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ABSTRACT

HISPANIC POPULATION IN ALTA CALIFORNIA:
1790 AND THE 1830'S
by |
Carolyn Gale Mc Govern

Master of Arts in Geography

This study investigates the relétionship between
demographic change and the persistence of two Spanish
institutions in Alta California: the presidio and pueblo.
Three objectives were established for this task: {1) to
survey the growth of Hispanic population from 1762 to 1846;
{(2) to reconmstruct two demographic cross-sections which
focus on the distribution and structure of the Hispanic
population in 1790 and the 1830's; and (3) to identify the
relationship between a change in the démographic structure
of these frontier institutions and their persistence
through time. Available Spanish and Mexican Padrcnes
provide the primary basis for population estimates.

Secondary sources were employed to supplement these totals.
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The findings of this study indicate that during the

[

pericd of 1769 to 1846, one cause of institutional persis-
tence inrAlta‘California wés the development of a broader
population structure. This change in structure was caused,
for the mcst part, by migration and the adaptability of the
pueblos to the unique conditions associated with a rising
secular authority. In generél, population mobility ini-
tiates a redistribution of a population's internal
structure, thereby supplyihg the principal means for the

persistence of frontier imstitutionms.
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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION

Settlement of Alta California, one of New Spain's far
northern frontisr provinces, proceeded through the tradi-

1 However,

tional use of missions, presidios, and pueblos.
only the latter two survived the impact of the two politi-
cal transitions which occurred: from Spanish to Mexican,

and finally American possession.?

While the success of
colonization and population'growth during Alta California's
Hispanic period is debatable among scholars, the persis-
tence of the presidios and pueblos demonstrates the
adaptability of these institutions to changing socio-
economic and political conditions.> Contributing in part
to this pattern of institutional persistence was the effect‘
of population mobility in stimulating the general trend
toward a stable demographic structure that was evidenf

at the close of Mexican rule.?

Purpose, Objectives, Methodology

This thesis examines institutional persistence
patterns by means of a demographic analysis of Hispanic
California's presidio and pueblo populations, for 1790 and

the 1830's. Three objectives were established: firstly, to



.

(shfﬁéy the growth of Alta‘Caiifofﬁia's Hispanic ?opulation
during the ?eriod 1769 to 1846, thus providing a basis for
‘analysis; secondly, to reconstruct two modified demographic
:cross—sections for 1790 and the 1836'5; and thirdly, to
interpret patterns of persistence by comparison of these
Vcross-sections.

Two methods have been éombined to demonstrate the
relationship between institutional persistence and change
in demographic structure. First, two cross-sections, which
focus on population distribution and structure, are
employed. These have, however, been slightly altered from
the traditional static format in that comparisons of popu-
lation growth with the previous decade precede the cross-
sectiéns. Second, by linking the two cross-sections with a
dynamic, or vertical theme, based on an analysis of popula-
tion growth and distribution,'a singly static or exces-
sively time-oriented focus is avoided.?

Census records for each of these cross-sections were
tabulated in detail for 1790 and thé'decade of the 1830's
to provide a basis for the demographic analysis. The
dynamics of population growth and distribution were ana-
lyzed by decade, and for convenience a grouping of ﬁhree
periods was used: pre-1790, interim 1790 to 1830's, and
post-1830's. This dynamic analysis provides an invaluable

foundation for interpreting the two selected cross-sections.

Y



The Hispaﬁic period of Alta California extended from
1769 to 1846, and it serves conveniently to define the
temporal scope of this study. The specific dates for each
demographic cross-section were selected on the basis of
‘relative population stability and data availability. 1790
represents the culmination of early Spanish settlement.
By this time the impact of initial colonization attempts
had waned, since the majority of Spain's civil and all of
her military institutions had been established. The fron-
tier character reflectéd in the population structure of
this early period is important to this study.6 The frag-
mentary nature of data available for Alta California's
Mexican period, however, had to be compensated for by exam-
ining the>1830's decade. Fortunately, this decade
succeeded the major.impact of the enactment of Mexico's
colonization laws, thus providing a second relatively

7 Any notable

stable period for demographic analysis.
changes in the population structure of this period, when
compared to 1790, should reflect a general trend toward

stability.

Justification

Trewartha and James urged geographers to examine
population, the unifying thread of the social sciences, in

terms of its structure, density, and characteristics

LY



or quality.$8 Their urging, however, is not reflected in
‘the literature. A survey of historical population studies
from selected demographic, geographic, and other journals
énd books has found little on population aﬁd institutional
persistence;g An apparent emphasis in these studies has
been placed on distribution patterns alone, with only
~rTecent interest evident in population structure.'? This
study attempts to contribute fo an area that has so far
been overlooked by population geographers.

Furthermore, the study of Hispanic pepulation in early
Célifornia may contribute to a better understanding of
frgntier demography.11 The findings of this analysis lend
support to Leffert's contention that the growth of frontier
regions are more accurately examined in terms of age-
structure, sex and dependency ratios, and migration fields,
réther than simply by population increase.l? As a first
attempt to do more than merely describe Alta Califormnia's
population growth, this study paves the way for future
comparative frontier studies.13

Finally, in focusing on Hispanic California, the
relationship between persistent colonial institutions and
change in demographic structure can be identified by the
developmental trend from frontier character toward popula-
“tion stability.14 Thus, this'invéstigation illustrates an
alternative approach for interpreting the particular

population growth pattern of a region.



Data

Data for this investigation came primarily from the
Spanish and Mexican padrones, census reports, available in
the Thomas Workman Temple Collection at Old Mission Santa
-Barbara Archive; the Eldredée Collection at Bancroft
:Library; Summary Censuses of Presidial Districts at the
California State Archive; and a seriés of published cen-
suses by the Historical Society of Southern California.l®

Where data were not available, secondary literature was

used to provide estimates of the Hispanic population. A

main source consulted was Bancroft's History of California.

Other sources occasionally used include: Eldredge, History

of California, and Smythe, History of San Diego 1542-1908.

From both primary and secondary sources, continuocus data
for 1790 was compiled. For the decade of the 1830's,

~ however, the fDllowiﬁg census records were employed: Vilia
Branciforte, 1830; Monterey, 1836; Santa Barbara, 1834;
San Francisco, 1842; San Jose, 1840; and Los Angéles,

1836.16

Data Evaluation

A number of weaknesses characterize this data base in
terms of its historic quality. Common to most archival
sources, such as those émployed here, is thé systematic
bias of inaccuracy introduced by therresearcher’s lack of

control over the precision of measurement when the

&1



fiﬁformation was originélly recdrded;17 Also, imperfect
écensus enumerations provide only samples of the po?ulation.'
Incomplete listing such as names, ages, sex, and nativity,
plus physically damaged documents, and translation errors,
contribute to the general weakness of this data base.l®
Furthermore, inaccuracy caused by partial preservatioﬁ is
illustrated by the fragmentary nature of the documents for
the Mexican period, which lack cenéus records for San Jose,
and San Diego. Finally, cross-cultural communication
 errors as seen in the California 1850 Census are minimized
here, since compilation of these enumerations were done by
related culturai groups.19 Yet, despite these problems,
ample information remains to provide a reasonable estimate

of Alta California's population, which can be used to

measure persistence patterns.

Organization of Thesis

Following this introduction, chapter two provides a
historical background of Alta California prior to 1790.
The third chapter, focusing on a reconstruétion of the His-
panic population in 1790, begins with a comparison of this
population's growth and distribution with the 1820's |
decade. Next, in this same chapter, a demographic analysié
of population structure based on age/sex pyramids, sex and
dependency ratios, and migrant natiVity regions is provided.
In order to bridge the time gap between 1790 and the

- 1830's, chapter four presents a historical background and



examines the changeé in population distribution during this
interin period. Chapter five duplicates the demographic
.analysis used in chapter three, but examines theV1830'é.
A demographic comparison of 1790 and the 1830's follows in

chapter six. When the changes in the demographic character

-of Alta California's Hispanic population are investigated,

"an attempt is made to link institutiomnal persistence with
change in demographic structure. Brief attention 1s also
given to the distribution and growth of the presidio and

-pueblo populations for the post 1830's period. Finally,

'chapter seven provides a summary of findings, and an

evaluation of this study.
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CHAPTER 1II
HISTORICAL BACKGROUND CF ALTA CALIFORNIA TO 1790

The historical background of early colonization and
population growth in Alta California presented in this
chapter is designed to augmént,the interpretation of the
relationship between institutional persisténce and demo-
graphic change examined later in this work. Primary
consideration is given to Alta California's location réla-
tive to the empire of Northern New Spain. Next, aboriginal
occupance is Briefly examined, since their presence played
a part in Spain's desire to secure a holding of this
region. Theréafter, Spanish colonial institutions employed
in Alta California are considered, and subsequently, the
founding and development of California's presidios and
pueblos prior to 1790 is traced. A discussion of‘Hispanic
population growth and distribution within these secular

institutions concludes this chapter.

Orientation

In relation to the empire of New Spain, Nueva
California is aptly described as '"the tail of the dog”l
because of the vast expanses of ocean and land separating

it from Central Mexico, the core-of Spain's New World

12



[
j

o

“Emplre (figure 1). This isolated ﬁositioh served not only‘”

to impede the initial discovery and subsequeﬁt colonization
of Alta California, but provided an additional buffer
against effective Spanish and Mexican rule.

Although the Manila Galleons sailed regularly from
Acapulco to the Philippine Islands, Alta California
‘remained in a dense pall of fog, both physically and in the
minds of Spanish authorities. In spite of a series of sea
explorations, resulting in the initial discovery of San
Diego by Cabrillo in 1542, colonization efforts did not
materialize for over one-and-a-half centuries.? The exis-
tence of vast desert lands in Sonora and southeastern
California and the indigenous hostile Indians inhabiting
this region combined to create an effective land barrier.
However, in 1696 Father Kino proposed_a land route between
Pimeria Alta and coastal California and initiated a new
period of exploration. Additional stimulus for settlement
of Alta California was provided by a continuing need of the
' Maﬁila Galleons for a port-of-call, as well as the mounting
threat of foreign aggréssion.

With sea and land bafriers o?ercome, colonization
commenced, permanently disrupting California's state of
slumber with the sound of Spanish cannons.3 Alta Califor-.
nia in the eighteenth century is not to be regarded as a

desolate and uninhabitable place; indeed, the next section
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'indicates that its salubrious environment supported an

‘extensive native population.

Aboriginal Population

Subjugation of the aboriginal population in Alta
California provided an additional stimulus for Spanish set-
tlement, since the coastal mafgin of this province was
densely populated with twenty aboriginal stocks of diverse
tribal composition (figure 2).4 According to Kroeber, the
total number of Indians cccupying this coastal zone was
approximately 64,000 in 1770, and in some way all were
eveniually affected by Spanish settlement (table 1).5
Reduction of these Indians to virtual slavery within the
mission system enabled the Crown to secure Alta Califor-
nia's economic basis. However, exposure to Eﬁropean dis-
eases and the unsanitary conditions within the mission
compounds caused severe losses in the native population,
which in turn precipitated the eventuél destruction of the
mission system in 1834.0 Yet, for over sixty years the
Spaniards exploitedAthese indigenous tribes fo peipetuate
the existence of the Hispanic colony established in Alta
Caiifornia,‘

Spanish Institutions of Colonization
In Alta California

With sufficient stimulus provided by the discoveries
of Kino and the threat of English encroachment, coupled

with the'advanCement of Russian settlement south from

b
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Aboriginal Stocks of Alta California

Figure 2
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TABLE 1

ABORIGINAL POPULATION OF 1770 AFFECTED
BY SPANISH MISSIONS

Aboriginal Native Population
Stock
Pomo | 3,000
Yukian 1,000
Miwok 4,000
Maidu - 1,000
Wintun : 4.000
Yokuts 13,000
Costanoan 7;000
Esselen 500
Salinan 3,000
Chumash 10,000
Shoshonean 15,000
Yuman 2,500
Total 64,000

SOURCE: Kroeber, Handbook of the
Indians of California, p. 885.




Canada, Spain began to colonize Alta California in 1769.

To operationalize this program, three institutions, pre-

i

viously tested in Northern New Spain, were employed; thesc
were (1) the mission, (2) the presidio, and (3) the
pueblc,7 By the close of the Hispanic period twenty-one

- missions, three presidios, and four pueblos had been
founded:with4n Alta California (figure 3). Although the
focus of this study is confined to the latter two institu-
tions, a brief discussion of each -is néCessary to establish
a basis for understanding why the presidios and pueblos
persisted, while the mission system, then Spain's most

powerful colonial institution, crumbled into ruins.’

Missiomns
In colonial New Spain the missions functioned

primarily as institutions to acculturate the Indians.
Their task was to mold the natives into independent, indus-
trious Christians, fit for Spanish citizenship within ten
years time.® Since it held a position of upmost'authority'
through the colonization of Northern New Spain during the
sixteenth century, the mission was essential for the
advancement of a stable frontier edge because it effec-
tively monopolized the labor and lives of the Indians.®

Based on the precedent set in the colonization of
Central Mexico, the mission as a vital economic component
in Alta California quickly rose to power during the early'

occupation period. Not only did it directly control the



San Francisco 11776)

be  Mission
wd  Pueblo
bu  Presidic

=«=  El Camino Real {Royal Road)

(17923 Founding date

Adapted drone Davidg Hornback, *Land Tenure and Rancho Expansion in Alta California’

San Jose (1717) ’
s

Vitla de Broncitorie (1797)

.--‘nf" d

Y San-Carlos
6 Montsr

1770} ",
Monterey (1770}

i’
N
o

t‘/\\

? Bwum tﬂwl
Sediora de Lu Soledud IIISN

San Amoma m Pdtlud (l)n}

Mlssmns, Presldlos, Pueblos
HISPANIC CALIFORNIA 1769—1846 o

San G-um»l Arcmel f 17711 San Lis Ray dp Francis (1798} gu0 pisgo

San leldnda de ﬁey Expanu (1292 R = —— L _'___..L_~~~ de Alcalis {1769)
“ ’ ~, “
wl Juan ‘\:
Los Angales Capistrano (1776) by
- . San Die

LSM Lw: Obiqu L
. _~‘dv Taloss {1722)
N .

«  LaPurisima Concepeion {
50 Mitas

)
75 Kitomerer s

Figure 3

6T



native population, but as a food supplier to the presidios,

. ; . - 1
-1t controlled the entire prov1nce,*0

However, its domi-
‘nance in this vemote tervitory was challenged by the
‘presidios, as the government shifted from aggressive expénf
"sionism to defensive policies during the 1770's.1l  1In
addition, its powers were gradually erodeé by the near

extermination of the native population.l?.

