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INTRODUCTION 

Historians classify the date of the Mexican Revolution as 

the period between 1910 and 1920. Their works are comprehensive 

and address essential aspects of the revolution, including, but 

not limited to military, political, economic, and social issues. 

A large body of that literature deals with events along the 

political boundary that separated the geographic areas of 

northern Mexico and the southwestern United States. In addition 

to secondary literature there is an abundance of primary source 

material. The researcher is urged to use caution, however, 

because "Mexican reportage of the relations between the 

revolutionary governments and the United States was typified by 

an extreme nationalism that often degenerated into chauvinism ... " 

and "United States coverage of the Mexican Revolution ... followed 

a similar pattern." 1 When United States interests in Mexico 

became threatened by Mexican nationalism, "newspaper accounts 

with vivid descriptions of the occasional murder of a United 

States citizen in Mexico were used to intensify a latent race 

sensitivity." 2 This style of biased reporting intensified as the 

revolution progressed. 

Critical use of historical literature regarding the Mexican 

Revolution, on the other hand, offers valuable insight as the 

material is inclusive of both regional and local frameworks. 

While some literature is truly tainted with prejudice, other 
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works provide more narrative and descriptive views of events that 

transpired during the revolutionary period. Three examples of 

that literature follow. 

Clarence Clendenen's book, Blood on the Border: The United 

States Army and Mexican Irregulars, viewed the border as an 

"historic scene of violence and disorder." 3 Seemingly, the 

Mexican Revolution transformed the border between the United 

· states and Mexico into a strategic line, given over to 

international friction. From Juarez to Naco to Nogales, the 

revolutionists, including the famous Francisco "Pancho" Villa, 

were pushed up against and sometimes violated this political 

boundary, turning predominately peaceful border towns into combat 

zones. During this period of instability, residents of the 

borderlands lived in constant fear of attack. 

In Texas and the Mexican Revolution: A Study in State and 

National Border Policy, 1910-1920, and Revolution on the Border: 

The United States and Mexico, 1910-1920, Don Coerver and Linda 

Hall examined the political and military forces that shaped the 

"social and economic outcomes with national-as well as local and 

regional-effects." 4 Coerver and Hall point out that border 

battles along the international border disrupted locally forged 

social and economic ties between Sonoran and Arizonan 

communities, resulting in progressively increased tensions 

towards the end of the revolutionary period. 

Expanding on Coerver and Hall's concept, my concern, whil~ 

largely narrative in context, is focused on an event known in the 
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United States as the Battle of Ambos Nogales. This international 

altercation occurred in 1918 within the regional setting of 

Arizona-Sonora history. The "battle" took place between among a 

mixture of American soldiers, custom agents, and civilians and 

Mexican federal troops, custom guards, and civilians. 

Clendenen categorized the incident as one of the "last 

battles" of the revolution. 5 Hall and Coerver referred to the 

incident as the "little battle of Nogales." 6 Both of the studies 

conducted by these historians devote little space or significance 

to the conflict. The result is a hasty under estimation of the 

battle of Ambos Nogales. The battle, which occurred between the 

towns of Nogales, Arizona, and Nogales, Sonora, resulted in the 

unnecessary deaths of numerous people and is deserving of closer 

analysis than previously delivered. By shedding light on this 

localized event and the impact that it had on the area, my study 

will contribute to a better understanding of the regional 

problems that existed on the Arizona-Sonora border during the 

fading years of the Mexican Revolution and the fears and 

prejudices that existed in the United States and Mexico at that 

time. 

Years of recurrent unrest in Mexico caused by the 

Revolution, United States intervention in Mexican affairs, and 

international troubles acted to compound local tensions on the 

border created from United States militarization, stricter 

regulations on customs and immigration, and the hostility crea~ed 

by these adjustments and accommodations. The result of this 
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combination of multicausal factors unique to the border produced 

conflict on the line. 

TENSION ON THE BORDER 

Those in Mexico who desired an end to the "Porfiriatb" (the 

Porfirio Diaz dictatorship) considered the Mexican Revolution of 

1910 an internal affair. The United States, nevertheless, had 

always had great interest in occurrences south of the border and 

it was not long before Americans became involved in the 

Revolution. Besides possessing a roughly two thousand mile long 

open border with Mexico, the United States had many economic 

investments that relied on a stable political climate in Mexico 

and favorable treatment towards American business interests. 

United States participation in the Mexican Revolution began 

diplomatically with the support of the General Victoriano Huerta 

in the overthrow of the revolutionist Francisco Madero and 

escalated to two large-scale military interventions, the first at 

the port city of Vera Cruz in 1914 and second, known as the 

Punitive Expedition, in northern Mexico in 1916 and early 1917. 7 

The support for the counterrevolutionary Huerta came 

primarily from American Ambassador Henry Lane Wilson, whose 

biased agenda and recommendations shaped the views of the United 

States government in Washington D.C.. Ambassador Wilson felt 

Madero's regime could not adequately control the revolutionary 

movement and protect United States interests. 
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The incoming American President, Woodrow Wilson, wanted such 

isses as the compensation for loss of American life and property 

addressed before recognizing Huerta's regime. 8 In April of 1914 

President Wilson was concerned over the growing strength of the 

Huerta regime and his early dominance of the resistance movements 

led by the constitutionalists Venustiano Carranza, Emiliano 

Zapata, and Francisco Villa. President Wilson called for United 

States military intervention "on behalf of American lives and 

property" that were caught in the middle of these warring 

factions. 9 The result was the United States Navy's occupation of 

the port of Vera Cruz. This occupation contributed greatly to 

the dissolving of any trust between the United States and the 

constitutionalist army led by Carranza. Carranza felt that the 

United States should withdraw its forces immediately and address 

concerns over Huerta with the constitutionalist government. 10 

With the subsequent resignation of Huerta and the assumption 

of power by Carranza in 1914, the United States withdrew its 

forces from Vera Cruz. The United States goal of removing Huerta 

from power had been accomplished. The political instability of 

Mexico, however, was far from over. Francisco Villa and Emiliano 

Zapata split from Carranza and struggled to bring the 

conventionist forces to power. 11 The United States' de facto 

recognition of Carranza and the prohibited shipments of arms to 

Villa in the fall of 1915 further infuriated Villa, who claimed 

that he possessed the ''power and resources with which to conti~ue 

the present struggle" against Carranza and his main supporter, 
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Alvaro Obregon. 12 

The alienation of Villa and the backing of Carranza created 

many new problems for President Wilson. The political boundary 

could not contain the revolution as the fighting occasionally 

spilled over into the southwest United States. Revolutionalists 

such as Villa fought to control the strategic Mexican border 

towns, so as to have access to ports of entry, custom houses, and 

supply lines. Once in control of the border towns, American arms 

and munitions were readily available. 

