
ZAPATA, EMILIANO
1879–1919

Leader of the Mexican Revolution of the early twentieth
century, Emiliano Zapata was born on August 8, 1879, in
Anencuilco in the southern state of Morelos and died in
an ambush on April 10, 1919. Zapata was the revolution’s
leading advocate of agrarian issues and one of Mexico’s
most renowned and mythological heroes. The iconic
image of Zapata dressed in a broad sombrero with a black
mustache and cartridge belts across his chest appears com-
monly across Mexico. Contemporaries and subsequent
scholars have alternatively interpreted Zapata as a bandit
or a social revolutionary. The division between rural sup-
porters who viewed Zapata as their champion and urban
dwellers who denounced him as the Attila of the South
points to persistent social divisions that run through the
country.

The Zapata family had long been privileged leaders of
their community, but under the dictatorship of Porfirio
Díaz they had begun to lose their lands and their class sta-
tus eroded. Recognizing Zapata’s organizing skills, his
community elected him to a leadership position in 1909.
When legal negotiations for land titles with landowners
collapsed, Zapata led community members to occupy
haciendas. He had become an armed revolutionary, and
his followers were known as Zapatistas.

Zapata initially joined forces with Francisco Madero,
who launched a revolution against Díaz in 1910. When
Madero disposed the dictator in 1911, Zapata asked the
new president to return communal lands. Madero, how-
ever, insisted on following institutional procedures and
demanded that Zapata’s Liberation Army of the South dis-

arm. Zapata refused, arguing that they could gain their
goals only through the pressure of armed force. This led
Zapata to break from Madero and demand more radical
reforms. On November 25, 1911, Zapata issued his Plan
of Ayala (named after his local municipality), which
denounced Madero as a tyrant and dictator worse than
Díaz unwilling to make the necessary deep-seated changes
that the revolutionaries demanded. Zapata called for a
continued revolution to overthrow Madero.

The Plan of Ayala’s most important thrust was a
demand for agrarian reform, including a return of com-
munal lands and expropriation of hacienda lands—with-
out payment if the owners refused to accept the plan. The
plan led to Zapata’s most famous slogan “Tierra y
Libertad” (Land and Liberty), which was borrowed from
and reflected the ideological influence of the anarchist
Ricardo Flores Magón. Over the next decade the plan
became the guiding principle for Zapata’s forces.

In February 1913, when General Victoriano Huerta
assassinated Madero in a military coup, Zapata allied with
Venustiano Carranza’s Constitutionalist Army to defeat
the new dictator. After Huerta’s disposal, Zapata unified
forces with Pancho Villa at a convention in Aguascalientes
to continue the battle against the more moderate
Carranza. Together, Zapata and Villa occupied Mexico
City. Zapata, however, was more interested in local issues
in Morelos than governing the country. His alliance with
Villa quickly broke down, and Carranza recaptured the
capital. Carranza convoked a constitutional assembly that
elected him president. Even though he did not invite
Zapata to the assembly, the latter’s Plan of Ayala influ-
enced Article 27 of the progressive 1917 constitution that
codified an agrarian reform program. No significant dis-
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tribution of land occurred, however, until Lázaro
Cárdenas’s populist government in the 1930s.

Zapata fought on despite overwhelming odds. With
his prospects for victory declining and desperately short of
weapons, Zapata was lured into an ambush on April 10,
1919, at the Chinameca hacienda in Morelos. Revealing
their fear of Zapata’s leadership and symbolism, govern-
ment troops riddled his body with bullets and then
dumped his corpse in Cuautla’s town square. Supporters
refused to accept Zapata’s death, claiming that someone
else had taken his place and that he had escaped to the
mountains. With Zapata gone, the Liberation Army of
the South began to fall apart.

After his martyrdom Zapata was incorporated into
the pantheon of Mexican revolutionary leaders, even
though he most certainly would oppose the policies of
many subsequent political leaders. Although over the
years Zapata’s name was invoked for a variety of political
causes, his name and image gained renewed interest in
1994 with the Zapatista Army of National Liberation
(EZLN) uprising in Chiapas. Although Chiapas was iso-
lated from the Mexican Revolution and Zapata never
organized in that area, the neo-Zapatistas fought for many
of the same issues that their namesake had almost a cen-
tury earlier. Paralleling the situation in Morelos, indige-
nous communities in Chiapas had lost their lands to large
landowners and faced a corrupt and repressive regime
with a political stranglehold on local communities.
Zapata’s slogan “Land and Liberty” summarized their
ongoing struggle and pointed to how few of Zapata’s
dreams had been realized.

SEE ALSO Chiapas; Mexican Revolution (1910–1920);
Villa, Francisco (Pancho)
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ZAPATISTAS
SEE Zapata, Emiliano.

Z-D MODEL
The Z-D model refers to the analysis contained in chap-
ter 3, “The Principle of Effective Demand,” of John
Maynard Keynes’s The General Theory of Employment,
Interest, and Money (1936). It was in this early chapter that
Keynes first unveiled what he considered a revolutionary
new approach, defining the range of possible levels of
employment that could (and in the West in the 1930s,
did) characterize a market economy in equilibrium. At
this early stage of his book, his task was to outline the path
his argument was to take. He used what has since become
known as the Z-D model to accomplish this task.

Keynes’s model is based on the expectations of pro-
ducers and demanders as to how much employment-gen-
erating aggregate activity they can profitably either engage
in (the producers) or purchase the output of (the deman-
ders) in the short period. The short period is defined by the
time necessary to realize the results of the aggregate of pro-
ducers’ decisions (whether these were maximally prof-
itable or not) for demand and supply. Crucially, demand
for consumer goods can be known within this period, but
the demand for investment goods cannot, since the value
of such goods to demanders depends on an expectation of
return over a longer time horizon than just the short
period. In practice, this reduced to the assumption that
the following are fixed: (1) the existing level of technol-
ogy; (2) capital and labor; (3) the existing propensity to
consume or save out of income; and (4) the expectations
of the return on newly produced investment (what Keynes
termed long-period expectations).

With this in mind, we can understand Keynes’s basis
for declaring—as he did many times after the General
Theory was published—that his theory of short-period
employment is most easily understood under the assump-
tion that short-period expectations are always fulfilled;
that is, given their assumptions, producers’ output is the
profit-maximizing one for each of them in this situation.
Notice this leaves the state of long-term expectations, and
so the level of investment, as given, and not necessarily at
the level required for full employment.

A Z or aggregate supply function is then posited to cap-
ture producers’ short-period expectations as to what level
of production and employment will be profitable, given
the relevant ceteris paribus conditions (above) and their
expectations of demand (which can be assumed to be cor-
rect in equilibrium). Thus Z is a function of the proceeds
producers expect, given the costs of producing a level of
output. Hence: Let Z be the aggregate supply price of the
output from employing N men, the relationship between
Z and N being written Z = Φ(N ), which can be called the
aggregate supply function (Keynes 1936, p. 23).

Similarly, a D or aggregate demand function is posited
to represent the sectoral demands, namely, the consump-
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