Presidios

The concept of the presidio, or garrisoned.toﬁn,
eydlved from the Roman presidium.13 Located in strategic
military positions, they functioned primarily as defensive
units. As the '"key-stone of military organization" on the
frontier of sixteenth-century'New Spain, they offered pro-
tection to settlers against Indian attack. Their presence
also served to dissuade foreign invasion.l4

Strictly organized in plan, the presidio was allotted
four square leagues of land, aﬁd usually consisted of bar-
racks for the soldiers, public buildings for the military
community they housed, and a caétilla,'where cannons were
mounted (figure 4). Located at some distance from the
preéidio was the King's farm which provided pasturage for
the garrison's livestock. Although these settlements were
planned to be eventually converted into pueblos, during
California's Spanish period no such efforts were attempted.

Incessaht conflicts between the missions and presidios

in Alta California arose as a result of their ill-defined
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fgrouﬁﬂsuox aﬁthdrit?i
Each‘presidio had a number of missions within its
jurisdiction, for which it had to furnish a military
guard (escelta) under command of a petty officer--
generally a corporal. The military also exercised
a semi-civil and criminal jurisdiction, and conse-
quently there was continual friction between these
soldiers and the padres.l>
However, with Spain's shift to a defensive orienta-
'tion, Aita California became dominated by military rule,
which was insured by Neve's Regulation of 1775—1776.16
Furthermore, Moorhead notes of the presidios that:
Aithough primarily a military institution it came to
exert a pervasive influence on the political, economic,
social, and even demographic development of 1its
‘environment.l7 '
One source of influence came to be felt when soldiers began
to raise families and presidial towns evolved around these
forts. The laws relating to the municipal governing of
these communities were based on "The Plan of Pitic," which
originated in Sonora.l8 According to this scheme, the
citizens of these garrisons were to receive the same privi-

leges that the pobladores in the pueblos had. Ih.Alta

California, this plan specifically applied to Monterey, San
Francisco, Santa Barbara, and San Diego--where mission,
presidio, -and civil functions overlapped.

- These '"bastions" were important to any successful
Spanish conquest of an area, in that by providing stability
through a defense orientation, the presidios promoted the
devélopment of farming and ranching.lg With the end of

Spanish control, the presidios ceased to function as

22



1ﬁilitary units, and the presidio téwné which_remained were
'eventuaily converted during the 1830's into civil communi-
‘ties, as had beén originally planned.ZO Emerging from the
defensive shadow of the presidios, the pueblos came to form

Spain's third, and initially weakest, colonial institution.

‘Pueblos

Originating from Roman municipalities, but greatly
ﬁ@dified by medieval coloniiation methods employed during
the feudal days of Charlemagne,.the pueblos, or corporate
towns, possessed rights of jurisdiction aﬁd administration.
A branch of law called the ﬁpgros,ba component of Siete
ng@%éas (Alfonso X, 1258) formed the nucleus of common law

in Spain, and it pertained to the settlement and governing
0of these civil colonies on both the Iberian pennisula and
latervabroad in the New World.?2l Although rights to self-
government and representation in the Cortes were guaranteed,
- the use of this institution in Alta California during  the
Spanish period completely suppressed the rights of the
individual settlers for the sake of the government. It Was
not until the mid-1830's that these laws were activatgd.22

The pueblo was planned as a developed civic unit
(figure 5). Explicit instructibns existed for the founding
of these communities as well as for their spatial arrange-
ment. Each pueblo was allotted four square leagues of
land, which designated its official boundaries. The

standard plan consisted of a E}g;a or official center



IDEALIZED PUEBLO

1. Town ' 5. Commaon pasture
2. Public land 6. Common woodland
3. Agricultural land 7. River

4. Unappropriated land 8. Irrigation canal

_ SOURCE: Hornbeck, 'Mexican-Americaun Land
Tenure Conflict in California," p. 212.

Figure 5
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féufroundéd by solares or house 1ots,“ahd beyond these were
}the outer ejidos of pﬁblic lands. The ejidos'weré subdi-
‘vided into suertes or actual farmland, and beyond thése
were the dehesas lands for pasture or timber.?23

Introduced into Alta California by the Neve Regula-
tion, the pueblos were supposed to be occupied by pobla-
dores of the gggig de razon class or ”peéple of reason,"
and these pueblos functioned as food producers for the
presidios. Eventually three pueblos were founded in this
province, and are represented by San Jose, Los Angeles, and
the "special" pueblo of Villa Branciforte.24 Since these
units wererprimarily agricultural establiéhments, it was
necessary that they be located on good land, where irriga-
tion was possible, where pasture land was available, and,
in addition, where ample water and timber existed. The
locational factors of the pueblos paralleled those of the
missions, and it was from these common demands on the
environment that conflicts deveioped between them.

The missions fought to prevent the use of civil
institutions in California, arguing that their'maintenance
would require resources located on lands which were being
held in safe-keeping for the Indians. Pueblo growth;
though initially slow, took firm hold after the mission
system began to crumble. Aided by its ability to adapt to

‘changing socio-economic conditions, this institution
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(éﬁfvivedwihe onslought of two politital transitions fd
iendure and to persist on California’s_landscape.

The Spanish mode of colonization, modeled after the
‘Roman ideal, consisted of three inter~relatgd;institutions
which had withstood severe testing during the conquest of
gthe,northernAinterior ?rovinces of New Spain during the
‘sixteenth century. Missions, serving to pacify hostile
tribes, were supported by the military protection of the
presidios. After this early stage of Spanish infiltration
was completed, pueblos were introduced in ofder_to encour-
age civil growth and economic development within the region.
However, in the California example, the'ability 6f these
institutions to persist was tested once again. While the
missions crumbled, the pregidios and pueblos were able to
survive as a result of their adaptability to the unique
conditions of a rising secular authority.

Spanish Colonization in Alta Califormnia,
From 1769 to 1789

When the expected logistic difficulties of colonizing
a remote frontier are coupled with socio—économic, and
political insfability, the chances of success for such an
enterprise would seem to be slim. Yet, under fhese very
conditions, Alta California was not only successfully colo-
nized, but‘it”managed to grow steadily, although at a
painfully slow pace, andrthe seeds were planted of a

Hispanic legacy which remains today.
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 The decadence of S@aiﬁ‘s'empiférétifled'éttempts'to

ETcolonize Alta California. However, the threat of England
gin the Philippines and Ruésians on the north coast forced
Spain into a definite and eventually successful effort to
~occupy this northernmost province.25~ |

Coiohization of this region prior to 1790 may be
.conveniently divide& into an early "experimental' period
-from 1769 to 1776. This interval marked the long struggle
for a rising secular authority over ecclesiastical rule,
which culminated in the development of the présidio system
which typified the Mexican period. A sécond period of
colonization, beginning in 1777, saw another secular insti-
tution; the pueblo, introduced, which was destined to

complete the undermining of mission authority begun earlier

by the presidio's challenge.

Early "Experimental" Period, 1769-1776

First by sea, then by land, the aboriginal solitude in
San Diego was broken irretrievably by the arrival of the
Spaniards in 1769 (figure 6). Two expeditions later, a
presidio was founded at Montérey in 1770.26 Although its
harbor was inferior to Saﬁ Diego's, itéVSfratégic central.”
location with ample wood reserves, good pasture and water
made Monterey become the capital of Alta Célifornia in
1775, and it remained so throughout the Spanish and Mexican
periods.27 San Diego, adjacent to Mexico and possessing a

harbor second only to San Francisco's, required
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{fdftification in order to assure cgastal defenses. How-
;ever, this presidio never prospered because it possessed
‘only inferior grades of soil and water, which were insuffi-
' cient for the production of essential agriculfural crops.zg‘
| Early settlement of Alta California was, of course,
'ﬁot without its problems. Its precarious existence was
i‘threatt—:-ned in 1770, 1772, and 1774 because of the irregular .
appearance of supply ships from San Blas. 29 The long and
often stormy voyage to Alta California, plus the bad cli-
mate for storing supplies for shipment, contribﬁted to the
problems of keeping the colony adequately supplied. Addi-
tional reasons for the near collapse of this province
 inc1ude the fact that the Spanish constituted a minority;
the Indians were hostile, especially in San Diego; 1oéa1
agriculture was inadequate; and friction mounted between
the-military and religious sectors. Furthermore, the non-
voluntary state of celibacy imposed on the soldiers erupted
into trouble with the Indians. Aléo, California had become
an expensive burden on the Crown, offering few benefits to
Spain or New Spain, except for the political advantage of
controlling this province.30
However, the opening of a land route betweeanubac;and

the San FranciscorBay area by'Anza reSultéd in the founding
of the presidio of San Francisco in 1776, and this break-
through provided an avenue for‘much needed land migration

to Alta California.31 At this time thererbegan an era of
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Spanish consclidation, in which a shift from expansionism
'to a defensive posture occurred.32 With this event, the

‘Royal Instruction of 1776 was enacted, thereby instituting

'a new government of the comandancia general, plaéing_the
:northernrprovinces under the command of Croix (figure 7).
‘Occupied with the task of reducing Indian hostilities in
lthe oldér northern provinces, Croix neglected California,
thus precipitating thé Yuma Massacre of 1781, which inter-
rupted land access to‘the province.33 With migration to
California reduced once again to sea routes, thereafter no
major c@lonization programs were attempted.

By 1776, thfee'presidios had been successfully
founded. Probléms arose, however, relating to the military
. emphasis placed on this initial era of colonization.34
Among them was the persisting lack of a female population,
and, since it proved difficult to induce women to migrate
to a land devoid of cultural amenities, the problem
remaihed unsolved.3% Also, regulations denying military
personnel the right to establish residence and to till the
.land countered the basic purpose of colonizing Alta Cali-
fornia. Had these rules not existed, the need to establish
pueblos might have been averted. 30 Howéver,ythe mounting
friction between the military and ecclesiastical sectors
precipitated a proposal to establish pueblos in the
‘province in an effort to relieve the presidids from their

~dependency on the missions. Furthermore, mission
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‘dominance over both Indians and the agricultural land was
‘not viewed favorably by the Spanish authorities, who felt
-that Hispanic "men-of-the-soil" were needed to stimulate

-the colony's growth.r

‘Later Period of Spanish Colpnization,'l777—1789

Under the aufhority of Governor Neve, secﬁlar
‘institutions were more effectiveiy championed in Alta
;California. His Regulationtof 1777 designed to introduce
civil communities into the province marked the beginning of
a new and important enterprise.37

According to title 14 of the Laws of Indies, towns
were to be established in the interest of the state to
Vencourage agriculture and the cattle grazing to supply the
presidios.38 Furthermore, Governor Neve recognized that
the mission system, dependent on Indian labor, would never
produce a legitimate industrial community,rtherefore he
made provisions for Indians to live temporarily at the mis-
sions for training, and later live independent of them.
This overthrow of the old missibn system brought no imme-
diate opposition from the padres, perhaps becausé they
doubted it would be effectively institutéd.39

The first pueblo, San Jose de Guadalupe, was founded
on the Guadalupe River in 1777. Governor Neve recognized
the superior environment of the Santa Clara valley for
agriculture énd livestock grazing. Its growth was

initially slow but steady, and eventually it became a



~
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thriving agricultural community by the 1830's.%0 From this
experimental colony, an additional pueblo was conceived by
‘Governor Neve, to be established in the San Gabriel area,

41 Less than

plus a presidio in the Channel Island area.
two hundred people were gathered for this migratibn pro-

ject, yet the plans were carried out. In 1781 the pueblo
of La Reina de Los Angeles was founded withv46 individuals

42 Neve's colonization project

arriving under this plan.
was complete one year later, with the founding of a pre-
sidio at Santa Barbara by 150 persons.43 Thereafter the
only additional migrants to arrive in Alta California were
discharged sailors enlisting as settlers or soldiers.%4
Colonization of Alta California prior to 1790 is
marked by an initial emphasis on the development of a
presidial system, to buttressrthe province's defenses, with
pueblos being inaugurated thereafter. The original presid-
ial system, composed of San Diego, Monterey, and San
Francisco, concentrated development in the northern region.
However, in an attempt to relieve these garrisons from
their reliance on the missions for food supplies, and
_because of the inadequate progress of the missionary's
efforts to effectively éonvert the natives into productive
citizens, pueblos were introduced during the later period
of this colony's development. San Jose was founded in the

north and Los Angeles in the south. Despite this shift to

civil development, an additional presidio, Santa Barbara,
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was added, bringirg the total to six, with three each in
the north and south. The effect of this development pat-
tern on the distribution and growth of Alta California's

Hispanic population is considered next.

Pre-1790 Population

Alta California's tenuous existenceAduring the years
of imnitial éettlement is reflected in its languid growth
.of population. The military orientation of this enterprise
fostered an emphasis on presidial growth, as well as a
northern concentration of settlements.45

In 1770, the twé presidios of San Diego and Monterey,
separated by a vast expanse of territory populated with
hundreds of natives, manifest this eérly phase of Spanish
occupation (figure 8). The total Hispanic population
within thgse settlements is estimated at 129 persons, more
than half of which were concentrated in the southern pre-
sidio of San Diego. The proximity of this lbcation to
Mexico generated its early importance as a base boint for
Spanish occupation of Alta California.?0 Despite this, the
Spaniards planned to focus their activities in Monferey,
which possessed a strategic military 1ocation.47

From 1771 to 1780, hdwever, settlement concentration
shifteg to the north, and presidios remained as the primary
centers of population (figure 9). Apbroximately 450 His-
panic persons occupied Alta California during this period,

representing an increase of almost 250 percent since 1770.
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w%ﬂéjnégihérnrfegion,rdegignatédrhere as thatAarea Betweéﬁ
San Francisco andrMonterey, contained more than 70 percent
;of this total. Contributing to this regional cdncentration
‘was the recent settlement of the San Francisco Bay area.

ts superior natural harbor, and position as a'stfategic
‘military outpost, had atfracted the founding of the pre-
sidio of San Francisco, which contained 40 percent ofAthe
population, in addition to the pilot pueblo of San Jose,
which was equivalent to-Mohterey in total population, at

15 percent,A'8 Remaining as the only southern settlement,
Sén Diego declined in importance as the proportion of pcpu-
lation declined to 28 percent. The military emphasis
during Spain's early colonization period is indicated by
the focusing of approximately 85 percent of the total popu-
lation in the presidios. The small percentage of pueblo
‘population emphasized this colony's dependence on govern-
ment supply ships from San Blas, since agricultural produc-
tion in this institution was still insufficient..

After 1780 Neve's colonization project resulted in the
founding of Los Angeles and Santa Barbara.?9 Thus a pat-
tern of regional equality in the number of settlements was
formed. Considering the proximity to Mexico, and mild
climate of this area, an eventual population shift to the
southern section seems reasonable. Howéver, since this
colonization program was not completed until 1782, contin-

ued presidial importance as population centers is expected.