Several groups from both countries began to take advantage 

of the confusion created by the Mexican Revolution. 

Revolutionists and bandits violated neutrality laws as they 

crossed the line to sack ranches and small settlements in search 

of booty and supply. United States intervention in Mexican 

affairs helped to foster hostile feelings between the two 

countries, especially among the residents of the border region. 

The Wilson administration's recognition of the Carranza 

government was based on the expected protection of American lives 

and property. This protection was challenged on January 9, 1916, 

when bandits suspected of being Villa followers, raided a train 

carrying American mining engineers and murdered sixteen United 

States citizens near Santa Ysabel, Chihuahua. 13 Supposedly, Villa 

warned Americans fleeing Mexico after this incident that "if the 

United States loved Carranza so well as to recognize him, let it 

look to Carranza for their protection. "14 One property holder, 

the Madera company, demanded immediate protection for its 
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holdings. No protection was forthcoming, with reports that 

Carranza forces were needed in "bandit-ridden western 

Chihuahua. " 15 Outraged Americans in Texas and along the border 

demanded direct intervention. 

Democratic representative from the border state of Texas, 

James C. Slayden, summed up the increasing tension among border 

residents in a speech to both houses of the United States 

Congress. Representative Slayden stated that 

the people of the border have been patient under an 

unparalleled series of outrages. They do not want war 

with Mexico, but they do want security for their lives 

and property. Their patience is near exhaustion, and 

if some relief, absolute, reliable, and continued, is 

not quickly given them they may not always remain 

patient. Their anger is great and growing. I deplore 

any rash action on their part, and I sincerely hope 

there will be none, but he must be blind who cannot see 

the danger. 16 

In response to the Santa Ysabel massacre and lack of control 

exhibited by the Carranza government, race riots broke out in the 

town of El Paso on January 13, 1916. General John Pershing 

described the events in a telegram to the War Department. 

Pershing stated that a crowd of roughly 350 people gathered after 

the saloons let out around 10:00 p.m .. The crowd was reported as 

"looking for Mexicans" and beating any they came upon. It was 

without "plan or purpose" and died out quickly with the arrival 
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The Carranza 

garrison, across the Rio Grande in Juarez, threatened to invade 

El Paso believing that Mexicans were being murdered and American 

miners were planning a possible attack . No attack occurred 

despite the serious threat posed by those Americans demanding a 

"posse." 17 This reaction is reflective of problems experienced 

by border towns and their citizens during the climaxing years of 

the Mexican Revolution. 

The most famous transborder raid occurred in the spring of 

1916 when Francisco "Pancho" Villa, on the run from Carranzista 

forces and possibly retaliating for United States intervention in 

Mexican affairs, raided Columbus, New Mexico. 18 The raid on 

United States soil would not be tolerated. American residents of 

the border cried that "indirect intervention in Mexico has proved 

a failure. The only course open is direct intervention. "19 Both 

Wilson and Carranza were pressured to protect American lives and 

property. Wilson took action first. 

The United States retaliation became known as the Punitive 

Expedition and was the second time in two years that the United 

States would send a large scale deployment of military personnel 

onto Mexican soil. Without the consent of the Carranza 

government, President Wilson authorized General John J. 

"Blackjack" Pershing to cross the border into Mexico and disband 

Villa and his followers. For nearly ten months in 1916 and 1917, 

the United States Army carried on operations in northern Mexic9, 

at times fighting Villista and Carranzista troops. 20 As a result 
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of the operation, large numbers of United States Regular Army 

troops and National Guardsmen were stationed along the border to 

provide a line of defense. Describing border patrol, United 

States Calvary officer Lieutenant Colonel H.B. Wharfield wrote 

that: 

between alerts for movements to border camps, fights 

with raiding and cattle rustling bandits, protection of 

border towns, chasing smugglers, riding patrols along 

the fences between the international monument markers, 

some exchange of shots, and dodging bullets at border 

towns during battles between contending Mexican forces, 

there was seldom much monotony. 21 

The United States Army never succeeded in capturing Villa; 

however, it did succeed in creating more localized Mexican 

resentment towards their presence in Mexico and unwanted 

participation in Mexican affairs. 

Border raids continued as disbanded revolutionists and 

others rustled cattle, horses, and other material items on both 

sides of the line. These revolutionists "sold off cattle and 

other moveable items of value from confiscated ranches ... 

providing money principally for arms. "22 One such notable raid 

took place at Nevill Ranch, Texas, on March 25, 1918. 23 Mexican 

soldiers and bandits murdered the owners and took whatever loot 

they could find. A small force of American soldiers and 

civilians then crossed the border in pursuit of the bandits. +n 

April, this group burned a ranch in Pilares, Chihuahua where the 
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bandits were suspected to be hiding. 24 These frequently violent 

occurrences continued to create fear, resentment, prejudice, and 

apprehension for the inhabitants of border towns. 

In April, 1918, Mexican Ambassador Ignacio Bonillas informed 

Secretary of State Robert Lansing that the Mexican Republic knew 

of rebel groups "organizing within American territory ... with the 

object of sending hostile expeditions against the Constitutional 

Government of Mexico. " 25 Considering that the United States was 

where Francisco Madero plotted and launched the Revolution to 

overthrow Dfaz, it was not inconsistent that Ambassador Bonillas 

delivered the Mexican government's view that the rebel groups 

" [were] largely responsible for the state of excitement that 

[prevailed] along the border, as they [were] endeavoring to 

create difficulties between the governments of the United States 

and Mexico ... " 26 Ever since Madero contemplated his attack from 

United States soil, the Mexican government took the position that 

revolutionaries "violated U.S. neutrality laws in their 

revolutionary activities conducted on the U.S. side of the 

line. " 27 By contrast, the United States maintained that the 

"mere fact that a man is engaged in revolutionary undertakings in 

another country does not render his presence in the U.S. illegal" 

and the ''sale of arms and ammunition to individuals does not 

constitute unneutral conduct. " 28 

The hostile situation that quickly developed along the 

international border prompted many grievances and requests for 

compensation between United States and Mexican officials. So 
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frequent were the requests that in July, 1918, Secretary of State 

Robert Lansing suggested to Secretary of War Newton Baker that 

United States troops stationed along the border should no longer 

be able to cross or fire into Mexico without direct orders from 

the War Department. 29 Secretary Baker responded that "it would 

be most undesirable from a military standpoint to instruct the 

soldiers that when they are shot at they were not to return fire, 

but to ask for permission first. "30 Thus, the military 

established a policy of retaliation for soldiers along the 

border. This policy not only allowed for flexibility against 

bandits but German propagandists as well. 

