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INTRODUCTION

Rationalizing Hate

IMMIGRANTS, REFUGEES, AND THE INCREASE IN MEXICAN LYNCHING

The history of lynching in the United States is a legacy of racial terror. These bloodstained chapters of our nation’s history will forever haunt future generations. One chapter that remains hidden is the history of mob violence against Mexicans in the United States. For over a century, these stories have been lost, the victims forgotten, and, in many cases, the facts distorted. These victims were categorized as enemy others, criminals, and bandits, a false assertion made by the perpetrators of these crimes and a historical inaccuracy that this book seeks to remedy. The murders committed by Texas civilians and armed posses that included officers of the law were celebrated in communities with photographs, heralded in local newspapers, and even encouraged by high-ranking political figures. The alleged criminals were guilty largely of one unifying “crime”—being Mexican.

One hundred years ago, the Mexican Revolution disrupted US-Mexican diplomatic relations. Mexicans living in the United States became targets of violence and unlawful arrests, and in the most severe cases they were lynched on the suspicion that they were part of a criminal element of the revolution. These crimes, motivated by hate and nativist arguments that ethnic Mexicans were not white, were not citizens, and were prone to violence and crime, echo the anti-Latino rhetoric of the twenty-first century. As for retaliation, modern-day perpetrators are not labeled as lynch mobs or posses; their acts of violence, when punished, are referred to as hate crimes. And, similar to the unruly officers of the law a century earlier, often those perpetrators who are armed with a badge go unpunished.

This examination of collective violence against Mexicans in the United States began in the summer of 2007. In the post-9/11 world, hate crimes in the United States, including against Hispanics, have increased each year following 2001. During the early morning hours of April 22, 2006, in Harris County, Texas, David Tuck and Keith Turner viscously tortured a sixteen-year-old Mexican American, David Ritcheson, at a party. The Anglo perpetrators were enraged when Ritcheson was caught trying to kiss the party host’s twelve-year-old sister, Danielle Sons. The attack went on for more than four hours. Tuck and Turner stripped and beat Ritcheson, burned him with cigarettes, attempted to carve a swastika into his chest, and sodomized the teen with a PVC pipe, rupturing his bladder. Court testimony revealed that the attackers repeatedly shouted “white power!” throughout the ordeal. Liquid bleach was found on his body and internally. Left for dead, Ritcheson was discovered ten hours later. He remained hospitalized for three months and underwent more than thirty operations. Physically and mentally scarred, the teenager later took his own life.1

In May 2010, after being stopped for illegally crossing the border, Anastasio Hernández-Rojas was arrested by border patrol agents. During the detainment process, two days after his arrest, Hernández-Rojas died of heart complications. The agents claimed that he had resisted arrest and become hostile. Eyewitness cell-phone footage taken at the scene revealed a posse of men brutally beating the undocumented immigrant: “All eyewitnesses that we spoke to basically tell the same story of a man hogtied and handcuffed behind his back, not resisting, being beaten repeatedly by batons, by kicks, by punches, by the use of a taser, for almost 30 minutes.”2 However, on November 6, 2015, the US Justice Department cleared all twenty of the border patrol agents of any crime.3

Nativist political rhetoric today echoes similar calls to arms of one hundred years ago. Nativist views gained increased traction during the 2015–2016 Republican primary race, with plans to exclude Muslim refugees, repatriate non–US citizens, and construct a wall that would prevent Mexican “killers and rapists” from entering the United States.4 In the 1910s, hundreds of Mexicans were lynched in Texas, their stories buried by the state’s predominant historical narrative. This narrative, which perpetuated the stereotype of Mexicans as suspicious, lascivious criminals, continued to stigmatize ethnic Mexicans throughout the twentieth century. The stereotype was created by nativist Anglo Americans to satisfy their own ethnocentric persona of moral, intellectual, and cultural superiority. They justified their crimes against Mexicans in the borderland with claims that they were policing the border and protecting the national security of US citizens. When we examine this hidden chapter of lynching in the United States, we must answer these two questions: What is the cost of knowing this history? And what are the dangers of not knowing our past crimes?

