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ABSTRACT OF THE DISSERTATION

“And Make the San Fernando Valley My Home:”
Contested Spaces, Identities, and Activism on the Edge of Los Angeles

by

Jean-Paul deGuzman
Doctor of Philosophy in History
University of California, Los Angeles, 2014

Professor Janice L. Reiff, Chair

Southern California’s San Fernando Valley is a huge expanse of land that comprises the
northernmost section of the City of Los Angeles. Although it is currently the home to over 1.8
million residents with roots from across the globe and for several decades has been a city within
a city, powerful and competing images of “the Valley” continue to shape public consciousness
about this well-known American space. For better or worse, the San Fernando Valley has
become a metonym for the rise and fall of post-World War II suburbia. This linear narrative —
that privileges the transformation of agricultural fields into industrial plants and residential
suburbs that later fell victim to urban sprawl — elides the histories of people of color in favor of
broad generalizations about segregation or demographic change.

This dissertation challenges those assumptions and uses the San Fernando Valley as a site
to understand the overlapping relationships between race, space, and activism in the twentieth

century. I propose that the San Fernando Valley is an instructive site to examine those
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relationships because of its historically multiethnic neighborhoods that have been shaped by the
forces of such as war, metropolitan growth, and economic restructuring. Through an
examination of major structural events and their social repercussions, such as the construction of
railroads, the rise of the military industrial complex, various exclusionary laws or ballot
initiatives, and a complex relationship with the City of Los Angeles, I show how African
Americans, Latinas/os, and Asian Americans have claimed the San Fernando Valley for
themselves, crafted their own communities, and fought against different forms of inequality. To
be sure, their community building, political goals, and tactical strategies goals were informed by
their respective racialization and distinctions based on class or migration status. Nevertheless,
these individuals fashioned alternative forms of activism, community building, and knowledge

that challenge dominant narratives of the San Fernando Valley.
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INTRODUCTION

Since 1915, the San Fernando Valley has been both a part of the City of Los Angeles and
an entity unto itself with its own history, identity, and culture. Despite several unsuccessful
secession attempts, the Valley remains administratively part of Los Angeles. For most of its
residents, however, their primary identification is with the Valley, not with the larger city of
which it happens to be a part. This sentiment is held by people of color and their Valley
communities as often as by those who live in its primarily Anglo communities. Yet, like the
Valley itself, these residents are tied by history, family connections, and current events to the city
as well. As a result, the ways in which people of color and their communities articulated their
needs, interests, and attachments to the Valley offers a different and often more complex history
than that of those in the rest of Los Angeles.

It is this history that this dissertation explores. Specifically, it examines the nexus
between racial formation, activism, and the many ways individuals and communities fashion
meanings about the landscapes in which they live, learn, work, and play. At the heart of this
confluence lie questions about what it means to be a part of a community, how place shapes that
community, and how its members lay claim to the world around them. How do racialized
peoples create lives, neighborhoods, institutions, and histories away from traditional sites of
support such as the urban ethnic enclave? How do these communities articulate their own
meanings about belonging and space in a region whose politicians, planners, and other power
brokers worked mightily to create de facto and de jure systems of exclusion?

Historically, the San Fernando Valley has contained a small, but vibrant, set of

multiethnic neighborhoods whose residents and leaders grappled with those questions on a daily



basis (figure I.1). Until recently, conventional narratives of the Valley focused upon European
American settlement that began following California statehood in the middle of the nineteenth
century and proceeded well into the mass suburbanization of the twentieth century. However,
spaces conceived of as the destinations of American appropriation and later White flight were
never blank canvases on which to inscribe portraits of progress and conquest. They were intense
sites of daily struggle for basic rights, systematic political and economic reform, and self-
determination. Approaching the history of the San Fernando Valley from the perspectives of its
communities of color, whose lives were shaped by their own patterns of migration, settlement,
and class formation within the systems of White privilege they encountered in the Valley offers a

nuanced case study of the ways race and space often define each other.

Simi Valley

- Central L.A A
Powered by Leaflet — Map data: (c) OpenStreetMap contributors, CC-BY-SA.

Figure 1.1 The San Fernando Valley. Source © OpenStreetMap by CC-BY-SA, adapted by author.

Legend Region 1: Northeast Valley, the home to the Valley’s historically multiethnic neighborhoods of Pacoima,
Arleta, and San Fernando. Region 2: The larger east Valley, which includes neighborhoods such as Sun Valley
and North Hollywood. Region 3: Valley flatlands such as Van Nuys, Panorama City, and Mission Hills. Region
4: West Valley, the historically wealthier and more segregated part of the Valley that include neighborhoods such
as Northridge, Woodland Hills, and West Hills. Region 5: The Valley’s hillside communities such as Encino.
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What follows are chapters in the history of the San Fernando Valley, forgotten in the
annals of conventional histories, that shed light on how African Americans, Latinos, and Asian
Americans established themselves in the San Fernando Valley and articulated identities that
straddled multiple worlds. Shaped by capitalism, war, metropolitan development, migration, and
the social relations such forces engendered, these communities saw themselves as a part of the
unique racialized landscape of the San Fernando Valley. At other times, however, they saw
themselves as a component of a larger racial community that existed across Los Angeles. In
other instances there was little difference between the two.

Chapter One lays the groundwork for the multiethnic history of the San Fernando Valley.
It begins in Gilded Age California and narrates the story of migration from Mexico and Asia to
the region as labor for railroad construction, infrastructural development, and the rise of mass
agricultural production. During this time period, local developers transformed the San Fernando
Valley from a patchwork of small arid farms into prime, subdivided real estate. Shut out from
those lucrative parcels in much of the region, ethnic communities worked on tiny plots of land or
in the large citrus and other produce fields in the east Valley. By the 1920s, in neighborhoods
such as Pacoima, San Fernando, and North Hollywood, they created worlds that reflected
connections to their homelands. Mexican and Japanese immigrants set up schools to ensure the
American-born generation would maintain political and cultural ties to their parents’ natal
countries. Bachelor Filipino immigrants worked for independence for the Philippines even as
they worked in a variety of agricultural jobs. Generally segregated from Whites and sometimes
each other, these Mexican and Asian immigrant groups formed interracial relationships that were
amiable at times, but also fragmented by racial ideologies imported from homelands and their

respective economic circumstances. By the time of the Great Depression, the experiences of



these groups were swept up in larger geopolitical events, such the mass deportation of Mexicans
and Mexican Americans.

Chapter Two focuses on World War II and its immediate aftermath in the San Fernando
Valley. The exigencies of war facilitated very different fortunes for the Valley’s ethnic
communities as the region itself was dramatically transformed. Due to its strategic location near
the railroads, an airfield, and far enough from the rest of urban Los Angeles, the east Valley
became the site of a new defense-based industrial economy. Federally implemented anti-
discrimination hiring laws, enacted due to the pressure of civil rights organizing, facilitated the
growth of a new Black labor force. Mexican and Mexican Americans also joined the industrial
labor force, which allowed many to leave behind grueling and often exploitative agricultural
work. Whereas World War II offered new channels for economic empowerment as well as social
citizenship for Mexican Americans and African Americans, the region’s Japanese and Japanese
American population suffered greatly. Japanese Americans, whose population was undercut by
the 1924 Johnson Reed Act, were uprooted from their community and placed in desolate
concentration camps beginning in February 1942. Following the war, returning Japanese
Americans, along with other people of color, aroused the ire of realtors and other developers who
viewed their presence as anathema to the growing development of racially exclusive suburbia.

Chapter Three considers the relationship between race, class, and development after
World War II. In this section, I examine Black and Nikkei community building within the
overlapping contexts of mass migration into the Valley, the marketing of the consumer-oriented,
middle-class suburban dream, and Cold War militarism. These factors shaped the texture of
organizing that was premised on etching each community’s presence upon the San Fernando

Valley. But, such tasks pivoted on their respective wartime experiences, migration, and



attendant class formation. Japanese Americans returned to the Valley, often with none of the
capital and resources they had before the war. They challenged the erasure caused by wartime
incarceration through the construction of multiple community institutions. Their activities
reflected both a nascent critique of their treatment during World War II as well as racial politics
during the Cold War. Meanwhile, newly emboldened African American professionals drew
upon their economic status to affirm and enlarge their social and economic citizenship. Through
expressions of activism that ranged from legal contests to daily protests, this generation of
community members chipped away at the rigid walls of residential discrimination that
characterized the San Fernando Valley. Both sets of strategies were ultimately concerned with
property as an expression of the literal and cultural ownership of the San Fernando Valley. For
working-class Japanese Americans who built community centers, language schools, and houses
of worship to enshrine their presence in the Valley as well as middle-class African Americans
and Japanese Americans who fought against residential color lines, these racial identities were
inscribed in the landscape of the San Fernando Valley.

Chapter Four departs from the middle-class, fair-housing activism of the 1950s and early
1960s and examines student uprisings at San Fernando Valley State College in the affluent west
Valley neighborhood of Northridge. Established in 1958, the four-year college grew along and
developed a symbiotic relationship with the region’s growing defense-related research and
development sector. Reflective of the brewing racial radicalism in America’s urban areas and
university campuses, students at Valley State articulated a more daring understanding of race.
Whereas previous activists argued their communities deserved integration and social equality
due to their contributions during World War II or because of their economic consumer power,

this new generation focused on the deleterious affects of racism at large and called for self-



determination. These young African Americans and Chicano activists consciously situated their
experiences in the San Fernando Valley within a larger rubric that included people of color
across the United States. To this end they fought for Ethnic Studies programs to unearth the
histories of their own communities. Having come of age in the east Valley, these activists also
recognized the importance of bridging the university with their working-class homes. Activists
envisioned a college curriculum that would attend to the underserved and forgotten populations
of places such as Pacoima.

Chapter Five moves to the 1970s and 1980s, a period of California’s history characterized
by White homeowner movements against busing and high property taxes. This chapter provides
an alternative account of politics in this time through a comparison between efforts to elect
members of the La Raza Unida Party (RUP) to the San Fernando City government and the
movement for Japanese American redress and reparations for the World War II mass
incarceration. For members of the RUP, an eclectic national movement that resisted the two-
party system, the sheer concentration of Mexicans and Mexican Americans in the city of San
Fernando (nearly 50 percent by 1970) necessitated representation on the otherwise all-white City
Council. Japanese Americans participated in a nation-wide campaign to demand an official
apology and monetary compensation for their treatment during World War II. Unlike the RUP’s
electoral campaigns grew from the concentration of Mexican Americans in San Fernando, the
movement for redress and reparations brought together the different sectors of the Valley’s
Japanese American community. They included working-class members from Pacoima who
included the founders of local community institutions as well as newer, professional migrants
who integrated into the larger San Fernando Valley.

Chapter Six examines racial politics at the end of the Twentieth Century and focuses



specifically on how people of color responded to efforts to break the San Fernando Valley away
from the City of Los Angeles. White homeowners associations and the business community that
sought to gain control over zoning and taxation policies spearheaded the movement for
secession. Secession activists cut their political teeth in the racially rancorous politics of the
1970s through campaigns for Proposition 13 and against busing. Although their message of
lower taxes and a smaller and more responsive government may have resonated with some
Valley Latinos who felt neglected by City Hall, people of color living in the Valley and across
Los Angeles could not ignore the troubled racial roots of secession. As the campaign for
secession grew, ethnic, civil rights, and labor organizations highlighted how secession would
undercut the hard-fought protections and legal structures that applied to ethnic communities
across the city.

Taken together, these historical flashpoints, campaigns, and movements demonstrate how
communities create intertwined meanings about race and space. In historical moments when
these communities faced extraordinary examples of legal or social exclusions (or the threat or
exclusion), they often situated their experiences and struggles with their larger racial group
across Los Angeles and beyond. In the shadow of discriminatory immigration and land laws in
the early twentieth century, for example, immigrants combined their resources to create worlds
for themselves that reflected their cultural and political connections to Mexico or Asia. Several
generations later, when Valley independence threatened to undermine the electoral power and
other safeguards for which previous activists fought, civil rights leaders argued the need to place
the future of the Valley’s people of color with their co-ethnics in Los Angeles. However, in
other moments, such as the post-war fair housing movement or RUP electoral organizing,

communities of color strongly identified as constituents of the fabric of the San Fernando Valley.



That identification focused on access and ranged from desires for integration into the larger
Valley landscape to political power and control. In other instances, multifaceted campaigns such
as the student uprisings at San Fernando Valley State College demonstrated how activists
articulated the need to transform the university to better serve the lives of the Valley’s
communities of color. Yet that project drew from understandings of Black and Chicano Power
that placed their experiences within a larger framework of racial oppression and solidarity. The
fact that these identifications did not remain consistent demonstrates the shifting grounds of race
and space upon which communities made decisions about how to address issues of power and
inequality. Overall, these stories demonstrate how the construction and negotiation of race can

easily complicate the boundaries of space.



CHAPTER ONE
Migration, Labor, and the Making of the San Fernando Valley in the

Late 19" and Early 20™ Centuries

Although the San Fernando Valley was the site of two spirited battles at the Cahuenga
Pass over Mexican governance of Alta California, on in 1831 and another in 1845, the region
remained a small outpost of sprawling ranchos on the edge of Los Angeles for most of the
nineteenth century.' With poor irrigation and isolated behind several mountain ranges, the Valley
did not move at the same frenetic pace as other spaces on the Mexican and, by 1849, American
frontiers. Yet, by the close of the century, social, political and economic revolutions blasted
throughout the United States and the rest of the globe. The ripples of these radical changes
appeared throughout the American West, including the San Fernando Valley, that ultimately
transformed it into highly desirable dchaptestination for migrants from the rest of Los Angeles,
the country, and the Pacific world.

Rapid industrialization and shifting political alignments at home and abroad set into
motion mass waves of human migration across oceans, national borders and state lines. In the
United States, consternation arising from the perceived “closing” of the western frontier, a
geographical space and concept that had come to dominate American character, influenced
domestic migration and settlement as well as increasing imperialist aspiration.” Simultaneously,

Progressive Era activists ranging from journalists to settlement house advocates brought into the

' On the storied Battles at Caheunga Pass in 1831 and 1845 see Robert Phelps, “On Comic Opera
Revolutions: Maneuver Theory and the Art of War in Mexican California, 1821-45,” California History 84:1 (Fall
20006): 44-63.

? Matthew Frye Jacobson, Barbarian Virtues: The United States Encounters Foreign Peoples At Home and
Abroad, 1876-1917 (New York: Hill and Wang, 2000).
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public eye the perils of urban density and poor public health placing western destinations such as
Los Angeles into sharper focus for weary city-dwellers in the nation’s industrial metropolises.”
More locally, Los Angeles was in the midst of a powerful effort by civic leaders, realtors,
captains of industry, and the press to portray itself as the next major Western mecca.* A city by
the sea that offered leisure, industry, homes, and a (purportedly) docile labor force, the making
of modern Los Angeles, and what became the lucrative agrarian San Fernando Valley, rested
largely upon the circuits of migration from Mexico, Asia, and the rest of the United States.
Across boundaries that ranged from a dusty border road to the entire Pacific Ocean, a
variety of factors compelled individuals to find their fortunes in the United States. In Mexico,
American capital investment reshaped the rural social and economic order while insurgent
revolutionaries went on to overthrow the longtime autocrat Porfirio Diaz.” Japanese society, for
example, broke from its isolationist posture as the rise of the Meiji government encouraged
global trade and Nikkei migration and settlement to the Americas.® Meanwhile, America’s

imperialist reach had stretched to the Philippines where the US thwarted a centuries old freedom

’ Michael McGerr, 4 Fierce Discontent: The Rise and Fall of the Progressive Movement in America, 1870-
1920 (New York: Oxford University Press, 2003); Robert Wiebe, The Search for Order, 1877-1920 (New York: Hill
and Wang, 1967); Natalia Molina examines how discourses of urban density, race, and public health collided in Los
Angeles in Fit to Be Citizens? Public Health and Race in Los Angeles, 1879-1939 (Berkeley and Los Angeles:
University of California Press, 2006).