In the spring of 1918, the tension along the border further 

deteriorated when the United States entered World War I. The 

interception of the "Zimmerman Telegram" was one of the principal 

reasons behind President Wilson's abandonment of the neutrality 

policy. American suspicions multiplied when German Foreign 

Secretary Arthur Zimmerman's telegram was intercepted and 

deciphered by the British in January, 1917. 31 The telegram 

proposed an alliance between Germany and Mexico in the event that 

the United States entered the war. Germany promised Mexico that 

if the alliance were successful, Mexico would regain Texas, New 

Mexico, Arizona, and California. 

In "The Mexican-German Conspiracy of 1915," Michael Meyer 

stated that several members in the United States Congress 

believed the document was a fraud. Meyer maintained that had the 

American public realized that the Zimmerman telegram 
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was not a bold and newly devised scheme but rather the 

climax of several years of intrigue with various 

Mexican officials and exile groups and had they been 

aware that the idea of restoring the territory lost in 

the middle of the nineteenth century was a Mexican 

rather than German idea, there would have been little 

reason to dispute the validity of the document in 

question. 32 

Interestingly, the Plan de San Diego, an insurrectionist 

scheme drafted in 1915 involving Mexican revolutionists and 

Chicano activists, called for recovering" ... Texas, New Mexico, 

Arizona, and Upper California of which the states of the Republic 

of Mexico was robbed in a most perfidious manner by North 

American imperialism. " 33 It is probable that the Plan de San 

Diego inspired the Zimmerman telegram. United States concern 

over German agents operating in Mexico increased and Germany 

welcomed the opportunity to divert United States resources away 

from the allies in Europe by forcing the United States to 

strengthen the border garrisons. 

On January 18, 1918, Lothar Witze, a.k.a. Pablo Waberski, 

was arrested in Nogales, Arizona, as a suspected spy and 

saboteur. He possessed a note that when deciphered stated he was 

a German secret agent and he was to be furnished assistance from 

the Mexican government. 34 The United States now had proof that 

German agents were working the border, seemingly to incite the 

Mexican population to attack. 



Hayden 13 

The middle of August, 1918, witnessed Mexican troop 

movements around Nogales. The troops were well supplied and 

accompanied by strange white men (apparently German 

propagandists) . At the same time, the United States Intelligence 

Department in Nogales, Arizona, received a notice from a man who 

claimed to have been a major in Villa's forces. 3 5 He stated that 

he had sickened of his duty and warned of German influence, 

financial dealings, and of a contemplated attack on Nogales, 

Sonora, around the 25th of August. The report failed to mention 

who would be responsible for this attack. Most likely, Villa and 

his troops would be the aggressors. In this case, the town of 

Nogales, Arizona, would need to take this seriously and be 

prepared for any excitement that might spill over the border as a 

result of this anticipated attack. 

Lieutenant Colonel Fred Herman, lOth Cavalry, Commander of 

the military sub-district that encompassed Nogales, and 

Lieutenant Scott Israel (Infantry Intelligence) investigated the 

lette~ and verified its warnings. 36 Unfortunately, whether there 

really was more German influence, secret financial dealings, or 

proof an attack, e.g. large arms transfers, troop buildup, 

etc ~ .. , was not recorded. The majority of sources state that 

Lieutenant Colonel Herman requested extra troops from Fort 

Huachuca at this time. 37 Lieutenant Oliver Fanin of the 35th 

Infantry, however, dispelled this request in a letter when he 

stated that Lieutenant Colonel Herman would have notified him of 

any activity and request of assistance, especially since he was 
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officer of the day the day the battle of Ambos Nogales took 

place. 38 

The Mexicans moving in and around Nogales, Sonora, were 

reported to be well armed and well equipped. 39 In fact, the 

morning of the battle, customs agent Al Scharff investigated the 

large purchase of arms and ammunition by a German-owned Hardware 

store in Nogales, Arizona. 40 He was inspecting the store when 

the battle of Ambos Nogales broke out. 

Colonel H.B. Wharfield, in his book, Tenth Cavalry and 

Border Fights, stated that the "local situation [in Ambos 

Nogales] was complicated by agitation aroused through German 

agents and an accompanying dislike for us-the Gringos. 41 He 

further mentioned that the Mexican border guards had taken an 

officious attitude the last days of August and alluded that this 

was the most opportune time for an attack to happen. The 35th 

Infantry of Camp Little (north of Nogales, Arizona) was in the 

middle of completing its movement to a staging area for duty 

overseas. This left the area understaffed, with only companies 

G, F, and H waiting replacement by the 25th Infantry. The lOth 

Cavalry had Troops A, C, and F at Camp Little, while Troop M 

occupied Arivacia and Troop B guarded Lochiel. 42 

Meanwhile, in Sonora, the majority of Mexican federal troops 

under General Arnulfo R. Gomez had departed the town of Nogales a 

few days before August 27, 1918, leaving only a small garrison 

under the command of Captain Abasolo (first name not known) of . 

the Sixteenth Battalion. 43 The soldiers were bound for Agua 
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Prieta or Naco. 44 The attack on Nogales, Sonora, feared by 

American forces was obviously not to be conducted with the 

knowledge of the Mexican government and its federal troops. 

Certainly the understaffed troops at Nogales, Sonora, held the 

same security concerns as their American counterparts. This 

evidence clearly contradicted the American concerns of an 

anticipated attack. 

These conditions provide the necessary background for 

understanding the misconceptions and fears that plagued the 

border during this time. Years of uneasiness and uncertainty put 

the border region on edge. Deep seeded enmity developed. The 

United States fear of invasion persisted for years. Historian 

Oscar Martinez stated that "residents in the U.S. border states 

lived in fear that extremists from the neighboring country, aided 

by militant Mexican Americans, would attempt to retake land lost 

by Mexico in the nineteenth century. "45 The result proved to be 

a "quickness to judge" and to take arms. All of these events 

significantly enhanced the international friction and influenced 

the eruption of the battle of Ambos Nogales. 

THE BATTLE 

Lost and looking out of place on the front page of major 

newspapers, among the myriad of battles occurring in Europe, was 

the article of a battle that took place in Ambos Nogales. 

Received by the Associated Press night wire, the story broke on 
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the 28th of August, 1918. The headline in the Washington Post 

that day read, "U.S. TROOPS IN BORDER BATTLE WITH MEXICANS. "46 

The Hermosillo periodical, Orientaci6n, stated that the American 

invaders had been turned back and that Mexican soldiers had 

invaded Nogales, Arizona, taking possession of the American Army 

camps. 47 The excited tensions that had been building in the 

Ambos Nogales area over the past years finally exploded. 

Like numerous other border towns during the 1910's, the two 

Nogales' had experienced their share of conflict. On March 13, 

1913, Arizonans lined up and watched the attack on Nogales, 

Sonora, by the constitutionalist, Juan Cabral and Alvaro Obregon. 