One thousand nine hundred sixty-nine miles—that is the total length of the border shared by Mexico and the United States. It is the busiest border in the world, with over 350 million crossings per year, forty-six official border-crossing sites, and cross-border trade totaling US$1 billion every day. On January 11, 2010, Mexican president Felipe Calderón and US trade representative Ron Kirk celebrated the opening of the Anzaldúas International Bridge in Reynosa, Tamaulipas. Kirk praised the accomplishment of this new link as a symbol of the connectedness and cross-cultural understanding that the two nations had forged together. Calderón explained: “It’s the bridges that unite the people and elevate the competitiveness of economies. . . . [T]he best opportunity we have to create jobs on both sides of the border is to strengthen ties between Mexico and the United States.” Kirk added that the bridge was a “potent symbol of our connectedness.”5

A century earlier, Mexican president Porfirio Díaz and US president William Taft met in Ciudad Juárez. This marked only the second time a US president had stood on foreign soil while in office. The affair was celebrated on both sides of the Rio Grande. In Mexico, the streets were lined with both the Mexican colors and the US Stars and Stripes. A banquet was held at the Ciudad Juárez customhouse. Sparing no expense, the Mexican organizers lavishly decorated the interior of the building. The two leaders enjoyed their dinners on gold and silver plates that had once belonged to Emperor Maximilian. The floral aroma that engulfed the room came from thousands of flowers that had arrived in three boxcars from central Mexico. Díaz made a toast to Taft and the citizens of the United States:

This visit, which his Excellency President Taft makes to Mexico will mark an epoch in the history of Mexico. . . . [This] proof of international courtesy, which Mexico appreciates and esteems in all of its worth and meaning, will be from today a happy precedent for Latin American republics to cultivate constant and cordial relations among themselves, with us, and with all other countries of the continent.6

After two minutes of cheers, Taft responded with equal gratitude and respect for his Mexican hosts:

I have left the United States and set my foot in your great and prosperous country to emphasize the high sentiment and confidence, the feeling of brotherly neighborliness, which exists between our two great nations. . . . I drink to my friend, the president of this great republic to his continued long life and happiness, and to the never-ending bond of mutual sympathy between Mexico and the United States.7

The following year, revolutionary forces demanded the ouster of Díaz, which led to the outbreak of civil war and the overthrow of the Díaz administration shortly thereafter. The period of peaceful coexistence between the two neighboring nations, which took sixty years to develop following the end of Mexican-American War in 1848, drastically transformed as revolutionary fighting intensified. Civilians from both nations moved from amity to animosity. Violence increased in the borderland, and US-Mexican diplomacy crumbled. By mid-decade, the two nations found themselves on the verge of war. As the civil war waged on, the revolution spilled over to the American side of the border in the form of refugees fleeing the war-torn nation. The violence escalated and the lynching of Mexican refugees by Anglo Texans increased, contributing to the dark reputation of the 1910s as the bloodiest decade of racial/ethnic violence in the United States of the entire twentieth century.

The lynching of ethnic Mexicans was not a new development. During the decade that followed the 1848 Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo,8 there were more than 150 known lynchings of ethnic Mexicans in the United States and its territories, most of which were blamed on property disputes. The cases were most prevalent in the states of Texas and California, and the territories of Arizona and New Mexico. Lynchings had declined in number between 1850 and 1910, but the rate spiked again between 1910 and 1920. A pattern of vigilantism developed in southwestern communities, as Anglo Texans increasingly took their interpretation of the law into their own hands. Anglo Texan men argued that the state and federal governments failed to stop Mexican rebels from looting their businesses and farms. Anglo Texans’ sense that their manhood was being challenged exaggerated genuine concerns about the growing lawlessness along the border. They responded harshly, justifying their actions in the name of Texas and national pride.9

This work examines Mexican and Anglo relations in the borderland of Texas and northern Mexico during the 1910s. The outbreak of the Mexican Revolution in 1910 was an important event for both nations: it was a civil war among Mexicans that also triggered hostilities between Anglos and Mexicans in the borderland. This book explores, as no other work has, the dramatic rise in the lynching of ethnic Mexicans in Texas during the decade of the Mexican Revolution. I argue that ethnic and racial tension brought on by Mexican revolutionary fighting in the borderland made Anglo Texans feel justified in their violent actions against Mexicans. Using the legal system to their advantage and deploying white privilege, the perpetrators, even when their actions were illegal, often went unpunished. This work contributes to the historical work on lynching, global perspectives on violence, and borderland studies by differentiating between the lynching of African Americans in the American South and the lynching of ethnic Mexicans in the borderlands. I assert that the latter was about citizenship and sovereignty. Moreover, for Anglo Texas, Mexican citizenship also influenced their perception of the “Mexican race,” a phrase frequently used to delineate Mexicans as neither black nor white.

