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Looki ng back over the forty year period since the invasion
of California, sensitive observers of San Jose's history could
not help but marvel at the town's rapid transformation from an
isolated rural village to a sizable sem -industrial ur ban
comuni ty. Many, i ndeed, agreed with a locally published
busi ness panphl et which, while regretting the loss of Spanish and
Mexi can | andmar ks, viewed San Jose's netanor phosis as i nexorable.
"This result,” argued the pamphlet, "is inevitable; for it is but

a repetition of the old story of the triunph of the stronger and

nore vi gorous over the weaker; of the peaceful, but nonethel ess
sure, exterm nation of the indolent native Californian -- half-
I ndian and half Spanish or Mexican -- by the hardy, energetic

Angl o- Saxon and his descendants."! By 1886, the year that the
panphl et was published, the relatively small nat ‘i ve popul ation
was virtually dom nated by Angl o- Aneri cans and other foreigners
eager to take advantage of California's many r esour ces.
Government had qui ckly changed hands, statehood had easily been
achi eved, and new institutions sprung up everywhere. Mani f est
destiny unfolded swiftly.

Though changes cane rel atively quickly, transitions were not

al ways easy or snoot h. San Jose's popul ati on often resisted new
si tuati ons, and only hesitantly adapted to t he novel
ci rcunst ances. Cccasionally change was forced upon them but

people were never left totally without options to effect sone

power over their |lives. For the Californio and Mexican i nm grant
popul ati on, the greatest room to maneuver remained in the nore
intimte areas of existence: mari t al rel ati onshi ps, fam |l i al

responsibilities, the raising of children. Not surprisingly,



wonen were especially affected by the transformation of the
wor | ds of work, education, and mass culture in California during
the last half of the nineteenth century. Consequent | vy, this
paper will focus broadly on the response of Chicano* residents to
the social and economic growh of San Jose from 1845 to 188Q and
in particular on the adjustnment of Chicano wonen in their
struggle to balance traditional fam |y concerns with the econom c

demands of a gradual ly industrializing urban econony.?

The G owh of San Jose

In 1845, San Jose was a small Mexi can puebl o, separated from
constant regulation by the governnent in Mexico City by hundreds
of mles of form dable terrain. Al t hough it was the first civil
community founded in California (1777), San Jose's popul ation did
not grow significantly until after the Mexi can Revol ution. The

puebl o' s popul ation nore than tripled during the twenty-five year

period of Mexican rule but probably still nunbered less than one
t housand when hostilities broke out between Mexican and Aneri can
troops on July 9, 1846. Included in this figure were about one

hundred fifty Angl o- Aneri cans, nost of whom were fully integrated
into Californio society.?

Though the war resulted in US governnent control of the
ar ea, it was the 1848 gold rush that transformed San Jose's

denogr aphy. VWhen gold was di scovered, thousands of Ameri cans and

*The term "Chicano is used throughout the essay to refer to
persons who were born in MXxico or were Spani sh- sur naned
Cal i fornia-born residents and their descendents.



Table 1
POPULATI ON GROWH I N SAN JCSE, 1845-1880

18452 1860 1870 1880

Total Popul ati on® 9QD 4, 579 12, 509 18, 156

Chi cano Popul ati on® 750 1@ 3} 1, 190 1,114
Chi cano Proportion of

Total Popul ati on 83. 3% 19. 8% 9. 5% 6. 1%

‘Estimates from Gscar Wnther, The Story of San_Jose. 1777-

1869 (San Franci sco: California H storical Society, 1935, pp.
14- 16.

PFi gures for 1860 1880 from Eugene T. Sawyer, H story of.
Santa d ara County (Los Angel es, 1922), p. 18

°Fi gur es for 186031880 tabulated from the Popul ati on
Schedul es of the US GCensus.

other foreigners from around the world poured into the state.
Many of these newconers passed through San Jose, and sone deci ded
to settle there once the gold fever had subsided or their
pati ence had run out. By 1850 the character of San Jose had
totally changed.

The discovery of gold on the American River on January 28,
1848 also disrupted the econonmc lives of the Californios, who
abandoned their wheat fields and ranches in and around San Jose
to hunt for gold. The exodus of San Jose residents was so | arge
that the wnter crop of 1847-48 was |eft unharvested. Prices
inflated enornously as the demand for m ning supplies increased.
A few San Jose entrepreneurs capitalized on the pueblo's
strategic position as a supply station between northern and
southern mines.* Yet for the nost part, econom c growth remai ned

at a standstill.