* Carey McWilliams, Southern California: An Island on the Land (Layton, UT: Gibbs Smith, 1947/1973)
and Robert Fogelson, The Fragmented Metropolis: Los Angeles, 1850-1930 (Berkeley and Los Angeles: University
of California Press, 1967).

> On the connections between Los Angeles and the Mexican Revolution see Jessica Kim, "Oilmen and
Cactus Rustlers: Metropolis, Empire, and Revolution in the Los Angeles-Mexico Borderlands, 1890-1930,” (PhD
Dissertation, University of Southern California, 2012).

® Biichrio Azuma, Between Two Empires: Race, History and Transnationalism in Japanese America (New
York: Oxford University Press, 2006).
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struggle against Spain and installed a regime that facilitated migration between the tropical
colony and the American metropole.’

Informed by these transnational moments and movements with local repercussions, this
chapter explores the intertwined social and structural transformations that the San Fernando
Valley faced in the late nineteenth and early twentieth century. It argues that a global framework
enables a new interpretation of the San Fernando Valley that seriously takes into account the
lived experiences of the people of color who helped build the region. Previous histories of the
Valley tended to focus on the settlement of European American fortune-seekers, land-
developers, and small farmers. When acknowledged, the history of immigrant labor has been
elided to uphold a cleaner, linear narrative of White conquest and progress Spanish Fantasy
tropes (figure 1.1).® This chapter disrupts the White/non-White axis and examines the forces that
shaped the racialization of Chinese, Mexican, Filipino, and Japanese immigrants. Lured by
employment opportunities in the railroads and agriculture, as social and economic conditions in
their home countries became untenable, these immigrants found work in a racialized labor
market in the Valley. Although immigrants from Asia and Mexico overwhelmingly came to the
San Fernando Valley to work in agriculture, their experiences diverged due to the circumstances
that facilitated their migration, placement within the region’s racial hierarchy, and uneven

relationships among each other. Segregated into neighborhoods such as Pacoima and San

7 Angel Velasco Shaw and Luis H. Francia, eds., Vestiges of War: The Philippine-American War and the
Aftermath of an Imperial Dream, 1889-1999 (New York: New York University Press, 2000).

¥ According to historian Phobe Kropp, “Anglo boosters of Southern California in the early twentieth
century worked hard to promote a romantic version of the state’s Spanish past in the region. They invested in this
cultural memory by fashioning a ‘built environment’—buildings and other structures of human design that mark the
physical landscape—that echoed Spanish forms. This impulse arose both from their desire to honor local history
and from their ambition to develop Southern California into a premier American place to live, work, and play,”
California Vieja: Culture and Memory in a Modern American Place (Berkeley and Los Angeles: University of
California Press, 2006), 1. Kropp underscores the tension between the visibility of markers of Southern California’s
Spanish or Latino past and the harsh treatment of Mexican immigrants and Mexican Americans. The San Fernando
Valley exemplifies this paradox. Local boosters implemented annual fiestas in the 1920s and 1930s while Mexicans
faced segregation and as well as deportations.
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Fernando, along with towns such as Canoga Park and North Hollywood, they created
communities and institutions that reflected both their homeland politics as well as adaptations to
anew land. While these interracial encounters paralleled similar experiences across California
during this time period, they provided groundwork for race relations and spatial development in
the San Fernando Valley that, despite manipulation from various exclusionary immigration and

property laws, endured for generations to come.

Figure 1.1 San Fernando Heights Lemon Association crate label, n.d. Countless images such as this emphasized the
San Fernando Valley’s Mission past as well as its contemporary agricultural production. Placed on fruit crates that
shipped across the country, these images introduce the San Fernando Valley to countless individuals. Source: Autry
National Center.

Railroads and Race

The second half of the nineteenth century in California witnessed profound political
changes that shaped the San Fernando Valley. The Gold Rush, from 1848 to 1855, sparked a
migration stream that brought migrants from every corner of the globe. Meanwhile, the Mexican
era of California came to a close in 1848 after the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo ended armed
conflict between the United States and Mexico. Two short years later, California became 31*
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state of the Union. Shaped by this successive chain of rapid events, California became a state on
the move with thousands of new migrants coming west, from inchoate capitalists to everyday
workers. Within this transitional orbit where the state’s economic, political, and social
infrastructures were all in flux, the San Fernando Valley slowly took shape.

In the two decades following the American seizure of Alta California and eventual
statehood, the San Fernando Valley remained an outpost on the fringes of Los Angeles, a small
town in comparison to the dominant city of San Francisco. However when a web of railroads
connected Southern California to the rest of the region and nation in the late 1860s and 1870s,
Los Angeles’s fortunes quickly changed.” In turn, major real estate developers purchased huge
swaths of land in the Valley giving their names to the different towns and thoroughfares that
developed in the years to come. In 1869 Issac Lankershim and Isaac Newton Van Nuys led the
San Fernando Farm Homestead Association, which purchased 60,000 acres of land in the
southern portions of the Valley and four years later, state senators George Porter and Charles
Maclay purchased the northern regions.'® Historian Elizabeth Dixon notes that with the arrivals
of Porter and Maclay heralded the founding of permanent European American settlement in the
San Fernando Valley. In 1874 Maclay, who oversaw the sprawling “Maclay Rancho” founded
the town of San Fernando as an entity independent of Los Angeles.'' Within just a few months
of the town’s founding, according to the travel guide California of the South, “a free excursion

train was run from Los Angeles to attend the first auction sale of town-lots. The lots were

? William Deverell, Railroad Crossing: Californians and the Railroad, 1850-1910 (Berkeley and Los
Angeles: University of California Press, 1994).

' Elizabeth I. Dixon, “Early San Fernando Memories: Memoirs of Mrs. Catherine Dace,” Southern
California Quarterly 44:3 (September 1962): 219-267

"' W .W. Robinson, The Story of the San Fernando Valley (Los Angeles: Title Insurance and Trust
Company, 1961), np.
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twenty-five by one hundred feet, and sold at prices ranging from six to twenty dollars.”"?

Additional settlements of White migrants developed as well, including the town of Lankershim
(now known as North Hollywood) in the southeast Valley and Chatsworth in the northwest

Valley (figure 1.2).
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Figure 1.2 Neighborhoods of the San Fernando Valley, 1924. Isaac Lankershim and Isaac Newton Van Nuys’s land
holdings became the towns of Lankershim (now North Hollywood) and Van Nuys in the southern Valley. Maclay’s
properties became the town of Pacoima in the northeast Valley. Immigrant and communities of color developed in
the neighborhoods of Pacoima and San Fernando, along the railroad that ran parallel to San Fernando Road in the
east Valley. Source: Los Angeles Public Library/Los Angeles Magazine.

One of the first immigrant groups to contribute to the San Fernando Valley’s growth was
comprised of male Chinese laborers who worked on the railroads, a technological innovation that
hastened population and economic development across the American West. Chinese migration

to California began following the turmoil of the Opium Wars during the 1840s and 1850s when

'2 Walter Lindley and J.P. Widney, California of the South: Its Physical Geography, Climate, Resources,
Routes of Travel, and Health Resorts (New York: D. Appleton and Company, 1888), 127.
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young men sought their fortunes in the Gold Rush. By the 1860s the Central Pacific Railroad
recruited Chinese laborers to work on the transcontinental railroad, which was completed in
1869. Transitory in nature, and armed with the hope to eventually return to China, itinerant
workers eventually settled in Chinatowns such as the one located in Los Angeles, along the Calle
de los Negros near the city plaza."” Although an anti-Chinese massacre that killed eighteen men
and boys scarred the community, the expansion of the San Fernando Valley offered new
employment opportunities for Chinese workers.

In 1876 engineers routed the Southern Pacific Railroad through the east Valley to connect
the northern and southern braches by a tunnel, thus linking Los Angeles to agricultural outposts
north and the state’s major metropolis, San Francisco. Local chronicler and perpetual booster
W.W. Robinson noted that when “The San Fernando Tunnel [was] completed . . . Southern
California’s isolation ends.'*” Specifically, 1,500 Chinese workers were responsible for clearing
the land and building the tunnel. On the job, they faced a variety of treacherous and fatal
conditions ranging from quicksand to landslides. Although the local coroner never released his
records, rumors of the high mortality associated with so called “coolies” working on the tunnel
abounded. Even the local chapter of the Daughters of the American Revolution admitted in their

history of the Valley, “the problems of construction were many.”"

This was part and parcel of a
racialized division of labor where the most dangerous tasks were often designated to Chinese

laborers. The racial segmentation of the Valley’s labor market continued during the extended

" Scott Zesch, The Chinatown War: Chinese Los Angeles and the Massacre of 1871 (New York: Oxford
University Press, 2012).

'* Robinson, The Story of the San Fernando Valley.
"> San Fernando Valley Chapter, Daughters of the American Revolution, The Valley of San Fernando (San

Fernando: Daughters of the American Revolution, 1924), 62 (hereafter, San Fernando Valley DAR, The Valley of
San Fernando).
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period of economic growth and setbacks that occurred after the railroad was routed through the
region.

In the years after the construction of the railroad, the Valley, like much of Southern
California, witnessed a development boom during the 1880s that laid the foundation for new
neighborhoods and created the conditions for new migration. To be sure, this growth coincided
with massive in-migration to California in general when almost 350,000 migrants made their
way to the Golden State from 1880 to 1890.'® In that same period of time, Los Angeles’s
population grew from 11,093 to 50, 395."7 In a sweeping synthesis of the San Fernando Valley,
Jackson Mayers noted that before the advent of the railroads “growth of cities and towns, while
slow, had kept pace with the shift to grain and citrus crops.” Yet within ten years of the
completion of the tunnel, the city of San Fernando was swept up in nothing less than “a forced

»18 The construction of small residential homes as well as hotels and small

urbanization.
businesses accompanied the development of towns such as San Fernando and Pacoima in the
northeast and Burbank and Lankershim (North Hollywood) in the southeast Valley. San
Fernando also became the site of the Valley’s first sites of higher education when Maclay, who
was also a Methodist clergyman, established a seminary, the Maclay School of Theology. "

Like much of Los Angeles, Pacoima struggled with economic boom and bust cycles

towards the end of the nineteenth century. Because of Pacoima’s strategic position in the north

'® US Census Bureau, Population and Housing Unit Counts, Population Estimates 1790—1990
(Washington, DC: United States Census Bureau, US Department of Commerce Economics and Statistics
Administration, 1993), 26-27.

7 Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce, Los Angeles Today (Los Angeles: Neuner Company, 1917), np.

' Jackson Mayers, The San Fernando Valley (Walnunt, CA: John Mclntyre, 1976), np.

' Frank M. Keffer, History of the San Fernando Valley: In Two Parts, Narrative and Biographical

(Glendale, CA: Stillman Printing Company, 1934), 67. In the 1890s, the school relocated to the University of
Southern California and subsequently moved to the Pomona Valley.
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of the San Fernando Valley located near the railroads, it contained the potential to become a
center of much of the San Fernando Valley and Los Angeles’ growth. Yet, the region faced a
setback, however, with the busts that occurred in the 1890s. As a consequence, the itinerant
Chinese laborers left Pacoima and many in the small clique of White professionals — lawyers,

bankers, or teachers — turned to farming.*

As the twentieth century began, however, the region
rebounded. In 1906, the Pacific Monthly, an Oregon-based periodical dedicated to the politics
and culture of the American West, noted that Pacoima “is fortunate in commanding a very
strategic position in the lure of the Owens River water supply for” Los Angeles.!

The lucrative possibilities for agrarian and small-scale industrial development that existed
in the San Fernando Valley piqued the interest of city leaders and developers in Los Angeles by
the turn of the twentieth century. In 1909, one of many land syndicates that would eventually
shape the Valley, the Los Angeles Suburban Homes Company, bought up huge swaths of land in
the Van Nuys area. This set into motion a chain of events that further placed the San Fernando
Valley in Los Angeles’ public consciousness, made a handful of individuals millionaires, and
sparked controversy about the construction of a massive aqueduct that resulted in the meteoric
growth of the Valley as a center of agricultural production.

After increasing consternation about perpetual water shortages in the city, different
municipal leaders including the iconic city engineer William Mulholland envisioned a plan to

bring water from the Owens Valley. On November 5, 1913 his plans came to fruition when the

he opened the massive aqueduct that brought water from the Owens Valley to Los Angeles and

*% San Fernando Valley DAR, The Valley of San Fernando, 106.

*! “The San Fernando Valley,” The Pacific Monthly: A Magazine of Education and Progress 15 (January-
June 1906): 587.
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made it possible to irrigate the San Fernando Valley.** Indeed, surplus water was directed to the
Valley giving rise to rumors of corruption on the part of the city officials and a syndicate of
railroad magnates, real estate moguls, and newspaper owners known as the San Fernando
Mission Land Company that purchased 16,000 acres at a cost of $35 per acre in the Valley as
early as 1905. Popular narratives suggest that the syndicate offered handsome bribes to
municipal leaders in exchange for their initiative to route water to the Valley and then annex it
for Los Angeles. As historian Norris Hundley points out, however, that “[Mayor Frederick]
Eaton, not the members of the land syndicate, conceived and promoted the aqueduct idea that

»2 The actions

Mulholland subsequently adopted and persuaded city leaders to put on the ballot.
of the syndicate became all the more questionable when Moses Sherman, a member of the Board
of Water Commissioners, soon joined the ranks of the land syndicate arousing suspicions of
misuse of insider information. As Hundley argues, although “neither Sherman nor the other
syndicate members originated the idea of the aqueduct . . . they profited handsomely from it,
eventually securing most of the valley before reselling it.”**

A mere two years later, and after much debate, the City officially annexed the San

Fernando Valley.”> Most of the towns and communities of the Valley supported annexation “in

order to gain access to the surplus water supply secured by Los Angeles from the Owens

*2 On the Los Angeles Aqueduct see Margaret Davis, Rivers in the Desert: William Mulholland and the
Inventing of Los Angeles (New York: Harper Collins, 1993) and Catherine Mulholland, William Mulholland and the
Rise of Los Angeles (Berkeley: University of California Press, 2000).

 Norris Hundley, The Great Thirst: Californians and Water — A History (Berkeley and Los Angeles:
University of California Press, rev. ed., 2001), 160.

2 Ibid., 161.

** Carey McWilliams, “Water! Water! Water!” in Southern California Country: An Island on the Land,
(New York: Duell, Sloan & Pearce, 1946), 183-204.
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Valley,” according to environmental historian Jordan Scavo.*® Although towns such as San
Fernando, Burbank and Glendale resisted annexation, the incorporation of the rest of the Valley
into Los Angeles inaugurated a complex symbiotic relationship that brought thousands of
migrants to the northernmost reaches of the city.

Around this time, land syndicates and other real estate interests based in the San
Fernando Valley and the rest of Los Angeles began to market the Valley as a new pastoral
frontier to potential homebuyers and small farmers. Charles Maclay, the land developer who
founded the City of San Fernando surveyed the rolling hills of the Valley and famously called it
nothing less than the Garden of Eden.”’ Yet, the promise of the Valley lay in far more than

Maclay’s rhetorical flourish could encapsulate.