Remaining in undisturbed silence until the threat of
.fereigﬁ aggression boldly asserted itself, the remote
province of Alta Califdrnia emerged as a flourishing Span-
ish colony by the close of the 1780's. A chain of missions,
:presidios, and pueblos was gradually formed, dotting its
coastal margin from San Diego in the extreme south, up to
the San Francisco Bay area. Initially the development of
a presidial system took precedent, however, the need for
civil communities became rapidly apparent, hence, the
latter period was focused on pueblo development. A pattern
of irregular population growth corresponds to the founding
of these six establishments, concentrated initially in the
north, but with the additional settlementé acquired in the
south at the close of the 1780's, a shift in population
concentration is expected. However, a persisting military
orientation is reflected in the preponderance of population
within this institution.

With the cohclusion of major Spanish colonization
projects in 1782, the demographic structure of population
in these institutions by 1790, examined next, should resem-
ble these conditions of early Hispanic occupation of Alta

California.
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CHAPTER I1I
ANALYSIS OF THE 1790 HISPANIC POPULATION

The sporadic founding of presidios and pueblos during
early Spanish colonization of Alta California created an
irregular pattern of population growth. However; with the
curtailment of settliement activities after 1782, a period
of stability followed, characterized by gradual population
growth. Despite this tranquillity, the population structure
of Alta California should retain remnants of its frontier
origins. Therefore, this chapter is devoted to analyzing
the 1790 Hispanic population in the presidios and pueblos
- of Alta California. First, population growth and distribu-
tion between 1780 and 1790 is described. Next, the popula-
tion structure in 1790 is examined by age/sex pyramids, sex
and dependency ratios. Finally, the effect of migration

is considered.l

Population Growth and Distribution

Between 1780 and 1790 Alta California's Hispanic
population grew considerably, and a shift.in its concentra-
tion to the southern region occurred. Efforts to encourage
pobladore settlement, however, failed to erode the presid-

ios' position as major population centers.
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Alta California's population more than doubled since

gl?SG, incfeasing from 446 to 955 persons, or approximately
by 114 percent. The most recently founded presidio, Santa
Barbara, had the largest portion of population, at 24 per-
cent of the total (figure 10). Its population size may be
attributed to the salubrious environment of this area,

especially for retiring Spanish soldiers. Monterey and San

Diégo were of tantamount importance, with each containing
almost 20 percent of the total population. Drastic reduc-

tion in the percent of total population at San Francisco

occurred, declining from 39 percent in 1780, to 15 percent

by 1790. Unlike Santa Barbara, the incessant fog, and lack

of arable land encompassing this presidio restricted its

‘growth. Los Angeles, equivalent to San Francisco in popu-

lation, did not éxperience the rapid growth pattern of
Santa Barbara, although it possessed a similar environment.
Finally, the pueblo of San Jose, though older than Los
Angeles, accounts for about 7 percent of the total
population.

Settlement along the Channel Island area catalyzed a
population shift to the southern region. The percéntage of
total population in this southern region increased from
28 percent in 1780 tc 59 percent by 1790. In view of the
importance attached to securing northern Alta California
against foreign aggression, a shift of this proportion was

unexpected. However, a corresponding displacement of
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ipresidiosréver pueblosvas major populaticn centers did not
;accompany this trend. In response to the introduction of
pueblos during this decade, the presidios declined only
'slightly, from 85 percent in 1780 to 79 percent by 1790.
The Hispanic population by 1790 was, for the most
part, concentrated within the southern region of Alta Cali-
fornia. The presidios, especially Santa Barbara, remained |
the primary centers of population.  Early Spanish Califor-
nia's military orientation, as reflected in the sustained
growth of the presidios as centers of population, should be
Vmirrored by a "frontier quality" in the population struc-
ture of these institutions, a contention which is addressed

next.

Demographic Structure

Investigation of Alta California's population
structure by 1790 illustrates its "frontier quality." Age/
sex pyramids, foilowed by sex and dependency ratios are
examined for this task. As a remote colony of military
orientation, its population is characterized by an enlarged

adult male group and imbalanced sex and dependency ratios.?

Population Pyramids

Perusal of the population pyramids representing these
institutions reveals a number of similarities, the most
notable being that they are all structurally asymmetrical

in comparison with balanced populations (figure 11).3
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;San Jose and Los Angeles are both deficient in adult males

‘'within the 25-30 age-groups. However, these groups are

~over-sized in the presidios, except for San Francisco,

which lacks males in the 20 year age category. In general, .

-the adult female population concentrates on the 20-30 age
group, although the presidios of San Diego aﬁd Santa Bar-
bara lack females of the 20-25 age groups. Also, females
between 15-20 are Wanting in the Los Ahgeles pueblo.
Finally, the large population base common to each settle-
ment supports the notion which equates high fertility rates
‘with females in a frontier colony.4

Consolidation of these age categories lends additional
insight into the pyramid analysis (table 2). Again, males
form the better part of the population at 59 percent or
576 persons. The large population bases previoﬁsly noted
are represented here by youths between <1-14, which totaled
462 individuals or 48 percent; males within this group
reﬁresent 27 percent ahdrfemales 21 percent. Few persons
over 60 years of age were found. Lastly, the sexual imbal-
ance of the adult population, at 431 persons or 50 percent
of the total, is fuither evidenced by the sizable male com-
ponent, constituting 31 percent or 298 persons, and again
points to the frontier character of Alta California.

The irregular population structure of Alta Califor-
nia's presidios and pueblos, indicated in this discussion,

- may be attributed to a large adult male and sibling
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TABLE 2

HISPANIC POPULATION
AGE/SEX GROUPS, 17902

Sex Age Group Total
<1-14 15-59 60+ v
Males 260 298 S 567
Females 202 183 3 v 388
Total ' 462 431 12 955

SOURCE: Compiled by author.

3Based on 1790 census totals for: San Diego, Monterey, San
Francisco, San Jose, and Los Angeles.
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population; hence, investigation of sex and dependency
‘ratios affords a refined evaluation of this population's

‘structure.

.Sex and Dependency Ratios

| Computation of sex-ratios reinforces previous observa-
:tions based on the pyramid analysis of the(1790 population.5
The sex-ratio of the total population was 146, indicating
that there were 146 males for every 100 females (table 3).
Regionally, higher sex ratios characterize the north.
Also, distinctions by institution are cleaf; for example,
Monterey has the highest sex-ratio, at 198, almost Z males
for every female. The sex-ratio of the Los Angeles pueblo,
however, approaches a reasonable balance, at 117. In
general, both the presidios and pueblos are characterized
by a preponderance of males,Awhichvagain is indicative of
Spanish California's frontier condition.

The immoderate number of children exhibited by both
ingtitutions justified calculation of dependency'ratios.6
In total, the value for these locations was 1.0, or that an
equivalent number of children and aged adults, to adults
existed. A correspondence between sex and dependency
ratios is illustrated by Monterey, which possessed the
highest sex-ratio, and a minimum dependency ratio,.l.S,
concurrent with its balanced sex-ratio. Finally, both of
these ratios are on the average slightly greater iﬁvthe

northern portion of this province.
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TABLE 3
DEMCGRAPHIC STRUCTURE, 1790

Institution Total Sex Dependency
Population Ratio - Ratio
Presidios
San Diego 195 150.0 .93
Monterey 185 198.4 .73
San Francisco 142 132.8 1.12
Santa Barbara 230 137.1 3.80
Pueblos
San Jose 66 144.4 1.0
" Los Angeles - 137 117.5 1.3
Total 955 ©146.1 1.0

SOURCE: Compiled by author.
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.~ Values for sex and dependency ratios demonstrate that
gthe bopUlaticn in Alta California by 1790 was composed
flargely,of males and youths. Furthermore, the inordinate
Eadult male population focused primarilyrin the presidios,-
‘and in the north,'refleéts the military emphasis given to
.gthis region. The impact of migration on characterizing thei
sstructure of this population is addressed in the following |

section.

The Effect of Migration

In general migrants represent a.sizable portion of the
population in a newly occupied frontier colony. Alta Cali-
fornia is no exception to this rule, whereinrmigraﬁts
contributed more than half the Hispanic population in 1790.
The impact of this sector on the structure of total popula--
tion warrants investigation of the following: (1) the per-
'Centage of migrants as a part of the tdtal population;

(2) sex-ratios of the migrant stream; and (3) migrant
nativity patternsQ' -

In this analysis, '"migrants” were defined as
individuals who were not native to the 5pe¢ific location in
‘Alta California where the census was enumerated. Using
this definition, both internal and external migration can
‘be accounted for.

Although aﬁproximately 507 migrants fell into the
above categories, 14 percent of these or 131 persons could

not be located because of insufficient information



‘concerning nativity origins, or the origin itself could not

" be located.’ However, 376 migrants, representing 74 per-
cent of the total, were identified by nativity regions,
‘thereby providing a basis for the analysis of nativity

‘patterns presented here.

;Percent of Migrant Population

» VThe fact that over 50 percent of Alta California's
population in 1790 were furnished by migration reflétts the
period of initial Spanish occupation some fwenty fears
earlier (table 4). This group forms at least half the
total population in each establishment of the colony, and
as a separate population they are concentrated in the
south.

Migrants constituted more than half of the population
in each of the six presidios and pueblos, with the excep-
tion of Los Angeles. Yet, considering sources of error in
the data employed, especially incomplete listings, it is
safe to assume migrants comprised the majority df Los
VAngéles's population as well. Based on these data; no
apparent regional nor institutional pattern is evident.
However, a different view of the migrant sector emerges
from examining them as a separate group.

~Migrants are focused in the southern portion of Alta

California, confined largely within the presidios (table 4).

Over 56 percent of this population inhabited the southern

establishments of Santa Barbara, San Diego, and Los Angeles.
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TABLE 4

MIGRANT POPULATION, 1790
, % Migrants of 5 of Migrant
Total Migrant Total Population Population

Institution Total Population = Population Per Location? By LocationP
Presidios

Santa Barbara 230 122 53.0 24.1

San Diego ' 195 98 50.3 : 19.3

Monterey 185 ‘ 113 61.1 22.3

San Francisco 142 71 50.0 14.0
Pueblos

Los Angeles 137 | 65 47.0 12.8

San Jose 66 38 57.6 7.5
Total | 955 507

53.0 100.0

SOURCE: Compiled by author.

& number of migrants at location x 100
total population of location

b pumber of mlgrants at 1ocat10n X 100
total migrant population

SSs
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' Their concentration was highest in Santa Barbara, at 24 per-
fcent,'while for the north, another presidio, Monterey,
{represents thelr principal center, at 22 percent. Further—l
more, evidence of institutional imbalance is Ciearly |
illustrated by the cqﬁvergence of 80 percent of this
population in the presidios.

' An earlier discussion of population growth indicated
that both a dramatic increase occurred, as well as a
regional shift to the southern portion of the state. Based
on the corresponding pattern of iﬁflux by migrants examined
heré, it can be surmised thatAa large portion of this popu-
lation increase was caused by the migration necessary to
colonize Santa Barbara and Los Angeles. Whether a comple-

mentary pattern for sex ratios exists is examined next.

Migrant Population Sex Ratios

An analysis of sex ratios indicates that as a group,
the migrant population of 1790 was comprised largely bf
males; centered on the presidios, and in the northern
region of Alta Ca}ifornia (table 5). The increased sexual -+
‘.dissimilarity of this population is demonstrated by a com- V
‘parison of its overéll value, 178, to that of the total
population, 146. This type of dispérity in sex ratios
among migrants is characteristic of populations in a remote
frontier.® Santa Barbara and Mdnterey, which have tﬁe
largest migrant populations, also have the highest sex

ratios, with 189.7 and 165.2 respectively. Except for



TABLE 5

MIGRANT POPULATION
SEX RATIOS, 1790

Institution Total Sex Ratio
Presidios
Santa Barbara 96 165.2 .
San Diego 82 139.0
Monterey ' 93 A - 189.7
San Francisco 63 173.0
Pueblos
Los Angeles 30 150.0
San Jose 12 153.3
Total - 376 - . 178.0

SOURCE: Compiled by author;



;San Dieg6; where the sex ratio most approacheé a EéléﬁCéﬂwmm
éat 139, the presidios are more unbalanced in male and
éfemale composition than the pueblos, indicating the»sexual
selectivity of these institutions. Finally, the average
sex ratio of the northern settlements is higher than that
‘of the south. Based on these fihdings; and coupled with
jthe earlier analysis, one can infer that ﬁoSt of the
females in Alta California were>natives. The continuing
problem of procuring females willing to migrate to this
remote military province is implicitly stafed by these

sex ratio values.

Migrant Nativity Regions

Nativity regioné furnish a basis for examining the
migratory stream.? As a group, the bulk of these colonists,
79 percent, were from northweétern New Spain (figure 12).
The effect of Spain's isolation policy is suggested by the
negligible contributidnrof foreign migrants, ali of whom
were from the mother country.

Important among these northern provinces were Sonora
and Sinaloa, providing a combined ;ontribution of 60 per-
cent to the total migrant population. Jalisco, Baja, and
internal migration in California acéount for another
19 percent of the total. Also, the rémaining migrants came
frém a smallAnumber of provinces in Mexico. Paralleling

‘the pattern for sex ratios, almost 90 percent of this
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régiﬁiéfigﬁ”ééﬁVefgedroh the presidioégneépeciéil? iﬁiMﬁﬁ?iww
Eterey, Santa Barbara, and San Diego.

The general pattern of contributing migrant nativity
regions described above is duplicated, for the most part,
in each settlement. The northwestern provinces of Sonbra,
Sinaloa, Baja, and Jalisco are consistently important
.contributors to most locations in the colony.

The presidio of Santa Barbara attracted the largest
numbef of migrants oferall, most of which were from Sinaloa
-and Baja (figure 13). Monterey,'the capital, had a similar
pattern, but slightly broader in migration field than Santa
Barbara, which can be attributed to its status as the
cagital of Alta California (figure 14);' The pattern of
migrant nativity regions for San Diego closely resembles
that of Monterey, except for the importance of Baja, which
is expected considering its prbximity to San Diego (figure
15). Finally, the presidio of San Francisco received the
smallest number of migrants (figure 16). San Francisco's
nativity pattern corresponds to that of the other presidios
except for the addition of Vera Cruz and Puebla (which
supplied convicts), plué a notaﬁle lack of migrants from
Spain. This diversity of migration fields may be attrib-
uted in part to the use of Alta California as a penal
colony, beginning in the 1790's.