In this examination, I also reconstruct some of the earliest, and hitherto hidden, efforts by ethnic Mexicans living in Texas, many of whom were US citizens, to organize a defense of their rights, and show how these efforts drew support from wherever it could be found: among revolutionary groups in Mexico, among sympathetic whites in the United States, and, by the end of the decade, among Mexican American politicians in the state legislature. Out of such resistance, early civil rights protests by Mexican Americans emerged in Texas. This work is one of the first to analyze the earliest stirrings of what we might call the “long civil rights movement” among Mexican Americans in the Lone Star State. In doing so, through the examination of lynchings, I illustrate the backgrounds of the victims, their families, and their capacity to resist racial violence. I avoid resorting to “academic lynching,” which, Sundiata Keita Cha-Jua argued, dominates earlier scholarship on mob violence.10 This work shows that even as the consolidation of the Mexican Revolution eased relations between Anglo Texans and Mexican Americans in the borderland and led to a dramatic decrease in lynchings after 1920, the civil rights movement among Mexican Americans had taken root and would shape future struggles.

While historians have done a great deal of work on the lynching of African Americans, they have only recently begun to examine the lynching of ethnic Mexicans in the United States. Two major factors have contributed to this lack of attention: documents and sources on the lynching of ethnic Mexicans in the United States usually identify victims as “black” or “white,” rendering their ethno-racial identity invisible; and, following a strict definition of lynching provided by the NAACP, historians have excluded from consideration hundreds of cases in which law enforcement officials were among the perpetrators.

According to the NAACP, four characteristics must be present to define a murder as a lynching: first, a murder must have occurred; second, there must be three or more perpetrators involved; third, it must occur extralegally; and fourth, the murder must be perpetrated in the name of vengeance or tradition. Herein lies the problem that I address in this book—I argue that law officers acting as jury, judge, and executioner acted beyond their authority. This book seeks to remedy the hidden truth about the lynching of ethnic Mexicans by holding all of the perpetrators accountable for these crimes.

Newspapers and African American institutions led the way in collecting data on lynching cases, with the Chicago Tribune publishing cumulative annual totals beginning in 1883. In 1912 the Tuskegee Institute began publishing Negro Yearbook: An Encyclopedia of the Negro, which included the annual lynching records collected by the institute since 1892. According to Tuskegee’s records, 3,445 of the 4,742 known lynchings that occurred between 1882 and 1964 targeted African Americans. The remaining 1,297 victims are listed as “white.” For years no real attempt was made to determine how many of those “white” victims were Mexicans.

Only in 2004 did reliable estimates begin to emerge, most notably in the work of William Carrigan and Clive Webb, which demonstrated that at least 571 ethnic Mexicans were lynched in the United States between 1848 and 1928.11 Almost 20 percent (124) of these occurred during the 1910s.12 Alleged murder was the most common justification given by Anglo mobs for targeting Mexicans and African Americans alike. The second most common justification for attacking Mexicans was theft, not the violation of sexual norms that Anglos used to rationalize their attacks on African Americans.13 Unlike African American men, ethnic Mexican men were not generally viewed by Anglos as sexual predators; Anglo men perceived the shorter, smaller-framed Mexican as a “distinctly effeminate race.”14

Historians who have looked at the rising number of Mexican deaths during the 1910s have attributed it to the “bandit wars” between suspected Mexican criminals and the Texas Rangers, overlooking the fact that many of the dead were lynched by Rangers and civilians. While the number of Mexican lynchings is unknown, we must include the estimated number killed by the Ranger posses. William Carrigan and Clive Webb point out conservative estimates of “La Hora de Sangre” (the Hour of Blood) in 1915, when “at least 500 Mexicans were hanged, shot, and executed without trial”; such estimates are crucial in understanding how high this death toll could reach.15 This book seeks to remedy the neglect by focusing on the lynching of ethnic Mexicans during the decade of the Mexican Revolution, 1910–1920. It also seeks to place those events within a larger political, social, and territorial frame. It illustrates how the Mexican Revolution intensified both anti-US sentiments in Mexico and anti-Mexican stereotypes in the United States. The growing tension led to a decade of disorder, with ethnic and racial violence on both sides of the border and a dramatic rise in the lynching of ethnic Mexicans in the United States.

