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Prologue

Lector Cave. Although several books about the history of the Imperial Order of Guadalupe
during its three iterations exist,” we believe this work's contribution lies in the analysis of
documents from C.F. Rothe & Neffe’s archives, the Viennese company that manufactured
the medals and decorations for the Second Mexican Empire.

Because modern historians have transcended the limitations of sources imposed on us by
epistemological theories such as positivism, we recognize today that historical analysis can
be done by examining sources and records that traditionally would not have been considered
for historical analysis. Without entering into the history of the “extravagances and
curiosities” of the Second Mexican Empire (1863-1867),2 the records of the Viennese
manufacturer related to the medals commissioned by the Emperor's Medal Chancery Office
provide a novel research source onthe subject. Le Roy Ladurie posits that, sometimes, when
we read a historical text, we lack that direct vision, what he calls the testimony without an
intermediary that the person offers about himself.® In our research, the information obtained
comes primarily from communications between imperial officers who played an active role
in the history of the Second Mexican Empire. Although we know these historical facts
through the eyes of these officers, and therefore, the facts are presented to us already
colored by opinions and prejudices, their proximity to the historical developments provides
us with a version not yet distilled by the hands of historians. Let us remember that Otto
Bishop of Freising warned that “the art of the historian has some things to clean up and
avoid, while it has others that it must select and arrange appropriately since it avoids lies
and selects the truth.”*

' The three iterations we are referring to are the period of the foundation of the Order by
Agustin de lturbide, the reestablishment of the Order by Antonio Lépez de Santa-Anna, and
the final stage with the reinstatement by the Second Empire of Maximilian of Habsburg. We
discuss these stages later.

2 Erika Pani. “Mds alla del fusilado de Querétaro y de la local de Miramar: historiografia
reciente sobre el segundo imperio.” Histdricas. Vol. 50. Boletin del Instituto de
Investigaciones Histdricas. September-December 1997. UNAM.18.

3 Emmanuel Le Roy Ladurie. Montaillou, aldea occitana, de 1294 a 1324. Trans. Mauro
Armifo. (Barcelona: Penguin Random House Group Ed. 2019) Loc. 236 de 15327. Kindle.

4 Otto Bishop of Freising. The Two Cities: A Chronicle of Universal History to the Year 1146
A.D. Trans. Charles Christopher Mierow. Ed. Austin P. Evans. (New York: Octagon Books. Inc.
1966) 90.



In this book, | certainly do not discuss or analyze all the letters and communications in the
archive of C.F. Roth & Neffe, which are currently kept at the Austrian State Archivesin Vienna
in the Haus, Hof und Staatsarchiv Section. | only discuss those that specifically relate to the
Mexican Orders, particularly the Imperial Order of Guadalupe, which was the main object of
our research. Although | reviewed communications sent from Mexico to Rothe related to
purchase orders for jewelry requested by Empress Charlotte or other court officials, these
were only considered if they provided some information pertinent to the subject under study.

As for the period of our research, it was delimited by two main stages, beginning with the
dates of the first and second establishments of the Order of Guadalupe in 1822 and 1852,
which we had to refer to briefly to explain the origin of the Order and distinguish the
typological differences between each iteration; and culminating with the Second Mexican
Empire between the years 1864 to 1867, period in which Maximilian was the last Emperor of
Mexico.

| recognize that, paraphrasing Bishop of Freising’s statement, in carrying out my research, |
have “cleaned up and tidied up” the material for this work by selecting some documents and
rejecting others according to the criteria outlined above. While this book concludes my
research on the subject, | hope it will generate new interest and further study. After all, the
same historical document can always be examined from new angles and with new
perspectives or epistemological foundations.

| want to express my gratitude, first, to God, for allowing me to complete this research. | also
thank my dear Mother, without whose support, interest, and motivation this research would
not have been possible, and my beloved daughter, who patiently listened to me each time |
shared a new discovery with her.




Introduction

After taking an iconography class as part of my Doctoral Degree studies, | realized the
importance of carefully observing works of art to answer questions that may arise when
analyzing the hidden meaning of symbols and images appearing in the painting.> My first
work of this type was an iconographic and iconological analysis of a painting that Franz
Seraph von Lenbach made in 1890 of the German Chancellor Otto von Bismarck and in
which | made a Phaleristic study, that is, | analyzed the medals represented in the painting
and their meaning.®

