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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
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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 deveIOpment. 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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INTRODUCTI ON

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

patron 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 Lazaro Cardenas (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.



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 themental to the nation's development.

church and the army, the hacienda formed what philosopher-

journalist Jesus Silva Herzog called Mexico's "triunvirato

diab61ico," 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. Indeed, 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 lOther writers

have variously placed a hacienda's minimum acreage at be-

tween 2,000 to 10,000 hectares.10 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).l3
 

Grandes haciendas were those rural estates which covered
 

many thousands, even millions of hectares. The Sanchez

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 Gonzalez Navarro,

conceded that the differences between a rancho and a ha-

cienda were unclear.15 Gonzalez Navarro suggested, and

rightly so, that local distinctions between haciendas and

16 As a general rule, however,ranchos must be considered.

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.l7

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 Encarnaci6n 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 deRetiro, 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 rustica (rural prOperty), predio
 

rustico (farmstead), and egtangia (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 I

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 Le6n 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.1 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 topoqraphy of the state's western

and central regions. At the state's far western boundary

with Chihuahua lies the Bolsén de Mapimf, 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. 810p-

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 Rio 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
 

Centro (Central District).4 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—

1aden 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 Herman 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 yllla 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 yllla 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 la

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
Luis Potosi. Wheat, corn, fruit, hides, livestock, and

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

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.l6 Miguel

Ramos Arizpe, representative of the Provincias_InEarnas
 

(la Oriente (Eastern Internal Provinces, which included

Coahuila) at the Spanish Cortes in Cadiz (1811) 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

17 Indeed, the yearlymanufacturing interests in Saltillo.

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--1ack 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



19

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 Juarez

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 yllla described

by Gilbert Haven, an American visitor to Mexico in the

early 1870's, was gone forever.2

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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1See 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 Sanchez Navarros, 1765-1867 (Austin, 1975);

Eugenio del H030 and MalcolmD. McLean, eds., Diario

Derrotero (1777--l781) por Fray Juan Agustin de Morf1 {Mon-

terrey, 1967i; and Frederick A. Ober, Trayelsin Mexico and

Life Among the Mexicans (Boston, 1887).

 

 

 

 

 

 

3This discussion of Coahuila' 3 climate is based on the

works cited in the previous footnote as well as Pablo M.

Cuellar Valdés, Historia de La Ciudad de Saltilla (Saltillo,

1975). ‘7

 

4See the map of the Central District at the end of

this chapter.

5See also Miguel Alessio Robles, La Ciudad de Saltillo

(Mexico, 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 region see Pablo Valdes,

Historia de Saltillo and Dr. J. de Jesus Davila Aguirre,

Cffinica 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,

I957)! pp. l_20o
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8Those interested in reviewing Coahuila' 5 long and

varied history should begin with Vito Alessio Robles,

Coahuila y Texas en la epoca colonial (México, 1938).

Otfier works especially worthy of consideration include, in

addition to those already mentioned, Vito Alessio Robles,

Bibliggrafia de Coahuila: Hist6rica y_Geografica (Mexico,

1925); Ildefonso Villarello Velez, Historia de Coahuila

(Saltillo, 1970); and Oscar Flores Tapia, Coahuila: La

Reforma, La Intervenc15n_y El Imperio (Saltillo, 1966T.

One of the best studies of C5ahu11a 8 pre-Spanish Indian

populations is William B. Griffen, Culture Chaage and

Shifting Populations in Central Northern Mexico (Tucson,

1969). Early Spanish--Indian cofiflict in northern Mexico

is discussed in Franciso R. Almada, ed., laforme da Hugo

De O'Connor Sobre el Estado de laa Proyincias Internaa

del—Norte 177I41776 (MExico, 1952) and Donald E. Worcester,

ed., Instructions for Governing the Interior Provinces of

New Spain, 1786 (Berkeley, I951).

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

9Harris, Mexican Family Empire, p. 4.
 

10Robert Weddle, San Juan Bautista: Gateway tq_Span-

ish Texas (Austin, 196877 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 Valdes,

Historia de Saltillo, p. 38. David B. Adams, "The

Tlaxcalan ColSnies of Spanish Coahuila and Nuevo Leon:

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.

 

12Charles 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 Saltlllo, pp. 22-28.
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14This VieWpoint is documented in Barry Carr, "Las

Peculiariades del Norte Mexicano, 1880-1927: Ensayo de

Interpretaci6n," Historia Mexicana 22, no. 3 (January-

March, 1973); Vito Alessio Robles, Basqaejos Histdricos

(Mexico, 1938); Francois Chevalier, T'T'he 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 Sagand Interna-

tiBfial Congress of Historians of the United States and

Meiico (Austin, 1963T7 and Neitie 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

Potosi, Coahuila, Nuevo Leon, Tamaulipas, and part of

Sinaloa.

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

18A brief description of these fairs can be found in

Harris, Mexican Family Empire, pp. 107-109.
 

19Leonidas Hamilton, Barder 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_Confessiaa (New York, 1956),

and Benjamin F. Scribner, Camp Life of a Volunteer: A

Campaign in Mexico (Austin, I975), are two excelIent

sources describing various aspects of the American occupa-

tion of Saltillo.

 

 

23Final approval of Coahuila's separation from Nuevo

Le6n by the national legislature was not secured until

1868.

24Percy Martin, Mexico of the Twentieth Century,

(2 vols.; New York, 19073, II, p. 25.
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25Gilbert Haven, Our Next Door Neighbor: _a Winter in

Mexigg_(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 in1y 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

7 Corn har—production by as much as four hundred percent.

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. In 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. In 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. In 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 pr0perties possessing dependable

11 By 1910, however, mostsources of water for irrigation.

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.13

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 byof 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.l7
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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-

l8
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 pgesidente 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. In 1865, owners of

the Hacienda Encarnacidn de Guzman reported that not all

their land was planted because of "esterilidad aa 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's.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. In 1908, responding to in-

quiries 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] 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 Yucatéh 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 alga (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,

computed monthly, to the municipio for its use.27 This

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 old haciendas:

Cerritos and Gonzalez. As early as 1865, ten years before

Porfirio Diaz's rise to national eminence, the Hacienda

Gonzalez, situated northeast of Saltillo (see map below),

was owned and operated by thirty—nine separate individu—

als.28 A typical proprietor held one lEBSE (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 average.29

Ten years later, in 1875, municipal documents reveal

that the proprietors of the land and water of the Hacienda

Gonzalez 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

Le5n del Rio y Gonzalez, Jose Maria Divila, and Emilio

Rodriguez, owned land in the hacienda prior to their new

33 In short, the Hacienda Gonzalez receivedacquisitions.

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 Gonzalez 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 912 aa

agaa. 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
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. . I . .
Like the Hac1enda Gonzalez, 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

Gonzalez 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 The1904, 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

old 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

Rodriguez Varios 30

San Juan Bautista Varios 30

Pefia 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

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

40

 

y triste. 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).41

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. In 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

42
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

43 In 1909, Damasoguayule on the Hacienda Ventura.

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 Démaso 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 maygr) 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 In 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, Damaso Rodriguez, 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.50

The importance of stockraising to large landowners

can be measured by several yardsticks. In 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. In 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 Andres 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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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. In 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. In

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

corn production in that year.56 Between 1905 and 1910,

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. In 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-half

of the crOps they harvested in 1911, outnumbered those who

retained only a third of their harvests (tercieros) by

more than three to one.60

 

Determining per hectare yields attained on area land-

holdings over extended periods is difficult. Periodic

droughts coupled with killing frosts caused yields to

vary wildly. In 1908, for example, 70,000 hectoliters of
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corn, 10,430 hectoliters of wheat, and 17,000 hectoliters

of beans were harvested.61 One year later, only 40,000

hectoliters of corn, 8,690 hectoliters of wheat, and 8,000

hectoliters of beans were produced.62 Moreover, local doc-

uments provide data for total production on individual

landholdings, but not the number of hectares devoted to

cultivating specific crops. However, although precise

figures are beyond reach, determining the general order of

agricultural yields in the municipio is a definite possi-

bility.

According to data taken from the Ceaao Agroepecuario
 

(Land and Livestock Census) of 1911, haciendas as a group

were outproduced, on a per hectare basis, by every type

of small proprietor: those who worked their land them-

selves, renters, and independent sharecrOppers.63 (Table

3 provides a visual display of yields attained by area

landholders between 1905 and 1910; Table 4 provides compar-

able data from a 1904 municipal survey.) However, this

should not suggest that small landholdings were more effi—

cient than larger holdings nor that small proprietors

utilized their land more effectively than hacendados.

Rather, they reflect the basic divisions of the municipio's

agrarian structure. Given the concentration of large land-

holdings in the arid, desolate southern and western por-

tions of Saltillo where stock raising was predominant and

little land devoted to cultivation, there exists no reason
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TABLE 3

YIELDS PER HECTARE, SALTILLO, 1905-1910

 

Bushels Per Hectare
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to expect hacienda production levels, per hectare, to match

those of smaller landholdings. Small proprietors, who

benefited from the use of dependable sources of water for

irrigation of cereal grains, especially wheat, were destin—

ed by conditions rather than by an inherent superiority

to outproduce neighboring hacendados.

Indeed, it is essential to note that on large hacien-

das in Saltillo which did possess water for irrigation

purposes, a rare circumstance, agricultural yields actually

exceeded those registered by small proprietors. For exam-

ple, in 1904, the Haciendas Derramadero and Buenavista,

each encompassing more than 6,000 hectares and possessing

sufficient water for irrigation, produced per hectare

yields of corn and beans which equaled or surpassed yields

64 Buenavista and Derramadero, respec-on smaller holdings.

tively, produced in that year 4.5 and 17 bushels of corn

per hectare. Yields for corn on small landholdings in

1904 were 4.5 bushels per hectare. (See Table 4.)

Derramadero, which accounted for ten percent of the munici-

pio's entire bean crOp in 1904, recorded a yields of two

bushels per hectare for beans, double that registered by

small proprietors.65

Water, not land, was the great equalizer in Saltillo.

Landholdings there and perhaps all of northern Mexican

cannot be meaningfully divided into the classic categories

of large and small, except to provide elementary
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descriptions. A more logical and accurate division cuts

along a more precise line: landholdings with water and

landholdings without water. Disputes over water rights

and the upkeep of irrigation ditches were seemingly more

frequent than arguments over prOperty lines.66 More sig-

nificantly, agricultural yields in Saltillo were sometimes

given in terms of the amount of water utilized rather than

the land area.67

Proprietors of small parcels in well irrigated, old

haciendas such as Cerritos and Gonzalez had more in common,

in terms of yields, with large haciendas like Buenavista,

which also utilized municipio water, and Derramadero, than

they did with other small but waterless landholdings which

dotted the landscape. Although small prOprietors, as a

group, produced over eighty percent of the municipio's

wheat in 1904, the vast bulk of wheat harvested by small

proprietors was produced on well irrigated holdings. The

haciendas Cerritos, Pefia, Gonzalez, Rodriguez, San Juan

Bautista, and Valdeces—-all receiving water from municip—

ally owned sources-—accounted for eighty percent of the

wheat produced by small proprietors.68 In the same year,

1904, large haciendas with water for irrigation like

Derramadero and Muchachos, harvested nearly thirty-five

percent of the municipio's corn and twenty percent of its

beans.69
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If, as the above paragraphs stress, haciendas were

not underutilized, there also exists sufficient data in

Saltillo's archives to suggest that haciendas, overall,

were profitable enterprises.7O A rough measure of profit-

ability is to compare the initial cost of a hacendado's

land to the market value of the crops he harvested. For

instance, Damaso Rodriguez's landed holdings in Saltillo,

acquired between 1880 and 1896 in five separate transac~

tions, cost slightly over 18,000 pesos.71 In 1904 alone,

his estates produced crops (beans, wheat, and corn) with

a market value of 54,000 pesos, or three times his origin-

al investment. Additional monies were earned by selling

firewood, guayule, and livestock. In the same year, 1904,

Clemente Cabello's Hacienda Ventura, purchased by Cabello

in 1885 for 30,000 pesos and essentially a livestock ha-

cienda, harvested corn and beans worth 12,000 pesos, a re-

turn of forty percent.72

Granted, additional factors enter into the task of

determining profitability besides the cost of land com-

pared to market value of harvests. Wages, cost of seeds,

taxes, mortgage interest payments,improvements to the

property, transportation costs and livestock losses must

be taken into consideration. The managerial ability of

the hacendado coupled with the fact that sharecrOppers

usually got large percentages of the crops harvested on

local haciendas are two major factors, indeed perhaps the
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most important factors, in determining the actual rate of

return attained by Saltillo's large landowners.

With these limitations in mind, however, it is poss-

ible to use a comparison of original investment in land

with the market value of harvests in a particular year

to gain an impression of overall hacienda profitability.

The rate of return attained by local hacendados, measured

by this standard, would appear to have been higher than

the four to six percent return on capital reported by D.A.

Brading for haciendas in the Bajio, and closer to, if not

greater than, the ten percent return Jan Bazant suggests

was common in San Luis Pot051.

TABLE 5

PRICE/HARVEST VALUE COMPARISONS,

LARGE HACIENDAS, SALTILLO, 1904

(See Table 5 below.)

 

Hacienda

Ventura

San Juan Retiro

Derramadero

I

Vaqueria

Buenavista

Muchachos

JagHey Ferniza

Purchase Price
 

30,000

14,000

10,000

7,000

20,000

15,000

25,500

Market Value of

Harvest

11,000

2,600

51,625

1,772

22,500

Livestock
 

4,000

2,000

 

AlI figures given in pesos.
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An additional measure of hacienda profitability can

be found by examining the rental prices demanded by hacien—

da owners in Saltillo as well as all of the Central Dis-

trict. Very few rental contracts are filed in local ar-

chives in Saltillo. Indeed, renting prOperty in the

municipio was not, apparently, a common practice. Supple-

mental information, particularly in the municipal archive,

indicates, however, that as a general rule, landowners

who leased their properties received excellent returns.

For example, Vicente Rodriquez, owner of half of the Ha-

cienda Florida located in the highlands north of the yllla

of General Cepeda, rented his portion of the hacienda in

1890 to Mariano Siller for 2,000 pesos per year. This re-

flected a return of ten percent based on his original pur-

chase price of 20,000 pesos.74 The master of the other

half of La Florida, Dr. Ismael Salas, an active combatant

against French forces which occupied Coahuila in 1864,

leased his share of the hacienda, in 1895, to Manuel

Rodriguez Orozoco for 3,500 pesos per year, a return of

nearly eighteen percent.75

In Saltillo, ConcepciSn Narro y Sinchez leased her

portion of the predios rdsticos Las Galeras and San Nicolis
 

de los Berros to Yldefonso Charles for six hundred pesos

per year.76 She sold the property in 1895 to Cresencio

Rodriguez Gonzalez, and if the selling price of her por-

tion of the holdings, which she inherited from her mother,
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Josefa Sanchez de Narro, 1,500 pesos, was a true reflection

of the value of the property, then her return on capital

obtained by renting the property was forty percent.77

Few landed holdings in Saltillo were rented. The

Censo Agro-pecuario referred to earlier in this chapter
 

reveals that in 1911 only one major hacienda, Aguanueva,

was rented while five smaller fincas or labores were re-

portedly being leased by their owners, this out of a total

of over 150 individually owned properties.78 Municipal

records from earlier years reflect the same hesitancy on

the part of landowners in Saltillo to lease their land.79

Why renting was uncommon is a perplexing question.

Certainly the rental contracts found in local archives re-

veal that landowners faced few potential risks in letting

their lands. The terms of Yldefonso Charles' renting of

Concepcién Narro y Sanchez's holdings were, perhaps, typ-

ical of rental contracts exercised in the Central District.

Charles was to make his payments promptly; three hundred

pesos in silver in January and another three hundred in

July. He was obligated to maintain the land in the same

state in which he received it, and he was responsible for

damages resulting from negligence on the part of share-

cr0ppers or subrenters. He was compelled to maintain the

finca's irrigation system and was not permitted to cut

guayule or trees. Permanent improvements made by Charles

would not be compensated and the rental contract could be
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voided and Charles evicted if any of the restrictions were

violated or if a year's rent were missed.80

That lands were not frequently rented indicates that

owners likely felt they could achieve a greater return on

capital by operating them themselves. Indeed, landowners,

through the utilization of sharecroppers, seem to have had

the best of two worlds. Investments in machinery and cash

outlays for wages could be limited. At the same time,

losses could be minimized, while profits, especially when

agricultural prices were high, could be spectacular.

In summary, haciendas, as a whole, were enterprises

which returned to their owners, at least over the span of

several years, a return on capital which very probably

matched the eight to ten percent return paid by most urban

81 The hacienda was neither underproductiveenterprises.

nor unprofitable, but there were practical limits to its

potential for producing wealth. Moreover, Saltillo's ha-

cendados did not seek mastery over the region's well irri—

gated lands. As a result, they did not-~could not-~com-

pletely overshadow small proprietors in the production of

cereal grains, especially wheat. The Porfirian hacendado

in Saltillo may have controlled large amounts of land, but

size counted for little in this area of northern Mexico.

The hacienda and the hacendado were integral factors

in Saltillo's economic structure during the Porfiriato.

Rather than wielding an oppressive control over the Central
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District's local economy, the hacendado had less influence

in the realm of agricultural economics than historians

have given him credit for. In the period from 1876 to

1910, Saltillo had several Goliaths but more than its fair

share of Davids.
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1John Womack, Zapata and the Mexican Revolution (New

York, 1969), provides a description of hacendado dominance

in the southern, sugar-rich state of Morelos. See also

Frans J. Schryer, "A Ranchero Economy in Northwestern

Hidalgo," HAHR 59, no. 3 (August, 1979), pp. 418—433.

 

I 2See for example Jan Bazant, Cinco haciendas Mexicanas

(Mexico, 1975), and John Tutino, "Life and Labor on North

Mexican Haciendas: The Querétaro—San Luis Potosf Region:

1775—1810," in Elsa Frost, Michael C. Meyer, Josefina

Vazquez, eds., E1 trabajo y los trabajadores en la historia

de Mexico: Ponencias y comentarios presentados en la V

Reunion de Historiadores Mexicanos y Norteamericanos

(Mexico, 1979)}

 

 

 

 

3Archivo del Municipio de Saltillo (hereafter AMS),

carpeta 142, volume 2, legajo 12, expediente 9, 18997—

Hereafter only the appropriate numbers will be provided.

For example,the citation here would be rendered AMS, 142-2,

12-9, 1899. It should be noted that the municipal—archive

reorganized its numbering system in 1893. Consequently,

citations prior to 1893 will not contain a legajo number,

documents in the archive being numbered indiv1dua11y. See

also AMS, 150—2, 17-9, 1907; 139-2, 28-unnumbered exp.,

1896; 130-2, 81, 1887; 137-2, 7-6, 1894.

 

 

4Ixtle was a fibrous producing plant much like

henequen. Guayule was a source of raw rubber.

5Ixtle was exported primarily to the United States.

See Consul Charles B. Towle, Saltillo, to Chief, Bureau

of Foreign Commerce, 11/12/1900. United States Department

of State, Consular Dispatches, vol. 29, National Archives

Record Group 84. Hereafter records in the National Ar-

chives are indicated by the symbol NA, followed by the

Record Group (RG) number. See also Commercial Relations

of the United States with Foreign Countries, l892-1893

(Washington, 1894), p. 222; and Consul Fechet, "Fiber
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Value of Mexican Peso in Terms
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were harvested. The 1905 municipal surVey referred to

above did not divide landholdings into the categories of

large and small. In order to facilitate comparisons,

I placed landholdings in the 1904 survey in the same group

(large or small proprietors) into which they were placed

by municipal officials in the Censp Agro—pecuario. Yields

per hectare were determined by dividing the total number

of hectares cultivated by a particular group of landholders

into the total harvests they recorded. For example, on

349 hectares let to independent sharecrOppers by small

landowners, 1,472 hectoliters (4,177 bushels) of corn,

777 hectoliters (2,191 bushels) of wheat, and 255 hecto-

liters (724 bushels) of beans were harvested. This equals

a per hectare yield of 4.2 hectoliters (12 bushels) of corn,

2.2 hectoliters (6.3 bushels) of wheat, and .73 hectoliters

(2.1 bushels) of beans. (See Table 3.) More precise de-

terminations of per hectare yields are impossible since

the number of hectares devoted to the cultivation of a

particular crop was not recorded.
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an eight to fifteen percent return. Rates on urban enter-
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CHAPTER III

LANDHOLDING PATTERNS IN SALTILLO, 1880-1910:

A QUESTION OF BALANCE

One aspect of the hacienda system in Porfirian Mexico

which historians and others have singled out as the cause

of grave problems for the country's economic development

was the supposed tendency on the part of hacendados to ac-

quire enormous tracts of land.1 Property acquired by the

hacendado, according to this line of thinking, remained

uncultivated or at least undercultivated, thereby depriv-

ing the majority of Mexico's rural pOpulace of an oppor-

tunity to own land and the Mexican nation of the productive

capacity of millions of hectares. Charles C. Cumberland,

a critic of the hacienda system, echoed the sentiments of

many scholars when he suggested that the hacienda system,

as it functioned in Mexico during the Porfiriato, was at

the roots of Mexico's inability to feed itself. According

to Cumberland, production of wheat, corn, and beans de-

clined by as much as thirty percent during the Porfiriato.2

Northern Mexico was, since the colonial period, marked

by the presence of large landed estates. In fact, in 1766,

Coahuila‘s governor complained that a few hacendados had

almost taken possession of the province.3 During the

66
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eighteenth and early nineteenth centuries, Coahuila was

the location of the largest estate ever put together in

all of Latin America. The latifundio of the Sanchez

Navarro family covered, at its peak, some 16,500,000 acres

and dwarfed by more than 10,000,000 acres the immense hold-

ings of Luis Terrazas in early twentieth century Chihuahua.4

The apogee of the latifundio in Mexico, however, came

after the mid—nineteenth century. During the period from

1856 to 1910, huge landed estates were erected with the

approval and assistance of Mexico's federal government.5

In Chihuahua, Sonora, Durango, Coahuila, and Baja Califor-

nia, through purchases of great chunks of terrenos baldfos
 

(vacant lands), individuals and survey companies, much like

the beneficiaries of the United States government's various

programs to promote western expansion and settlement, ac—

quired enormous landed holdings.6

In the south and central regions of the country,

hacendados, with the unobtrusive but none the less active

support of the federal and state governments, expanded

their holdings at the expense of Indian ejidos (communal

lands), free villages, and independent farmers.7 Accord-

ing to John Womack, Indian villages in Morelos opposed to

the "planters‘ progress" were doomed to failure. One

village, Tequesquitengo, was flooded when a neighboring

hacendado diverted the flow of his irrigation ditches.8

In all, some thirty—two million hectares (nearly one-fifth
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of Mexico‘s total land area) were removed from the national

domain between 1883 and 1900.9 Mexico was truly the land

of the hacendado.

Nevertheless, this generalization needs qualification.

Revisionist studies have revealed considerable diversity

in the country's landholding system as regards its economic

impact but also as to trends in the acquisition and trans—

fer of rural property. Saltillo obviously defies the pat-

tern, and this is most readily apparent in the sale and

purchase of land in the municipio. In the municipio of

Saltillo, the landholding system in existence in 1876

reflected a balance between large and small landholdings

which reamined virtually unchanged throughout the

Porfiriato. It was as if the problems other areas of

Mexico experienced by-passed Saltillo.

Although land was a readily transferable commodity

with scores of exchanges taking place, particularly in

the decade preceeding the outbreak of military action

against Porfirio Diaz, there was no attempt to create huge

landed empires in the grand tradition of the Terrazas or

Sanchez Navarros. Rather, large and small landholders co-

existed in Saltillo. Large landholdings in the western

and southern sections of the municipio were primarily

devoted to livestock raising while smaller holdings, con-

centrated in the Saltillo-Ramos Arizpe-Arteaga triangle,

took advantage of dependable supplies of water and focused
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on growing wheat and to a lesser extent corn for markets

in the Central District and much of northern Mexico.

The reluctance or inability of large landholders to

overwhelm their neighboring rancheros was perhaps the most

unique feature of Saltillo‘s landholding patterns during

the Porfiriato. Indeed, the number of small landholdings

or ranchos actually increased during a period when some

states, Morelos for example, were experiencing a marked

trend toward concentration. The number of ranchos in

Saltillo climbed from ninety—four in 1887 to one hundred

10
and two in 1898. Between 1907 and 1911, ranchos increased

in number from one hundred and sixteen to one hundred and

11 This chapter will explore the nature andsixty-nine.

volatility of land transactions in Saltillo during the

Porfiriato, and, secondly, probe the circumstances of

Saltillo's small proprietors' ability to thrive and expand

in a period when their counterparts in other states were

suffering.

Although sales of rural prOperties did not come close

to matching the number of urban prOperties changing hands

in Saltillo during the Diaz era, land was readily trans-

ferable. Between 1880 and 1910, slightly more than four

hundred major land transactions12 were registered in the

municipio's Registro de Propiedades (land registry office),

13

 

an average of thirteen sales per year. Table 6 illus-

trates the number of rural properties sold in the municipio

during the Porfiriato.
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TABLE 6

MAJOR LAND TRANSACTIONS, SALTILLO, 1880~1910

1880 - 3

1881 - 4

1882 — 7

1883 — 3

1884 - 4

1885 - 11

1886 - 3

1887 - 6

1888 - 1

1889 — 5

1890 - 5

1891 — 5

1892 - 8

1893 — 15

1894 — 12

1895 - 7

1896 H 9

1897 - 12

1898 - 11

1899 - 13

1900 - 17

1901 — 10

1902 ~ 12

1903 ~ 13

1904 - 18

1905 - 25

1906 ~ 24

1907 n 32

1908 - 28

1909 - 28

1910 H 37
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Data in Table 6 reveal two very general but discern-

ible divisions in the pattern of land sales in the munici-

pio. Between 1880 and 1900, land sales increased steadily

but gradually. During this twenty year span, yearly sales

often exceeded ten in number, but the overall average was

a more modest figure: seven. The year 1885 witnessed one

of the largest numbers (eleven) of transfers taking place

during this period. The arrival of the narrow-gauged Mexi-

can National Railroad, which connected Saltillo directly

with the southern United States, in late 1883, may have

provided the impetus for this temporary increase in land

sales. Indeed, in 1886, the United States consular officer

in Saltillo, John Woessner, estimated that in the three

years since the arrival of the railroad, agricultural ex-

ports from the municipio had doubled.14

After the turn of the century, sales of rural hold-

ings increased markedly. The number of haciendas, labores,

and ranchos changing hands after 1900 was often double

or triple the number of yearly sales registered during the

previous two decades. The five years before the collapse

of the Dfaz government was the most active period of land

transfers in Saltillo during the entire Porfiriato: over

one-third of all major land transactions in Saltillo took

place in this brief period.
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Of perhaps greater significance than the volume of

land transactions is the indiSputable fact that land owner-

ship in Saltillo throughout the Porfiriato did not become

concentrated in the hands of a few individuals. The vast

majority of land sales in the municipio, as the following

pages will illustrate, were to individuals who were unre—

lated by blood. Hacendados in Saltillo were important ele-

ments in the region‘s rural structure but they were not

motivated by dynastic ambition or by greed for land as has

been suggested by critics of the hacendado and hacienda

system. The situation in the southern state of Morelos,

where a small group of individuals (seventeen) owned over

twenty—five percent of the state's land area and almost

all the state's arable land did not exist in Saltillo.15

Table 7 is an inventory of the buyers and sellers

involved in all major land transactions in the municipio

in 1908, a typical year for land sales in the last decade

of the Porfiriato.