By examining case studies, this book focuses on several of the most notorious episodes of Anglo-on-Mexican violence. The goal is not to sensationalize the violence but to reconstruct, as fully as possible, the lives of those it touched, and the social and political world in which it occurred. Thus, the chapters that follow focus on the victims themselves, their families, and the communities from which they emerged; on the perpetrators of violence; on efforts to bring the murderers to justice; and on the swirling, violent world of the Mexican Revolution that made the borderland a front line in that revolutionary struggle. The lynching and the disorder of the revolution subsided toward the end of the decade, helped along by the identification of a new enemy to Anglo Texans: German Americans, who now stood accused of aiding America’s enemy during the Great War. But the intense strife of the decade left lasting marks on Mexican-Anglo relations in Texas.

This work contributes to the scholarship on lynching by examining lynching in the borderland. Sundiata Keita Cha-Jua recognizes that lynching scholarship in the new millennium explores lynching “beyond the South” and interrogates “antiblack racial violence . . . examining the impact of lynching on Mexican and Asian Americans and tracking it beyond the U.S. racial formation.”16 Michael Pfeifer leads this analysis with his Rough Justice: Lynching and American Society, 1874–1947, arguing that the origin of lynching in the United States is not restricted to one region. This book seeks to continue that effort drawing on scholarly work such as Cynthia Skove Nevels’s Lynching to Belong: Claiming Whiteness through Racial Violence. This work complements Nevels’s thesis that those who committed lynchings claimed whiteness through racial violence and makes an argument that Mexican victims were seen as nonwhite. Christopher Waldrep examines the history of the word “lynching,” showing that the word’s definition is largely associated with the NAACP, and the degree to which US citizens accepted extralegal violence, in his book The Many Faces of Judge Lynch.17 Miguel Antonio Levario’s Militarizing the Border: When Mexicans Became the Enemy examines Anglo-on-Mexican violence and argues that during the years of the Mexican Revolution, and throughout the twentieth century, “in the southwest United States, ‘American’ generally meant white, while ‘Mexican’ referred to race and not citizenship.”18 Ken Gonzales-Day examines the lynching of Latinos, Native Americans, and Asian Americans in his study of California in Lynching in the West: 1850–1935. Historian Linda Gordon asserts that, during the nineteenth century, “Mexicans were lynched so frequently” that it appeared “Southwesterners seemed to hold a racial double standard about punishment—white bad men got trials, Mexicans just got hanged.” The practice of lynching, Gordon points out, appeared to have a “racial social contract that authorized whites to punish nonwhite transgression”; however, the lynching of alleged white criminals was not socially acceptable. Gordon references sources stating, “You can hang a Mexican, and you can hang a Jew, and you can hang a nigger, but you can’t hang an American Citizen,” thus equating citizenship with being white.19 Neil Foley illustrates that white Texans feared that immigration of Mexicans into Texas after 1910 would “destroy white civilization. . . . Regardless of whether one was for or against Mexican immigration, most Texas whites viewed practically all Mexicans as unambiguously nonwhite.”20 Finally, Laura E. Gómez’s Manifest Destinies: The Making of the Mexican American Race is important in understanding the construction of the “Mexican race” in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries, and this book continues this analysis of Mexican identity in the Texas and Mexico borderland by framing ethnic Mexican and Anglo American relations through lynching narratives.