Agriculture, Law, Sojourners, and Immigrant Settlers the East San Fernando Valley

As the 20" century dawned, many scholars and other cultural observers lamented the
closing of the American frontier, a feature so central to the definition of physical expansion and
America’s character during the 19" century.”® As Laura Barraclough argues, the marketing of
the San Fernando Valley took place within these larger discussions of the frontier and thus
highlighted the region’s rural potential. Marketers portrayed the Valley as the land of individual
plots of residential farmland for the White “gentleman farmer.” One commentator, for example,

suggested that by the early twentieth century, the Valley became “a place of charming little

%% Jordan Scavo, “Water Politics and the San Fernando Valley: The Role of Water Rights in the 1915
Annexation and 1996-2002 Secession Campaigns,” Southern California Quarterly 92:2 (Summer 2010): 94.

> W.W. Robinson, San Fernando Valley Calendar of Events (Los Angeles: Title Guarantee and Trust
Company, 1938, updated 1951), np.

** Frederick Jackson Turner, “Significance of the Frontier in American History” (1893); Jacobson,
Barbarian Virtues.
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country estates,” owing to the vision and “foresight” of William Mulholland.”® However, these
expressions reflected land developers’ desire to create a middling to affluent, low-density
landscape rather than the realities of the immigrant labor force that helped build the Valley.
Despite such efforts to portray the San Fernando Valley as a latter day Garden of Eden
that catered to migrants of European ancestry, the growth of towns such as Pacoima was due to
the efforts of people of color. The construction of railroads facilitated a small real estate boom
and in 1887 the town of Pacoima, just south of San Fernando, was founded. Due to the speed
with which the railroad economy and building booms necessitated a large labor force, Pacoima
became a destination for different immigrant workers. A racially segregated labor force was
responsible for the rise of the new town. Local narratives of the growth emphasized European
American skill and ingenuity. The San Fernando Valley chapter of the Daughters of the
American Revolution, for example, exalted “white men [who] did all the carpenter and cement
work.”® However, armed with mule teams and sheer grit, Chinese laborers executed the
unenviable task of flattening the land to build the first thoroughfares in Pacoima in the late
1880s.*" According to Josh Sides, Pacoima quickly “became an affordable and desirable suburb
for railway workers. Consequently, it drew a small proportion of minority railroad laborers and
became the Valley’s only interracial community, housing a small population of Mexicans,

9532

Japanese, and blacks living east of the Southern Pacific railroad tracks. This small interracial

* Harry Carr, Los Angeles: City of Dreams (New York: D. Appleton-Century Company, 1935), 211.
%% San Fernando Valley DAR, The Valley of San Fernando, 10.
3 Mayers, The San Fernando Valley, 79.

32 Josh Sides, L.A. City Limits: African American Los Angeles from the Great Depression to the Present
(Berkeley and Los Angeles: University of California Press, 2003), 104.
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community grew throughout the early twentieth century due to the development of an
agricultural industry, which flourished in the newly irrigated and fertile San Fernando Valley.

Large-scale agrarian production, ethnic truck farming, and light industry were central to
the region’s growth and the development of local ethnic communities. One of the earliest and
most noted agricultural endeavors was the cultivation of olives. The Pacific Monthly went as far
as to exclaim that “perhaps the greatest claim to future industrial and commercial distinction is
secured by the circumstance that San Fernando is situated in the center of one of the greatest
olive-producing regions in the world.”* By the 1910s, the Sylmar Olive Company became one
of the largest firms in the Valley. Its operations included pickling olives, pressing olive oil and
canning sweet peppers and figs. Furthermore, although the Pacific Monthly may have
exaggerated their suggestion that the Valley was home to “the largest olive grove in the world,”
its insistence upon the vitality of the olive industry illustrated the growing role of agriculture in
shaping the economic order and social face of the Valley. Just as the cultivation of olives
brought new economic growth, it necessarily opened up opportunities for immigrant labor.
Although the economic bust of the 1890s pushed many Chinese out of the Valley, by the
twentieth century many other Chinese migrants came to work in the olive harvest.** The Pacific
Monthly captured this labor force in two large photographs provided by the Los Angeles Olive
Growers’ Association that showcased Chinese men working in the orchards.

Chinese laborers also served as cooks in the mess halls of early twentieth century
agricultural labor camps. In 1907, the Los Angeles Times included one brief and colorful

reference to Chinese workers in the Valley when it covered how the historic Mission San

33 “The San Fernando Valley,” Pacific Monthly, 587.

** The San Fernando Valley DAR wrote that Chinese cooks had “provided a wonderful supper” at an 1875
wedding celebration at the Workman Ranch, The Valley of San Fernando. 67.
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Fernando fared in the secular era. A few decades earlier, George Porter, the San Francisco shoe
manufacturer turned Valley land baron, transferred a huge swath of this land in the northern half
of the Valley, which included the Mission San Fernando, to the Porter Land and Water Company
which in turn subdivided the property into 10 and 40-acre plots of navel orange orchards.”
Shortly thereafter, the mission “was used as a kitchen for ranchers, and there many of them slept,
played cards, and drank turpentine whiskey. A Celestial [Chinese] shaved-head cook in his blue
blouse presided where the priest formerly held service, and the bell which tolled for the dead or
summoned the faithful to service, now clanged for ranchers to come for their pork and beans.”*
In another instance, a wandering artist documented only as “Carter,” made his way to the Valley
in the early 1900s and recorded the “shock to one’s esthetic sense, and ideas of the fitness of
things, to see a Chinese cook come out of the building [Mission San Fernando].”’ Despite that
sense of shock, Chinese laborers left their mark on the San Fernando Valley through the
construction of railroads and the town of Pacoima, in addition to their service work.

Chinese immigrants never created a sustained community in the San Fernando Valley and
their fates after they left the region’s olive orchards or the kitchens are unclear. Those Chinese
workers who came to the Valley tended to be men, reflective of a larger pattern of bachelor
migration, and their numbers likely did not grow due to the Chinese Exclusion Act, which
curtained the immigration of laborers beginning in 1882. Nevertheless, their transitory history

disrupts Eurocentric narratives of the San Fernando Valley that emphasized conquest and

3% Robinson, “San Fernando Valley,” 94.

M. Scanland, “Historic San Fernando. Restoration of the Old Mission to its Former Purpose,” Los
Angeles Times, March 3, 1907, 13. The Southern Pacific Railroad’s line to stretching to the San Fernando Valley,
built primarily by Chinese labor, was completed in 1876, Robinson, Story of San Fernando Valley, 26. A slim
booster history of the “the great” San Fernando Valley noted, in 1923, that “The 1500 Chinamen were lined up with
shovels at ‘present arms’ during the [opening] ceremonies,” Lankershim Branch Security Trust and Savings Bank, 4
Daughter of the Snows: The Story of the Great San Fernando Valley (Lankershim, CA: Author, 1923), 30.

3" Quoted in Mayers, The San Fernando Valley, 89
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settlement. In the shadow of racial exclusion, Mexican and Filipino immigrants came to the San
Fernando Valley where they served as the backbone of agricultural labor.

Citrus production was one of the largest agricultural production in the San Fernando
Valley. Although San Fernando Valley farmers had long cultivated citrus fruits, innovations in
transportation and irrigation technologies led citrus to dominate the regional economy by the
second quarter of the twentieth century.”® The cultivation of lemons, oranges, tangerines and
grapefruits in the Valley was hardly unique given the breadth of the industry in Southern
California areas such as the Pomona and San Gabriel Valleys where a “citrus belt” developed.
Indeed, the rise of citrus was exponential: the California Fruit Growers Exchange alone, which
sold goods under the popular Sunkist and Red Ball labels, produced 11,262,185 boxes of citrus
fruits in the 1913-14 fiscal year and, a decade later, 16,144,292 boxes in 1924-25 2% The Valley
was swept up in this booming agribusiness as shippers such as the San Fernando Foothill
Association and the Fernando Fruit Growers Association participated in the larger California
Fruit Growers Exchange.” By the late 1920s, five fruit packinghouses, all associated with the
Growers Exchange.*' The San Fernando Heights Lemon Association and the San Fernando
Heights Orange Association located adjacent to the Southern Pacific and Pacific Electric lines in

and around the City of San Fernando along with packinghouses in Burbank and Van Nuys also

*¥ The Fernando Fruit Association’s packinghouse produced lemons and other fruits as early as the first
decade of the twentieth century, “Large Ranch Changes Hands,” Los Angeles Times, November 9, 1907, 1110.

% Summary of the Report of the General Manager of the California Fruit Growers Exchange (Los
Angeles: California Fruit Growers Exchange, 1914) and Summary of the Report of the General Manager of the
California Fruit Growers Exchange (Los Angeles: California Fruit Growers Exchange, 1925).

% Summary of the Report of the General Manager of the California Fruit Growers Exchange (Los
Angeles: California Fruit Growers Exchange,1914).

* Robert T. Lyans, “Old Mission Center of Citrus Industry,” Los Angeles Times, September 2, 1929, K11.
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grew rapidly into the 1930s.** Soon, citrus orchards began to carpet the west Valley as well, in
neighborhoods such as Canoga Park, Encino, and, the area named after Edgar Rice Burroughs’
creation, Tarzana. Citrus fruit from the San Fernando Valley was shipped to the different
corners of the United States and, given advances in refrigeration, destinations as far as London.*
At the onset of the Great Depression, the citrus industry in the San Fernando Valley remained
strong. In 1932, for example, 8,000 acres of land dedicated to citrus cultivation and production
returned $3,000,000 in profits.**

The rise of agribusiness in the San Fernando Valley dramatically reshaped the physical
landscape of the region: rolling wheat fields and ranchos were transformed into verdant orchards.
The rise of this new economic order necessarily wrought deep demographic changes. Just as the
construction of the Southern Pacific tunnel and subsequent railroad lured Chinese laborers to the
Valley with the promise of economic empowerment, the need for an agricultural workforce
sparked the migration of thousands of Mexicans and, to a lesser extent, Japanese and Filipinos to
the San Fernando Valley.* White growers in Southern California actively sought out Mexican

and Asian workers for reasons that spoke to the secondary place of workers of color in the

* Manufacturer's Directory and Commodity Index (Los Angeles: Industrial Bureau, Los Angeles Chamber
of Commerce, 1920), np in LA Chamber of Commerce Papers, USC Doheny Library Special Collections. See also
James Lancaster and Paul Ayers, “Virtual Tour of Los Angeles County: San Fernando,” Historic Packinghouses and
Other Industrial Structures in Southern California Digital Collection,
http://scph001.home.netcom.com/scph_la san_fernando.html, page last updated November 12, 2008, accessed
March 26, 2013.

* «“Farm News of the Great Southwest: Down-to-Date Reports from Times Correspondents,” Los Angeles
Times, September 12, 1926, J4.

* «San Fernando Citrus Pays: Valley’s 8000 Acres Return $3,000,000 for Season’s Crop; Two Orange
County Associations Elect,” Los Angeles Times, January 11, 1932. The San Fernando Valley itself is larger than
150,000 acres.

*> One account of the Valley’s citrus industry in 1928 noted that despite advances in “power farming” and
other technological advances, a “small army of Filipino and Mexican laborers [remained] employed during the
picking season,” Robert T. Lyans, “Old Mission Center of Citrus Industry,” Los Angeles Times, September 2, 1928,
K11.
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regional labor market and social hierarchy.*® Growers could easily exploit Mexican and Asian
workers due to their precarious status as immigrants or non-citizens, as opposed to native-born
Whites. Further, growers, law enforcement, and other agencies could easily collaborate to
control the mobility of workers of color. Lastly, growers easily manipulated the sheer diversity
of the work force — divided by race, ethnicity, immigration status, language, and gender among
other identifiers — to turn workers against each other and forestall the threat of union organizing.
Differences that resulted from migration patterns existed among ethnic groups themselves, such
as the large number of Mexicans who worked in the Valley’s groves and packinghouses and in
their own small businesses.

Although Mexicans had been a part of the fabric of the San Fernando Valley since the era
of Spanish colonization, the rapid changes in Mexico at the turn of the twentieth century
catalyzed a new wave of migration to Southern California. As historian George Sanchez notes,
the vast social upheavals wrought by the administration of Mexican President Porfirio Diaz (the
“Porfiriato” lasting from 1876 to 1910) and the subsequent Revolution sparked unrest in Mexico.
Mexican policies that facilitated the ascendancy of the hacienda system marginalized rural
peasants; meanwhile the modernization of the national economy rested upon extensive railroad
development and aggressive US capital investments. Collectively, these conditions led to
widespread displacement that ushered the migration of numerous Mexicans to the north or e/

norte.

¢ Matt Garcia, 4 World of Its Own: Race, Labor, and Citrus in the Making of Greater Los Angeles, 1900-
1970 (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2001), 2.
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Antonio Calvo, Sr. was one of the thousands of individuals caught within the vortex of
revolution and economic restructuring in Mexico.*” His migration story illustrates a variety of
the different facets of Mexican settlement to urban Los Angeles and the agrarian San Fernando
Valley in the first decades of the twentieth century. Born in 1900 in Alamos, Sonora, a
mining town located about 400 miles south of the Mexico-US border, he was swept up in the
rapid contests between warring factions. After he joined the army and the Constitutionalist
faction that was opposed to the brief reign of Victoriano Huerta, he became disenchanted with
the revolution. Drawing upon connections he had in Los Angeles, Calvo extricated himself from
combat and make his way north where he was able to walk across the border to Arizona in the
late 1910s.*

The ease with which Calvo crossed the border was an important facet of migration for
thousands of other Mexicans around the time he came north. This migration was facilitated, in
part, due to “lax enforcement of immigration restrictions at the border, the concentration of
Mexican workers in seasonal employment, and the liberal policies of railroad companies toward
transporting workers back and forth.”* Despite the seemingly insatiable need for Mexican
immigrant laborers to work in the American Southwest, unrestricted movement across the border
did not last for long. In the midst of the First World War, Congress passed the 1917 Immigration
Act that placed stricter guidelines for the admittance of immigrants. Although originally geared

towards eastern and southern Europeans, immigration agents along the US-Mexico border soon

*" Information on Calvo’s life comes from Antonio H. and Beverley Calvo, Interviewed by Rebecca S.
Graff, October 12, 2004, Latino Cultural Heritage Oral History Project, Urban Archives, Center, Oviatt Library,
California State University Northridge (hereafter, Latino Cultural Heritage Oral History Project).

* The “Certificate of Lawful Entry for Antonio R. Calvo,” states that Calvo arrived in the US in 1919, but
his son Antonio, Jr. insists that his father arrived in 1917.

* George Sanchez, Becoming Mexican American: Life and Culture in Chicano Los Angeles (New York:
Oxford University Press, 1993), 49.
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adopted practices such as health inspections, head taxes, and literacy tests among other
requirements.50 Mexicans, it should be noted, did not face wholesale exclusion like their Asian
counterparts. Yet, efforts to distinguish between “desirable” and “undesirable” immigrants —
often rooted in American fears about immigrant contagion — gained considerable footing.
Ultimately, in 1924 the porous features of the US-Mexico began to close following greater
surveillance by the establishment of the Border Patrol.”’

Difficult and exploitative as they may have been, a variety of opportunities in the
region’s agricultural industry awaited those Mexicans who did successfully make it to the
Valley. Tranquilino and Vicenta Solis Ponce came to the United States around 1916 in their
early twenties and, by their thirties, settled in Pacoima and tended to a large family of seven
children.” Their livelihood came from Tranquilino who worked as both a laborer in the Valley’s
orchards and later for a smaller truck farming operation.”> The Ponce’s daughter, Mary Helen,
born in 1938, provided a finely textured account of growing up in Pacoima, Hoyt Street. She
recalled the world around her during the 1930s and early 1940s.

