices, returned to the Bajio area and
made stops in Salamanca, Leon. and other towns on his way to
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expressed moral and civic outrage at Marroquin’s criminality,
stated his position strongly, if rather extravaganty, from the

beginning:

All these excesses, judged juridically, give unequivocal proof of the crimes
committed by Marroquin and his accomplices, and of the notoriously
disorderly life of this man, always with the object of oppressing humanity,
of scandalizing and terrorizing all these towns to the point of plunging
them into mourning . .. and gaining by these impious means not only
the money to support himself, but also making his name famous, as he
has accomplished by these reprehensible means, so noxious to public

society.

The thicket of jurisdictional and legal complications, the neces-
sity of having local officials and witnesses from distant towns
make depositions, and the strictly observed rights of the accused
in reviewing and responding to those depositions in various ways
led to interminable delays in the case and generated an enormous
pile of documentation that had to be reviewed by prosecutors
and judges at every stage of deliberation. Notwithstanding the
general scrupulosity with which Pérez de Acal and other royal
officials handled the case, Marroquin’s previous notoriety estab-
lished in the minds of such functionaries a strong prima facie
case for his guilt and that of his associates. Added to this was
the perceived need to make of the famous highwayman an exam-
ple in order to discourage the wave of brigandage prevalent in
central New Spain in general, and in the Guadalajara region in
particular, at the end of the eighteenth and the beginning of the
nineteenth centuries, characterized by one high judicial official
in Mexico City as a “Hlood of evildoers.”
In finally summarizing his case, in a statement dated the last
day of 1808, Pérez de Acal referred to Marroquin as “famous
and singular in the present epoch for his boldness and temerity,
and for the wantonness with which he has thrown himself into
the commission of many very execrable evils.” Reviewing Mar-
roquin’s criminal career, Pérez de Acal pointed to the brigand’s
own admission that by the age of twenty-two he had already
committed so many crimes as to win for himself “renown for his
wickedness,” and that even when he was behaving well he gained
his livelihood from gambling and smuggling. Having committed
any number of crimes all punishable by death, Marroquin should
be so punished, concluded the prosecutor: he should be hanged,
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to be chained in a cell, was encountered by the intendant “free
in the prison yard, dressed magnificently, and what drew my
attention even more was that his baggage gave signs that he was
ready to mount a horse.” Apparently some prison employee,
presumably having been bribed by the bandit, had forged an
order with the signature of the royal prosecutor for the release
of Marroquin. Abarca’s chance arrival at the jail ruined the plot,
but he was never able to determine who the accomplice had
been.

An even more circumstantial description of jail life at the time
gives a hint of Marroquin’s position in the social hierarchy of
the Guadalajara prison. In April 1810 a prison guard accused
an inmate, Gabriel Mesa, before a city magistrate of having had
homosexual relations with several other prisoners, an accusation
of pecado nefando (unnatural crimes), which brought an immediate
investigation by the authorities. Mesa, a young Indian (seventeen
years old) from a nearby village, was an army deserter. In
response to the serious charges against him, he said he had been
the passive victim of yet another prisoner, Miximo Rivera, an
older Spaniard, who was the only man with whom he had com-
mitted any forpezas (indecencies). Mesa testified that he had awak-
ened one November night to find himself with an erection and
Rivera on top of him “moving up and down upon the witness,
thus penetrated.” Mesa managed to withdraw himself before
ejaculation (an important point in the judges’ minds), struck
Rivera several times, and told the older man to go back to his
own bed in the communal dormitory. During the following weeks
Rivera importuned Mesa nearly every night to repeat this per-
formance, once or twice coming to Mesa while he slept and
fondling him “with the object of putting [him] in a state so that
penetration would be possible.” Mesa consistently refused these
overtures and acts, at one point reminding Rivera that he and
several fellow inmates were in the midst of a course of spiritual
exercises being conducted by a priest.

Rivera, in jail for stealing livestock, denied the charges, as did
two other men accused by the prison guard of having relations
with Mesa. Several other prisoners accused each other of varying
degrees of homosexual involvement, but none of the accused
admitted any culpability except Mesa, and he only with Rivera.

In June of the following year (1811) medical examinations of

the accused were ordered by the civil authorities, but several
physicians agreed in detailed opinions that these would be incon-
clusive. Marroquin was dragged into the case by name when
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claimed that Hidalgo did it out of simple viciousness, or alter-
natively that he essentially overreacted to continual rumors and
some evidence of plots against his life by Creoles and gachupines.
On the whole, Hidalgo’s own argument of pressure from the
popular sectors of his supporters is the most credible explanation.

