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In the United States, many of the initiatives to protect nature began among 
urban elites. Though several  factors contributed to the rise of pro- environmental 
be hav ior, the way elites perceived and related to the city was an impor tant di-
mension of environmental protection. That is, what eventually emerged as the 
conservation movement in the early twentieth  century was built on the activism 
that began centuries earlier in urban areas. As cities grew, urban elites  were am-
bivalent about them. They developed what could best be described as a love- hate 
relationship with cities. This is not unusual: the city evokes complex emotions 
in  people. On the one hand, it attracts vast numbers of  people who want to live, 
work, and play in its confines, but on the other, many fear it or are repulsed by 
it. Some are si mul ta neously attracted to and repelled by it.

Elites  were among the latter group: the city both fascinated and troubled 
them. Their desire to enrich themselves, build power ful financial institutions, 
flex their industrial muscles, use their publications to broadcast their messages 
on the grandest stages, and exert power and control over the masses drew them 
to the cities. The cities also had the most luxurious homes; influential networks; 
exclusive social clubs; power ful churches; the most prestigious theaters, muse-
ums, libraries, and universities; elegantly landscaped open spaces; and unparal-
leled opportunities to innovate and execute ideas. Though elites found  these 
aspects of city life appealing, they  were appalled and alarmed by what they 
perceived as its disorderliness and rampant immorality. By the nineteenth  century, 
crime, vice, riots, overcrowding, poverty, diseases and epidemics, premature death, 
pollution, uncontrolled industrial development, and massive conflagrations  were 
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commonplace. The rich and poor rubbed elbows as they went about their daily 
routines, and racial mixing grew more commonplace in poor neighborhoods 
as  people scrambled to find affordable housing.  These conditions led elites to 
establish a foothold in the city yet to look beyond its bound aries for adventure, 
beauty, serenity, inspiration, and ways of reinforcing their status. In essence, the 
desire to establish themselves in the cities was counterbalanced by a strong im-
pulse to move outward and away from it.

It is not surprising that environmentalism started as an urban phenom-
enon,  because many of the reforms that laid the groundwork for the birth of 
conservationism and preservationism took place in cities before they did in 
the countryside. Long before outdoor recreationists, wilderness advocates, 
and wildlife activists began campaigning to protect remote natu ral spaces, 
urban environmental activists campaigned for environmental protection and 
undertook a series of initiatives to improve conditions in the city: urban resi-
dents had to decipher how to dispose of their wastes properly, provide clean 
and adequate  water for residents, rid the cities of epidemics, provide safe 
and affordable housing, reduce air pollution, monitor industries and control 
where they  were sited, reduce fire hazards, monitor the quality of the food 
supply, alleviate overcrowding, and provide open space and recreational op-
portunities for their burgeoning populations. I examine  these early reforms 
in greater detail in The Environment and the  People in American Cities (Tay-
lor 2009).

This book, The Rise of the American Conservation Movement, examines the 
actions and experiences of elites with regard to environmental protection. It 
traces the outward movement of  people from the cities to the countryside and 
wilderness; it studies the rise of competing bodies of environmental thought 
as conflicts arose over access to land and resources, industrial development, 
degradation, resource depletion, governance, and sustainability.  These bodies 
of thought include Transcendentalism, primitivism, frontierism, conservation-
ism, preservationism, and business environmentalism.

The book analyzes the roles of economic, business, po liti cal, intellectual, 
policy,  legal, and religious elites in the rise of  these ideologies. Yet it also 
examines the thoughts, actions, and experiences of poor whites and  people 
of color, which are key to understanding how environmental protection 
evolved in the United States. The book also investigates the relationship be-
tween gender and environmental protection. Hence discussions of racism, 
discrimination, sexism, and classism inform the narrative of this book as it 
explores themes such as wildlife conservation, wilderness and park preserva-
tion, the establishment of hunting and fishing ethics, rural beautification and 
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farmscaping, outdoor recreation and the establishment of sportsmen’s clubs, 
the formation of environmental organ izations, and the promulgation of en-
vironmental policies.