As the gold rush subsided and San Jose lost its bid to
becone the permanent state capital, the econony slunped in 1851.
The character of San Jose's econony during the 185G can best be
described as erratic. On the positive side, local growth
occurred as the quicksilver mne expanded at New Al madén,
lumbering and mlling industries developed in the Santa Quz
nmount ai ns, and fruit and wi ne production began in the valley.
The arrival of overland stage-coach service in 1858 fostered the
movenent of easterners into San Jose and Santa Jara.® But
transportation still remained |imted. A financial panic in
1854-55 put an end to railroad building for several years just
when construction was to begin on a route between San Jose and
San Francisco.® By the |ate 185G, San Jose's econony was
reputed to be slow paced. Many residents blanéd the town's
sl uggi shness on the conservati sm of the business community in the
185Cs. What ever the reason, however , busi ness was dul |, r eal
estate slow, and noney scarce.’

For the Californio elite, the fifties was a ti ne of constant

att ack. Squatters used legal and illegal nmeans to west |and
away from Californio ranchers and farners, and rmany court
di sputes were settled unfavorably for the Californios. A sense

of despair nounted anong those who had once controlled al nost all
the land and now stood in conflict both with the |egal system and
the extral egal circunstances which had taken away nuch of their
hol di ngs. Ni col as Berreyesa, the largest | andholder in San Jose
in 1845, | ost nost of his land in a series of swindles while
several close fam |y nenbers were nurdered. He repeatedly warned

his sons in the late 185G that to avoid persecution they should



return to Mexico and renpve all clains to land in the United
States.?® Juan Bandi ni , Berreyesa's counterpart in Los Angel es,
quoted from the Scriptures to articulate the conditions they
found thensel ves in 1855:
Qur inheritance is turned to strangers--
our houses to aliens.
We have drunken (sic) our water for npbney--
our wood is sold unto us.
Qur necks are under persecution--
we | abor and have no rest.?®
By 1870, t he di spossession of |arge |andhol ders had accel erated
at such a pace that ranchers di sappeared altogether from the
Chi cano work force.'® Many ranchers and farmers who had not | ost
all of their property divided wup their lands anong their
children, thereby decreasing the average size of | andhol dings
wi t hi n the group. Few plots remai ned | arge enough‘ for ranching.
During the 186Gs, the railroad transforned San Jose's
econony conpl etely. In January 1864, the |ine between San Jose
and San Franci sco was conpl et ed, greatly facilitating travel up
t he peninsula to the ports. Five years later the Central Pacific
and Union Pacific were joined by a gol den spike. Suddenly San

Joseans could travel to New York Gty in only eight days.??

These events created an econonm ¢ boom in San Jose whi ch surpassed

the 1inpact of the gold rush. In a single year, 1864, a silk
factory, additional flour, | umber and woolen mlls, breweri es,
banks, dry good stores and other firns were established. The

export of agricultural products increased significantly with the
i nprovenent in transportation facilities. San Jose constructed

new public buildings and began a variety of community projects.?!?



The 186Gs saw a renewal of the steady flow of i mm grants
anxious to take advantage of California s many resources. The
end of the gold rush had only tenporarily reduced the influx of
newcormers. The conpletion of the transcontinental rail road
marked the beginning of a new era in travel between California
and the other states in the Union. The railroad facilitated
nmovenent of famlies across the Rockies and industry began to
benefit from a grow ng narket, a cheap |I|abor force, and a
conveni ent | ocation

San Jose gradually took on a conpletely different physical
appearance because of the increasing ethnic diversity of the
town's popul ati on. Mar ket Plaza, once the center of the old
Spani sh San Jose, became the residence of Chinese and Angl os as
early as 1872.* Ranch and farm areas outside the city proper
wer e al so transforned. In 1866 the route from San Jose to Santa
Cara was described in this fashion: "Oh either side of this
romanti c Al ameda there are now neat and sunny hones, wth happy
Angl o- Saxon children playing anong the vines and flowers, and
ski ppi ng over the anple grounds."

The economc boom significantly affected the occupational
structure of the Chicano conmunity. During the sixties, mal e
heads of househol ds began to be nore represented in the skilled
and semskilled ranks of the enployment structure, and the
percentage in unskilled occupations dropped by 24 percent. Very
few Chicanos held white-collar and professional positions in
187Q but there was a slight increase in the nunber of Chi canos

managi ng their own busi nesses. Al nost a quarter of the male

heads of households were now snall farners, a trenmendous junp



Table2
OCCUPATIONAL STRUCTURE FOR THE CHICANO MALE HEADS OF HOUSEHOLDS

180 ke 1668
Nunber  of % of Nunber  of Yof Nunber of Yof

Qceupation workers wor kf or ce workers wor kf orce wor kers wor kf or ce
Pastoral / Agricui tural

Rancher 5 6.6 e 2 & &

Far ner 7 9.2 8 2.2 ie 24
Prof essi onal ¢ ) @ 2 1 10
Proprietorial 3 39 e 7.9 4 a1
Wi te-col | ar 2 26 i 0.8 5 5.2
Skilled 5 6.6 20 15.9 17 17.5
Sem ski | | ed ) @ 6 6.3 15 15,5
Unski | 1 ed

