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ABSTRACT

THE PORFIRIAN HACENDADO IN SALTILLO:
AN ENTREPRENEURIAL ELITE

By

William Earl McNellie

In the period after the Revolution, historians were ex-
tremely critical of the hacienda system--particularly as it
functioned during the Porfiriato--which had dominated Mexi-
co's rural landscape for more than three centuries.
Haciendas were described as inefficient, paternalistic, and
exploitative. Hacendados fared little better. At best,
they were portrayed as absentee landowners who were more
concerned with status than production. At worst, they were
landgrabbing feudalistic lords, forcing their peons to toil
from dawn to dusk under conditions that amounted to virtual
slavery.

This dissertation, based almost entirely on records
housed in local archives, focuses on haciendas and hacenda-
dos in Saltillo, Coahuila. The general thesis running
throughout this work is that the Porfirian hacienda did not

correspond to the stereotypes developed by earlier histo-

rians and critics of Mexico's pre-Revolutionary landholding

structure. Haciendas in Saltillo were productive units

which for their time effectively utilized, within the



William Earl McNellie

constraints imposed by geography and climate, the land they
encompassed.

Saltillo's hacendados were successful due to their de-
termination not to become totally dependent upon landed hold-
ings. Agricultural holdings were supplemented by massive in-
vestments in mining, banking, commerce, and industry. Social
status appears not to have been necessarily related to land
tenure. Hacendados were far more than mere landowners. They
were entrepreneurs who supplied both the capital and the ex-
pertise to initiate the transformation of Saltillo from a
traditional, agricultural society to a modern, urban-industri-
al society.

This study is divided into six chapters--each an essay
unto itself but linked by a common thread--which deal with
various aspects of rural life in Saltillo during the Diaz
era. Chapter I provides historical and geographical frame-
works while Chapter II discusses hacienda profitability and
stresses the importance of water in an arid region like
Saltillo. Chapter III describes landholding patterns in the
municipio while the fourth chapter dissects the hacendados'
key role in the region's economic development. Chapter V
offers brief portraits of several major hacendados which
serves to underline the role of the hacendado as entrepreneur.
The last chapter examines the nature of hacienda labor in

Saltillo and highlights hacendado-peon accommodation.
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INTRODUCTION

From the end of the sixteenth century until the early
decades of the twentieth century, the hacienda dominated
much of Mexico's rural landscape. With the possible excep-
tion of the Catholic Church, no institution had a more
telling impact on Mexico's social and economic development.
The hacienda was not only the basic unit of Mexico's agri-
cultural production, but the relationship between peon and
patrén shaped as well as mirrored class relationships in
society at large. Truly, it can be argued that to know
Mexico's history one must first know the hacienda.

With the coming of the Revolution of 1910, the haci-
enda's protracted reign over Mexico's rural sector was
doomed. Revolutionary governments moved, slowly at first
but with ever-increasing determination, to dismantle the
nation's large landed estates. The rush to dissolve the
hacienda system reached its apogee during the presidency
of Lizaro Cirdenas (1934-1940), when slightly more than
seventeen million hectares were expropriated.l By 1960,
over fifty-two million hectares, 26.8 percent of Mexico's
surface, had been distributed to the nation's landless

masses. 2



Opposition to the hacienda system in Mexico, as well
as all of Latin America, stemmed from a fundamental convic-
tion that the hacienda's continued existence was detri-

3 Along with the

mental to the nation's development.
church and the army, the hacienda formed what philosopher-
journalist Jesls Silva Herzog called Mexico's "triunvirato
diabblico," a triumvirate whose power must be destroyed if
the nation was to shake off the shackles of backwardness
and oppression.4 The hacienda was condemned not only for
its supposedly paternalistic and exploitative treatment of
agricultural workers, but also because the institution was
deemed economically inefficient and therefore an inhibi-
tion on related enterprises such as commerce and manufac-
turing.

Prior to the 1970's, scholars who studied Mexico's
hacienda system generally echoed the complaints of the re-
formers. 1Indeed, it was often difficult to separate the
revolutionaries from the historians.5 Whether writing
about the colonial hacienda, haciendas in the early na-
tional period, or the Porfirian hacienda, historians and
social scientists labeled the hacienda unproductive, feu-
dalistic, and an obstacle to national growth and develop-
ment. Most commonly, they portrayed it as an institution
of social control rather than a business venture.

However, in recent years, perhaps due to the recog-

nition of the essential failure of Mexican governments



since the presidency of Venustiano Carranza (1917-1920) to
end reliance on food imports or substantially improve the
rural sector's standard of living, historians have begun
to examine and analyze the intricacies of the hacienda
system. The conclusions of this new wave of research, al-
though far from unanimous, have revealed a far more complex
and diverse agrarian structure than that portrayed by ear-
lier researchers.6

My research in the municipio (municipality) of
Saltillo in the northern state of Coahuila has provided
an additional challenge to traditional interpretations of
Mexico's hacendado class. Haciendas in southeastern
Coahuila were neither feudalistic, antiquarian, nor unprof-
itable. They were key elements in Mexico's drive toward
modernization during the period from 1876 to 1910. More-
over, I have attempted to place the hacienda and the
hacendado in a new perspective. Viewed against the back-
ground of the rapid economic development which character-
ized northern Mexico during the Porfiriato, hacendados
were at the forefront of Mexico's attempted transformation
from a traditional, rural society to a modern, industrial-
ized, urban one.

By focusing on Saltillo's landowners rather than the
day-to-day operations of their landed holdings, I have
modified the characterizations of the hacendado and ran-

chero which have dominated historical literature. That



hacendados owned haciendas and rancheros owned ranchos is
true. They were, however, not merely landowners. They
were also miners, merchants, bankers, and industrialists.
In short, they were men of affairs who were, in large part,
responsible for the economic advances Saltillo witnessed
during the Porfiriato.