The major inference to be drawn from Table 7 is that

land sales were dominated not by the hacendado but by the

small prOprietor. Only four of twenty—five transactions

involved sums of more than 2,000 pesos, and most were for

less than 500 pesos, a sum sufficient to purchase no more

than twenty well—irrigated hectares. Ruperto Garcia, a

minor landowner, was the only individual to purchase more

than one plot of land.16 More importantly, no major
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TABLE 7

LANDMSALE‘S , 1908
 

Seller

Genovevo Farias

Manuel Bosque

Benito Lépez

Lorenzo Recio

Albino Tovar

Tomas Gonzalez

Luis Rodriguez Fuentes

Benita Aguirre

Francisco Pérez

Valeria Oviedo

Leonardo Valdés

Josefa Rodriguez

anacio Ramos

Justo Alvarado

Lazaro Rodriguez

Cresencio Rodriguez

Gonzalez

Sra. Mendez

Francisca de Leon

Pedro Enohedo

Dionisia Morales

Santiago Flores Valle

Manuela de la Pena

de Galindo

Anastasio de la Cruz

Estanislao Davila

o I

Ricardo Gonzalez

Purchaser
 

Carlos Gonzalez

Benito Flores

Cenovio Carrejo

Lazaro Recio

Ramon Gonzalez

& Jose Cabello

Gregorio Villarreal

Maria Rodriguez

Serafio Aguirre

Andres Cadena

Juan Martinez Cabello

Ruperto Garcia de

Letona

Lic. Miguel Cardenas

Tomas Gonzalez Flores

Jesus Maria Rodriguez

Estanislao Davila

Soledad Trevifio

Feliciana Briseno

Ruperto Garcia

Ramon Gonzalez

Encarnacion Favitas

Lic. Miguel Cardenas

Ruperto Garcia

Felipe de la Cruz

Rodriguez

Francisco Valdés Davila

Jose Calderdn

Price

(Pesos)

500

200

400

2,000

300

200

trade

300

300

2,000

300

500

600

200

450

200

150

250

200

350

350

2,000

200

400

9,000

 

All figures given in Pesos.
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hacendado acquired land in that year.17 Indeed, Saltillo's

hacendados were, overall, at least as prone to sell land

as they were to acquire it.

The pattern revealed by land transactions in 1908 was

representative of land sales in Saltillo as well as other

municipios in the Central District throughout the

Porfiriato. Hacendados in this part of northern Mexico

were simply not engaged in an active campaign to acquire

huge amounts of land. As chapters four and five will ex-

plore in greater detail, one explanation for the hacendado's

adversion to expanding his landed holdings was his interest

in nonagricultural endeavors.

The last decade of the Porfiriato, despite being a

busy period in terms of the number of land transfers, wit—

nessed few sales of large landholdings. Indeed, only eight

land sales involving sums of 3,500 pesos or more took

place after 1900. In 1902, Enrique Maas, a major hacendado

in the municipio, disposed of the Hacienda Jaguey de

Ferniza, but four years passed before the next such sale

transpired: the sale of the Hacienda Encarnaci6n de Guzman

to Yreno Lopez of San Luis Potosi.18 In 1907, the governor

of Coahuila, Miguel Cardenas, purchased three different

ranchos in the area northeast of Saltillo, and finally,

in 1908 Jose Calderdn, a native of Monterrey, acquired

19
part of the Hacienda Tortuga. The total value of these

eight transactions was slightly over 100,000 pesos.
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The relative scarcity of hacienda transfers in the

first decade of the twentieth century contrasts sharply

with sales of large landed estates in the period from 1890

to 1899, when fourteen sales involving amounts of 3,500

or more pesos took place, as well as the decade from 1880

to 1889, when twelve such transactions occurred. Tables

8, 9, and 10 provide the names of sellers and buyers of

large landed estates in Saltillo during the three decades

of the Porfiriato.

There is no mistaking the general decrease in the num-

ber of large haciendas and ranchos offered for sale be-

tween 1876 and 1910. This should not, however, suggest

that sales of haciendas were stagnated in Saltillo nor

that concentration of land ownership had taken place in

the 1880's and 1890's. The decline in sales of large

haciendas was coupled with a steady, if not spectacular,

increase in the number of small ranchos or labores changing

hands. Apparently, as the Porfiriato wore on, there was

a marked decline in demand for large properties. Land, as

evidenced by the increasing number of small properties

changing hands, was available; it was the buyer who was in

scarce supply.

Perhaps the most telling evidence that the municipio

of Saltillo escaped the forces leading to the concentra-

tion of land in a few hands is the fact that every large

hacienda in the region—~Hedionda Grande, San Juan de
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TABLE 8

LAND SALES OF 3,5040 OR MORE 'PESOS, 1880:1889
 

Property Seller

k

Purchaser
 

 

% of H. Muchachos Eugehio Aguirre —' Manuel Lobo

 

—§otrero de Guajada Juan Arizpe Jesfis Maria Morales

 

% of H. Buenavista José Maria Santos

CQY 7' '

Higinio de Leon

 

% of H. Muchachos Victoriano Cepeda Manuel de Lobo

 

% of H. Buenavista Antonio'de Santos
CQY _ ..,

MiguEI Cepéda

 

San Juan de Retiro Sanchez Navarro

Heir§""‘

AntoniE'Zertuche

 

% of H. Encantada Antonio de Santos
COX; .7. .

Miguel Cepeda I

 

H. Muchachos ManuelHLobo Jesfis Valdes Mejia

 

H. Ventura Geronimo Trevino Clemente Cabello

 

H. Derramadero Enrique'Maria

Aguirre

Damaso Rodriguez

 

Mojado Colorado Ramon Fonseca Agustin Rodriguez

 

H. San Juan de

Vaqueria,  Pedro Sanchez

Navarro  Melchor Lobo

Rodriguez
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TABLE 9

LAND SALES ’OF 3,500 OR‘ MORE PEsqs, 18‘9k1899
 

 

 

Property Seller Purchaser

Tinaja Francisco Barro Agustin Rodriguez

 

Aguanueva &

Hedionda Grande

I

Sanchez Navarro

Heirs Enrique Maas

 

%.of H. Buenavista Sra. E. de Valle

L.

Enrique Maas

 

% of H. Buenavista Antonio Sauz

“A

Enrique Maas

 

San Juan Retiro AntoniOAZertuche Felipe Ruiz Charles

I;
 

San Alberto &

Tinajuela Micaela Guerrero

I I

Damaso Rodriguez

 

San Juan de Retiro Felipe Ruiz

Charles

Clemente Cabello

 

Jagfiey de Ferniza J. V. Contreras

Heirs

Enrique Maas

 

% of Tortuga Juan Arizpe y

Martinez

Jesus Arizpe y

Martinez

 

% of H. Buenavista Enrique Maas Antonio Narro

 

Casa Blanca Sixto Maria

Garcia

Jose Negrete

 

Palma y Pereyra Modesto Ramos Romulo Larralde

 

Canutillo Sanchez Navarro

Heirs.

A

Manuel Rodriguez

Orozco

 

Rancho Flores  Dionisio Farias  0

Juan Gonzalez

Trevino
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TABLE 10

LAND SALES OF 3,500 OR MORE PESOS, 1900-19L
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Property ,. Seller . 'Purchaser

Jagfiey de Ferniza Enrique Maas Rafael Siller Valle &

.Cesearo Elizondo

% of H. Galeras C. Rodriguez Anglo—Mexican Co.

7 Gonzalez.

. I l _ I

Encarnac1on de Manuel LOpez Yreneo Lopez

Guzman 4 Gutierrez

Miraflores , I Ysabel.Molina . Juan Cabello Siller

Lote (near Gerbrudis Valdes Miguel Cardenas

Saltillo) . .. _

% of Tortuga . . Ricardo.Gonzalez Jose Calder6n

Land in Old H. Gregorio Miguel Cardenas

Rodriguez . Villarreal

Land in Old H. Jose Le6n del Miguel Cardenas

Rodriguez Rio    
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Vaqueria, Aguanueva, Encarnacidn de Guzman, Ventura,

Derramadero, San Juan de Retiro, Jaguey de Ferniza,

Muchachos, Buenavista, Encantada, and ChiflOn——changed

hands at least once during the Porfiriato. For example,

the Hacienda de San Juan de Retiro, located in the south-

ern part of the municipio near its border with Zacatecas

and acquired by Antonio Zertuche after the precipitous de-

cline of the Sanchez Navarro family fortunes, was sold to

Felipe Ruiz Charles in 1892.20

Ruiz Charles, in turn, sold the hacienda two years

21 In a complex series of trans-later to Clemente Cabello.

actions, the Hacienda Jagfiey de Ferniza passed, by 1890,

from Florencio Llaguno and Francisco de LeOn to Jesus

Valdés Contreras, whose heirs sold the property to Enrique

22
Maas in 1894 Maas sold the hacienda in 1902 to Rafael

Siller Valle and Cesareo Elizondo, who later divided the

23
property into two separate holdings. The Hacienda de

Sta. Teresa de los Muchachos and the Hacienda de Buenavista

also changed hands several times during this period.24

More significantly, as a brief examination of the

"buyer" category in Tables 8, 9, and 10 illustrates, no one

individual purchased and retained more than three of the

region‘s fifteen major haciendas, Enrique Maas, the only

man to buy four haciendas, sold two of them after holding

them for brief periods of time. Table 11 lists the major

hacendados in Saltillo in the Porfiriato as well as an
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estimate of the acreage they owned. No individual owned

more than 90,000 hectares. The average surface area con—

trolled by Saltillo's six largest hacendados was slightly

less than 50,000 hectares.

TABLE 11

LARGEST HACENDADOS IN SALTILLO, 1880-1910
 

 
 

Hacendado Maximum Hectares Owned

Damaso Rodriguez 23,179

Clemente Cabello 87,800

Enrique Maas 40,300

Melchor Lobo Rodriguez 28,290

Hipolito Charles 30,573

Yreneo Ldpez 77,241

 

It should also be noted that Saltillo's hacendados

generally limited the geographic scope of their operations.

To be sure, more than one individual who owned land in

Saltillo owned prOperty in other parts of the state, par—

ticularly along the Rio Grande border and in the Laguna

25
district. However, material in the Archivo Poder

 

Legislativo de Coahuila as well as the Central District's
 

Registro de Propiedades indicates that no hacendado resid-
 

ing in Saltillo owned significant amounts of land in the

neighboring municipios of Ramos Arizpe, General Cepeda, or

Arteaga. Moreover, Saltillo's landowners do not appear to

have been unique in this respect. Major landowners in
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Arteaga, Ramos Arizpe, and General Cepeda did not generally

expand their landed holdings beyond the municipio in which

they resided.26

Why large haciendas and ranchos changed hands so fre-

quently in the first two decades of the Porfiriato is diffi-

cult to ascertain with any degree of certainty. Perhaps

the rapid decline of the Sanchez Navarros' economic for—

tunes after 1865 created a vacuum of sorts in Saltillo

economic life. David Brading's suggestion that deaths

of primary landowners often led heirs (forced by creditors)

to sell haciendas and ranchos does not satisfactorily ex-

plain the large number of land transactions in Saltillo

between 1880 and 1900. Although this seems to be how one

of Saltillo's richest haciendas, Buenavista, came into

Enrique Maas's hands, most land sales in the municipio

did not involve heirs or creditors.27 Sales were generally

voluntary.

In some cases, indebtedness resulting from poor man—

agement, or—-just as likely, given the vagaries of the

municipio's weather-~bad luck, may have forced hacienda

sales. For example Enrique Maas, a wealthy moneylender,

held mortgages on several of the properties he purchased.

However, entries in the records of the Registro de
 

Propiedades noted whether property being sold was burdened
 

by mortgages or other debts, and very few haciendas chang-

ing hands, less than ten percent, were so burdened.28
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Likewise, declining family fortunes cannot explain the

bulk of the transfers of haciendas and ranchos in Saltillo.

Enrique Maas was certainly not in dire economic straits

when he sold the Hacienda Jagfiey de Ferniza (1902) or the

Hacienda de Buenavista (1896).29 John Carothers, who sold

a pair of small ranchos-~Palma and Pereyra-—in 1893, was a

prosperous merchant/professional earning, at least in 1904,

6,000 pesos per year.30

Perhaps the most logical explanation for the sale of

the majority of landed holdings in Saltillo is that land

was viewed not as a mere indicator of social standing but

as a tool for increasing or elevating one's economic posi-

tion. The social prestige which came with landownership

was undoubtedly important, but in Saltillo that considera-

tion does not merit the overriding importance historians

31
have attributed to it. Some of the wealthiest individ-

uals in Saltillo, although perfectly capable of doing so,

never sought to purchase land.32 In point of fact, on

countless occasions land holdings, typically small ranchos

or labores bordering the property of large and supposedly

greedy hacendados, were sold without an apparent effort on

the part of the hacendados to acquire these properties

33
and expand their holdings. The conclusion is obvious:

land was preeminently an object of economic investment.
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The relative decline in the number of large haciendas

or ranchos changing hands after 1900 seems natural when

viewed from this perspective. Individuals who acquired

their rural properties in the 1880's and 1890's saw little

reason to expand their holdings once they had purchased as

much as they deemed necessary. There were too many oppor-

tunities in banking, industry, and mining for them to con-

tinually invest money in land. The careers of Clemente

Cabello, Enrique Maas, Guillermo Purcell, Cresencio

Rodriguez Gonzalez, and Damaso Rodriguez, examined in

great detail in chapter five, will bring this facet of

hacendado status into sharper focus.

Despite the frequency of sales, it is doubtful that

speculation accounted for the great number of land trans-

actions which took place in Saltillo during the Porfiriato.

The essential ingredient which would suggest waves of

speculation-~rapidly increasing or fluctuating prices--was

not evident in this region of northern Mexico. In fact,

land prices did not vary greatly.

Certainly, the overall trend in prices was upward,

and profits from the sale of land were undoubtedly re-

spectable; for example, in 1902 Enrique Maas sold the

Hacienda Jagfiey de Ferniza, purchased in 1894, for a gross

profit of 18,300 pesos.34 However, there was no major a1-

teration in the economic underpinnings of the Saltillo re-

gion such as occurred in Morelos as a result of the rapidly
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expanding worldwide sugar market to increase the demand and

hence force the price of land upward.35 General Cepeda was

the only municipio in the Central District to experience

anything remotely resembling a land boom during the

Porfiriato.36

Outright cash purchases of haciendas and ranchos in

the region surrounding Saltillo were not unheard of, es-

pecially for smaller properties, but when purchasing a

large landholding, a payment schedule spread over a number

of years was more common. This undoubtedly contributed

to the relative ease with which individuals undertook the

responsibilities and demands of landownership. Four to

five years was the typical period granted to purchasers

to pay for their newly acquired holdings. Several of the

municipio's most influential personages acquired their

prOperty in this fashion. For example, when Clemente

Cabello purchased the Hacienda de San Jose de la Ventura

from GerOnimo Trevifio in mid—1885, Trevifio received no cash

down payment. Cabello agreed to pay Trevifio 10,000 pesos

at the end of the calendar year and 5,000 pesos annually

on his outstanding principal, which was somewhat unusual.

Most individuals who purchased land in this fashion were

obligated to pay interest.38

Roughly half of the rural transactions valued at

39
3,500 pesos or more were financed in this fashion. In

all, the length to which individuals went to arrange
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favorable terms for land purchases, while reminiscent of

contemporary real estate ventures, does not bespeak, in

and of itself, a great demand for rural prOperties. More-

over, payment schedules were rarely renegotiated, an addi-

tional indication that landowners expected to, and appar-

ently did, earn substantial profits from their estates.

Land in the municipio was readily available and vir—

tually all of it was owned by Mexicans. Throughout his

protracted thirty—five year reign, Porfirio Diaz was touted

by foreigners, particularly Americans and Western Europeans,

as a model of an enlightened ruler. Undoubtedly the favor-

able legislation passed by Diaz's puppet congresses which

permitted foreign capitalists to siphon enormous profits

from Mexico's riches contributed to their glowing Opinions

of the dictator. Indeed, investments by North Americans

in Diaz's Mexico have been estimated at nearly three

40
quarters of a billion dollars. Railroads and mining

operations constituted the bulk of American investments

in Mexico, but substantial amounts were invested in bank—

ing, commerce, industry, and land.41

But at a time when other regions of Mexico witnessed

this great wave of foreign investment, Saltillo was the

scene of little foreign investment, either in industry or

land.42 A British firm, the Cameron Freehold Land and

Investment Company, owned land in Arteaga and Ramos Arizpe,

43
but its holdings did not extend into Saltillo. No other

foreign company owned land in the Central District and
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aside from the Mazapil COpper Company's smelter, construct-

ed near Saltillo prOper, no foreign company made major in-

vestments in the municipio.

Foreign—born Mexicans who owned land in Saltillo and

the Central District were, on the other hand, numerous.

Enrique Maas and Clemente Cabello were the most significant

44
aliens who owned land in Saltillo. However, Maas and

Cabello, along with many foreigners residing in Saltillo

45 Al-
during the Porfiriato, were foreigners in name only.

though often retaining citizenship status in their native

lands, they married Mexican women, established homesteads

and business enterprises, and integrated themselves into

the local community.

If Mexico missed the great waves of European immi-

grants which so benefited Argentina and Chile, those few

who did migrate to Saltillo were extremely productive ad-

ditions to the region's economy. Maas and Cabello never

returned to their native lands (Germany and Italy) and

neither had economic links with foreign owned companies

which withdrew money and resources from Mexico and left

little in exchange. Indeed, Saltillo's economic develop-

ment during the post 1880 period was financed by local,

not foreign, capital.

Moreover, although Saltillo's businessmen developed

strong economic ties with businessmen in the United States,

particularly in Texas, and several Americans invested funds
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in relatively minor industrial concerns in the city, few

North Americans owned land of appreciable value in the

municipio.46 John Carothers, as mentioned above, was an

American who owned several small ranchos in the region.47

Carothers, however, was an exception. None of the major

haciendas listed in Tables 8, 9, and 10 were owned by

Americans during the period from 1880 to 1910. Americans,

in fact, were relatively scarce in Saltillo. In 1910,

there were four hundred Americans (including women and

children) in the municipio.48 From all indications, the

major concentrations of North Americans in the state were

in the cotton—rich Laguna district, and along the northern

frontier in the Rio Grande Valley, where large herds of

cattle were grazed.

While sales of large landholdings in Saltillo gradu—

ally decreased during the Porfiriato, the same cannot be

said of small properties. Sales of property valued at

under 3,500 pesos climbed steadily throughout the period

from 1880 to 1910 and such transactions comprised the bulk

of major land transactions noted earlier in Table 6. In-

deed, nearly ninety percent of the land transactions re-

corded in the Registro de Propriedades fell into this cate-
 

gory.

Many transfers of small properties (less than 3,500

pesos) involved parcels in the old haciendas of Cerritos,

Gonzalez, Rodriguez, Valdez, San Juan Bautista, and
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49 These properties, centered in theTorrecilla y Ramones.

area northeast of Saltillo, were well irrigated and ex-

tremely valuable. In fact, these old haciendas, although

relatively small in size, covering as a group nearly 7,000

hectares, were valued in 1899 at far more than several of

50 Table 12 shows thethe municipio's largest haciendas.

value of the above mentioned fincas compared to several of

the area's largest haciendas.

TABLE 12

ASSESSED VALUE OF OLD HACIENDAS

AND LARGEST HACIENDAS, SALTILLO, 1899
 

  

Old Assessed Largest Assessed

Haciendas Value Haciendas Value

Gonzalez 23,398 Muchachos 26,950

Cerritos 24,998 Derramadero 14,750

Rodriguez 24,456 Buenavista 18,800

Torresilla San Juan de

y Ramones 18,000 Retiro 16,050

Valdecez 23,559 Ventura 20,100

 

All figures given in pesos.

Chapter I suggested that large landholders did not

control the municipio's most valuable resource, water.

Rather, small prOprietors managed to obtain and retain con-

trol over the best irrigated lands in the municipio. Sev-

eral reasons can be cited to explain this set of circum-

stances. First, Saltillo's hacendados were far too
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involved in a variety of economic ventures to have any real

need to own all of the best land, i.e., irrigated land.

Agriculture in Saltillo was not, as it may have been in

Yucatan and Morelos, the only avenue available to local

entrepreneurs.

Secondly, and more importantly, well irrigated lands

were expensive and it would have been difficult, if not

impractical, for a single hacendado to acquire huge amounts.

For example, in 1902 a semi~official report to the gov-

ernor's office indicated that land prices in Saltillo

varied from 1,000 to 5,000 pesos per sitio d3 ganado mayor

1

 

(pasture land, 1,755 hectares).5 Good quality land with

water brought the highest price while poor quality land

without water was worth far less. Well irrigated plots

of land were, however, worth far in excess of 5,000 pesos

per sitig. In 1899, three years before the report men—

tioned above was written, the old Hacienda Pefia--a well

irrigated property composed of 360 hectares, or less than

one-fifth of a sitio d3 ganado mayor—~was valued at 16,500

52

 

pesos, or forty-six pesos per hectare. The old Hacienda

Cerritos, also well irrigated, was valued at 25,000 pesos,

53 Conversely,or 6.5 pesos per hectare in the same year.

large haciendas without dependable sources of water for

irrigation,although as a whole relatively valuable, were

on a per hectare basis inexpensive. San Juan de Retiro,

covering some 40,000 hectares, was valued at less than
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three pesos per hectare while the Hacienda San Juan de

Vaqueria, encompassing nearly 28,000 hectares, was worth

just 1.1 pesos per hectare.54

Actual transfers of land ownership lend credence to

the validity of the above figures. In 1900, 3.5 hectares

in the Hacienda Gonzalez, a well irrigated hacienda east

of the city, sold for two hundred pesos, or fifty—seven

pesos per hectare.55 Three years later, in 1903,

Cresencio Rodriguez Gonzalez purchased nearly 4,000 hec—

tares in San Juan de Retiro for 2,000 pesos, or only two

pesos per hectare.56

The above prices indicate that small landholdings

with dependable sources of water for irrigation were simp-

ly too expensive relative to other types of investment

opportunity for one individual hacendado to attempt to pur-

chase. Indeed, documents in local archives, particularly

the Archivo de Justica del Estad9_de Coahuila, although
 

revealing concern over water rights, indicated a remarkable

absence of disputes over land. In fact, the physical area

of haciendas and ranchos in Saltillo was frequently loosely

defined. Property descriptions used arroyos, Sierras,

or other natural landmarks to determine boundary lines.57

Water rights, on the other hand, were without exception

accurately described. Water usage rights were divided

into days, hours, and frequently minutes. The specific

time when water could be taken from communal aqueducts was
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also spelled out and provisions for leap years and months

with thirty—one days were made.58

This examination of landholding patterns in Saltillo

underscores the image of a balanced agricultural structure

described in the previous chapter. Haciendas, as well as

smaller estates, changed hands frequently. Land concentra-

tion was foreign to the Porfiriato in this corner of

Coahuila. The same factors which combined to drive small

proprietors into the production of wheat ensured their in-

dependent existence. Water was not only the key to agri-

cultural production in the municipio, but it was in a very

real sense the key to the survival of the region's small

rancheros. Small, well irrigated holdings, while perhaps

not prohibitively expensive in individual parcels, were,

collectively, far too valuable and expensive to be con-

trolled by a few hacendados, who had other profitable uses

for their capital.
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1This view is prominent in a number of works. See

for example Fernando Gonzalez Roa, Chapters on the Agrarian

Question in Mexico trans. Gustavo E. ArchilIa (New York,

1937); Jesus Silva Herzog, "La Concentracién Agraria en

Mexico," Cuadernos Americanos, 62, (March-April, 1952);

Armando Gonzalez Santos, La Agricultura:; Estructura y

utilizaciOn de los recursos (México, 1957Y: George McBride,

Land Systems of Mexico’TNew York, 1923); and Ernest

Gruening, Mexico and Its Heritage (New York, 1928).

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

2Cumberland, Mexico: The Struggle for Modernity

(New York, 1968), pp. 203—204. John H. Coatsworth's

"Anotaciones sobre la producciOn de alimentos Durante e1

Porfiriato," Historia Mexicana 26, no. 2 (October-December,

1976), pp. 167-187, provides a far different View of food

production in Mexico between 1876 and 1910.

 

 

3Charles Harris, Family Empire, p. 7.
 

4Ibid., p. 116.

5Key elements in the erection of Mexico's large

landed estates during the post 1850 period were the various

anti-clerical measures of the Juarez regime. For a brief

survey of these acts, see Jan Bazant, "The Division of

Some Mexican Haciendas during the Liberal Revolution

1856-1862," Journal of Latin American Studies 3, no. 1

(May, 1971): PP. 25-37.

 

6For an analysis of how Porfirian legislation was

turned to the benefit of large landholders, see Helen

Phipps, Some Aspects of the Agrarian Question in Mexico

(Austin, I925), pp. 100-110.

7Womack, Za ata, pp. 37—66.

8 .

Ibld., p. 45.

9Cumberland, Struggle for Modernity, pp. 198-202.
 

10

1898.

AMS, 130-2, 145, 1887; 132-1, 1, 1889; 141-3, 20-4,

lllgig., 150-2, 17-8, 1907; 151-4, 16-4, 1908; 153-2,

9-2, 1910; 155-2, 10—3, 1912.
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121 have defined major land transactions as sales of

rural property involving 100 pesos or more.

13Saltillo's Registro de Propiedades contains a record

of prOperty sales in the Central Digtfict from 1880 to the

present day.

 

l4Woessner to Secretary of State, 11/15/86, NA, RG

59 (Dispatches) 300.

15Womack, Zapata, p. 49. For a somewhat different

View of landholding patterns in Porfirian Coahuila see

Ildefonso Villarello Velez, Historia de la RevoluciOn

Mexicana en Coahuila (México,1970), pp. 30-36.

 

 

l6Garcia also owned a brickyard in Saltillo.

17The total acreage involved in these twenty-odd

land transactions is difficult to determine. Acreages

are not always provided in records of the Registro. Assum—

ing land was worth one peso per hectare (and this would be

on the low end of the price spectrum for land in northern

Mexico during the Porfiriato) slightly over 20,000 hectares

changed hands in Saltillo during 1908. See AMS, 145-4,

17-6, 1902. —__

1852, 28-1, 4041:101; 38-1, 6451:89.

191bid.’ 40-1, 6851:165; 40-1, 6902:271; 41-1,
7078:289; 41—1, 7125:376; 43-1, 7566:381.

201bid., 6-1, 950:72.

211bid., 6-1, 1253:368.

22;g;g., 5-1, 676:115; 5—1, 775-265; 5—1, 777-268;

6-1, 1307:466.

23I§i§,, 28-1, 4041:101. RPLS, 5-3, 178:124.

2433, 2-1. 87:12; 2-1, 181:137; 3-1, 330:132; 6-1,

910:19; 9-1, 1560:42.