Overview of the Book

The Rise of the American Conservation Movement examines the activism of the 
elites  behind that rise. Some of  those elites moved outward, leaving the cities 
 behind to live in or explore the countryside, wilderness, and other remote areas. 
Some left the city to  settle in the West and pursue entrepreneurial opportuni-
ties, while  others wanted to escape its ills. Some left the city for health reasons, 
some out of curiosity;  others wanted to test themselves. What ever the reasons 
for their outward sorties, the experiences that resulted from the journeys led 
many to become active in environmental affairs. When one looks at environ-
mental history, one cannot help but notice the significant impact that wealthy 
urbanites had on the nineteenth-  and early twentieth- century environmental 
campaigns. This book examines how  these activists conducted conservation 
campaigns, crafted environmental policies, and left their mark on the conserva-
tion movement.

Though this book is about the rise of conservation thought and action, un-
derstanding the urban context from which the activists originated is impor tant. 
Though some conservationists got involved in environmental issues  because of 
their aversion to the city or the constraints urban life placed on them,  others got 
involved  because of the unparalleled opportunities the city provided— the chance 
to collaborate with like- minded individuals, incubate ideas, and plan campaigns. 
Furthermore, the urban environmental campaigns gave the budding conserva-
tionists valuable experiences and helped to set the stage for activism aimed at 
preserving and conserving resources. The conservationists and preservationists 
discussed in this book drew on the tactics, strategies, framing, and models that 
 were successful in early urban environmental campaigns. For instance, in the 
campaigns to establish national parks and forests, activists drew upon the lessons 
learned in the urban parks campaign. Moreover, many of the activists continued 
to live in the cities as they explored the countryside and wildland areas.

The Rise of the American Conservation Movement situates outdoor recreation, 
wilderness, and wildlife activism in the context of the urban environmental ac-
tivism that went before it, helping the reader to understand the relationship be-
tween  these two realms of activism. The book studies the roles of a wider range 
of activists than earlier works in this genre have done. It examines how social 
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class (wealth, power, and privilege), race, and gender affected the articulation 
of prob lems, the development of environmental policies, and the resolution 
of issues. Like other environmental history books, it looks at how upper-  and 
 middle- class white males advocated for environmental protection, but it does 
not stop  there: it also discusses the interactions between the upper,  middle, 
and lower classes; between males and females; and between whites and eth-
nic minorities. The book examines the indigenous  peoples of the West as well 
as the voluntary and forced migrations of  people of color to the West as the 
country was settled. The book analyzes the social implications of environmen-
tal policy formation and the rise of the conservation movement and highlights 
both the role businessmen played in responding to environmental prob lems 
and the challenges produced by their involvement. It dissects the framing of 
environmental prob lems and the assignment of blame for environmental deg-
radation, asking how  these narratives changed over time and how  people re-
sponded to  those changes.

Fi nally, the book examines the mixed motives of  people who became involved 
in conservation issues. While it is tempting to portray conservation advocates 
as  either saints or sinners, such a simplistic approach to this complex story is 
inadequate. Most of the actors got involved in conservation issues for multiple 
reasons; some of  those reasons  were admirable, but  others bear questioning. 
Likewise, their tactics and strategies ranged from demo cratic and populist to 
exclusionary and autocratic. Thus this book examines the trade- off between 
public participation in conservation policy making and an elite- driven model of 
conservation decision making devoid of public repre sen ta tion and input.

Part I of the book (chapters  1 and  2) introduces key concepts that arise 
throughout the narrative and sets the stage for the early years of the conserva-
tion movement. Chapter 1 focuses on the central concepts, which are or ga nized 
around environmental thought, social dynamics, framing of discourses, insti-
tutionalization, power, and privilege. Chapter 2 looks at how conditions in the 
cities prompted the rise of environmental activism: as urban areas became larger, 
more crowded, and more industrial, wealthy urbanites began to explore nearby 
rural areas as well as far- flung destinations, and  those explorations heightened 
their environmental consciousness and stimulated actions to protect nature.

Part II (chapters 3–5) illustrates the ways that sexism, racism, and discrim-
ination affected the rise of the environmental movement and recounts how 
 women and  people of color contributed to conservation despite the barriers 
they faced. By looking at the recreational pursuits of upper- class men and  women 
and how their interests influenced their participation in conservation activities, 
it explores the interactions between elites, the working class, and minorities as 
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activists sought to define sporting ethics, identify prob lems of resource deg-
radation, and set about monitoring and managing said resources. Chapter  3 
examines the cult of manhood and the impetus for men to explore beyond the 
bound aries of cities and engage in outdoor recreation. Chapter 4 discusses the 
cult of true womanhood and the way that construct constrained and framed 
 women’s experiences, while chapter 5 looks at class dynamics as well as the ex-
periences of  people of color in the wilds.