Phaleristics is an auxiliary branch of history whose objective is the study of distinctions or
awards that must be worn and visibly displayed, issued, administered, and conferred
according to specific rules by sovereigns, representatives of states, or state and public
organizations.” In many cases, carefully studying small things that may seem trivial, such as
the medals that appear in a painting or portrait, allows us to find hidden meanings,
ideological, social, hierarchical, religious content, etc. Phaleristics, as an auxiliary branch of
history, will enable us to scrutinize these meanings and open doors to new approaches and
possible research topics, providing rich information about the societies that produce these
awards and the changes they undergo. Medals denote the aesthetic tastes and iconographic
models that capture, with great effectiveness, religious ideas, social virtues, or military
merit. As the well-known writer of historical novels, Jack D. Hunter points out, medals are a
tangible expression of abstract ideas.® We should not underestimate the importance of
medals in historical analysis because they are an eloquent witness to times full of
symbolism. This symbolism is what leads Deguin to comment:

s Erwin Panofsky. Studies in Iconology: Humanistic Themes in the Art of the Renaissance.
(Colorado: Westview Press 1972) 7.

8 Daniel Molina Lépez. Analisis y reflexién sobre la obra Retrato de Otto Eduard Leopold von
Bismarck de Franz Seraph von Lenbach. Unpublished. 2022.

”VAaclav Méficka. Das Buch der Orden und Auszeichnungen. (Hanau: Verlag Werner Dausien,
1976) 11-12.

8 Jack D. Hunter in Stephen T. Previtera, Prussian Blue: A History of the Order Pour le Mérite.
(Richmond, VA: Windore Press 2005) xii.



Certainly, medals do not add anything to the merit of men, but metrit is not a
tangible, ostensible thing; it is precisely to make it such, to create an indicia,
that honorary distinctions have been conceived.®

In my quest to combine the study of Phaleristics with the analysis of nineteenth-century
paintings, | eventually found an interesting painting of Maximilian of Habsburg, Emperor of
Mexico from 1864 to 1867, made by Albert Grafe (1807-1889), titled Portrait of Maximilian |
of Mexico (1865), currently exhibited at the National Museum of History of Mexico. |
scrutinized the painting to make an iconographic and phaleristic description, finding two
honorary Order collars around Maximilian's neck. The first, as expected from a member of
the House of Habsburg of that time, is the Order of the Golden Fleece in its Austrian version
(Orden vom Goldenen Vlies)." To my surprise, the other insignia was an ornate collar
displaying an eagle similar to the Mexican national emblem, an eagle perched on a cactus
devouring a snake (Figure 1).

® Arthur Daguin. Ordres de chevalerie autorisés en France: notice sur ces ordres, législation
les concernant (Paris: Charles Mendel 1894) 4. (Translation ours).

9 We clarify that this is the Austrian version of the Order because the Order of the Golden
Fleece also exists in Spain. This break-up of what originally was a single Order, founded by
Philip le Bon (Duke of Burgundy and the Netherlands in 1430), was the result of the dispute
over the Spanish Crown between the Royal Houses of Bourbon and Habsburg, which
culminated in the Treaty of Vienna in 1725 between the King of Spain, Philip V, and the Holy
Roman Emperor, Charles VL. It is also worth noting that, for a brief period, there existed a
third order called the Order of the Three Golden Fleeces, instituted in France by Napoleon
Bonaparte in 1809, precisely to commemorate his conquest of the Spanish and Austrian
Fleeces, all of which were “unified” under the French Fleece. See M. Bignon, Histoire de
France depuis 1799 jusqu’en 1812, Vol. VIII, (Paris, Chez Firmin Didot Freres 1838) 382. See
also generally Bernard Burke. The Book of Orders of Knighthood and Declarations of Honor
of All Nations. (London: Hurst & Blackette 1858) 6.
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Figure 1. Emperor Maximilian’s portrait and a detail showing the
Order of the Mexican Eagle.!

The emblem of the Mexican eagle devouring a snake comes from the ancestral myths of the
Nahuatl people, according to which the Aztec tribes had to stop their pilgrimage when they
found an eagle devouring a snake on a cactus. Arriving in the Valley of Mexico and seeing the
vision, they decided to settle in that place, thus giving birth to the great Tenochtitlan. One
of the insurgents who fought for Mexico's independence, the priest José Maria Morelos, is
credited with having incorporated for the first time into a banner the symbol of the eagle
standing on the cactus devouring the snake. However, this is not the first Mexican flag since
this was the banner of the Virgin of Guadalupe raised by another of the insurgents, the priest
Miguel Hidalgo. (Figure 2)

" See https://www.escudodemexico.com/escudo-de-la-bandera-de-mexico, accessed on
January 24, 2023.