25Damaso Rodriguez, for one, owned land in the nor-

thern part of the state, as did Miguel Cérdenas.
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262mm, 13th legis., 1893—1895,'l§g. 3, Comisidn de

Hacienda, Planos de Arbitrios, 1894. This document pro—

vides tax lists for every municipio in Coahuila in 1894.

Such lists (Planos de Arbitrios) were prepared yearly and

all are filed in the APLC. The Planos were also published

in the Periddico Oficial.

 
 

 

 

 

2753: 5‘1, 894:457; 6-1, 907:13; 6-1, 910:19.

28If land was mortgaged, the purchaser was usually

required to pay the holder of the mortgage any funds due

him before turning over funds to the property holder.

29Maas, for example, invested 40,000 pesos in the ~

Banco de Coahuila in 1897, and 50,000 pesos in the Compania

Ganadera y Textil de Cedros in 1903. Perhaps he used the

money he received from selling these two haciendas to fi-

nance his entry into other businesses. For a more detailed

description of Maas's activities in nonagricultural invest-

ments see Chapters five and six.

30AMS, 148—1, 5—5, 1905.

31See for example, Edith Boorstein Couturier, "Modern-

izacidn y Tradici6n en una Hacienda: San Juan Hueyapan,

1902—1911," Historia Mexicana 18, no. 1 (July-September,

1968), pp. 35—55.
 

32Guillermo Purcell, a wealthy merchant-industrialist,

never purchased land in the vicinity of Saltillo. Other

merchants or industrialists in Saltillo who never acquired

land included Bernardo Sota, Clemente Sieber, David Zamora,

Francisco Arispe y Ramos, and Jose Juan Rodr1guez.

33Numerous sources in Saltillo's Registro de

Propiedades could be cited. The following are simply in-

dications of those which can be discovered: RP, 16-1,

2049:30; ll-l, 1775:90: 21—1, 3499:22; 39—1, 6631:144.

 

 

345g, 28-1, 4041:101; 6—1, 1307:466. Maas paid

7,200 pesos for the property and sold it for 25,500 pesos.

35Womack, Zapata, pp. 47—50. A similar set of cir-

cumstances may have affected the state of Yucatan.
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36El Estado de Coahuila (a weekly newspaper in Saltillo

during thé’Porfiriato) 4/26/07. Land prices in General

Cepeda quintupled between 1902 and 1907.

 

373g, 4-1, 422—25.

38Interest on such loans usually amounted to ten per-

cent or leSs. See for example, RP, ll—l, 1759:43; 18-1,

3274:320; 20-1, 3411:61.

395ee 52: 1880-1910.

40Moises Gonzalez Navarro, El Porfiriato, La Vida

Economica in Cosio Villegas, ed., Historia Moderna de

Mex1co_(Mexico, 1955), p. 1137.

 

 
 

41Ibid., pp. 973-1185. See also NA, RG 59, Box 3699,

312.11/338; Commercial Relations, 1902, pp. 400-500.
 

42Coahuila, in 1902, had more U.S. capital invested

in the state (48,700,000 dollars) than any other state.

Overall, Coahuila had fifteen percent of all U.S. invest-

ment in Mexico (320,800,000 dollars). These figures are,

however, somewhat misleading. The vast majority of U.S.

investment in Coahuila (37,800,000 dollars, or seventy-

eight percent) was in railroads. See Commercial Relations

of the United States with Foreign Countfies, 1902, p. 439.

 

 

43RP, 5-1, 644:60.

44The economic activities of Maas and Cabello will be

explored in depth in chapter six.

45In one municipal document, for example, Cabello

is referred to as a "mexicano." See AMS, 148-1, 5-1,

1905. "' “‘

46
From all indications, John Harlan, a mill owner in

Saltillo and Monterrey, owned the highest valued prOperty

(10,000 pesos) in Saltillo during the late Porfiriato.

John Woessner, one-time American consul, was, by marriage,

heir to one of the largest fortunes in the Central District,

that of Valeriano Ancira, a moneylender and hacendado in

General Cepeda.
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47Carothers, a graduate of the University of Pennsyl—

vania, also owned a pharmacy in Saltillo.

48NA, RG 49, 312.11/8798.

49See map in Chapter 1.

SCAMS, 142-2, 12—9, 1899.

511bid., 145—4, 17-6, 1902.

52Ibid., 142—2, 12-9, 1899. Forty-six pesos per hec-

tare equals a value, per sitio d3 ganado mayor, of 80,000

pesos. If, by way of comparison, the 17,000 hectare Ha-

cienda de Jagfiey de Ferniza had been worth forty-six pesos

per hectare, it would have brought well over 750,000 pesos

when Enrique Maas sold the property in 1902, rather than

the actual purchase price of 25,000 pesos.

 

53AMS, 142—2, 12-9, 1899. Cerritos, at 6.5 pesos per

hectareT—Was worth approximately 11,400 pesos per sitio

d3 ganado mayor, far above the maximum 5,000 peso figure

noted in 1902.

 

54AMS, 142—2, 12—9. In short, large haciendas like

San JuaH—de Retiro and San Juan de Vaqueria were worth,

per sitio de ganado mayor, no more than 4,500 pesos, far

less than {He value of their smaller, well irrigated

counterparts.

 

553g, 21-1, 3499:22.

56Ibid., 31-1, 4352:76.
 

57See Ibid., 7-1, 1436:232; 9-1, 1562:48; 10-1,

1674:37; 2-1, 131:81; 3-1, 235:56; 3-1, 400:189.

581m records of the Registro de Propiedades, descrip-

tions of water rights often preceeded a description of land

to be transferred, an oblique indication of water's im-

portance. See RP, 13—1, 1840:65; 6-1, 116:178; 6-1, 1121:

184; 6-1, 1210:299; 7—1, 1334:27; 7-1, 1392:33; 2-1,

164:116; 4-1, 435:43; 4—1, 530:174.



CHAPTER IV

THE HACENDADO AS ENTREPRENEUR

The Porfirian hacendado in Saltillo was in many re-

spects the antithesis of the figure pro—Revolutionary his-

1 The following pages will examinetorians haVe described.

several important aspects of the northern hacendado's

makeup that have remained virtually unexplored, principally

his investments outside the realm of personal landholding.2

By reviewing the nature and scope of the varying types of

investments undertaken by Saltillo's large landowners,

new dimensions will be added to our portrait of the

Porfirian hacendado in the north; the image of the hacen-

dado as entrepreneur will emerge into sharper focus.

A brief review of the economic structure of Coahuila

and the Central District would be helpful in understanding

the role landowners (propietarios) played in the region's
 

economic development.3 Coahuila and especially the

municipio of Saltillo were, originally, a base of supply

for Spanish mining centers located to the south and west

in Zacatecas, Durango, and San Luis Potosi.4 Later in the

colonial period, Coahuila, and again especially Saltillo,

assumed an influential role in the north's economic life

97



98

aside from their agricultural prominence.5 The Villa's

location astride the major trade routes connecting

Monterrey with Spanish Texas and San Luis Potosi and points

south permitted the city to develop as a major trade cen-

ter.6

Despite the undeniable commercial and agricultural

importance of Saltillo, the region remained sparsely

settled and relatively undeveloped until past the mid-

nineteenth century. Although it was the state capital and

largest yilla in the state, Saltillo had a population of

only 8,000 as late as 1870.7 During the next forty years,

however, from 1870 to 1910, Coahuila changed dramatically.

By 1890, long before the apogee of Porfirian rule in Mexico,

the state's economic underpinnings had undergone a remark-

able transformation and vitalization. Export of agricul-

tural goods including livestock and hides to central Mexi-

co was still extremely important. However, the railroad

construction which crisscrossed Mexico during the

Porfiriato opened Coahuila and the Central District to

wider markets, and by so doing, widened the scope of the

region's economic activities.8

With the coming of the railroad, cereal grains such

as barley and wheat could be tranSported cheaply to pre-

viously unreachable markets. Fruit and nuts also found

new markets as a result of the railroad's arrival.9 More-

over, after 1898, when the web of railroad construction
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connecting Saltillo with the rest of Mexico was finally

completed, it became increasingly possible for residents

of the Central District to take advantage of the region's

resources, both natural and human, and initiate large-scale

manufacturing and industrial projects. Saltillo, although

rivaled by TorreOn, a rapidly growing city located in the

southwestern corner of the state in the Laguna district,

reigned as Coahuila's most important industrial center

throughout the later Porfiriato.10

During this period of rapid economic development,

textile manufacturing became an increasingly important ele-

ment in the economic structure of the state as well as the

11
municipio of Saltillo. By 1905, there were four fac-

tories located in Saltillo selling finished cotton goods

throughout most of northern and central Mexico, including

12
Mexico City. This contrasts sharply with the sleepy

little yilla described by earlier visitors to the region.13

Similar factories Operated in Ramos Arizpe and nearby

Parras.l4 The largest textile factory in the Central Dis-

trict, "La Bella Unidn," was owned by a dynamic trio of

Saltillo residents who operated a major industrial com-

plex in the small‘yilla_of Arteaga, east of Saltillo.15

In addition to exporting finished cotton goods, the

municipio also emerged as a center for the milling of corn

and, more importantly, wheat. The largest milling complex

in the municipio, the Molino de Fénix, was founded in 1900
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by a consortium of investors from Saltillo and Parras.l6

The company sold flour throughout Mexico as well as in

the United States. In 1905, there were at least a half

dozen mills in operation in Saltillo, and all, apparently,

exported flour outside the state's borders.17

Besides textiles and milling, mining interests in

the state began to assume significance after 1880.

Coahuila's mineral wealth, unlike deposits in San Luis

Potosi and Guanajuato, was composed principally of base

metals, notably copper, lead, and zinc.18 The yilla of

Sierra Mojada, referred to as the Leadville of northern

Mexico by prominent local historian Vito Alessio Robles,

was the undisputed center of Coahuila's mining industry.19

A smaller, secondary mining center was located north of

the old state capital, Monclova, in the Sierra del Carmen.20

Although Sierra Mojada was located nearly three hun-

dred and fifty kilometers northwest of Saltillo, in the

heart of the BolsOn de Mapimi, the Central District was

recognized as an important center of mining activity in its

own right. Numerous small mining operations were carried

on at various points in the District, particularly in the

mountainous region south of Saltillo. Despite losing out

to Monterrey in the race to capture the modern smelter

constructed by Guggenheim interests in 1891, one of nor-

thern Mexico's largest smelters, owned by the Mazapil

Copper Company, a primarily British concern, was
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constructed on the southern rim of the city after 1906.21

Copper matte shipped to the United States from the Mazapil

Smelter remained an important export until 1914, when Revo-

lutionary forces closed the mines which supplied the smel—

ter with raw material.22

In brief, Coahuila and the Central District represent-

ed, throughout the Porfiriato and especially during the

period from 1885 to 1910, an area with an effective mix

of agriculture, commerce, manufacturing, and mining. It

was this balanced mix combined with an effective transporta-

tion system and a strong commitment by the region's resi-

dents to economic development and modernization which led

English historian Percy Martin to refer to Coahuila, in

1907, as the premier state in the Mexican union.23

The hacendado's role in Coahuila's rapid rise to

economic prominence during the Porfiriato was as effective

as it was complex. Aside from their landed holdings, the

region's hacendados were deeply committed to and involved

in the region's economic development. Not only did land-

owners invest heavily in Saltillo's basic economic growth

areas, such as textiles and milling, but area hacendados

were often the driving force behind the organization of new

business enterprises.

So intertwined were the hacendado, the industrialist,

and the merchant, that it is often difficult and frequently

impossible to determine whether an individual was primarily
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24 As dataa hacendado, an industrialist, or a merchant.

in the following pages will demonstrate, the holding of

nonagricultural enterprises by area hacendados was rela-

tively commonplace in the Central District throughout the

Porfiriato. Hacendados owned mines, mills, factories,

warehouses, as well as other types of commercial and manu-

facturing endeavors. At the same time, merchants and pro-

fessionals invested in landed holdings in addition to op-

erating and managing their commercial and professional

efforts.

For example, in 1907, Francisco Sieber and Blas Narro,

two comerciantes residing in Saltillo, formed a five year
 

partnership with Carlos Morales and Joaquin Rodriguez

Narro.25 The company, Carlos Morales y Compagia, was to

rent or purchase cattle or crop haciendas in the Central

District. In the same year, Lic. José Verea, a lawyer,

formed a partnership with Julian Pastor of Monterrey, J.

Pastor y CompaHia, to exploit Pastor's Hacienda de la Paila

26 In short, there was no radical dichotomyin Nuevo Ledn.

between rural landholders and urban businessmen in Saltillo.

Often they were one in the same; the same individuals, and

on a larger scale, the same class or elite group.

Hacendado involvement in the economic growth of the

Central District took several forms. Proprietors often

owned outright such typically urban enterprises as flour

mills and textile factories. In fact, the two largest
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factories in Saltillo in 1904, based on the value of goods

27 Indirectproduced, were owned in part by hacendados.

ownership or participation in nonagricultural concerns was

also commonplace. This latter type of involvement was ac-

complished by purchasing shares (acciones) in newly formed

companies. The process was similar to investing in today's

stock markets. Perhaps more significant is the fact that

area hacendados doubled not only as investors but as manage-

ment officials. Many of the companies established in

Saltillo during the Porfiriato were headed by landowners.

If local hacendados could not be found living or work-

ing on their landed estates, it was often because they were

busy directing their nonagricultural ventures. Outright

ownership of nonagricultural concerns by proprietors was

not, apparently, as prevalent as indirect ownership or

investment. This may have been due to a reluctance on the

part of proprietors to assume total responsibility for the

day—to—day operation and maintenance of an urban concern.

More plausibly, the region's prOprietors, by purchasing

shares, could diversify their capital investments and thus

limit their potential losses; diversification of invest-

ment through shareholding allowed for greater potential

return and offered greater flexibility than outright

ownership.
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Nonetheless, despite the apparent advantages accruing

from indirect ownership, hacendados in Saltillo did own,

outright, a variety of urban establishments. As a general

rule, these were not small enterprises such as barbershops,

bakeries, or hotels. Rather, their direct investments were

concentrated in larger concerns such as factories, mills,

or warehouses. For example, Clemente Cabello, master of

several large cattle haciendas in the southern stretches

of the municipio, owned a flour mill and a textile fac-

tory.28 Damaso Rodriguez owned, in addition to the Hacien—

da Derramadero, a tannery, a shoe factory, and a ware-

29
house. Guillermo Purcell, although his landed holdings

were not within the municipio, owned one of the largest

warehouses in Saltillo.30

It should be emphasized that urban holdings such as

those mentioned above were not minor concerns but large-

scale operations. Damaso Rodriguez's and Guillermo Pur-

cell's warehouses were among the largest in the municipio

and District if not the state. In 1897, sales, both

wholesale and retail, for Damaso Rodriguez's commercial

holdings were estimated at 150,000 pesos.31 In the same

period, sales by Guillermo Purcell's commercial enterprises

were reported to have been nearly 80,000 pesos.32

Clemente Cabello's textile factory, acquired in 1894,

and flour mill, while not the largest in the municipio,

nonetheless did a significant business; the total value of
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the goods produced in 1905 was estimated at 150,000

pesos.l3 Table 13 lists the major manufacturing concerns

in Saltillo in 1905, along with a notation of those owned

by hacendados.34 Table 14 (following page) lists the

largest commercial enterprises in the municipio in the same

year, 1905, as well as an indication of those which were

owned by area landowners.

TABLE 13

SALTILLO'S MAJOR MANUFACTURING CONCERNS, 1905
 

 

Value of

Company Business Capital Production

*El Féhix Flour Mill 100,000 194,000

*Libertad Textile/Flour Mill 60,000 150,000

*Gran. Co.

Ladrillera Brickyard 80,000 30,000

Aurora Textile/Flour Mill 80,000 75,000

Hibernia Textile Mill 50,000 70,000

 

*Denotes hacendado involvement

All figures given in pesos

Damaso Rodriguez, Clemente Cabello, and Guillermo

Purcell were only the most prominent hacendados residing

in Saltillo who owned urban or nonagricultural property.

. I I

Cresenc1o Rodriguez Gonzalez, owner of several small rural

35
properties, also owned a brickyard. Enrique Mass, owner

of numerous haciendas in the municipio throughout the

Porfiriato, operated a profitable money lending concern.36
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TABLE 14

SALTILLO'S LARGEST COMMERCIAL_CONCERNS, 1905
 

Company

or Owner

Clemente Sieber

& CO.

*Guillermo Purcell

*Damaso Rodriguez

& Sons

Bernardo Sota

F. Groves y Cia.

Blanc y Garcia

I .

*Genaro DaV1la

y Cia

I

Mart1n Hermanas

*R. Mellado y Cia.

Torre Hermanos

*Juan Carothers

Villar Hermanos

Business

Hardware/

Drygoods

Warehouse

Commission Agent/

Clothing

Clothing

Clothing/Hats

Warehouse/

Clothing

Commission Agent/

Shoes

Commission Agent

Hardware/Drygoods

Clothing

Drug Store

Commission Agents

951211311

500,000

500,000

200,000

100,000

60,000

50,000

30,000

50,000

30,000

30,000

25,000

20,000

Yearly

Profit

24,000

36,000

16,000

16,000

10,000

10,000

12,000

6,000

6,000

10,000

6,000

5,000

 

*Denotes hacendado involvement

All figures given in pesos
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Smaller landowners, among them Antonio Santos Coy,

Cayetano Sousa, and Amado Cavazos, owned grocery stores.37

Félix M. Salinas Operated a tannery and a shoe factory,

while Ruperto G. Letona owned a brickyard.38

More than one area hacendado took advantage of the ap-

parent scarcity of good houses or residences in Saltillo,

noted in 1883 by John Wadsworth, United States Consular

39
Officer, to invest in urban real estate. Damaso Rodriguez

acquired numerous houses in Saltillo throughout the

Porfiriato, and in 1910 ran an advertisement for house

40
rentals in the state's Periddico Oficial. Clemente
 

Cabello, as evidenced by a 1905 court case involving non-

payment of rent by Vicente Valdez, who was renting a house

Cabello owned on Bravo Street, dabbled in real estate.41

Guillermo Purcell and Cresencio Rodriguez Gonzalez, to

name only two, also purchased houses in Saltillo which they

presumably rented.42

Indirect ownership or participation by area landowners

in nonagricultural enterprises was extremely important to

Saltillo's industrialization and modernization. Given the

fact that raising the large amounts of capital necessary

for such concerns as banks or flour mills often precluded

individual ownership, the only viable alternative was a

consortium of individual investors. Many of Saltillo's

largest enterprises were founded by the efforts of such
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consortiums, and within that framework, Saltillo's land-

owners played an extremely important role, and possibly

a dominant one.

The following examples serve to illustrate not only

how area landowners invested their funds in various non—

agricultural concerns, but also the rate of return they

received on their capital. The Banco de Coahuila was es-

43
tablished in 1897. Its capitalization was set at 500,000

pesos, divided into 5,000 shares worth one hundred pesos

each.44 The following year, the bank was authorized to

raise its capital to 1,600,000 pesos, which, in turn, per—

mitted a new subscription offering of 11,000 shares also

at one hundred pesos each.45

Almost every significant area hacendado as well as

numerous smaller landowners subscribed to the bank's

46 Area hacendados investing in the bank includedstock.

Cresencio Rodriguez Gonzalez (80,000 pesos), Enrique Maas

(40,000 pesos), Guillermo Purcell (40,000 pesos), Damaso

Rodriguez (20,000 pesos), Clemente Cabello (20,000 pesos),

Gabriel Flores (10,000 pesos), Francisco Narro Acufia

(5,000 pesos), Amado Cavazos (4,000 pesos), and Teodoro

Carrillo (3,000 pesos).47 In all, the landowners listed

above, all residing in Saltillo, invested slightly over

220,000 pesos, or nearly fifteen percent of the bank's

48
capital. Money invested in the bank in 1897 and 1898

by these nine individuals was more than twice the amount
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of money invested in major land transactions in all the

municipio during that two year period. This indicates

hacendados selected their investment opportunities care-

fully and, when presented the opportunity, did not hesitate

to bypass additional purchases of land.

Not only were area hacendados major subscribers to the

bank's shares, several were in administrative positions

within the organizational structure of the bank. The first

board of directors (consejo dg_administrac15n), composed
 

of five members with five year terms, was staffed by

. ~ .

Franc1sco Narro Acuna, Enrique Maas, Cresenc1o Rodriguez

49
Gonzalez, Marcelino Garza, and Manuel Mazo. All were

50
landowners. The consejo, in addition to hiring manage-

ment level employees and setting salaries, fixed interest

rates, supervised yearly accounts, and authorized divi-

dends.51

The bank was a profitable venture for its stockhold—

ers. Dividends in 1907 amounted to twelve percent, or

52 In 1908, 1909, and 1910 divi-

53

twelve pesos per share.

dends of ten percent were paid. Landowners who had in-

vested in the bank earned, obviously, substantial returns

during this period. Damaso Rodriguez, who owned two hun-

dred shares, received 6,000 pesos in dividends between

1908 and 1910. Enrique Maas and Cresencio Rodriguez

Gonzalez earned at least 4,000 pesos and 8,000 pesos,

respectively, per year during this same period. Earnings
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are, of course, only significant or relative when compared

to some definite yardstick. In this case, the above men-

tioned trio, with the dividends they received, could have

purchased gygpy major plot of land sold in the municipio

between 1908 and 1910.54 That they did not, underscores

again the fact that landowners in Saltillo did not seek

to expand their landed holdings in the municipio.

Public utilities were also targets for hacendado

investments. Landowners bought shares in the CompaHia

Luz Eléctrica de Saltillo (electric power company), and in

the Compafiia Limitada de Tranvias del Saltillo (streetcar

company).55 The latter company was founded in 1902 with a

capitalization of 25,000 pesos divided into 1,000 shares

56 Landowners who ownedworth twenty-five pesos each.

shares in the streetcar company included Gabriel Flores,

Guillermo Purcell, Marcelino Garza, Cresencio Rodriguez

Gonzalez, Enrique Maas, Damaso Rodriguez, Valeriano Ancira,

Clemente Cabello, Rafael Siller Valle, Geronimo Siller,

Jesds del Bosque, Pragedis de la Peas, Gabriel Valero,

57 The above named individuals, al-and Jesfis de Valle.

though numbering less than twelve percent of the total

number of shareholders, accounted for over one-third of

the company's outstanding shares.58

Large companies in which local landowners invested

monies were numerous. In addition to the Banco de

Coahuila and the Compaflia Limitada de Tranvias del
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Saltillo, area landowners invested heavily in the CompaHia

Coahuilense de Ahorros e anersiones, a bank; Credit

Agricola, another bank; and a soap factory, La Estrella

del Norte.59 Of the three companies, La Estrella del Norte

was the largest. Founded in 1899, it numbered among its

shareholders several hacendados: Cresencio Rodriguez

Gonzalez, Damaso Rodriguez, Clemente Cabello, Gabriel

Flores, and Guillermo Purcell.60

An equally common means of investing utilized by

area landowners was the formation of partnerships. These

were seldom composed of more than a dozen individuals and

frequently less than five people. Partnerships in the

municipio operated within the broad range of the business

spectrum, from large-scale industrial concerns to smaller

urban or rural endeavors.

The most graphic illustration of a large-scale indus—

trial complex operated by a small partnership was La

61
Industrial Saltillera. Formed by Damaso Rodriguez,

Marcelino Garza, and Guillermo Purcell in 1889, La Indus-

trial Saltillera's original capital was 160,000 pesos.62

The company's physical assets included a flour mill, the

Molino de La Unidn, and a textile factory, La Bella Unidh,

both located in Arteaga.63 By the time the company was

reorganized in 1901, under the name Compafiia Industrial

Saltillera, the value of its holding had increased to

675,000 pesos and the company, in addition to the textile
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64 Thefactory and mill, had acquired a paper factory.

company exported its products, particularly its textiles

and paper, to neighboring states as well as to the central

region of the country.65 Each partner's share of the com-

pany in 1901 was reported to have been worth 225,000 pesos,

an increase of five hundred percent in the value of each

partner's share in the firm in less than a dozen years.66

The partnership formed by Purcell, Rodriguez, and

Garza was an exceptionally large company in terms of

capital value. Most partnerships in which landowners par—

ticipated, although involving healthy sums, were less im-

posing. For example, the Molino de Fenix, established

one year after La Industrial Saltillera, in 1899, ground

67 Its

68

wheat into flour as well as manufacturing pastas.

capital in the year it was founded was 100,000 pesos.

The Gran CompaHia Ladrillera de Saltillo, successor of the

Compafiia Ladrillera de Saltillo, had a capital of 120,000

pesos at the time it was founded.69

It must be stressed that hacendados did not limit

their investments to urban endeavors such as banks, street-

car companies, or manufacturing concerns. Often, they

invested in essentially rural enterprises. The best

example of this type of investment effort was the CompaHia

Ganadera y Textil de Cedros. This company, composed of

only thirteen investors, pledged, in 1903, 1,100,000 pesos

70
to purchase the Hacienda de Cedros. The hacienda,
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located near Mazapil, Zacatecas, southwest of Saltillo,

was in a semi—desert, high, rocky tableland unsuited for

agriculture. There were, however, in 1910, more than a

quarter million goats grazing on the hacienda, which had

been sold in 1906 to an American concern, the Interconti—

nental Rubber Company.71

Investors in the original CompaHia Cedros included

several of Saltillo's largest hacendados-~Enrique Maas,

Francisco Narro Acufia, Damaso Rodriguez, Cresencio Rodriguez

72
Gonzalez, and ROmulo Larralde. Rodriguez invested

100,000 pesos, while Maas, Rodriguez Gonzdlez, and Narro

73 In keeping with theAcuHa invested 50,000 pesos each.

responsibilities inherent in investments of large sums,

Rodriguez, Rodriguez Gonzalez, and Narro Acufia secured

positions on the company's board of directors.74

The massive investments made by Saltillo's hacendados

in such ventures as the Compafiia Cedros reflect, once

again, the varied economic pursuits of the region's

hacendados. The sums Damaso Rodriguez, Enrique Maas, and

Cresencio Rodriguez Gonzglez invested in the Compafiia Cedros

would have purchased gpy single estate sold in the

municipio from 1903 to the fall of Porfirio Diaz in 1911.

That land concentration did not occur in Saltillo because

potential buyers lacked funds or the inclination to invest

their surplus cash. Rather, those who were in a position

to buy land in Saltillo lacked the interest to do so.
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An organization similar to the CompaHia Cedros, the

Compagia Agricola y Ganadera de Saltillo, was organized

75
in October 1900. The company was to "cultivate and ex—

ploit the fincas r6Sticas (rural estates) now being rented"
 

in the municipio of Saltillo. Marcelino Garza, Enrique

Maas, Cresencio Rodriguez Gonzalez, and Francisco Narro

Acufia, landowners all, were partners in this venture. Each

contributed 20,000 pesos to company coffers.76

The Compafiia Ganadera y Textil de Cedros and the

Compafiia Agricola y Ganadera de Saltillo, much like the

partnership formed by Guillermo Purcell, Damaso Rodriguez,

and Marcelino Garza, were far larger than the typical agri-

cultural company or partnership propietarios found them-
 

selves in. Perhaps more typical was the partnership

formed by Rafael Siller Valle and Cesareo Elizondo. Both

men purchased, in 1902, equal portions of the Hacienda

Jagaey de Ferniza, located in the highlands south of the

77
city. Rather than divide the hacienda into two separate

and smaller holdings, Siller Valle and Elizondo formed a

partnership to more fully exploit the hacienda's potential.78

In addition to the above mentioned forms of urban and

rural investment opportunities, Saltillo's landowners often

formed partnerships to run small commercial enterprises.