In comparison with the presidios, the migration field

for the pueblos is somewhat reduced, although the
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northwestern provinces remained as major contributors. For
Los Angelés the provinces of Sinaloa and Baja are most
:important (figure 17}, in contrast to San Jose, where
Jalisco and Baja contribute the most number of ﬁigrants
‘(figure 18). The reduced importance of the pueblos may be
‘attributed to government trade restrictions which in part
suppressed their growth. |

This description of migrant nativity patterns and the
previous seXx ratio analysis indicate that of those migrants
in Alta California by 1790, a majority were males from the
northwestern provinces of New Spain, and settled in the

presidios rather than the pueblos.

Summary

" This chapter has provided an analysié of Alta
California's Hispanic population in 1790. Colonization in
the southern portion of this proVince accounts for a large
portion of the 114 percent increase in tétal population |
that occurred. Although this growth generated a shift in
the concentration of population from the north to the
south, it remained focused on the pfesidios., A demographic
analysisbof this popﬁlation demonstrated that its asymmet-
rical structure was caused_by an enlarged adult male and
sibling group. Furthermore, sex and dependency ratios were
concentrated regionally in the north as well as within the
presidios; ‘This distribufion suggests that adult males

were centered on the presidios and in the northern region,
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%a"péfféfn which reinforces therpfesumedbffbntiek;ﬁiiiféry‘“
ééharacter of this colony. Finally, that migration fur-
‘nished a basis for the initial growth of this province was
‘demonstrated by the fact that over 50 percent of the total
pbpulation were migrants. The sex ratio'of the migrant
‘sector was high, particularly iﬁ the southern region, as
well as within the p}esidios. The bulk of this migrant
‘population came primarily }rom,the northwestern provinces
of New Spain, and foreign migrénts wére insignificant atb
this time, Furthermore, the broader migration field found
for the.presidios suggests that distance was unimporiant.
On the basis of this analysis, it appears that from
1780 to 1790 Alta California had acquired a population base
capable of sustaining itself. Growing rapidly as a result
of migration, though attracting a large number of males, it
appears that in time the population structure wduld include
more females. This qﬁestion will be pursued in Chapter 6;
in the meantime it is necessary to examine pertinent
political and e;onomic events occurringhduring the.interim

period from 1791 to the 1830's.



Footnotes, Chapter III

; 1Copious literature is available which describes these
standard forms of measurement, see Donald.J. Bogue, Princi- -

ples of Demography (New York: John Wiley and Sons, Inc.,
1969) : Chapter 7; H. S. Shryock, et al., condensed edition

by E. G. Stockwell, The Methods and Materials of Demography 

(New York: Academlc Press, 1976): Chapters. 7 and 8; J. I.
Clarke, Population Geography (Oxford: Pergamon Press, 1965):
65-79. For a brief article, particularly germane to fron-
tier demography, see H. L. Lefferts, "Frontier Demography:
An Introduction,' in David H. Miller and Jerome O. Steffen,
eds., The Frontier: Comparative Studies (Norman University
- of Oklahoma Press, 1977): 33-55.

lLefferts, "Frontier Demography," pp. 37-48.

3For a population to be considered in balance, a large
poertion of it would be composed of infants and children,
with the number of each respective age group decreasing
proportionately as age increases, see Roland Pressat, Demo-

graphic Analysis (Chicago: Aldine-Atherton, Inc., 19/2) 275

4Lefferts, "Frontier Demography,”'pp. 49-51.
SSex ratios were computed from:

number of males X 100
number of females

See Shyrock, Methods and Materials, pp. 106-107.

6Dependehcy ratios were computed from:

(population +60) + (population <1-14)
(population 15-59)

See Shyrock, Methods and Materials, pp. 1339134;
Clarke, Population Geography, pp. 66-69.

"The assumption was not made that in the case of a

child young enough to have been born in Alta California he

was necessarily a native, since the year of 1mm1grat10n was
not listed.

8Lefferts, "Frontier Demography,”" p. 37.

~ 97This analysis of migrant nativity regions is limited,
in that the date of immigration was not enumerated, thus
temporal variations in the concentration of migrants from
these regions cannot be ascertained.
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- CHAPTER 1V

THE RISE OF A SECULAR AUTHORITY:

- HISPANIC CALIFORNIA, 1791 TO THE 1830's

The yearsrbetween i790 and the 1830'slwere‘replete
with historic events which contributed to the grcwth; dis-
tribution, and structure of the 1830‘5 Hispanic population.
To recount all of these occurrences would command a sepé-
‘rate study. This chapter presents those circumstances most
crucial to the rise of a secular authority in Alta Califor-
nia. First, the remaining thirty-one years of Spanish rule,
during which anti-mission sentiment mounted, are examined.
Next, the critical events of the Mexican period are treated.
During this period the mission system crumbled and coloni-
zationrlaws were enacted. The end effect of these changes
brought new life to this stagnant prévince. In QAditicﬁ,
the growth and changing distribution of Hispahic population
during the interim period of 1790 to the 1830's is

considered.

Spanish Period, 1791-1821

The Arcadian Age which characterized the 1790's was
steadily eroded by Spain's involvement in military conflict

with European rivals, the long-term effects of its .
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fcoloﬁizatioh sYStem,rahd the mission land mdnépoiylﬂrAii'éfﬁ

‘these factors ied to the eventual transition from Spanish
‘to Mexican rule in 1821.

Over-extended, the crumbling Spanish empire'was crip-
pled by incessant political conflict with England and
‘France, which led to the neglect of her colonies. Alta
jCalifornia steadily declinédrfrom the prosperbus years of
the 1790's and early 1800's-into a state of economic stag-
nation.l In a final effort to buttressrthig far northern
frontier from additional English and Russian encroachment,
Spain plaﬁned to establish a defensive pueblo.z,

In 1797, the special pueblo of Villa Branciforte was

founded directly opposite the mission of Santa Cruz by a

group of seventeen Qpbladofes. The villa was originally
3

planned to function as both a presidio and a pueblo.
However, several factors barred its success. Handicapped
by underpopulation, the colony was unable to develop
strength. Also, Spain's continued war commitments finally‘
"resulted in cancellation of additional economic aidrfor the
settlement's development.4
Furthefmore, a minor colonization program, involving
‘the use of Alta California as a penal colony, was practiced
by Spain. Between 1791 and 1800, approximately fifty con-
victs were sentenced . to serve 6ut their prison terms in

this remote province.5 Nineteen female orphans were also

brought to Alta California, in response to Governor Diego
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‘de Borica's concern over the paucity of members of this

jsex, a fact which reflects the continued difficulty in
jcajoling.single females to migrate.6

The general reluctance to migrate to Alta California,
f‘on the part of both sexes, and the increasing stagnation
setting in at the presidios and pueblos, though attributed
1to pabladore idleness by Spanish authorities, may be more
‘accurately ascribed to Spain's stifling colonial system
‘ 7

which reduced its individuals to government ownership.

Also, the Spanish mercantile system forbade foreign trade,

tﬁereby forcing the pabladores to sell their goods to the
government, whose practice of price fixing nullified indi-

8 Yet the factor perhaps most respon-

vidual motivation.
sible for sluggish presidio and pueblo growth was the
‘existence of a mission land monopoly. In the case of Villa
Branciforte, the unavailability of arable land has been
cited as the principle reason for its lack of growth.9
VEven thoﬁgh the declining years of Spanish rule were char-
acterized by a mounting sentiment for ﬁission seculariza-
tion, however, a measure of this institution's strengfh is
indicatedrby the fact that such action did not fully
‘materialize until 1834.

Términation of Spanish control over New Spain came
with the Spanish American Wars, from 1808-1820's .10

' Throughout the struggle, Alta California remained margin-

ally affecfed, but its economy continued to fail within the
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‘secular iﬁétitutibns, and nc additional cbionizéfiéﬁwafm“uu
‘import occurred.ll Yet mission agriculture and stock-
:raising prospered, generating further resentment on the
part of colonists and presidial soldiers.lz The presidios,
miserably neglected, had come to depend once again on the
padres for survival.l3 Yankee traders, and to a lesser
extent Russians at Fort Ross, took édvantage of the colonY'é
conditions, quickly making contraband trade the most stimu-
lating activity in Alta California.l4 Though reduced to a
subsistence level economy at the close of the Spanish
period, basic conditions were present for the burgeoning
Hide and Tallow trade which followed the transition from
Spanish to Mexican control.

Acceptance of the 1iberai constitution of 1812 enabled
the Spanish Cortes to pass the mission secularization
decree of 1813, and.to permit the reduction of public land
to private ownership.15 Mexico's declaration of indepen-
dence from Spain in 1821 ushered in a new period of freedom,
which led to the demise of the mission system and encoﬁr—
aged the rise of a secular authority.16

During the fifty-two years of Spanish control, Alta
California was successfully colonized with a chain of
coastal settlements. Hardships incurred during the closing
years of Spain’'s control tested the adéptability of the

presidics and pueblos. It appears that the pueblos, long

accustomed to subsistence level living, faired better than
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‘the presidios, which had remained, for the most part, cen-
?ters of military districts and were unable to provide for
fthemselves, With the foundation established for mission
_Secularization, and accelerated colonization in 1821, con-

ditions were primed for a rise of pueblo dominance as well.

1

Mexican Period, 1821-1830's

Alta California became a-part of the recently formed

17 Burdened by the task

Mexican Nation in 1825 (figure 19).
of rteplacing a three-hundred-year-old monarchy with a new
republidan form of government, the Mexican government
reacted to Laliformia's susceptibility to foreign invasion,
its lack of population, and its dilapidated economic condi-
tion with immediate attention.l8 Though plans addressing
these problems were formed prior to 1830, their impact was
not felt until after the missions were secularized, in 1834.
Aiso, a pefsistent lack of federal funds contributed to the
continued neglect of Alta California. The colony's exis-
tence during the 1830's, therefore, paralleled the Arcadian
Age that prevailed at the turn of the céntury, although it

was characterized by an increasingly spirited mood of

provincial independence.l_9

The pending threat of English, Russian;'and later
American encroachment on Alta California prompted the Junta

de Formento de Californias to assess the colony's defensive

and economic needs. 20 Many of its plans had been over-

zealously conceived, but those pertaining to the territorial
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'Cﬁiaﬁiiéﬁgbﬁvofvthérpfovinée ﬁére’adbptédAbyuthé"MéXiééﬂw'WH
fauthorities in'1824‘and 1828 (table 6).21 No ieSs assid-
ruouély devised than the Spanish colonization schgmes,rbut
far more tolerant in scope, the Mexican Colonization Laws
of 1824 and the Supplemental Law of 1828 not only served to?
diversify the population structure, but also heralded a
complete reversal of the Spanish mercantilé system.22

Although the 1824 act favored Mexican colonists, its
encouragement of foreign immigrants willing to be natural-
~ized countered Spain's three-century policy of barring
non-Hispanic migration into New Spain. To give affect to
this law, it was necessary to enact a'Supplemental Decree
in 1828. This decree which established guidelines for the
granting of property to petitioners was, however, virtually
paralyzed by an unfortunate oversight. The Mexican authori-
ties stipulated that mission lands were not to be colonized,
pending formation of a workable plan to secularize them.
This regulation detérred colonization since the best‘
coastal lands had been taken up by the mission system,
leaving only pagan-inhabited or inferior land available for
new settlement.23

This situation, plus the continued propensity to view
Alta California as a remotely attached Mexican State,
caused the government's colonization efforts to suffer the
same fate as those of Spain.24 Also, the failure to reopen

Anza's much needed land route to California further



TABLE 6

MEXICAN COLONIZATION LAWS, 1824 and 1828

Colonization Act, 1824

Supplemental Regulétions,

1828

Article

1.

[#3)

Foreigners who become natural-
ized Mexican citizens may
acquire land.

Vacant land not belonging to
any corporation or town may be
colonized.

States may develop land
policy.

Land may not be granted within
20 leagues of a foreign nation
and 10 leagues of the sea
coast.

Land may be appropriated for
public use.

Foreigners settling in Mexican
territory will not be required
to pay duties until 1828.

The General Congress may not
prohibit the entrance of
foreigners until 1840.

Proper precautions may be
taken for the security of the
Federation with respect to
foreigners.

In the distribution of land,
Mexican citizens are to be
preferred.

Article

1.

I~
.

Governors of the territories
may grant land.

Petitions for land must
include a personal history,
description of the land
desired, and a diseno.

The governor shall insure that

each petitioner meets all
qualifications required for
land.

The governor shall decide the
validity of each petition for

land. :

All grants of land must be
approved by the territorial
deputation.

The supreme govermment can
approve grants if the terri-
torial deputation disapproves.

Empressario grants nust be
approved by the supreme
government .

Title papers signed by the
governor and given to the
grantee will serve as proof
of title. :

A1l records of grants must be
kept in a book and a quarterly
report forwarded to the
supreme government.
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TABLE 6--Continued

Colonization Act, 1824

Supplemental Regulations,

1828

Article

- 10.

Military persons are entitled
to land according to the
proffer of March 27, 1821.

10.

Article

Empressarios must contract
with at least 12 colonists.

11. Vacant lands may be granted 11. The governor will establish
to officers or civil the terms and the time
servants. required to complete a valid

grant.

12. Individual grants of land 12. Every grantee must prove
may not exceed 11 square before the municipal authority
leagues: 1 square league that he has satisfied the
of irrigable land; 4 square terms of his grant.
leagues of dry farming land; '

6 square leagues of pasture
land.

13. Grants of land may not be 13, Formation of towns must
transferred in mortmain. follow existing regulations.

14. The government promises to 14. § 15. Town dwellers shall

' guarantee empressario grants receive 2300 varas square of
not contrary to law. land: farming 200; dry farm-
ing 800; pasture 1200 house

lot 100.

15. Property owners must reside
within the territory or
lose title.

16. The govermment shall proceed 16. Vacant land lying between
to colonize the territories adjoining proprietors may be
in conformance with the divided between them.
stated articles.

17. Mission lands may not be
colonized.
SOURCE: Hormbeck, '"Land Tenure and Rancho Expansion

in Alta California, 1784-1846."



complicated these. matters.Z2® Hence, in an effort to secure

‘a sufficient population for Alta California, use of the
province as a penal colony was reinstituted, despite local

;opposition;26 By 1826 over 100 convicts had been sent to

northern California, and approximately 130 more were dwell-

‘ing in the southern establishments of Santa Barbara, Los .