Since the hacienda, together with its smaller counter-
part, the rancho, are at the center of this study, it is
essential to define these terms--no easy task, to be sure.
Scholars and other observers have employed various criteria
in their efforts to describe these elemental units of Mex-
ico's rural sector. For example, turn-of-the-century
American historian Hubert H. Bancroft cited a figure of
22,140 acres (8,959 hectares) as equalling a hacienda.7
Ben Lemert, a geographer, believed that a hacienda was a
country estate of more than 2,500 acres.8 Anthropologist
Eric Wolf believes that the typical Mexican hacienda cov-
ered about 3,000 hectares (7,143 acres).9 - Other writers
have variously placed a hacienda's minimum acreage at be-

10

tween 2,000 to 10,000 hectares. One nineteenth century

American visitor to Saltillo, Fanny Gooch, described a ha-
cienda as merely a large plantation.ll

More sophisticated definitions have accorded less at-
tention to acreage and have sought to define the hacienda

in terms of organization and purpose. Scholars employing

this criterion generally have seen the hacienda as



possessing a number of easily recognizable characteristics,
chief among them being low capitalization, use of primitive
methods of cultivation, low levels of production, self-
sufficiency, and the utilization of dependent labor (debt
peonage) . 12
To compound the confusion, several writers have uti-

lized the concept of grandes haciendas (great haciendas).13

Grandes haciendas were those rural estates which covered

many thousands, even millions of hectares. The Sdnchez
Navarro empire in central and southern Coahuila and the

holdings of the Terrazas family in Chihuahua are two ex-

14

amples usually cited. Although grandes haciendas were

considered the prototype which other hacendados supposedly
patterned themselves after, they were few in number
throughout Mexico.

Ranchos in historical literature have received rela-
tively little attention. Eric Wolf (1969) admitted that
the term does not possess a standardized meaning, while
one modern Mexican historian, Moisés Gonzdlez Navarro,
conceded that the differences between a rancho and a ha-

15

cienda were unclear. Gonzalez Navarro suggested, and

rightly so, that local distinctions between haciendas and

ranchos must be considered.16

As a general rule, however,
historians describe the rancho as a middle-class institu-

tion, smaller in size than a hacienda, and somewhat more



intensively operated than its larger counterpart.17

Often, the rancho is pictured as a family-operated enter-
prise.18
The applicability of any one of the above definitions
to the state of affairs in Saltillo is virtually nil.
This is especially true as regards the minimum acreage of
a hacienda. For example, the Hacienda Encarnacidn de
Guzman encompassed over 70,000 hectares while the Hacienda
Derramadero, easily one of the most valuable properties in
the state, covered slightly less than 10,000 hectares. On
the other hand, one 40,000-hectare spread, San Juan de

19 Santa Fe de

Retiro, was often referred to as a rancho.
los Linderos was labeled a rancho in public documents, but
it covered almost as much area (8,500 hectares) as the
Hacienda Derramadero and far more than the fifteen hectares
comprising the Rancho Vega. Several of the municipio's
most important and valuable properties referred to in pub-
lic documents as haciendas, were owned, not by an individ-
ual, but by as many as thirty different persons. Ob-
viously, they were haciendas in name only.20
In essence, in Coahuila's Central District, the re-
gion studied in this dissertation, the terms rancho and
hacienda were interchangeable. A piece of land was called
a hacienda or a rancho depending on the inclination of its

owner or simply by local custom., It is sufficient to say

that a hacienda was an extremely complicated entity, and



definitions which consider only size or certain aspects of
organizational structure do not accurately express its
complexity; rather, they obscure the essence and function
of the hacienda in Mexican society.

In this study, the accepted local term for a partic-
ular piece of property will be employed. The use of such

terms as finca or finca ridstica (rural property), predio

ristico (farmstead), and estancia (ranch), all commonly
utilized in Porfirian Saltillo, will, for purposes of
clarity, be kept to a minimum. When the term hacienda or
rancho is used, it refers to a rural holding used for
raising crops and/or grazing livestock. Reflecting the
absence of precise definitions, I have utilized impres-
sionistic modifiers such as "large" and "small." To fa-
cilitate understanding, an indication of a particular ha-
cienda or rancho's acreage will often be placed in the
text.21

In any event, if definitions of haciendas are confus-
ing and at times contradictory, the position of the ha-

cendado in Saltillo was not. He was indisputably at the

center of the municipio's economic life.
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CHAPTER 1

COAHUILA AND THE CENTRAL DISTRICT:
A BRIEF HISTORICAL AND GEOGRAPHICAL SKETCH

Situated almost directly south of the Rio Grande's
great convex curve, Coahuila lies at the heart of Mexico's
northern frontier. Bound by Nuevo Ledn on the east,
Zacatecas and San Luis Potosi on the south, Durango and
Chihuahua on the west, and Texas on the north, Coahuila is
modern Mexico's third largest state, comprising 7.7 per-
cent (151,571 square kilometers) of the nation's landmass.
Only the states of Sonora and Chihuahua are larger.

Coahuila's topography is a mixture of rugged mountains
and broken plains. The main mountain chain, an extension
of the Rocky Mountain~Sierra Madre Oriental axis, runs in
a northwest-southeast direction, from the Rio Grande, east
of the town of Boquillas, to the southeastern corner of
the state.l Elevations are highest in the southern sec-
tion of the cordillera, where several peaks reach heights
of more than 10,000 feet above sea level.2

To the west of this range, which is the state's water-
shed, exists a highland plain, sloping gradually from east

to west. This plain, the llanauras boreales, encompasses

11
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the bulk of the state's surface area. It is broken by
countless buttes, low hills, and several minor mountain
ranges. These ranges, discontinuous in nature, are gen-
erally less than 6,000 feet in altitude and contribute
greatly to the jagged topography of the state's western
and central regions. At the state's far western boundary

with Chihuahua lies the Bolsén de Mapimi, a true desert

that is virtually uninhabitable.
The area to the northeast of Coahuila's watershed
is part of the Coastal Plain of the Gulf of Mexico. Slop-

ing from west to east, these plains, the llanuras bravo,

cover a much smaller area than their more rugged western
counterparts. Elevations on the Plains of the Bravo vary
from 700 to 1,800 feet above sea level. The mountain
ranges, buttes, and hills common in the west are relatively
rare in this region, and as a result the region lacks the
rough topography of western and central Coahuila.
Coahuila's climate is arid. Throughout the state
precipitation is low and variable, evaporation rates are
high, vegetation is sparse, and soil levels are shallow,
often alkaline and of poor quality.3 To the west of the
mountain chain that divides the state, yearly rainfall
is often less than ten inches. Rainfall east of the water-
shed is more abundant, with the extreme southeastern corn-
er of Coahuila, near the municipio of Arteaga, receiving

the heaviest rainfall in the state.
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As might be expected, given low levels of rainfall,
rivers and streams in the state are widely spaced and in-
termittent in flow. The Rio Grande, on the state's north-
ern border, and the Rfo Nazas in the southwest, are
Coahuila's most notable waterways. Neither is navigable.
More typical are the countless streams which flow in name-
less arroyos during the summer months when rainfall is
heaviest but at other times of the year remain dry. Num-
erous lagunas (lagoons) spring into existence in the west-
ern portion of the state during the warmer months, but
most are shallow and evaporate quickly. No natural lakes
exist in the state, although several man-made lakes can
now be found in the northeastern section.