Several bullets fell on the American side before the Mexican 

federal troops were finally defeated and forced to cross the 

border into the United States. The troops were placed under the 

custody of waiting American soldiers. 48 

Nogales next experienced conflict during the Carranza-Villa 

fighting of 1915. A clash occurred on November 26 between 

American soldiers, Villistas, and Carranzista troops. Villa had 

occupied Nogales, Sonora, in late November and looted the town. 

His followers opened fire on the 12th Infantry in Nogales, 

Arizona, and a battle ensued. At the same time, attacking 

Carranzistas were mistaken for followers of Villa and were 

engaged by the 12th Infantry. 49 But Nogales, Sonora, was not 

occupied by United States soldiers. During this battle, an 

American soldier, Stephen D. Littles, was killed. The Army ca~p 

north of Nogales, Arizona, was named in his memory, a constant 
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reminder to all the residents and soldiers in Nogales, Arizona, 

of the bloodshed caused by the Revolution. These revolutionary 

experiences heightened local fears and tensions for the residents 

of Ambos Nogales. 

In addition to these local incidents, an increase in both 

legal and illegal trade continued along the United States~Mexico 

border throughout the Mexican Revolution 

despite the violence and insecurity, the economic 

disorganization south of the border, and the 

difficulties of shipment as well as payment. Goods and 

people continued to flow back and forth, although 

circumstances changed, laws and proclamations in both 

countries attempted to impose restrictions, and the 

kinds of merchandise involved (mining and oil 

machinery) shifted toward the requirements of the 

various revolutionary forces (principally arms and 

ammunition) operating in the border area. 50 

Although no figures exist for firearm trade between the 

years 1916 and 1918, the year 1915 recorded 1,280,442 firearms 

traded versus just 488,274 the year before. It stands to reason 

that the firearm trade continued at a high level during the years 

1916 to 1918 because of the continuation of instability in 

Mexico. 51 The United States 11 ••• continued to open and close 

(the legal arms trade) throughout the decade, subject principally 

to political considerations, with the U.S. attempting to help 

those it supported and handicap those it opposed. 1152 Border 
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towns like Nogales became havens for this hefty surreptitious 

trade. 

After 1915, the towns of Nogales, Arizona, and Nogales, 

Sonora, were physically transformed in an attempt to control and 

enforce immigration and custom's policies. International Street, 

which split the two towns and formed the boundary between ' Mexico 

and the United States, was traversed with a poorly constructed 

wire fence strung between concrete monuments that served as 

markers for the border. The fence allowed for crossing only at 

designated ports of entry and was erected by the Mexican 

officials to prevent the violation of immigration and customs 

laws. 53 According to Hall and Coerver, 11 • • • customs revenues 

were a major source of financing the revolutionary effort as well 

as local and state governments. Enforcement on both sides 

remained difficult, however, and corruption was c-ommon. 1154 

The militarized appearance in Ambos Nogales was enhanced by 

the presence of armed American soldiers who patrolled the 

streets, shadowed by their Mexican counterparts. The United 

States customhouse stood near the port of entry and next to the 

Southern Pacific Railroad tracks. The Mexican customhouse 

mirrored the American one. This was the setting on the afternoon 

of August 27, 1918, when the battle of Ambos Nogales took place. 

The conflict apparently arose from the attempt of a Mexican 

citizen, Zeferino Gil Lamadrid, to cross the border into Mexico 

at roughly 4:10p.m. without stopping for an inspection which ~as 

ordered by the United States custom's agent, Arthur G. Barber. 
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The Associated Press reported that Gil Lamadrid was entering the 

United States. Most local and Mexican periodicals stated, 

however, that he was entering into Sonora from Arizona. 55 

President Venustiano Carranza, in a speech to the Mexican 

Congress, also supported the later view. He stated that "when he 

(the Mexican citizen) passed into Mexican territory, they · 

(American soldiers) fired upon him, killing him. " 56 In addition, 

Miguel Noriega, a Mexican citizen who was in Nogales, Sonora, 

after the battle, stated he had heard it was a carpenter trying 

to cross the line into Sonora, only to flee after being shot at 

by the Americans. 57 The question then arises as to why the man 

was stopped by an American customs agent when he was trying to 

leave the United States. 

Seemingly, it was not unusual to be stopped by a customs 

agent when leaving the country. In May, 1918, Secretary Lansing 

responded to Ambassador Bonillas (Mexican Ambassador to the 

United States) concerning an incident that occurred near El Paso, 

Texas. This incident involved smugglers trying to cross the 

border into Mexico at an unauthorized crossing. The smugglers 

were stopped by the American authorities. 58 Undoubtedly, 

situations such as this arose out of the fear that the smugglers 

may have procured their loot through criminal activity. The 

smugglers were probably trying to evade paying duties on taxable 

items and were most likely aware of the penalties of being caught 

with contraband. 

The Nogales port was not an unauthorized port, however. 
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Agent Barber reported that the man in question was suspected of 

smuggling because his clothing appeared to be bulging out in an 

unusual manner. E.M. Lawton, the United States Consul at 

Nogales, Sonora, stated that he witnessed the shots which began 

the battle. 59 In his report to the State Department, he stated 

that the Mexican citizen was stopped for carrying concealed 

packages and that a Mexican customs guard threatened with a drawn 

pistol that the apprehended man be released. Consul Lawton 

further stated that two Mexican guards (celadores) opened fire, 

wounding an American sentry, Private W.H. Klint, who was 

accompanying agent Barber. 60 Reacting to the firing, Corporal 

William H. Tucker from Company H, immediately shot and killed the 

Mexican guard who had shot Private Klint. 

Associated Press reports released nationwide conflicted with 

Consul Lawton's statement. The reports maintained that it was 

customs agent Barber who drew his pistol after the Mexican 

citizen failed to halt after being warned twice. 61 According to 

agent Barber's own account and the majority of others, the 

Mexican customs guards "resented his interference with the 

Mexican seeking to cross the line and opened fire. " 62 

The version recorded in Mexican documents varies when 

compared with American sources. According to one source, the 

Mexican celadores, Francisco Gallegos and Anastacio Gil, 

encouraged and continued to wave the carpenter, Gil Lamadrid, 

across the border as he approached from the United States side of 

the line. The American custom guard, Barber, then drew his 
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weapon and fired at Gil Lamadrid. The carpenter fell to the 

ground and was assumed dead by celador Gallegos, who returned 

fire and wounded Private Klint. 63 The truth as to the specifics 

or as to which version is correct may never be known but to those 

who were present. 