‘Angeles, and San Diego by 1830.27 This practice led to,thei

Californians' increasing antipathy against the Mexicans,
characterizing the entire period.z8 "The climax of Mexico's
attempts to populate California" was signaled by the |
arrival of the controvérsial Hijar and Padres colony, which
included many who were skilled artisans and_teachers’.29
Thisrgroup provided the human resources needed for the
founding of a pueblo at Sonoma so as'to secure the northern-
most margin of Alta California.30

With the opening of foreign commerce, and the develop-
ment of a hide and tallow trade between Americanrmerchants
and the missions, foreigners were effectively induced to
establish local agencies in Monterey.31 Additional impetus
for the appearance of foreigners was prévided by the
secularization df mission lands between 1831 and 1835. 32
A gradual infiltration of foreigners beginning in the
1820's corresponds to the development of this tfade (table'
7). Thereafter, foreign migration accelerated rapidly so

that by the 1840's American migrants were an important

minority.33
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TABLE 7

PIONEERS IN ALTA CALIFORNIA
BY THE CLOSE OF 1830

Spanish Period ' Mexican Period
1769-1821 | | 1821-1830
Date Number Date Number
1782 1 1821 5
1791 1 1822 | 13
1806 1 1823 7
1810 1 1824 ' 14
1814 4 1825 4
1815 2 1826 - 24
1816 7 1827 10
1817 1 1828 19
1818 5 T 1829 148
1830 13
Total 23 Total 123

SOURCE: H. H. Bancroft, History of
California, Volume II, pp. 681-682.

20ne of these was a female.



~ Mission Sééulériiationrpromptédkfurther'Mekiééhﬁﬂ
?migration.34 As prine agriéultural land was relinquished,
fa growing rurai population resulted, as well as the emer-
‘gence of a rising rancho landscape which impérted a '"new
'spatial order" to Alta California by the close of this
period.32
| ~Mexican rule in Alta California focused initially on
the construction of a viable program for inducing coloniza-
‘ation and on the secularization of the missions. Until
mission secularization was implemented, however, Mexican
| cdloni;ation of this province was subdued, consisting
largely of convicts and American merchants attracted by the
lucrative hide and tallow trade. Also, during this pefiod
no major alterations of‘the settlement pattern occurred,

~except for the addition of the Sonoma pueblo in 1834.

Population Growth, Interim Period

"Alta California's population increased gradually
during the interim period from 1791 to the 1830's. With
the transfer from ecclesiastical to secular authority after

T1821, pueblos replaced the 1dng-standing position of the
presidios as major population centers.

Between 1790 to 1800 the totalvpopulation grew by
60 percent or from 955 to 1533 persons. Monterey reclaimed
its position'as the center of this pqpulation, constituting
27 percent of the total, while Santa Barbara declined in

importance, dropping to 22 percent {figure 20).

&1
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}?6pﬁ1afibﬁ§ fahgihg from 12-13 pértenf edéhmwérémiaééfeaviﬂ?
iSan,Diego; San Francisco, and the pueblo of Los Angeles. |
The neglected settlement of Villa Branciforte represented
barely 4 percent of the total population. Also, over

50 percent‘of the‘population, or 827 persons, were concen-
.trated in the northern region. The presidios, representing
74 percént of the total, remained the major population
centers.

Population distribution by 1810 parallels that of the
previous decade. A total increase of only 26 percent, or
from 1,553 to 1,926 persons occurred (figure 21). This
reduced expansion rate reflects the impact, previously
noted, of Spain's neglect toward her colonies, which
characﬁerized the last years of Spanish rule. During this
decade, Monterey remained the principal population center,
at 25 percent of the total, and Santa Barbara, the second
largest at 19 percent. San Diego and Los Angeles remained
equivalent in size, at approximately 16 percent each,
while San Francisco, San Jose, and Villa Branciforte were
the smallest settlements in Alta Califo%nia. A minor shift
in the regional distribution occurred in that the south
amassed 52 percent of the total or 1,005 persons. This
trend was in response to the growth of Los Angeles and
San Diego. The presidios, however, remain as the primary

institution for Hispanic population, accounting for
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;72 ﬁeftéhfrdf'fﬁe total. Hencé,‘this pefib& iéwééSéﬂéiéii§i
%one,of mafginal change and overall sluggish population
Agrowth. | |

This pattern of gradual populaticn increase continued,%
‘and between 1811 and 1820, a growth of 30 percent occurred,f
‘bringing the total to 2,498 persons in Alta California |
(figure 22). At this time the four presidios had popula-
tions of equivalent size, each between 17-20 percent, but
Santa Barbara and'Monterey retained a slight edge. Los
‘Angeies was by far the most populous pueblo, contributing
13 percent, while San Jose and Villa Branciforte represented
less than 10 percent of the total each. Although the pre-
sidios continued to house 74 percent of the Hispanic
population, this trend was successfully challenged during
the Spanish American War years, which left these military
institutions in a state Qf_miserable decline. Also, the
decline of northern regional dominance continued at a
gradual pace, and by 1820 this area contained 49 percent of
the total population.

The general pattern of Hispanic population growth
during this interim period was sharply curtailed after 1800
as a result of Spain's involvement in political conflict.
Major colonization programs‘for Alta California terminated
after the founding of Villa Branciforte in 1797, and the
province was left to fend for itself. Thus the growth in

population occurring between 1800 and 1820 represents, for
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.the most part, natural increasec. Population concentration

fshifted from the north to the scuth by a slim, but increas-i

'ing margin; yet, throughout this period, the presidios

‘remained as the dominant colonial institution.

Summary

Common themes characterizing this interim period of
‘Alta California include the transitidn from Spanish to
Mexican rule in 1821, which ovefshadowed the demise of the
mission system and escorted in a new era of secular autho-
Tity. -Hispanic California remained a frontier colony
despite the elaborate plans of both Spain and Mexico to
colonize this remote frontier province. Each government
was handicapped by a lack of funding, few and reluctant
potential migrants, and incessant ﬁolitical unrest, all of
which contributed to the crippiing neglect of California's
development. By the end of Spanish rule, migration into
Alta California had virtually ceased, thus sharply curtail-
ing population growth. At this time the colonists'were'
forced to engage in the illegal trade of hides aﬁd tallow
with foreigners for sustenance. This activity came to
flower during the early Mexican period after it was legal-

ized, the missions secularized, and colonization laws

expanded to include foreigners. The major impact of these

‘new regulations, which catalyzed a major influx of foreign¥

ers, was not felt until the mid-1830's. Thus, in 1830 a

i



periocd of relative stability existed. In the next chapter,
fthe'distribution, growth, and structure of Alta California'i
Hispanic population during the 1830's is examined so that

it could be compared with that of the 1790 period.
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CHAPTER V
ANALYSIS OF THE 1830'S HISPANIC POPULATION

It was suggested in the pfevious chapter that the

- transition from Spanish to Mexican rule in 1821 was perhaps
the most significant event auring the interval between 1791
and the 1830's. Efforts by the Mexican government to ele-
vate Alta California from its general state of decline
centered on the enactment of liberal colonization laws, the
secularizaticn of the missions, and the legalization 6f
foreign trade. A burgeoning economy, based on the hide and
tallow trade, emerged subsequent to the 1830's. Presumably,
the Hispanic population of the 1830's waé a complement to
this growth pattern, and provided.a representative basis
for the efforts to reconstruct the conditions characteriz-
ing the relatively stable period of Mexican California.

An identical format to that of Chapter III has been
adopted here for this reconstruction, beginning with a
description of the Hispanic population distribution as well
as its growth and change after 1820. The following is an
analysis of the demographic structure in terms of popula-
tion pyramids, sex and dependency ratios, and, finally, the

effect of migration is examined.
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Population Growth and Distribution

Duringwthe 1830'5 decade, the distribution of Alta
;California's.Hispanic population changed more in terms
of its institutional fécus than in its-regional concentra-
tion. The bulk of the population converged on the southern
‘région, and the pueblos far exceeded the presidios in l
‘terms of population growth, a fact which reflects a decline
of the traditional military orientation of settlement that
characterized the entire Spanish period.1

A éonsiderable increase in total population occurred
after the 1820's. Over 3,400 persons inhabited ther
presidios and pueblos during the 1830's decade, represent-
ing a growth of approximétely 39 percent (figure 23). The
pueblo of Los Angeles ranked as the principal population
center, at 28 percent of the total, or 962 persons, reflect-
ing the increasing importance of secular authority. Villa
Branciforte remained the least significant settlement,
containing only 4 percent.of the population, or 154 per-
sons. The presidios of Monterey, Santa-Barbara, and the
pueblo of San Jose had equivalent populations, which ranged
from 15 to 17 percent each. San Francisco and San Diego,
situated at the colony's extreme margins, accounted for
less than 25 percent of the population total. With such a
meager population, one is rémindéd of the vulnerability of

these strategically located presidios and of the miserable
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‘state of decay which they were allowed to reach during
‘the war-torn years preceding Mexico's independence.

The pattern of southern regional population growth

during the 1830's was insured by the combined contributions

of Los Angeles, Santa Barbara, and San Diego, representing

57 percent of the total. Also, the pueblo of San Jose and

the presidio of Monterey accounted for the bulk of northern

population. The reduced importance of Monterey and San
.Francisco, and the continued lack of growth in Villa Branci-
forte, relative to the remaining settlements, reflects the
general state>of small growth in this northern region.

The pattern of continuing southern dominance does not
reveal fully the dramatic shift in institutional growth
that occurred. During the 1820's presidios persisted as
major population centers, representing over 70 percent of
the total, as they had done since the onset of Spanish
occupation of Alta California. By the 1830's, however, a
shift in population concentration occurred, with the pueb-
los increasing to 48 percent of the total, while in the
past they had represented only 26 percentvof the total.
Although the presidios maintainedrtheir dominance by a
slight margin, it is reasonable to assume that the pueblos
would soon erode their position as being the principal
centers of popuiation. A continuation of similar growth

trends for the pueblos, coupled with the additional effects



of Mexican colonization programs and economic policies, ..
%provide'avfoundation for this expectation.
| -Contributing significantly to the decline of the
‘presidio was the loss of population,noted earlier, in San
:Francisco and San Diego. San Francisco contained 430 per-
'sons or 17 percent of the populatioh duriﬂgrthe 1820's,
1however, by the 1830's it declined to 9'percent or 300
‘persons. San Diego also decreased in populaticn, with a
reduction from 450 or 18 percent in the 1820's to 400 or
11 ﬁercent in the 1830°'s. Complemenfing this pattern of
reduced presidial growth was an increase in population for
the pueblos of Los Angeles and San Jose. Los Ahgeles’ popu-
lation increased from 327 persons in the 1820's to 962 in
the 1830'5, a dramatic growth which may beé attributed to
the preponderance of rancho estates in the surrounding area.
In light of this notable trend toward increased pueblo
growth, one can assume definite characteristics relating to
their corresponding population structures. Hence, the
succeeding section is devoted to examining the demographic

structure of the 1830's Hispanic population.

Demographic Structure'
| In response to the rapid growth of pueblo population
‘that occurred by the 1830's, a COmplementary'shift from the
earlier male dominanCe that characterized the 1790 period
to a more balanced form can be anticipated. However,

vestiges of a "frontier quality' should remain since



‘celonization efforts were continued by the Mexican govern-
‘ment.2 The population structure of Alta California in the
‘decade of the 1820's is analyzed here, employing a demo-

rgraphic analysis identical to that of Chapter III.3

Population Pyramids

Contributing to the imbalanéed structures of Alta
California's 1830's population are several notable charac-
teristics (figure 24). The most apparent of these is an
enlarged population base typifying each settiement. This
sibling group appears to be most prominent among the males
in San Jose and the females in Villa Branciforte and San
Francisco.? Implicit in this characteristic is the contin-
ued importance of natural increase.as a mechanism to
promote population growth in early Hispanic California.
- Also, a conspicuous lack of females over 30 years of age
existed in all locations except Villa Branciforte, where
there was a sizable group of females between 20 and 30
~years. fCorresponding to this situation 1is a con&éntration
of males between 25-35 years also at Villa Branciforte.
Interestingly, Monterey and Los Angeles have similar
"peaks" for adult males and females, whereas at Santa
Barbara, San Francisco, and San Jose these points of focus
-appear for those of slightly more advanced years. Finally,
the presidios of Monterey and San Francisco are distinc-

tively lacking in males 15-25 years. These exaggerated
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proportions suggest that migration rem
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within the adult sector of middie-aged males and perhaps
§young—adult females.

An inspection éf aggregate age groups lends supporf to
the above findings (table 8). An overall prepcnderance of
‘males‘existed, amounting to 2,112 or 56 percent of the
total. Also, within the adult population males égéih form
‘the majority at 29 percent; or 1,086 individuals, thus
indicating that'a frontier éondition persisted in Alta Cal-
‘itornia during the 1830's. The sex composition among
cﬁildren, however, approaches a balance, although males
still predominate. Finally, the number of individuals over
60 years was very small indeed,r

The asymmetrical population structure of Alta Califor-
nia's presidios and pueblos is represented by a sizable
population base within each settlement, as well as an
exaggerated group of adult males. Thus, a frontier condi-
tion is manifested, which suggests that it was natural
increase and to a lesser extent migration which was

responsible for the growth of this colony.

Sex and Dependency Ratios

Sex ratio computation for these settlements supports
the notion that Alta California exemplified a frchtier
region (table 9). The sex ratio of the total population
equalled 131, indicating that there were 131 males for

every 100 females.? Although regionally the values are



TABLE 8

HISPANIC POPULATION
AGE/SEX GROUPS, 1830's?

Sex Age Group Total
<]1-14 15-59 60+

Males 973 1,086 53 2,112

Females 873 779 38 1,690

Total 1,846 - 1,865 91 3,802

SOURCE: Compiled by author.

4Based on census totals for: Villa Branciforte, Monterey,

Santa Barbara, San Frangisco, San Jose, and Los Angeles.
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TABLE 9

DEMOGRAPHIC STRUCTURE, 1830's

Total Sex Dependency

Institution Population “Ratio Ratio
Presidios

San Diego - - -

Monterey 698 134.2 . 0.79

San Francisco 148 117.6 1.01

Santa Barbara 920 114.9 1.15
Pueblos

San Jose 795 124.6 1.33

Los Angeles 1,087 129.3 0.95

Villa Branciforte 154 126.5 1.11
Total 3,802 130.9 1.0

SOURCE: Compiled by author.
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iédﬁi?aléni; &yrsettlemént type somne diéparifies apéééfxrﬁv’”
The presidio of Monterey has the highest ratio, at 134, in
contrast to Santa Barbara, where the sex division was
approximately equal, at 115. Of comparable stability to
Santa Barbara is San Francisco's sex ratio of 118. The
pueblos as a grbup are less balanced in terms of sex ratios,
cach being within the 125-130 range. Thus, a preponderance:
of males appeared within the pueblos, though the presidio
of Monterey had the least balanced sex ratio, and Santa
Barbara had a balance between the number of males and
fémales. These findingsvconcur with the exaggerated growth
pattern of pueblos identified previously.