The focus of this study, the municipio of Saltillo,
covers slightly more than 6,000 square kilometers. Lo-
cated in the southeastern corner of the state, it is the
largest of the four municipios (Arteaga, Ramos Arizpe,

General Cepeda, and Saltillo) comprising the Distrito del
4

Centro (Central District). The topography and climate
of this region are a microcosm of the state's overall cli-
mate and topography.5

Saltillo encompasses more than one-third of the Cen-
tral District's total area (17,000 square kilometers).
The northeastern corner of the municipio, situated just

west of the Rocky Mountain-Sierra Madre Oriental axis, is

extremely mountainous. Indeed, the city of Saltillo,
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social, economic, and political center of the District and
the state capital since 1836, rests in a large elongated
mountain valley, 1,600 meters above sea level. The major-
ity of the municipio, fanning out to the west and south of
the city, rests on the eastern edge of the highland plateau
which stretches south toward Mexico City. Moving west

from the city, the transition from mountain to plain occurs
rapidly. In fifty kilometers, the average height above

sea level drops more than 400 meters. South of Saltillo
the transition from mountain range to highland plain is
less dramatic.

Arteaga, eastern-most municipio in the Central Dis-
trict, covers 1,818 square kilometers, and is the Dis-
trict's smallest municipio. It is the most mountainous
region in the state. Unlike its neighbor to the west,
Saltillo, it lies totally within the Sierra Madre Oriental
axis. Peaks in the eastern portion of the municipio,
often heavily wooded, are well over 10,000 feet above sea
level.

The northern and western portions of the Central Dis-
trict are composed of the municipios of General Cepeda
(3,676 square kilometers) and Ramos Arizpe (5,253 square
kilometers). The vast majority of these two municipios
are part of the plateau which dominates the topography
of central Coahuila. Several small mountain ranges, or
sierras, running east to west, notably the Sierra del Or-

gano and the Sierra de la Guitarra, are found south of the
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city of General Cepeda. Mountains near Ramos Arizpe are
considerably lower than the 10,000 foot giants found in
Arteaga.

The Central District, like the state as a whole, is
arid. There are no lakes or lagunas, and rivers or streams
that maintain a constant flow on a year-round basis are
unknown. The region around Saltillo receives an average
of twelve inches of rain per year, and lesser amounts are
recorded in the area west and south of the city. Arteaga,
with its high mountains serving as a trap for moisture-
laden air moving east from the Gulf of Mexico, receives
the highest levels of rainfall in the Central District,
often sixteen inches or more.

Coahuila's arid climate and irregular topography, the
absence of any large sedentary native populations, and per-
haps more importantly, the region's dearth of precious
minerals contributed to the slow pace of Spanish coloniza-
tion. The first major expeditions to reach the vicinity
of the Valley of Saltillo did not arrive until the late
1560's, forty years after Hernin Cortés overthrew Aztec
rule in the Valley of Mexico.6 Saltillo, the province's
most prominent villa (town) during the colonial period,
was not founded until 1575, and Monclova, the early capital
of the province, was not permanently settled until 1689.7
Settlement was concentrated in the southeastern section of

the state; the area within the triangle formed by Saltillo,
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Monclova, and Parras, received the great bulk of Spanish
settlers.

Coahuila's first one hundred years of Spanish occupa-
tion saw a never-ending round of attacks and raids by hos-
tile nomadic Indians coupled with Spanish retaliation and
attempts at pacification.8 The villa of Saltillo suffered
through three major Indian attacks in the decade following
its foundation: 1580, 1586, and 1588. Monclova was nearly
destroyed by hostile natives in 1721.9 Despite missionary
attempts at Christianization and acculturation, Indian
raids were a problem throughout the state until almost the

10

end of the nineteenth century. The last skirmish which

threatened Saltillo took place in 1841, and is locally re-

ferred to as "la indiada grande."ll

A beneficial by~-product of the desperation arising
from Spanish-Indian hostility in the Central District was
the relocation, in 1591, of several hundred Tlaxcalan In-
dians in the area west of the villa of Saltillo. The
Tlaxcalans, staunch allies of the Spaniards against the
Aztecs and fully acculturated by the end of the sixteenth
century, were transferred from the city of Tlaxcala, fifty
miles southeast of Mexico City, and were to be used as a
buffer of sorts between Saltillo's Spanish residents and
the region's hostile tribes.12 Given land and water by
the local Spanish authorities, the Tlaxcalans, generally

recognized as excellent farmers and horticulturists,
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formed an important branch of the District's agricultural
economy. The Tlaxcalan settlement, San Esteban de 1la
Nueva Tlaxcala, was not officially incorporated into the
city of Saltillo until 1834.13

In addition to a hunger for adventure and glory,
Spanish settlers were apparently attracted to Coahuila
for economic reasons. The region's chief function in the
early stages of Spanish rule in Mexico was as a base of
supply for mining centers in Zacatecas, Durango, and San

14 Wheat, corn, fruit, hides, livestock, and

lumber were among the region's most important products.15

Luis Potosi{i.

To a lesser extent, Saltillo functioned as a jumping-off
spot for further expeditions into the southern United
States and northwestern Mexico.

Late in the colonial period, Coahuila, and especially
Saltillo, assumed an influential role in the north's eco-
nomic life aside from agricultural prominence.16 Miguel

Ramos Arizpe, representative of the Provincias Internas

de Oriente (Eastern Internal Provinces, which included
Coahuila) at the Spanish Cortes in Cadiz (1811l) claimed,
in a celebrated report, that Saltillo was the trading
center for the viceroy's Internal Provinces. In addition
to praising Coahuila's agricultural production, Ramos
Arizpe described in glowing terms the potential future for
manufacturing interests in Saltillo.17 Indeed, the yearly
fairs held near the city attracted merchants from great

distances.18
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Despite the admitted commercial and mercantile im-
portance of Saltillo, the District and the Province
throughout the colonial period and much of the early nine-
teenth century remained sparsely settled and underdevelop-

19

ed. For example, Saltillo, largest villa in the state,

had a population of only 8,000 souls as late as the mid-

1870's.20

The factors which had inhibited early settle-
ment--lack of water, lack of mineral wealth, and hostile
Indians--continued to inhibit the region's advance. Con-
sequently, Coahuila retained its frontier character and
remained a backwater of national development.