Part III (chapters  6–8) analyzes efforts to protect wildlife, particularly 
birds, big game, and fish. It examines the relationship between hunting, over-
fishing, and the decimation of wildlife stocks, describing the rising awareness 
about environmental degradation and resource depletion and identifying ac-
tivists and organ izations that emerged to lead the nature protection campaigns. 
It also looks at some of the class, gender, and racial conflicts that arose during 
the emergence of explicit conservation discourses, the development of a con-
servation ethic, and the articulation of clear conservation ideologies. Fi nally, it 
discusses the impact of social class, race, gender, and wealth on the framing of 
 those discourses, on policy formation and the enactment of conservation laws, 
and on responses to resource scarcity.

Part IV (chapters  9–12) studies the emergence of the preservationist per-
spective and the rise of wilderness and national park preservation. Both men and 
wealthy white  women played impor tant parts in efforts to beautify rural areas, 
propagate the spread of pastoral landscapes, and conserve forests and other open 
spaces, but  there  were clear differences in gender roles. This section of the book 
discusses  those differences and analyzes the role of race, class, and gender in the 
major preservationist  battles of the early twentieth  century and in the social con-
struction of the emerging conservation and preservation discourses. It compares 
conservation and preservation ideologies and looks at their relation to the estab-
lishment of the national forest and park systems, respectively. It also explores how 
corporate interests intersected with conservation and preservation.

Tying together the major points presented in the preceding chapters, the 
conclusion summarizes the characteristics of the early conservation movement 
through the lenses of class, race, and gender.

Other Books in This Series

This book is the second in a series. The first book, The Environment, and the 
 People in American Cities: 1600s–1900s, is a detailed account of environmen-
tal change, policy making, reform, and activism in American cities from the 
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seventeenth to the twentieth centuries. The book examines the responses of 
elites and ordinary citizens as they strug gled to enhance morality, civility, cul-
ture, and social order in the cities.

The third book in the series, Toxic Communities: Environmental Racism, 
Industrial Pollution, and Residential Mobility, examines the issue of siting of 
hazardous facilities in minority and low- income rural and urban communities. 
It investigates the historical and con temporary policies and practices that help 
to account for the siting patterns as well as the responses of  people of color to 
the presence of hazardous facilities in their communities.



PART I
THE IMPETUS FOR CHANGE
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The conservation movement arose against a backdrop of racism, sexism, class 
conflicts, and nativism that  shaped the nation in profound ways. Though  these 
 factors are not usually incorporated into environmental history texts, they are 
incorporated into this narrative  because they are critical to our understanding 
of how discourses about the environment  were developed, policies formulated, 
and institutions or ga nized. Hence, this chapter identifies seven key concepts 
that recur in the book: (1) race relations; (2) colonialism; (3) nativism; (4) gender 
relations; (5) the evolution of environmental ideologies; (6) power elites and 
environmental governance; and (7) the creation of an environmental identity.

Race Relations in the Environmental Context

Four aspects of race relations that had considerable impact on the transforma-
tion of the environment are defined  here: the appropriation of Native American 
land and resources; the enslavement of blacks; the seizure of Latino territories; 
and the containment of Asians.

1
KEY CONCEPTS INFORMING  

EARLY CONSERVATION THOUGHT
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euro- indian relations and the ideology of conquest
The role that race played in the formative experiences of early environmen-
tal activists and their subsequent formulation of environmental ideologies has 
been understudied, but race issues— relationships between Eu ro pe ans and non- 
Europeans— were critical to the development of environmental discourse and 
activism in the United States. For instance, the American government and Eu-
ro pean settlers battled Indians for centuries to gain control over the land and 
other resources.  These conflicts played significant roles in the crafting of policies 
that had lasting impacts on indigenous  peoples and the environment.