Labor er M 57.9 43 U1 3 20

Q her 18 13.2 16 27 ! 9.3
Lhknown or unlisted 2 8 2 @ 2 @
Number in popul ation 76 1% 97

Source;  Federal manuscript census schedul es, 1860, 1870 and 1830
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Wth the acceptance of drying and canni ng processes as adequate
ways to preserve fruit, the San Jose area conpletely reorganized
its agricultural infrastructure. In the next decade Santa C ara
woul d beconme the largest fruit producing area in the world,
suppl ying one-third of all California s produce.®

By 188Q San Jose's popul ation had nultiplied twenty tines
si nce the Mexican-Anerican War. The Chi cano popul ati on,
overwhel med by Anglo imigration, grew by only fifty percent in
t he same peri od. The proportion of the population with Mexican
heritage dw ndl ed from over four-fifths in 1845 to less than one-
sixteenth in 188Q Mor eover , nmost of the growh that occurred
within the Chicano popul ati on took place before 1860. In that
sane time span, Anglos in San Jose had conpleted |less than one-
quarter of their total population growh in the byears bet ween
1845 and 188Q

VWhat caused the nunber of Chicanos in San Jose to stabilize
so abruptly at around 1000 after  18607? To begin wth, t he
Chi cano birthrate fell rapidly after 1860. Moreover, imm gration
from Mexico slowed after the gold rush. Bef ore 1848, only a
handf ul of non-Californio Mexicans resided in the Santa dara
Val | ey. The discovery of gold brought a large and continuous
mgration from the states of Sonora and Sinaloa in the Ilate
forties and early fifties.'® Many of these mi ners, mer chants or
hel pers, driven from the m nes through violence or the Foreign
Mners' Tax Law of 185Q settled in San Jose.?'’ But during the
rest of the 185Cs, Mexi can immi gration into San Jose sl owed
gradual |l y. Al t hough nigration increased slightly again during

t he prosperous sixties, the decade following resuned the



Tabl e 3
THE MEX|I CAN- BORN POPULATI ON OG- SAN JOSE, 1860 1880

1860 1870 1880
Total Chi cano popul ati on °]@ 3} 1, 190 1,114
Mexi can-born 235 394 240
Mexi can- born proportion
of total popul ation 25. 9% 33. 1% 21 .5%

Source: Conputer anal ysis of manuscri pt census schedul es.

decl i ni ng trend in the nunmber of Mexican-born resi dents.
Additionally, there are indications that San Jose's Spani sh-
speaking conmmunity was geographically nobile. Many  Chi cano
residents apparently left San Jose, migrating to other parts of
California or returning to Mexico.®

One legacy from the gold rush period that persisted until
1880 in San Jose was an i nbal anced sex ratio. Angl o m ners and

specul ators flocked to California in search of gold, but few

brought wves or fanilies. Since alnbst no wonen mgrated
wi t hout attachnment to a famly unit, the nunber of i nm grant
wonmen was very snall. Al though famly emgration over the

Rocki es had been conmmon during the 1840s and even increased in
the early 185CGs, these individuals were nunerically overwhel ned
by the single nen that took to the trail during the period. The
proportion of married emgrants fell from half to between 20 and
30 percent in the 185GCs. Mor eover, 85 percent of the single nmen
on the overland trail were on their way to California, while only
66 percent of the famlies designated it as their final

destination .?%°



Table 4
WOMEN IN THE CHICANO POPULATION

California-horn Mexi can-born Total?
Nunber Total Per cent age Nunber Total Per cent age Nunber Tot al Per cent age
Year of wonen nunber of wonen of wonen nunber of wonen of wonen nunber of wonen
1860 U7 671 51. 7% 3 235 2. % 440 Q06 48, 6%
1870 . 41 4 5 0% 220 A 55. 8% 641 1190 53 %%
1830 438 863 5. 8% 147 240 61. 3% 50 1114 53. 0%

Source: Federal manuscript census returns, 1860, 1870 and 1880.

%n 1870, the Census reported two Chicanos who were not born in either Mexico or California. In 1880, eleven were reported.
They are only included in the total figures.

Men outnumbered women to such an extent that the 1850 census
shows that less than eight percent of California's population was
female. One researcher found that in the spring of 1849 there
was only fifteen women in all of San Francisco.?® In San Jose,
the native Californians accounted for the bulk of the female
population during these early years. The California-born Chicano
community was the only group from 1845 to 1880 which offered a
stable, balanced proportion of men and women.