The lynching of ethnic Mexicans in the Texas borderland was quite different from lynchings in the West and the South. Texas has a unique history, having been a sovereign republic, the frontier West of the United States, and a Confederate state. Three motivating factors led to the rise of a lynching culture in the Texas borderland during the decade of the Mexican Revolution—a racial component, drawing from Gordon, that categorized Mexicans as nonwhite; a national identity that privileged whites with the rights of citizenship and deprived Tejanos, Mexican Americans, and Mexican refugees; and a power struggle over loyalty and sovereign rights within the region that led to xenophobic concerns by Anglo Texans that depicted ethnic Mexicans as an enemy of the state. Anglo Texans did not view ethnic Mexicans as members of Anglo American society during the 1910s and questioned their behavior in terms of loyalty, obligation, and function as “Americans.” In short, lynching in the Texas borderland was about citizenship.21

Some definitions of terms are necessary. I have chosen to use Mexican to refer to Mexican nationals, Tejano for Texans of Mexican ethnicity, Mexican American when referring to US citizens of Mexican descent who may not identify as Tejanos, and ethnic Mexican for individuals whose national origin is unknown or when referring to a group comprising any combination of Tejanos, Mexican Americans, and Mexicans. I use “Anglo” to describe white Texans of English and other European descent.

By Mexican Revolution, I refer to the decade of the most intense conflict nearest to the United States in northern Mexico, 1910–1920. I am aware that there are historical arguments that the revolution began decades before 1910, and that historians have argued that the revolution did not really end until the 1940s. Nevertheless, the fighting in the borderland that was most intense in the 1910–1920 period, beginning with Porfirio Díaz’s overthrow and ending with the Álvaro Obregón presidency in 1920, is the focus of this examination.

Chapter 1 of this book describes the coexistence of Anglos and ethnic Mexicans in Texas prior to the outbreak of the Mexican Revolution in 1910. Chapters 2, 3, and 4 are case studies that examine episodes of violence against ethnic Mexicans in Texas during the 1910s. Chapter 5 examines the reasons why the violence ended and explores the emergence of a Mexican American civil rights movement in Texas.

More specifically, chapter 1 focuses first on the openness of the border prior to the Mexican Revolution and how the region functioned as a borderland of cultural exchange. An examination of US families in Chihuahua and Mexican families in Texas demonstrates how both maintained patriotism for their respective homelands while maneuvering through the nationalistic cultures they encountered on foreign soil. It was possible for US citizens in Mexico as well as Mexicans in Texas to assimilate into local society and culture while still fostering a love for their former country. But by the 1890s this fluidity had begun to narrow, first through the application of Jim Crow principles to ethnic Mexicans in Texas and then on account of fears generated by the Mexican Revolution. As foreigners fled Mexico to the United States as refugees, their “whiteness” determined their degree of success in crossing the border and finding acceptance in the United States, privileging some while denying others. By the 1910s the fluidity of the borderland had vanished, making ethnic Mexicans prime targets for lynching.

Chapter 2 examines the lynchings of Antonio Rodríguez and Antonio Gómez. The former resulted in anti-US protests in Mexico days before the outbreak of the Mexican Revolution, and the latter occurred months later, resulting in the arrest of four men who were ultimately acquitted. This chapter demonstrates the disruption of Anglo and Mexican relations immediately following the riots, and the fear that arose among ethnic Mexicans in Texas from the realization that white-on-Mexican violence largely went unpunished. Thus, lynching offered Anglo perpetrators an alternative to a time-consuming legal process, promptly providing the verdict and punishment they demanded for alleged crimes. These two events prompted early Mexican American rights groups to announce that their purpose was to protect ethnic Mexicans in the state and to bring the lynchers of Rodríguez and Gómez to justice.

Chapter 3 is a case study about the trial and execution of Leon Martínez Jr., accused and convicted of murdering an Anglo woman. Officially, Martínez was spared a lynching, but the jury that convicted him included members of the mob that attempted to lynch the teenager on the night of the murder. What the mob could not accomplish through extralegal means it achieved through the artifice of legal proceedings. This case study shows the extent to which animosity toward Mexicans ran through all levels of Anglo society. It also demonstrates the stirrings of resistance, evident in a remarkable protest movement that stalled legal proceedings against Martínez for three years. In these moments, one can see a Mexican American civil rights movement taking shape.

Chapter 4 examines the darkest episode of the decade: the lynching of fifteen Mexican men by Texas Rangers and ranchers at the Mexican village of El Porvenir in Texas. This was not a matter of one individual being lynched but of Anglos killing Mexicans indiscriminately. This occurred when the already tense relations between Anglos and Mexicans along the border worsened as a result of World War I amid fears that Germany might seek to open a front against the United States through Mexico. Both Mexicans and Anglos committed violent acts at this time, but Mexicans suffered a great deal more, with Anglo Texans increasingly profiling all Mexican refugees as criminals and “bandits.”