During the  battles to control land and resources, Native Americans  were 
overpowered militarily and decimated by diseases. Tribal lands  were seized as 
war bounties or through treaty making and breaking. Furthermore, Indians  were 
repeatedly expelled (or removed) from their homelands, forced to live in reser-
vations located on marginal lands, and allotted small parcels of land on which 
to subsist. Over time, federal Indian policies evolved to focus on the control 
of land,  water, and mineral resources; the extermination and containment of 
Indians; forced assimilation, the transformation of Indians into farmers and 
urban low- wage laborers; and restrictions on religious and cultural expression 
(Nabokov 1991; Taylor 2009, 2014).

The first commercial trade between Indians and whites in North Amer i ca 
prob ably occurred in the eleventh  century, when Nova Scotia Indians traded 
gray fox and sable pelts for Viking knives and axes. During the fifteenth and 
sixteenth centuries, as timber, fur- bearing animals, and other natu ral resources 
 were depleted in Eu rope, Eu ro pe ans explored the Amer i cas for raw materials. 
Consequently, the French, En glish, and Dutch competed with each other to 
trade with Indians. In exchange for trinkets, metal objects, liquor, and guns, 
Indians traded raw materials such as salt, tobacco, wood, fish, fur, and hides. 
However, as trade increased Indians found themselves competing with each 
other to extract natu ral resources and trade them as rapidly as pos si ble (Nabo-
kov 1991: 32–35; R. Thornton 1987: 11–12).

Despite the long history of commercial relations, whites and Indians had 
vastly diff er ent views and attitudes  toward the land. Whites viewed Indian wor-
ship of animal spirits, rocks, and rainbows as pagan rituals to be purged. Hence, 
by the 1630s numerous Spanish missions  were established in the South and 
thousands of Indians  were Christianized;  those who refused baptism  were 
beaten or executed. In the Southwest, in what is now New Mexico, the Spanish 
established a feudal system (the encomienda) sustained by the perpetual servi-
tude of the native inhabitants. When British soldiers took over the territory 



in the 1700s, they sold thousands of the Indian converts into slavery (Han-
nan 2001; Nabokov 1991: 50–52, 70; U.S. Commission on  Human Rights 1992: 
13–31).

Native Americans and whites had differing views of the land, and this led 
to many conflicts and the disenfranchisement of indigenous  peoples. Indians 
viewed themselves as custodians and stewards of the earth, not as masters with 
dominion over it. By contrast, white settlers saw the land as a commercial 
product best suited for private owner ship and exploitation; consequently, they 
cleared forests for cultivation and the development of towns, and private prop-
erty was essential to their entrepreneurial ventures. Whites  were also disdainful 
of the Indian custom of sharing undeveloped, common land.  These differences 
formed the philosophical basis of the Euro- American seizure of Indian lands.

The justification for seizing land was articulated early on when the first gov-
ernor of Mas sa chu setts, John Winthrop, expressed a view that was typical of the 
Eu ro pean perspective on Indian land- use practices. He questioned the commu-
nal living arrangements and seasonal migration patterns of Native American 
tribes. He also articulated and rationalized a colonialist ideology of conquest 
that paved the way for the appropriation of Indian land and resources. In so 
 doing, Winthrop distinguished between two rights to the land— a natu ral 
right and a civil right. He argued that Native Americans had a natu ral right to the 
land, but Eu ro pe ans in settling and developing the land had a civil right to it. 
The civil rights, in his view, superseded the natu ral rights. In 1629, Winthrop 
argued that the earth was the “Lord’s garden” and that the earth was given to 
the “sons of Adam to be tilled and improved by them” (Winthrop [1629] 1846: 
272–276).1 Winthrop justified the taking of Indian lands by arguing:

That which is common to all is proper to none. This savage  people ruleth 
over many lands without title or property; for they enclose no ground, 
neither have they  cattle to maintain it, but remove their dwellings as 
they have occasion . . .  And why may not Christians have liberty to go 
and dwell among them in their waste lands and woods, (leaving them 
such places as they have manured for their corn,) . . .   there is more than 
enough for them and us. (Winthrop [1629] 1846: 275–276)

John Locke also promoted individual owner ship of land and resources in his 
writings about natu ral and property rights. In 1689, Locke argued that  humans 
had a right to self- preservation, therefore they had a right to food and drink to 
subsist on as provided by nature. He stated, “The earth and all that is therein 
is given to men for the support and comfort of their being.” However, Locke 
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made an impor tant argument about the appropriation of resources for individual 
use. He contended that though the bounties of the earth are given to  humans 
in common,  there must be a way to “appropriate them some way or other be-
fore they can be of any use, or at all beneficial, to any par tic u lar men” (Locke 
[1690] 1824: 144–145).2 Raising the question of native  peoples’ common use of 
resources, Locke argued that they had a natu ral right to resources, but postulated 
that once an individual added his or her  labor to bring about the improvement or 
development of a par tic u lar resource, then that person gained individual rights 
to it and can claim it as individual property. Locke argued,