Mexican-born residents presented a very different picture.
Before 1860 the majority of immigrants from Mexico were men. The
census conducted that year listed only 93 San Jose women born in
Mexico. During the 1860s, this situation reversed itself, and by
the end of the décade wonen made up the napjority of the Mexican-
born popul ati on. Si nce few wonen, be they Mexican or Angl o,
travel l ed al one, this statistic indicates both a rise in fanmly
emgration from Mexico and a net outnigration of single Mexican

mal es. Thi s hypothesis is confirned by the denographic data from



the 187Gs which reveals a higher net outmgration for Mexican-
born nen than for Mexi can-born wonen. By 1870 the total Chicano
popul ati on of San Jose (both California and Mexican born
residents) consisted of a majority of wonen, while in California
as a whole wonen still conprised less than 38 percent of the

total popul ation.

Cultural Change and Its Inpact, on Wnen

Looking back at the first years of Anerican rule in San
Jose, sever al hi storians have clainmed that the sex ratio
i mbal ance elevated Mexican/California wonen to a high social
posi ti on. Frederic Hall, in his classic history of San Jose,

described the effect the inbal ance had on rel ations between the

sexes. "At that time (1850," he wote, "nen stood on tip-toe to
get a sight of a femal e; she appeared as novel as a curiosity
shop. Wor kmen would lay down their tools, run to the door, and
gaze with delight at a passing |ady. The thoughts of hone cane

to them"?! Another author contends that women were "venerated
and cherished,” while a third alleges that Anmericans had brought
with them ideas of equality between the sexes. %

One event is consistently offered as evidence that at |east
sone Mexi can/ California wonen were highly regarded by the
i ncom ng Angl o popul ati on. At the close of the first session of
the new state |egislature, a grand ball was organized by
prom nent San Jose residents to commenprate the town's role as
California's first state capital. In | ate 1849, however , f ew

Angl o- Ameri can wonen had nmigrated to San Jose. As a consequence,

wites Frederic Hal | , the countryside was "raked for



sefioritas. "% Chi cano parents were assured that the event was
speci al and proper, and the dance came off well to everyone's
enj oynent . %

But necessity and conveni ence engendered only tenporary

equality. As nore Angl o wonen nmigrated to California, intergroup
exchanges becane nore rare. I f anyt hi ng, the i ncident suggests
that cultural interaction and its effects on Chicanos during the

period nust be scrutinized carefully.

Wnen in Spanish/Mexican California lived an existence
simlar to other wonen |living on the frontier. Each was cal |l ed
upon to be cook, nurse, farner, teacher, wife and nother -- in
ot her wor ds, t hey were expected to be "naids of al |

traids."(sic)® Most wonen were proficient in the use of herbs
for nmedicine, herbs which they wusually grew in their own
gardens.?®  They worked hard, contributing to many facets of
their famly's existence.

Yankees brought a whirlw nd of change, but change affected
the Chicano community in conplex ways. Culturally there were
many ram fications of the Angl o occupation. During the first ten
years of Anerican rule in San Jose, for exanple, |aws were passed

cl osi ng busi ness establishnments on Sunday and restricting

ganmbl i ng and ot her amusenents, including bull fighting.?

More often 'changes occurred without |egislative nandate.
One illustration is the relaxing of social sancti ons agai nst
prostitution.  ne st udy of prostitution in the west notes that
as Anericans soldiers occupied towns in Cal i forni a, sone

California wonen were used as prostitutes despite condemmati on of



them by other Californios. These wormen were called "Yankedos"
for their wviolation of traditional religious and cultural
gui del i nes, and were sonetines subjected to verbal and physical
abuse. %8 Despite the fact that religion served as an oppressive
force in MeXxican society, it is hard to argue that 1in this
instance wonen's position inproved wth the comng of the
Anerican toleration for prostitution.

Above all, what distinguished the cultural transfornmation of
San Jose from that occurring farther south was its sw ftness.
For exanple, Al bert Camarillo connects the gradual transformation
from "Mexican" to "Anerican"” Santa Barbara during the 186G and
early 187Cs to a set of econom c boons and busts which occurred
during that period.?® |In San Jose, in contrast, Mexican culture
was dom nated earlier and faster by the influx of Ahglos | ooki ng
for gold in northern California. According to one resident of
the town, California-born girls began to adopt Aneri can nethods
in dancing as early as the 1850s.* M 's. Francis Sunol - Angus, a
woman whose |life in San Jose spanned three governnents, believed
the gold rush brought "new disturbing elenents” into town which
included an increase in formality and cerenony anong the upper
cl asses. Ohe historian reported that by 1865 San Jose al r eady
resenbled an "easternized urban community” nuch nbre than a
"spraw i ng rur al vil | age. "2 Yet despite this rapid
transformation, vital aspects of Mexican culture were slow to
change as Chicanos struggled to maintain famliar visages of a
bygone worl d. Mexi can/ California wonen were at the center of

many of these cultural conflicts.