The executions began on the night of December 12 and con-
tinued for the rest of the month. Although the chronology of
the executions and of Marroquin’s role in them is difficult to
reconstruct with any precision, it seems likely that he was involved
in them at the start and intermittently thereafter. Marroquin
himself, in brief testimony after his capture with Hidalgo and
others in the spring of 1811, claimed that he had carried out the
execution of one contingent of forty-eight Europeans, on a date
unspecified, as he was on his way out of the city to scout the
approaching enemy forces. Apparently this was done in con-
Junction with another mmsurgent commander named Alatorre,
who had received a warrant from Hidalgo’s own hand with the
names of European prisoners being held in the Colegio de San
Juan. Alatorre delegated the task to Marroquin who, with his
men, conducted the prisoners to the cerro (hill) de San Martin,
a few miles distant from the city, beheaded the prisoners, and
left the bodies in a pit the insurgents had dug. The same Dr.
Velasco who penned the disdainful description of Hidalgo’s com-
missioning of Marroquin added to the account g lurid tableau of
the executions in which the prisoners were naked and were
“yielded up to the barbarous fury of the Indians, who killed them
with lances, throwing their bodies into the depths of the canyon.”
Informed testimony implicated Marroquin in still more instances
of mass executions, although he himself denied this, and several
other incidents, some possibly apocryphal and some based on
solid documentation, give a picture of Marroquin’s relationship
to these events and the apparent coolness with which he gave
himself over to the political executions of European Spaniards
in Guadalajara in these months.

On January 17, 1811, the enormous but untrained and
unwieldy insurgent army led by Miguel Hidalgo met a quick and
(lecisive defeat at the hands of 2 much smaller but militarily more
clfective royalist force led by Félix Maria Calleja, royalist com-
mander in chief and future Mexican viceroy, at the bridge of
Galderén, about thirty miles east of Guadalajara. Hidalgo and
his licutenants fled north from Guadalajara, hoping to regroup
and eventually gain support from the United States, but these
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hopes were not to be realized. Betrayed by a one-time mnsurgent
officer in the north of New Spain, Hidalgo and a large party
were captured at Acatita de Bajan, between Saltillo and Monclova,
on March 21, 1811. It is quite clear from accounts of the capture
that Hidalgo’s twenty-man mounted escort, which surrendered
without resistance, was commanded by Agustin Marroquin,
another indication of the confidence the insurgent leader had
placed in the highwayman. In the meantime Marroquin, who
apparently had been with Hidalgo since the flight from Guada-
lajara, had not been idle. He admitted under interrogation in
Chihuahua that while the party was on the road between Mate-
huala and Saltillo they had encountered a carriage with two
European Spaniards and their families inside, and that Marroquin
himself had ordered the men executed on the spot. After the
capture at Bajan, Marroquin was jailed in an improvised prison
cell in Chihuahua’s former Jesuit college. On May 10 he was led
with two lesser officers to the city’s Franciscan convent and exe-
cuted by firing squad. A terse entry appended to Marroquin’s
criminal dossier in Guadalajara the following September acknowl-
edged that it was well known that the highwayman had been
brought to justice in Chihuahua the preceding spring, and that
one of his former associates, Felipe Rodriguez, had been arrested
as an insurgent and was at that time in jail in the city.

The career of Agustin Marroquin is a clear and particularly
well-documented example of the way in which social deviance
and marginality can overlap or conflate with rebellion. Moreover,
whether crime or delinquency was antecedent to rebellion, or
rebellion to crime or delinquency, is not always so clear in the
Mexican context. Now, that acts of criminality or delinquency
should occur within the context of revolutionary violence, or that
criminals and delinquents should be injected into the insurgent
moment, would by no means be unusual in the history of rebellion
in general, or of collective violent protest in the early modern
period in particular. And arriving at a quantitative assessment as
to whether one set of such collective phenomena—say, the French
Revolution, the classical European grain riot, or the uprisings of
the common people in early modern Italian cities—was more
characterized by nonprogrammatic criminal behavior than
another would just as obviously be impossible. Nonetheless, one
is left with the impression in the Mexican case that there was an
even greater than usual characteristic fluidity between the two
types of social phenomena.
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6. Quoted in José Ramirez Flores, El gobierno insurgente en Guadalajara, 1810—

1811 (Guadalajara, 1969), pp- 95-96.
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