In such cases, the hacendado, more often than not, was

labeled a socio capitalista (silent partner). Socios
 

capitalistas supplied the funds necessary to Operate a
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business but little else. Marcelino Garza, for example,

was the socio capitalista in two small commercial or mer-

79

 

. I

cantile concerns. In 1889, Garza and Honore V. Dessommes

formed an enterprise under the name H. V. Dessommes and

80
Company. In exchange for a contribution of 5,000 pesos

worth of merchandise, Garza was to receive two—thirds of

the firm's yearly profit.81 Dessommes was to be respons-

ible for day~to~day operations of the company. In 1898,

Garza entered into a similar arrangement with Genaro

Davila.82

The partnership of Gabriel Flores and Luis Cortez

illustrates, again, that hacendado investments or partner-

ships were not necessarily limited to urban ventures.

Gabriel Flores, a propietario in the municipio of Saltillo,

also owned land in the neighboring state of Nuevo LeOn.

In 1897, he formed a partnership with Cortez to establish

a giro mercantil on his Hacienda Ciénega del Toro for the
  

purchase and sale of livestock as well as wheat, corn,

beans, and other crops harvested by agriculturalists in

the municipio of Geleana.83 Flores' contribution to the

partnership was 8,000 pesos.84 Cortez, the administrator

of the company, contributed only his labor, for which he

received thirty—five pesos monthly.85

Mining Operations provided Saltillo's hacendados

with additional opportunities to participate in the state's

economic growth and development. Mining companies in

Coahuila during the Porfiriato were frequently short-lived
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and, to a far greater degree than any other type of busi-

ness venture discussed in this chapter, highly speculative.

Nevertheless, area hacendados were often among the sub—

scribers to shares of local mining companies. Indeed,

mining companies seemed to have been a particularly fa-

vorite investment vehicle for the region's landowners.

Aside from the spectacular profits which accrued to share-

holders in the event of a "strike," there was the general

practice of requiring only a partial advance of promised

funds until or unless a claim showed true merit.86

Several mining companies organized in Coahuila during

the Porfiriato illustrate the involvement of area land—

owners in local mining Operations. The Compafiia Minera

La Constancia, formed in 1894, was made up of eleven part-

ners.87 La Constancia proved to be one of the most profit-

able mining ventures on record in Coahuila during the

Porfiriato, returning huge profits to its shareholders.88

Among the company's original investors were Guillermo

Purcell, Clemente Cabello, Gabriel Flores, and Cresencio

Rodriguez Gonzalez.89

One of the largest mining companies organized in

Saltillo was the Compafiia Minera del Saltillo, formed in

90
1899 to exploit mines in the state of Zacatecas. Its

capitalization was set at 100,000 pesos, to be collected

at the rate of only two pesos per share per month.91 Among

area hacendados subscribing to the company's stock, at
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one hundred pesos per share, were Miguel Cardenas (200

shares), Damaso Rodriguez (50 shares), Encarnac16n Davila

(20 shares), and Marcelino Garza (20 shares).92

The Compagia Minera Eureka, formed in 1903 to operate

mining claims in western Coahuila, numbered several promi-

nent members of Saltillo's hacendado class among its sub—

93 Cresencio Rodriguez Gonzalez, Clemente Cabello,scribers.

and Damaso Rodriguez all invested in the company. Cresencio

Rodriguez Gonzalez, in fact, became president of Eureka's

board of directors.94

The previous paragraphs suggest that Saltillo's land-

owners played a significant role in the region's economic

expansion during the Porfiriato. The lack of foreign in-

vestment in Saltillo enhanced the hacendados' willingness

to invest large sums of money in areas outside the tradi-

tional realm of rural estates. To a degree perhaps un-

matched in all Mexico, Saltillo's economic advance and

modernization were financed by native or local capital.

Paralleling the absence of foreign ownership of land noted

in chapter three, foreign investment in banking or indus-

trial concerns organized in Saltillo between 1880 and 1910

was rare, especially by Americans.

For instance, only one American, William Richardson,

owned shares (one hundred) in the Banco de Coahuila.95

No American invested in the Molino de Fenix, La Estrella

del Norte, the Gran Compafiia Ladrillera de Saltillo, or



118

the Compafiia Coahuilense de Ahorros e anersiones, which

were among the municipio's largest companies. Most

Americans in Saltillo, despite a consular official's

characterization of the municipio as an excellent field

for the investment of capital and the establishment of

manufacturing concerns, seemed to be itinerants of sorts—-

96 Johnrailroad workers, engineers, or store clerks.

Harlan's flour mill was the only American—owned property

in Saltillo in 1912 according to consular officer Philip

Holland.97

European immigrants were more pronounced in their

effect upon Saltillo's economic growth, but unlike the

Americans, most had become Mexicans to all intents and

purposes. In addition to Enrique Maas and Clemente

Cabello, a number of EurOpeans attained notable success

in Saltillo. Clemente Sieber, a German, operated one of

the largest commercial houses in the District and invested

98 Spaniards,heavily in a variety of industrial ventures.

in particular those from the province of Santander, were

also present in large numbers. Spaniards such as Tomas

and Francisco Mfifi1z, two brothers, seemed to concentrate

their activities in commercial or mercantil concerns.99

However, the majority of European immigrants in Saltillo

were foreigners in name only. They adopted Saltillo as

their own, and from all indications, severed their economic

ties with their homelands once they established themselves
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in business. If Mexico, as characterized by one prominent

North American historian, was a mother to foreigners and a

stepmother to her own children during the age of Diaz,100

the stepchildren in the case of Saltillo proved to be

grateful.

A succinct overview of the sc0pe and variety of land-

owners' nonagricultural investments can be obtained by

using a simple table. Owners of single large haciendas

and ranchos as well as smaller plots of land in 1905 and

1910, are listed in the left hand column of Table 15.

In the right hand columns are the various types of busi-

nesses they owned or operated as well as the companies they

101 A major observation to be drawn from theinvested in.

Table is that the sharp dichotomy between landed elites

and merchants—industrialists which historians have stressed

as characterizing Porfirian Mexico seem inappropriate for

Saltillo.102 Landowners, particularly individuals who

owned the region's largest estates, were entrepreneurs-

investors who had a definite stake in Saltillo's continued

and varied growth.

The involvement of area prOprietors in business ven-

tures was more pronounced among the nation's largest land-

owners. The landowners appearing in Table 16 owned, in

1905, the largest haciendas or ranchos in the municipio

Over eighty percent of these landowners invested funds in

some type of business venture above and beyond their in-

vestments in their haciendas or ranchos.
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TABLE 16

INVESTMENTS OF LARGEST LANDOWNERS,

SALTILLO, 19051181041.'
 

Businesses Owned

 
 
 

Hectares Or

Landowner OWned Invested In

Clemente Cabello 87,800 8

Enrique Maas 16,500 6

Melchor Lobo Rodriguez 28,000 2

Damaso Rodriguez 22,700 18

Rafael Siller Valle 17,600

& Cesareo Elizondo

José Ma. Santos Coy 8,500 1 He was an attorney

Juan Arizpe 47,800

Teodoro Carillo 9,200 3

Teofilo Martinez 14,800 2

Yreneo Ldpez 77,250 Unknown, lived in another

state
 

When landowners, as measured by the average value of

the crops they marketed, are examined, a similar pattern of

investment emerges. Landowners appearing in Table 17 re-

ported, in 1905, harvesting crops with a market value of

103 Fifty percent of these proprietors,2,500 pesos or more.

perhaps the region's most prosperous, invested in business

concerns other than their own haciendas. The investments

of these two groups of hacendados, the largest and most

productive, as compared to the majority of propietarios
 

listed in Table 15 were more diversified. Few had monies

invested in only one enterprise.
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TABLE 17

INVESTMENTS OF MOST PRODUCTIVE LANDOWNERS,

* ‘ SALTILLO,'1905 '

Businesses Owned

   

Landowner Harvest Value and/or Invested In

Clemente Cabello 12,600 8

Enrique Maas 17,000 6

(Includes

Livestock)

Leopoldo & Jacobo Unknown, lived in Monter-

Lobo 42,500 rey

Teodoro Carrillo 27,000 3

Manuel Rodriguez

Orozco 3,100

Damaso Rodriguez 55,000 18

Ana Maria Charles 5,200 Unknown, lived in

Tamaulipas

Miguel Cardenas 8,500 3

Juan Gonzalez 2,500

Juan Arizpe 3,400

Gabriel Valerio 3,600 1

Melchgr Lobo 4,000

Rodriguez (Livestock) 2

Eutimio Cuellar 2,600

Agustin Rodriguez 12,300 3

(Includes

Livestock)

 

All figures given in pesos.
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Oligarchic control, if such it was, was diffuse.

Saltillo's landowners included those who did not invest in

nonagricultural concerns; those who invested in a few (two

or three); and those who invested in large numbers of en-

terprises. The situation seems to parallel the conclusions

drawn by Michael C. Meyer (1967) and William H. Beezley

104 As in Porfirian(1973) in their works on Chihuahua.

Chihuahua, there was an elite at the tOp of Saltillo's

socio—economic structure. Hacendados such as Enrique Maas,

Clemente Cabello, Damaso Rodriguez, Guillermo Purcell,

Rafael Siller Valle, Miguel Cdrdenas, and Cresencio

Rodriguez Gonzalez fall easily into such a category. Never-

theless, the question of particular importance is whether

this elite group of wealthy hacendados—industrialists pre-

vented or hindered the upward movement of other individuals

(perhaps the landowners in Table 15 who had not invested in

urban ventures) by monopolizing investment opportunities.

Evidence of whether or not a small group of individuals

excluded the majority of Saltillo's residents from partici-

pating directly in the benefits resulting from the region's

economic development is far from conclusive. A number of

considerations, however, point to the fact that Saltillo's

elite did not monopolize the benefits of modernization.

They were a porous group. Economic growth in and of itself

was more important than limiting the advantages of such

growth to a small number of individuals or family groups.
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Multiple opportunities existed for entry into the

ranks of the landholders. Land concentration was not the

problem in Saltillo and the Central District as it may have

been in Morelos, Chihuahua, and Yucatan, Indeed, the five

year period prior to the outbreak of Madero's rebellion was

the most active Span for land transfers in the municipio

during the Porfiriato. Moreover, investment opportunities

existed in the areas of commerce, banking, and to a lesser

extent, industry. Just as the period from 1905 to 1910

witnessed a dramatic upsurge in the number of rural proper-

ties changing hands, so too was this five year period a

watershed for the formation of new companies or businesses.

Between 1905 and 1910, more new companies or partnerships

were formed than in any other five year period during the

Porfiriato.

The following tables (Table 18 and Table 19), con—

structed from data contained in a 1905 municipal census,

reveal not only the breadth of Saltillo's commercial-

mercantile sector in the latter stages of the Porfiriato,

but the relative dominance, in terms of numbers, of the

small shopkeeper-investor—entrepreneur. Based on the dual

yardsticks of capitalization and yearly profits, there

seems little doubt that there was room in Saltillo for

105 As in the case ofnewcomers to the world of business.

landownership, the hacendado—industrialist may have owned

the largest commercial houses or industrial plants, but he
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made no conscious, or at least successful, effort to limit

or prevent the growth of other, smaller entrepreneurs.

Data presented in this chapter permit the researcher

to make several generalizations about Saltillo's landowners,

and their role in the municipio's economic develOpment.

First, at least forty percent of landowners in the period

from 1905 to 1910 invested in business ventures above and

beyond their personal land holdings; they could just as

easily be classified as bankers, merchants, industrialists,

or miners. Often, they were the same individual: witness

the cases of Clemente Cabello, Damaso Rodriguez, and

Cresencio Rodriguez Gonzalez. Even if a distinction is

attempted, as a result of the propietagios' apparent will-
 

ingness to invest in nonagricultural endeavors, there

existed a close interrelationship between hacendados and

urban businessmen. To continue to talk in terms of an

urban elite and a rural elite in Saltillo when attempting

to describe and understand Porfirian socio-economic struc-

ture is inadequate. It is more appropriate to argue that

Porfirian Saltillo was not dominated by elites, but by an

elite.

In a very real sense, hacendados in Saltillo, through

their investments in banks, factories, commercial houses,

and mining companies, were responsible for the region's

economic growth. They had a vested interest in develOp-

ment and modernization and were by no means the foes of



T
A
B
L
E

1
8

N
U
M
B
E
R

O
F

B
U
S
I
N
E
S
S
E
S

(
C
O
M
M
E
R
C
I
A
L
/
M
E
R
C
A
N
T
I
L
E
)

I
N

S
A
L
T
I
L
L
O

A
N
D

Y
E
A
R
L
Y

P
R
O
F
I
T
S
,

1
9
0
5

N
u
m
b
e
r

o
f

b
u
s
i
n
e
s
s
e
s
 

1
0
0

P

9
5

—

9
0

-

8
5

-

8
0

-

7
5

-

7
0

6
5

6
0

5
5

5
0

4
5

4
0

3
5 3.
2-

A
2
o

-
/

x

1
5

-
/

"
\

1
0

-
1

’
.

/
\
\

5
T

a
I
]

‘
“
r
r
\
v
/
’
/
I
I
\
‘
\
\
»
/
/
/
/
A
\
\
\
\
\
\
w
fl
,
i
f
4
-
—
—
—
—
~

—
'
0

2
0

3
0
1

4
0
1

5
0
’

5
1

0
0
0

0
0
'

0
0

"
0
1

0
0

0
o
n
:

5
0
0
1

'
0
0
0
-

l l Lll  2
0
0

3
0
0

4
0
0

5
0
0

7
5
0

1
0
0
0

2
0
0
0

3
0
0
0

4
0
0
0

5
0
0
0

7
5
0
0

1
0
0
0
0

1
5
0
0
0

2
0
0
0
0

E
a
r
n
i
n
g
s

i
n

p
e
s
o
s
.

129



T
A
B
L
E

1
9

C
A
P
I
T
A
L

I
N
V
E
S
T
E
D

I
N

S
A
L
T
I
L
L
O
'
S

C
O
M
M
E
R
C
I
A
L
/
M
E
R
C
A
N
T
I
L
E

C
O
N
C
E
R
N
S
,

1
9
0
5

N
u
m
b
e
r

o
f

b
u
s
i
n
e
s
s
e
s

1
0
0

9
5

9
0

8
5

8
0

7
5

7
0

6
5

6
0

5
5

5
0

4
5

4
0

3
5

3
0

2
5

2
0

1
5

1
0 5

/

.\~

\

\\\

.LJlJLlIlLJllllLl

/

J

I.

.
\

:
\
W

'
1
0
1

2
0
'

4
0
1

.
0
1

=
0

1
0
0
1

5
0
0
‘

0
0
0
1

0
0
0
1

0
'
0

1
0
0
0

5
0
0
0
'

1
0
0
0
0
0

+
-
—

 1
0
0

2
0
0

4
0
0

6
0
0

8
0
0

1
0
0
0

5
0
0
0

1
0
0
0
0

2
0
0
0
0

3
0
0
0
0

4
0
0
0
0

5
0
0
0
0

1
0
0
0
0
0

C
a
p
i
t
a
l

s
o
c
i
a
l

-
i
n

p
e
s
o
s
.

130



131

progress that earlier historians often portrayed them to

be. In their role as investors and entrepreneurs, hacen—

dados aided Mexico's transformation from an agrarian

society to a commercial and industrial society. Ironically,

by helping to promote Saltillo's growing industrial—manu—

facturing base, area hacendados contributed to the demise

of the society which had fostered them for centuries. They

could manage complex empires composed of landed estates,

industrial plants, and commercial houses, but they could

not control the emerging agricultural—industrial laborer

106 The
who played a major part in the Revolution of 1910.

hacendado, in reality planted the seeds of his own destruc-

tion.
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1Critics of the hacienda display little difference in

attitude toward hacendados. See for example, H. B. Parkes,

A Histogy of Mexico (Boston, 1970); Charles C. Cumberland,

MexIEo: The Struggle for'Modernipy (New York, 1968); Carlos

Tello, La Tenencia de la Tierra en México (Mexico, 1968);

Ernest Gruening, Mexicp and Its Heritage (New York, 1928);

George McBride, Land Systems of Mexico (New York, 1923);

Andres Molina Enriquez, Los grandes problemas nacionales

(Mexico, 1978).

 

 

 

 

 

 

2Recent works which have touched upon this theme in—

clude Charles Harris, A Mexican Family Empire: The Lati—

fundio of the Sanchez Navarro Family 1765-1867 (Austin,

I975); David A. Brading, Haciendas and Ranchos in the Mexi-

can BajiO, LeOn, l700~1860 TNew York, 1978y; Jan Bazant,

Cinco Haciendas Mexicapas (México, 1975); and Enrique Semo,

ed., Siete ensayos sobre 1a'hacienda Mexicana; 1780-1880

(México, 1977).

 

 

 

 

 

 

3Propietario, as it is used in this study, is simply

a landowner. This includes hacendados, rancheros, and other

individuals who do not fit comfortably into the hacendado-

ranchero classifications.

 

4See, for example, Barry Carr, "Las Peculiaridades

del Norte Mexicano, 1880—1927: Ensayo de InterpretaciOn,"

Historia Mexicana 22, no. 3 (January—March, 1973), pp. 320-

3357 as weIl as Fran ois Chevalier, Land and Sociepy in

Colonial Mexico (Ber eley, 1970).

 

 

 

5See Nettie Lee Benson, ed., Report of Ramos Arizpe

to the Spanish Cortes (Austin, 1950).

 

 

6See David B. Adams,’"The Tlaxcalan Colonies of Span—

ish Coahuila and Nuevo Leon: An Aspect of the Spanish

Settlement of Northern Mexico," Ph.D. dissertation, Univer—

sity of Texas, 1971, p. 214.

7Hamilton, Border States, p. 182.
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8The importance of railroads to Saltillo's development

cannot be underestimated. Exports from the municipio

doubled within three years after the arrival of the Mexican

National Railroad in 1883. In 1895, a committee of local

businessmen including Damaso Rodriguez, Cresencio Rodriguez

Gonzalez, Melchor Lobo Rodriguez, and a half dozen others,

in a letter to the governor published in the Periodico

Oficial, claimed that aid to the contemplated Coahuila-

Zacatecas Railroad was "the most important task facing the

state government, and that the railraod was the key to open—

ing, for Saltillo and other villas in the state, the doors

to prosperity." See Periédico Oficial, 4/10/1895.

 

 

9Hills Brothers Co. to American Consul, Saltillo,

ll/17/1902, NA, RG 84, Consular Dispatches, vol. 32. See

also John Carothers, Consular Officer, Saltillo, to Secre-

tary of State, 11/17/83, NA, RG 59 (Dispatches) 300;

Carothers to Secretary of State, 8/31/83, NA, RG 59, (Dis-

patches) 300.

1(For a brief history of Torredn, see Pablo C. Moreno,

Torreon: Biograffa de la mas joven de los Cuidades Mexi-

canas: De MiguéI'Hidalgo a Miguel Aleman: La Comarca

Lagunera (Saltillo,41951)fi William K. Meyers, "Politics

Vested Rights and Economic Growth in Porfirian Mexico:

The Company Tlahualilo in the Comarca Lagunera 1885-1911,"

HAHR 57, no. 3 (August, 1977), pp. 425-454, is also worth

consulting.
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of the protective legislation passed by Coahuila's legisla-

ture during the Porfiriato. See Moises Gonzalez Navarro,

E1 Porfiriato, Vida Economica, vol. 1, pp. 470-471; APLC,

9th legis., 1886-18877 leg. 4 BIS, Comisidn de Hacienda,

exp. 19.
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AMS, 148-1, 5-2, 1905; 142-2, 12-9, 1899.

13See Hamilton, Border States, pp. 182-186; Scribner,

Camp Life, pp. 53-56; Chamberlain, Confession, pp. 60-161.
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Periodicio Oficial, 12/12/1894.
 

19Alessio Robles, BibliOgraffa'de Coahuila p. 72.
 

20Peri6dico Oficial. 7/12/85.
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AGC), leg. 165, vol. 1, exp. 7532 BIS, 1896. See also
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22NA, RG 59, Box 3805, 312.115 m451; 312.115 m451/3.
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23Percy Martin, Mexico, II, p. 25.
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25RPLS, 6-3, 239:93.

26Ibid., 6—3, 244:205.
 

27Ams, 148-1, 5-2, 1905. La Libertad, a textile mill,

was owned by Clemente Cabello, and El Fénix, a flour mill,

was partially owned by Enrique Maas.

33, 6-1, 1257:377; 4-1, 422:35; 6-1, 1253:368.

AMS, 148-1, 5—5, 1905; 142w2, 12-11, 1899.
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33
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4253, 6-1, 908:14; 3—1, 339:140; 6-1, 1200:289; 9-1,
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339:140.

43Gonzalez Navarro, E1 Porfiriato, Vida Economica,

44RpLs, 2-3, 36:2.

45Ibid., 2—3, 37:17.

46Ibid., 2-3, 36:2; 2—3, 37:17. In addition, land-
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for example Evaristo Madero and Manuel de Yorto from Parras.

 



136

47Well over seventy individuals owned shares in the
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the neighboring states of Durango, Nuevo Leon, and San Luis

Potosf. It is probable that the total investment by those

individuals who could be classified as landowners was more

than fifty percent of the bank‘s total capital.

4BBEE§: 2-3: 36:2; 2—3, 37:17.

49Ibid., 2-3, 36:2.

50Marcelino Garza owned a small amount of land in
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in the northern part of the state. Manuel Mazo, in part—

nership with his brother Aurelio Mazo (Mazo Hermanos),

participated in the Compafiia Agricola y Ganadera de Saltillo.

See RP, 3—3, 86:63.

51RPLS, 2—3, 36:2. Members of the council received,

yearly, ten percent of the bank‘s profits after all ex-
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52Peri6dico Oficial, 1/29/08.
 

53Per16dico Oficial, 2/6/09; 2/12/10; 1/28/11. Divi-

dends were paid after a percentage of the bank's earnings

(not more than ten percent per year) were placed in the

fondo de reserva (reserve fund) and salaries were paid to

the members of the'consejo.

 

 

54The total dividends received by these three indi-

viduals between 1908 and 1910, 42,000 pesos, exceeded by

nearly 10,000 pesos the total spent on land in Saltillo

during that three year period.

SSBEES, 4-3, 122:9l; AMS, 140-3, 25-unnumbered ex .,

1897. “' -49

SGRPLS, 4-3, 122:91.

57
The largest number of shares owned by any of the

above-mentioned individuals was forty. Damaso Rodriguez,

Clemente Cabello, Cresencio Rodriguez Gonzalez, and Gabriel

Flores each owned that number.
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shares.

As a group, the landowners listed above owned 337

sgggpg, 2—3, 48:57; 6—3, 248:223; 2—3, 59:75,

60Ibid., 2—3, 59:75. Cresencio Rodriguez Gonzalez

and Clemente Cabello invested 5,000 pesos each as did

Gabriel Flores. Purcell and Damaso Rodriguez invested

2,000 pesos each.

61RPLS, 4—3, 107:47.

62Ibid.

63Ibid.

64The paper mill, also in Arteaga, was purchased after

its original owners were unable to Operate the business

profitably.

65AMS, 135-1, 1892.

66RPLS, 4-3, 107:47. Documents dealing with the

internal operation of companies doing business in Saltillo

are not housed in the Registro de Propiedades. However,

there is a three—page balance—sheet of La Industrial

Saltillera in this entry which is the basis for much of my

information about the company. The balance sheet is the

only one of its kind found in the Registro.

 

67RpLs, 2-3, 56:70.

GBIQiQ. Enrique Maas, a major landowner in Saltillo

and the Central District, contributed ten percent of the

company's capital.

69RPLS, 3-3, 72:2. Landholders investing in the com-

pany included Damaso Rodriguez, Guillermo Purcell, Marcelino

Garza, Miguel Cardenas, Evaristo Madero and Gabriel Flores.

Evaristo Madero, with 100 shares, was, along with Viviano

L. Villareal, the largest shareholder in the company.

7°RPLs, 5-3, 161:77.



138

71NA, RG 59, Box 37930, 312.115 C32; 312.115 C76.

It should be stressed that public records do not indicate

how much additional monies, if any, were invested in this

or any other company over the span of its existence. Pur-

chase of machinery, tools, and livestock was not reported

in public documents. The figures mentioned in this and sub-

sequent chapters are for initial investment, but one can

assume additional funds were invested in these and other

companies.

72RPLS, 5—3, 161:77.

73Ibid. The terms under which the company was organ-

ized called for each investor to put thirty percent of

his pledged investment into company coffers immediately.

The above figures represent the total each investor would

have made over the life of the company.

74RPLS, 5-3, 161:77. The company's profits were to be

divided in the following fashion: five percent to a fondo

de reserva; five percent to make improvements in the flnca;

five percent for members of the consejo; and eighty—five

percent to shareholders.

 

75RPLs, 3-3, 86:63.

76Ibid. The land operated by the company belonged, in

fact, to Enrique Maas. The Haciendas de Aguanueva and

Hedionda Grande were the center of the firm's operations.

The only other investors in the company were Romulo Larralde

and Manuel Mazo. Like the other investors, Mazo and Larralde

contributed 20,000 pesos each to the company treasury.

 

773g, 28-1, 4041:101.

78RPLS, 5-3, 178:124. The partnership, "Siller Valle

y Elizondo," was a complex one. The directorship of the

company alternated every other year, and the two men agreed

to split, equally, profits resulting from the sale of wood

and renting of pastures. However, livestock pastured on the

lands of the hacienda remained outside the society formed

by the two men.

79When such partnerships were formed, they were usually

in the area of commerce. I discovered no such partnerships

for the operation of landed estates.
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8ORPLs, 1-3, 1:2.

81Garza had no other duties or obligations. He was

literally a silent partner.

82RPLS, 1-3, 35:93.

83Ibid., 1—3, 26:73.

84Whether this was the typical tienda de raya is im—

possible to say. The organization of the giro, buying and

selling grains and livestock, leads one to believe that

Flores may simply have been trying to take advantage of

the need of local agriculturalists for ready markets and

supply centers.

 

BSRPLS: 1'3: 26:73. There is no indication that

Cortez would receive a percentage of the giro's profits.

86Mining companies were frequently organized so that

shareholders were required to lay out, initially, only

small amounts of cash, often one to ten pesos per month.

In this fashion, funds could be utilized in more productive

ventures until claims being explored revealed their true

merit or lack of same.

87Registro de Propiedades: Libros de Minas (hereafter

RPLM), 1-2, 1:2.

 

88For a further discussion of "La Constancia" see

chapter five.

89Purcell, Frontier Mexico, pp. 60—62; AMS, Protocolos

1896-1897, vol. 2, partido 47, folio 16.

  
 

90RPLM, 1-2, 34:38.

91This is perhaps the best example of the method by

which mining companies gathered capital. See footnote 86

above.
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92RPLM, 1-2, 34:38. There were thirty investors in

the company. In the same fashion as the other types of

business concerns discussed in this chapter, members of

the consejo received three percent of the company' s profits.

Ten percent of company profits were ticketed for the fondo

de reserva and the remainder was awarded to shareholders.
 