Regardless, once this initial exchange began, American 

patrols detailed from the 35th Infantry returned fire along with 

the custom's agents. The Nogales Herald, in a one-page extra 

edition, stated that "hardly had the Mexicans fired on the 

sentries than as if by signal armed Mexicans came pouring from 

various buildings opening fire and continuing volley after 

volley. " 64 The fighting had become general and civilians from 

both sides joined in the affair. 65 

Professor Alfonso Acosta Villalvazo offered a possible 

explanation for the immediacy of the citizens to take arms. He 

stated that when the United States entered World War I, many 

restrictions were enacted that affected the Mexicans who crossed 

the line on a regular basis. In December, 1917, Celador Aduanal 

Francisco Mercado went undercover to obtain information on the 

treatment of Mexicans crossing the line and was aggressively 

treated and then shot dead by an American sentry, William 

Andrews. Mexican civilians and guards formed protest committees 

that cried for vengeance, 66 while the townspeople of Nogales, 

Sonora, were prepared to avenge what they considered an 

injustice. 

The theory that Mexicans on the border were predisposed to 
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respond militarily to any American aggression is further 

supported by the findings of the United States military board of 

investigation. The board stated that since the December, 1915 

incident, "there has been some organization among Mexican Customs 

House employees and a number of ... civilians whereby it was 

decided at a meeting of the above that if there were any trouble 

on the line" they would proceed with arms to handle the 

situation. 67 

Additionally, investigations conducted by the Department of 

the Treasury coincided with this theory as well. The Department 

conducted interviews regarding the 1915 incident as well another 

shooting, in May 1918, during which a Mexican citizen was shot 

and killed by an American sentry (name not known) . The 

department also investigated the August 1918 battle, and upon 

completion of the interviews, the board concluded: 

There were suggestions that the feeling which 

apparently existed on the part of the Mexican customs 

officers towards the Americans was not especially 

directed towards American customs officers but more 

particularly to the Army, and that when the Mexican 

custom officers saw American soldiers with guns drawn 

on the unknown Mexican (Zeferino Gil Lamadrid), they 

went to his rescue. 68 

This "rescue attempt" brought with it a hail of gunfire. 

Frank Eames, a civilian on the Arizona side, reportedly phoned 

the warehouse where the 35th Infantry guard detail was located 
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and warned them of the problem erupting on International Street. 

Another civilian, Otto Mayer, shuttled Lieutenant Fanning 

(Fanin), officer in charge, and the rest of his guard detail to 

join the battle in progress. The 35th Infantry guard detail 

fought until reinforcements arrived. 69 

One mile north of Nogales, Arizona, Lieutenant Colonel Fred 

Herman, lOth Cavalry, Commander of the military sub-district, was 

informed while on his way to town. 70 He returned to Camp Stephen 

D. Little and rushed the remaining Troops, A, C, and F, of the 

lOth Cavalry, overland toward the battle at top speed. 71 Upon 

arrival in Nogales, Lieutenant Colonel Herman set up command in 

the railroad depot and ordered Santa Cruz County Sheriff Raymond 

Earhardt to confine all civilian participants to city hall. 72 

Captain Henry C. Caron and Troop F were assigned to Titcomb 

Hill armed with two Browning machine guns and two Lewis automatic 

rifles. They made their way up Crawford Street, then up to the 

line on Sonoita Avenue, crossing the international border to 

clear houses of snipers. 73 Captain Roy V. Morledge and Troop A 

drew Morley Avenue, and crossed International Street onto Calle 

Elias, driving back the attackers and eventually taking higher 

ground just south of the Concordia Club, from which Morledge's 

men took advantage of shooting down on the snipers from behind 

the Mexican lines. 74 Captain Joseph D. Hungerford and Troop C 

were ordered to go up International Street and take Reservoir 

Hill. During this frontal assault to clear snipers, Captain 

Hungerford was killed in action. First Sergeant James T. Penny 



Hayden 24 

too k over and managed to clear the entrenchments on the hill. 75 

President Carranza mentioned this engagement when he stated that 

the Americans who invaded to the east were repulsed. 76 

Almost three years earlier during the November 1, 1915, 

attack on Agua Prieta, Sonora, American soldiers were prohibited 

from crossing the international border, although General Fredrick 

Funston, realized that the "only effective way to control firing 

into Arizona was to cross the line and drive the Mexicans 

southward. " 77 In comparison, the crossing of the line in the 

battle of Ambos Nogales was considered a necessary "military 

tactical measure" by Lieutenant Colonel Herman. 78 

In addition to the lOth Cavalry troops, Major Herbert E. 

Marshburn, commander, 35th Infantry, arrived in town with 

companies F, G, and the rest of H. 79 Company G was ordered to 

support Troop F, lOth Cavalry, over on Titcomb Hill. Captain 

Caron stated that while moving along International Street towards 

their position, the company was heavily engaged by Mexican 

snipers, losing Lieutenant L.W. Loftus and Corporal Barney Lots 

in the exchange. 8° Company F was assigned to support Troop C, 

and Company H, which had handled the initial barrage, fell back 

to reserve. As soon as possible, soldiers from Douglas and Fort 

Huachuca were called on as reinforcements. 

Meanwhile, in Nogales, Sonora, the heaviest fighting 

occurred near the railroad station. The Mayor of Nogales, 

Sonora, Felix B. Penalosa, was killed while attempting to stop 

the fighting. He was reported as waving a white handkerchief in 
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his hand when American bullets killed him. 81 The women of the 

Red Cross of Nogales/ Sonora/ quickly came to the aid of the 

wounded as the Americans continued to fire/ seemingly oblivious 

to the efforts of humanitarian aid. 82 The Mexican officials 

reported four women of the Red Cross wounded in the engagement. 83 

As American forces stormed Nogales/ Sonora/ the townspeople 

received weapons from the federal garrison headquartered on Calle 

Campillo. 84 Furthermore/ according to a Mexican observer/ Miguel 

Noriega/ "the townspeople got arms wherever they could and 

started shooting. " 85 American sources stated that armed 

civilians appeared from the doorways and windows of almost every 

building on Calle Internacional. 86 Others occupied the 

entrenchments in the hills where they pushed back the northern 

invaders from their vantage points overlooking the two towns. 87 

President Carranza stated that the small garrison of federal 

soldiers stationed in Nogales/ Sonora/ participated in the 

defense of the town. 88 

The Sixteenth Battalion, however, under Captain Abasolo 

(first name not known), did not participate to a great extent. 

In a statement given to the Chief of Operations, General Juan 

Torres, Captain Abasolo stated that he ordered his troops to the 

barracks while ordering the 5th Cavalry under Lieutenant Colonel 

Buelna (first name not known) to impede the invasion. The 

Americans were turned back at the Hotel Abadie. 89 According to 

the Hermosillo newspaper/ the Orientaci6n, the invasion was not 

only repulsed but the Mexican cavalry occupied the American camps 
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in Nogales, Arizona. 90 There is no evidence that the occupation 

was more than newspaper print. 