The prominent child population extant during this
period justifies computation of dependency ratios, assist-
ing an interpretation of Alta California's 1830's popula-
tion. The overall dependency ratio equalled 1.0,
suggesting that parity, between adults 15 to 59 and chil-
dren <1-14 plus those over 60, existed.® The unstable
character of Monterey's population isrdemonstrated by its
small dependency ratio; .79, and its high sex ratio, 134,
which suggests that an extraordinary number of males
inhabited this presidio. However, a sizable dependent
population existed in the pueblo of San Jose, where the
dependency ratio equalled 1.33; when Compared to its sex
ratio, of 125, the frontier condition of this settlement

is indicated. Dependency ratios of San Francisco and
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wiﬁsmAh§giéé;mappréxiﬁaﬁeiy 1.0 each, indicate a notable
icondition of balance between these two age groups. These
‘findings show that, in general, a dependent sector equiva-
:lent to young and middle-aged adults characterized these
settlements, signifyihg the importance of natural increasse
‘to pépulation growth within Alta California.

‘ The irregular population typitfying Alta California's
growing presidios and pueblos; the disparity between soxes;
and the large debendent group, represent the neglect by
both Spain and Mexico, thereby allowing it to remain
essentially an undeveloped frontier after sixty years of
occupation} This analysis indicates that males constituted
a majority of the adult population. Furthermore, in view
of Mexico's liberal attitude toward colonization, an inves-
tigation of the effect of migration on Alta California's

population is justified.

The Effect of Migration

Liberalized migration laws stimulated the gfthh of
Alta California's population in thé 1830's, as well as
encouraging the introduction of foreigners. Hence, thisr
section focuses on: (1) the percentage of migrants; (2) sex
ratios of the migrant population; and (3) migrant nativity
regions.

In mapping these migrants, 904 out of a total of 934

persons, approximately 97 percent, were located by origin.



‘These totals contain a degree of inaccuracy, however, since .
data for San Diego was lacking, and those for San Jose

represent only 1833.

‘Percent Migrant Population

Approximately one quarter of Alta California's 7
zpopulaticn in the 1830's decade were migrants (table 10).7
Their appearance is attributed to thermore liberal attitude
-0of Mexico's government toward the entrance of foreigners
and to the granting of private landholdings to these
immigrants.

The percentége of migranfs based on the total Hispanic
population in each location illustrates that migrants were
generally more important within the presidios than in the
pueblos (table 10). By location, Monterey and San Franciéco
represent the principal centers for this sector of the
population, with approximately 41 percent and 46 percenf
of their total population compocsed of migrants, respec-
tively. In Villa Branciforte, Santa Barbara, and>Los
Angeles, migrants are less prominent. As a result of these
concentrations, immigrants as a part of the total popula-
tion are focused in the northern part of Alta California.

Viewing immigrants as a separate population affords
a different interpretation (table 10). Again, migrants
furnished an enlarged portion of the presidio population,
centered primarily on Monterey, at almost 35 percent.

However, Santa Barbara, and Los Angeles, attracted



TABLE 10
MIGRANT POPULATION, 1830's

% Migrants of $ of Migrant
‘ Total Migrant Total Population Pepulation,
Institution Total Population Population Per Location? By Location®
Presidios
Santa Barbara 920 220 23.9 " 23.5
San Diego ‘ - - - -
Monterey 698 322 46.1 34.5
San Francisco 148 - 61 41.2 6.5
Pueblos

Los Angeles 1,087 226 20.8 ‘ 24.2
San Jose 795¢C o 49d - 5.2
Branciforte 154 . 56 36.4 6.0
Total 3,802 934 24.6 . 24.6

SOURCE: Compiled by author.

& pnumber of migrants at location x 100 CBased on 1840 census which did not
total population of location list nativity region.

‘b pumber of migrants at location x 100 dpased on an 1833 census listing adulz
total migrant population males only.

f—
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éﬁigfant§,”éirab5ut 24'péfceﬁt of the toral each. Less than
610 percent each of this population resided in the remaining’
;settlements. lence, although migrants form almost 41 per-
cent of San Francisco's total population, for example, in
terms of the total migrant population it only represents
-approximately 7 percent. On a regional basis, migrants
bwere concentrated in the south, primarily at Santa Barbara
and Los Angeles. |
Since_migrafion accounts for a considerable portion of
the presidio and pueblo populations, especially in the
sduth, additional support'for the notion regarding Alta
California's frontier existence is provided. This colony
was emerging from the recent state ofrisolation and economic
stagnétion of the Spanish period. Migration formed an inte-
gfal part of the population character at this time. The
sex ratio analysis which follows 1is important since migra-
tion tends to be sexually selective, and it would_have an
important effect on the population structure of Alta

California at this time.

Migrant Population Sex Ratios

A sex ratio analysis of the 1830's migrant population
demonstrated that as a group an enlarged portion was male,
concentrated in the southern pueblos (table 11). The sex-
ual selectivity of migraticn is illustrated by a comparison
of its overall value, 164, to that of the total population,

131. Although Monterey has the largest migrant population,

[
o
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TABLE 1t

MIGRANT POPULATION
SEX RATIOS, 1830's

Institution Total Sex Ratio
Presidios
Santa Barbara A 209 150

San Diego - -

Monterey : 325 129

San Francisco 61 158.3
Pusblos

Los Angeles 226 253.1

San Jose 56 -

Villa Branciforte 56 100.0
Total@d 933 164

SOURCE: Compiled by author.

8This figure excludes San Diego, no data;
San Jose was based on an 1833 census listing males
only. -
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ex ratio value, 129, indicates that it attracted a

i

its
balanced migrant population. San Francisco, however, pos-
‘'sessing the smallest migrant population, has the second

‘highest sex ratio, at 158. Finally, Los Angeles, the sec-

gest migrant center, is characterized by a high sex

ond larg
:ratio, at 253, Of course, this extreme value parallels the:
tremendous growth that occurred within this pueblo. The |
combined sex ratio of Santa Barbara and Los Angeles indi-

‘cates a pattern of socuthern regional concentration for male

migrants, as well as within the pueblos.

Migrant Nativity Regions

The migratory stream of Alta California's 1830's
population was provided primarily by Mexico's coastal
states and by internal migration within the province.

Also, the appearance of foreigners, of non-Mexican nativity,
portents the rising importance of this sector to Alta
Califdrnia's population structure (figure 25).

Tﬁe emergence of Alta California from 1its sfagnant
economic condition is paralleled by an éxcessive amount of
rinternal migration, accounting for 41 percent of the total.
An equivalent proportion of the migrants were furnished by
west coast provinces of Mexico, at 45 percent. Important
among these provinces were Sonora and Mexico, which repre-

sented 23 percent of that group. Another 15 percent was

contributed by Baja, Sinaloa, and Jalisco. The remaining
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‘migrants came from a broad range of internal and east ccast

%states= North Ameriﬁan and Western Europeans comprise the
bulk of foreign migration, which contributed 14 perceant of
the total.

The pattern of migrant nativity for each settlement
rduring this decade was typified by a prominent internal
sector ieflecting the economic stimulus of the hide and
~taliow trade, Also, those locations serving as centers of
migration have correspondingly broader migration fields.

Monterey represents the principal center for migrants,
attracting 325 persons (figure 26).8 Internal migrants
-form the bulk of this population, accounting for 41.1 per-
cent of the total. However, an equivalent proportion is
attributed to Mexican mainland immigration. The states of
Mexico and Jalisco are conspicucus contributors, accounting
for approximately 29 percent of this migration stream.
Also, a sizable foreign sector, 14 percent of the total,
signifies the rising importance of non-Mexican peoplés"
within Alta California. Most of these individuals were
from Western Europe and North America, comprising the
emerging merchant class which served the lucrative hide and
-tallow trade. Of the modest migrant population bf San
Francisco, only 61 persons, 33 percent, were internal
migrants, and mainland migration accounted for 13 percent
(figure 27). Almost one third of this migrant group was

made up of foreigners, again originating in North America

=

[aie)
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Western Burope. In Santa Barbara, which attracted 209

it
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‘perscns, internal migration again represents the principal
'fcamponent of this populaticn, 62 percent, with mainland
~migration coming largely from Sinaloa, at another 32 per-
‘cent (figure 28). The foreign sector suﬁplied only 13
_individuais.

An interesting shift in nativity regions appears for
the rapidly growing pueblo of Los Angeles (figure 29). As
previously demonstrated, the majority of its increase was
attributed to a large number of migrants, totaling 226.
Héwever, the importance of internal migration, typifying
the other settlements, is replaced by a sizable mainland
migrant sector, at 73 percent, to which Sonora is the main
contributor, at 41 percent. However, North Americans con-
tinue to comprise the bulk of foreign migrants, at 20 per-
cent. Similar to Monterey, and Santa Barbara, Los Angeles
was an important trading point for hides and tallow pro-
vided by the surrounding rancho estates. Migration to the
remaining pueblos of San Jose and Villa Branciforte was of
equivalent size, and was characterized by a preponderance
of internal migrants (figures 30 and 31). Similarly,
foreign migrants are of little significance in both of
these cases. The reduced influence of migration at San
Jose, indicated earlier, suggests the importance of natural

increase to this expanding community. Finally,
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;CéﬁiQiﬁhtibﬁS frémrﬁainiaﬁd miqréﬁ_s'are éonfinedriéfgéif
%to Mexico for Villa Branciforte, and Sonorarand Jalisco
~for San Jose. |

This description of migrant nativity ‘regions has
.demonstrated the diversity of the Alta California popula-
‘tion. Although internal movement in Alta California formed
~the bulk of this sector, migration from Sonora, Mexico,
Sinaloa,.and Jalisco contributed a sizable portion as wéll.
Perhaps most important is the appearance of North American

and Western Europeans, who comprised the majority of

foreign migrants.

Summary

This analysis of Alta California's Hispanic population
for the 1830's decade has demonstrated that thé 39 percent
increase in population, though concentrated in the southern
region, may be attributed to rapid pueblo growth, a fact
which signifies the rise of a secular authority in this
region. A demographic analysis of this populatibn sug-
gested that its imbalanced structuie‘was typified by a
consistently large population base and adult male sector,
which togethef indicate the importance of nétural increase
and migration. Disparity among sexes corresponded to those
settlements experiencing rapid population accreation,
unlike the dependency ratios, which were uniformly high inr
general, again supporting the suggested significance of

natural growth. Furthermore, migrants, contributing one
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f@uarigfiaf‘tha popniafibh; mawifesteathemfronfierAquéiity‘:
fOf Alta California, illustrated by consistently high sex
;ratios and their concentration within the presidiosf Con-
iverging upon thersouthern region, the bulk of this migra-
Etory stream was derived largely from intefnal migrants,
indicative of the colony's burgeoning hide and tallow
trade. Migration from the northwesfern states of Mexico
provided an equivalent proportion of this population. Mpst
important, howe?er, was the diversifying effect migration
had on the Hispanic population, as illustrated by the
aﬁpearance of foreigners. |

This analysis indicates that in the 1830's the
,increése of Alta California's male—doﬁinated'population
cccurred largely through natural increase, though migration
contributed significantly to this trend. The information
provided here is coupled with the findings of Chapter III

for a comparative analysis which is presented in Chapter VI.



Footnotes, Chapter &

lBy the 1830's the presidios were being converted into .

~civil comnmunities, or pueblos; see Frank W. Blackmar,
Spanish Institutions of the Southwest (Baltimore: The John
Hopkins Press, 1891): 2-4-216.

2y, 1. Lefferts, '"Frontier Demography: An Introduc-
tion," in The Frontier: Comparative Studies, eds., David H.
‘Miller and Jerome O. Steffen (Norman: University of Okla-
homa Press, 1977): 33-55. ’

3The total population used for this analysis, 3,802
persons, was compiled from a number of census records for
the 1830's and early 1840's. Although this figure is con-
siderably larger than the total of 3,470, previously given
for the 1830's decade, these detailed records represent
the best available (see Appendix).

4The contorted population structure of Villa Branci-
forte is perhaps over-emphasized by the percent computation
based on a small '"n" value of only 154 persons. Its
general structure resembles that of the least populous
settlements in 1790, especially San Jose which was esti-
mated at a total of 66 persons

>Unfort tunately, data were lacking for a computation of-

sex ratio values for San Jose and San Diego. However,
since San Jose, like Los Angeles, experienced rapid growth
during this period, the assumption was made that it pos-
sessed a similarly high sex ratio. San Diego, however,
declined significantly during the 1830's;,. thereby reducing
its importance as a center of population (see Appendix).
Thus it was felt that the exclusion of these two settle-

ments would not 51gn1f1cantly alter the conclusions of this

analysis.

SThe aged population of +60 years contributes margin-
ally to this dependency tctal, at 2.4 percent, in compari-
son to those <1 to 14, at 48.6 percent. Hence, this sector
may be disregarded. ’

7Unforthately, the date of migration was not enumer-.
ated in census records, thereby 11m1t1ng the -interpreta-
tions of this analysis.

8The total migrant population for Monterey, based on
an 1836 census, was estimated at 325 persons. However,

™~
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CHAPTER VI

COMPARATIVE ANALYSIS OF THE 1790 AND 1838'5

HISPANIC POPULATION

It was suggested earlier that persistence among Alta

.California's colonial institutions was because of their

respéctive populations' ability to adapt to changing polit~
ical and economic conditions. This chapter attempts to
link change in demographic structure to institutional per-
sistence by comparing the population growth and distribu-
tion of Alta California's presidios and pueblos, their
respective population structures, and the effect of migra-
tion on each time period. Furthermore, to furnish a broad
erspective of Hispanic population growth, thereby abetting
interpretation of the above comparisons, a brief discussion
of the post-1830's period is included.

Change in Population Growth and Distribution,
1790 to the 1830's

If the growth of population provides a representative
index for colonization success, then the substantial |
increase that occurred by the 1830's demonstrates the ful-
fillment of Hispanic efforts to settle Alta Califormnia.

This growth is characterized by a shift to the pueblos as

-
(3]
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" centers of population, as well as by a rvegional shift in

population concentration to the south.
The fact that a population capable of sustaining
ritself existed during Alta California's Hispanic period is
evidenced by a general pattern of consistent growth (table
'12). Throughout the Spanish period, presidios accounted
jfor the bulk of this population growth, accompanied by an
oscillating paftern from north to south. By the 1830's,
the pueblos emerge as the principal colonial institution
for Hispanic population. Population growth in Los Angeles
“accounts for the bulk of this change, having acquired 635
persons since the previous decade.
From 1790 to the 1830's Hispanic population increased

by more than 240 percent, representing an addition of 2,453
persons (table 13).1 In terms of absolute population
gfowth, the pueblos account for a slight majority, 57 per-
cent or 1,399 persons. Dramatic increases within Los
Angeles and San Jose are seen. Together they comprise

53 percent of the total, or 1,300 persons. Santa Barbara
and Monterey were the principal contributing p}esidios,
7 répreSenting another 28 percent of the increase, or 690
persons. An evaluation by percent change in total popula-
tion at each location clearly demonstrates the rise of
pueblos as the major population centers, while the presid-
ios declined. The notable proportionate increase within

Los Angeles and San Jose is illustrated by their combined

et
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TABLE 12

ABSOLUTE CHANGE IN POPULATION

Institution 1780 1790 1800 1810 1820 1830 1840 1846

Presidios

San Diego 47 70 -18 143 130 -50 - 250 200
Monterey 27 107 229 66 -4 26 196 449
San Francisco - -33 64 19 205 -130 -20 179
Santa Barbara - - 99 41 130 104 . 316  -120
Pueblos
San Jose - -2 86 18 70 308 247 205
Los Angeles B - - 63 115 12 635 125 529 -
Villa Branciforte - - R -9 29 79 96 450
Sonoma : - - - - - - - 60
Totai 134 142. 523 - 393 572 972 710 1,952

SOURCE: Compiled by author.