93RPLM, 1—3, 62:46.

94Ibid. There were thirty—six investors in the com-

pany. Cresencio Rodriguez Gonzalez, with seventy-three

shares, was the second largest shareholder.

95
RPLS, 2—3, 36 2; 2-3, 37:17.

96Charles B. Towle, Saltillo, to Chief, Bureau of

Foreign Commerce, 11/12/1900, NA, RG 84, vol. 29. Several

Americans who invested in Saltillo‘s growing commercial-

mercantile sector entered into partnerships with local resi-

dents. For example, George Jones of Chicago invested

20, 000 pesos in a partnership with Tomas Far1as, "Tomas

Farias y Cfa.," to sell whiskey. See RPLS, 4—3, 130: 121.

97Philip E. Holland, Saltillo, to Secretary of State,

4/26/1912, NA, RG 59, Box 3699, 312.11/338. According to

Holland, Harlan's mill was worth 25,000 dollars but was

closed for lack of local grain supplies. Harlan, who owned

another mill in Monterrey, was reported to be living in

that city.

98AMS, 148— 1, 5— 2, 1905. Sieber' 8 commercial house,

in 1904, was reported to have had a capital of over a half

million pesos. He invested funds inthe Molino de Fenix,

the Banco de Coahuila, and the Compania Iamitada de Tran—

vias del Saltillo.

 

99RPLS, 2-3, 42:46.

100

p. 260.

Lesley B. Simpson, Many Mexicos (Berkeley, 1966),
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sive municipal surveys. See AMS, 148--l, 5——5, 1905;154——l,

33-4, 1911. Owners of small plots or labores on the old

Haciendas Cerritos, Gonzalez, and others are not included.

In addition, several landowners were eliminated from the

list due to an inability to identify them; for example,

the Hacienda Encarnacion de Guzman was listed as being

owned by the heirs of Yreneo LOpez.

102See Alexander Saragoza, "The Formation of a Mexican

Elite: The Industrialization of Monterrey Nuevo Le6n, 1880-

1892," Ph.D. dissertation, University of California, 1978.

lOBAMS, 148—1, 5—5, 1905.

104Michael C. Meyer, Mexican Rebel: Pascual Orozco

and the Mexican Revolution 1910—1915 (Lincoln, 1967);

William H. Beezléy, Insurgent Governor: Abraham Gonzalez

and the Mexican Revolution in Chihuahua (Lincoln, 1973).

See also Mark Wasserman, "Foreign Investment in Mexico,

1876-1910: A Case Study of the Role of Regional Elites,"

The Americas 36, no. 1 (July, 1979): PP- 3-21.

 

 

 

 

 

105As a general rule, merchants-industrialists-hacen-
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petition from the United States and other regions of nor-

thern Mexico than with competition from within the municipio.

Public documents are peppered with references to the damag-

ing effects of outside competition. See AMS, 138-1,2-4,

1895; APLC, 12th legis., 1891—1892, __g. 4,“Comision de

Hacienda, exp. 44; 12th legis., le . 6, Comision de
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de Hacienda, exp. 26.
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CHAPTER V

FIVE HACENDADOS: A PROFILE

Despite all that has been written about landowners and

landholding patterns during the era of Don Porfirio, the

Porfirian hacendado remains an enigmatic figure. This chap-

ter will examine the public careers of five of Saltillo's

most prominent hacendados: Damaso Rodriguez, Cresencio

Rodriguez Gonzélez, Enrique Maas, Clemente Cabello, and

Guillermo Purcell—~men who were at center stage in Saltillo

throughout much of the Porfiriato. Three were European

immigrants while the other two, Damaso Rodriguez and

Cresencio Rodriguez Gonzalez, were natives of Saltillo.

These last were politically active, while the other three,

as immigrants, were not; but all, by virtue of their wealth

and economic power, wielded tremendous influence in the

municipio and in the state.1

An examination of their activities, principally in the

realm of economics, provides a greater appreciation of the

complexities of Saltillo's economic development in the

late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. These five

hacendados were active participants in the region's develOp-

ment.2 They were wealthy and powerful, but they were not

regressive, trenchant forces. Their efforts, as a small
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group and as representatives of the larger hacendado-indus—

trialist class, helped make Saltillo what it was in 1910:

the commercial-industrial center of Coahuila.3

Guillermo Purcell, Clemente Cabello, and Enrique Maas

were foreigners who migrated to Saltillo after Mexico's

defeat in the 1846—1848 war with the United States. Purcell

was born in Limerick, Ireland in 1845, and migrated to Mexi-

co at the age of eighteen.4 He arrive in Saltillo in 1866,

after having lived and worked in nearby Monterrey, Nuevo

Leon, for four years.5 Enrique Maas was a native of

Wiesbaden, Germany. He came to Saltillo in the wake of the

6
invading American forces in 1846. Clemente Cabello, an

Italian, arrived in Saltillo in the late 1860's or early

1870's.7

Of the three immigrant hacendados, Guillermo Purcell

was surely the most important.8 Soon after his arrival in

Saltillo he established the warehouse (almacén) which be-

came the cornerstone of his empire. He sold, primarily at

wholesale, manufactured goods from Mexico, Europe, and the

United States, and also exported agricultural goods to the

9
United States. His commercial/mercantile business grew to

be one of the largest in the municipio. Municipal records

for 1897 indicate that gross sales for Purcell's almacen

in that year amounted to nearly 80,000 pesos.10
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Export-import trade, although crucial to Purcell's

success, did not remain his only economic interest for long.

By the time of his death in 1909, his investments extended

in a web-like network throughout the Central District and

the state. Few of Purcell’s many interests, however, paral-

leled the success he attained in mining. His move into

mining was initiated, according to Purcell himself, because

"there is little to be made in commerce so I was tempted to

risk a little."11 His initial venture into mining proved

to be an unqualified success.

Purcell, in 1879, along with a dozen other investors

including his brother, Thomas Purcell and his close friend

Marcelino Garza, formed a mining company, La Constancia,

to exploit holdings in the newly opened Sierra Mojada

mining region.12 The company's principal mine, La Esmeralda,

as well as others opened by the company in the same general

area, were extremely profitable. Over a two-year period,

in 1891 and 1892, more than 150,000 pesos in dividends were

13
paid to shareholders. The value of the company's shares

reflected its successful operations. In 1886, company

shares were worth nearly 3,000 pesos each.14 Two years

later, in 1888, shares were worth 10,000 pesos each, an in-

15
crease of over three hundred percent. Purcell's share

in the company, ten percent, was worth in 1888 nearly

100,000 pesos. In short, Purcell saw his capital increase

over three hundred percent over a brief two-year period.16
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Purcell was also a participant in another large min—

ing operation: the Mazapil Copper Company in northeastern

Zacatecas. His exact role in the company is unclear.

Marvin Bernstein (1964) reports that Purcell acquired the

holdings sometime after 1880, and sold the mines to the

17
Mazapil Company in 1893. On the other hand, material in

Frontier Mexico, an edited collection of Purcell's letters,
 

suggests that Purcell did not divest himself entirely of

his interest in the mines, but, rather, sold shares through

an agent in England, R. Wedemeyer.18 Moreover, after Pur-

cell's death, sharesixlthe Mazapil Copper Company were

listed among the wealth inherited by his wife.19

One thing about the Mazapil Copper Company is, how-

ever, certain. Unlike the Compania Minera La Constancia,

Mazapil was not, in the early stages at least, terribly

profitable for Purcell. In August 1894, he complained

that "Mazapil is not yet paying anything—-slow indeed

"20 Later in the same month he wrote that

21

and up hill work.

he was "trying hard to get Mazapil straightened out."

A year earlier, in April, 1893, he indicated that the com-

22 The company's prob-pany owned him nearly 180,000 pesos.

lems continued long after Purcell's death early in 1909.

Revolutionary forces ravaged the mine and constantly dis-

rupted its railroad connections with Saltillo during the

decade of strife between 1910 and 1920.23
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In addition to commercial and mining interests, Purcell

was a partner in the largest industrial complex in the

Central District during the Porfiriato, La Industrial

Saltillera.24 The prOperties, capital goods, and inven-

tories owned by the trio of Purcell, Marcelino Garza, and

Damaso Rodriguez were worth, in 1900, nearly 700,000 pesos,

more than three times the value of their initial invest-

25
ment. Little is known, unfortunately, of the inner work-

ings of this partnership. Damaso Rodriguez, at least in

26
1895, functioned as the partnership‘s president. The

company's holdings in 1900 included a flour mill, textile

factory, and a paper mill.27

Guillermo Purcell did not invest in as many non-agri-

cultural ventures as did several of his contemporaries.

Since his apparent base of operations was a privately owned

commercial enterprise, perhaps he did not feel the need to

expand in this direction. Besides the Industrial Saltillera,

Purcell was a partner in only four companies: the Banco

de Coahuila, La Estrella del Norte, the Compafiia Limitada

de Tranvias del Saltillo, and the Gran Compafi'ia Ladrillera.28

However, if the actual number of investments Purcell

made was small in comparison to those undertaken by other

investors, such as Damaso Rodriguez or Cresencio Rodriguez

Gonzalez, the amounts he invested were certainly not. His

investment in the Banco deo Coahuila, 40,000 pesos, placed

29
him among the bank's six largest investors. He invested
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7,500 pesos in the Gran Compania Ladrillera and 2,000 pesos

30
in La Estrella del Norte. Overall, his investments in

these three companies, 49,500 pesos, was seventy percent of

the municipio's entire revenue of 71,000 pesos in 1884.31

Purcell, for a time, was content to remain a miner-

merchant—industrialist. Despite being a consistent buyer

of urban real estate and one of the wealthiest men in the

municipio,if not the state, he resisted entering the ranks

of the rural gentry. His investments in the Banco de

Coahuila alone would have purchased any hacienda or rancho

sold in the municipio between 1897 and 1905; but in fact

Purcell never purchased land of any value within the

municipio or even the Central District. From all indica-

tions, Purcell viewed agriculture, even in the cotton rich

Laguna district of western Coahuila where his holdings were

large, as a risky business.32 His attitude toward agricul-

ture and landownership suggests that he saw landholding not

as a means to gain status or social acceptance, but as a

business venture that must be judged on its economic merits.

To buy land for the sake of ownership was anathema to Pur-

cell and to other hacendados in the municipio.

Nevertheless, despite his expressed reservations about

the merits of investing in agriculture, he eventually pur-

chased land, but not within the municipio. With two of his

close friends and business associates, Damaso Rodriguez and

Marcelino Garza, he owned twenty—two sitios, totaling 38,623
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hectares, in the northern municipio of Rio Grande.33 In

addition, he held land in the municipio of Zaragoza, also

located near the Rio Grande boundary with Texas. There is

some indication that cattle were grazed on Purcell's nor—

thern lands, but what little data exist regarding this land

strongly suggests Purcell and his associates were involved

34 At any rate, Purcell still held

35

in a speculative venture.

this land at the time of his death.

Given his earlier negative opinions of cotton haciendas

it is somewhat surprising that Purcell‘s most noteworthy

landholdings were in the municipio of San Pedro, in

Coahuila's Laguna District. Purcell and the small company

of investors he organized, Guillermo Purcell and Company,

owned four haciendas in the Laguna: San Lorenzo, San Jose,

36
Santa Elena, and Venado. Only fragmentary data exist in

Saltillo’s local archives regarding these haciendas. Ap-

parently, they were purchased between 1890 and 1894, and

37
one, San Lorenzo, cost 35,000 pesos. Purcell's daughter,

in Frontier Mexico, casts little light on Purcell's holdings
 

in the Laguna, simply reporting that cotton haciendas along

with mining were her father‘s major interests.38

One can only speculate as to why Purcell ventured into

the raising of cotton in the Laguna District while ignoring

the agricultural potential of the landed estates existent

in the municipio of Saltillo. There is little doubt that

he could have purchased land in the municipio had he so
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desired. Perhaps the returns on Laguna cotton haciendas,

despite all the risks of drought, lack of water for irri—

gation, and plant diseases, overshadowed the profits to

be gained from raising cereal grains or grazing livestock

on local haciendas. An additional motivation for Purcell,

who was deeply involved in export—import trade as well as

textile manufacturing, was that it would have been extremely

practical and plausible for him to attempt to integrate his

manufacturing and commercial interests with a dependable

source of raw material.

Indeed, problems with the supply of cotton from the

Laguna were a major irritant for owners of textile factories

in Saltillo and the Central District. When the Laguna's

cotton harvests were poor, or failed entirely, which was a

frequent occurrence since water for irrigation in that part

of the state was insufficient to meet demand, factory own—

ers in Saltillo and the Central District were forced, in

lieu of closing their doors, to purchase cotton from other

39
sources, usually in the United States. Such a process

40 In addition,was both time consuming and expensive.

cotton shipped from the Laguna by middlemen did not always

meet the standards set by Saltillo's factory owners. For

example, in 1906, the manager of the Industrial Saltillera,

Guillermo de Velasco, rejected a shipment of cotton from

San Pedro, complaining that it was not "white, clean, or

of good fiber."41
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The organization Purcell put together between the time

he entered into part ownership of a textile mill in Arteaga

(1889) and his land purchases in San Pedro (1892) has all

the earmarks of a master plan. He could point, by 1894, to

a vertically integrated organization.42 He controlled a

raw material and the means of processing it as well as the

means and experience to market the finished product.43 No

small feat in any era.

In sum, by investing in a variety of business ventures,

Guillermo Purcell reveals an image of the Porfirian hacendado

which is not only considerably at odds with traditional

writings about the hacendado, but considerably different

from the activities of the other hacendados to be discussed

in this chapter. The very fact that Purcell owned no land

of any value in the municipio of Saltillo is itself reveal-

ing. One might characterize Purcell as an individual who

moved into land ownership as a result of organizational

necessity. Certainly, for Guillermo Purcell, land owner-

ship was based on pragmatic considerations, as was the case

with the remainder of his investments.

The German,Enrique Maas, may have arrived in Saltillo

by way of the United States. From all indications he came

to Saltillo in the late 1840‘s, and according to local his-

torian Pablo Cuellar Valdés (1975), invested in land as well

44
as operating a commercial business. References to Maas

in public documents after 1870 refer to his operation of
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a moneylending concern, but no reference to Maas as a mer-

chant exists. It seems doubtful that Maas was a major land-

owner prior to the mid—1880‘s.45

As a moneylender (prestamista), Maas competed with
 

other individuals in the area. Several hacendados including

Valeriano Ancira, Clemente Cabello, and Juan Gonzalez

Trevino were engaged in this type of business. Perhaps due

to the high rates of interest charged by local prestamistas,

46

 

Maas was able to thrive despite the competition. In Oc-

tober 1891, he acquired three of the municipio's largest

haciendas: Hedionda Grande (6,400 hectares), Aguanueva

7 After(9,000 hectares), and Buenavista (6,000 hectares).4

this rather dramatic entrance into the ranks of Saltillo's

landowners, Maas acquired, at a much slower pace, a number

of additional properties in the Central District, primarily

in the municipio of Saltillo. The most important property

he acquired after 1891 was the Hacienda Jagfiey de Ferniza,

a 17,000 hectare spread south of the city which was pri-

marily used to graze livestock.48

Maas, despite the relative proximity of his haciendas

to the city of Saltillo where he lived with his wife,

Trinidad Narro, never cared to be directly involved in the

49
day-to-day management of his estates. Unlike the case

of the majority of hacendados in the region, municipal

documents reveal that Maas‘s landed holdings were usually

50
rented. For example, in 1905, all of his haciendas were

leased to the Compafiia Agricola y Ganadera de Saltillo.
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It is interesting to note that Maas, sometime after

1894, decided to limit his landed holdings in the municipio

and to diversify his investment efforts. He began dispos—

ing of haciendas almost as rapidly as he had acquired them.

The Hacienda Buenavista, site of the epic battle between

Mexican and American forces during the war with the United

States, was sold five years after it was purchased (1891)

to Antonio Narro, his wife‘s brother. Jaguey de Ferniza,

purchased in 1894, was sold in 1902 to the two men who had

been renting it, Rafael Siller Valle and Cesearo Elizondo.51,

A small 13295 in the old Hacienda de San Juan Bautista,

northeast of the city, which Maas had acquired in 1887, was

sold three years later, in 1890.52 Land, for Maas as for

Purcell, appeared to be less a measure of social standing

than a business venture.

A brief digression into the intricacies of land trans-

actions in Saltillo will help to describe Maas' apparent de—

cision to limit his holdings. Land transactions in the

municipio and Central District often fell into a category

known as venta con pacto de retrOVenta, literally "sale of
 

pact of resale." Under this type of complex transaction,

landowners, both large and small, sold their land to another

individual, often a Brestamista like Enrique Maas or
 

Valeriano Ancira. However, rather than vacate the property,

the seller remained in possession, continued to work the

land, and was responsible for the payment of taxes. He
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would, in essence, assume the status of a renter, and pay

a previously agreed upon sum (interest or rent) to the

holder of the contract.

After a specified number of years, seldom more than

four or five, the old owner, now the renter, would repay

the amount originally advanced by the moneylender, i.e.,

he would repurchase his property. The prestamista, upon
 

receiving his money, would cancel the contract. In effect,

the cancellation of a venta cgnvpactp de retrOVenta voided
 

the sale and returned the land in question to its original

owner. If the money advanced by the prestamista was not
 

repaid by the specified date, the sale was considered

final and the property officially changed hands.

Exactly why individuals resorted to this complex and

confusing process to, in essence, borrow money, is unclear,

but perhaps the process offered a flexibility not found in

the typical mortgage process. Rights to hold or exercise

the contrato de retroventa were frequently sold, often at
 

a discount. At any rate, default in payment of rent or

taxes as well as an inability to repurchase the contrato

offered the holder of a contrato an excellent opportunity

to expand his landed holdings.

Enrique Maas, as a prestamista, was deeply involved
 

in the process described above. In a two—year span, 1895

and 1896, he loaned slightly over 22,000 pesos to five

separate individuals by means of a‘venta‘conppacto de
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retroventa.53 However, from all indications, Maas seldom
 

used the process to increase the number of his landed hold-

ings. Rather than go through with finalizing a purchase

when default occurred, which was a mere formality since the

exchange of funds had long since taken place, Maas often

permitted extensions. For instance, in August, 1897, he

renewed for two years a contract with Ysmael Ramos, a small

landowner in Ramos Arizpe.54 In declining to exercise his

contractual right and increase his landed holdings, Maas

escapes the pattern of the landgrabbing hacendado often

described by historians.

Maas, despite differing from Guillermo Purcell re-

garding landownership in the municipio, paralleled Purcell's

interest in nonagricultural investments. He was one of

eleven men who invested a total of 100,000 pesos in the

Molino de Fenix in 1899.55 His share in the mill, which

was sold to an investor from Monterrey in 1915, was ten

percent, worth 10,000 pesos at the time the company was

56 He also invested heavily (40,000 pesos) inorganized.

the Banco de Coahuila.57 Like Purcell, Maas limited his

investments to a few companies. In addition to the Banco

de Coahuila and the Molino de Fenix, the only other non-

agricultural company in which he invested was the Compafiia

Idmitada de Tranvias del Saltillo. Maas seemed to divide

his investments between urban and rural enterprises more

equitably than some local hacendados. He balanced his
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investments in banks, mills, and public utilities with

sizable investments in the Compania Agricola y Ganadera de

Saltillo, and more importantly, the Compafiia Ganadera y

Textil de Cedros.S8

Apparently, Maas was the only hacendado discussed in

this chapter who did not participate in the mining boom

which swept Coahuila during the Porfiriato. He owned no

shares in any of the mining concerns which operated near

Saltillo or in the Sierra Mojada region. Moreover, at

least after 1870, he owned outright no business other than

his moneylending concern. Guillermo Purcell, a close

friend, mentioned in a letter to his wife's sister, when

a local factory was for sale, that Maas "would never think

59 In the same way that Purcellof buying the factory."

was reluctant to purchase land in Saltillo, Maas was ap-

parently reluctant to venture beyond landowning and indirect

investments. In this sense, he may have been representative

of many of Saltillo's landowners, since few owned, outright,

industrial or manufacturing firms.

Exploring the social consciousness of Saltillo's ha-

cendados was not a major aspect of my research. However,

the actions of Enrique Maas and his wife, Trinidad Narro,

offer some indications of how one area hacendado viewed

his social responsibilities. Maas and his wife were philan-

thrOpists on a grand scale within the municipio. While most

area hacendados contributed to worthy projects such as aid
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to flood victims, or food for the hungry, the Maas's, a

childless couple, established and supported an orphanage

for young girls in Saltillo.60 The orphanage, which still

exists today, was organized in 1898, and was capable of

caring for up to forty children. Funding for the orphanage,

located in the so-called "La Casa Pinta" on the eastern edge

of the city, came from an endowment fund established by

Maas and his wife which included profits from their hacien-

das, Aguanueva and Hedionda Grande. Control of the orphan-

age, as specified by the Maas's eventually passed to state

and local governments in 1915. Maas and his wife also pre-

sented money to the municipio in 1912 for the formation of

a trade school.61

Clemente Cabello, last of the three immigrant hacenda-

dos to be discussed in this chapter, was born in Italy in

62
1845, and arrived in Saltillo probably in the late 1860's

or early 1870's. Like Guillermo Purcell, he appears to

have been originally a merchant. Municipal documents for

1875 reveal Cabello paying taxes for what was described

63
as simply a giro mercantil (mercantile business). Fif-
 

teen years later, in 1890, however, municipal records do

64 If
not show Cabello as Operating a mercantile venture.

commerce was the origin of his wealth, cabello did not

choose to remain long in that endeavor.
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Cabello's involvement in the mining company which

brought great wealth to Guillermo Purcell, La Constancia,

was his ticket to entry into the ranks of Saltillo's large

landholders. Cabello owned ten percent of La Constancia

(ten shares), and in 1886 sold the majority of his shares

(seven) back to the company.65 He used the proceeds, ac-

cording to Purcell, to help pay for his first hacienda,

La Ventura, which he purchased, with extended payment terms,

in 1885.66

Clemente Cabello, like Enrique Maas, generally opted

for acquiring land within the Central District. La Ventura,

purchased from Ger6nimo Trevino, was located in the southern

portion of the municipio, near its border with San Luis

Potosi and was primarily a livestock enterprise.67 Cabello

purchased only two other large estates in the Central Dis-

trict throughout the long years of the Porfiriato. In 1891,

six years after acquiring La Ventura, he purchased the

Hacienda de San Jose, located to the east of the yillg

68
of Ramos Arizpe. In 1894, he bought the Hacienda San

Juan de Retiro, a 40,000 hectare spread north of La Ventura,

also primarily devoted to stockraising.69

In addition to his large haciendas, Ventura and San

Juan Retiro, Cabello acquired several small plots or

70 In this sense, he dif-labores in Saltillo and Arteaga.

fered from the majority of the hacendados profiled in this

chapter. The small plots he owned near the city of
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Saltillo were in a well irrigated area dominated by small

rancheros.71 These small properties were given over to

sharecroppers and it is doubtful that these purchases were

attempts on Cabello's part to acquire, on a piecemeal basis,

another large hacienda in the municipio. Rather, the pur-

chase of these lapppgs seemed to represent an intention on

Cabello's part to participate more fully in the region's

growing and profitable production of wheat.

Clemente Cabello, like Enrique Maas and the vast ma—

jority of Saltillo's landowners, reached a point in personal

landownership beyond which he did not care to go. Notary

records in Saltillo's municipal archive reveal, for example,

that in 1897 Cabello, who carried a 24,000 peso mortgage

on Miguel Baigen's Hacienda Encarnaci5n de Guzman, which

separated his two major holdings, Ventura and San Juan de

Retiro, granted Baigen a two-year extension on the mortgage

rather than take the land by default.72 It was scarcely

what one expects from a landgrabbing hacendado. Moreover,

although Cabello did not sell any of the haciendas he had

acquired in the early years of the Porfiriato, neither did

he purchase any major landed estates after 1894--this in

spite of being one of the wealthiest men in the region.

Rather, Cabello directed his capital, with one excep-

tion, to nonagricultural enterprises. He invested 20,000

pesos in the Banco de Coahuila and 5,000 pesos in La

Estrella del Norte.73 In addition to owning shares in the
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Compania Limitada de Tranvias del Saltillo, he retained his

three shares in the Compafiia Minera La Constancia and pur—

chased additional shares in the Eureka and Huerta mining

companies.74 Cabello also participated in a partnership

with one Segundo Zertuche under the company name Cabello

y Zertuche, which was devoted to raising goats and sheep

on land owned by Zertuche in Ramos Arizpe.75

Of greater importance to Cabello's empire than his in—

vestments in banking, mining, and urban real estate were

the flour mill and textile factory he owned near Saltillo.

Located northeast of the city, in the so—called "Las

Fabricas" area (factory zone), both the factory and the

mill, called Libertad, were situated on the same plot of

land.76 While not nearly as impressive as the Madero

family's textile complex at Rosario in the municipio of

Parras, or the Compania Industrial Saltillera's system in

Arteaga, La Libertad was an important element in Saltillo's

77 Acquired by Cabello in 1894, duringeconomic structure.

the same month in which he purchased the Hacienda San Juan

de Retiro, the factory and mill were reported in 1905 to

have a capitalization of 60,000 pesos, with an annual pro-

duction valued at 150,000 pesos.78

Like Purcell, Clemente Cabello may have been seeking

to create a more integrated series of holdings when he ac-

quired La Libertad. By purchasing the mill and factory,

he effectively eliminated the middleman from the movement
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of corn and wheat from his haciendas, and especially his

smaller holdings, to the ultimate consumer.79 By purchas-

ing the mill, Cabello placed himself in the middle of one

of the municipio's most crucial industries. The apparent

increase in wheat production in Saltillo throughout the

Porfiriato created a growing need for mills to grind wheat

and other cereal grains prior to export. Cabello also ap—

pears to have purchased wheat from local producers for ex-

port for his own account. In 1899, customs agents of the

Mexican National Railroad mentioned in a letter to the

United States consular officer in Saltillo, Cabello's ex-

port of flour rolls to the United States.80

Much about Clemente Cabello's career parallels those

of Guillermo Purcell and Enrique Maas. All were competent

businessmen who successfully mixed urban investments with

significant agricultural holdings. All would fit comfort-

ably under a variety of labels; hacendado, banker, miner,

merchant, and industrialist. Their common bond, which they

shared with other landowners in the region, was a drive for

integration and diversification. Neither Purcell, Maas,

nor Cabello were interested in acquiring land for the sake

of acquisition. Their purchases of haciendas and ranchos

was an effort to both diversify and integrate their varied

interests.
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More striking is the fact that all three, Purcell and

Maas perhaps indirectly, Cabello directly, held concerns--

mills and factories—~which utilized the products of their

landed estates. That landowners were also millowners and

industrialists was evidently more than mere chance. If

hacendados such as Cabello, Maas, and Purcell recognized,

as they no doubt did, the increasing importance of Saltillo's

growing industrial sector, they perhaps also recognized the

consequences of the changes that were transforming Mexico,

including the dangers of modernization. Cabello, for one,

had one of his employees in La Libertad arrested for trying

to start a union. But if they underestimated their abili-

ties to control the forces they helped to unleash, none

was reluctant to join or even lead the forward march.