VWnen's Wr k

The absence of Mexican/California wonen in the paid work

force |imted the Chicano fanily's ability to respond to the
econom ¢ changes we have been discussing. Al t hough this
situation gradually changed over tine, it neverthel ess renuni ned

one of the nost enduring cultural factors from the Mexican past.
Even after the erratic econom c period of the 185GCs, only
seventeen wonen over the age of 16 worked for wages outside the
home in all of San Jose. During the sixties there was little
change in this situation, though a decade |ater the percentage of
women working for wages increased significantly. Bet ween 1860
and 187Q wonen in the total Chicano work force conprised between
8 and 12 percent, but by 1880 their nunbers had increased to 22.6
percent of the work force.

VWhat kind of paid work did Chicanas engage in outside the
honme? In Los Angeles, Leonard Pitt found that the main
occupati ons of Spani sh- Ameri can wonen were as domestics/servants,
seanst r esses/ dr essnaker s, and prostitutes. 3 San Jose had a
simliar pattern. From 1860 to 1880 at |east 60 percent of the
enpl oyed wonen fell into one of those three categories.

It is no surprise that some California and Mexican born
wonmen became donestics and servants. Wonen had been working in
t heir own hones Without wages for centuries. In 1860 the | argest
group involved in this type of enmploynent was California-born
teenage girls living in the houses of enployers. As tinme went on
ol der wonen also began cleaning the hones of others, usual ly

living with their own famlies in a separate residence.



Table 5
CH CANAS OVER THE AGE CF SI XTEEN WORKI NG QUTS CE THE HME

A0 A8 70O A0
Number Percentage Number Percentage Number Percentage
Working 17 7.3 28 S3 64 185
Not Working £16 o2 7 307 917 261 61.5
TOTALS £33 1O0.0 335 100.0O 45 1
Source:  Anal ysis of Federal manuscript census schedul es.

The skills of needlework were usually passed down from
not her to daughter in Mexican and Californio famlies. It was
not until the sixties and seventies, however, that Chi canas began
to be paid for producing clothing for people outside their
famly. In fact, Mexi can wonmen were crucial in formng one of
the wearliest chapters of the Needl ework Guild of Anerica at the

New Al madén mining canp in the 187CGs.

In the censuses of 1860 and 1880, bet ween 17 and 21 percent

of the Chicanas receiving wages were listed as prostitutes.

Though none were listed in 187Q this is probably a result

noralistic census-takers' r ef usal to list prostitution

of

as a

legitimate enploynment category. The greater nunber of nen in

Cal i fornia, originating in the gold rush era, coupled with

wor k

restrictions that discouraged wonen from entering other forms of

enpl oynent |left many Chicanas with no other nmeans of support.

Chi cana prostitutes were characteristically young, California-

born wonen |iving alone or with children. Chile, Peru, Gernmany,

and France also supplied prostitutes to California in the

185Cs.%% As late as the 189Gs, when San Jose's sex ratio

early

had



Tabl e 6
CHI CANA HEADS OF HOUSEHOLDS AND EMPLOYMENT

Percentage of Number of Per cent age of

Number of femal e headed femal e heads fenal e heads
Year f enmal e heads househol ds wor ki ng wor ki ng
1860 54 36.0 2] 16. 7
1870 68 34.3 7 103
1880 56 36.4 14 25.0

Source: Analysis of Federal manuscri pt census schedul es.

bal anced considerably, houses of prostitution still operated
openly along El Dorado Street.?

Since female participation in these three occupations was
fairly consistent, to what can the junp in the nunber of wonen
wor ki ng be attributed? It is unlikely that it becane acceptable
to the Chicano community for narried wormen to seek enployment.
No marri ed wonen even appeared in the ranks of the enployed until
the 1880 census, and in that year only four were |isted. O
cour se, few married Angl o wonen were working outside the hone
duri ng t he ni neteenth century ei t her. One concei vabl e
explanation is the increase in the nunber of enployed fenale
heads of househol ds. Throughout the period exam ned t he
proportion of femal e headed househol ds was consistently around 35
percent, but the nunber of fenal e heads who worked doubl ed during
the 1870s.3® By and |arge, however, when Chi canas were heads of
households anytime in the nineteenth century they were wusually
supported by their children or extended famly. The vast
majority of Chicana heads of households continued to remain

out side the paid work force.



Table 7
CH CANA WORKERS  RELATION TO THE FAMLY INT

180 1870 1880

Fam |y Position Nunber Per cent age Nunber Per cent age Nunber Per cent age
Head S 47.4 7 2.6 14 19.7
Wfe o 2 2 2 4 5,5

Chi I d 2 0 6 %.8 21 2.6
Rel at ed 5 2.3 3 9.7 i 14
Bor der 2 105 11 %.5 2% 3.2
Living Al one 2 105 1 32 5 7.0

Ct her i 53 1 32 1 14
TOTALS 19 3l 71

Source:  Analysis of Federal manuscript census schedul es.