Vet
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TABLE 13

GROWTH IN POPULATION
1790-1830's

0,

Increase in Difference Between % of

: ' Population Total Population in
- Institution by 1830's 1830's and 179042
Presidios
‘San Diegob 205 -7.7
Monterey 317 . -3.7
San Francisco - 158 | -5.4
Santa Barbara 374 . =5.2
Pueblos
San Jose - 482 +9.3
Los Angeles 825 - +14.2
Villa Branciforte€ 92 -1.6
Total 2,453

SOURCE: Compiled by author.
4Difference in 1830 and 1790 population =
1% of total population| - % of total populatio
at settlement in 1830 L at settlement 1in 1790

bPopulation estimate for San Diego in 1830 was based
on Bancroft, History of Caliifornia, Volume II, p. 545.

“Population estimate for Villa Branciforte in 1790
was based on a 1798 Census Summary from the California
State Archives. ”



value of 23.5 pércent, while all cther institutions are
%characterized by a percentage rveduction ranging from 5 to
8 percent, except in Villa Branciforte, which declined by
,apﬁroximately 2 percent.

| Finally, the disproportionate growth of population in
Los Angeles, coupled with the large population in Santa
Barbara, fostered a regional shift to the southern portion
of Alfé California. These two settlements account for

49 percént of the increase in population, or a total of
1,200 persons, while in the north, SanrJose and Monterey
furnish an additional 33 percent, or 800 persons, of this
increase.

Major colonization programs in Alta California
terminated in 1782, although its continued use as a penal
colony contributed to the subsequent growth of the‘Hispaﬁic
population.2 This analysis has demonstrated, however, that
between 1790 and the 1830's a substantial increase in
population’occurred. That population growth was confined
largely ﬁithin the pueblos manifests the rise in secular
authority. Thus, despite the curtailment of additions
through active colonization, the population extant by 1790
provided a sufficient basis for the substantial increase
which occurred by the 1830's. Implicit in these findings
is the impertance of natural increase, and to a lesser

extent, migration, as contributing factors to this
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;growth of population. Hence, these topics are treated

'separately within the following sections.

Change in Population Structure,
1790 to the 1830's

Previous investigations of the 1790 and 1830's
‘population structures indicated that both were character-
;ized by large sibling and adult male sectors, theréby
vsuggesting the continuance of a frontier condition in Alta
California. Also, the reduced proportion of migrants in
the 1830's decade indicates that natural increase was the
principal cause of population growth( To evaluate the
change in population structure for both time periods, their
respective populations are examined by pyramid analysis,

and by an age structure index.?3

Population Pyramids

Based on a comparison of populétion pyramids, a trend
toward stability, especially within the pueblos, is appar-
ent, as well as the preﬁonderance of adult males'énd
children (figure 32).

An overall trend toward stability is indicated by the
general reduction in conspicuously'enlarged age groups
which characterized each settlement. For the most part,
notable changes in variocus age groups served to balance the
population structure. The considerable additions which
appeér among the middle-age group for San Jose and Los

Angeles correspond to the rapid growth previously noted
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~for this institution. Furthermore, a large population b

)

‘previously shown to be equivalent to that of the adult
sector typifies each location. However, & sizable decline

~occurred, among females in Los Angeles, and males in

‘Monterey. Finally, an enlarged group of adult males is

~evident in each presidio, and in the pueblo of Los Angeles.

Examination of aggregate age groups for these pyramids
lends support to these findings (table 14). Within each
grouping, the population consistently increased, though
for males this growth was slighfly greater. For example,
within the 15-59 age group males contributed approximately
800 persons, while females supplied a little over 600.
Hocwever, among children a more uniform division appears,
withrmales providing 734 persons, and females 661; Also,
the pueblo of Los Angeles, as expected, accounts for a
large portion of this change, while San Francisco's

population was not significantly altered.

Age Structure Index

In an attempt to measure the changes in population
structure described above, an index adapted from Coulson's
work on age structure analysis has been employed.4 ‘This
index is derived from the slope value of a simple regres-
sion analysis, where the dependent variable represented the
percentage of population in a specific‘age group, and the
independent variable was the corresponding age-group cate-

gory. It was assumed that the range of these'sldpe values,

[
NS
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TABLE 14

CHANGE IN POPULATION STRUCTURE, 1790-1830's

Age Group
Institution <1-14 15-59 +60 Total
Presidios Males} Females| Totall Males| Females] Totall Males| Females| TotallMales] Females! Total
Monterey - 106 116 227 164 120 284 7 0 7 277, 236 513
Santa Barbara] 175 185 3601 177 138 215 7 8 15¢ 359 331 690
San Francisco -2 3 1 0 4 4 1 0 1 -1 7 5
Pueblos -
San Jose 232 168 '400 163 146 309 10 5 151 405 319 724
Los Angeles - 223 1891 412 300 202 502 16 22 38 539 41% 952
Total 734 661 1,385 804 610§ 1,414 41 35 7611,579 1,306 2,885

SOURCE:  Compiled by author.
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“or populatiocn structure indices (henceforth), would most

e
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~likely vayy from zero to minus one. This assumption was
:Based on the structure of a balanced population pyramid,
‘which is characterized by a negative-one Slspe.value.
‘Therefore, the closer the population structure index is'to
minus one, the closer that particularrpopulation approxi-
mates a ‘mormal' structure. Likewise, an index value close
to zero would indicate a uniformly distributed population.

This technique was applied to the population of Alta
California's settlements for both time periods. These
populations were examined as a combined group to assess
overall changes, after first being considered in terms. of
sex-differentiated populations (table 15). Interestingly,
by ranking these indices according to proximity to -1.0,
Los Angeles,‘which changed excessively relative to the
remaining settlements, is the least balanced in structure,
as indicated by its population structure index of -.2,
while Santa Barbara was the most uniformly structured in
both time périodc. |

To aid the analysis of these values, index values were
cross-linked through time, on a line graph, thereby allow-
ing measurement of change in population étructure'(figure |
33), Reduction in the range of population structure index
values for both sexes is indicative of a general tfénd

toward increased balance.



TABLE 15

POPULATION STRUCTURE INDICES
AND RANK®

(-1.0).

low (6) to high (1) indicating proximity to normal str

Institution 1750 1830's
males rank| females rank|{ total ‘rank || males rank | females rank| total rank

Presidios ‘
San Diego -.155 3 -.130 4 | -.285 3 - - - - - -
Monterey -.160 1 -.089 6 | -.249 5 -.127 5 -.133 5 1 -.258 6
San Francisco -.139 4 -.172 1{-.311 2 -.121 6 -.182 1 7-.303 3
Santé‘Barbara -.158 2 | -.159 2 1 -.317 1 -.145 2 -.163 2§ -.31L i
Pueblos _
San Jose —;107 6 -.108 5 1-.214 6 |1-.165 1 ~.142 4 1-.307 2
Los Angeles -.124 5 | -.141 3 1-.266 4 {|-.139 4 | -.119 6 |-.2600 5
Villa Branciforte | - - - - - - |j-.143 3 | -.47 3 (=291 4

SOURCE: Compiled by author.

dRanked from Jcture

[ah]
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85, San Jose and Los Angeles shifted toward

=

Among ma.
fstabilitf, responding to additions in their respective
populations. The apparent trend toward irregularity among
jpresidios warrants careful consideration. For exampile,
Monterey shifted away from stability, however, comparison
‘with its corresponding population pyramid demonstrates that
'a loss of males in the 20-35 year range, which removed its
‘most eniarged age group, accounts for this shift in index
values. In comparison, San Francisco’é reduced stability
was caused by losses among dispersed age groups, ranging
from 5-30 vears, which resulted in distorting its structure,
rafher than simply removing over-sized age groups. iso,
the reduced range, and the shift in index values toward
-1.0 in the 1830's, illustrates the increased stability
that occurred. '

Within the female population, avsimilar, though more
pronounced, trend is seen. Here four out of five-settle-
ments became more balanced in population structure. Veri-
fication of Los Angeles' reversed stability trend with its
respectivé population pyramid shows that a reduction among
disproportibnate age groups accounts for this apbarent
reduced stability.

Finally, structural change of the total population 1is
typified by a parallel reduction in index range, as well as
‘a shift toward stability. While Los Angeles, San Francisco,

and Santa Barbara are characterized by an overall pattern



. of 1it£1e change;

fud

or stagnation, in structural deve

‘San Jose aud Monterey acquired a more normalized form.

‘Santa Barbara's overall structure shifted marginally toward

irregularity, though for both periods this settlement

‘represented the most balanced population.

These changes in population structure indices indicate

‘a general trend toward stability, which parallels the find-

ings based on an earlier pyramid analysis. When interpre-
tation of these changes in index values were supplemented
‘with population pyramids, it is evidentjthat the apparent
trend aWay from stability was caused by a reduction in
‘over-sized age group categories. The reduced range and
shift toward stability of population structure indices
within the male sector for both time periods is indicative
of a persisting frontier condition in Alta California.”
Furthermore, the population pyramid analysis suggested
that natural increase remained as an important compohent
of Alta California's Hispanic population, as well zs aduit
males.

Changes in the Effect of Migration,
1790 to the 1830's

Evidence aliuding to the continued effect of migration
on Alta California's population is based on the substantial
growth which occurred between 1790 and the 1830's, the
enlarged portion of adﬁlt males, and the overall subdued

trend toward population structure stability within the

opment,
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‘maie sector. This section provides a comparison of changes
rin migrant population based on: (1) the percent migrant
‘pepulation; (2) sex ratios of the migrant stream; and

(3) migrant nativity regions.

Percent Migrant Populaticn

Comparison of the perceht migrant contributions to
Alta California's population, from 1790 to the 1830's,
demonstrates the occurrence of a pronounced decline (figure
Z4). Although migrants furnished over 50 percent of the
Hispanic population within each settlement in 1790,Zby the
1830's drastic reductions, to below 25 percent, were
apparent in the rapidly growing settlements of Santa Bar-
bara and Los Angeles. Although the northern settlements
of Monterey and San Francisco experienced similar reduc-
tions, migrants continue to supply 40 percent or more to
these populations. This greater concentration of migrants.
in the north may be attributed to efforts to buttress the
northern defense of Alta California dﬁring both the Spanish
and Mexican periods; Migrants, therefore, continued as an
important element of the 1830's Hispanic population in the
northern settlements.

By examining the percentage of migrant population
separately, focal points for thisvgroup’emerge (figure 34).
Monterey is the principal center among migrants, indicating
a shift from Santa_Barbara sincé 1790. Aiso, while San

Francisos declined significantly in the percentage of
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;ﬁigfaﬁtApopuiatidg, Los Angeles'was cha?éctérize&'b§ a -
~conspicucous increase, which surpassed all other settie-
-ments. he combined values for this pueblo and the

‘Santa Barbara presidio account for the bulk of this migra-
tory stream. Furthermore, Santa Barbara's persistently
~large migrant population, coupled with Los Angeles' growth
in this group, represents a shift to scuthern regional
concentration.

Between 1790 and the 1830's a consistent decline in
the effect of migration on total Hispanic population was
demonstrated. . In addition, as a separate group, the bulk
of migrants within the presidios, combined with the signif-
icant proportion at Los Angeles, which by the 1830's |
emerged as the centers of population accreation, allude té

a persisting pattern of sexual selectivity.

Migrant Population Sex Ratios

Variations in the sex ratio values of Alta California's
1790 and 1830's Hispanic populatiéns demonstrate the per-
sistence of a frontier condition by their high values,
although a trend toward decreased sexual disparity is
evident among several settlements.®

Loé Angeles, reéresenting the focus of gemneral
population growth, is characterized by the highestréex
ratio, more‘than 2 to 1; however, the remaining settlements

show a slight decline in ratio values, indicating a shift

e~
oo
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;%oﬁéf&.éqﬁiﬁélént péfﬂions of ﬁélcs aﬁd femaieé;rﬂof ﬁéﬁéWk
is the dramatic trend toward parityramong Monterey's
‘migrants.

The overall migrant sex ratio of these two time
}perigds declined from 180 in 1790 to 165 in the 1830's,
‘reflecting a general trend toward ﬁroportionate numbers of
‘males and females. If census records had been available

for the pueblos of San Jose and Villa Branciforte, perhaps

this shift would have been more pronounced.

Migrant Nativity Regions

A comparison of the total number of migrants by
nativity region for Alta Califormnia's 1790 and the 1830's
‘population illustrates the emergence of a more diversified
population, as well as a rise of internal migration.

In 1790, the bulk of Alta California's migrant
population provided a basis for its subsequent growth. In
comparison, the importance of migration during the 1830's
arises from the introduction of a foreign componéﬁt of
merchant class citizens. Within Hispanic California's
population Monterey and Los Angeles furnished the vast
majority of migrants, and within each of these groups, at
least 40 percent were non-Hispanic persons (table 16).

In 1790, hcwever, foreign migrants were barred from
entering the_province.

Overall, the bulk of migration in Alta California can

be attributed to internal movement, especially for Monterey



TABLE 16

CHANGE IN MIGRANT TOTALS
AND NATIVITY REGIONS,
1790-1830"'s

Change in Migrant Nativity Regional Change
Total Number

Institution? of Migrants Internal Hispanic = Non Hispanic
Presidios
Monterey 212 128 61 42
Santa Barbara 98 129 -28 12
San Francisco -10 - 28 -51 21
Pueblos
San JoseP 18 31 11 3
Los Angeles

161 ' 15 136 45

SOURCE: Compiled by author.

No data for San Diego and Villa Branciforte.

bsan Jose total for 1830's based on a census listing
adults males only. o



;éﬁd Santa Barbara. This sizable prbpértion of'migréhfswm
?alludes to increased population mobility created by the
éeconomic stimulus of Mexico's tolerant trade'regulations.
Thus, migrants in Alta.CalifOrnia's population

contributed to the successful Hispanic occupation of this
fprovince, first by providing a basis for viable population
growth in 1790, and later by adding diversity to this |
isolated region, through the appearancé of non-Hispanic

‘peoples and internral mobility in the 1830's.