The fruit or venison which nourishes the wild Indian, who knows no en-
closure, and is still a tenant in common, must be his . . .   Every man has a 
“property” in his own “person.” This nobody has any right to but himself. 
The “ labour” of his body and the “work” of his hands, we may say, are 
properly his. Whatsoever, then, he removes out of the state that Nature 
hath provided and left it in, he hath mixed his  labour with it, and joined 
to it something that is his own, and thereby makes it his property. (Locke 
[1690] 1824: 145–146)3

Locke assumed that resources  were bountiful; consequently, he argued that 
one can remove resources from the communal pool as long as one leaves ad-
equate resources of good quality for  others. That is, privatization should not 
result in the taking of something from someone  else. In addition, one should 
not take excessive amounts, only what one can use without causing spoilage. 
However, since mineral resources did not rot, one could accumulate as much 
as one wanted. To avoid spoilage of resources that tended to degrade, one could 
sell them before they rotted (Locke [1690] 1824: 147–150).  These arguments 
provided a rationale for privatization and trade in or aggregation of resources 
to generate wealth that had a strong influence on American thought.

Over the years, the courts  were asked to rule on the primacy of agricultural 
and industrial land uses over communal land use and subsistence activities 
such as hunting and gathering. At first the courts  were reluctant to decide. For 
instance, in Johnson v. McIntosh (1823), the court balked at taking sides. Chief 
Justice John Marshall argued, “We  will not enter into the controversy,  whether 
agriculturalists, merchants, and manufacturers, have a right, on abstract princi ples, 
to expel hunters from territory they possess, or to contract their limits. Conquest 
gives a title which the Courts of the conquerer cannot deny.” However, five years 
 later James Kent, an expert on American jurisprudence, argued decisively that 
the “cultivators of the soil” should be given priority over hunters vis- à- vis their 
property rights ( J. Kent 1828: 312).



the enslavement of blacks
Although Indians  were enslaved in the United States, enslavement  wasn’t 
the primary means by which tribes  were suppressed. Eu ro pean settlers over-
powered native tribes through warfare, the appropriation of land, treaties, 
and the control of natu ral resources. By contrast, blacks  were subjugated 
primarily through forced migration from Africa and enslavement on Ameri-
can soil.

Historical rec ords indicate that Africans had been visiting the American 
shores since the early 1500s and that African slaves  were brought to Span-
ish Florida in the 1560s. The colonists who established St. Augustine in 1565 
brought black slaves with them to help in the building of the settlement (Reyn-
olds 1886: 20–105). However, blacks  were not systematically enslaved  until 
the seventeenth  century. In 1619, about twenty Africans from Angola arrived 
in  Virginia on a British pirate ship. The census shows that in 1623  there  were 
twenty- two blacks in  Virginia. Shortly thereafter blacks  were enslaved in re-
sponse to chronic  labor shortages in the region (L. Bennett 1993: 5–12, 66–75, 
84–90;  D.  B. Davis 2006: 124; Franklin and Moss 1994: 57; Parish 1989: 
12–26;  U.S. Census Bureau 1864: xiv). Roughly 12.5 million slaves  were put 
on ships sailing from Africa to the Amer i cas from the sixteenth  century to the 
nineteenth; about 10.7 million Africans arrived alive in the Amer i cas— the re-
maining 1.8 million died at sea. Estimates are that 389,000 of the Africans who 
survived the Transatlantic crossing  were brought to the United States (Eltis 
and Richardson 2010: 4, 17–18; Sublette and Sublette 2016: 10–11; U.S. Census 
Bureau 1975: 1168).4