The nost significant reason for the increase in working

Chicanas is that it becane possible for young single wonmen to

find enploynment, whether they still lived at home or were on
their own. The increase in the number of daughters and fenale
boarders in paid jobs accounts for nore than two-thirds of the
over al | increase in fenale enpl oynent. The need for donestic
| abor in San Jose and the establishnment of industries, |ike fruit
"pi cki ng and canni ng, in which cheap, unskill ed | abor was needed

made it possible for wonen in their late teens or early twenties
to join the work force. Al nost all of the Chicanas entering the
work force were born in California, a group nore likely than the
Mexi can-born to be affected by the changing norns regarding
femal e enployneﬁt in the United States. Thi s phenonenon
indicates that the first generation of Chicanas born in the
United States was nore likely to disregard the traditiona

dictates of "wormren's place” in the Mexican comunity of San Jose.



The Fam |y and Wnen's Lives

By 188Q the ideology of "wonan's proper place" had changed,
but only slightly. Most Chicanas continued to remai n outside of
t he paid work force. Li ke nost other Anerican women, even those

Chi canas who did work outside the hone as single wonmen usually

gave up their jobs when they marri ed. Since very few Chicanas
remai ned single throughout their |ives, pai d enpl oynent, when it
occurred at all, was usually tenporary.3 The lives of Chicanas
in American California renmined greatly influenced by the

condition of their famlies.
In Spani sh and Mexi can California, patriarchy was the rule.
Sons and daughters, even after beconi ng parents thensel ves, were

to continue to honor their fathers wth conplete obedi ence.

Traditionally, "the will of the (rmale) parent was suprene and not
questioned."*° Mthers were also to be obeyed, especially in the
absence or death of a father. Pio Pico, the Jlast Mexican
governor of California, described hinmself as in "conplete
subjugation" to his nmother until he was twenty-six years old.
"My lady nother, who was very rigid with ne, never permtted ne

out of the house after eight at night. A

Strict obedience to parents' w shes even included the choice
of a spouse. When a couple wanted to marry, the man had to send
his father to negotiate with the father of his bride-to-be.
Parents arranged all wedding plans, and at tines actually chose
their childrens' nates. It was considered inproper for a future
husband to propose in person.? Once arrangenments had been nade
final, the bride' s dower was assenbl ed according to the father's

neans. In San Jose the dower coul d consi st of househol d



Table8
AGEDISTRIBUTION G-MARRIED CALIFORNIA-BORN CHICANAS

1860 1870 1660

Age Number Percentage Number Percentage Number Percentage
0-17 years 3 4.5 i 1.1 1 1.0
18-21 years 179 18 20.0 11 115
22-30 years 29 43.2 43 47.8 26 27.1
31-40 years 16 269 16 20.0 35 36.5
41-50 years 3 4.5 & 6.7 7 17.7
Over 50 years ¢ 3.0 4 4.4 & 6.3
TOTALS 67 0 3%

Source:  Analysis of Federa manuscript census schedules,

furni shings, cattle, or horses.® Arranged marriages coul d occur
when a wonman was fairly young. It was not unconnmon for Mexican
wonmen to marry as early as age thirteen or fourteen, although the
late teens was the approxi mate age of nmarri age fdr nost of these
worren. 44

Chi canas continued to marry young until the 1870s. Over
two-thirds of married California-born Chicanas in San Jose were
thirty or younger in both the 1860 and 1870 censuses.® By 1880,
this percentage had dropped dramatically to less than 40 percent.
Two factors account for this drop. First, the group of wonen
that reached the traditional age of nmarriage in the 1870s were
the first born in the new state of California. They lived their

entire lives within a society that had conflicting Mexican and

Anerican cul tural nornms regarding the proper age for wonen to

marry. This conflict probably influenced nmany Chicanas to del ay
their marri ages, as many Anglo wonen had been doing in the
ni neteenth century. More concretely, as the possibility of paid

empl oynment for wonen increased in the 187Cs, nor e young Chi canas



Table 9
Bl RTHRATE FOR CHI CANAS I N SAN JCsE

Nunmber of Number of wonen of
Year children born chi |l d- beari ng age? Birthrate®
1860 29 208 139
1870 29 288 101
1880 22 279 79

Source: Anal ysis of Federal manuscri pt census schedul es.

Def i ned as wonen between 15 and 40 years of age.
®Chi Il dren born per 1,000 woren of chil d-bearing age,.