Many men in the barrio worked in agriculture, en el fil, weeding, pruning, or watering

various crops. Others worked as troqueros, as did Rocky, my father’s compadre, who

each fall drove workers in his truck the walnut orchards of Camarillo. Men who owned

their own trucks worked for themselves. They lugged fertilizer from poultry farms to
nearby ranches or trucked produce into Los Angeles. Still others took the bus to the

50 . . .
Sanchez, Becoming Mexican American, 55.

> Kelly Lytle-Hernandez, Migra! A History of the U.S. Border Patrol (Berkeley and Los Angeles:
University of California Press, 2010).

32 Ancestry.com. 1930 United States Federal Census [database on-line]. Provo, UT, USA: Ancestry.com
Operations Inc, 2002. Original data: United States of America, Bureau of the Census. Fifteenth Census of the
United States, 1930. Washington, D.C.: National Archives and Records Administration, 1930. T626, 2,667 rolls.

53 Ancestry.com. 1930 United States Federal Census [database on-line]. Provo, UT, USA: Ancestry.com
Operations Inc, 2002. Original data: United States of America, Bureau of the Census. Fifteenth Census of the United
States, 1930. Washington, D.C.: National Archives and Records Administration, 1930. T626, 2,667 rolls.
Ancestry.com. 1940 United States Federal Census [database on-line]. Provo, UT, USA: Ancestry.com Operations,
Inc., 2012. Original data: United States of America, Bureau of the Census. Sixteenth Census of the United States,
1940. Washington, D.C.: National Archives and Records Administration, 1940. T627, 4,643 rolls.
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union hall in San Fernando, where they hired out as “casual laborers” or found work in
the packinghouse in the same town.>

Ponce’s portrait of the agricultural landscape of the east San Fernando Valley illustrates
the different facets of how Mexican immigrants were tied to agricultural production, whether as
pickers, drivers, or packinghouse workers. Her discussion also gestures towards class nuances
in the community where some individuals had enough capital to own their own truck and
become self-employed while others worked on a temporary basis.

In addition to fieldwork, Mexican women found employment in the large packinghouses
in the east San Fernando Valley. In 1936, the San Fernando Heights Orange Association
redecorated its packinghouse “in colors of soft and literally dreamy hues [of] purple, blue,
orange, yellow, green, silver, buff, tan and two shades of brown” that looked “resplendent on the
various structural and mechanical units” all in an attempt to cater to and speed up the
productivity of the “girl packers.”> Although the female employees’ response to the gendered
décor is unknown — they would have likely enjoyed a safe workplace and equitable wages as
well — the Orange Association’s attention nevertheless showed the visible presence of women in
this labor-intensive industry.

The Mexican and Mexican American population of the Valley included both migratory
laborers and immigrant settlers intent on building homes and lives in the region. Seasonal farm
workers who traversed the California’s interior and coastline in search of temporary employment
remained a part of the Valley’s Mexican population and thus, as Antonio Calvo, Jr. recalled, “the

population even in those days was very fluid.” Meanwhile, an extensive Red Line interurban

>* Mary Helen Ponce, Hoyt Street: An Autobiography (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico Press,
2000), 3.

> «‘Rainbow’ Orange Plant Speeds Up Girl Packers,” Los Angeles Times, March 31, 1936, 10.
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railway allowed Mexican farm workers to live in Los Angeles and commute to the east Valley.™
“But,” as Calvo pointed out, “there were some families, like ours, who largely stayed throughout
the year in San Fernando.”’ The settlement of laboring families in Southern California’s
agricultural communities was due in part to their own desires for economic stability as well as
growers’ belief that a settled labor force would eschew union militancy.” Collectively, both the
seasonal labor force and immigrant settlers were responsible for the development of the physical
and cultural landscape of the east Valley. Although the initial settlement of Mexicans in the
colonias surrounding the fields and packinghouses may have been temporary and at times
appeared ramshackle, the foundation of a barrio, or, as Douglas Monroy puts it, “suburban
neighborhoods of the working poor,” emerged.”

Segregated into the neighborhoods of Pacoima and San Fernando, working-class
Mexican families used various types of ingenuity and determination to build homes and
neighborhoods. Mary Helen Ponce recalled the Pacoima of her youth in the 1930s as filled with
“houses [that] were neither fancy nor ugly, but like the houses of poor folks everywhere,” yet her
accounts nevertheless reveal the proletarian roots of the “rasquachismo,” an aesthetic that enlists
everyday items to make art, or, the case of Pacoima residents, a home.®” Although they shared

some similarities in architectural design, houses were ultimately “not uniform.” “Others

56 Sanchez, Becoming Mexican American, 69.

57 Antonio H. and Beverley Calvo, Jr. Interview, 1.

*¥ Garcia, 4 World of Their Own.

** Douglas Monroy, Rebirth: Mexican Los Angeles from the Great Migration to the Great Depression
(Berkeley and Los Angeles: University of California Press, 1999), 36. On the growth of working-class suburbs of
people of color, see Andrew Weise, Places of Their Own: African American Suburbanization in the Twentieth
Century (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 2004).

% Ponce, Hoyt Street, 5. See also Tomas Ybarra-Frausto, “Rasquachismo: A Chicano Sensibility,” in

Chicano Art: Resistance and Affirmation, 1965-1985, Ed. Richard Griswold de Castillo, Teresa McKenna, Yvonne
Yarbro-Bejarano (Los Angeles: UCLA, Wight Art Gallery, 1991), 155-162.
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appeared lopsided because of the many additions tacked on as a family grew,” whereas building
materials differed when “different types of wood [were] bought for price and not appearance.”
Some houses used rocks, while others even had a fireplace, all demonstrating that ultimately, in

%1 As Mexicans and Mexican Americans began to fashion

Pacoima “people were innovative.
their own community in the east Valley, other immigrant settlers began to make their way to the
region.

Although Mexicans and Mexican Americans formed the largest community of color in
the East Valley during the early twentieth century, the opportunities agriculture provided led to
the migration of several Asians as well. Much like the political ruptures in Mexico that
catalyzed mass migration, Japanese came to the American West due to political transformations
that reshaped Japanese society.” The reinstitution of imperial governance in Japan that began in
1868, more commonly known as the Meiji Restoration, was a bundle of nationalistic domestic
and foreign policies designed to fortify Japan as an equal among other contemporaneous colonial
powers. Eiichiro Azuma’s study that situated Nikkei settlement in the United States within the
crosshairs of dueling imperial and capitalist agendas noted that “migration constituted a pivotal
part of these [nationalistic] state endeavors.”® The Meiji government encouraged the settlement
of Japan’s northernmost region, Hokkaido, before permitting migration to Hawai’i and
ultimately, the United States.

The earliest Japanese immigrants, known as the Issei, began to settle in Los Angeles

around the 1880s. By 1900, the US Census recorded a lone Japanese immigrant in the San

5 Ponce, Hoyt Street, 5.

62 For general discussions of the Issei, see: Yuji Ichioka, The Issei: The World of the First Generation
Japanese Immigrants, 1885-1924 (New York: Free Press, 1988); Akemi Kikumura, Through Harsh Winters: The
Life of a Japanese Immigrant Woman (Novato, CA: Chandler and Sharp Publishers, 1981).

% Azuma, Between Two Empires, 19.
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Fernando Valley town of Burbank, a W. Rameba, who was a servant for the Glassel family.64
By the end of the first decade of the twentieth century a few Japanese immigrants found work as
bellhops at the Van Nuys Hotel and by 1905, and 23 Japanese immigrants resided in San
Fernando.®® This type of service work was a common employment niche for transitory
immigrants, but agriculture served as the primary magnet for Japanese immigrants. Young
bachelor males participated in seasonal farm labor cycles across California and often made their
way to the San Fernando Valley. Because Meiji-era immigration policies encouraged overseas
settlement, unlike previous generations of sojourning male Chinese immigrants, Japanese women
also migrated to the United States. Therefore, Japanese family farms slowly began to spring up
in the San Fernando Valley as well as other agrarian areas across the West Coast. As early as
1907, the Los Angeles Times took note of a “Japanese colony” located just west of Burbank near
the town of Tropico, now a part of Glendale.®

The Japanese population in the Valley grew, despite various legal obstacles. A robust

anti-Asian nativist movement, that pushed for Chinese exclusion, lead to the prohibition of

64 US Bureau of the Census, Twelfth Census of the United States, 1900, accessed through
http://ancestrylibrary.proquest.com.

6% William Mason and John McKinstry, The Japanese of Los Angeles (Los Angeles: Los Angeles County
Museum of Natural History, 1969), 7, 16.

5 F W. Reid, “By the Los Feliz Road: Picturesque Scenes to Which it Leads in San Fernando,” Los Angeles
Times, January 13, 1907, 7 in Braun Research Library Vertical Files, Southwest Museum of the American Indian,
Los Angeles, CA. Given the anti-Japanese sentiment in California that gave rise to the immigration restrictions
institutionalized through the Gentleman’s Agreement of 1907, the inclusion of this colony in an otherwise
lighthearted travel article is curious. In a local booster history of Glendale from 1922, John Calvin Sherer
disparages Tropico’s Japanese immigrant population and their concentration in strawberry farming at the beginning
of the twentieth century: “The business prospered and added greatly to the prosperity of the community for three of
four years, but the Japanese gradually secured control of it and in their eagerness to get rich quick they allowed the
growers’’ association to go to pieces, and competition among the growers succeeded co-operation, with disastrous
results.” Reflecting the anti-Japanese sentiment of the time, Sherer suggests that Japanese farmers forestalled “co-
operation” without acknowledging how agricultural interests had long organized against the Japanese and other
Asians, History of Glendale and Vicinity (Glendale: Glendale History Publishing Company, 1922), 79. By 1905,
there were approximately 332 Japanese residents of Tropico, Mason and McKinstry, The Japanese of Los Angeles,
16.
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migration by Japanese male laborers through the 1907 Gentleman’s Agreement. However,
because women were not included in the exclusion laws, several Issei men were able to secure
“picture brides.” Their marriages provided the basis for the rise of the second generation, also
known as the Nisei Migration to the rural regions north of urbanized Los Angeles and
population growth continued slowly and by the 1920s, approximately 266 Issei, and a handful of
California-born Nisei, spread out across the communities of San Fernando, Sherman Oaks,
Burbank, and Lankershim — as North Hollywood was known at the time.®’

Immigrant Japanese settlement intersected with a variety of nodes in the Valley that
connected them to other historic moments across the American West. Far from direct migration
to the Valley, Issei, much like Mexican immigrants, followed a meandering migration circuit
across the Pacific and west coast. For example, Kiyohachi Takeuchi was an Issei born in
Hiroshima and later migrated to Hawai’i in 1898. Three years later he journeyed to the Valley
where lived and worked as an agricultural laborer at the historic San Fernando Mission before he
began to farm a plot of land with his wife, a picture bride, and their children.®® The different
generations of the Kawakami family also illustrate how migration took place across multiple
locations and contexts. The family’s patriarch inititally set his sights upon California. However,
in 1902 he migrated to Mexico where he worked on the railroads, a technological innovation that

was often funded to support American business interests and shaped the lives of countless rural

67US Bureau of the Census, Fourteenth Census of the United States, 1920, accessed through
http://ancestrylibrary.proquest.com.

% Ritsuo Takeuchi, Interviewed by Jean-Paul deGuzman, November 15, 2004, Telling Our Stories:
Japanese Americans in the San Fernando Valley Oral History Project, Urban Archives Center, Oviatt Library,
California State University, Northridge (hereafter, Telling Our Stories Oral History Project); see also: Robinson,
“San Fernando Valley,” 95-6 and Larry Tajiri, “Immigrants and an Incredible Law,” Pacific Citizen (December 21,
1956), A-10 in Pacific Citizen Archives, HNRC-JANM. The presence of Japanese workers at the mission aroused
the same surprise as the Chinese cooks. Three years later when filmmaker D.W. Griffith began filming in the Valley
(contributing to the lucrative entertainment industry that developed in and around Studio City) his wife bluntly
remarked that “a few Japs were living in one habitable room” of the mission remains. She later went on to say the
Japanese residents “mended bicycles.” Quoted in Mayers, The San Fernando Valley, 99.
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Mexicans whether through dislocation or providing a means to migrate north.* In addition to
the labor opportunities afforded by working in Mexico, entry to the United States from the
porous southern border allowed Kawakami to bypass the Pacific Coast immigration stations such
as Angel Island in San Francisco. Although Japanese exclusion had not yet been written in to
federal immigration law when Kawakami came to the United States, his migration story reflected
a strategy used by Chinese immigrants seeking to circumvent the 1882 Chinese Exclusion Act.”
Kawakami’s son soon followed in 1913, when he migrated to the town of La Jolla where found
work as a houseboy, another common occupation for Asian immigrants. The two eventually
moved to Los Angeles where they opened a nursery and, after they saved enough money,
purchased a modest parcel of farmland in the Sunland area of the far northeast San Fernando
Valley.

Although Japanese immigrants discovered means to evade the prohibitions of the
Gentleman’s Agreement, their lives in California remained subject to racially discriminatory
laws. In 1913 California enacted Alien Land Laws that barred property ownership by aliens
ineligible to citizenship, legislation targeted towards the Asian immigrants who were broadly
barred from citizenship by the 1790 Immigration and Naturalization Act and cases such as

Ozawa v. US (1922) and United States v. Bhagat Singh Thind (1923). As a result, immigrant

% On Japanese migration to Mexico see Maria Elena Ota Mishima, “The First Stage of Japanese Migration
to Mexico, 1890-1923,” in Luz M. Martinez Montiel, ed., Asiatic Migrations in Latin America (Mexico DF: El
Colegio de Mexico, 1981), 81-112; on the role of railroads in 19™ century Mexico see Teresa Van Hoy, 4 Social
History of Mexico’s Railroads: Peons, Prisoners, and Priests (Lanham, MD: Rowman and Littlefield, 2008).

" On Chinese migration in the age of exclusion see Erika Lee, At America’s Gates: Chinese Immigration

during the Exclusion Era, 1882 -1943 (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2003) and Grace Delgado,
Making the Chinese Mexican: Global Migration, Localism, and Exclusion in the U.S.-Mexico Borderlands
(Stanford: Stanford University Press, 2013).
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Nikkei families throughout the state often purchased land in the name of an American-born Nisei
child.”

The legal maneuver of purchasing land under the name of a Nisei child ended following
the passage of the 1920 California Alien Land Law. This act prohibited aliens ineligible to
citizenship to purchase or lease land under the name of an American-born minor.”> When
Japanese farm land was assessed after their mass incarceration during World War II, Tharold
Larson of the Farm Security Agency remarked that “We have found that a surprising number of
Japanese have been renting tracts for 15 to 20 years on a month-by-month basis without ever

having signed formal leases.””

Indeed Bo Sakaguchi, a Nisei born into the large Sakaguchi
family that had farmed in Fresno, the Japanese colony in Tropico, and eventually the San
Fernando Valley, recalled that his family was only able to buy their North Hollywood property
once the eldest born Nisei child came of legal age (figure 1.3).”* Such legislation, furthermore,
translated into the types of crops that the Nikkei cultivated for, as one economic historian noted,
the “worry over potential loss of leased or owned land . . . made it preferable for farmers to grow
crops, such as vegetables, which required a commitment to only a single year of farming on any

99575

one plot. Largely engaged in truck farming, by the 1920s, Japanese immigrants and their

! Ronald Takaki noted that although the 1790 Naturalization Act reserved citizenship for white
immigrants, a rare handful of Japanese were actually able to obtain citizenship in lower courts. By 1906 the US
Attorney General specifically barred Japanese from citizenship and the matter was officially resolved in the Ozawa
(1922) case that ruled Japanese were not white, Strangers from a Distant Shore: A History of Asian Americans 2™
Edition (Boston: Little, Brown, and Company, 1998), 203-209; Mae M. Ngai, Impossible Subjects: lllegal Aliens
and the Making of Modern America (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2004), 40, 46-7.