2 See generally https://www.gob.mx/bancodelbienestar/articulos/historia-de-la-bandera-
de-mexico?idiom=es, accessed on January 24, 2023.



https://www.escudodemexico.com/escudo-de-la-bandera-de-mexico
https://www.gob.mx/bancodelbienestar/articulos/historia-de-la-bandera-de-mexico?idiom=es
https://www.gob.mx/bancodelbienestar/articulos/historia-de-la-bandera-de-mexico?idiom=es
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Figure 2. Standards used by Miguel Hidalgo in 1810 and José Maria Morelos in 1812

Having no prior knowledge of the medals in the painting, | began researching the subject.
Although it was an unknown and novel topic for me, fortunately, there is literature on the
subject, mainly Mexican literature.™ Searching for information on the Imperial Order of the
Mexican Eagle eventually led me to information related to other Imperial Orders, including
Maximilian's reinstatement of the Imperial Order of Guadalupe (Figure 3).

Figure 3. The portrait clearly shows the Order of Guadalupe’s Grand Star,'* as well as the
Collars of the Golden Fleece and Mexican Eagle Grand Cross. "

'3 See, Ignacio Borja. llustre y distinguida Orden de Nuestra Sefiora de Guadalupe. (México:
Conacutla 2011); Ricardo Trillanes Sanchez, Ordenes Imperiales en México, Medallas y
Condecoraciones (1861-1824)(1863-1867). (México: s.d. 2011).

" During our research, we found two versions of this same painting. In one, the Star of the
Order of Guadalupe is almost entirely covered by the collar of the Golden Fleece. The Star of
the Order of Guadalupe is clearly shown in this image.



Gourdon de Genouillac tells us, in his well-known historical dictionary on the Orders of
Chivalry, that, to properly understand an Order, it is necessary not only to look at the shape
of the medal orthe ribbon's colors, but also to investigate the date of the Order's foundation,
the details of the founder and his reason for founding it, the different phases that can be
distinguished in its historical path, whether it continues to be awarded or has become
extinct, and if it has become extinct, the reasons for this.’®

Thus, the phaleristic research eventually led me to the files of the company that
manufactured these medals in Austria for the Mexican Imperial government, the firm C.F.
Rothe und Neffe.

S Henri Gourdon de Genouillac. Dictionnaire Historique des Ordres de Chevalerie, créés
chez les différents peuples depuis le premier siécle jusqu’a nous jours. (Paris: E. Dentu,
1854). 5.



Brief historical background

Although the subject of the Second Empire and the French intervention is part of Mexican
students' educational curriculum, for the benefit of non-Mexican readers, we make a brief
historical account that serves as a conceptual framework to understand the findings of our
research and explain how a Mexican honorary Order based on the Virgin of Guadalupe’s story
is related to an emperor of Austrian origin, imposed on the Mexican throne by a French
emperor.

In the mid-nineteenth century, the French government, led by Napoleon Ill, like other
European monarchies, viewed with great concern what they perceived as the United States
expansionism and sought a way to limit its expansion’ while maintaining the American
continent as a source of raw materials and trade for the European powers." At that time,
France had overseas colonies in America, such as Guadeloupe, Martinique, Saint Martin,
and Guyana, and had strong economic interests in Central America.'® The opportunity to
weaken the United States presented itself in 1861 with the American Civil War." Napoleon
lll's government quickly recognized the Confederation of Southern States government as a
belligerent entity, although it did not dare to recognize it as an independent nation. Most of
the European monarchies sympathized with the Southern cause by sending observers, but
none recognized the independence of the South. However, because the United and
Confederate States were busy with their fratricidal struggle and were not able to enforce the
Monroe Doctrine,? France saw an opportunity to intervene in America.

s Kathryn Abbey Hanna. “The Roles of the South in the French Intervention in Mexico.” The
Journal of Southern History, vol. 20, No. 1, 1954. 4.

7 Patricia Galeana. “Republica y monarquia en busca de reconocimiento (1864-1867).” La
Disputa Por La Soberania (1821-1876), 1st ed., vol. 3, El Colegio de Mexico, 2010, pp. 155.

® Thomas Schoonover. “France in Central America 1820s-1989 an Overview”. Revue
francaise d'histoire d'outre-mer, Vol. 79, No. 295, (1992). pp. 161-197.

9 Agustin Sanchez and Andrés Lira. “La diplomacia Hispano-Mexicana: de la Intervencion
Tripartita a la caida del Imperio.” Espafia y El Imperio de Maximiliano: Finanzas, Diplomacia,
Cultura e Inmigracidn, ed. Clara E. Lida, 1st ed., El Colegio de México, 1999, pg. 110.