Chapter 5 illustrates when and how this transformation took place. Political stability in Mexico was improving. A significant number of Mexican Americans served in the US military in World War I, and they became outspoken in defense of Mexican American rights when they returned. Meanwhile, the war itself caused German Americans in Texas to become the most feared immigrant/ethnic group in the state. German exclusion, ironically enough, facilitated Mexican American inclusion. Violence against Mexicans declined dramatically. Still, the struggle for equal treatment among Mexican Americans remained in its earliest stages.

Towns such as Thorndale, Pecos, and Rocksprings are largely absent from history books. The tragic events that occurred in those towns briefly drew to them national and international attention. The case studies I have executed for each of those obscure towns are meant to render the historical dramas that occurred there in the 1910s in very human terms. By reconstructing the social and political worlds surrounding the lynchings, I have been able to probe Anglo-Mexican relations at their most contested moments of the twentieth century. I have used a wide variety of sources, including newspapers, photographs, court cases, oral history testimonies, diaries, and legislative documents. While I document the rise and fall of lynching, my deeper purpose is to render comprehensible a violent decade of interethnic and interracial relations. And while I argue that a largely disproportionate amount of violence befell innocent Mexicans, I also show how complex, insecure, and uncertain life became for both sides—in Mexico and in Texas—during the decade of the Mexican Revolution.

This book does not make the claim that prior to the outbreak of the Mexican Revolution the US-Mexican borderland was a social, political, and cultural utopia. A century of contestation characterized the borderland region. However, the semblance of a peaceful milieu appeared to foster cultural exchange. The outbreak of the Mexican Revolution brought to light what were in fact the region’s fragile cultural ties, reinforced Anglo Texan–held beliefs of the stereotyped “greaser,” introduced new pejoratives such as “wetback,” and led to the increase in lynchings of ethnic Mexicans at the hands of Anglo Texans. These events revealed what it meant to be Mexican in the United States in the 1910s, and they allow us to understand what it means to be Mexican in the United States today.


CHAPTER ONE

Expatriates, Exiles, and Refugees

SOCIAL ORDER IN THE TEXAS-MEXICO BORDERLAND PRIOR TO THE MEXICAN REVOLUTION

“It was great. We had a wonderful life . . . we had everything we needed.”1 These are the words of Mollie McCallick, a refugee of the Mexican Revolution, reflecting on her life prior to the upheaval of civil war. McCallick remembered a peaceful life in Mexico before revolutionary fighting forced her family to flee the war-torn nation in 1911. Mollie remembered Mexico as a beautiful country where she and her half-Mexican siblings were born but had to flee as refugees once the country erupted in a violent revolution.

Mollie, the daughter of a US businessman, is not the first image that comes to mind when we discuss Mexican refugees. The race, social class, and national origin of refugees from the Mexican Revolution varied. Mexican nationals fled the country for various reasons that differed by social class. Revolutionary factions targeted wealthy landowners because of their connection with the regime of Porfirio Díaz. Many of the poorest Mexicans left the country when mines and haciendas fell under constant attack by rebel forces raiding for food, weapons, and the conscription of males for service. The revolutionary cries called to return Mexico to Mexicans and, most importantly, to reclaim Mexico for working-class Mexicans.

Foreigners living in Mexico found themselves under attack for what they represented—the foreign exploitation of Mexico under Díaz. US citizens made up a majority of these foreigners, who ranged from laborers to wealthy businessmen and banking leaders. Many Anglo American businessmen lived in Mexico with their families in mostly Anglo American communities. Mollie McCallick was the thirteen-year-old daughter of a smelting superintendent, Hugh McCallick, who had been born in Monterrey, Nuevo León, in 1901.2 The only homeland she knew was Mexico, but when the US Consulate in Monterrey alerted Hugh McCallick that rebels were on their way to raid the operation and kill all Anglo Americans, the families had to abandon their settlement immediately. The young teenager fled with her family to a foreign place—Texas.