After Mexican Independence, the state's woes were
compounded by a series of military and political reverses.
In 1836, Coahuila was shorn of a vast amount of territory
by the successful revolution and eventual independence of
Texas.21 Later, in 1846 and in 1864, foreign forces, the
Americans and the French respectively, invaded and occupied
the state. The Central District felt the repercussions
of Coahuila's military ups and downs to a degree unmatched
by any other region in the state. The invading French
and American armies occupied the city of Saltillo for
lengthy intervals. American forces, for example, remained
for nearly a year and fought a major engagement with the

Mexican army several miles south of the city.22
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The nadir of Coahuila's political existence came in
the late 1850's when the state was absorbed by neighboring
Nuevo Ledn. For seven long years, Coahuila remained polit-
ically extinct. Then, in 1864, President Benito Judrez
rewarded Coahuila for its support against the French in-
vaders and their puppet emperor, Maximilian, by severing
the state's union with her eastern oppressor.23

It was not until after 1876 that both the Central Dis-

trict and the state began to undergo a dramatic economic

expansion. The paz porfiriana (Porfirian peace) coupled

with progressive economic legislation and the coming of

the railroad were three significant factors in altering

the region's image as a backwater. By 1900, Coahuila was

considered one of the premier states of the Mexican union

and Saltillo was gaining a well deserved reputation as a

busy industrial center.24 The drab, dusty villa described

by Gilbert Haven, an American visitor to Mexico in the

early 1870's, was gone forever.25
The rapid economic development of Coahuila and the

Central District in the period from 1876 to the outbreak

of the Revolution in 1910 forms the background of my

analysis of the hacendado class in Saltillo. Combining

a willingness to expand and diversify with Coahuila's

favorable economic climate, hacendados in the municipio

of Saltillo carved out a dominant role for themselves in

the region's growth. In this area of Mexico, the hacendados

fostered rather than hindered development.
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lSee map of Coahuila at the end of the chapter.

2A number of works contain excellent descriptions of
Coahuila's and Saltillo's geography. Material in this
chapter is based on several of the more important ones:
Rollin H. Baker, Mammals of Coahuila, Mexico (Lawrence,
1956); Gilberto Caballero, Geografia de Coahuila (Saltillo,
1976); Charles Harris, A Mexican Family Empire: The Lati-
fundio of the Sdnchez Navarros, 17/65-1867 (Austin, 1975);
Eugenio del Hojo and Malcolm D. McLean, eds., Diario
Derrotero (1777-1781) por Fray Juan Agustin de Morfi SMon—
terrey, 1967); and Frederick A. Ober, Travels in Mexico and
Life Among the Mexicans (Boston, 1887).

3This discussion of Coahuila's climate is based on the
works cited in the previous footnote as well as Pablo M.
cuéllar Valdés, Historia de La Ciudad de Saltillo (Saltillo,
1975).

4See the map of the Central District at the end of
this chapter.

5See also Miguel Alessio Robles, La Ciudad de Saltillo
(M&xico, 1932), pp. 1-5.

6In 1566, Fray Pedro de Espinareda, a missionary,
visited the southwestern corner of the present state of
Coahuila. The first recorded expedition to reach what is
now the municipio of Saltillo was headed by Francisco Cano
in 1568, and in 1573 Don Luis Carvajal y de la Cueva
entered the valley in which the villa of Saltillo was later
founded. For more detailed information regarding early
Spanish explorers in the Saltillo reglon see Pablo ValdS€s,
Historia de Saltillo and Dr. J. de Jesds D4vila Aquirre,
Crbnica del Saltillo Antiguo de su Origen a 1910 (Saltillo,
1974).

7There is some controversy over the exact date of
Saltillo's foundation. Historians who follow the version
cited in Bachiller Pedro Fuentes' 1792 study, Historia de
la villa del Saltillo, use 1575 as the correct date.
Others use 1577. For data on early Monclova and the prov-
ince of Nueva Extremadura, see Harris, Mexican Family Em-
pire, p. 4, and Ildefonso Villarello, Monclova (Saltillo,
1957), pp. 1-20.
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8Those interested in reviewing Coahuila's long and
varied history should begin with Vito Alessio Robles,
Coahuila y Texas en la época colonial (México, 1938).
Other works especially worthy of consideration include, in
addition to those already mentioned, Vito Alessio Robles,
Bibliograffa de Coahuila: Histdrica y Geografica (México,
1925); Ildefonso Villarello Velez, Historia de Coahuila
(Saltillo, 1970); and Oscar Flores Tapia, Coahuila: La
Reforma, La Intervencién y El Imperio (Saltillo, 1966).
One of the best studies of Coahuila's pre-Spanish Indian
populations is William B. Griffen, Culture Change and
Shifting Populations in Central Northern Mexico (Tucson,
1969). Early Spanish-Indian conflict in northern Mexico
is discussed in Franciso R. Almada, ed., Informe de Hugo
De O'Connor Sobre el Estado de las Provincilas Internas
del Norte 1771-1776 (M&xico, 1952) and Donald E. Worcester,
ed., Instructions for Governing the Interior Provinces of
New Spain, 1/86 (Berkeley, 1951).

9Harris, Mexican Family Empire, p. 4.

10Robert Weddle, San Juan Bautista: Gateway to Span-
ish Texas (Austin, 1968), asserts that along the Rio Grande
border, Indian raids were more of a problem to settlers
than a lack of water. Saltillo's archives reveal numerous
instances of complaints to the state government about In-
dian attacks in the 1870's and 1880's.

11Literally "the great gang of Indians." See Valdés,
Historia de Saltillo, p. 38. David B. Adams, "The
Tlaxcalan Colonies of Spanish Coahuila and Nuevo Ledn:
An Aspect of the Settlement of Northern Mexico," Ph.D.
dissertation, University of Texas, 1971, offers the best
discussion of Spanish~Indian relations in the vicinity of
Saltillo.

12Chax:les Gibson, The Aztecs Under Spanish Rule (Stan-
ford, 1964), pp. 10-200 passim.