During the fighting, Consul Lawton reported that the United 

States consulate in Nogales, Sonora, was attacked. 91 A clear 

violation of international law, armed Mexicans entered the 

consulate and forced Vice Consul McGuire and the clerk Tooley 

(first names not known) out of the office at gunpoint. Tooley 

was shot and wounded in· the process. Most likely the combatants 

wanted the consulate because it fronted the American side and was 

made of thick adobe walls that were essentially bullet proof. 92 

The State Department considered the attack an act of 

irresponsible citizens rather than an act of war. 93 

The urgency for reinforcements on the Sonoran side was 

expressed by an American businessman, Phil Snodgrass, who had 

just arrived in town by train and was trapped on the Sonoran side 

during the battle. 94 Snodgrass later stated that the passengers 

of the train were placed under quasi military arrest and forced 

off the train upon its arrival. He further stated that one of 

the guards mentioned that the train was going south to get 

soldiers. The need was greater due to the previous departure of 

the Mexican soldiers that had left the day before for Agua Prieta 

or Naco. 95 Captain Morledge stated he fell back across the line 

at 7:45 p.m .. 96 The fighting had lasted nearly three hours. 
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THE TRUCE 

The Nogales Daily Morning Oasis reported that at 6:00p.m., 

roughly an hour and three quarters after the fighting started, 

the Mexican Consul Garza Zertuche, sent a message to Lieutenant 

Colonel Herman that the Commandante of the Mexican forces in 

Nogales, Sonora, wished to meet and put a stop to the 

hostilities. 97 Lieutenant Colonel Herman agreed to meet at the 

United States Consulate in Nogales, Sonora. Bugles sounded the 

call for "cease fire" and the Mexicans tied a white flag to the 

customs house. Consul Lawton, Collector of the Port Charles 

Hardy, and Lieutenant Scott Israel joined Lieutenant Colonel 

Herman. Captain Abasolo, Commandante of the Mexican garrison, 

acting Presidente Municipal Jesus Palma (Presidente Municipal 

Felix Penalosa having been killed in the skirmish) , and Judge 

Sandoval (first name not known) of the Federal District Court 

represented the Mexican delegation. 98 

Lieutenant Fanin was Lieutenant Colonel Herman's aide at the 

time and stated that the meeting took place out in the open just 

across the international line in Sonora. He conveyed that 

Lieutenant Colonel Herman demanded that Captain Abasolo gather 

the Mexican troops and surrender them to him in an half hour. 99 

Consul Lawton pointed out that this would be impossible due to 

the number of people involved and that the shooting was mainly 

sniping at that time . 100 
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An agreement was quickly reached between the diplomatic 

parties to cease fire until 7:00 a.m.. The time in between was 

allotted for a full investigation into the incident. 101 

Sporadic firing continued into the night because of the lack 

of communication among civilian and military participants. 

According to a military report, soldiers on both sides ceased 

fire upon notice, but civilians on the two sides continued until 

forced to stop. 102 Captain Abasolo told Consul Lawton that the 

Mexican soldiers were in their barracks and did not get 

involved . 103 After the battle, however both President Carranza 

and the El Tucsonense newspaper reported that one soldier from 

the Sixteenth federal garrison was killed during the battle. 104 

In the meantime, Brigadier General De Rosey Cabell, 

commanding officer of the Arizona Border District, was dispatched 

by Major General William Holbrook, commander of the Southern 

Region, to take charge of the situation in Nogales, Arizona. 105 

Arriving at about 3:00a.m., Brigadier General Cabell took over 

command and arranged for a meeting between himself and Captain 

Abasolo on August 28, 1918. 

That morning, the townspeople of Nogales, Arizona, breathed 

a sigh of relief as the 7:00 a.m. deadline passed without the 

renewal of hostilities. 106 Later that day 1 the two officers 1 

Cabell and Abasolo, met and agreed to extend the armistice of the 

day before. Brigadier General Cabell stated that "there shall be 

no more firing on either side of the line. "107 

After the meeting, Brigadier General Cabell received a 
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telegram from General Plutarco Elias Calles, military governor of 

Sonora, Mexico. 108 The telegram expressed the deep regrets of 

President Carranza over the incident. It explained that General 

Calles was dispatched from Hermosillo by special train to handle 

the situation and that General Calles desired a meeting with 

Brigadier General Cabell. 

On the afternoon of August 28, both Brigadier General Cabell 

and General Calles, representing the American and Mexican 

governments respectively, met on the Bonillas bridge spanning the 

wash at the International boundary. 109 The conference lasted an 

hour and both sides expressed mutual feelings of regret. 

According to the Arizona Republican, they agreed that the 

shooting had started on the Mexican side and that the Mexican 

customs guards and civilians were largely responsible. 110 If this 

is true, perhaps the taking of blame exhibited by General Calles 

was based on the Mexican government being "clearly cognizant of 

the complaints levelled against it (for lack of control exhibited 

by the Carranza government over international crisis situations) , 

[so] the Mexican government acquiesced to the military action" 

taken by the United States Army. 111 Both representatives agreed 

that neither United States or Mexican soldiers were to blame and 

that they only participated later. 112 Therefore, the incident was 

not raised to the level of declaring war even though the 

sovereignty of Mexico and the United States had been violated. 

Brigadier General Cabell, in a press conference afterward, stated 

that General Calles was satisfied "that there would be no further 
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trouble as a result of the unfortunate occurrence of 

yesterday." 113 Also, he announced that both commanders would take 

action to stop such events from occurring in the future. 

As the port between the two towns was closed due to the 

fighting, the inability to get firsthand information led to 

circulation of rurnors. 114 One that was passed around Nogales, 

Arizona, held that large numbers of Yaqui Indians were encamped 

just south of town. 115 Additionally, intelligence officer 

Lieutenant Israel stated he observed a solid line of freight cars 

"drawn up ... across Nogales, Sonora, about two hundred yards 

south of and parallel to the national line acting as a barrier 

and hinting in his mind to the ... connivance of Mexican federal 

authorities in the action." 116 Actually, this turned out to be 

the force brought by General Calles to restore order to the town 

of Nogales, Sonora. 117 Moreover, rumors spread that the 

fighting was in preparation for an attack on Nogales, Sonora, by 

Juan Cabral, a former General in the army of Madero, and 

suspected revolutionary. The newspapers stated that General 

Calles stationed troops to the south of Nogales, Sonora, to repel 

any possible attack that Cabral might attempt by taking advantage 

of the situation. 118 

As a result of the uneasiness created by this hostile 

situation, the citizens of Nogales, Arizona, formed a horne guard 

with the permission of the rnilitary. 119 Brigadier General Cabell 

stated that the "civilians had violated the laws of war by 

individually and without invitation or necessity taking part in 
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the firing. "120 The night before, armed civilians had helped to 

patrol the streets. The home guard organized these civilians 

with the goal that this would prevent irresponsible citizens from 

shooting across the line in any future disturbance . They quickly 

confiscated automobiles and made them available for the 

evacuation of women and children. 121 Meanwhile, in Nogales, 

Sonora, it was reported that the streets were patrolled by 

soldiers and civilians. 122 

It should also be noted that hundreds of workers who crossed 

the line each day were stranded on both sides. Workers from 

Nogales, Sonora, spent the night in the park, most likely adding 

to the fear of the people in Nogales, Arizona. 123 This policy 

appeared to be consistent with the earlier policy of containment. 