20 The principles of the Monroe Doctrine were: (i) the rejection of any European intervention
in America’s internal affairs, (ii) any European intervention on the continent would be
perceived as a threat to American security, and (iii) the United States would not allow
European powers to acquire new colonies in America.
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France's opportunity crystallized with the possibility of intervening in Mexico. The excuse for
this intervention occurred when England, France, and Spain decided to ally and mobilize
troops to Mexico to force the payment of the debts that the Mexican Government had
accumulated during years of struggle after independence and whose payment President
Benito Juarez had suspended onJuly 17, 1861.2" On October 31, 1861, France, England, and
Spain agreed in London to intervene jointly in Mexico. By December 17, 1861, the alliance's
threat became a reality when troops landed in Veracruz, first from Spain and, later, French
and English troops on January 10, 1862. The government of President Benito Juarez reached
an agreement under the Treaty of Soledad in February 1862, agreeing to repeal the law that
prohibited repayment of the debt and thus reaching a compromise with the governments of
Spain and England. By April 9, 1862, the Spanish and English troops were withdrawn from
Mexico and re-embarked between April 24 and 25, 1862. On the other hand, France took
advantage of already being “in country” and sent more troops. The French were not alone in
their desire to establish a monarchy in Mexico since there was a group of Mexican
conservatives who, eager to regain their power and restore the privileges that the Catholic
Church had lost in Mexico, were willing to establish a new monarchy.

Napoleon Il sought a possible king for the Mexican throne and began considering
candidates among the European royal families. Concerned about the new status of political
importance that Prussia acquired after it participated in the Napoleonic Wars (1803-1815),
Napoleon lll sought to ally himself with the Austrian crown, which had recently defeated
Prussia and forced it to accept the Peace of Olmutz (November 1850), thus recognizing
Austria's supremacy over the affairs of the Germanic Confederation.??

The best candidate for Napoleon Il was Archduke Ferdinand Maximilian of Habsburg-
Lorraine, of the Austrian imperial house of Habsburg. This archduke, married to Marie
Charlotte of Saxe-Coburg-Gotha of the ruling house in Belgium, provided Napoleon lll with a
young monarch he believed he could easily control. At the same time, he arranged a

2 Mexican independence began in 1810 and continued until 1821 with the Treaty of Cordoba
signed by Agustin de lturbide, as head of the Trigarante Army, and Juan O'Donoju as
Lieutenant General of New Spain. In 1824, the First Federal Constitution was approved. It
was not until 1836 that Spain formally recognized Mexico's independence through the Treaty
of Santa Maria Calatrava on December 28, 1836. After Mexico achieved its independence, it
was plunged into struggles between liberals and conservatives, alternating republican
governments with monarchical attempts, creating political, economic, and social
uncertainty that led to the Reform Wars.

22See Roy A. Austensen. “Austria and the ‘Struggle for Supremacy in Germany,’ 1848-1864.”
The Journal of Modern History, Vol. 52, No. 2, 1980, pp. 196-225.

10



relationship with the monarchies of Austria and Belgium. Maximilian, for his part, was willing
to accept the Mexican crown offered by Napoleon lll since his older brother, Francis Joseph
I, who was Emperor of Austria, was barely 33 years old and already had offspring who could
inherit the throne. Thus, Maximilian could not reasonably aspire to have significant roles
within the monarchy that were not merely ceremonial and of little importance in the shadow
of his brother, who also considered him a possible rival.2® For Maximilian, the opportunity of
a Mexican crown seemed his best option, even if it was on the other side of the world.

After multiple battles between the French army under General Elias Frédéric Forey and the
Mexican army forces, including the famous battle of May 5 under the command of General
Ignacio Zaragoza, Napoleon llI's army entered Mexico City victoriously on June 10, 1863, and
proclaimed the Mexican Empire. General Forey was replaced in 1863 by General Frangois
Achille Bazaine, who implemented a policy characterized by cruelty against the Mexican
people. That same year, on October 3, 1863, a delegation of Mexican conservatives, with the
approval of Napoleon lll, formally offered the Mexican crown to Maximilian (Figure 4).

Figure 4. Painting by Cesare Dell’Acqua captioned in Italian Massimiliano riceve la
deputazione messicana (1867), oil on canvas currently displayed at the Miramar Castle in
Trieste

Maximilian expressed his willingness to accept the Mexican throne if a popular referendum
showed widespread support for his nomination. Mexican conservatives assured Maximilian
that the Mexican people overwhelmingly acclaimed him. They lied, but Maximilian believed,
or chose to believe, that their representations were accurate and that the Mexicans would

2 John Emerich Lord Acton. Surgimiento y caida del Imperio Mexicano. 1st ed., El Colegio de
México, 2006.
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receive him with joy. Maximilian arrived in Mexico on May 28, 1864, entered Mexico City on
June 12, 1864, and eventually settled into Chapultepec Castle.