13The only indepth study of the Tlaxcalan settlement
in Saltillo is contained in Adams, "Tlaxcalan Colonies."
See also Valdés, Historia de Saltillo, pp. 22-28.
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14This viewpoint is documented in Barry Carr, "Las
Peculiariades del Norte Mexicano, 1880-1927: Ensayo de
Interpretacién," Historia Mexicana 22, no. 3 (January-
March, 1973); Vito Alessio Robles, Bosquejos Histdricos
(México, 1938); Frangois Chevalier, "The North Mexican
Hacienda: Eighteenth and Nineteenth Centuries," in
Archibald R. Lewis and Thomas F. McGann eds., The New World
Looks at Its History: Proceedings of the Second Interna-
tional Congress of Historians of the United States and
Mexico (Austin, 1963); and Nettie Lee Benson, ed., Report
of Ramos Arizpe to the Spanish Cortes (Austin, 1950).

15Benson, Report of Ramos Arizpe, pp. 8-20.

16The north, in the context of this paper, encompasses
the area north of the Tropic of Cancer including the pres-
ent-day states of Sonora, Chihuahua, Durango, San Luis
Potosf, Coahuila, Nuevo Ledn, Tamaulipas, and part of
Sinaloa.

7Benson, Report of Ramos Arizpe, p. 20 ff.

l8A brief description of these fairs can be found in
Harris, Mexican Family Empire, pp. 107-109.

19Leonidas Hamilton, Border States of Mexico (San
Francisco, 1881), p. 182.

20Hamilton, Border States, p. 182.

21Texas, once a part of Mexico, was governed by
Spanish/Mexican authorities from Saltillo until the 1830's.

22Samuel Chamberlain, My Confession (New York, 1956),
and Benjamin F. Scribner, Camp Life of a Volunteer: A
Campaign in Mexico (Austin, 1975), are two excellent
sources describing various aspects of the American occupa-
tion of Saltillo.

23Final approval of Coahuila's separation from Nuevo
Ledn by the national legislature was not secured until
1868.

24Percy Martin, Mexico of the Twentieth Century,
(2 vols.; New York, 1907), II, p. 25.
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25Gilbert Haven, Our Next Door Neighbor: A Winter in
Mexico (New York, 1875), p. 385.
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CHAPTER II

HACIENDAS IN SALTILLO:
PRODUCTION, PROFITABILITY, WATER

The agricultural structure of the municipio of Saltillo
during the Porfiriato was extremely varied and the role of
the hacienda was at least as complex. Haciendas were nei-
ther an overwhelmingly dominant force, as in the state of
Morelos, nor the virtual nonentity described by Frans
Schryer for the Sierra Alta district of northwest Hidalgo.l
The distinctive feature of Saltillo's rural structure was
balance: balance between haciendas and smaller landhold-
ings, and balance between subsistence and market agricul-
ture. Haciendas were important in the region's rural
framework, but they did not--indeed, given their lack of
control over dependable sources of water for irrigation,
could not-~lay undisputed claim to the dominant position.

In most respects, agricultural production in Saltillo
was not unlike that of other regions in north and north
central Mexico.2 Corn, wheat, and beans combined with
onions, beets, and other vegetables comprised the bulk of
the municipio's crops. Alfalfa, barley, oats, and other
cereal grains were harvested in smaller quantities than

those registered for corn, wheat, and beans. A myriad of

26
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orchards located in and around the city of Saltillo, par-
ticularly in the old Pueblo de San Esteban, yielded nuts
and fruits, especially apples and quinces, for local con-
sumption as well as export.3 Fibrous plants such as
guayule and ixtle4 were harvested throughout the municipio
but did not approach the status of large-scale cash crops
as did henequen in Yucatan or sugarcane in Morelos.5 Al-
though Coahuila was an important source of cotton for Mex-
ico's emerging textile industry, its cultivation was limit-
ed to the western portions of the state and did not extend
into Saltillo. Agricultural staples such as rice, sugar,
and coffee were imported from outside the municipio.

Great divergence was evident in the production of
corn, wheat, and beans within the municipio. Corn, accord-
ing to various municipal documents, was harvested on near-

6 Sown in

ly every hacienda, rancho, and labor in the area.
May and June, and harvested in November and December, it
was Saltillo's principal crop, at times exceeding wheat
production by as much as four hundred percent.7 Corn har-
vested in the municipio was shipped both to markets in the
city of Saltillo and to the interior states of central
Mexico.

Wheat, typically sown in October and November and
harvested the following spring, may not have been as exten-

sively cultivated as corn, but it was certainly one of the

most profitable crops for area agriculturalists. 1In 1902,
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municipal officials indicated that returns from the sale
of wheat were roughly three times the cost of production,
while the return from the sale of corn was, again roughly,
twice the production cost.8 In local markets wheat was
frequently more expensive than corn. 1In 1893 and 1896,

two years for which complete monthly price lists for agri-
cultural products sold in Saltillo's markets are available,
wheat never sold for less than corn, even when wheat sup-
plies were abundant. For example, in the late summer and
early fall of 1893, wheat cost three to four centavos per

9

pound, while corn was only two centavos. In 1896, a year

when wheat was abundant, wheat still sold for more than
corn.10

Whether wheat was harvested on the majority of area
haciendas and ranchos is open to question. 1In 1899, as
well as 1904, wheat was not reported to have been grown
on all landed estates in the municipio but, from all in-
dications, only on those properties possessing dependable

sources of water for irrigation.ll

By 1910, however, most
haciendas and ranchos were reported to be cultivating
wheat.12 Perhaps the gradual transformation of Saltillo's
agricultural sector from subsistence orientation to one
producing for national and international markets during the
latter half of the Porfiriato provide Saltillo's landowners

with an increased incentive to expand their cultivation of

wheat. Indeed, land under cultivation in the municipio,
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although a constantly fluctuating area, increased gradually
between 1900 and 1911, from 35,000 to 51,000 hectares..>
Wheat harvested in the municipio, much like corn, was
consumed in local markets in Saltillo, Arteaga, General
Cepeda, and Ramos Arizpe. Wheat, often in the form of
flour, was also exported to Mexico's interior states, the
burgeoning industrial center of Monterrey, and the United
States.14 In 1883, the United States' consular officer in
Saltillo, John Wadsworth, reported that grain exports from
the municipio went principally to San Antonio, Texas.
Wadsworth went on to claim that the export of Mexican
wheat to the United States was surprising, but that wheat
grown in Saltillo had an "exquisite flavor" which presum-
ably accounted for its great demand north of the border.15
Beans, third member of Mexico's triumverate of basic
foodstuffs grown in large quantities in the municipio,
were, from all indications, consumed only at the point of
production or sold in the marketplaces of Saltillo. There
is little indication that they were exported from the
municipio, paralleling a situation common in other regions

16 Unlike the case of corn, beans, even by

of the country.
1910, were not grown on more than fifty percent of the ha-
ciendas and ranchos in the municipio. Perhaps the fact
that neighboring Ramos Arizpe and Arteaga harvested large
quantities of beans which were apparently marketed in
Saltillo contributed to the relatively low production lev-

els in Saltillo.17
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Rainfall and frosts were the crucial factors in sepa-
rating good years from bad in Saltillo. Guillermo Purcell,
an influential industrialist and hacendado in the state,
succinctly analyzed the importance of water to area agri-
18

culturalists when he stated that no rain meant no crops.