MARI TAL STATUS CF CHI CA-II\—Ii‘gI IeNlpl'HEI R CHI LD- BEARI NG YEARS
Marri ed Single, Wdowed or Divorced
Year Number Per cent age Number Per cent age
1860 M aAas. = 104 =, s
A 7O 136 A 7. = 152 5= =S
a4 SO 121 a4=_ = 158 5. 7

Source: Anal ysis of Federal manuscri pt census schedul es.

opt ed for a job before getting narried. Enpl oynent as
dressnakers, cannery workers, or donestics supplenented the
Incone of families looking to inprove their econonic situation.
This avenue nmmy have given Chicanas greater independence as
single wonen or possibly made them nore valuable, and nore tied,
to their famlies.

The delay in marriage significantly affected the birthrate
in the Chicano community. Al t hough it is difficult to assess
compl ete patterns or child-bearing at ten year census i ntervals,

the data does indicate that a general decline in the birthrate



began at least as early as 1860. As Chicanas nmarried later in
their lives, they would have their first child in their twenties.

ncrease in the nunmber of wonmen in child-bearing years who

The
were not married neant a reduction in the nunmber of Chicanas who
woul d have children in the 187Gs. As Mario Garcia found for the
Mexi can i mm grant wonen at the turn of the century in H Paso,
the Chicana's responsibilities for the care of her children
greatly influenced her participation in the paid work force.?*
The declining birthrate in San Jose is one indication that a
soci al pattern was energing that would continue to expand into
the twentieth century. More  Chi canas' lives would include
empl oynment, along with marriage and child-bearing, in the future.

The transformation of traditional Chicano fam |y nores had begun

Intermarri age and Chi canas

One way cultural norns were tested in San Jose was through
marri age between Chi canas and Angl o nen. A significant increase
occurred from 1860 to 1880 in the proportion of Chicanas narried
to Angl o nen. By 1880 al nost one-third of all married Chicanas
had Angl o husbands. This pattern corresponds to one found
preval ent in Los Angeles during the sane period.

This relatively high rate of intermarriage occurred despite
the nunerous attenpts to discourage it by both Chicanos and
Angl os. In 1849, for exanpl e, al cal de Jose Maria de Jesus
Gonzales of Mnterey refused to authorize the marriage of Henry
Burton to Maria del Anparo Rui z because he was Protestant and she

was Catholic. He received letters from around the state



Tabl e 11
| NTERMARRI AGE AND THE CHI CANA

Total nunber of Total nunber of Per cent age of
Year Chicarias married nmarriages w Anglos m xed nmarriages
1860 1383 20 19. 4%
1870 165 48 29. 1%
1880 149 48 32. 3%

Source: Anal ysis of Federal nanuscri pt census schedul es.

expressi ng great satisfaction wth his decision.? Despite
efforts by managenent to di scourage them many m xed marriages
occurred at the New Al madén M ne throughout the fifties and
sixties.® Neither these efforts, nor the nore informal attenpts
at constraint, curbed the grow ng nunber of intermarriages.

The nost i nportant feature of internarriagerin San Jose in
this period was that it was al nbst conpletely limted to Anglo
men and wonen of Mexican descent. I n 1860, no Chi canos were
married to non-Latinas in the town, establishing a pattern fhat
woul d scarcely change for the next two decades. By 188Q only
eight Chicanos were married to non-Latinas, and this group
represented only nine percent of the narried Chicanos in San
Jose. Moreover, only two of those sel ect Chicanos had been born
in Mexico. Intermarriage in San Jose renmained largely the
province of Anglo nen and Chi canas.

Why were Chicanas and Anglo nen marrying in San Jose?
Certainly the inbalanced sex ratio is part of the answer. Yet as
the rate of intermarriage increased, the sexual inbalance in the
San Jose popul ati on decreased. Therefore other factors nust al so

have been significant.



Sever al California hi stori ans have attri buted t he
inclination of Mexican/California wonen to marry outside their
ethnic group to their "natural attraction™ toward Anglo nen.
Leonard Pitt, witing in 1966, clained that California wonen were
"favorably di sposed" toward the Yankees.?* Anot her aut hor
contended that the preference of Mexican/California wonmen for
Angl o- Saxon nmen was so strong that it overcane the Dbitterness
whi ch had devel oped during the Mexican-American War.° Maj or
Hor ace Bel |, a nineteenth century observer, agreed that Spanish
Californian girls "were sensible to strange charnms . . . and
found the foreigners better educated, nore worldly-wi se, than
their own countrynen. ">

Such explanations fail to account for the consequences of
the transformati on of San Jose's econony during the first thirty-
five years of US. control . | ncreased opportunities resulting
from the econom c devel opnent in San Jose were open largely to
Angl o nen, whi | e nost Chi canos were consistently restricted to
lower paying jobs and harsher working conditions which |eft
little room for advancenent. Chi canas, recogni zing their own
economn ¢ subordi nation, could not ignore such glaring differences
in the occupational structure. Not surprisingly, many of their
own decisions about a marriage partner were based, at | east
partly, on econorr'1' c consi derati ons.