Two natives of Saltillo rivaled, and in one case prob-

ably exceeded, Purcell, Maas, and Cabello in the size and

scope of their entrepreneurial efforts: deaso Rodriguez,

and Cresencio Rodriguez Gonzalez. Of the two, Damaso

Rodriguez was undoubtedly the most important. His finan-

cial holdings were so vast that it is difficult to know

where to begin a discussion of his role in Saltillo's

economic life during the Porfiriato. Like Cabello and

Purcell, Rodriguez owned, outright, a number of businesses,

including most importantly a warehouse, a shoe factory, and

a tannery. Apparently a combine, these three concerns

represented one of the largest commercial—industrial
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81 In 1905, the trioenterprises within the municipio.

represented a capital investment of 200,000 pesos which re—

turned an average yearly profit to Rodriguez of 16,000

pesos.82

Like the three immigrant hacendados, Damaso Rodriguez

appears to have acquired his landed estates after having

successfully established himself in other enterprises. His

initial purchase of land in Saltillo, the small rancho

El Charquillo, in 1880, was not undertaken until more than

fifteen years after the foundation of the keystone of his

empire, his casa comercial (commercial house).83 Seven
 

years later, in 1887, he acquired what came to be the center

of his landed holdings, the Hacienda Derramadero.84

Derramadero, with its dependable water supply for irriga-

tion, combined stockraising with agricultural production

and was one of the most productive haciendas in the area.85

Between 1893 and 1896, Rodriguez purchased three other

ranchos: San Carlos (in the municipio of General Cepeda),

San Alberto, and Tinajuela, which ended his purchased in

86 San Alberto and Tinajuela werethe Central District.

located south of Derramadero, but not contiguous with it.

Unlike Purcell and Maas, who employed administrators

or rented their haciendas, Damaso Rodriguez appears to have

closely supervised the operations of his landed holdings.

A 1905 government survey indicated that Derramadero and

the rest of Rodriguez's landed holdings were administered
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by Rodriguez himself or one of his four sons.87 Moreover,

data taken from a 1907 municipal survey reveal that

Rodriguez's home in Saltillo was connected by telegraph as

88 Suchwell as telephone with his haciendas and ranchos.

a situation suggests that Rodriguez kept a keen eye on his

hacienda operations. He was, obviously, not an absentee

landlord, in the strict sense of the word.

It should be noted that Damaso Rodriguez also owned,

in partnership with Guillermo Purcell and Marcelino Garza,

nearly 40,000 hectares of pasture land near Coahuila's

89
border with Texas in the municipio of Rio Grande. Tax

lists for the municipio of Ramos Arizpe, north of Saltillo,

90 There isindicate he owned a lapgp in that municipio.

little doubt, however, that his holdings in Saltillo were

his most important agricultural holdings. In 1905, his

Saltillo lands were reported to have had an annual produc-

tion of cereal grains worth nearly 60,000 pesos, more than

eight times the amount of money changing hands in major

land sales in 1909 and 1910.91

Démaso Rodriguez seems to have reached a point, as

did every hacendado discussed in this chapter, where the

92 Althoughfurther acquisition of land had little appeal.

financially capable of doing so, as the investments he made

in mining and manufacturing bear out, Rodriguez, like Maas,

Cabello, and Purcell, had no desire to recreate an estate

on the order of the old SSnchez Navarro holdings. Like
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many hacendado-cum-merchants in the region he preferred to

invest his funds, once he had acquired one or two haciendas,

in urban enterprises. This is not to say that rural enter—

prises were unprofitable, far from it; urban—industrial ven-

tures were simply more or equally profitable. The Porfirian

hacendado in Saltillo was in tune with the modernizing

trends sweeping Mexico and sought to participate in that

process. For Damaso Rodriguez, and most of the hacendados

in the municipio, to invest all their money in agriculture

and land would have been a truly reactionary stance, not

to mention a highly precarious one.

Damaso Rodriguez invested in more companies than did

any hacendado in Saltillo during the period under consid-

eration. For example, he invested in no less than seven

mining companies; Huerta, Guadalupe, Union, Eureka, Saltillo,

93 TheseTesoro Oculto, and Esperanza de Cuatro Cienegas.

companies alone represented a financial commitment of no

less than 10,000 pesos. Nor did his involvement stop with

mining companies. Aside from his one—third share of the

gigantic industrial complex of the Compafiia Industrial

Saltillera, which was destroyed during the Revolution,

Rodriguez held stock in a number of the municipio's largest

enterprises: the Banco de Coahuila, Estrella del Norte,

Gran Compafiia Ladrillera, and Saltillo's street-car com-

94
pany. His only investment in land or agriculture besides

the haciendas and ranchos he owned in the Central District



165

was the healthy 100,000 peso investment in the hacienda

purchased in northern Zacatecas by the Compafiia Ganadera

y Textil de Cedros.95 In all, these investments totalled

slightly over 170,000 pesos, a huge amount for the time.

Damaso Rodriguez played an active role in the forma-

tion and operation of several of the companies he invested

in. He was one of two men, the other being Eduardo Laroche,

who petitioned the state government in 1892 for a tax con-

96
cession for La Estrella del Norte. More importantly, the

Gran Compania Ladrillera, capitalized at 120,000 pesos,

was an outgrowth of the Compafiia Ladrillera de Saltillo

97
which Rodriguez had helped organize in 1897. In fact,

Rodriguez became president of the company when it was

98 An additional indication ofreorganized in 1900.

Rodriguez's managerial or entrepreneurial talents is the

fact that besides holding the presidency of the Gran Com-

pafiia Ladrillera, he was on the board of directors of the

Banco de Coahuila and the Compafiia Ganadera y Textil de

Cedros.99

Rodriguez does not appear to have been deeply involved

in the very active market for ventas con pacto de

retroventa.100 He was, however, along with fellow hacendado

 

 

Clemente Cabello, a major holder of urban real estate in

Saltillo. A notice appearing in the state's official news-

paper El Peri6dio Official, in 1910, advertized Damaso
 

Rodriguez e Hijos as having a number of houses for rent in

the city.101
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Perhaps due to the great pressures on his time caused

by his numerous investments and political Obligations102

Damaso Rodriguez formed a company, Démaso Rodriguez e Hijos

(Damaso Rodriguez and Sons), with his four sons, Romin,

Rosendo, Everado, and Dimaso.103 The corporation, formed

in 1899, was originally organized to oversee Rodriguez's

commercial holdings. The company's capital, all contri-

buted by Rodriguez himself, amounted to 100,000 pesos in

104 Ever the businessman,merchandise, cash, and credits.

Damaso was to receive seventy percent Of the company's

yearly profits while his sons, who had the responsibility

of running the business on a day—to-day basis, shared the

remaining thirty percent. The family company was apparent—

ly expanded to include the Operation Of all Of Rodriguez's

holdings prior to his death in 1910.105

Very little is known of the background Of the last

landowner to be discussed in this chapter, Cresencio

Rodriguez Gonzglez. He was a native of Saltillo and first

appears in public documents in 1875. In that year, he was

106 Twentyreported tO have paid taxes on a g} O mercantil.

years later, he was a prominent member of Saltillo's land-

holding-industrial elite.

Cresencio Rodriguez Gonzglez differed from the other

propietarios discussed in this chapter in that he never ac-
 

quired land, inside or outside the municipio,cu1tme same scale

as Purcell, Maas, Cabello, or Damaso Rodriguez. Rather
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than purchase single large haciendas or ranchos, Gonzglez

apparently felt more comfortable purchasing small prOperties

in the vicinity Of Saltillo. He owned at least seven such

parcels, acquired at various times between 1894 and 1903.

None of these purchases was, apparently, larger than 4,000

hectares and most were located west Of Saltillo in the area

once belonging to the Old Pueblo de San Esteban de Nuevo

107
Tlaxcala. His major holding was a half interest in the

Hacienda de Galeras, a well irrigated prOperty which har-

vested wheat and fruit.108

If Cresencio Rodriguez Gonzalez was not a large land-

owner in the same sense as Enrique Maas or Damaso Rodriguez,

he certainly was in their class when it came to investments.

Next to Damaso Rodriguez, he invested in more companies

than any other hacendado in Saltillo during the period from

1888 tO 1910. He owned outright a brickyard and a public

bathhouse, and he exported fruit from the municipio.109

He also owned a stock in several mining companies, includ-

ing the Eureka and the extremely profitable company upon

which much Of Guillermo Purcell's and Clemente Cabello's

wealth was based, La Constancia.110

Gonzalez, more importantly, was the municipio's larg-

est investor in the Banco de Coahuila (80,000 pesos) and

was a member Of the bank's board Of directors.111 He ac-

quired shares in the Compahia Limitada de Tranvias del

Saltillo, La Estrella del Norte (5,000 pesos), and the
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Compafiia Coahuilense de Ahorros e Inversiones (3,200

pesos), as well as two companies devoted to agricultural

endeavors: the Compafiia Ganadera y Textil de Cedros, and

the Compagia Agricola y Ganadera de Saltillo.112 His in-

vestments in the companies mentioned above (158,200 pesos)

was sufficient for Gonzalez, if he had so desired, to buy

any number of large haciendas or ranchos in the municipio,

But apparently he preferred to concentrate his investments

in banking, industry, and agricultural companies.

Plotting the investments made by these five hacendados

on a series of tables reveals several trends which seem to

have been shared by all five as well as other landowners

in the municipio. Tables 20 through 23 display the types

of investments these five men made as well as the sequence

in which they were made.

From the sequences shown in the tables, it is possible

to make several generalizations. All five men followed a

similar and definite pattern in the course Of their economic

investments. With the single exception Of Enrique Maas, all

were merchants by the decade Of the 1870's. In the 1880's

most began acquiring landed estates as well as branching

out into mining and industry. In the 1890's land acquisi-

tions were, for the most part, completed and most new in-

vestments were made in banking and industry. The decade

preceding the outbreak of the Revolution saw a consolida-

tion of holdings. No new investments in banking or industry
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were made. Aside from Cresencio Rodriguez Gonzalez's

continuing pattern of purchasing small ranchos, the only

new area in which these hacendados invested additional

funds were the large—scale agricultural companies mentioned

earlier: the Compania Ganadera y Textil de Cedros and the

CompaKia Agricola y Ganadera de Saltillo.

It is illuminating tO compare and contrast the invest-

ments made by Maas, Cabello, Purcell, Rodriguez, and

Gonzalez. Not only does the diversity of the interests Of

these hacendados emerge, but the relative importance each

assigned tO various areas of investment Opportunity—~1and,

commerce, mining, and industry. Table 24 Offers a graphic

View of the peso amount of the initial investments made

by the central characters in this chapter.113

While public documents cannot reveal how much addi-

tional capital, if any, was reinvested or plowed back into

the various companies these five men were involved in,

there is ample evidence to suggest that outright hacienda

ownership was a minor investment area. Only one man,

Clemente Cabello, placed more than fifty percent Of his

capital into hacienda ownership. Cresencio Rodriguez

Gonzilez's landed holdings, reflecting his penchant for

small ranchos, claimed only seven percent Of his invest—

ments. Investments in banking, mining, commerce, and in-

dustry outweighed, on a percentage basis, landed invest-

ments. For example, Démaso Rodriguez's move into banking,
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mining, and industry accounted for nearly forty percent of

his investments as compared to only ten percent for land

ownership. Rodriguez Gonzalez's investments in the same

areas equaled fifty percent of his initial investments, a

marked contrast to the seven percent Of his investment

capital earmarked for land. Only when investments in large-

scale agricultural companies such as the Compagia Cedros

are considered, and these, it must be remembered, were not

made until the early years of the twentieth century, do

agricultural investments exceed capital channeled into

mining, banking, industry, or commerce.

Overall, the activities of this group of hacendados

seem to parallel the economic development Of the municipio

and state as a whole during the Porfiriato. Commerce

and mining were the cornerstones Of their holdings as they

were in large part for the municipio prior to 1883. With

the arrival of the railroad, new vistas in industry and

manufacturing were Opened and these five were in the fore-

front Of Saltillo's transformation into an industrial-manu-

facturing center. Indeed, these five invested in almost

every major industrial concern organized in Saltillo be-

tween 1880 and 1910.

It must be stressed that the move into land ownership

did not take place on a large scale prior tO 1883 and the

arrival Of the railroad in Saltillo. Land, to these and

other hacendados in Saltillo, was a means to an end;
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deserving of attention but to no greater degree than any

of their myriad other investments. What seems increasingly

clear from the evidence, is that hacendados not only dis-

played diversity in the types of investment vehicles they

chose, but that outright hacienda ownership, at least in

the five cases examined in this chapter, was not a major

investment area. Far more funds were invested in the

large—scale agricultural concerns mentioned throughout the

last two chapters than in direct purchase or ownership Of

haciendas or ranchos.

The implications of this patter are important not

only for understanding the region's socio-economic struc-

ture during the Porfiriato, but for an understanding Of

post-Revolutionary Mexico. The individuals discussed in

this chapter, to the degree in which they were representa-

tive of Saltillo's landowners, were not simply landowners

nor merchants nor industrialists. They were multi—faceted

individuals, at home on the land or in the factories they

were responsible for erecting.

Moreover, the diverse investments undertaken by

Saltillo's landowners goes a long way toward explaining

the relative calm in the region during land reform efforts

undertaken by the federal government in the 1920's and

1930's. Land, for many hacendados, was not necessary to

continue or maintain their way of life. Land could be,

and was, surrendered without crippling effect.
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These five hacendados illustrate the complex and

varied nature Of the Porfirian hacendado in this part Of

northern Mexico. They were unique only in the greater di-

versity and size Of their investments than was the case

with other landholders in the municipio; the latter, both

those who owned the municipio's largest estates and those

who owned smaller ranchos, followed their lead on a some-

what smaller scale in most cases. TO be sure, not all

hacendados were industrialists or merchants. Conversely,

there were several industrialists in Saltillo who did not

choose to purchase land, but such men were in a minority.114

Sharp distinctions between merchants-industrialists

and hacendados did not characterize the upper echelons Of

Saltillo's Porfirian society. The merger Of the hacendado,

the industrialist, and the merchant, as witnessed by the

careers Of the five men discussed in this chapter, casts

serious doubts not only upon the accuracy Of historical

interpretations Of the role of the landholding class in the

economic development of Mexico during the late nineteenth

century, but upon the viability Of the sweeping criticism

Of the Porfiriato.

It seems likely that, at least in Saltillo, the

Porfiriato's economic system worked, and worked well.

There existed, without doubt, a small elite Of which Maas,

Purcell, Cabello, Damaso Rodriguez, and Cresencio Rodriguez

Gonzalez were prominent and influential members. However,

that elite does not appear to have blocked the rise Of
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newcomers to society's middle and upper ranks. Indeed,

their willingness to reinvest their capital, often in asso-

ciation with small investors, was the key to economic

growth and development in the region.

The careers of Enrique Maas, Clemente Cabello,

Guillermo Purcell, Dimaso Rodriguez, and Cresencio

Rodriguez Gonzalez seem to have been inextricably linked

one with the other. Four of them, Rodriguez, Cabello,

Purcell, and Rodriguez Gonzalez, died within three years

Of each other.115 Only Enrique Maas and Clemente Cabello

survived tO see Diaz's downfall, and Cabello died shortly

thereafter, in 1911. Maas left Saltillo in 1915, his

destination unknown. It is perhaps a measure of the es-

teem in which these men were held in Saltillo that the

street outside Saltillo's municipal archive, in an indus-

trial sector Of the town, is today-~after more than half

a century of official denigration of the Porfiriato—~called

Calle Purcell.
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lDamaso Rodriguez and Cresencio Rodriguez Gonzélez

both served several terms in Saltillo' s ayuntamiento and

Damaso Rodriguez was presidente municipal in 1895. For a

complete list of the members of Saltillo' s ayuntamiento

see the Libros de Actas del Ayuntamiento housed in Saltillo' s

municipal archive. The two men also held seats in Coahuila' 5

state legislature.

 

 

2These five individuals were selected for discussion

for several reasons. First, as men Of affairs, there

exists a great deal of information about their activities

in Saltillo's local archives. Second, at least on the sur-

face, they fit the traditional definition Of a hacendado;

namely, they owned haciendas. Lastly, these five were

the hacendados of note in Saltillo during the post-1880

period. Haciendas they owned between 1880 and 1910,

Derramadero, Ventura, San Juan de Retiro, Aguanueva,

Hedionda Grande, Buenavista, and Jaguey de Ferniza, were

among the region's largest and most productive. In 1904,

for example, these five men held over 140,000 hectares--

roughly fifteen percent of the municipio's total land

area-—and accounted for nearly 80,000 pesos in crop pro-

duction.

3See Martin, Mexico, II, p. 34

4

p. 95.

Purcell, Frontier Mexico, p. 277; Valdés, Saltillo
 

5Purcell, Frontier Mexico, p. 277.
 

6Valdés, Saltillo, p. 97.

7There is some evidence that Clemente Cabello migrated

to Saltillo as part Of a larger family movement. Public

documents reveal that his father, Anselmo Cabello, died in

Saltillo in 1889. See RPLS, 5-1, 664:96.

8He is, at any rate, the best known, thanks to the

publication of some Of his personal letters.

9Purcell, Frontier Mexico, pp. 21, 31, 33, 25. See

also John Woessner, Saltillo, to U.S. Consul General,

Matamoros, 12/11/1886, NA, RG 84, Consular Dispatches,

vol. 29.
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loAMS, 140-1, 12—5, 1897. The gross sales of Purcell's

almacén in 1897 was equivalent to 40,000 dollars.

 

   

11Purcell, Frontier Mexico, p. 55.

12Ibid., p. 61: AMS, Protocolos, 1896—1897, vol.

2, 47:16.

13
Purcell, Frontier Mexico, pp. 163-190.
 

14Ibid., p. 95.

15Ibid., p. 129.

16The source does not give the exact value of the

shares at the time of the company's formation. On the

basis Of my knowledge of other mining companies in Coahuila,

I estimate Purcell's original investment in La Constancia

to have been no more than 10,000 pesos.

l7Bernstein, The Mexican Mining Industry, 1890-1950:

A Study Of the Interaction of Politics, Economics, and

Technology (Albany, 1964), p. 69.

 

 

 

18Purcell, Frontier Mexico, pp. 161, 163.
 

1933, 49-1, 8680:141. See also AGC, leg. 165, vol. 1,

exp. 7532 BIS, 1896.

20Purcell, Frontier Mexico, p. 248.
 

21Ibid., p. 251.

22Ibid., p. 202.

23NA, RG 59, Box 3805, 312.115 m451.

24RPLs, 4-3, 107:43.

25Ihid.
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26Acc,lle 8_,157 exp., 6945, 1895; APLC, 14th legis.,

1895—1897, ,ComisiOn de Hacienda, exp. 81; 13th

legis., 1893:1895, leg 5, ComisiOn de Hacienda, exp. 61.

 

 

 

27RPLs, 4—3, 107:43.

28£§i§.. 2-3, 37:17; 2—3, 59:75; 3-3, 72:2; 4—3,

122:91.

29
Ibid., 2— 3, 37: 17. From Saltillo, only Cresencio

RodriguezGonzalez and Marcelino Garza invested more money

in the bank.

30RPLS, 3- 3, 72: 2; 2- 3, 59: 75. The documentation does

not give the amount he invested in the Companla Limitada

de Tranvias del Saltillo.

 

31AMS, 127-1, 47, 1884.

32Purcell, Frontier Mexico, pp. 10, 27, 33.
 

33APLC, 12th legis., 1891-1892, leg. 3, Comision de

Hacienda, exp. 27.

 

 

34Ihid., 12th legis., 1891-1892, 13g. 3, Comision

de Hacienda, exp. 36; let legis., 1910—1911,Com1513n

Permanente, Period 4, ing. 1, Comisidh de Hacienda,nnp.

63. See also BE, 49—1, 8680:141.

 

  

353g, 49-1, 8680:141.

36RPLS, 5-3, 218:236.

37Purcell, Frontier Mexico, pp. 225, 189. San Jose

de los Alamos, one Of Purcell's Laguna haciendas, was ap-

parently acquired through the use of a contrato de

retroventa. At least 33,000 pesos were involved in the

purchase of this property. See nnn, 116, 1890.

 

 

 

38Purcell, Frontier Mexico, p. 279.
 

391bid., p. 27, 33.
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40Both the state Of Coahuila and the municipio Of

Saltillo levied import duties on domestic and foreign

goods, including cotton. The combined tax may have

amounted to as much as ten percent. See AMS, 135-1, 7-

unnumbered exp., 1892; 138-2, 2—2, 1895. —_—

41Archivo de Justicia del Estado de Coahuila, exp.

6236, 1906.

 

42From all indications, his purchases of cotton

haciendas took place shortly after his entry into the

partnership which formed La Industrial Saltillera.

43Municipal documents from 1897 reveal that Purcell's

business (casa de comercio) sold products from his hacien-

das. See AMS, 140—1, 12-5, 1897.

 

44Valdes, Saltillo, p. 97.

45Several municipal documents from the years between

1865 and 1880 which deal with landownership reveal no

holdings by Maas. See AMS, 108, 22, 1865; 118-2, 112,

1875.

46Mortgage rates charged by moneylenders in the 1880's

ranged from one and one-quarter to as high as two and one-

half percent per month. Yearly rates were therefore be-

tween fifteen and thirty percent. See the Registro de

Propiedades, Libros de Hipotecas.

 

 

475g, 5—1, 885:437; 5—1, 894:457.

48Ibid., 6-1, 1307:466. Maps Of Maas' landed acqui—

sitions (as well as those of the other hacendados discussed

in this chapter) are located on pp. 187, 188, 189.

49Almost every major landowner in the municipio lived

in Saltillo. In this respect, Maas was no different than

the majority Of area landowners. They were not, in the

classic sense of the word, absentee landlords. See for

example, AMS, 148-l, 5—5, 1905; 149-3, 16-1 1906; 154—1,

33-4, 1911.

 

5°AMS, 148-l, 5—5, 1905; 154-1, 33—4, 1911.
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515g, 9-1, 1560:42; 28-1, 4041:101. Perhaps the money

received from the sale of Jagfiey de Ferniza was used by

Maas to purchase his shares in the Compafiia Cedros, an ag—

ricultural company organized in 1902-03, which called for

Maas to invest, initially, a minimum of 15,000 pesos.

5232: 5-1, 764:247.

53$§i§., 7-1, 13893127; 7~1, 1436:232, 8-1, 1486:87;

8-1, 1517:157; and 9-1, 1562348.

54Ibid., 10—1, 1685:1680.

SSRPLS, 2—3, 56:70.

56vaidés, Saltillo, p. 77; RPLS, 2—3, 56:70.

57RPLs, 2-3, 36:2; 2—3, 37:17.

58Ibid., 5-3, 161:77; 3e3, 86:63.

59Purcell, Frontier Mexico, p. 72.
 

6053, 14—1, 1876:29.’ See also Egriéaico Oficial

5/5/1909, as well as Valdes, Saltillo, pp. 97-98.

 

61Valdés, Saltillo, p. 266. Valdés' study of Saltillo

is accompanied by a number of interesting photographs.

There is a picture of the orphanage inclued in his collec-

tion.

62AMS, Protocolos, Anos 1889-1894, vol. 3, partido

30, folio 106.

  

63AMS, 118—2, 112, 1878.

64Ibid., 135-1, 121, 1892.

65Purcell,Frontier'Mexicg, p. 95.

66RP, 4-1, 422:25. See also Purcell, Frontier

Mexico, p. 95.
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4-1, 422:25. AMS, 130-2, 81, 1887; 142-2,

6853, 6-1, 905:7.' The purchase price of the hacienda

8,000 pesos, included 2,000 pesos for the livestock current-

ly grazing the hacienda. Cabello stated at the time he

purchased the property that he intended tO give it to his

adopted son, Daniel Gonzalez Cabello.

6933, 6—1, 1253:368. San Juan de Retiro was Often

referred to in local documents as a rancho.

70APLC,.lBth legis., 1893—1895, leg. 3 Comisidn de

Hacienda, Planos de Arbitrios, Arteaga, 1894.

 

  

7133, 8‘1, 1492:96; 8-1, 1496:103. They were in the

Old haciendas Pena, Rodriguez, and Torresilla y Ramones.

72AMS, Protocolos, 1896-1897, vol. 3, partido 59,

folio 60.
 

73RP, 2-3, 37:17; 2-3, 59:75.

74RPLs, 4-3, 122:91. RPLM, 1-3, 62:46.

75RPLs, 5—3, 155:55. This was, in fact, one of

Cabello's largest investments—-a healthy 30,000 pesos, as

much as he had paid for the Hacienda Ventura.

76RP, 6-1, 1257:377; Valdes, Saltillo p. 75.

77Esteban Portillo, Catecismo, pp. 50—51.
 

78AMS, 148-l, 5-2, 1905.

79Public documents, unfortunately, do not provide in-

formation regarding the inner workings Of Cabello's empire.

80Customs Agent, Mexican National Railroad, to Charles

B. Towle, Saltillo, 10/6/1899, NA, RG 84, vol. 31.

1Municipal tax records indicate the almacen, shoe

factory, and tannery were taxed as a single unit. See AMS,

148-l, 5-5, 1902.
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82AMS, 148—1, 5-2, 1905.

83RP,1-1, 50:50. According to available data,

Rodriguez 5 casa comercia1 was founded in 1862. See

Damaso Rodriguez to U. S. Consul, Saltillo, 6/1904, NA,

RG 84, vol. 35.

 

8433, 4-1, 549:203.

85See AMS, 148-l, 5-2, 1905. In that year, Derramadero

harvested c533, wheat, and beans with a market value of

55,000 pesos. This was slightly over fifteen percent Of the

total value of cereal grain harvests in the municipio that

year, 325,600 pesos.

8653, 6-1, 1223:315; 8—1, 1501:127.

87AMS, 149-3, 16-1, 1906.

88Ibid., 150-2, 17—5, 1907.

89APLC, 12th legis., 1891-1892, leg. 3, Comisioh de

Hacienda,exp. 27.

 

 

9°Ihid., 11th legis., 1890-1891, leg. 9, exp. 18,

Planos de Arbitrios, Ramos Arizpe, 1891.

91AMS, 148-l, 5-5, 1906. In 1909 and 1910 just under

7,000 pesos changed hands in fifteen separate land transac-

tions.

92The rancho San Carlos was Rodriguez's last land ac-

quisition in the Central District. From the time he pur-

chased San Carlos, 1896, until his death in 1909, he did

not expand his landed empire. In fact, in 1902, he sold a

small labor of seventy-one hectares in General Cepeda. See

52, 29-1,4097: 28.

93Per16dico Oficial, 1/9/1909. RPLM, 1-1, 6:13; 1-1,

10:33; 1-2, 34:38; 1-3, 62:46; 1—5, 121:68.
 

94
RPLS, 2-3, 37:17; 2-3, 59:75; 3-3, 72:2; 5-3,

161:77.
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95Ibid., 3-3, 86:63.

96APLC, 12th legis., 1891—1892, leg., 6 Comision de

Hacienda,exp. 43.

 

97RPLS, 1-3, 29:77; 3—3, 72:2.

98Ibid., 3-3, 72:2.
 

99E§i§-: 2‘3: 37:17; 5—3, 161:77. Rodriguez was also

head, in 1901, of the local chamber of commerce. See AMS,

144-3, 20-14, 1901.

100I found only one reference to his involvement in the

venta con pacto de retroventa market. In 1875, he acquired

by thlS means the labor de Mora in General Cepeda. The

labor was sold in 1902for 2, 000 pesos.