"> Takaki, Strangers from a Distant Shore, 203.
7 Quoted in Mayers, San Fernando Valley, 158.

" Bo Sakaguchi, Interviewed by Jean-Paul deGuzman, October 15, 2004, Telling Our Stories Oral History
Project.

> Robert Higgs, “Landless by Law: Japanese Immigrants in California Agriculture to 1941,” Journal of
Economic History 38:1 (March 1978): 206.
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families clustered around San Fernando, Pacoima, and North Hollywood, raised crops that

. . 6
ranged from apricots and green onions to carrots and flowers.’

Figure 1.3 The Sakaguchi family, c¢. 1931. Pictured, from left to right are Chico, Mary, Lily, Sanbo, Chebo, Bo,
Obo, and the family patriarch Shiichiro. Like elsewhere, immigrant children worked on family farms or in the fields
in addition to attending school. Members of the second generation of the Sakaguchi clan became major pillars of
the San Fernando Valley Nikkei community. Source: Bo Sakaguchi and the Telling Our Stories: Japanese
Americans in the San Fernando Valley Oral History Project/Discover Nikkei.

Because of the continued growth of Nikkei farms, which White growers and farmers saw
as competition, the US government again legitimized anti-Asian racism and ended Japanese
immigration through the 1924 Johnson-Reed Act. That law curtailed immigration from most of
Asia as well as southern and eastern Europe and effectively sealed off the Japanese American
community. With these restrictions in place, growers looked to another labor supply.

Although Filipinos were a far smaller proportion of farm labor in comparison to Mexican

immigrants, they nevertheless forged a very small and temporary community in the San

7 Bo Sakaguchi Interview; Roy Muranaka, Interviewed by Machiko Uyeno, March 21, 2004, Telling Our
Stories Oral History Project. By 1920, the US Census reported populations of Japanese in Burbank (135);
Lankershim/North Hollywood (51); San Fernando (50); and Sherman Oaks in the southern Valley (24), Fourteenth
Census of the United States.
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Fernando Valley. Very little evidence is left of how these sojourners came to the San Fernando
Valley specifically. In all likelihood their journey began in the rural Philippines, particularly in
the northern provinces of Luzon, from whence most early agricultural immigrants hailed. After
the American occupation of the Philippines following the Philippine Revolution of 1896-1898
and the subsequent Philippine-American War, US growers in Hawai’i and along the Pacific
Coast looked to the nation’s newest colonial possession as a source of cheap labor. Furthermore,
given their ambiguous status as US “nationals,” Filipinos were spared from 1924 Johnson-Reed
Act.

Like their Mexican counterparts, Filipino workers, who largely tended to be men, moved
between states and types of labor based on the season. As such, settlement patterns were
sporadic outside of ethnic hubs such as downtown Los Angeles and Stockton, in Northern
California.”” Filipinos, who lived among their Mexican counterparts in the fields, developed a
small community that was comprised of migrant workers and a few small families around San
Fernando. The bachelor farm workers lived in bunkhouses.” Although the evidence is scant,
1940 Census data reveals that there were a few Filipina immigrants who had married Filipino

citrus workers in the City of San Fernando, such as Katherine Aglanao who raised three children

with her husband.”

7 The most detailed historical monographs on this understudied topic are: Linda Espafia-Maram, Creating
Masculinity in Los Angeles’s Little Manila: Working-Class Filipinos and Popular Culture, 1920s-1950s (New
York: Columbia University Press, 2006); Dawn Bohulano Mabalon, Little Manila is In the Heart: The Making of the
Filipina/o Community in Stockton, California (Durham: Duke University Press, 2013).

"8 Year: 1940; Census Place: San Fernando, Los Angeles, California; Roll: T627 251; Page: 61A;
Enumeration District: 19-655, Digitized and available at Ancestry.com. 1940 United States Federal Census
[database on-line]. Provo, UT, USA: Ancestry.com Operations, Inc., 2012. Original data: United States of America,
Bureau of the Census. Sixteenth Census of the United States, 1940. Washington, D.C.: National Archives and
Records Administration, 1940. T627, 4,643 rolls.

" Year: 1940; Census Place: San Fernando, Los Angeles, California; Roll: T627 251; Page: 10B;
Enumeration District: 19-658.

36



A variety of different circumstances drove the migration and settlement of immigrants
from Mexico and Asia in the San Fernando Valley that ranged from political restructuring in
their homelands to the allure of employment in the region’s vast agricultural industry.
Nevertheless, community building for Mexican, Japanese, and Filipino immigrants was
circumscribed by their treatment under systems that maintained White supremacy. Whether
through federal and state laws that governed immigration or property, immigrants of color were
cast as racial others whose presence needed to be contained if not completely eradicated. While
the San Fernando Valley provided new economic opportunities for its immigrants of color, those
racial policies, and the discourses they represented, shaped how Mexicans, Japanese, and

Filipinos forged lives, communities, and relationships with each other and their homelands.

Social Relations at the Margins

Concerns over race structured various social and spatial relations in the San Fernando
Valley. As towns developed, particularly in the east Valley a multiethnic labor force and overall
population did not guarantee harmonious race relations and racial lines became increasingly
distinct as the region grew. Although a handful of Mexican and Japanese immigrants settled in
the west Valley areas of Canoga Park or Northridge, the east Valley, given its proximity to the
railroads and packinghouses, became the stage for a variety of social negotiations based on race
and class. Unsurprisingly, the most evident racial division existed between Whites and
immigrants of color.

In the City of San Fernando, the railroad tracks that had opened the up the Valley to

migrants and other fortune seekers had become a physical border between White settlers and
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Mexican immigrants.*” Gabe Rodriguez was born in San Fernando in 1924 and recalled that
Mexican immigrants living south of the railroad tracks “were a forgotten people . . . we weren’t
welcome” both as potential homebuyers and even temporary visitors. Young Mexican men in
particular understood that walking on north side of the tracks could invite serious
recrimination.®’ Raul Calvo, another son of San Fernando grew up during the same time as
Rodriguez and recalled that the major thoroughfare that ran parallel to the railroad tracks, San
Fernando Road, was “the diving line.” He continued, “West was primarily where Mexicans and
Mexican Americans lived” and White lived to the east.

Furthermore, businesses delineated service based on race given that the merchants with
larger businesses were White. Ritsuo Takeuchi, the son of mission laborer and picture bride,
recalled “most of our activities were among our own little community and most of the farm folks

knew each other.”*?

Developing ethnic institutions within that “little community,” and other
Japanese American enclaves in the Valley must be read within the context of racist restrictions to
physical mobility and social integration beyond east Valley ethnic enclaves.* “There was a
certain amount of animosity,” recalled Takeuchi, “if you went to a theater, you had to go
upstairs,” away from the European American patrons.**

Public schools were an important site where the children of immigrants and other youth

came into contact with each other and quickly learned about the region’s racial order. The iconic

% Antonio and Beverley Calvo Interview, 8.

8! Gabe Rodriguez quoted in Hector Tobar, “San Fernando Comes of Age: Railroad Tracks No Longer
Segregate Latinos, Anglos,” Los Angeles Times, September 17, 1989.

82 Ritsuo Takeuchi Interview.

¥ Kevin Roderick, “Borders,” in San Fernando Valley: America’s Suburb (Los Angeles: Los Angeles
Times Books, 2002), 137-150.

8 Ritsuo Takeuchi Interview.
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Nisei draft resister Frank Emi was born in Los Angeles, but moved to the San Fernando Valley at
a young age with his family. He recalled, for example, that in the town of San Fernando
O’Melveny elementary school primary served European American students, while Mexicans
were directed to San Fernando elementary, located west of the railroad tracks. Emi attended
both schools in the 1920s after moving around the East Valley. His transfers suggest the racial
ambiguity of Japanese but the daily level of racial aggressions remained a significant part of his
memories of San Fernando elementary.® He recalled that European American students “liked
to pick on the minority. I guess because there was so few of us there. I think I and my brother

were the only ones there.”*®

Mary Sakaguchi Oda of North Hollywood assessed her time in
elementary school even more bluntly: “we knew that we were never really accepted by the
Caucasian... our Caucasian classmates, and so we never even bothered to make close friends. 1
never had any close Caucasian friends.”®” Furthermore, some Japanese American youths quickly
learned to defend themselves from verbal harassment. When a White youth called Oda or her
friends the racial epithet “Jap,” she recalled that “boy, I would... I would hit him. I had three
big brothers and they were tough, so I don’t recall anybody every calling me a ‘Jap.” But if they
did, boy, I gave it to ‘em.”

While interpersonal relationships with fellow students quickly introduced youngsters to

the difficulties of racial difference, the treatment by school officials also reflected ideologies

about race and labor. In 1923 the principal of San Fernando elementary, whose student body

% Daniel G. Solorzano and Tara Yosso, “Critical Race Theory, Racial Microaggressions, and Campus
Racial Climate: The Experiences of African American College Students,” Journal of Negro Education 69:1/2
(Winter-Spring 2000): 60-73.

% Frank Emi, Interviewed by Amy Ikeda and Peter Ngotngamwong, November 8, 2004, Telling Our
Stories Oral History Project, 8.

%7 Mary Sakaguchi Oda Interview (no interviewer listed), April 23 and April 30, 1982, Japanese Americans
in the San Fernando Valley Oral History Project, Urban Archives Center, Oviatt Library, California State
University, Northridge.
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was primarily Mexican American, sought to transform the school into a “Mexican Industrial
School” that would prepare its students for lives of agricultural labor for men, domestic work for
women, and general servitude. Although the principal never realized his plan, Mexican
American students faced tracking once they reached higher grades as well. Once they reached
junior high schools in the Valley, which were nominally integrated, Mexican American students
were often placed in classes for students with mental disabilities or, in the language of the time,
the “low-mentality track.” Often this was due to the placement of over-aged students, who likely
had to disrupt their education to work in the fields, in the junior high when they would have
better fit in the elementary school. Regardless, Mexican American students in that track faced a
curriculum that included serving other students in the cafeteria or performing janitorial tasks
around the campus. In addition to the humiliation students may have endured due to this
segregation, these policies caused several consequences. Gilbert Gonzalez suggests those forms
of tracking “contributed toward the greater isolation, segregation, and socioeconomic
distinctiveness of the Mexican from the Anglo communities.”*®

Whereas the White/non-White distinction governed social interactions and various
educational trajectories, relations among Mexicans, Japanese, and Filipinos developed through
class and ideologies of race. Japanese and Mexican immigrants navigated a complex set of
relationships where the lives of both groups were circumscribed by White supremacy. At times,
White growers created false divisions between the two groups. In 1924, for example San
Fernando Valley vegetable producers told a meeting of the Los Angeles County truck growers
association that their spinach crops were often not sold because they could not be bundled

properly. They claimed that the efforts of Mexican workers resulted in nothing more than “a

% Gilbert G. Gonzalez, Chicano Education in the Era of Segregation (1990; Denton, TX: University of
North Texas Press, 2013), 99; On the tracking of junior high students see 52.
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sorry mess which would not sell.” Rather, the Valley growers urged their colleagues to co-opt a
style of bundling, derisively called the “Jap tie,” that Japanese American gardeners and farmers
had developed.*” Although the goal of the growers’ explanation of techniques was to bolster
productivity and profits for other growers, the dichotomy they used reinforced negative
stereotypes about Mexicans while also using a racial epithet for Japanese Americans.

Relationships between the two communities, however, could hardly be reduced to the
division in agricultural capabilities suggested by the White growers. To be sure, both groups
formed friendships and other relationships given their concentration in agriculture and residential
settlement in the east Valley. Raul Calvo, who grew up in the City of San Fernando during the
Great Depression remembered that Japanese Americans “lived right among the Mexican
Americans” and recalled befriending Nikkei students in elementary school.”’ Likewise, Frank
Emi noted, “All of our friends and playmates were Mexicans.” Despite these positive memories
among the second generation, the class position between immigrant Japanese farmers and
Mexican workers also shaped how the communities came into contact with each other.

Class dynamics, based on patterns on employment, also shaped the relationships between
Japanese and Mexicans. Although they shared friendships and both felt the brunt of segregation,
Vicki Ruiz noted that the relationships between Japanese farmers and Mexican farm workers in

1 With families, and

the El Monte area, east of Los Angeles, “were familiar, but not friendly.
thus more labor, Japanese immigrants rented small plots of land and often hired Mexican and

Filipino laborers to assist in the farming. Although Japanese farmers tended to hire bachelors,

% Ross H. Gast, “Preparing ‘Bunch Stuff” for the Local Markets,” Los Angeles Times, June 22, 1924, H9.
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families found work on Nikkei farms as well. The Emi clan of San Fernando “grew quite a
number of crops: tomatoes, cantaloupes, corn, rhubarb [in addition to] watermelon, cucumbers,
mostly that type of vegetables.” To help with this large number of crops, Frank Emi recalled his
parents hiring both bachelor Mexican and Filipino laborers and “We had a little trailer house that
some of the workers would live in.” The Kawakamis and the Sakaguchis also hired Mexican
laborers to help out with their farm.

Some Japanese farms became extremely lucrative, due in part to the labor of non-
Japanese workers. The Sakaguchi family’s plot in North Hollywood, which included crops such
as onions and carrots, was one of the more productive farms in the local Japanese community.
Mary Sakaguchi Oda recalled that before the outbreak of World War I, “We had at that time a
big business going. We had the thirty acres that were thirty planted. And we used to have about
five trucks and cars. And then all of us were going to college so we all had to have a car. So I
would say that before the war, financially we were doing very well. It took a long time. It was

92 .
”2 These economic

kind of a long haul, because during the Depression, farmers had a rough time.
advancements, however, did not take place in a vacuum and Japanese farmers soon had to reckon
with organizing by Mexican American workers.