By 1865, the American Civil War had ended, allowing American foreign policy to refocus on
implementing the Monroe Doctrine once again.?® The French army would fail to pacify
Mexico, suffering multiple defeats and setbacks against regular and irregular forces. These
defeats, coupled with the expenditure of French money, resources, and lives on Mexican
soil, the United States pressure against the Mexican and French Imperial Government, as
well as the anti-French rhetoric that was already resonating strongly from Berlin, would
cause Napoleon lll to decide, by the end of November 1866, to begin repatriating the troops
that were in Mexico, thus ending military and economic support for the Second Empire.? At
the end of 1866, the French army began a three-phase plan to withdraw its troops, and there
were loud rumors of Maximilian's possible abdication.

The early withdrawal of French troops weakened Maximilian's cause, which remained
militarily supported only by some conservative Mexicans and a small contingent of about six
thousand Austrian and Belgian soldiers, the Freikorps, who had allowed, as a personal
privilege to the Mexican monarchs, their relatives from the crowns of Belgium and Austria.?®
In December 1866, Maximilian disbanded both Freikorps by incorporating them into the
French army as part of the Division Auxiliaire Estrangere, thus allowing those troops to be
repatriated to their respective countries of origin at the expense of the French Government.
Bazain repatriated the Belgian and Austrian troops between December 18, 1866, and

24The French press and magazines commented at the time that the Mexican enterprise was
serious “because of the difficulties inherent in the foundation of a monarchical government
by means of a large and prolonged military intervention... and it is serious because of the
antagonism of interests and principles that it can provoke between our government and the
people of the United States.” Revue des deux mondes. Year XXVI, Vol. 61. (Paris: Bureau de
la Revue des Deux Mondes 1866). 242. (Translation ours).

2 The position of the United States towards the Mexican Imperial government was summed
up in Austrian opinion as follows: “After the triumph of the North American states over those
of the South, the situation of the Empire worsened and became almost desperate because
the republican government in Washington considered that it could not tolerate a
monarchical throne in its neighborhood and made an increasingly threatening gesture
towards France.” |. Hirtenfeld. Oesterreischischer Militdr-Kalender fur das Jahr 1868.
(Vienna: Verlag von Carl Gerold’s Sohn 1868). 49. (Translation ours).

% Herbert Nickel. Kaiser Maximilians Kartographen in Mexiko. (Frankfurt: Vervuet Verlag
2003). 9.
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February 28, 1867.%” Maximilian also lost the economic and political support of the Mexican
conservatives for having refused to repeal the policies imposed by President Benito Juarez
that had undermined the finances and ecclesiastical privileges. The repeal of these laws had
been one of the pillars of the original support of the Mexican conservatives to Maximilian.
Thus, Maximilian abandoned the capital but decided not to leave the country and to fight to
the end. The debts of the Mexican Crown were not being paid, which closed the possibility
of obtaining loans and credit for the Imperial government to subsidize the continuation of
the war against the insurgents.

The predictable and inevitable end of the Second Empire came on May 15, 1867, when
Maximilian surrendered to the Mexican Republican forces led by General Mariano Escobedo.
The original intention of the Mexican government was that Maximilian and the conservative
generals Miguel Miramén and Tomas Mejia would be tried and convicted within only twenty-
four hours and that they would also be judged by a court-martial, in accordance with a Law
promulgated on January 25, 1862.2¢ Maximilian's defense, headed by Mr. Rafael Martinez de
la Torre, assisted by Mr. Eulalio Maria Ortega and Mr. Jesus Maria Vazquez, first challenged
the jurisdiction of the court martial?® and requested that the period of preparation for the trial

27 Gustave Leon Niox. Expédition Du Mexique, 1861-1867: Récit Politique & Militaire. (Paris:
J. Dumaine, 1874) 761.

28 The statute's title was ““Ley para castigar los delitos contra la nacién, el orden, la paz
publicay las garantias individuales” (Law to punish crimes against the nation, order, public
peace and individual guarantees). Curiously, this statute remained in force until the 20th
century and served as a legal basis for prosecuting people who were involved in the
assassination and coup d’état against President Gustavo |. Madero, after the revolt of 1913.
See Edmundo Derbez Garcia, “La Ley contra Conspiradores del 25 de enero de 1862”.
http://rac.db.uanl.mx/id/eprint/98/1/ley%20contra%20conspiradores%20del%2025%20de
%20enero%20de%201862.pdf. Accessed on February 20, 2023.