 

lolperiédico Oficio, 2/16/1910.
 

102In addition to several elective posts, Rodriguez

was active in various local political clubs. See

Encarnacion Davila to Governor of Coahuila, 5/9/1903,

Colecci6n Gral, Porfirio Diaz, Roll 200, leg. 28,6445.
 

lOBRPLS, 2-3, 51:64.

104This was not an unusual business practice in

Saltillo; numerous families formed this type of organiza-

tion, among the more important Jesus Rodr guez Saucedo

e Hijos, (Francisco) Rodr1guez Gonzalez e Hijos, Valdes

Hermanos, and Clemente Sieber y Socios.

105From all indications, however, Damaso Rodriguez

still maintained personal control over his landed estates.

In 1905, for example, he was listed as owner/administrator

of the Hacienda Derramadero. See ggg, 148-l, 5-5, 1905.

1°61bid., 118-2, 112, 1875.

10733, 18-1, 3268:306; l6~1, 2091:66; 26-1, 3874:48;

31-1, 4352:76; 7-1, 1409:183; 7—1, 1383:113; 7-1, 1334:27.
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108Galeras was located southeast of Saltillo proper.

Gonzalez' 8 share of the hacienda was probably not larger

than 10, 000 hectares.

logAMS, 148-l, 5-5, 1905; 138—1, 2-unnumbered exp.

1895; 143:5, 19-5, 1901; 136—1, 2—6, 1893. "‘“

 

 

110Purcell, Frontier‘MeXico, p. 62. RPLM, 1—3, 62:46.

111RPLS, 2-3, 37:17; 2-3, 36:2.

112
RPLS, 4-3, 122:91; 2-3, 59:75; 2-3, 48:57; 5-3,

161:77; 3-3, 86:63.

113The figures in Table 24 represent only the initial

investments made by the individuals under consideration.

Improvements made in the haciendas or other business ven-

tures are not part of this table.

114Major industrialists in Saltillo who did not own

landed estates included Francisco Arispe y Ramos and Jose

Juan Rodriguez. Both men owned textile and flour mills.

115Guillermo Purcell died in 1909 while in San Antonio,

Texas. Damaso Rodriguez died in the same year and Cresencio

Rodriguez Gonzalez passed away in 1910.
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CHAPTER VI

HACIENDA LABOR: WAGES, DEBT PEONAGE, MOBILITY

Saltillo's hacendados were businessmen. They strove

to secure profits and not merely status from their landed

holdings. Reflective of their entrepreneurial orientation

was their expansion into mining, banking, commerce, and in-

dustry. This chapter explores various aspects of hacienda

life in the municipio, and in particular the labor system

on which rural life rested. It will argue that landowners,

as modern businessmen, were more interested in retaining

reliable and productive workers than in having a dependent,

indebted labor force. Debt peonage was not the controlling

feature of hacienda labor in Saltillo; in fact, it bordered

on the insignificant.

The incompleteness of the historical record, to be

sure, imposes limitations on attempts to construct a

rounded picture of Saltillo's labor system. It appears

that hacienda account books and other internal documents

are unavailable to researchers. Moreover, peons, at least

those in Saltillo, left few if any written descriptions of

their attitudes toward working conditionsand their lives

in general. What are available are substantial quantities

189
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of public documents that record wages, indebtedness and

capital investment, and which hint at endemic competition

among regional entrepreneurs to acquire laborers. In ad-

dition, the sources shed no small amount of light on ha-

cienda life including such matters as education and liter-

acy.

Historians have, with reason, claimed that rural

laborers in northern Mexico laborered under far different

conditions than their counterparts in southern and central

Mexico. In asserting that labor conditions were better,

or at least more benign, on haciendas in northern Mexico

during the nineteenth century, researchers emphasize the

crucial role played by area industrialists as well as a

blossoming economy in the American southwest. Competition

for laborers among hacendados and industrialists, it is

said, assured the rural laborers the highest wages in all

of Porfirian Mexico.1

A major weakness in this assertion is that little

hard evidence is supplied to support it. Material in

Saltillo‘s archives helps elevate to more concrete ground

the contention that rural labor in the North benefited

from the growth of commerce and industry. At the same

time, the data suggest that there was less competition

for a dependable labor force between hacendados and indus-

trialists than there was among geographic regions.
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Hacendados and industrialists in Saltillo were frequently

one in the same individual and more commonly competed fOr

laborers with their counterparts near Torreon and Monterrey

and even in the American southwest.

Saltillo's economic base since at least the early

nineteenth century had been marked by a balance, albeit

imperfect, between urban and rural interests. As the

Porfiriato progressed, the developmental pace of the

municipio's urbanwindustrial sector increased sharply, and

as industry and commercial interests expanded their fields

of operation, so too did agriculture become more attuned

to national and international markets. One result of

this expansion was to tie rural and urban labor more

closely together, and to blur distinctions between them.

It is usually assumed that labor did not share in the

benefits of Mexico‘s economic growth during the Diaz years,

that in fact there was a decline in living standards, and

that in the rural sector that decline was paced by an in-

creased subjection of workers to an already coercive labor

system. In the case of Saltillo, this generalization is

questionable. For one thing there is no evidence of an in-

crease in debt peonage. For another, it appears that

the relatively benign nature of the hacienda regime, in-

cluding debt peonage, pre~dates the period under considera-

tion, and that it did not lose that character. Indeed,

conditions on the Hacienda Ventura, which are examined
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later in the chapter, reveal little change during the

long years of the Porfiriato.

There is no doubt that the post—1876 period, especi—

ally after Saltillo was connected by rail with other parts

of Mexico and the southern United States in late 1883, saw

a tremendous upsurge in industrial development. Much like

Monterrey, fifty kilometers northeast of Saltillo, the

city was a perfect image of what the Porfiriato represented

to many Mexican and foreign observers: progress and modern-

ization.2 Five of the flour mills in operation in the city

in 1896 were constructed after 1876, including the gigantic

El Fénix mill. Capitalized at 100,000 pesos, El Fenix was,

until its destruction by fire in 1925, the largest flour

mill, both in terms of capital invested and productive

output, in the southeastern part of the state.3 A score

of smaller industries, which included shoe factories and

clothing manufacturers, developed rapidly after 1876.4

In 1906, the Mazapil Copper Company built a smelter, one

of the largest in northern Mexico,.near the southern edge

of the city.5 Table 25 illustrates the types of indus-

trial concerns Operating in Saltillo at the Porfiriato's

mid-point as well as the dates they were founded.

Although contemporaries often proclaimed agriculture

to be the cornerstone of Saltillo‘s economic superstructure,

data suggest that industry and commerce played increasingly

important roles as the Porfiriato wore on.6 For example,
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in 1889, long before several Of the municipio's largest

industrial concerns were organized, capital invested in

commerce and industry (430,000 pesos) amounted to nearly

seventy percent Of the capital invested in land and live—

stock (665,000 pesos).7 By 1905, capital invested in the

municipio‘s largest industrial—commercial concerns had

risen to well over two million pesos, an increase of over

four hundred percent in less than twenty years.8

Moreover, industrial and commercial ventures absorbed

a large percentage of the municipio's labor. For instance,

in 1892 employees in commercial and manufacturing concerns

amounted to slightly over twenty—five percent Of the

municipio's total work force of 5,400 individuals.9 Flour

and textile mills, perhaps because they operated on a round-

the-clock basis to take advantage Of the limited water

available for driving looms and millstones, employed large

numbers Of workers. Aurora, for example, employed eighty-

nine hands while Clemente Cabello‘s Libertad employed

10
sixty. By mid-point in the first decade Of the twentieth

century, there were nearly 500 laborers in Saltillo's

eighteen largest industrial/manufacturing enterprises.ll

Saltillo's industries, obviously, varied in size,

value, and annual production levels. At one end of the

spectrum was Rafael Garza y Fernandez's cigar factory,

"La ConcepciOn," a labor—intensive Operation employing

four men and sixteen women which produced goods valued at
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5,000 pesos. By contrast, the highly mechanized El Fénix

mill ground well over 2,550,000 kiloliters Of wheat and

other grains, much of it from states other than Coahuila,

worth 300,000 pesos, and employed fifteen laborers.12

As a general rule, wages paid to urban laborers in

Saltillo were equal to, or in the case Of skilled crafts—

men, slightly higher than those paid tO rural laborers.

Data from several municipal surveys made between 1888

and 1902 show that daily wages for male urban workers ranged

between thirty—eight centavos and two pesos.13 Women and

children working in local industrial concerns received pro-

14 The little data available indicateportionately less.

that commercial employees, who were likely tO need more

than a rudimentary knowledge Of reading and writing, earned

salaries Of at least one peso per day. Table 26 shows

wages paid in several randomly selected urban-industrial

concerns in 1896.15

Data in Saltillo‘s public archives regarding wages

paid tO rural laborers are far from abundant, but there

seems little doubt that rural workers received, depending

on their age and the tasks they performed on the hacienda,

a wage equal to their urban brethren. One excellent source

for information on rural wages was the hacienda-by—hacienda

survey undertaken by municipal Officials for inclusion in

Mexico's national exhibit at the 1900 Paris exposition.16

According to that survey, daily wages for peons (rural
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TABLE 26

DAILY WAGES FOR URBAN LABQRERS, 1896

 

  
 

   

Wages For

Company Business Men figmen Children

Aurora Textile mill .50—1.50 .50

Labrador Textile mill .38 .25 .18

Fénix Flour mill 1.50

Porvenir Flour mill .38

ConcepciOn Flour mill .38—1.00

Libertad Flour mill .50

Belen Flour mill .56

ConcepciOn Cigar factory .38 .25 P

Conquistadora Shoe factory 30 pesos monthly

A Tannery .75

A Brickyard .38

An Obraje .31

All figures in pesos.

l7
laborers) ranged from thirty-seven to fifty centavos.

There was no discernible difference in the wages paid to

laborers on large haciendas as compared tO those paid to

peons on smaller landholdings.

The most detailed collection Of data regarding wages

paid to rural laborers in Saltillo is the Censo Agro-

pecuario (land and livestock census) Of 1911.
18

Table 27

is taken from a section of that census and indicates that

wages of indebted and nonindebted workers were essentially

equal.

centavos.

Daily wages ranged from thirty—seven to fifty

There is some indication that wages increased
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during harvest periods, perhaps a reflection of the labor

scarcity in northern Mexico during the Porfiriato which

19 There was nosome historians assert plagued hacendados.

marked change between wages paid to rural laborers in 1911

as compared to wages recorded in 1902.

NO mention was made in either survey of rations (corn

or wheat) being issued to rural laborers. Nevertheless,

much like the case in other regions of Mexico, wages of

rural laborers in Saltillo appear to have been supplemented

by rations of corn. In 1902, cowhands (Vaqueros) were re-

portedly receiving in addition tO a cash salary Of seven to

ten pesos per month a corn ration Of thirty to forty liters.

Sheep herders (pastores) saw their cash salary Of five to

seven pesos per month coupled with rations valued at five

to seven pesos.20

From the point of View of cash wages paid to laborers,

there appears to have been little difference between

Saltillo's hacendados and industrialists. Minimum wages

of rural workers throughout the latter stages Of the

Porfiriato, usually thirty—seven centavos daily, equaled

the minimum wage paid to industrial laborers. Moreover,

except for wages paid to skilled craftsmen, or to indi-

viduals in a supervisory capacity, the maximum urban-indus—

trial wage, fifty centavos daily, was paralleled on

Saltillo's haciendas.
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It is obvious that Saltillo's hacendados and indus-

trialists sought to maintain a balance between urban and

rural wages and thereby avoid or minimize competition for

laborers to Operate their mills, factories, and landed es-

tates. To have done otherwise would have invited a danger—

ous instability in the labor supply, and the fact that many

Of the municipio's prominent hacendados were also urban

entrepreneurs made such a policy relatively easy to realize.

Neutralizing wage competition would seem, logically,

to have the effect of depressing wages, but given the fact

that the laboring class enjoyed considerable horizontal

mobility, such may not have been the case. There is evi-

dence that hacendados and industrialists in Saltillo may,

in fact, have been contending not with each other for

laborers, but with their counterparts in other regions Of

northern Mexico and the southern United States. English

historian Percy Martin reported in 1907 that at least one

hacienda owned by Guillermo Purcell in the Laguna district

paid its laborers 1.25 pesos daily and as much as two pesos

21 Even the lower figure Of 1.25during harvest periods.

pesos was far in excess of what hacendados and industrial-

ists in Saltillo paid their workers. Urban laborers in

nearby Monterrey were reportedly receiving over a peso

per day after 1900.22 Moreover, an article in El Estado
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de Coahuila, a weekly newspaper published in Saltillo,

lamented, in July 1907, the emigration of laborers in

Coahuila tO the United States, presumably in pursuit Of

higher wages.23

Faced with the prospect Of losing laborers to other

areas, Saltillo's hacendados might rationally have relied

on coercion, but the record does not support such a con-

tention. Debt peonage was apparently neither more

pervasive nor more onerous in 1910 than it was in 1876.

Rather, hacendados maintained a benevolent and flexible

ambient to attract laborers and to lessen the temptation

to migrate elsewhere. The municipio's largest landowners,

much like hacienda owners in San Luis Potosi, were reluc-

tant to attempt to tie peons to their holdings by use Of

indebtedness.24 Debt peonage, the time-honored means of

holding peons on the land by means of indebtedness tO

the landholder, was not extensive in Saltillo. Moreover,

hacienda laborers in the municipio possessed considerable

capital goods and a real stake in hacienda Operations.

An analysis of the financial Obligations, or better

said, lack Of financial Obligations Of nearly two thous-

and peons living on the municipio's thirty-six largest

haciendas and ranchos in 1911 is revealing. (See Table

28.) Thirty—five percent were not indebted to the owner

Of the land upon which they labored. The smallest reported

debt was twenty-five pesos and the largest was eight
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hundred pesos. The average amount owed by the debtors,

only twenty-five pesos—~approximately three to four months'

pay-~raises the question Of whether indebtedness was tanta-

25 Given that most landowners indicatedmount tO bondage.

that their debtors were actively reducing their financial

obligations, such would not seem to be the case. On one

Of Clemente Cabello's holdings, San Juan de Retiro, seventy-

eight persons, or eighty—six percent Of the total ninety

indebted peons, were reported tO be repaying their debts.

Damaso Rodriguez indicated that all one hundred debtors

on his Hacienda Derramadero were meeting their Obligations.

That indebtedness and its byproduct—~peon flight from

Oppressive debts-~was not a matter Of great concern for

Porfirian hacendados in Saltillo and is reflected in the

comment Of EncarnaciOn Davila, owner of the Hacienda de

las Vacas and a major figure in Coahuila's economic and

political life during the Porfiriato, that "the local cus-

tom Of not pursuing peons who fled their Obligations usu-

26 Indeed, the ex-ally led to their voluntary return."

haustive efforts of hacendados in eighteenth and early

nineteenth century Coahuila to pursue, capture, and punish

errant peons do not appear to have carried over into the

Porfiriato.27

Saltillo‘s jail records reveal, if not a scarcity of

fugitive peons, then certainly a lack of hacendado concern

over runaways.28 Arrests for petty crimes (drunkenness,



L
a
n
d
o
w
n
e
r

M
i
g
u
e
l

C
e
p
e
d
a

G
a
r
c
i
a

A
g
u
s
t
i
n

R
.

R
a
m
o
s

A
n
t
o
n
i
o

N
a
r
r
O

E
u
g
e
n
i
o

B
a
r
o
u
s
s
e

C
l
e
m
e
n
t
e

C
a
b
e
l
l
o

C
l
e
m
e
n
t
e

C
a
b
e
l
l
o

C
l
e
m
e
n
t
e

C
a
b
e
l
l
o

C
l
e
m
e
n
t
e

C
a
b
e
l
l
o

A
.
T
.

N
a
r
r
o

M
a
a
s

T
e
o
f
i
l
o

z
.

M
a
r
t
i
n
e
z

T
e
o
d
o
r
o

C
a
r
r
i
l
l
o

V
a
l
d
é
s

J
.
M
.
F
.

H
e
r
m
a
n
o
s

Z
e
r
t
u
c
h
e

C
.

R
o
d
r
i
g
u
e
z

G
o
n
z
a
l
e
z

M
e
l
c
h
o
r

L
o
b
o

R
o
d
r
i
g
u
e
z

R
a
f
a
e
l

S
i
l
l
e
r

V
a
l
l
e

E
u
t
i
m
i
o

C
u
e
l
l
a
r

C
é
s
a
r
o

E
l
i
z
o
n
d
o

J
u
a
n

G
o
n
z
a
l
e
z

T
r
e
v
i
n
o

.
/

M
a
r
i
a
n
o

R
o
d
r
i
g
u
e
z

A
r
i
s
p
e

I

D
a
m
a
s
o

D
a
m
a
s
o

D
a
m
a
s
o

/

D
a
m
a
s
o

A
n
a

M
.

M
a
r
t
i
n
e
z

H
o
n
s
.

R
o
d
r
i
g
u
e
z

R
o
d
r
i
g
u
e
z

R
o
d
r
i
g
u
e
z

R
o
d
r
i
g
u
e
z

C
h
a
r
l
e
s

&
S
o
n
s

&
S
o
n
s

&
S
o
n
s

&
S
o
n
s

M
.

V
a
l
d
e
s

v
d
a
.

d
e

L
o
b
o

S
u
c
s

d
e

Y
r
e
n
o

L
6
p
e
z

T
A
B
L
E

2
8

L
A
B
O
R
E
R

I
N
D
E
B
T
E
D
N
E
S
S
,

S
A
L
T
I
L
L
O
,

1
9
1
1
  

N
o
n
i
n
d
e
b
t
e
d

L
a
b
o
r
e
r
s

2
0

2
5

1
0 5

2
0

2
0

2
0

1
0

1
0
0

1
0

2
0

1
5

1
3
0

4
0

1
5

1
5

2
0

2
0 2

3
0

1
0

2
0

1
6

I
n
d
e
b
t
e
d

L
a
b
o
r
e
r
s

3
O

5
5

1
0

1
0

8
2

9
0

1
0

2
5

3
0
0

2
0

6
0

7
0

1
5

2
0

2
2

1
5

1
0

1
0

2
0 6

1
0

2
5

5
0

1
0
0 5

2
5

3
0

6
1

A
m
o
u
n
t

O
f

D
e
b
t

_
M
i
n
.

M
a
x
.

A
v
g
.

1
0

1
0 IODNNNNOOLD

NH

4

2
0
0

1
0
0

5
0

2
5

2
0
0

2
0
0

1
0
0

1
0
0

4
0

8
0
0

2
0
0

1
0
0

1
2
0

1
0
0

5
0

3
0

2
0

3
0

4
0

2
0

3
0

3
0
0

3
0
0

2
0
0

5
0

2
0
0

1
0
0

2
0

2
5

2
0

1
0

1
0

2
0

2
0

1
0

1
0

3
0

2
0

5
0

4
0

7
0

4
0

2
0

1
0

1
0

1
5

1
5

1
2

1
2

5
0

3
0

5
0

2
0

8
0

4
0 9

L
a
b
o
r
e
r
s

R
e
p
a
y
i
n
g

D
e
b
t
s

3
0

5
5

1
0

1
0

6
5

7
8

1
0

2
5

1
5
0

n
i
n
g
u
n
o

5
0

7
0

n
i
n
g
u
n
o

2
0

2
2

1
5

1
0

1
0

2
0 6

1
0

2
5

5
0

1
0
0 5

n
i
n
g
u
n
o

5
5

n
i
n
g
u
n
o

 

202



203

scandalous conduct, and fighting) dominated the activities

of local police. Individuals detained for pr6fugos del
 

servicio (flight from service) faltas de complemento con
 

el servicio (failure tO fulfill duties) and faltas de
 

trabajo (labor deficiencies) were not numerous. In the

last quarter Of 1904, for example, no major hacendado

in Saltillo had anyone arrested for what might be con-

strued as fleeing indebtedness.29

The institution which historians have considered to

be one of the mainstays Of debt peonage, the tienda de raya
 

(company store), was not pervasive in Saltillo and that

fact Offers yet another indication that Saltillo's hacen—

dados were not seeking to bind peons by means Of debt to

their haciendas. In 1911, only twelve tiendas de raya
 

were in Operation throughout the municipio and most were

on haciendas such as Melchor LObO Rodriguez's San Juan de

Vaqueria which were located at considerable distances from

the city of Saltillo.30 Two Of the largest merchant-

cum-hacendados in the area, Damaso Rodriguez and Clemente

Cabello, accounted for five, nearly fifty percent, Of the

total number of tiendas de raya in the municipio. Their
 

haciendas, however, did not contain more than ten percent

31 Two Of theof the municipio's total rural pOpulace.

largest haciendas in Saltillo (Muchachos, which covered

10,000 hectares, and Jaguey de Ferniza, which encompassed

17,000 hectares) had no company store.
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Numerous reasons can be advanced to explain why many

large landowners chose not to Operate a tienda de raya.
 

With the possible exception Of those merchant-cum-

hacendados who had access to a wide variety Of merchandise

at wholesale prices, Operating a tienda may not have been

profitable. Moreover, a tienda de raya which functioned
 

for the express purpose Of tying laboers tO the land would

have been inconsistent with what appears tO have been

common labor policy in Saltillo; the fact that some

hacendados paid their peons weekly, in cash, is only one

Of several indications that landowers did not encourage

the running up of debts.32 The high wages, at least when

compared to those paid in the southern regions of Mexico,

received by Saltillo's rural laborers may have been suf-

ficient when combined with other incentives tO attract and

hold laborers.33

Additional evidence supporting the contention that

debt peonage and its counterpart, the tienda de raya,
 

were not the overriding factors which shaped or determined

the relationship between hacendado and peon can be found

in a number Of Operational aspects Of the hacienda system

in Saltillo. First, to reiterate a point made in an

earlier chapter, sharecroppers, which some historians have

come to View as representing an intermediate stage between

a dependent labor system and a wage labor system, were

utilized on a majority Of the municipio's haciendas.
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Sharecroppers in 1911 worked over a third of the land

under cultivation on the area's large estates, and work-

sheets completed by area hacendados to aid in the compila—

tion of the Censo Agrgfipecuario indicate that some peons
 

served double duty as sharecrOppers. Many hacendados

listed the same number of peons and sharecroppers, and in

fact the terms "peon" and "sharecropper" were interchange-

able. For example, when listing the area ceded to peons,

many hacendados responded with the phrase dada a medieros
 

(given to sharecrOppers). A graphic example Of the inter-

changeability Of peons and sharecroppers is illustrated by

the case of Manuel Rodriguez Orozco; he indicated that his

sharecroppers were all those peons who desired land.34

Secondly, schools, often supported by contributions

from the hacendado, were present on most area haciendas.35

The existence Of schools in and Of itself proves nothing.

Yet it does suggest a particular frame Of mind. Hacendados

may have been employed schools, which were viewed by rural

residents as important facets Of hacienda life despite

their inferiority when compared to Saltillo's urban schools,

as a device tO attract and hold laborers. Schools can be

viewed as an incentive-~a fringe benefit in today's terms--

to secure and maintain worker loyalty. If indebtedness

was not employed to hold laborers on the land, substitutes

such as schools were available.
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Carpetas (folders) in Saltillo‘s municipal archive

dealing with education shed light on the horizontal mo-

bility Of hacienda labor as well as on hacienda education

during the Porfiriato.36 For instance, a list of the

thirty-five students attending classes on Clemente

Cabello's Hacienda Ventura in 1895 recorded the students'

birthplaces. Only nine students, slightly more than twen-

ty—five percent of the total, were born on the hacienda.

The remainder were born elsewhere, indicating that their

parents were able to move from one area of Mexico to an-

other.37 The ability of the parents Of these students to

travel with such apparent ease strongly suggests that

debt peonage, while it undoubtedly existed, was not ter—

ribly effective in tying families to a single hacienda.

Lastly, rural laborers in Saltillo appear to have been

able to acquire some amounts Of capital, principally live-

stock. In l900, the fifteen residents Of Enrique Maas's

Hacienda Jaguey de Ferniza owned capital goods ranging

from Dario Alonzo's two burros to Severo Valeras' two

38 In the same year, residents Ofcarts and eight bulls.

several large haciendas, specifically Derramadero, San

Juan de Retiro, and ChiflOn, owned eight—nine burros,

forty-four carts, eighteen mules, six horses, and forty-

six bulls.39 The strong possibility exists, as will be-

come evident in the following pages, that these capital

goods more than outweighed the peons‘ financial Obligations
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to the hacendado. More significantly, these figures sug-

gest that the rural laborer in Saltillo, even if landless,

was far from penniless.

The remainder Of this chapter examines the population--

with particular emphasis on the labor force-—Of the Hacienda

Ventura in the first year of the Porfiriato. Ventura‘s

labor force was a miniaturized version Of rural life on

large livestock haciendas in the municipio, and many Of the

Observations made about the hacienda's labor force apply to

rural workers on other large haciendas and ranchos in

Saltillo. Ventura‘s residents, overall, were neither im-

poverished nor illiterate. They lived an existence far

different from peons working on henequen, sugar, and coffee

haciendas in southern Mexico.40

A profile of Ventura and its population suggests

that the benign character of hacienda labor in Coahuila and

perhaps other parts of northern Mexico was established be-

fore the Porfiriato. Moreover, there is some evidence that

changes in the region's economic underpinnings during the

period from 1876 to 1910 served to strengthen many aspects

Of the structure Of hacienda life rather than providing the

impetus for dramatic change. Significantly, as Ventura's

labor force indicates, many peons in this corner of Mexico

seem to have been able to Operate in large degree independ-

ently Of the hacendado and to attain the status Of petty

entrepreneurs.
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The Hacienda de Ventura was located in the southern

extreme Of the municipio, near Coahuila's border with San

Luis Potosi. The hacienda covered nearly fifty thousand

hectares and was once the property Of the fabled Sanchez

Navarro family. At the time the census was taken on which

this discussion Of Ventura‘s labor force is based, 1877,

one hundred and sixty-two people, including the administra-

tor, RamOn Zertuche, and his small family resided on Ventura.

There were ninety males and seventy-two females ranging in

age from infancy to extreme old age. Pascuala Soloman,

eight-month—Old daughter of Sacarias Soloman and his wife,

Ventura, was the hacienda‘s youngest resident and an eighty-

year-Old—widow, Tomasa Arteaga, the Oldest.41

Ventura, much like modern—day Mexico, had a noticeably

youthful population. Eighty—one people, exactly one-half

of the hacienda's residents, were eighteen years of age

or younger. Nearly forty percent Of the hacienda‘s popula-

tion was twelve or younger. Only seven percent Of Ventura's

residents were more than fifty years Old. Ventura's adult

population (nineteen and older) was an almost perfect bal-

ance between males (forty—one) and females (forty). Among

residents eighteen years or younger, however, males out-

numbered females by a wide margin, forty—nine to thirty—

two.42
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Jornaleros (day laborers) were the most numerous mem-
 

bers of Ventura's labor force, followed closely by

labradores (sharecroppers), pastores (shepherds), and
 

vaqueros (cow hands). TOgether, these four categories

accounted for nearly sixty—five percent Of the hacienda's

workers. There were a number of skilled tradesmen living

on the hacienda, including a tailor, bricklayer, and a shoe-

maker. There was no school teacher listed among the

hacienda‘s residents although twenty individuals were re—

ported tO be able tO write.