In the 1913 battle in Nogales, Sonora, "two hundred Chinese 

residents of Sonora who had come over earlier ... had been held 

under guard at the Masonic Hall all day for their protection. "124 

Despite the patrols, at 9:55 p.m. on August 28, between 

fifteen and twenty shots rang out on the border . 125 During this 

shooting an American soldier, Private Edward Stiller, was wounded 

and Americans returned fire to cover his rescue. The general 

alarm sounded in Nogales, Arizona, and troops and civrlians 

mobilized along International Street, preparing for an attack. 

Nothing more happened and the Arizona Republican reported that 

all was quiet by 11:30 p.m .. 126 

After the confusion caused by the firing, General Calles 

blamed American "negro" soldiers for firing on Mexican custom 
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guards who were patrolling near the cemetery . 127 Brigadier 

General Cabell's response was that he had no "negro" troops 

stationed on the line that night. Then he threatened General 

Calles, telling him that "if another volley is fired by your 

people, I will take every man I have and come over and get you 

and everything you have. We are through with this nonsense! "128 

The next morning, however, it was an irresponsible American 

soldier who fired across the line. Private Stiller, who was 

wounded the night before, entered a house that fronted the 

Sonoran side of the border. From there he "deliberately and 

without provocation and in disobedience of orders" shot and 

wounded a Mexican citizen standing near the garita or guardhouse. 

He was confined and charges against him were preferred. 129 This 

circumstance clearly illustrated the revengeful and hateful 

nature of the situation. 

As a result of this incident and the firing from the night 

before, another conference was scheduled for 11:30 a.m. on the 

29th. 130 The two generals reiterated their statements made the 

day before. According to the Arizona Republican, General Calles 

seemingly explained that the action from the night before was due 

to insufficient troop strength to control the Mexican side of the 

line. He further stated that he now possessed sufficient troops 

and order would be maintained. 131 Also, according to the American 

newspapers, General Calles took blame for lack of control once 

again. Brigadier General Cabell expressed complete confidence in 

General Calles to handle the situation accordingly. 
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On the evening of August 29, General Calles placed the town 

of Nogales, Sonora, under martial law. 132 To prevent further 

sniping, he issued a manifesto which called for civilians to turn 

in their weapons and ammunition. The declaration provided 

evidence to support he was doing all he could to "harmonize" 

relations between the two countries. 133 No comparable action was 

taken in Nogales, Arizona, as the maintenance of order was 

considered a state and local issue. Earlier, during the 1916 

race riots in El Paso, Secretary of War Lindley M. Garrison 

authorized General Pershing to intervene in all situations of 

international character and defer power in cases of local and 

state jurisdiction. 134 

On the American side, the tension subsided with the arrival 

of reinforcements from nearby posts. The 25th Infantry regiment 

arrived at Camp Stephen Little. Captain John Nankivell of the 

25th Infantry stated that excitement was still high along the 

border and the 25th Infantry provided detachments to protect the 

American line until "friendly relations with the Mexican 

authorities and citizens of Nogales, Sonora," could be 

reestablished. 135 

With regard to casualties in the battle of Ambos Nogales, 

Clarence Clendenen in his book, Blood on the Border, reported 129 

losses in Nogales, Sonora. 136 This figure is more than likely 

based on Associated Press and initial United States military 

estimates of 125 dead and twice as many wounded. This estimate 

was found to be rather high when compared to a report produced by 



Hayden 34 

Captain Abasolo for the Mexican Secretary of National Defense. 

He stated that Mexican losses included 14 dead and 16 wounded. 137 

In addition, Mexican Consul Zertuche released an official 

statement regarding the incident in which he reported 14 dead and 

15 wounded. The Mexican National Senate resolved that there were 

14 dead and 24 wounded. 138 

Among the dead was the Mexican custom guard who supposedly 

started the shooting. 139 The fate of Gil Lamadrid, the man who 

sparked the shooting, remains a mystery. In comparison to the 

American newspapers, the Mexican periodical, Orientaci6n, 

reported American casualties at 80 dead and 70 wounded. Again, 

the figures seem grossly exaggerated when compared to military 

reports and newspaper estimates of 7 American dead and 29 

wounded. 140 The American casualties included two officers, two 

' ' 1 ' ClVl ..... lans, and three soldiers. The definite number of wounded on 

both sides remains murky and careful interpretation is needed. 

NATIONAL OUTLOOKS 

At the national level, the matter was not taken lightly. 

Both governments launched judicial investigations. The United 

States also launched investigations through the Treasury 

Department, Customs Division. 141 Due to the unavailability of the 

judicial reports it is not known if anyone was punished. It was 

reported, however, that General Calles attempted to search out 

participants to punish them. 142 In addition, on September 7, 
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1918, the interim presidente municipal, Nabor Salazar, approved 

Act 110, which covered the expenses of the defending heroes who 

fought to preserve the national integrity. The Act also approved 

funding for a commemorative monument to be built. 143 On the 

American side, Lieutenant Fanin and Private First Class Lavery 

were awarded the Distinguished Service Cross for their heroic 

actions. 144 Furthermore, the United States Southern Command 

commended the men of the 35th Infantry and the lOth Cavalry for 

bravery and coolness under fire. 

The Mexican government's main representative throughout the 

affair was General Calles. In a statement to the press, General 

Calles stated, "I do believe that it (the battle of Ambos 

Nogales) was caused by the enemies of the Mexican Government in 

the United States. "145 He advanced this thesis by stating that 

two men were seen fleeing into the United States on the night of 

August 28th, after the shooting. 146 

Further evidence in support of the Mexican government is 

found in the Spanish newspaper El Tucsonense, published in 

Tucson. The newspaper agreed that anti-Carranza feelings indeed 

existed in the United States. 147 Yet no evidence to support the 

view that "rebel groups" were behind the incident emerged. The 

Mexican Consul Zertuche stated to Ambassador Bonillas that the 

difficulties were satisfactorily settled by the two generals. 148 

On September 2, 1918, Consul Zertuche was dispatched to meet 

Brigadier General Cabell to suggest a change of personnel on the 

American side. This suggestion was based on alleged bad 
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treatment of Mexicans, including lack of courtesy, bad language, 

and overall disrespect by immigration and customs employees. 149 

Additionally, on September 2, 1918, it was reported that General 

Calles ordered that "all the known elements of petty smugglers 

and bootleggers should be removed from Nogales (Sonora) and sent 

to the interior ... one carload of such characters had already 

been shipped out" and the town would soon be "cleaned up. "150 

This is another demonstration of the desire of the Mexican 

government to prevent an occurrence that would give the United 

States cause for further interference in Mexico. 