2 Articles 6 and 7 of the aforementioned Law established that the military authority, through
an ordinary Court Martial, was the only authority competent to prosecute crimes under that
statute and that the procedure would be summary. The statute is compiled in Derechos del
pueblo mexicano: México a través de sus constituciones. 9th ed. (Mexico: Porria 2016), 452.
Maximilian’s defense based its challenge to the jurisdiction of the Court Martial on the fact
that said institution was not the correct legal vehicle to prosecute mere acts of governmental
administration and, furthermore, a death penalty should not be the punishment for crimes
of a political nature. Mariano Riva Palacios and Rafael Martinez de la Torre. Memorando
sobre el proceso del Archiduque Fernando Maximiliano de Austria. (Mexico: Printing Press F.
Diaz de Le6n 1867) 30-33.

13


http://rac.db.uanl.mx/id/eprint/98/1/ley%20contra%20conspiradores%20del%2025%20de%20enero%20de%201862.pdf
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be extended by at least one more month, due to the voluminous documentary evidence they
intended to present in favor of the Emperor. President Juarez only agreed to a three-day
extension and rejected the defense's request that Maximilian be tried by a civilian court,
maintaining that the trial should be held before a court martial.*® Thus, on June 13, 1867, the
prosecution against Maximilian began before a court martial composed of six officers of the
Mexican Republican army. At all times, the Mexican government had indicated that the trial
should be carried out in accordance with the statute of 1862 so that a conviction and death
sentence were practically a certainty. The result had already been foreseen by Maximilian's
own defense team, who had stated that Maximilian was not being taken to the firing squad
by "the feverish exaltation of the passion of triumph" but rather by the cold, ironclad, and
inflexible application of a law with a summary procedure and immediate execution.®' On
June 14, 1867, the Court Martial found Maximilian guilty and sentenced him, along with
Generals Miramén and Megjia, to the death penalty.

Although many monarchs and international figures directly asked PresidentJuarez to pardon
Maximilian,®? Juarez and his cabinet refused to grant clemency, considering that the Emperor
was very young and could in the future “reconsider his abdication,”* so they ordered that the
sentence be carried out. Maximilian was shot at Cerro de las Campanas on June 19, 1867,
thus ending the brief Second Mexican Empire. This event shocked the European monarchies
and was even the subject of a famous painting by Manet (Figure 5).

01d. 21, 283.

$1d. 24, 25.

%2 Among those requesting clemency for Maximilian were his brother-in-law, King Leopold I
of Belgium, Queen Victoria of England, Queen Elizabeth Il of Spain, and public figures such
as Victor Hugo and General Giuseppe Garibaldi.

% Rodrigo Amerlinck. La Reforma y el Segundo Imperio. (S.D. 2020) Loc. 3155 de 4225.
Kindle.
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Figure 5. L’exécution de l'empereur Maximilien du Mexique. Oil on canvas by Edouard
Manet painted in 1868./" The painting is currently at the Kunsthalle Mannheim Museum.

Manet's painting in Figure 5 is full of symbols and accusations. Maximilian's tragic-heroic
gesture as a platoon of Mexican soldiers shoots him contrasts with the indifference of the
French soldier, recognizable by the color scheme of his cap and because he is the only one
who, although part of the firing squad, stays behind and does not shoot, thus "avoiding"
being singled out as one of those responsible for the Emperor's death.
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History of the Order of Guadalupe before the Second
Empire

The Virgin of Guadalupe symbolizes identity and veneration for the Mexican people since her
appearance in 1531. The Virgin Mary’s devotion as the Virgen de Guadalupe had spread
throughout the Mexican territory by 1556, notwithstanding the slow process of formal
recognition by the Catholic Church.?* It was not until April 24, 1754, that the Sacred
Congregation of Rites of the Vatican finally issued the decree approving the Office and Mass
for the Virgin Mary, in her Guadalupe invocation®, as the principal Patron of the New Spain
Viceroyalty (Mexico), designating December 12 for this day. In May of that same year, Pope
Benedict XIV issued a Papal Bull formally decreeing the patronage of the Virgin Mary, in her
Guadalupe invocation, for the New Spain Viceroyalty.*® Ever since, the image and devotion
to Our Lady of Guadalupe served as a symbol of anointing and patronage, not only for the
Mexican people but also for the colonial authorities and, later, those of independent Mexico.
The image that would eventually be used in all medals referred to in this work is based on the
image that appears on the canvas known as the Mantle of Juan Diego Cuauhtlatoatzin, with
which the devotion to Our Lady of Guadalupe began (Figure 6).