The slave population in Amer i ca increased rapidly. The 1790 census of 
southern states indicated that  there  were 650,000 slaves; the total population 
of the United States was 4 million at the time. By 1830 the number of slaves 
had increased to more than 2 million, even though the importation of slaves 
had been banned in 1808 ( table 1.1). The slave population continued to rise. 
However, as opposition to slavery mounted, slaves  were increasingly concen-
trated in fifteen slaveholding states. In the intercensal period between 1850 
and 1860 the white population in slaveholding states increased by 27.3  percent, 
while the slave population in  those states increased by 23.4  percent. In 1860, 
slaves accounted for almost 4 million of the 12.2 million  people residing in the 
slaveholding states.  There  were also 251,000  free blacks living in  those states 
(L. Bennett 1993: 101–102; Parish 1989: 12–26; U.S. Census Bureau 1864).5 Na-
tionwide, slaves comprised roughly 31   percent of the  labor force in 1800 and 
about 23  percent in 1860 (Lebergott 1966: 117–204; U.S. Census Bureau 1864, 
vii).  Table 1.1 also shows that rate of growth of  free blacks slowed dramatically 
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over time, and only about 9   percent of the blacks living in Amer i ca in 1860 
 were  free.

Some slaves  were highly skilled in a variety of trades. Though  there is a ten-
dency to view the slave as an unskilled plantation worker or a worker taught a 
trade by his or her master, some slaves brought skills developed in Africa with 
them on the slave ships. When the Eu ro pe ans explored the African shores, they 
encountered  people already skilled in mining and metalwork. West African 
craftsmen manufactured farm implements and handicrafts (Genovese 1972: 
388–392). Most of the slaves brought to North Amer i ca came from agrarian 
socie ties in West Africa, so they  were experienced farmers and  cattle producers 
(Blassingame 1979: 5). Rice cultivation was one such job: Africans skilled in 
growing the crop  were brought to the Carolinas as slaves to cultivate it. Planta-
tion  owners  were willing to pay high prices for slaves from Sierra Leone, Gam-
bia, Liberia, Senegal, Ghana, and other rice- growing regions of Africa. By the 
1690s the Carolinas became the largest supplier of rice in the world. As was the 
case with the Carolinas, Africans being transported to New Orleans took rice 
seedlings with them (Alpern 2013: 35–66; P. A. Bruce 1895: 331; Carney 2001; 
Littlefield 1991; Sublette and Sublette 2016: 170–171; Wood 1975: 36). Africans 
also brought indigo to the United States; sesame seeds  were also brought for 
agricultural and medicinal uses (Bedigian 2013: 67–120; Sublette and Sublette 
2016: 171).

 table 1.1. Census of Slaves and  Free Blacks: 1790–1860

Year of 
Census

Number 
of  Free 
Blacks

% 
Increase

Number of 
Slaves

% 
Increase

Total 
Number 
of Blacks

% 
Increase

1790 59,466 697,897 757,363
1800 108,395 82.3 893,041 28.0 1,001,436 32.2
1810 186,446 72.0 1,191,364 33.4 1,377,810 37.6
1820 233,524 25.2 1,538,038 28.8 1,771,562 28.6
1830 319,599 36.9 2,009,043 30.6 2,328,642 31.4
1840 386,303 20.9 2,487,455 23.8 2,873,758 23.4
1850 434,449 12.5 3,204,313 28.8 3,638,762 26.6
1860 487,970 12.3 3,953,760 23.4 4,441,730 22.0

Source: U.S. Census Bureau. 1864. Population of the United States in 1860, Compiled from the  
Original Returns of the Eighth Census. Department of the Interior. Washington, DC: Government 
Printing Office.



appropriation of latino  
territories and disregard of treaties

Initially, Latinos  were incorporated into the United States through military 
conquest as territory was appropriated from Mexico during the first half of the 
1800s. The period of conquest began with the 1836  Battle of San Jacinto and 
ended with the 1853 Gadsden Purchase. In 1819, Mexico permitted foreigners 
to  settle in the area now known as Texas. By 1830, a year  after Mexico abolished 
slavery, about twenty thousand Anglos (mostly southerners) and about two 
thousand “freed” slaves (who had been forced to sign lifelong contracts with 
their former  owners) lived in the territory. Soon a number of  factors— feelings 
of racial superiority, anger over Mexico’s decision to abolish slavery, defiance 
of the order to pledge allegiance to the Mexican government and convert to 
Catholicism (both of which  were required of residents in Mexican territory), a 
rise in the number of Eu ro pean settlers pushing for in de pen dence from Mexico, 
and the failure of diplomatic efforts— resulted in the Texas Revolt of 1835–36 
(Aguirre and Turner 1998: 143; Anna 1978; Archer 2003; Estrada et  al. 1981: 
103–131; Hamnett 1986).