The relationships between Mexicans and Japanese, when refracted through the lens of
labor relations, appear ambiguous. While Japanese farmers, such as the Emis or the Sakaguchis
clearly never cultivated enterprises on the same scale as, say, the San Fernando Heights Lemon
and Orange Associations, Mexican workers in the early 1930s nevertheless felt it necessary to

enter into negotiations with a consortium of Japanese vegetable farmers to agree on wages. In

1933 Mexican berry harvesters allied with the leftist Cannery and Agricultural Workers

% Mary Sakaguchi Oda Interview.
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Industrial Union. Later, the workers switched allegiance to the Mexican-consul sponsored
Confederacion de Campesinos y Obreros Mexicanos (Confederation of Mexican Farm Workers
and Laborers), which benefited from the largesse of various Mexican politicians.”” The
Confederacion began talks with a variety of Japanese vegetable growers from Palos Verdes to
San Gabriel, including the San Fernando Valley Japanese American Farmers’ Association. The
global dimensions of the strike grew when the Japanese consul also acted on behalf of the
farmers. The different constituents were able to come to an agreement on wage scales by the
status of worker (temporary versus “regular”), hours for the workday as well as overtime.”
Female field workers were paid a quarter less than their male counterparts. While this episode
strained relationships between the Japanese and Mexicans, what becomes evident is how class
fragmented the interests and relationships between these immigrant communities. Furthermore,
the strike and its resolution reiterated how transnational ties brokered relationships as well.
Relationships between Japanese and Filipinos were similarly complex and illustrated how
transnational racial knowledge shaped interactions. To some extent, relationships were amicable
and the two groups exchanged cultural knowledge through foodways.”” Much like the shared
interactions between Japanese and Mexicans, second generation Filipinos and Nikkei became
friends as children. Nisei Ritsuo Takeuchi, for example, recalled befriending the son of one of
the few Filipino families in San Fernando, who he described as “a good ukulele player,” possibly

suggesting that the Filipino family had migrated to work on Hawaii’s sprawling plantations

93 Ruiz, From Out of the Shadows, 76.
% «Agreement between Confederacion de Campesinos y Obrero Mexicanos (CUCOM) and Japanese
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before settling in the Valley.”® That both groups came from Asia, however, did little to foster
any sense of solidarity given Meiji-era ideologies of Nikkei racial superiority that were
reinforced through racist portrayals of Filipinos in the mainstream press. Historians Eiichiro
Azuma and Dawn Mabalon have both highlighted how these racial ideologies combined with
tense class-based relationships between Japanese farmers and their Filipino workers to give rise
to conflict in the northern California delta.”’ In the San Fernando Valley, the extant evidence
also points to the complications that arose interethnic romantic intimacies. Although childhood
friendships may have been informally sanctioned and even come to occupy sentimental
memories, interracial dating and marriage was frowned upon. Bo Sakaguchi recalled one Nisei
woman who married a Filipino “that caused some talk among the Japanese community.””® While
it is unknown whatever happened to that couple, their transgressions and the “talk” they
engendered, illustrated how Japanese immigrants were not immune to the contemporaneous fears
about miscegenation and how they were themselves concerned with maintaining their own ethnic
boundaries. Although immigrant groups built relationships among each other, whether they were
based on economic interdependence or simple friendship, each community fortified itself
through various transnational institutions.
Transnational Cultures and Communities

Laura Barraclough provides the most extensive study of how various boosters narratives
portrayed migration to the Valley as linear processes where White newcomers arrive from across

the US continent and transform the region from an outpost of the Spanish empire to the frontier

% Takeuchi Interview, 21.
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of American consumerism.”” Yet, the history of the region’s Mexican and Asian immigrants
reveals how the Valley was the home to various diasporic communities whose educational
institutions and political engagement reached far beyond the confines of a single section of Los
Angeles. Rhacel Salazar Parrefias and Lok Siu suggest that a diaspora comprises “an ongoing
and contested process of subject formation embedded in a set of cultural and social relations that
are sustained simultaneously with the ‘homeland’ (real or imagined), place of residence, and

1% These three dimensions played out across the

compatriots or coethnics dispersed elsewhere.
Valley’s immigrant groups as they balanced the domestic forms of racism with various
connections to their migration origins. As Mexicans and Japanese immigrants began to form
families, educational and cultural institutions became important centers of life that connected the
young second generation to their parents’ ethnic heritage and the politics of the worlds they left.
Reflective of Mexican settlements throughout Southern California, the barrios of
Pacoima and San Fernando were transnational spaces that provided the stage for different
linkages to Mexico. Mexican consuls were particularly powerful institutions that orchestrated

and mediated cultural and binational politics for immigrants across the southwest and in

Pacoima.'’! Alejandro Gomez Maganda came to Los Angeles as the Mexican Vice Consul in
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population explosion” (1). For a deeper analysis of Robinson and his writing see Laura Barraclough, Making the
San Fernando Valley: Rural Landscapes, Urban Development, and White Privilege (Athens, GA: University of
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1936 and quickly took to embodying the consul’s role as a “vital link between the central

government and the expatriate community.”'*

Within days of his arrival he took to the streets
addressing organized Mexican political groups, workers, seamstresses and, making his way
north, he spoke to a group of immigrants in Pacoima on topics ranging from the objectives of
President Lazaro Cardenas and the state of Mexican politics in general.'” Although the impact
of his speech is unclear, that Gomez Maganda even made Pacoima a stop on his busy itinerary
indicates how the Mexican community was intertwined with historical contexts beyond the
immediate confines of the San Fernando Valley.

Furthermore, consular-sponsored schools served as laboratory for inculcating Mexican
American youth with a variety of cultural ethics and mores. These ranged from Spanish
language skills and appreciation for the cultural heritage of their ancestral homeland to a deep
patriotism for Mexico, refracted through “Porfirian ideals of law and order, obedience and
discipline” that bolstered an “urgency to imitate the European experience” in the name of
modernization at the expense of the nation’s indigenous past.'” These schools, which lasted
largely through the 1920s, were concentrated in agricultural areas and thus, not surprisingly, in
neighborhoods in the Valley such as Van Nuys and Pacoima.'® With only about one hundred

students per school, funding became a severe problem ultimately curtailing the existence of most

schools, even as the Valley schools were two of the last to close. Although these schools may

" Ibid., 27.
"% Ibid.
1% Sanchez, Becoming Mexican American, 117.

1% Ibid. and Monroy, Rebirth, 204.

46



not have had a lasting presence in the Valley, their curricula served as a mechanism for Mexican
government officials and immigrants to fashion identities and spaces in the diaspora.

Ethnic schools were a particularly important bulwark in preserving Japanese culture in
the American West as well a significant site in community cohesion, much in the same way
consular schools served as a conduit between Mexican culture, history, and political ideology
and the emerging second generation in the Valley. Educational Society buildings, or gakuen,
served as cultural nexuses that provided language schooling and were often coordinated with
instruction on other cultural arts such as kendo, or in the case of San Fernando, judo.106 A 1939-
1940 community directory published by the bilingual Japanese newspaper the Rafu Shimpo three
language schools or education institutions - the “Japanese School,” Showa Gakuen, and Sun
Land Gakuen - in San Fernando alone; a large language school existed in North Hollywood as
well."”” Mary Sakaguchi Oda from North Hollywood attended on Saturday language school for
almost a decade before she went off to college in the late 1930s. Before the ruptures of World
War I, Oda recalled, “language school was sort of the center of everything” as it became a
community foci for picnics and other gatherings.'*®

Yet, language schools were more than just a place to meet. As Eiichiro Azuma points

out, the curriculum of language schools was at times deeply contested and represented larger

1% Valerie J. Matsumoto, Farming the Home Place: A Japanese American Community in California, 191-
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debates about Americanization and, reflecting the Mexican consular schools, the transmission of
dominant Japanese political ideologies. Much like the consular schools, Japanese schools often
used textbooks published in the ancestral nation. Increasingly after the 1920s, schools used
texts that emphasized Japanese nationalism and racial pride reflecting Issei consternation about
the Nisei’s assimilation.'"”’

Social organizations centered around labor and leisure activities that reflected both the
domestic needs of the Issei and the family as well as their desire to retain cultural ties to Japan.
Individual farmers’ associations existed in San Fernando, Pacoima, Canoga Park/Van Nuys, and
Burbank/North Hollywood.''® Shiichiro Sakaguchi, the patriarch of the large Sakaguchi clan of
North Hollywood headed up one of the Issei farmers’ associations, which helped form ethnic
solidarity in the face of anti-Japanese racism.''' Meanwhile, Japanese immigrants and their
families also established several social and religious organizations such as the San Fernando
Aces (a men’s club) and their female counterpart, the Acettes; as well as the recreational North
Hollywood Seinen Kai.''> Devout Jodo Shinshii Buddhists formed howakai, or gatherings to
discuss Dharma teachings with guidance of ministers from the Los Angeles Hompa Hongwanji
Buddhist Church.' "’

Unlike Mexican and Japanese community activities that sought to bridge their local

circumstances with their homeland, immigrant Filipino activism focused specifically upon the
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politics in the Philippines. Due in part to the sojourning mentality of the immigrants and the lack
of a discernable second generation, Filipino organizing emerged out of a shared anti-colonial
consciousness that sought to hasten the demise of American rule in the archipelago. Just as
Mexican and Nikkei immigrants were attuned to the political climate of their home countries
through consul talks or ethnic schools, Filipinos found a conduit to news of the independence
struggle through the national organization, the Filipino Federation of America (FFA).
Established two days after Christmas in 1925 by the equally charismatic and controversial
Hilario Camino Moncado, the FFA blended patriotism in the cause of Philippine independence
with a conservative and moralistic outlook on the lives of Filipinos in the United States. Steffi
San Buenaventura, in her corpus of work on Filipino folk religions, has documented how the
FFA emerged as a Christian fraternal organization that competed with similar mutual-aid
organization such as the Caballeros de Dimas Alang and the Legionarios de Trabajo. The FFA’s
emphasis on brotherly benevolence and mutual support surely attracted Filipino immigrants in
the Valley and elsewhere, given increasingly anxieties over Filipinos as both labor and romantic
competition in rural towns and big cities across the state of California.''*

However, the political orientation of the FFA catalyzed a great deal of activity among the
Valley’s Filipinos. The FFA articulated a complex spiritual mysticism and moral code that
sought to present Filipinos as worth of independence: the leadership discouraged members from

attending taxi dance halls and engaging in any other vice activities from drinking alcohol to

" For a discussion of ideologies of race, labor, gender and sexuality relating to Filipino migrant workers
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smoking. Although the organization balked at any form of overt political resistance such as
labor strikes, leaders remained determined to inspire in Filipino workers the desire to participate
in the independence struggle. At the higher echelons of the organization, leaders such as
Moncado attempted to place pressure upon lawmakers to hasten Philippine independence. FFA
activities in the San Fernando Valley took place on a smaller, more grassroots level.

Although they lived and worked in the San Fernando Valley, Filipinos who lent their
time and energies to the FFA saw themselves as independence —fighters. In the late 1920s, a
laborer named Andres Caliboso, who lived in the City of San Fernando with fourteen Filipino
immigrants, led the Valley branch of the FFA. In 1929, Caliboso and the San Fernando Valley
branch organized a caravan of different FFA representatives from throughout southern California
for a state-wide convention at the center of Filipino farm worker organizing and community,

Stockton.''

In the following years, the leader of the FFA, Hilario Moncado, became a familiar
sight in the San Fernando Valley’s Filipino community. In 1930 when the FFA convened in Los
Angeles, the San Fernando branch organized a banquet in honor of Moncado for his vision and
leadership. Because the FFA emphasized temperance for its members rather than labor
organizing and independence through institutional means as opposed to calls for armed rebellion,
various San Fernando city and business leaders also participated in the banquet, such as the
mayor and president of the Chamber of Commerce.''® Their presence signified how those in
power sought to quell labor militancy in the lucrative agricultural industry of the San Fernando

Valley. As the Great Depression deepened, however, the nexus of race and labor reached the

point where anti-union forces succeeded in attacking whole communities.

'3 «Filipino Band to Accompany Motor Caravan,” Los Angeles Times, June 28, 1929, 11.
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Race, Immigration, and Labor During the Great Depression

Despite the continuing productivity of the citrus industry in the San Fernando Valley at
the beginning of the Great Depression, the different effects and consequences of the economic
crisis nevertheless came to shape the region particularly in regards to labor."'” By 1935, the San
Fernando Valley branch of the Los Angeles County Farm Bureau expressed deep about a
mounting labor shortage. The aggressively pro-business Los Angeles Times argued that workers
would rather claim State Emergency Relief Administration assistance rather than do farm labor.
Put more bluntly, “This means that a worker who doesn’t like to thin beets or top onions or plant
tomatoes can say that he isn’t fitted for the work, can tell the farmer to go jump in the lake and
then go get an S.E.R.A. or a direct relief check.”''® What is missing from this account, however,
is the larger context of how the Great Depression shaped immigration policy for the vast
majority of California’s workers of color.

With economic hardship and labor shortages sweeping across the country and a
staggering internal migration of White southerners, midwesterners, and others affected by the
Dust Bowl, the fate of immigration policy became a deeply contested political issue. Just as
Chinese and Japanese faced exclusion laws in 1882, 1907, and 1924 due to intertwined racism
and fears of economic competition, Filipinos and Mexicans bore the brunt of nativist hatred

during the Great Depression. Debates over exclusion — now in the form of outright repatriation

"1t should be noted, however, that the motion picture industry developed in the San Fernando Valley

during the 1920s and as the Great Depression progressed, providing an important economic engine. RKO, Disney,
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Fernando Valley, 89-90.
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and forced deportations — took place in Washington, DC and throughout the Southwest. The
effects of those debates reached the San Fernando Valley by the early 1930s

As the Great Depression worsened and rioting against Filipino laborers erupted in
Watsonville, California, the movement to exclude immigration from the Philippines gained
increasing support.''”” In early 1931 Hilario Moncado briefly returned to San Fernando to discuss
the growing concern about Filipino exclusion. Speaking in San Fernando, he stated “Filipino
exclusion can only be legitimized when it comes concurrently with Philippine independence.
Seeking to make aliens of America’s territorials [sic] is a slap in the face at the Filipino

129 Moncado’s speech illustrated the importance of the San Fernando Valley to the

people.
geography of the first generation of Filipino immigrants and how their daily lives were tied to
larger colonial politics.

In the 1934, the Tydings-McDuffee Act granted commonwealth status to the Philippines
and promised independence after ten years. The goal of Filipino exclusion came to fruition. Due
to exclusion, the sex imbalance of Filipino migrants, and their transitory nature, a Filipino
American enclave never developed in the San Fernando Valley. If one had, its members would
have been subjected to continued anti-Filipino racism that led to a repatriation program. Because
self-deportation was a voluntary process it failed — Time magazine called it a “flop.”'*' The

resentment towards Mexicans, however, was far more stringent as a compulsory deportation

program sliced through the San Fernando Valley and elsewhere

" On the 1930 anti-Filipino riots in Watsonville, that lasted for five days, see Celia M. Tsu, Garden of the
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Mexican immigrants and Mexican American citizens were subjected to repatriation
campaigns that struck at the very heart of communities across California and beyond. From
1929 to 1939, as Francisco Balderrama and Raymond Rodriguez argue, “In a frenzy of anti-
Mexican hysteria, wholesale punitive measures were proposed and undertaken by government
officials at the federal, state, and local levels. . . . Immigration and deportation laws were
enacted to restrict emigration and hasten the departure of those already here.”'** As Mae Ngai
points out, “Although the Immigration Service neither organized nor funded these repatriations,
it encouraged repatriation by generating an atmosphere of fear of deportation” since dragnets and
arrests were often based on little more than physical appearance and skin color.'*?

The Mexican neighborhoods in the San Fernando Valley were not immune from
Immigration Service raids and deportations that flaunted the rules of due process and created a
precarious atmosphere. In 1931, a few weeks after immigration and local law enforcement
authorities announced plans to expunge undocumented immigrants from the city, one particularly
devastating raid left an indelible mark on the Mexican American community’s psyche. As the
pages of the city’s historic Spanish-language newspaper La Opinion recorded, immigration
agents swept through the colonias of San Fernando and Pacoima on February 18, the holy day of
Ash Wednesday. They went door to door and arrested and incarcerated individuals who could
not present documentation of their legal status. Since many immigrants passed across the border
before the formalization of immigration regulation by the Border Patrol, producing such papers
was not an easy task. One eyewitness, Maria Luna, whose memories were translated by

Balderrama and Rodriguez, recollected the events as nothing less than:

'22 Francisco Balderrama and Raymond Rodriguez, Decade of Betrayal: Mexican Repatriation in the 1930s
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... the day of judgment. The marciales, deputy sheriffs, arrived in late afternoon when
the men were returning form working in the lemon groves. They started arresting people
and holding them in the rebote, fronton. The deputies rode around the neighborhood with
their sirens wailing and advising people to surrender themselves to the authorities. They
barricaded all the exits to the colonia so that no one could escape. Some men showed up
at the ball court with their suitcases so they could at least have a change of clothes en
route. There were so many arrestees, the fronton was not large enough to hold all the
prisoners. We the women cried, the children screamed, other ran hither and yon with the
deputies in hot pursuit yelling at them that their time had come to surrender.'**

This dramatic scene, which along with a highly publicized raid of the historic La Placita
in downtown Los Angeles, netted just under three hundred immigrants.'*> Although this number
was only a minute fraction of the total number of Mexican and Mexican Americans repatriates
that ranged from conservative estimates of 400,000 to one million, it was a significant flashpoint
in the Valley’s history of race as it left behind a traumatic legacy the struck at any sense of

126 While this event was orchestrated at several

security in the Mexican community.
governmental levels, its outcomes set the stage for a longer trajectory of the removal or
segregation of people of color in the San Fernando Valley during World War II and in the years
afterwards. Furthermore, those arrests reified Mexicans as outsiders and as racial others, rather
than individuals who contributed to the productivity of the region’s agricultural industry.