Labradores, after jornaleros the second most numerous
  

class of worker reported in the census, were sharecroppers.

None Of the ten individuals falling into this classifica-

tion received a cash salary (sueldo) as did vaqueros and

pastores, or a day wage (jornal) like jgrnaleros. All,
 

however, were listed as receiving seed (siembra) which was

a typical contribution by area hacendados to their share-

croppers. In addition, most labradores possessed draft

43

 

animals to aid in planting and harvesting.

Ventura‘s labradores were, almost without exception,
 

middle-aged. Only two Of them, Manuel Rivera and Anselmo

Soloman, were under thirty-five years old. Of the remain-

ing eight labradores, all but one were over forty-five.
 

No other work category displayed this type Of age bias;

vaqueros for example ranged in age from fifteen to fifty

while similar age variances existed for jornaleros and
 

and pastores.
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An enigmatic category among the hacienda‘s workforce

was that of comerciante (merchant/trader). Two individuals,
 

’ | I . . O

Lazaro Valero and Pedro Ruiz, were listed as comerCiantes.
 

Both men were married and under twenty—five years Of age.

Their presence on the hacienda raises, again, the question

Of the prevalence Of tiendas de raya in the municipio.
 

Did the hacienda have a tienda de raya, or were Valero and
 

Ruiz small, independent entrepreneurs permitted (or en-

couraged) to sell goods to their fellow residents? The

evidence in this case is inconclusive, but strongly sugges-

tive Of the latter possibility. Neither man was reported

to have received a salary as did, for example, the

dependientes de la tienda (store clerks) on the Hacienda
 

de Bocas in San Luis Potosi. Moreover, neither would appear

to have been related to the administrator, Ramdn Zertuche,

as Jan Bazant suggests was a typical requirement for clerks

44
in hacienda tiendas de raya. Perhaps ValerO and Ruiz
 

were partners, since ValerO passessed draft animals which

may have been employed in transporting dry goods from

Saltillo to Ventura.

The census provides some tantalizing data concerning

the literacy Of the hacienda's residents. Twenty indivi—

duals, mostly adults, were labeled as sabe escribir (know-
 

ing how to write). Not only was the administrator, as

might be expected, in this category, but several labradores

45

 

and basieros (shepherds) as well. NO vaquero or jornalero,
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however, was included. Five women, including the adminis—

trator's wife, were among the residents able to write. It

is impossible to determine the level Of writing competency,

yet the fact that nearly one—eighth of the hacienda's total

population, or almost twenty percent of Ventura's adults,

had some command of the basic rudiments of literacy, sug-

gests that earlier studies which categorically classified

peons as illiterate need refinement.46

Male children of Ventura‘s residents Often worked at

some task on the hacienda. Twelve was the earliest age at

which young boys were put to work. The only two exceptions

to this generalization were ten—year—old Esteban Cordova,

who was listed as a carrerero (driver/teamster), and eight-
 

year—Old Yldefonso Romero, who was a pastor. When young

boys did work, they usually held positions which were less

strenuous than those held by Older males; pastores and

carreteros were Often young males.47 No female worked,
 

apparently, in any formal capacity on Ventura other than

that Of criada (servant/housemaid).

Perhaps the most intriguing section Of the census con-

cerned the capital possessed by Ventura's residents.

Twenty—nine individuals, or seventeen percent Of the hacien-

da's residents—~twenty—two males and seven females—-were

listed as holding capital. More importantly, Of the

hacienda's male population over nineteen years of age

(forty—one individuals), twenty—two, or fifty-four percent,
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48 Not only did more than one-half Of Ventura'shad capital.

adult males hold capital, but prOperty holding was extreme-

ly diversified. Of the twenty—nine individuals who were

listed as possessing capital, twenty were members of sepa-

rate households; in only two households did two or more

family members hold property. In the Eduardo Valero family,

both father and son held several head Of livestock. The

widow ConcepciOn Ortiz and her six sons and daughters were

the only other family in which multiple ownership Of prop-

erty existed.

There was a marked correlation between an individual's

listed work category (Oficio) and capital holdings.

Labradores seem to have been the largest group Of property
 

holders on the hacienda followed closely by vaqueros,

fleteros (teamsters), and cridores (breeders). NO pastor

or jornalero, however, twenty-one individuals in all, held
 

capital goods. The correlation between OficiO and capital

ownership would appear to be consistent with the previously

discussed age structure of Ventura's labor force.

Labradores, the Oldest age group Of any hacienda OficiO,
 

could well be expected, as a matter Of course, to have Ob-

tained a fair amount Of capital. Pastores, among the

youngest Of the hacienda's residents, could be expected to

be without capital Of notable value. From the census, it

is impossible to determine the degree Of upward mobility,

if any, experienced by the hacienda's residents.
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In all, 131 mares, forty—seven stallions, twelve

mules, 102 cows, ten bulls, fifty—three burros, and 330

goats were owned by Ventura's residents. The peso value

of the livestock held by the twenty—nine prOperty holders

on Ventura is estimated at between 4,000 and 9,500 pesos.49

The average capital of the hacienda's adult population

(eighty—one individuals) was therefore between fifty and

one hundred and seventeen pesos. Much more significantly,

the value of the capital possessed by the twenty-nine peons

reported to have held capital averaged between one hundred

and seventeen and three hundred twenty—eight pesos.

Obviously, there were large variations in the relative

wealth Of the hacienda's residents. For example, Jose

Arresola, a vaquero, owned three mares worth approximately

thirty pesos, while Faustino Maldonado, a criador, owned

ten mares, five stallions, and nine cows worth roughly two

hundred and forty pesos. It would appear that the richest

individual on the hacienda was ConcepciOn Ortiz, a fifty-

eight—year—Old widow; she owned fifteen mares, eighteen

cows, twenty donkeys and eight stallions worth five hundred

and thirty pesos.50

While individuals may not have possessed extremely

large amounts of capital, it is interesting to note that

some extended families seemed to control large portions Of

51
the total. Domingo Maldonado, Faustino Maldonado,

Patrisio Maldonado, and German Maldonado, perhaps cousins
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and maybe brothers, owned, among them, twenty—nine mares,

eight stallions, twenty—two cows, and thirty goats.

The other two families who dominated the hacienda's

pOpulation, the Valeros and especially the Solomans, also

owned significant numbers of livestock. The Valeros owned

five stallions and twenty—three mares. The Solomans'

holdings, concentrated in ConcepciOn Ortiz's family, were

twice as large; they owned fifty—three mares, fifty-six

cows, fifty-two burros, four mules, and twenty—nine stal—

lions.52 Together, the three families (Maldonados, Solomans,

and Valeros) owned nearly all the burros, seventy-five per-

cent Of the cows, eighty percent Of the mares, and almost

ninety percent of the horses that were listed as belonging

to the hacienda‘s residents.

It should be noted that two Of the families mentioned

above, the Valeros and the Maldonados, appear to have in—

termarried. Domingo, Faustino, and Patrisio Maldonado

all married women with the surname Valero. Consequently,

the concentration Of capital in the hands Of several ex—

tended families noted in the preceeding paragraphs would

appear to have been even greater than one would assume

at first glance.

There exists no single source Of data regarding

Ventura in the post—1876 period which compares with the

1877 census. Available information, however, indicates

few substantive changes in the hacienda's labor force.
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By 1911, the number of sharecroppers had doubled to

eighteen and all were classified as medieros, but the

hacienda's pOpulation had also increased more than twofold

during the same period, from 162 to 350. In the same year,

there was a school on the hacienda, and ten years earlier,

in 1901, the Mexican National Railroad had constructed a

depot on Ventura. The hacienda's new owner, Clemente

Cabello, had Opened a tienda de raya, but in 1911, less
 

than twenty—five percent of the hacienda's inhabitants were

indebted tO Cabello, and the average debt was only twenty

pesos. Sixty-five individuals, nearly eighty percent Of

those indebted tO the hacienda (eighty—two), were reportedly

repaying their Obligations. Ventura's residents, according

to Cabello, tilled ten percent (400 hectares) Of the hacien-

da's cultivated acreage for their own account.53

In summary, just as the large landed estates in

Saltillo were counterbalanced by a system Of small land-

holdings, so tOO was the presence Of a subserviant labor

force Offset by a large group Of workers who held substan-

tial control over their own lives. Whether the scarcity

of tiendas de raya, the seemingly benign nature Of debt
 

peonage, the prevalance Of sharecropping, and high wages

were the result of an increasing awareness on the part of

hacendados Of the value Of a modern cash—wage system or a

more grudging realization that to do otherwise was to risk

financial ruin, is a point that can be debated. What seems
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certain is that both the hacendado and the peon had shed

many of the traditional vestiges which had governed

hacienda life in Mexico for centuries. Landowners were

not interested in building a labor force based on the

coercion of debt peonage.54 Rural laborers, at least

those on Ventura, appear to have develOped, before 1876,

a penchant for capital accumulation and to have acquired

considerable autonomy within the broad but loose Confines

of the hacienda.
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1This viewpoint is expressed most strongly in Friedrich

Katz, "Labor Conditions on Haciendas in Porfirian Mexico:

Some Trends and Tendencies," HAHR 54, no. 1 (February, 1974),

pp. 1— 47. See also Eric Wolf,Peasant Wars of the Twentieth

Century (New York, 1969), pp. 21—22, and Marvin Bernstein,

The Mexican Mining Industry 189011950: A Study Of the

InteractiOn Of Politics, Economics and Technology (Albany,

1964) p. 21. For a discussion Of hacienda labor in the

north in the eighteenth and nineteenth centures see Frangois

Chevalier. "The North Mexican Hacienda: Eighteenth and

Nineteenth Centuries," in Archibald R. Lewis and Thomas F.

McGann, eds., The New World Looksyat Its History, Proceed-

ings Of the Second International_Congress Of Historians Of

the United States and Mexico (Austin, 1963), pp. 95—107.

 

 

 

 

 

 

2For a discussion Of Monterrey during the Porfiriato

see Alexander Saragoza, "The Formation Of a Mexican Elite:

The Industrialization Of Monterrey, Nuevo Leon 1880— 1920, "

Ph. D., dissertation, University Of California, 1978.

3Valde’s, Saltillo, p. 303. AMS, 139—1, 28-unnumbered

exp., 1896.

4AM§, 139-1, 28-unnumbered exp., 1896. Less than

twenty-five percent Of the industrial concerns in Operation

in Saltillo in 1896 had been founded prior to 1876. Of the

remaining enterprises, over seventy-five percent were es-

tablished between 1886 and 1896, in other words, after the

municipio was linked tO the outside world by the railroad.

5Bernstein, Mexican Mining Industry, p. 40 Ff.
 

6The trend toward commerce and industry initiated in

the Porfiriato continued unabated during the twentieth

century. For an economic overview Of Coahuila during the

past ten ears see Coahuila: Monograffa del estado

(Direcci n General de Planeacidh y Desarrollo, Saltillo,

1978). The APLC contains a copy of this and several other

important government publications.

7APLC, 10th legis., 1887-1888, leg. 1, ComisiOn de

Hacienda, exp. 41.

 

 

8AMS, 148-l, 5-5, 1905.

91bid., 131-1, 51, 1888; 135-1, 121, 1892.
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1°Ibid., 148-l, 5-5, 1905.

11Ibid.
 

lzlbid., 139—1, 28—unnumbered exp., 1896.

13ggid., 131-1, 51, 1888; 135—1, 121, 1892; 142-2,

12-9, 1899; 139—1, 28-unnumbered exp., 1896; 145-4, 17-5,

1902. --

14As a rule, women received one—half the wages paid to

their male counterparts. Children, although child labor

was not widespread, received only one quarter of wages

paid to adult males.

15AMS, 139-1, 28—unnumbered exE., 1896.

16Ibid., 142—2, 12—9, 1899. In addition to data on

wages, the census provided information regarding hacienda

production, irrigated acreage, size, and value.

17Wages for women and children were, like their urban

counterparts, lower than those paid to men. Women, pre-

sumably working as servants, received a daily wage of be-

tween eighteen and twenty—five centavos while children,

both boys and girls, received twelve to fifteen centavos

per day.

18§g§, 154-1, 33—4, 1911. The census, which deals

exclusively with the municipality of Saltillo, is composed

of ten subdivisions: agriculture by families (independent

sharecroppers), agriculture by families (small landowners

working land for themselves), agriculture by families

(renters), agriculture by families (communal lands), large-

scale agriculture, salaries, day laborers (indebted and not

indebted), livestock, livestock mortality, and land ceded

to peons to augment wages. An extra bonus for the research-

er is the preservation in the same file of the worksheets

completed by the area's landholders and municipal officials

in their efforts to complete the census. The worksheets,

which I utilized heavily in preparing this chapter, contain

more specific data pertaining to actual conditions on area

landholdings than are found in the census, which represents

a synthesis of the contents of the worksheets. Of partic-

ular significance are figures for each property in the

municipio concerning the area of cultivated land (and land

not cultivated) in 1909—1910, average harvests in the
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previous five years, average area cultivated by the pro—

prietor, average area ceded to peons, property of the

landholder (horses, plows, machinery), and names of share-

croppers.

19Katz, "Labor Conditions," pp. 31—32. Table 27 also

suggests that wages, not indebtedness, were employed to

attract and hold laborers.

zoégs, 145—4, 17-6, 1902. This document was the only

reference to rations I discovered in Saltillo's massive

municipal archive. Two major landowners in the region,

Damaso Rodriguez and Cresencio Rodriguez Gonzalez, helped

compile the figures contained in the document, which also

contained data on land values, livestock mortality rates,

and agricultural data. It is impossible to determine if

rations were issued solely on the basis of weight or market

value, an important consideration, since if rations were

issued on the basis of weight rather than market value,

rural laborers might have been insulated against the pattern

of rising food costs which historians have noted for the

period after 1876. One can only speculate, but it is

probable that vagueros, typically males fifteen years of

age or older, received rations based on weight. Pastores,

often young males between the ages of eight and twelve,

may have received less rations—-that is, rations based on

market value-—than vagueros, reflecting their youth and re-

duced value to the hacendado.

21Martin, Mexico, II, p.

22Saragoza, "Monterrey," p. 76.

23El Estado de Coahuila, 7/19/1907.
 

24Jan Bazant, Cinco Haciendas, pp. 107-108. See also

Bazant's two perceptive articles on Mexico's rural labor-

ers: "Peones, arrendatarios, y aparceros en Mexico:

1851-1853," Historia Mexicana 23, no. 2 (October-December,

1973) pp. 330-357, and *Feones, arrendatarios, y aparceros:

1868-1904," Historia Mexigana_24, no. 1 (July-September,

1974) pp. 94—121.

 

 

 

25A figure of three to four months' pay presupposes

twenty days of employment per month. For a discussion

of debt peonage in various regions of Mexico see Moises

Gonzalez Navarro, "El trabajo forzoso en Mexico: 1821-

1921" Historia Mexicana 27, no. 4 (April—June, 1978) PP.
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588-615. To judge from figures cited by Gonzalez Navarro,

a debt of twenty—five pesos was markedly lower than debts

in other parts of Mexico. In the state of Chiapas, for

example, the average debt for rural laborers in 1897 was

ninety-six pesos, nearly four times the amount owed by

laborers in Saltillo in 1911.

26AMS, 154—1, 33-4, 1911.

27Harris, Mexican Family Empire, pp. 205—230.
 

28Jail records housed in Saltillo‘s municipal archive

contain, typically, the name of the person arrested, name

of the person filing charges, and the charge.

29§g§, 147—3, 16-27, 1904. Damaso Rodriguez, a major

landowner—industrialist, had one Tomas Seledan arrested

for faltas de trabajo during this period. It is im ossible

to say, however, whether this involved one of Rodr guez's

peons or one of his urban laborers.

 

3°AMS, 154-1, 33-4, 1911.

31Total population on Rodriguez‘s and Cabello's

holdings was just under 2,000 individuals. In 1910 .

Saltillo's pOpulation was nearly 54,000, of which at least

half were rural residents. See Beriodico Oficial, 3/9/1912.
 

32AMS, 154-1, 33-4, 1911. Encarnacion Davila reported

that he_p§id his peons every eight days in cash. He also

stated that his peons owed the hacienda 2,000 pesos but

that since they were not paying their debts, he was not

granting them further credit.

33For an indication of wages in southern Mexico, see

Jan Bazant's article on the Hacienda Atlacomulco in

Morelos, "El trabajo y los trabajadores en la Hacienda

de Atlacomulco," in Frost, Meyer, Vazques, eds., El

Trabajo y los Trabajadores en la Historia de México, pp.

378-390.

34AMS, 154-1, 33—4, 1911.

35Ibid., 144—2, 4—7, 1901; 138—1, 1—3, 1895. Hacienda

schools were often supported entirely by the hacendado.

For example, in 1895 the owner of the Hacienda Encarnacion
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de Guzmén provided the funds (twelve pesos per month plus

corn rations) to pay a teacher for the hacienda school. In

other cases, hacienda residents, primarily those with chil-

dren attending classes, contributed small amounts (typic-

ally less than fifty centavos monthly) to pay a teacher and

purchase classroom supplies.

36Often the birthplaces of the children attending

classes are recorded. In addition, the names of parents,

their occupations, and number of children per family are

provided.

37AMS, 138—l, 1—3, 1895. Aside from those students

whose birthplaces were reported as "Ventura," I was unable

to identify the location of more than five the remaining

students' birthplaces. Four families appear to have mi-

grated to Ventura from northern Zacatecas and San Luis

Pot051.

38AMS, 143—2, 13—1, 1900.

39Ibid.
 

40This section of the chapter is based on a 1877

padron (census) of the Hacienda Ventura. See AMS, 120—1,

66, 1877.

41At the time of the census, Ventura was owned by

Ysidro Trevino, who had acquired the hacienda after its

confiscation by state and national leaders from the

Sanchez Navarro family in retribution for their support

of Emperor Maximilian. After Treviho's death, the hacien-

da was sold by his children, in 1885, to Clemente Cabello.

42The census lists the habitantes (inhabitants) of the

hacienda. I do not believe that the names include temporary

laborers who might have been employed at various times of

the year.

 

43Several labradores owned carts. The census did not

record the ownership of plows or harrows.

 

44Bazant, Cinco Haciendas, p. 105; "Peones: 1868-

1904," p. 95.
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45Basieros are defined by Friedrich Katz, "Labor

Conditions," p. 34, as shepherds who watched flocks of sheep

or goats of up to 2,000 head at night. This is in contrast

to pastores, who tended herds of similar size during the

day.

46The idea that rural laborers were unschooled is in-

herent in a number of studies. See for example H. B.

Parkes, A History of Mexico (Boston, 1938) pp. 305—308, and

Harris, Famiiy Empire, p. 218.

 

 

47It is assumed that children of young ages helped

their fathers in their duties on the hacienda. Yet young

males also held income—producing positions on Ventura and

thus contributed to family income. Older offspring perform-

ed a variety of tasks on the hacienda. For example,

Mariano Arteaga, thirty—year—old son of Diosisio Arteaga,

was a jornalero. Eduardo Valero's twenty-eight-year-old

son was a vaguero, and Patrisio Maldonado's sixteen-year—

old son, Basilio, worked as a pastor. Jan Bazant describes

the existence of large numbers of young inhabitants ’

(muchachos) on the Hacienda de Bocas in San Luis Pot051.

See Bazant, "Peones: 1851—1853," pp. 340-341. These

muchachos often lived apart from their parents on de Bocas,

but such does not seem to have been the case on Ventura.

The organization of the census, by households, leads one to

believe that unmarried offspring usually lived with their

parents, thereby contributing significantly to family in-

come.

 

 

 

48Capital was in the form of livestock.

49The value of livestock depended on age, condition,

and more importantly, factors of supply and demand. The

peso values assigned to the livestock owned by Ventura's

residents are based on livestock prices in the municipio

in 1884. The time span between the actual census (1877)

and the figures provided below further contributes to the

tentative nature of the value assigned to livestock on

Ventura. See Ans, 127-1, 40, 1884.



223

Value (in pesos) of livestock in Saltillo,'1884
 

‘Maximum Minimum Average

Mules 60 25 40

Burros 15 6 10

Sheep 5 3 3.45

Goats 2.50 1.50 1.75

Oxen/Bulls 20 15 18

Cows 16 10 14

. Horses .30 . .10 25

 

50T0 determine these figures, I employed the average

price for livestock contained in the above table.

51The term "extended families" refers only to indi-

viduals with identical surnames. Data in the census did

not permit the determination of exact family relationships.

The possibility that unrelated individuals with the same

last name resided on the hacienda should not be ignored.

:2Concepci6n Ortiz was married to a member of the

Soloman family. Her children, six in number, bore the sur-

name Soloman. Apparently, after the death of her spouse,

Concepcidn Ortiz reverted to using her maiden name.

53AMS, 154-1, 33~4, 1911.

54For a perceptive and controversial view of debt

peonage see Arnold J. Bauer, "Rural Workers in Spanish

America: Problems of Peonage and Oppression," HAHR 59,

no. 1 (February, 1979), pp. 34-63.



EPILOGUE

The Porfirian hacendado in Saltillo did not correspond

to stereotypes develOped by earlier historians and critics

of Mexico's pre-Revolutionary landholding structure. They

were businessmen and not a rural aristocracy. Absenteeism

was as rare as concentration. Landed estates were part,

but not the sum total, of investment portfolios. Invest-

ments were diversified. Mining, banking, commerce, and es-

pecially industry, were areas which witnessed significant

hacendado involvement. In short, hacendados were far more

than mere landowners. They were entrepreneurs who supplied

both the capital and the expertise to begin the transforma-

tion of Saltillo from a traditional, agricultural society

to a modern, urban-industrialized society.

Haciendas were productive units which for their time

efficiently utilized, within the constraints imposed by

geography and climate, the land they encompassed. Profits,

although probably not as dependable or as constant as those

accruing to hacendados engaged in producing export crops

such as sugar or henequen, were substantial, often more

than ten percent per annum. In Saltillo, throughout the

Porfiriato, land was a readily transferable commodity and

every major hacienda in the municipio changed owners on

224
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at least one occasion. Concentration of land in the hands

of a few did not occur. Small landowners prospered and

flourished in Saltillo during the supposed heyday of the

hacienda.

The hacendado—cum—entrepreneur was successful, in

large part, due to his apparent determination not to become

totally dependent upon his landed holdings. Financial em—

pires rested on several pillars. Agriculture, an important

but hardly dominant element, was supplemented by massive

investments in other areas. Social status appears not to

have been necessarily related to land tenure; a realistic

assessment of available opportunities and profit margins

was more significant than status in determining the attrac-

tiveness of land ownership.

The fact that leading luminaries of Saltillo's com-

mercial—industrial sectors were also major landowners sug-

gests, at least to the degree that Saltillo may have been

representative of the hundreds of other regions that still

await scholarly investigation, an alteration in historical

thinking about Porfirian socio—economic structure. An

elite, rather than separate elites, occupied the upper

echelons of Porfirian society in Saltillo.

Given the interrelationship in Saltillo between land-

owners and merchant-industrialists, the effect of post-1910

agrarian reforms on area hacendados was minimal. Land re-

form undoubtedly meant inconvenience and at times temporary
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hardship, but hardly catastrOphe. The empires inherited

by the heirs of Clemente Cabello, Guillermo Purcell,

Damaso Rodriguez, and Cresencio Rodriguez Gonzalez were

not destroyed by the Revolution's agrarian reform measures.

The expropriation of landed holdings could not destroy

their economic influence; far from it, the Revolution's

ultimate aim of fostering modernization and industrializa-

tion only benefited individuals such as these.

More striking is the realization that land reforms,

at least those devoted to destroying or dividing great es-

tates, could do little to help either the region's small

landowners or landless laborers. The majority of well

irrigated land in the municipio was already controlled by

small proprietors and the Revolution's legislative reforms

could not supply what Saltillo needed most, water. Indeed,

it is likely that the Revolution did more to hinder the

economic tranformation which seemed to be taking place in

Saltillo during the period from 1880 to 1910 than it did

to hasten the modernization of the region. Saltillo and

the Central District were the scene of heavy fighting and

massive destruction, especially in 1913 and 1914. For

example, the largest industrial—manufacturing complex in

the District, the Compagia Industrial Saltillera's plant

in Arteaga, was destroyed during the conflagration and did
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not reopen until the 1920's. In fact, only in the 1960's

did Saltillo regain the pace of economic growth and devel—

opment which marked its life under the Porfiriato.



NOTES ON SOURCES

Archives in Saltillo, eSpecially those seldom fre-

quented by researchers, were crucial in preparing this

study. The Archivo del Municipio de Saltillo, containing

data dealing with Saltillo‘s socio—economic develOpment

from the time of the municipio's settlement, was heavily

utilized. Equally instrumental was Saltillo's Registro

de Propiedades. The archive housed records of property

transactions, mortgages, and business partnerships.

The Archivo Poder Legislativo de Coahuila provided a

major source of letters from Saltillo's hacendados and in-

dustrialists to government officials on a variety of eco-

nomic issues, especially taxation, competition, and govern-

ment assistance to entrepreneurs. The Archivo de Justica

was employed to examine the legal entanglements of in-

dividuals who figured prominently in Saltillo's develop-

ment. The Archivo General del Estado de Coahuila contains

documentation pertaining to the entire state. Political

data predominate, but socio—economic data are available.

Documents concerning the municipio of Saltillo are decided-

ly lean when compared to the excellent collection housed in

the Archivo del Municipio. A complete run of the state's

official newspaper is held in the Archivo General.

228
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Archive collections in Mexico City were less informa—

tive than those in Saltillo. The Hermeoteca Nacional's

collection of Saltillo-Coahuila newspapers is confined to

limited runs (one or two years) of no more than a half

dozen publications. Data in the Archivo General de la

Nacion, overall, were not especially helpful in preparing

this study. Ramos consulted included ggbernacidn, Fomento,

C I, .O,’, I. . A . . I O O O

Tlerras, and Com1s1on Nac1onal Agraria. Libraries 1n
 

Mexico City and Saltillo, particularly the Biblioteca

Nacional de Antropologia e Historia, provided access to

volumes not generally available in the United States.

Post Records from United States Consular Officers in

Saltillo, held in Washington's National Archives, were a

worthwhile source. Letters from consular officers were

helpful in develOping an understanding of Saltillo's eco-

nomic structure during the Porfiriato as well as the de-

gree of American participation in the region's growth.

The numerical and Minor Files of the Department of State

(1906-1910) which contain material from American officials

in Coahuila were consulted as were the published reports

of consular officers available in the National Archive

complex.



GLOSSARY

ejido - Land held under communal tenure; since the Revolu-

tion, communities which are endowed with communal lands.

ganado mayor - Cattle and horses.
 

ganado menor - Sheep and goats.
 

hectare - Equals 2.471 acres.

hectoliter - Equals 2.838 bushels.
 

latifundio - Large, landed holding, usually two or more

haciendas.

 

mediero - Sharecropper; receives one-half of harvest.

municipio - Political subdivision and geographic area.
 

obraje - Textile workshop.

patron - Landholder hacendado.

peon - Rural laborer.

Porfiriato/paZ'porfiriana - Period from 1876 to 1910.

Named after the man who dominated Mexican political

life during that time, Porfirio Diaz.

 

terciero - Sharecropper; receives one-third of harvest.
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