Post 1830's Population

To insure an adequate basis for interpreting the
findings of this study, the complete picture of Hispanic.
1popu1ation growth should be included. This section ful-
~fills this need by examining the pattern éf post-1830's
pépulation growth, in addition to assessing it5 overall
growth pattern. The remainder of the Hispanic period is
characterized by accelérated population growth betweenvthe
1830's and 1846, and the population was concentrated in the

northern region, as well as within the pueblos.

Between 1830 and 1840, the total population increased

by approximately 26 percent, or 4,380 persons (figure 36).
Althéugh Los'Angeles‘remains the principal population
- center, Santa Barbara and San Jose account for the maximum
amount of population growth, while San Diego and San Fran-
cisco continued to decline. With the addition of the

Sonoma pueblo in 1835, the regional distribution of '

bk
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population becomes unifornly divided. Stimulating this
'fgrowth was the secularization of the'missioné, long since
gin decay as a result of their inability to sustain a |
viable population.7' |

A continued trend of population growth is evident
‘between 1841 and 1846, increasing by approximately 44 per-
jcent, or from 4,380 to 6,326 persons (figure 37). The
-pueblcs, especially Los Angeles, account for a large

;bamount of this increase, at 1,238 persons. quterey and
'Santa Barbara contribute sizable portions to presidial
increase. The grdwth of San Francisco, aé welllas'a
regional shift to the north, at 56 percent of the tOfal,
manifests the initial impact of Anglo-Americans who
inherited the province in 1846.

Comparison of this growth pattern with the overall
increase of Hispanic population demonstrates the magnitude
of this trend (figure 38). Furthermore, this summary of
Hispanic population growth demonstrates that the rapid
growth in 1790, resulting from immigrétion and natural
increase, provided a basis for the gradﬁ31; but sfeady,
rate of accreation during the 1830's. By the mid-1820's
a conspicuous pattérn of'pueblo populationngrowth dccurred,
manifesting the rise of a secular aﬁthority. This growth

was stimulated by mission secularization, and liberal

Mexican colonization laws. Hence, a pattern of overall
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pronounced population growth occurred eaking in 1846.
L] 5 ]
As a result, 60 percent of the total population increase

‘was amassed in only twenty-four years of Mexican rule.

Summary

To demonstrate the relationships békwéen institutional.
épersistence and demographic change this chapter has pro- |
vided a comparative analyéis of Alte California’sdpresidio
and pueblo populations of 1790 and the 1830's. Although
both were marked>by absolute population increase, it was

_indicated the pueblos far exceeded the presidios in propor-

tionate growth. This pattern of population accrual for the
pueblos may be attributed to their function as a civil
community, suggesting that,théy were more adaptable to
changes in both the political and the econbmic conditions
in Alta California subsequent to Mexican acquisition. Both
the presidics and pueblos supplanted mission dominance of
the landscape, when its failure to maintain sufficient
populations resulted in the demise of thiébinstitUtion.

Furthermore, changes in population structure indicated
an overall trend toward structural stability, this being
especially pronounced in'the pueblos of San Jose and Los
Angeles. The presidios, generally more balanced in 1790,
did trend toward increased stability thfough the reduction
cf irregularities within over-sized age groups.

Cﬁntribﬁting to this ability to stabilize were the .

large population bases characterizing both time periods, as



well as enlarged male sectors provided by migration, both
of which fypify a frontier condition. Although increase
through migration dominated in 1790, as a result of colo-
nization programs, the populaﬁiog base, equivalent to the
male sector, is suggestive of thé rising importance of
natural increase subsequent to the termination of coloniza-
tion activities after 1800. Migraticn éontiﬁued to contrib-
ute to the population growth in the 1830's, though in a
reduced proportion. Furthermore, to migration, which
remained sexﬁally selective in both periods, can be
attributed the role of establishing an initial basis for
population growth during the early period, and later a
role in providing the additional stimulus from a foreign
sector which served to develop Alta California's Hispanic
population.

Overall, the viable population extant in 1790
furnished a basis for the sustained growth of,;his colony
throughout the decline of Spanish rule. By thé'lSSO's,
the additional impetus of Mexico's colonization laws,:
secularization of the missions, and reléxed trade regu1a~r
tions, contributed to the vigorous growth of pueblo
population through 1846, which was a trend already apparent

during the 1830's.



Footnotes, Chapter VI

lror comparative purposes, the population of Villa

Branciforte in 1798, totaling 92 persons, was included as a

part of the 1790 tabulatlcr

2The last major settlement founded in Alta California
prior to the mid-1830's was Santa Barbara. Although Villa
Branciforte was added in 1797, this pueblo was never a
significant contributor to population growth; see Leon G.
Campbell, "The Spanish Presidio in Alta California, During
the Mission Period 1769-1784,'" Journal of the West, Western

History and Geography,16 (October 1977): 133-135; Daniel J.
Garr, "A Rare and Desolate Land: Population and Race in
Hispanic California," Western Historical Quarterly, 6
(Anrll 1975): 133- 135.

3Michael R. C. Coulson, "The Distribution of Popula-
tion Age Structure in Kansas City," Annals Association of
American Geographers, 58 (Narch 1968): 15 -176.

4Ibld.

SFor a discussion of questions surrounding this topic
see H. L. Lefferts, "Frontier Demography: An Introduction,’
in The Frontier: Comparative Studies, eds., David H. Miller
and Jerome O. Steffen (Norman: University of Oklahoma
Press, 1977): 33-55.

6standard levels of comparative sex ratios among
migrants for the Hispanic frontier were not available.
Derivation of such values is a research topic in need of
attention; Lefferts, "Frontier Demography," p. 37.

"David Hornbeck, '"Was Mission Secularization Neces-
sary,'" a paper presented at the Association of Borderland
Studies, 27-29 April 1978, Denver, Colorado (Mimeographed).



CHAPTER VII
CONCLUSIONS

This thesis has attemptéd to demonstrate the
felationship between changing demographic étructure and
‘institutional persistence. A compérative analysié of the
‘Hispanic populatibn in Alta California's presidios and
pueblos for 1790 and the 1830's has been employed for this
task; Persistence among these institutions was found to
be dependent on their ability to acquire a more balanced
popuiation structure, despite the handicaps of continued
frontier conditions. The impetus for this change was
furnished by population redistribution through migration
and through natural increase.

To identify the trend toward a balanced population
within the presidios andApueblos, an analysis of their
respective age/sex structures, and sex and dependency
ratios was performed. The asymmetrical sfructure which
typified the populations of these settlement institutions
in 1790 was reduced through adjustments_inAthe size of
large age groups by the decade of 1830. The presidios
possessed a disproportionate number of adult males in 1790 ;
however, by the 1830's, thése over-sized groups were more

consistent with a balanced population structure. Based on

[
(9]
o



a compavriscn of age structure indices, thisrtrend toward
balance between the number of males and females was shown
to be most pronounced within the pueblos. Apparently the
function of the pueblos as civil communities afforded them
the flexibility to adapt to the conditions of a rising
secular authority, which occurred duringrthe Mexicaﬁ
périod,:

The consistent growth of population that occurred
during the Hispanic period was stimulated by migration and
natural increase. These two factors provided the means
necessary for the redistribution within the population
structurerof the_preSidios and pueblos as well. Overall,
the population grew from 955 persons.in 1790 to 3,470 in
the 1830's, representing a total increase of 240 percent.
Migrants were initially important in providing a basis for
fhis population increase, since they contributed over
50 percent to the total, almost entirely through external
migratioh, in 1790. By the 1830'5, the number of migrants
was reduced to approximately one quarter of the total popu-
lation, and internal migration accounted for arlafge
- portion of this movement. The mobility ofrAlta California's
population ssrved to diversify the popﬁlation sfructure
within these settlement institutions. The curtailment of
the proportion of migrants by the decade of 1830, coupled
with -the continued growth of Hispanic population, indi-

cates the additional importance of natural increase to the



development of {his frontier. Hence, wifhout the founda-
tion provided by consistent natural increase; and the
pépulation mobility generated by migration, the colony of
Alta California may well have failed to survive. _It
appears that the presidios in particuiar would have been
most affected by retarded development of population.struc—
ture, since they were especially lacking in adult females
during 1790.

This study suggests that in general frontier{institu-
tional persistence is affected by population mobiiity.
Traditionally, populations which consist largely of adult
males are Utiliied for the initial settlement of a frontier
Tegion; In order for these settléments to persist through
time, a mechanism for population growth and redistribution
must be available. To a colony isolated from civilization,
such as Alta California, this growth must be provided
throﬁgh natural increase, and, more importantly, through
migration. The mobilify provided Ey migration serves to
stimulate the redistribution of population structure so
necessary for the continuedvexistence of frontier
institutions. | |

In general, although this investigétion has contrib— 
uted an alternative approach to population geography, and
especially to the analysis of popuiations in a frontier
region, many questions remain. With additional studies,

comparisons of the Hispanic frontier of New Spain with

Jrad
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different frontier regions would be possible. Also,
standard measures of population structure at various demo-
graphic stages‘of_developmentrneed to be identified. The
population structure index used here representsva modest
step toward this form of measurement; hpwéver, it needs
additional application. -Standardized values for thé
identification of high sex and dependency ratios within
evolving frontier regions, and for different cultures, need
to be established. Of a more general nature, is the impor-
tant question concerning the effect of migration on a
frontier. Reduction in the proportion of migrants within
a population is not necessarily indicative of a corre-
sponding decline in their effecf on population structure.
This study suggested that migrants, over time, imparted aﬁ
essential vitality to the human resources of Alta Califor-
nia, by stimulating the areal redistribution of its

population structure.



APPENDIX

v ESTIMATES OF HISPANIC POPULATION‘BY DECADE
ALTA CALIFORNIA'S PRESIDIOS AND PUEBLOS, 1769-1850

1771-117

- Institution To 17831-11791-118031~11811-{1821-{1831-{1841- {1846~
(founded) 1770) 1780 {1790 ({1800 {1810 11820 {1830 |1840 1845 |1850
PRESIDINS

- San Diego 78 1257 195( 1771 320y 450 400} 150 150] 350

- (1769) : : :

Monterey 51 78| 185( 414 480) 476f 502{ 698]1,000{1,147
(1770) : '

San _ . :

Francisco - 175 142 206 2251 430 300 280 150 459
(1777 ,

Santa b

Barbara - - 230 329 370 5007 604) 92011,000| 800
(1782)

SUBTOTAL 1729 378 75211,126(1,395{1,856]1,806{2,048{2,30012,756

PUEBLOS

San Jose - 68 66 152 170 240 548 795| 900{1,000
(1777) : '

los Angeles| - - 1371 200 315( 327{ 962{1,087]1,461{1,610
(1781) I

Villa T

Branciforte] - - - 55 46 75} - 154} 250 2811 700
(1797) ' :

Sonoma - - - - - - - 200 300 260
(1835)

SUBTOTAL 0 68] 203{ 407| 531| 642{1,6642,332}2,942(3,570"

GRAND 129 446} 955{1,533{1,926{2,498{3,47014,380{5,242 6,326

TOTAL ,
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CSOURCES: 1770--S5an Diego: Bancroft, California, Volume
p- 136, Monterey: Eldredge, California, Volume 1, p. 315;
; '1-1780--5an Diego: Smyth, San Diego, p. 123, Monterey,
fLAdiedﬁ , California, Volume 1, p. 317-318, San Francisco:
idem, Ca‘1fornia, Volume 1, p. 313, San Jose: Winter, '"San
~Jose,'" p. 6; 1781-1790--San Diego: Temple, "Ano de 1790,"
Temple Collection, Volume 7, Monterey: "Ano de Monterey,

178¢," idem, Temple Collection, Volume 8, San Francisco:

"Ano de 1790," idem, Temple Collection, Volume 7, San Jose:
Northrop, "Padron de Pueblo San Jose," p. 312-313, Los
.Angeles: Temple, "Ano de 1790," Temple Collection, Volume
-8, Santa Barbara: "Ano de 1790," idem, Temple Collection,
Yolume 7,; 1791-1800--A11 Institutions: Summary Censuses,
Presidial Districts, California State Archive; 1810-1818--
San Diego, Bancroft, California, Volume 1, p. 102, Monterey,
“idem, California, Volume 2, p. 141-142, San Francisco,
ibid., p. 126, San Jose, ibid., p. 133, Santa Barbara, idem,
California, Volume 1, p. 665-666, Los Angeles, ibid.,

p. 659, Villa Branciforte: idem, California, Volume 2,

p. 156; 1811-1820--San Diego, Bancroft, California, Volume
-1, p. 341-342, Monterey: Temple, "Ano de 1813," Temple Col-
lection, Volume 7, San Francisco, Bancroft, Califormnia, Vol
ume 2, p. 371, San Jose: ibid., p. 371, Santa Barbara:
ibid., p. 573, note 36, Los Angeles: Eldredge, "Ano de.
1818," Eldredge Collection, Villa Branciforte: Bancroft,
California, Volume 2, p. 390, 1821-1830--The Mexican Census
for 1830 was used as a basis for these estimates, Norris
Collection, and was supplemented with: San Diego: Bancroft,
California, Voiume 2, p. 545, Monterey, ibid., p. 603, note
4, San Francisco: ibid., p. 698-699, San Jose: ibid. :

p. 602, note 36, Santa Barbara: ibid., p. 573, note 36,

Los Angeles: Charles, '"Los Angeles County Archives,'" p. 84-

88, Villa Branciforte: Temple, "Ano de 1830," Temple Col-

lection, Volume 8; 1831-1840--San Diego: Bancroft, Califor-
nia, Volume 3, p. 611, Monterey: "Ano de 1836," Bancroft

Library, San Franclsco Bancroft, California, "Volume 3,

p. 698, San Jose: Temple, '"Ano de 1840,™ Temple Collecflon,
Volume 8, Santa Barbara: idem, ""Ano de 1834," Temple Col-

lection, Volume 7, Los Angeles: Layne, "Ano de 1836," p. 1-

35, Villa Branciforte; Bancroft, California, Volume 3,

p. 667-668, Sonoma: ibid., p. 723; 1841-1845--San Diego:
Data are completely lacking, therefore no growth was
assumed for this period, Monterey: United States Federal
Manuscript Census, Schedule 1, Monterey County, Ca., 1850
was used since according to Bancroft ''no contemporary
padrenes exist,”" California, Volume 4, p. 650, San Francis-

co: Bancroft: California, Volume 5, p. 647, idem, Volume 4,

. 665, Santa Barbara: ibid., p. 639, Los Angeles: Northrop,

"Padron of 1844," p. 360-417, Villa Branciforte: Bancroft,

California, Volume 5, p. 315-317, Sonoma: ibid., p. 667.
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