% Gisela von Wobeser. “Antecedentes iconograficos de la imagen de la Virgen de
Guadalupe”. Anales del Instituto de Investigaciones Estéticas, Vol. 37, No. 107, pp. 173-227,
2015.

% We use the term “invocation” to refer to the different iconographical attributes associated
to a particular Marian representation, also known as an iconographic type.

3¢ Historia de la aparicion de la Sma. Virgen Maria de Guadalupe en México: desde el afo de
MDXXXI al de MDCCCXCV. Vol. Il (México: La Europea 1897) 85-86.
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Figure 6. The Virgin Mary in her Guadalupe invocation.

This image of the Virgin of Guadalupe will be the frame of reference and provides the
iconographic scheme of the medals of the Order that bears her name and to whose
protection the Order was entrusted since its foundation.

Before continuing with the discussion of the topic, it is necessary to explain the difference
between an Order and a medal. The word Order comes from the Latin “Ordo,” and the
meaning used in phaleristics refers to an “organization” in ranks or lines, a meaning widely
used during the Middle Ages with the creation of the Military Orders during the Crusades.
From the XVI century onwards, the Military Orders were substantially transformed into
secular Orders and became a tool for royalty and nobility to dispense favors and privileges.*’
During the XVIII and XIX centuries, admission to a secular Order became a prize awarded in
recognition of a very personal merit for “virtues and honorable behavior or relevant services
rendered to the nation.”*® A medalis a visible physical manifestation or sign that shows some
particular merit. Now, it is necessary to consider that not every medal or award implies the
existence of an Order. For example, medals received for bravery (such as the Prussian
Rettungsmedaille), for being wounded in combat (such as the U.S. Purple Heart), or foryears
of service (such as the Austrian Militardienstzeichen) are medals issued by a sovereign in
recognition of some merit. Still, they do not imply or entail membership in any Order.

On the contrary, an Order usually allows a recipient to be a member and participate in a
quasi-corporate, guild-like entity, which is governed by statutes that provide and regulate
multiple aspects of the recipient's life, from the form and manner in which the decorations
are worn, to the conduct that must govern among its members and their duties to society.*
As we will discuss below, the medals of the Imperial Order of Guadalupe evidenced that the
recipient was a member of a select group that had to abide by statutes promulgated by the
Emperor, adhering to strict ceremonial and protocol. Therefore, the insignias authorized by

% Shishkov Sergey Stanislavovich. Awards of Russia 1698-1917. (Vladivostok: Rollfilm
Photostudio 2003). 13.

% David Ramirez Jiménez y Antonio Prieto Barrio. Faleristica Espafiola: Estudio de las
condecoraciones. (Madrid: Malpe, S.A. 2022) 17.

%9 We use the present tense because many centuries-old Orders continue to be awarded and
renewed today, incorporating new members. Examples of this are the Most Noble Order of
the Garter in the United Kingdom, the Ordre national de la Légion d'honneur in France, and
the Real Orden de Isabel la Catodlica in Spain.
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some Order, such as medals and chapter mantles, in addition to allowing the bearer to be
recognized as the possessor of some specific merit, whether civic, religious, or military, also
serve as symbols whose purpose is to link their bearer with the Order’s owner.*°

The Imperial Order of Guadalupe was created in Mexico during the First Empire under the
auspices of Agustin de Iturbide. The Provisional Board of the Empire promulgated the
Constitution of the Order of Guadalupe on February 18, 1822. The express purpose of the
Order of Guadalupe was “to reward the courage and virtues of those who sacrificed
everything to serve the Fatherland” as well as those “who would henceforth dedicate
themselves to contributing to its glories and splendor.” [sic.] The Imperial Order of
Guadalupe turned to the Virgin Mary, in her Guadalupe invocation, to procure the heavenly
Protection of those to whom it was granted.

The composition and form of the cross is quite interesting and original. It consists of a cross
with twelve arms,*' arranged alternating between large and small arms, lanceolate in shape,
that radiate from the center of the cross and widen at their ends. Each blade ends in three
points topped by a sphere. The design of the cross's blades included the Trigarante colors,
green, red, and white, alternating. “? The cross has in its center a medallion whose exergue is
in green enamel with the motto RELIGION/INDEPENDENCIA/UNION written in relief in gold,
finished with a relief image of the Virgin Mary in her Guadalupe invocation, also in gold, over
a white enameled field. The cross has between its arms a crown made of palm branches on
one side and olive branches on the other, branching outin opposite directions from the lower
arm to the upper one (Figure 7).