It is not known, however, if any changes were immediately 

forthcoming. In a memorandum to Commanding General Southern 

Department (General Holbrook) , Brigadier General Cabell reported 

that the "unnecessary roughness of American Customs guards and 

one or more Immigration inspectors to Mexicans, and similar ... 

conduct of Mexican Custom guards and Immigration inspectors to 

Americans" was a significant cause of the trouble. 151 

Furthermore, he cited the enmity and hostility of these guards 

increasing over time and with the frequency of encounters. As a 

result, Brigadier General Cabell recommended the "immediate 

construction" of a two mile long, barbed wire fence, to be placed 

one mile on each side of Morley Avenue. Additionally, he asked 

for higher pay for Customs and Immigration agents in order to 

secure "men of character" for the job. 152 In a letter to the 

Secretary of State, Acting Secretary of War Benedict Crowell 

stated that the War Department was " prepared to undertake the 
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construction of the defenses at Nogales (Arizona) along the lines 

suggested by General Cabell. "153 It is not known if a fence was 

immediately erected in Nogales, Arizona. 

The United States viewed the incident as an "unfortunate 

occurrence which must be expected to develop as a result of 

conditions along the border and should not be elevated to · an 

international affair." 154 Reports from towns along the border 

indicated that no noticeable excitement was created as a result 

of the event. 155 Washington considered the action of President 

Carranza sending General Calles to Nogales, Sonora, as a "formal" 

admission of guilt. However, as stated before, President 

Carranza and others clearly placed the blame on the Americans . 156 

The State Department agreed with the Mexican government that it 

was satisfied with the results of the conference between the 

military representatives of General Calles and Brigadier General 

Cabell. 157 

As for German intrigue, the Washington Post ridiculed the 

idea of a pro-German outbreak. 158 Later, General Calles stated 

that no German agents had taken part in the incident. However, 

according to Edward Glass, the possibility exists that the battle 

of Ambos Nogales might have been linked to German efforts to 

distract the United States from the war in Europe. 159 Two German 

nationals were supposedly found among the dead in Nogales, 

Sonora, on August 27, 1918. 160 Also, the Mexican embassy issued a 

press statement that made it clear that General Calles could be 

counted on to "stamp" out German propagandists in Sonora. 161 
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There is no proof, on the other hand, to support the theory that 

German agents instigated the conflict. 

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSION 

As mentioned previously, Clarence Clendenen refers to the 

battle of Ambos Nogales as one of the last battles of the Mexican 

Revolution. This is misleading. In reality the conflict in 

Ambos Nogales was not a battle that formed part of that 

insurrectionist movement. 

as a localized conflict. 

It is more accurate to characterize it 

The last revolutionary battle on the border actually 

occurred on June 15, 1919, in Ciudad Juarez . 162 This battle 

involved revolutionaries, whereas the battle of Ambos Nogales had 

nothi ng to do with the Revolution. In 1919, the revolutionary 

leader, Francisco "Pancho" Villa attempted one last hurrah in 

which he tried to capture Juarez, Chihuahua, which lies just 

south of the town of El Paso, Texas, along the Rio Grande. 

American Brigadier General James G. Erwin reported that "the 

wounding of several innocent and law abiding citizens and the 

wounding of two United States soldiers" forced him to cross the 

border with 3,600 men to disperse the Villistas. 163 In less than 

twenty-four hours the United States troops were back on American 

soil as they were under orders not to undertake an invasion of 

Mexico. Once again, the ''invasion of Juarez demonstrated that 

Carranza was incapable of subduing Villa and that a United States 
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incursion into Mexico could be necessary for the protection of 

United States citizens on their home soil. "164 

This exact same type of incursion had been considered 

necessary at Ambos Nogales but for distinctly different reasons. 

It appears quite certain that the battle of Ambos Nogales was not 

a revolutionary battle in the context of the Mexican Revolution. 

It was not an attack by a revolutionary leader, such as Villa, to 

instill political change or bolster his sagging support. Rather 

it was a conflict caused by the placement of a political boundary 

separating two nations, cultures, and countries. After the 

battle of Ciudad Juarez, President Carranza "accused the United 

States of demanding protection for its citizens over and above 

that given to Mexicans." 165 The demands after the battle of Ambos 

Nogales dealt with the basic civil rights and dignities that were 

being denied by Immigration and Custom officials. 

Seemingly, President Carranza addressed this issue of 

respect on September 1, 1918 (three days after the battle of 

Ambos Nogales) when he delivered a speech to the Mexican 

Congress. He stated that the United States "underscored the 

mutual respect for sovereignty implicit in international 

relations, nonintervention in the internal affairs of sovereign 

states, equality of treatment for foreigner and national, and the 

rejection of extraterritoriality. " 166 The cause of the battle of 

Ambos Nogales rested primarily on equal treatment. Ironically, 

the treatment was most likely equal, being horrendous on both 

sides. The right to be treated with respect amid an atmosphere 
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of ignorance and fear was the issue that needed to be addressed 

that day in August, 1918. 

The direct causes of the battle of Ambos Nogales may never 

be fully understood. The complex atmosphere, however, that 

dominated the last years of the Mexican Revolution provided the 

evidence that explained how this event evolved. Mexican 

resentment of the repeated attempts by the United States to 

meddle in the internal affairs of Mexico was partly manifested in 

the Ambos Nogales conflict. 

United States intervention in the overthrow of Madero and 

Huerta, the inability of revolutionary governments to 

suppress violent uprisings that endangered American lives and 

property, the occupation of Vera Cruz, and the Punitive 

Expedition in 1916 led to violent raiding and the influx of large 

United States Army regiments along the 2,000 mile long border 

between San Diego and Brownsville. Small border towns such as 

Ambos Nogales feared they might be next in line to experience 

conflict. 

In an attempt to prevent the conflict from spilling over 

into the United States, tighter restrictions were placed on those 

who once freely crossed the border. The result was an increase 

in smuggling and arms trafficking. Animosity between customs 

guards and immigration officials resulted with the mistreatment 

of their respective citizens. 

The threat for Mexico came from rebels operating from bases 

within the United States and the Americans feared the possibility 
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of German espionage as they entered World War I. The above 

mentioned factors multiplied and created an overwhelming tension 

along the border, climaxing in actions such as those that 

occurred at Nogales, Arizona, and Nogales, Sonora, on August 27, 

1918. This incident possibly could have been avoided if a proper 

fence were in place at the boundary line. For an estimated 

$5,000 similar incidents could be avoided in the future. 

After the Mexican Revolution, the border at Ambos Nogales 

would never be the same. Eventually a fence was built between 

the two towns and its ramifications are still being felt today. 

Having a fence resolved some immediate problems between the two 

communities but it also gave rise to many others. 
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