In 1910, the presidente municipal, Rafael Siller Valle, in

a report to the governor's office, claimed that lack of
rainfall coupled with killing frosts made agricultural
production in the municipio's unirrigated lands quite risky.
Siller Valle also indicated that it was rare to have two or
three consecutive years of good harvests. A much more typ-

ical ratio, according to the presidente municipal, was one
19

good year for two years of scarce havests. It is little
wonder that news of rain or frosts was faithfully reported
in the few newspapers published in Saltillo.

Water and cultivated acreage went hand-in-hand since
lack of water meant that potentially arable and fertile
land was not placed into cultivation. 1In 1865, owners of
the Hacienda Encarnacidén de Guzman reported that not all

their land was planted because of "esterilidad de aguas."20

Instead, their lands were dedicated to the raising of live-
stock. In the same year, the renter of Rancho Trinidad

suggested in a letter to the presidente municipal that lack

of water contributed to the fact that three quarters of his

land was uncultivated.21
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Throughout the Porfiriato, Saltillo and the Central
District as well as the entire state of Coahuila were
plagued by periodic droughts which crippled agricultural
production. Municipal and state congressional documents
reveal drought conditions prevailed in the early 1880's as
well as the late 1890'3.22 But by far the worst drought
spanned the years immediately preceeding the outbreak of
the Revolution. From 1905 to 1910, landowners in Saltillo
and the northern tier of Mexican states suffered one disas-
trous harvest after another. 1In 1908, responding to in-
guiries from the Federal government, owners of flour mills
in Saltillo reported that grain harvests in the municipio
that year would not be sufficient even to meet local de-

mand.23

Clemente Cabello, a millowner and one of Saltillo's
largest landowners, claimed in 1911 that "in the past five
years only one [harvest]l has been prosperous . . . the
other four have been completely sterile. . . ."24
In short, agriculture was a risky business in Saltillo,
and this perceived risk, which seemed more pronounced than
the chances undertaken by hacendados in Yucatdn and Morelos
who could produce cash crops for which there seemed to be
an insatiable worldwide demand, played a significant role
in the municipio's landholding patterns. Without depend-
able sources of water for irrigation, and without the possi-

bility of growing such commercially profitable crops as

sugarcane, cotton, hemp, or coffee, land was not in great
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demand. The drawbacks inherent in Saltillo's agricultural
sector drove many individuals into safer investments in
banking or industry.

The importance of water in Saltillo cannot be overem-
phasized. Water, or better said, a lack of it, determined
not only how land was utilized, but the very nature of
Saltillo's landholding patterns. To own large amounts of
land in Coahuila meant, in reality, little without suffici-
ent water for irrigation or to maintain livestock. Control
of water brought with it not only high agricultural yields,
but some escape from the problems caused by the region's
arid climate. Water, not land, was the key element in
Saltillo's agricultural structure. Somewhat surprisingly,
the municipio's best irrigated land was not controlled or
owned by hacendados.

The bulk of the land in the municipio which possessed
dependable sources of water for irrigation was centered in
the triangular-shaped stretch of land between Saltillo,
Arteaga, and Ramos Arizpe. Water in this region flows from
a number of ojos (literally, "eyes," artesian wells) which
even today provide Saltillo's residents with much of their
water.25 This was was the property of the municipio.26
Landowners holding rights to utilize this water paid taxes,

27 This

computed monthly, to the municipio for its use.
land and water, among the most valuable properties in the

municipio, was not controlled by area hacendados. Rather,
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parcels in this relatively small portion of Saltillo were
owned by smaller proprietors who worked them as a family
unit, often with the assistance of one or two sharecroppers.
The control small landowners exercised over the muni-
cipio's most dependable sources of water can be seen by
examining landholding patterns in two o0ld haciendas:
Cerritos and Gonzdlez. As early as 1865, ten years before
Porfirio Diaz's rise to national eminence, the Hacienda
Gonzélez, situated northeast of Saltillo (see map below),
was owned and operated by thirty-nine separate individu-

als.28

A typical proprietor held one labor (usually less
than ten hectares), and more importantly, corresponding
water rights. The hacienda received monthly the use of
thirty days of water and each resident was permitted to tap
into the hacienda's water supply for periods of from four
hours to as much as six days. Twelve to eighteen hours was
the avera.ge.29
Ten years later, in 1875, municipal documents reveal
that the proprietors of the land and water of the Hacienda
Gonzllez still numbered more than thirty--thirty-seven in

30

fact. In 1896, the hacienda contained forty-five fincas

31 Finally, in 1904, Gonzalez was reported

(rural estates).
to have simply "several" (varios) owners.32 Moreover, al-
though land registry records indicate a brisk action in

land sales throughout the Porfiriato, especially in small

landholdings such as those comprising the fincas in the
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Gonzalez hacienda, there is no indication that any one in-
dividual tried to acquire substantial amounts of land in
Gonzalez or elsewhere.

For example, between March 1900 and May 1901, a period
of fourteen months, three separate holdings in Gonzalez
changed hands. None of the three new landowners, José€
Leén del Rfo y Gonzdlez, José Marfa Ddvila, and Emilio
Rodrfguez, owned land in the hacienda prior to their new

33 In short, the Hacienda Gonzalez received

acquisitions.
approximately ten percent of the municipio's water and was,
throughout the era of Diaz, owned by an ever-increasing
number of small proprietors.