Despite the terrors of the Ash Wednesday raids, the Great Depression was also a time of
labor organizing. The San Fernando Lemon Heights Company was one of the largest

packinghouses in the region, as it supplied fruit to Sunkist (under the Silver Moon and Morning

Sun labels), Red Ball (under the Evening Star and Meteor Labels), Orchard Run (under the
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Ramona Memories label), and Standard (under the Southern Cross Label).'*” By the time the
Great Depression struck Southern California, the United Cannery, Agricultural, Packing, and
Allied Workers of America union attempted to organize Mexican workers at the San Fernando
Lemon Heights Company, but in the notoriously anti-union Los Angeles, was unsuccessful. The
possibility of disrupting agribusiness hegemony through unionization was so grave that when
Philip Bancroft, the anti-labor rancher and son of iconic historian Hubert Howe Bancroft, took
his 1938 campaign for the United States Senate to Los Angeles he tackled not only the Lemon
Heights case but organized labor and leader Harry Bridges in general. He proclaimed, for
example, “The ultimate object is not simply unionization, but the taking over and confiscation of
all farms which employ labor. When this is understood it will be easy to see why I regard

Bridges as the United States’ undesirable alien No. 1.”'**

Bancroft’s speech withstanding, the
CIO was able to organize a strike, but strikers were generally prevented from returning to work.

This episode illustrated not only the animosity towards both organized labor and Mexican

workers.

Conclusion

By the time the 1930s wound to a close, the San Fernando Valley was a far different
place from what it was even fifteen years earlier, let alone from the time when the railroads were
first routed through the eastern region. In the span of time from those early days when the Valley

was still ranches and rolling golden wheat fields to the days when labor unrest came to the San

'2” San Fernando Heights Lemon Association business letterhead, 1937, digitized as “San Fernando Heights
Lemon Association Membership Material,” MultiCultural Music and Art Foundation of Northridge, California,
CSUN Digital Library, available online at http://digital-library.csun.edu/cdm/singleitem/collection/SFVH/id/3057.
128 «CIO Tactics Criticized as ‘Dictatorial,” Los Angeles Examiner, August 28, 1938 in “Associations —
San Fernando” Folder, Los Angeles Examiner Collection, Special Collections, Doheny Memorial Library,
University of Southern California. See also Barralough, Making the San Fernando Valley, 57-8
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Fernando Heights Lemon Association, the Valley had become center of agricultural production
and in doing so gave rise to new towns and sparked the migration of thousands of immigrants.
These immigrants crafted new worlds that were shaped by their treatment under the law, their
relationship to the land and agriculture, and political developments in their home countries.
However, as a new era of global war neared, these communities could hardly anticipate
the rapid-fire transformations their own people and the San Fernando Valley would soon face.
While the agrarian dominance of the Valley remained a central component of the region’s
economic and cultural identity, war would bring a new, militarized landscape that would, in a
sense, repeat many of the same transformations that had begun in the 19" century. New
economic opportunities would open, although in heavy industry, not agriculture, causing the
migration of whole new employment- and home-seekers. Meanwhile, echoes of the
unconstitutional removal of Mexicans from Pacoima and San Fernando would emerge as

Japanese Americans would be shunted off into desolate desert camps.
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CHAPTER TWO
Belonging and Visibility in the Shadow of War:

The Social World of the Military Industrial Complex, 1941-1956

“Mother” Ada Robinson, a well-known local humanitarian and matriarch of Pacoima’s
historic Black community, was one of the five million African Americans who, in the midst of
the Second World War, forged a migration circuit that stretched from the rural South, branched
northward to industrial metropolises such as Detroit, and for some, culminated in the City of
Angels and its sunny neighborhoods in the San Fernando Valley. For Mother Ada, the world
she found was a far cry from her balmy home in northern Louisiana, given the expanded
opportunities for Black upward mobility within the sprawling military industrial complex that
redefined the built and human landscape of the San Fernando Valley. Like many of the 1,700
African Americans who came to the Valley during the war, Mother Ada found employment at
Lockheed Vega Aircraft Corporation, an anchor of the local defense industry. Reflecting on this
era of her life, she proudly noted, “I had my own canteen.”’ As she prepared hamburgers, baked
pies, and served up countless cups of hot coffee, however, she witnessed another dramatic and
largely forgotten consequence of the war that enveloped the Valley. “We could stand at
Lockheed and look over there at them,” she recalled. “They had a camp. ... They had them in
prison. . . . They took ‘em from they [sic] place, in Los Angeles, and put them out there.””

The ghostlike figures Mother Ada invoked were likely the hundreds of Japanese and

Japanese American families from the San Fernando Valley and surrounding areas who had to

' Mother Ada Robinson, Interviewed by Emory Holmes II, May 7, 2002, Northeast Valley Oral History
Project, Urban Archives Center, Special Collections and Archives, Oviatt Library, California State University,
Northridge, 20 (hereafter Northeast Valley Oral History Project).
? Ibid., 20-21.
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report to a processing center in Burbank before heading off to uncertain futures in California’s
deserts or other rural parts of the interior west or south. For Mother Ada, the sight of the
Japanese Americans, “children and all,” remained with her for sixty more years. That she
recovered such an obscure and tragic chapter of local history, alongside her own personal
narratives of economic empowerment reveals the contradictory social and political landscape
fostered by the rise of the defense economy as well as the complicated transformation of the San
Fernando Valley in the shadow of war.

While popular narratives of the Valley emphasize World War II as a new wave of racially
exclusive suburbanization, this chapter expands the brief stories of race, space, and war Mother
Ada shared. With almost amazing speed, the war and its aftermath transformed the racial
fortunes for three groups of Valley residents — African Americans, Japanese Americans, and
Mexican Americans. This chapter elaborates how the events of World War II and the years that
followed shaped not only the physical development of the San Fernando Valley, but also
conceptions of race that were tied to that very landscape. Specifically, the economic and
political ramifications of the war transformed the Valley in three overlapping phases. In the first
phase, the Valley’s agricultural character began to decline as the construction of defense plants
in the east Valley provide vast new employment opportunities for a variety of new migrants
including African Americans. Mexican Americans also reaped the benefits of this new economic
order, whether they were new migrants or had lived in the Valley for generations, segregated into
agricultural labor. These two long marginalized communities used the war, which demanded
both laboring bodies in defense plants and soldiers on the frontlines, to rearticulate their places in

the racial order of the United States and the San Fernando Valley.
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However, Japanese immigrants and Japanese Americans in the Valley and across the
West Coast bore the deleterious effects of war. In the second phase of transformation, the
government’s racist campaign of forced removal and mass incarceration of innocent Nikkei
changed the Valley in two ways. First, immediately after December 7, 1941, the Department of
Justice transformed two Conservation Corps Camps in the San Fernando Valley into enemy alien
detention stations. The larger of the two, Tuna Canyon Detention Station, housed thousands of
Japanese immigrants, including many from the San Fernando Valley, along with Germans,
Italians, and Peruvian Issei. Those Japanese immigrants and their children who were not netted
immediately after December 7™ hastily evacuated their homes, farms, and other properties and
within months the Valley’s small, but vibrant, Nikkei community disappeared. Japanese
Americans found themselves in themselves in a precarious situation that tested the limits of
loyalty and citizenship.

The final phase of development took place after the war ended and as Black, Mexican
American, Japanese American White veterans flooded to the San Fernando Valley to make new
lives in peacetime. They were joined by thousands of other Japanese Americans who returned to
the Valley from the concentration camps. Two unique sets of sites illustrate the complex
racialized built environment that offered a potential vision for the postwar Valley. They
included the Basilone Homes, an integrated, state-subsidized housing project for returning
veterans that was located in Pacoima and three resettlement camps opened for Japanese
Americans, colloquially known as the Magnolia and Winona camps in Burbank and the Sun
Valley camp. These camps were initially built under the auspices of the War Relocation
Authority (WRA) and were later administered by the Federal Public Housing Authority (FPHA).

While each site clearly has its own respective history, their stories intersect at nodes of race,

59



space, and the legacies of war. Both Basilone and the WRA/FPHA camps demonstrated the
flexibility of racial discourse as the San Fernando Valley transitioned to a post-World War II
order. As the Valley’s neighborhoods swelled with new migrants from across the nation, it could
hardly return to its pre-War agrarian and modestly industrial past. However, this short window
represented a liminal time when municipal officers, local leaders, and everyday individuals had
to grapple with the racial landscape that emerged during wartime. Taken together, the
circumstances of the war and the post-war period in these three phases of development
empowered and disempowered racial communities in very different ways and informed how they

claimed the San Fernando Valley as their home.

The Rise of the Military Industrial Complex and Economic Empowerment for African
Americans and Mexican Americans

The development of defense industries in Los Angeles in the 1930s hastened the city’s
brisk growth, which began decades earlier due to the intertwined booms in oil, real estate,
housing, and other economic sectors. The construction of factories related to national defense
created massive ripple effects that shaped demographic shifts, economic development,
government policies, urban planning and social relations in metropolitan Los Angeles and
throughout the American West.” The most visible feature of this new economic order was the
factory. Yet, the factories, whether they produced aircraft or jeeps, pawned a variety of

secondary housing or service-based economies. This sprawling web of labor and employment

? Gerald D. Nash, World War I and the West: Reshaping the Economy (Lincoln: University of Nebraska
Press, 1990). Nash refers to a “military establishment” that had been present in the West since the days of European
settlement. World War II was a chapter in that much larger history. I use “military establishment” interchangeably
with “military industrial complex.”
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included rank-and-file factory workers, soldiers, scientists, government bureaucrats, construction
laborers, and service workers, such as Mother Ada, the canteen manager.

In their sum, these workers and the various sectors they represented, served the roots of
what President Dwight Eisenhower labeled the military-industrial complex in his farewell
address to the nation in 1961. President Eisenhower warned of an “immense military
establishment and a large arms industry [that] is new in the American experience” and argued
that, if not carefully checked, this military industrial complex posed “the potential for the

% To be sure, Eisenhower’s address spoke to a nation that,

disastrous rise of misplaced power.
within a single generation, saw World War II, the Korean War, and an escalating Cold War. But
the quotidian effects of the rise of a defense economy — felt in employment, housing,
metropolitan development and civil rights — began well before World War II in places such as
the San Fernando Valley

As the specter of war in Europe became a reality in the 1930s, the defense industry
already began to boom on the San Fernando Valley. Lockheed-Vega was established in Los
Angeles in 1926, began operations in the San Fernando Valley city of Burbank two years later,
and soon became a center of economic activity and a magnet for industrial workers.” Situating a
defense plant and airfield in Burbank was ideal since, as the Industrial Department of the Los

Angeles Chamber of Commerce pointed out in 1930, the city sat at the “junction of three lines of

the Southern Pacific Railway,” featured “paved highways leading out of the City in five

* Farewell address by President Dwight D. Eisenhower, January 17, 1961, Eisenhower Library; available
online at http://www.eisenhower.archives.gov/research/online_documents/farewell_address/Reading_Copy.pdf.

> Arlene Elliot, “The Rise of Aeronautics in California, 1949-1940,” Southern California Quarterly 52:1
(March 1970): 1-32; Carol Tuller, The Story of Burbank from Her Eventful Pioneer Days (Burbank: Magnolia Park
Chamber of Commerce, 1954).
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direction,” provided “twenty passenger trains [that] serve Burbank,” and enjoyed “absence of fog

and dryness of the air.”

The city of Burbank and other nearby areas such as Glendale were the
home to a variety of other airplane or airplane parts manufacturers such as Adel Precision
Products, Menasco Manufacturing, Aircraft Accessories Corporation, Air Transport
Manufacturing, and Timm Aircraft.” Despite this proliferation, however, Lockheed remained the
powerhouse in local industrial development, securing $46,836,630 in defense contracts in 1940-
1941 alone.® The aircraft producer’s presence expanded in the Valley during the war in terms of
sheer production and the construction of a new plant in Van Nuys. Needless to say, the growing
clout of the Lockheed provided thousands of new employment opportunities for Los Angeles
area residents and new migrants, including thousands of African Americans.

World War II, as many fine histories show, catalyzed the Second Great Migration of
African Americans into the great industrial centers of the North and the West.” Moreover,
popular narratives of the San Fernando Valley written by academics, local history buffs, and

boosters alike all privilege World War II as the engine of the region’s physical transformation at

midcentury. Yet, with the exception of Josh Sides’ account of Black Los Angeles, the journey to

% C.C. Richards, Jr., “Burbank,” in Industrial Department Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce, General
Industrial Report of Los Angeles County, California and Surrounding Communities (Los Angeles: Author, 1930), np
in “Los Angeles Area Chamber of Commerce (LACC) Papers, Carton 052, Regional History Center, Doheny
Memorial Library, University of Southern California; City Planning Commission of Los Angeles, The Plan for the
San Fernando Valley (Los Angeles: LA Department of City Planning, 1945), 96.

” Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce, “Industries Employing Fifty or More Persons in Los Angeles and
Metropolitan Region,” Factual Data Showing the Economic Strenght [sic] of Los Angeles (Los Angeles: The
Author, c. 1940-1941), np in Los Angeles Chamber of Commerce Papers, Carton 053, Regional History Center,
Doheny Memorial Library, USC.

8 “Summary of Defense Contracts,” Factual Data, np.
® Kenneth Kusmer and Joe W. Trotter, eds., African American Urban History Since World War 11
(Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 2009), esp. James N. Gregory, “The Second Great Migration: A Historical

Overview,” 19-38; Robert O. Self, American Babylon: Race and the Struggle for Postwar Oakland (Princeton:
Princeton University Press, 2003).
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the Valley that thousands of African Americans embarked upon is largely lost within larger
accounts of Los Angeles.'” Needless to say, those two narratives were deeply intertwined.

The government’s burgeoning military establishment redefined the physical landscape
and human geography of previously agricultural areas such as South Gate and Lynwood to the
south of downtown Los Angeles and San Fernando Valley neighborhoods such as Van Nuys and
Burbank to the north."' With the construction of defense-related plants in the central and eastern
Valley such as Lockheed-Vega, migrants from across the nation, including a significant number
of African Americans, migrated west to find lucrative jobs and new housing opportunities.'* The
northeast San Fernando Valley was the primary residential destination for these black migrants
because of its proximity to the defense plants but also because neighborhoods such as Pacoima
were the only areas that welcomed people of color. The racial segregation of the San Fernando
Valley that concentrated in Pacoima began well before the 1940s when African Americans,
Mexicans and Asian immigrants settled there to work in the nearby agricultural industry or on
the railroads. Its physical geography also reinforced segregation since the flood-prone landscape

dashed attempts for commercial and residential development for whites."> While these local

' For general accounts see: Kevin Starr, Embattled Dreams: California in War and Peace, 1940-1950
(New York: Oxford University Press, 2003); in terms of the shifting terrain of race relations see Kevin Allen
Leonard, The Battle for Los Angeles: Racial Ideology and World War II (Albuquerque: University of New Mexico
Press, 2006); Scott Kurashige, The Shifting Grounds of Race: Black and Japanese Americans in the Making of
Multiethnic Los Angeles (Princeton: Princeton University Press, 2008); and Eduardo Obregdn Pagan, Murder at the
Sleepy Lagoon: Zoot Suits, Race, and Riot in Wartime L.A. (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2003).