The creation of the Republic and the granting of statehood in 1845 provided 
the pretext for further U.S. expansion into Mexican territory, thereby setting 
the stage for the Mexican- American War, which was fought between 1846 
and 1848.  Under the 1848 Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, which ended the war, 
Mexicans living in the Southwest  were considered U.S. citizens. The treaty also 
guaranteed that Mexicans could retain their po liti cal liberty; what ever prop-
erty they owned; and the Spanish language, as a recognized and legitimate lan-
guage. However, by the end of the war Mexico lost about half of its territory, 
while the United States increased its territory by a third.6 The United States 
acquired more land in 1853 with the Gadsden Purchase, when Mexico sold over 
forty- five thousand square miles of territory in what is now Arizona and New 
Mexico to gain an infusion of cash to rebuild its war- ravaged economy. The 
United States purchased the land so it could build railroads to California (Archer 
2003; Estrada et al. 1981: 103–131; Hamnett 1986).

Treaties notwithstanding, violations of the civil and property rights of 
Latinos  were widespread. In Texas, the transfer of land (by fraud, intimida-
tion, vio lence, and force) from Mexicans to Anglos began with the Revolt and 
accelerated  after the war ended. Though Mexicans could defend their property 
rights in court, the financial costs  were staggering, hence, it was not eco nom-
ically feasible for them to defend their land owner ship rights through the  legal 
system.  Those who went to court ended up selling their land to pay their  legal 
bills. As they took over land, Anglos  adopted Mexican mining, ranching, and 
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agricultural techniques. Consequently, whites in Texas expanded the  cattle and 
sheep ranches as well as the cotton plantations, while Mexicans  were relegated 
to the low- wage  labor pool. Essentially, this resulted in a transfer of power that 
resulted in the ascendency of white power brokers and the downward mobility 
of Mexicans (Estrada et al. 1981: 103–131).

Mexicans  were dispossessed of land more slowly in New Mexico than in 
Texas. Native Americans and Mexicans or ga nized to defend the territory from 
the few whites who ventured in. New Mexico had communal villages with 
communal grazing and  water rights in the more densely populated north, and 
privately owned haciendas in the south. It took a military occupation of the 
area to open up the territory to white cattlemen and farmers, and it was only in 
the late 1800s, when the railroads  were built, that many whites moved into the 
territory. The land transfers accelerated then. Arizona (originally a part of New 
Mexico) was also very sparsely populated by Indians who successfully resisted 
Christianization. The army fought the tribes in the 1880s, and this helped An-
glos gain control of the land. Meanwhile, Latinos became low- wage laborers 
and  were forced to live in segregated mining and railroad towns (Estrada et al. 
1981: 103–131).

From the eigh teenth to the early nineteenth  century, Spain sent colonizers 
of the Franciscan Order to California to build missions on large tracts of land, 
convert Native Americans to Catholicism, and teach the indigenous  people ag-
riculture. Mexican artisans  were brought to the missions in the 1790s to facili-
tate the aims of the missions. Regardless, the missions  were not self- sufficient, 
and by the 1830s the system collapsed and the Franciscans left California ( J. E. 
Bennett 1897a: 9–24; 1897b: 150–161; Estrada et  al. 1981: 103–131; Vallejo 
1890).

Between 7,500 and 13,000 Mexicans lived in California in 1848, and some 
 were power elites, but within fifty years they  were a powerless minority.  After 
the Texas Revolt, large numbers of whites started flooding into California. 
This migration accelerated during the gold rush. Thousands of Chinese and 
some Chileans also joined the influx of new settlers. Whites took control of 
the goldfields and declared that all nonwhites  were foreigners who could not 
own land or become citizens. Taxes  were imposed on foreign miners, and even 
though they  were citizens Latino miners  were taxed. Taxes  were also levied 
against the vast landholdings of Latinos and they  were forced to show titles 
to prove their land claims. Prior to this, Latinos  were taxed on the basis of the 
amount they produced, not on the acreage of the land. Litigation costs  were 
high and  lawyers usually charged a contingency fee of one quarter of the land in 
question. By the time the lawsuits  were settled, most Latinos  were left landless. 
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