The Hacienda de Cerritos, located south of the Hacien-
da Gonzdlez close to the eastern edge of Saltillo along
the major highway between the city and Arteaga, had sev-
eral important sources of water, principally the 0Ojo de
Agua. Landholding patterns on the hacienda present another
example of small proprietors obtaining and retaining land
with reliable sources of water. Cerritos was, apparently,
during the colonial and early national periods, a hacienda
of at least 3,500 hectares, but by the beginning of the
Porfiriato, the hacienda had been divided into thirty-two
separate holdings. Each lot or holding encompassed no less
than 114 hectares coupled with proprietary rights to

twenty-four hours of water per month.34



35

Ramos Arizpe

Arteaga

Saltillo

Cerritos

- Gonzilez

- Ramones
Torresillas

- Valdez

- San Juan Bautista
~ Rodrigquez

- Pena

OO WN
1

FIGURE 3

MAP OF AREA EAST OF SALTILLO






36

Like the Hacienda Gonzélez, Cerritos continued to be
labeled in municipal documents a hacienda, despite the fact
that it was not, in any common sense of the word, a hacien-

da.35

More significantly, even fifteen years after the
final determination of the hacienda's property boundaries,
Cerritos' small proprietors had not lost their land to
supposedly land-hungry hacendados. Transfers of property
had taken place, but the overall number of holdings had not
been reduced. No single individual attempted or at least
succeeded in acquiring a majority of the plots in the ha-
cienda when they came on the market. Municipal documents
in 1904 and 1911 simply listed Cerritos as being owned by
"varios" individuals.36
The control small proprietors managed to maintain
over their holdings in the old haciendas of Cerritos and
Gonzilez enabled them to dominate ownership of the
municipio's well irrigated lands. Of the roughly 3,900
hectares reported as comprising the Hacienda Cerritos in

37 The

1904, 880, or twenty-three percent, were irrigated.
owners of Cerritos therefore controlled sixteen percent of
the total number of hectares in the municipio (5,500) which
benefited from dependable sources of water for irrigation.38
A similar set of circumstances existed in numerous
0ld haciendas near Saltillo. Of the ten haciendas and

ranchos which in 1895 were listed as paying taxes for the

use of municipal water, seven were owned by more than one
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individual. (See Table 1.) In all, the seven haciendas,
which were collectively owned by over 100 individuals,
controlled nearly 2,000 irrigated hectares, or approximate-
ly forty percent of the municipio's total amount of well
irrigated acreage. The remaining three properties paying
taxes for the use of municipio water were owned by single
individuals: Antonio Narro, Miguel Cepeda, and the widow
of Eugenio Barousse. Moreover, based on 1904 records,
neither Buenavista nor Encantada had more than 100 irri-

gated hectares.39

TABLE 1

HACIENDAS AND RANCHOS TAXED FOR
USAGE OF MUNICIPIO WATER, 1895

Water Utilized

Hacienda Owners (in days)
Arispe Widow of Barousse 30
Buenavista Antonio Narro 30
Cerritos Varios 30
Encantada Miguel Cepeda 30
Gonzalez Varios 30
Rodr{guez Varios 30
San Juan Bautista Varios 30
Pena Varios 30
Torresillas y Ramones Varios 30

Valdez varios 30
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Most large haciendas and ranchos in Saltillo were
relegated to the drier southern and western portions of the
municipio (see map on following page). There, on holdings
which were apparently dwarfed by haciendas in the neighbor-
ing state of Chihuahua, the land's surface was covered with
cacti and scrub brush and, more importantly, lacked reli-
able sources of water. It is this area of Coahuila which

Andrés Molina Enriquez referred to as seco, arenoso, arido,

Y triste.?0 Why hacendados were not interested in control-
ling the municipio's well irrigated properties is a ques-
tion treated in the following chapter. Of greater signifi-
cance for the purposes of this chapter is how the hacendado
utilized the land at his disposal and to what degree he

was able to gain ascendancy over the agricultural structure
of Saltillo. Overall the hacienda's control of the region's
agriculture was limited, due to a lack of dependable sources
of water for irrigation. The small proprietor was alive

and well in Saltillo throughout the Porfiriato.

Crops cultivated on area haciendas followed the same
pattern found on the region's smaller landholdings. Corn,
wheat, and beans, along with barley and oats, were the pri-
mary crops, and it appears that acreage planted in corn
accounted for more than eighty percent of hacienda crop-
land. For example, in 1904, Clemente Cabello's Hacienda
Ventura produced 2,000 hectoliters of corn and minimal

amounts of beans. No wheat or other cereal grains were
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harvested on Ventura. In the same year, corn harvested on
the Hacienda Derramadero, located west of Saltillo near the
boundary with the municipio of General Cepeda, dwarfed the
hacienda's wheat production (11,000 hectoliters of corn
compared to 130 hectoliters of wheat).4l
As a result of a general lack of dependable sources of
water on their holdings, owners of large estates in the
western and southern sections of the municipio developed
avenues other than raising cereal grains to ensure their
livelihood. Guayule and ixtle, both of which are found
growing wild over most of the municipio, were harvested
for export to Europe and the United States, and were a
source of profit to area hacendados. 1In 1904, Clemente
Cabello sold to the Anglo-Mexicana Company options to har-
vest guayule on land he owned in Ramos Arizpe. The con-
tract was to last for ten years, and in addition to an
initial 12,000 peso payment, the company agreed to pay
Cabello, monthly, fifteen pesos for the use of his roads
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and pastures. Two years later, in 1906, Cabello signed

a contract with a German and British backed firm, Adolfo

Marc Sociedad, which permitted the company to harvest
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guayule on the Hacienda Ventura. In 1909, Damaso

Rodriguez's heirs sold all existing guayule on the so-

called Hacienda San Carlos to a Mexican company for 27,500

pesos.44 San Carlos had cost Rodriguez, originally, just

slightly more than 4,000 pesos.45
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Other hacienda owners took advantage of the scrub
brush and small trees which covered much of their land,
particularly along the slopes of the sierras which criss-
crossed their holdings, to raise money. In 1896, on
Enrique Maas's Jagﬁey de Ferniza and Hedionda Grande,
345,000 kilos of wood, worth 1,200 pesos, were cut to use
as firewood in Saltillo. In the same year, on other ha-
ciendas in the western and southern regions of the munici-
pio, including Dimaso Rodriguez's Derramadero, nearly
3,000,000 kilos of wood, worth slightly over 17,000 pesos,
were cut for firewood, for conversion into charcoal, and
for construction.46