Data on the occupations of husbands of Chi canas denonstrates
that husbands of Latin background did significantly worse than

Anglos in the battle over enploynent. From 1860 to 188Q Lati no

husbands were about twi ce as nunerous as Anglos in |ow blue



Table 12
NRERARRE- AND 0CCUPATIONS OF HUSBANDS

f219) 1872 1880

Occupation % of Latinos® % of Anglos’ % of Latinos® % of Anglos’ % of Latinos® % of Anglos®
Pastoral/Agricultural

Rancher 9.5 a7l ¢ 7 1.0 2.8

Tarmee 7956 A 7.7 75 7.6 6.3
Professional 0o 05.3 05.6
Proprietorial 48 17 11.5 36.6 43 ===
White-collar 3.2 5.6 18 53 4.3 5.6
Skilled 79 =22=2_2=2 16.6 184 16.3 194
Semiskilled 05.6 8 13 20.7 139
Unskilled

Laborer 60.3 333 =S33.6 53 32.6 16.7

Other 6.3 0 9.7 2.6 9.8 2.6
Unknownorunlisted 0o 2 ¢ 3.3 2.8
TOTAL IN POPULATION 6318 113 K3 R 36

Source: Analysis of Federal manuscript census schedules.

4 atinos refers to husbands born in Mexico, Latin America, Spain, Portugal, Italy or Spanish-surname men born in California.
®Anglos refers to husbands without Spanish-surnames born in the United States, Canada or Europe.

collar occupations.®? Moreover, Anglo husbands were three to
four times as likely to be in white collar jobs than Latinos
throughout the period.®® This gap widened with each succeeding
decade.

Leonard Pitt argued that many elite California women married
Anglos in order to protect their property holdings suddenly being
threatened by litigation and squatters.>* Indeed, a hotly
debated issue at the California Constitutional Convention was the

Mexican custom of allowing women to own property in the first

place. Representative Botts of Monterey deplored Mexican
practices, arguing that, "Nature did what the common law has done
-- put her under the protection of man. . .When she trusts him

with her happiness, she may well trust him with her gold. . .**==



Though the constitution eventually recognized wonen's property
rights, Cali fornia wonen remai ned vul nerable to the onsl aught of
| and- hungry Angl os and the discrim nation of Anmerican courts.

Yet the najority of Chicanas that nmarried Angl o nen were not

elite California wonen. Most came from m ddl e or working class
fam i es. Between 40 and 52 percent of Chicanas married to
Angl os were Mexican-born -- another indication that both groups

of wonen in the Chicano community of San Jose felt this econonic,
social, and marital dil emma. In a society in which nost econonic
opportunities becane available on the basis of ethnicity,
Mexi can/ California wonen were faced with difficult decisions
concerning how best to inprove their own lives and the lives of
their children.

Chi canas probably considered the well -being of their future

children when deciding whom to marry. In 1880 children of m xed
marri ages were alnpbst 10 percent nore likely to be attending
school than children of Latino marriages. In addition, children

who were often hal f-Chicano often found it easier to "pass" for
whi t e, giving them benefits not available to e darker-I|ooking
chil d.

More research is necessary to deternmne the effect of this
high rate of intermarriage on the persistence of Mexican culture
in San Jose. More than one Chicano historian has described the
famly as the one institution that staunchly resisted Anerican

6 Such an assertion renmains questionable, at |east

assimlation.?®
in San Jose, considering that alnost one in five Chicanos |isted
in the 1880 census was born of m xed parentage. Traci ng these

i ndi viduals in census materials and determ ning their effect on



the Chicano popul ation as a whole remains difficult. One can
-specul ate, however, that though intermarriage provi ded one of the
few options available to a Chicana to inprove her materia
condi ti on, she may have done so often at the risk of failing to
sustai n her Mexican heritage.

Nor di d Chicanas' new choices in terns of marri age and work
outside the home necessarily bring them nore freedom Al t hough
by 1880, fewer decisions were being mde for Mexi can and
California wonen in the traditional stringent fashion, t he
options available to them were critically restricted by the
barriers inposed on all Chicanos because of their ethnicity and
econom ¢ status. As long as Chicanos were |limted to | ow paying
j obs, had difficulty protecting or retaining their property, and
f ought significant pressures to relinquish their own culture, to
speak of freedom of choice for Chicanas is surely nisleading.
The Chicanas of San Jose struggled into the twentieth century
armed with their strong determnation to survive and prosper
while their comunity endured the nyriad onslaughts of an alien
culture deternined to offer them little nore than second class

citizenshi p.
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