" Becky Nicolaides, “‘A Beautiful Place,” in My Blue Heaven: Life and Politics in the Working-Class
Suburbs of Los Angeles, 1920-1965 (Chicago: University of Chicago Press, 2002), 185-2-14; D.J. Waldie, Holy
Land: A Suburban Memoir (New York: W.W. Norton, 1996/2005).

2 On African American migration to the West due to World War II see Quintard Taylor, “World War II
and the Postwar Black West, 1941-1950,” in In Search of the Racial Frontier: African Americans in the American
West (New York: W.W. Norton and Company, 1999), 251-277.

" On the destructive history of flooding in Pacoima see Carl A. Maida, Pathways Through Crisis: Urban
Risk and Public Culture (Lanham, MD: Alta Mira, 2008), 188-90. A massive flood in 1891 halted the plans to build
a tourist-friendly and residential district near the railroad, Maida, 188. HOLC assessors in the 1930s noted that
Pacoima had “developed upon the location of an old abandoned subdivision which was platted and promoted some
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contexts may have provided a foundation for the black community in the San Fernando Valley,
civil rights activism at the federal level led to policies that ensured African Americans could
equitably tap into the economic boon of the defense industry.

On June 25, 1941, thousands of miles away from the open spaces of the San Fernando
Valley, President Franklin Delano Roosevelt signed an Executive Order that altered the direction
of the industrial development and social interactions in the Valley. Delivered to the American
public after mounting pressure from A. Philip Randolph, Bayard Rustin, and countless other
labor and civil rights leaders, Executive Order 8802 sought to “reaffirm the policy of the United
States that there shall be no discrimination in the employment of workers in defense industries or
government because of race, creed, color, or national origin . . . 1 Executive Order 8802 set
into place an inchoate civil rights architecture that included the establishment of the Fair
Employment Practices Commission and helped hasten the integration of major war industries.
Although civil rights organizers made incursions in Lockheed, Bethlehem Steel, and Ford and
their affiliated unions before EO 8802, the struggle for workplace access and equity was far from
over."”

Lockheed Vega became ground zero for the black struggle for economic empowerment in

the war industries. In a 1943 issue of The Quarterly Journal of Economics, the esteemed Black

25 years ago as a high class suburban resort. The enterprise involved the expenditure of considerable capital, but
was unsuccessful,” “Pacioma Park.”

' Franklin Delano Roosevelt, “Prohibition of Discrimination in the Defense Industry,” Executive Order
8802, June 25, 1941, text available at the Franklin Delano Roosevelt Presidential Library and Museum online at
http://docs.fdrlibrary.marist.edu/od8802t.html. On the creation of the Fair Employment Practices Commission and
civil rights more generally see A. Philip Randolph, “Call to Negro America to March on Washington for Jobs and
Equal Participation in National Defense,” Black Worker (May 1941), reprinted in Quintard Taylor, Jr., ed., From
Timbuktu to Katrina: Readings in African American History, Vol. 2 (Boston: Thompson Wadsworth, 2008),65-6;
Andrew E. Kersten, Race, Jobs and the War: The FEPC in the Midwest, 1941-1946 (Urbana and Chicago:
University of Illinois Press, 2007).

15 «Lots More Negros Are Needed in War Plants,” Life, June 15, 1941, 88.
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economist and adviser to President Roosevelt, Robert C. Weaver, suggested that “Perhaps the
most significant, and certainly the earliest examples of a sound approach to the integration of
Negroes in aircraft production occurred at the Lockheed-Vega Plant in Southern California.”"
To Weaver, the company’s leadership adhered to the integrationist initiatives of the Office of
Production Management. However, intransigence from organized labor remained an issue for
African Americans. The rise of black workers and the factory administration’s attempts to
comply with fair employment laws compelled the powerful otherwise racially exclusive union,
the International Association of Machinists (IAM), to momentarily allow African Americans to
become members.!” However, the local eventually stopped issuing union cards to black workers
because of the national organization’s racist membership policies.

As they witnessed a new chapter in civil and labor rights activism unfold, members of the
Los Angeles Urban League took this opportunity to act on behalf of workers of color and insist
upon racial integration in the industrial workplace.'® This activism combined with the oversight
from the FEPC and a wartime labor shortage resulted in Lockheed-Vega gaining a reputation, in
the eyes of the California Eagle at least, as “the bright spot of local aircraft employment.”"® The
racially progressive newspaper reported that “Twenty Negroes are employed in all branches of

skilled work at Lockheed and its subsidiary, Vega” and that any traces of hiring discrimination in

the firms were “‘cracked’ by the Allied Organizations Against Discrimination in National

'® Robert C. Weaver, “Negro Employment in the Aircraft Industry,” The Quarterly Journal of Economics
59:4 (August 1945): 608.

"7 Herbert R. Northrup, “Organized Labor and Negro Workers,” Journal of Political Economy 51:3 (June
1943): 219.

'8 Josh Sides, L.A. City Limits: African American Los Angeles from the Great Depression to the Present
(Berkeley and Los Angeles: University of California Press, 2003), 83.

19 Quotation from John Kinloch, “FEPC Faces Big Task in Bias Probe, California Eagle, October 9, 1941,
3, quoted in /bid.
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Defense and President Roosevelt’s executive order.””” In a hearing before the FEPC in 1941,
Lockheed’s director of industrial relations claimed that there were at least 34 African American
hired on to do mechanical work.”' Two years later, that number skyrocketed to approximately
seventeen hundred.”” Because of both the allure of jobs, and in some cases, unionized work,
Lockheed Vega quickly became a beacon of economic promise for African Americans and
created a migration corridor that stretched from the South to the black urban enclaves of Los
Angeles and eventually the San Fernando Valley. The Reverend T.G. Pledger, who came to the
Valley in 1942 by way of the Civilian Conservation Corps’ Camp Piedra Blanca, near Ventura,
California recalled that for African Americans other than domestic work, “the biggest thing out
here [in the Valley] was Lockheed Aircraft.”*

During the war, working-class African American women, men, and families came to the
San Fernando Valley in droves because of those lucrative employment opportunities in the
defense plants. Over 2,000 individuals migrated to the Valley during the war and another 6,000
followed in the next decade.”* This migration stream was far from monolithic and its diversity

illustrated the reach and impact of the military establishment. They ranged from scores of

*% Kinloch, “FEPC Faces Big Task,” 3. It appeared that Lockheed-Vega ranked among the most equitable
plants in Southern California in the judgment of the FEPC when it held hearings in Los Angeles in the fall of 1941.
FEPC chair Mark Ethridge found the small Vultee Company “the most negative company toward this investigation
of discrimination in industries of any that has been cited here for these hearings.” To underscore the committee’s
findings Ethridge stated “I want this to go in [the] record for the attention of the President,” see “F.E.P. Committee
Flays Big Defense Industries,” California Eagle, October 23, 1941, 1, 3.

*1 “F E.P. Committee Flays Big Defense Industries,” 3.

*2 Sides, L.A. City Limits, 83.

# Rev. T.G. Pledger, Interviewed by William Huling, December 22, 1977, Early History of the San
Fernando Valley Oral History Project, Urban Archives Center, Special Collections and Archives, Oviatt Library,
California State University, Northridge, 21 (hereafter, Early History of the San Fernando Valley Oral History

Project).

** Sides, L.4. City Limits, 104.
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returning veterans to professionals such as engineers and research scientists to defense plant
construction workers to teachers for the many children who accompanied, or were born into, this
new community.”> Moreover, African American women also reaped the benefits of the new
defense economy in the Valley as they worked on factory floors building different types of
aircraft.”® Black women, like Mother Ada the canteen manager, also found employment in
service work.

In most cases, Black migrants traversed a meandering path that followed military service
and employment opportunities in other parts of Los Angeles before eventual settlement in the
Valley. The diverse destinations on the journey of Mother Ada and her husband reflected the
migration pattern of thousands of other African Americans. Robinson, who grew up in
Louisiana where she cared for her formerly enslaved grandparents, came to California in 1942
when her husband found work as a roofer near downtown Los Angeles. Later, he became a
janitor at Lockheed and she became employed as a cook. Initially, the couple did not live in the
Valley, but in Bronzeville, the name bestowed upon Little Tokyo by its new African American
denizens when the government incarcerated Japanese Americans. The couple made their home
in an erstwhile Issei hotel in the shadow of City Hall and commuted to Burbank. The couple
then briefly lived in Watts, but after Mr. Robinson took a job working in at a pipe manufacturer
in the San Fernando area and the couple moved to Pacoima.”’” The experiences of the Robinsons
encapsulate the tremendous influence that Lockheed and the defense establishment more

generally had on the San Fernando Valley’s black community. Lockheed equipped African

* NAACP San Fernando Valley Branch, “Ten Years of Responsible and Responsive Leadership,”
(Pacoima: Author, 1965), 1 in Container 92, Folder 23, NAACP Region I Records (BANC-MSS 78/180c), Bancroft
Library, University of California, Berkeley; Rev. Hillery T. Broadous, Interviewed by William Huling, December
22,1977, Early History of the San Fernando Valley Oral History Project, 12.

%% Karin L. Stanford, African Americans in Los Angeles (Charleston, S.C.: Arcadia Publishing, 2010), 32.

¥ Mother Ada Robinson Interview, 21-2.
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Americans and, as the following section illustrates, Mexican Americans the tools necessary to
accrue a modicum of wealth. Although discriminatory housing practices kept African and
Mexican Americans in the east Valley, wages from the defense plants nevertheless provided
savings and home ownership that, in turn, laid the foundation for a multiethnic community.
Because of the racial position of Mexicans and Mexican Americans in Los Angeles, the
war shaped this community in similar but also very different ways than it had for African
Americans. Although the history of Los Angeles and the San Fernando Valley is deeply
interwoven with the Mexican and Mexican American communities, according to historian
William Deverell, Whites went to great lengths in the late 19th and early 20" centuries when
they “created distance (cultural or personal) between themselves and the Mexican past and the

2% Through racialized spatial development, labor practices, and

Mexican people in their midst.
city policies Mexican Americans were cast as perpetual foreigners, racial outsiders, and
distinctly not a part of the face of modern Los Angeles. Mexican Americans in the San Fernando
Valley occupied an ambiguous space where on the one hand, boosters staged elaborate festivals

colored by essentialized concepts about Mexican culture.” On the other hand, Mexicans

themselves were restricted by segregation and subjected to forced deportations.

* William Deverell, Whitewashed Adobe: The Rise of Los Angeles and the Remaking of Its Mexican Past
(Berkeley and Los Angeles: University of California Press, 2005), 8.

¥ Like many parts of Southern California, the San Fernando Valley’s White civic leaders adopted the
“Spanish Fantasy Past” in local celebrations and narrations of the region’s history. A particularly popular practice
was the annual fiesta in the City of San Fernando. The Los Angeles Examiner regularly sent reporters to the Valley
to cover the fiesta and in 1935, the paper wrote that each summer the San Fernando Valley “recount[s] the ticks of
time . . . living once again its glamorous past.” For a day, White residents of the Valley could discard the worries of
daily life and don “color-splashed repozos, calico dresses, mantillas, sombreros, chaps and spurs.” Meanwhile, the
“women-folk will have changed into senoras and senoritas; [the] male population [became] caballeros and
hidalgos,” see “Old Mission Scenes,” Los Angeles Examiner, June 29, 1935 clipping in “Missions, San Fernando”
folder, Los Angeles Examiner Collection, Special Collections, USC Doheny Memorial Library. For a more general
discussion see Phoebe Kropp, California Vieja: Culture and Memory in a Modern American Place (Berkeley:
University of California Press, 2006).
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Within this context, then, World War II offered huge possibilities for the San Fernando
Valley’s Mexican Americans to overcome those examples of exclusion and oppression. The
labor shortages that allowed for the economic mobility for African Americans and women of
different races gave the similar boosts to Mexican Americans who, because of their race, had
been strictly segmented in the labor market in agriculture and service or domestic industries.™
Furthermore, Mexican Americans, many of whom traced their family roots back several
generations in the San Fernando Valley yet remained outsiders to the larger fabric of the region,
participated in the military establishment through service in the armed forces. This form of
political participation attempted to create a sense of social citizenship following the tragedies of
repatriation that rocked the community during the Great Depression.

Like the thousands of migrant African Americans who made their way to the Valley at
the beckon of Lockheed, Mexican Americans found new means of employment and avenues
towards the middle class. Although in not with the same magnitude of the Great Migration,
many Mexicans created a migration pattern from the southwest to the west coast in search of
employment. Pedro Beltran, for example, a Chihuahua-born farm worker, came west from El
Paso, Texas during the war, lured by the opportunities in the defense industries. However,
possibly because of his restricted English-language capabilities he could only find work in one of
the more physically demanding sectors at Lockheed, testing tires.”!

Mexican Americans from the San Fernando Valley, particularly the bilingual second

generation armed with the language skills to navigate the workplace, flocked to the defense

% George Sanchez, Becoming Mexican American: Life and Culture in Chicano Los Angeles (New York:
Oxford University Press, 1993) and Matt Garcia, A World of Its Own: Race, Labor, and Citrus in the Making of
Greater Los Angeles, 1900-1970 (Chapel Hill: University of North Carolina Press, 2001).

*! Pete Beltran, Interviewed by Jorge Garcia, September and November 30, 1995, Latino Cultural Heritage

Oral History Project. Given the strenuous nature of his tasks, combined with the lack other workers who would
speak Spanish on the shop floor, he eventually left.
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plants during and after World War II. Carmen Amper was born in Los Angeles in 1925 and
moved to Pacoima when she was less than one year old.** She relocated in the 1940s to join her
husband Valentin in Hollywood, where the two of them lived in a residential hotel. Valentin
commuted to the Valley when he secured a position at Lockheed as a riveter. After they saved
enough money the couple purchased their own home in Pacoima after the war in 1952.

Born in 1926 to laborers on a ranch in the west Valley neighborhood of Owensmouth
(now known as Northridge), Robert Gallardo’s life bridged both the experiences of military
service and industrial work that shaped the lives of Mexican Americans in the San Fernando
Valley. After he dropped out of high school to work full time in the Valley’s asparagus fields,
Gallardo left agricultural work and enlisted in the Navy at age 17. After returning from active
combat, Gallardo availed himself of the GI Bill to attend a trade school and learned furniture
upholstery. Soon after, he became an upholsterer at Lockheed, which he recalled as nothing less
than “the Cadillac of the airways.”> Gallardo stayed with Lockheed for thirty more years, and
retired in 1989. His sister spent almost her entire working life at Hughes Aircraft, an electronics
powerhouse that originally operated in Burbank and relocated to Culver City.”* That Gallardo’s
sister also found lifelong employment at a defense plant gestures towards the important impact
this new economic order had for Mexican American women in the Valley.

The well-known daughter of Pacoima Mary Helen Ponce, who recalled her youth in the

east Valley in Hoyt Street, recalled how working in the defense industries transformed the

3% Carmen Amper, Interviewed by Emory Holmes II, June 20, 2002, Northeast Valley Oral History Project.

3 Rober