Despite the importance of guayule, ixtle, and wood
in the overall scope of hacienda operations, most hacienda
owners in the arid and sparsely settled sectors of Saltillo

turned more often to stock raising as a major source of

income. Goats and sheep (ganado menor) and cattle and

horses (ganado mayor) were found in considerable numbers

on large landholdings. Goats, due to their adaptability
to the climate and their multitude of uses, were the most
numerous type of livestock held by Saltillo's landowners.
Most livestock was of native origin, the importation of
specialized breeds from Europe or the United States being

relatively uncommon.
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Stock raising frequently rivaled the production of
cereal grains as the primary factor in Saltillo's economic
structure. For example, the market value of the meat from
animals slaughtered during 1907, including goats, pigs,
sheep, and cattle, was reported to be 393,777 pesos. For
the same year agricultural production, specifically beans,

47 1n 1908,

corn, and wheat, was valued at 341,000 pesos.
livestock slaughtered in Saltillo was valued at 471,000
pesos, while corn, wheat, and bean production was reported
to be worth 593,000 pesos.48

Meat from slaughtered animals was consumed by
Saltillo's residents; hides were used in manufacturing
and were also important exports. According to United
States Consular Officer John Wadsworth, nearly 30,000
pounds of goat skins were shipped from Saltillo in Septem-
ber and October 1883, destined for markets in New York.49
In 1908, D&maso Rodribuez, owner of several haciendas and
ranchos, reported that he had cured well over 2,000 hides
during the past year. Rodriguez's hides may have been
destined either for transshipment to foreign markets or
for use in the growing shoe manufacturing industry in
saltillo.>?

The importance of stockraising to large landowners
can be measured by several yardsticks. 1In addition to

the above mentioned figures for the value of meat and

hides, the percentage of the municipio's surface area
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devoted to pasturage overshadowed land under cultivation.
In 1904, for the municipio as a whole, 607,764 hectares
were devoted to pasturage as compared to only slightly
more than 30,000 hectares under cultivation--a ratio of

approximately twenty to one.51

Land usage on the Hacienda
Ventura brings the extensive but unavoidable dominance

of pasture land into sharper focus. 1In 1904, less than
three percent (1,600 hectares) of Ventura's total area

was cultivated while nearly 46,000 hectares, ninety-seven
percent of the hacienda's acreage, was described as pas-
turage.52 Table 2 illustrates the ratio of pasture land
to cropland on several of the municipio's largest hacien-
das.

An essential matter that this--or any inquiry into
Mexico's late nineteenth century rural structure--must deal
with surrounds the question of hacienda profitability,
which in turn depends on the degree to which resources were
utilized. Writers such as Andr&s Molina Enriquez and his
legion of followers insisted that the hacienda was a non-
economic enterprise, a throwback to Europe's feudalistic
middle ages where social status and the amount of land one
owned went hand-in-hand. After Molina Enriquez published
his scathing critique of Mexico's economic ills in 1909,
historians and others accepted and expanded upon his as-

sumption. Critics of the hacienda came to associate un-

profitability with underutilization. The typical argument
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TABLE 2

LAND USAGE ON SALTILLO'S
LARGEST HACIENDAS, 1904
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was that haciendas were too large to utilize their land
effectively. Hence, they were underproductive and un-
profitable, and drags on Mexico's economic development.
In recent years, however, historians have begun to
erode the foundations of this view of the hacienda.53
Writers who criticized the hacienda and hacendados did so
without examining the ambience in which they operated.
Saltillo's haciendas were large, but they were not under-
utilized. They appear to have been functioning, given
the talents of their individual owners, more than adequate-
ly within the context forced upon them by climate and geog-
raphy. Despite the fact that area haciendas were strongly
oriented toward raising livestock, they harvested the great
bulk, typically seventy percent or more, of the municipio's
corn and beans crops. Only their harvests of wheat fell
below those recorded by small proprietors, and available
evidence suggests this was a matter of circumstance
rather than an inherent inefficiency. The remainder of
this chapter will discuss yields attained by area agri-
culturalists--both large and small--and will offer some
indication of hacienda profitability. The message which
emerges is that in an arid region like southeastern

Coahuila, property size (hacienda, rancho, labor) was not

related to agricultural yields; water was.
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As suggested above, the picture of hacienda production
in Saltillo was mixed. There is sufficient evidence to
suggest that haciendas, as a group, did not monopolize
the production of wheat. 1In 1904, small proprietors har-
vested nearly eighty percent (500,000 kilograms) of Sal-
tillo's yearly wheat production. Landowners on the well
irrigated old haciendas northeast of Saltillo devoted
nearly all of their small parcels of land to the cultiva-
tion of wheat. The small proprietors working the old,
well irrigated, Hacienda Cerritos in 1904 harvested 160,000
kilograms of wheat, nearly twenty~five percent of the
municipio's total production in that year.54 In the period
from 1905 to 1910 small proprietors contributed no less
than forty-five percent of the municipio's yearly wheat
production.55

For corn and beans, the productive superiority
achieved by small proprietors in wheat was absent. 1In
1904, haciendas produced well over seventy-five percent of
the corn harvested in the area and seventy-one percent of
Saltillo's bean crop. The Hacienda Derramadero produced
nearly ten percent of the municipio's total bean harvest
in 1904, and two haciendas, Derramadero and Muchachos,
accounted for almost thirty-five percent of the area's

56 Between 1905 and 1910,

corn production in that year.
haciendas maintained their superiority in the production

of corn and beans. Small proprietors contributed no more
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than thirty percent of the total harvests of these main-
stays of Saltillo's agriculture.57

Nevertheless, the ratios presented by these figures
require an important modification. Hacendados in Saltillo,
paralleling a situation common in other regions of northern
Mexico, made heavy use of sharecroppers.58 Large-scale
employment of sharecroppers, although contributing to the
municipio's overall production levels, undoubtedly de-
creased the share of that production assigned to the ha-
cendado. Sharecroppers, despite sharing their production
with landowners, were in essence small proprietors.59

Data from a 1911 municipal census indicate that there
were at least 950 sharecroppers working land on thirty-six
of the area's largest landholdings in that year, far more
than the 276 sharecroppers reportedly working on area ha-
ciendas and ranchos seven years earlier in 1904. 1In all,
these sharecroppers cultivated more than a third (9,000
hectares) of all land under cultivation on those same
properties. Sharecroppers (medieros) who received one<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>