40 Alberto Montaner Frutos. “Sentido y contenido de los emblemas”. Emblemata. Revista
aragonesa de emblematica. No. 16 (2010). 48.
https://ifc.dpz.es/recursos/publicaciones/30/55/04montaner.pdf

“1In phaleristics, a distinction is made between a Cross, having horizontal and vertical arms,
and a Star with multiple rays radiating from its center. Laslo, A. J. A Glossary of Terms Used
in Phaleristics -The Science, Study, and Collecting of the Insignia of Orders, Decorations, and
Medals. (Nuevo Mexico, Dorado Publishing, 1995). However, this Order's insignia is
considered a Cross, notwithstanding the various arms emanating from the center.

42The Trigarante colors established by Iturbide in 1821 originally represented independence
(green), the Catholic religion (white), and unity (red). President Benito Juarez promoted a
change in the meaning of the colors in keeping with the Reform ideology and the separation
between church and state. In modern times, green represents hope, white symbolizes purity
and principles of national unity, and red represents the blood shed by the nation's heroes.
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Figure 7. Orden de Guadalupe cross, first epoch"

In the manner of many European military orders, according to Article IV of the Constitution
of the Order of Guadalupe, this Order would have three classes, these being, in descending
order: class of Knights Grand Cross, Knights of Number and Knights Supernumerary. The
Order was numerus clasus, that is, the majority of the classes could not exceed a specific
number of recipients to whom it had been granted. In the case of this Order, the First Class
could not exceed fifty recipients, while the Second Class could not exceed one hundred
recipients. The number of recipients of the Third Class was at the discretion of the Grand
Master of the Order. These limitations did not apply to non-Mexican recipients.

According to the Statutes of the Order, to be designated as a recipient, it was necessary to
be over 25 years of age, a citizen of the Empire, in the full exercise of his rights (legal
capacity), to be a Roman Catholic Apostolic Christian, to enjoy good public standing
(reputation) and to have provided distinguished services to the State.*?

It is worth noting that many European honorary or military Orders granted the right to use
various types of insignia, depending on the rank or class conferred. The same Order could
have a sash, a collar, a star, or a cross. On some occasions, according to the statutes of the
Order, the recipient could use or would be required to use, some or all of these insignia,
depending on the class conferred. The phaleristic picture is complicated when we also
consider that, in Europe, some medals previously obtained by the same person could
receive additional honors, such as crowns, laurel or oak leaves, diamonds, swords, and
other marks.

43 Constituciones de la Imperial Orden de Guadalupe. (México: Imprenta Alejando Valdés
1822). Estatuto de la Orden Imperial de Guadalupe, Article V.
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In the case at hand, the Imperial Order of Guadalupe also had various insignia, which
included a collar, a sash, a grand cross, a cross and a star, all with the Trigarante colors. In
the center of these insignia would be an image of “Our Lady of Guadalupe.” On the upper
arm of the cross was an eagle with an Imperial Crown. The arms of the cross rest on a wreath
of palms on one side and an olive branch on the other. On the obverse of the cross, in the
medallion's outer circle, the motto “RELIGION / INDEPENDENCIA / UNION”#* would be
written and on the reverse, the phrase “AL / PATRIOTISMO / HEROICO.”#®

The image below shows the original designs for the Order’s Collar, the Star, the Cross
pendant, and the Cross lapel pin (Figure 8).4¢
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Figure 8. The insignia approved by Iturbide ¥

44 The motto is “Religion, Independence, Union”.
45 The motto is “To Heroic Patriotism”.

46 The attribution and provenance of illustrations and images used appear at the end of the
book.
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Figure 9. lturbide wearing the Order’s Grand Collar.” An embroidered breast star to be sewn
on the Order’s Mantle. "t

The second image in Figure 9 above is interesting because it is one of the few surviving
embroidered stars of the First Empire. Like other European Orders, such as the British Order
of the Garter or the Prussian Order of the Black Eagle, this insignia was embroidered on
chapter mantles as a badge of honor. The Statutes stipulated that Numerary Knights should
wear this insignia embroidered on the left side of the mantle.*’

With Iturbide's abdication on March 19, 1823, the Imperial Order of Guadalupe first period
ended.”® It will not be until November 11, 1853, now under the republican government of
Antonio Lépez de Santa Anna, that the Order of Guadalupe will be restored. The history of
Santa Anna is very complex, evidenced by the alternation of affection and hatred that the
Mexican people and the international community had toward this picturesque character.*®

47 Consti