In Texas and much of the Southwest at the turn of the century, “Anglo” was synonymous with white and not necessarily indicative of English descent. Most of the European immigrants in Texas—English, French, Scandinavians, and Germans—were part of this “new Anglo America” because of their whiteness, their families’ pre-twentieth-century arrival, and knowledge of the English language. Many of the Anglo families in Texas were of varied European descent, often lumped together as “white.” In turn, they viewed ethnic Mexicans with their bronze skin as “nonwhite.” The wealthy class of Mexicans, the minority elite of the Díaz era in Mexico, often claimed a degree of “whiteness” by virtue of their Spanish ancestry; these families had had very little intermarriage with the indigenous population of Mexico during the generations they had been there. Both Anglo American refugees from Mexico and upper-class Mexican refugees found an easier path toward inclusion in Texas communities than the thousands of working-class Mexican refugees who were arriving each week. Many of these Mexican refugees did not speak English, were not seen as “white,” and were associated with the violence of the revolution. Stereotypes about their demeanor, brutality, and susceptibility to diseases became accepted as fact among Anglo Texans.

This chapter traces how the borderland transitioned from a region fostering cultural exchange and tolerance for multicultural societies to a borderline with a nationalistic society on each side, each intolerant of the other. Through this transition, a culture of racial hatred developed among Anglo Texans that combined Mexican stereotypes, with regard to their lack of “whiteness,” with the violence of the Mexican Revolution. This transition led Anglo Texans to use brutal force, mob violence, and lynching to maintain a racial order that victimized Mexican refugees in Texas as the decade continued. An examination of US families in Mexico and Mexican families in Texas demonstrates how the two maneuvered on foreign soil prior to the Mexican Revolution. Following the outbreak of the revolution, the question of loyalty presented a problem for the alien populations on both sides of the Rio Grande.

This chapter examines the Texas-Mexico borderland in four parts. First, I document the openness of the US-Mexico border from 1880 to 1900, focusing on Anglo Americans in Mexico and their relationships with Mexicans. US businesspeople and their families lived peacefully in Mexico as they invested in Mexican land and sought economic opportunities. Mormon families established colonies in Mexico to escape persecution by Anglo American nativists because of their culturally “foreign” lifestyle. Next, I identify Mexicans in Texas who found inclusion through assimilation and acceptance by Anglo Texans because of their ability to claim “whiteness.” Then I examine a period of intensifying discrimination against newly arriving ethnic Mexicans on the US side of the border during the first decade of the new century. Here, I analyze how the degree of “whiteness” among Mexicans became more important as the Anglo population increased in West Texas, bringing with them Jim Crow–era practices of racial segregation that they applied to ethnic Mexicans. Finally, I illustrate the impact that the outbreak of the Mexican Revolution had on both groups attempting to cohabitate in the borderland. I show how cultural exchange and plurality along the border became stigmatized and forbidden at this time. As refugees arrived in Texas following the outbreak of the revolution, inclusion or exclusion by US citizens varied depending on their socially constructed identity: Mexicans who were once favored as immigrant laborers were now undesired refugees; Mormon exiles living in Mexican colonies for decades were now America’s wayward children in need of protection; and white American expatriates were privileged in their ability to return home unhindered.

US CITIZENS IN MEXICO

The pre–Mexican Revolution borderland was an open door of exchange, and the fluidity of the border allowed for the movement of people seeking opportunity, refuge, and entertainment in Mexico. During the dictatorship of Porfirio Díaz, 1876–1910, the period known as the Porfiriato, Mexico went through a period of modernization that saw the development of a vast rail system. The network of interconnecting rail lines throughout the country linked up with US lines in places like El Paso. In 1876, railroads were still negligible, but by 1910 they stretched over more than fifteen thousand miles of the Mexican countryside. Modernization was financed through large-scale foreign investment in mining, farming, and oil exploration, which brought thousands of US businessmen and their families into Mexico.3 By 1910, there were seventy-five thousand US citizens living in Mexico.4 Initially, support was strong for Díaz among middle- and upper-class Mexicans, but as the economy began to suffer by the turn of the century, Díaz’s middle-class support waned.

Mollie McCallick’s father, Hugh, worked on the railroads in Mexico during the Porfiriato. Born in Wilkes-Barre, Pennsylvania, in 1865, he was the son of Irish immigrants Charles McCallick and Mary Rose. By his early twenties, Hugh had left Pennsylvania for a job building a rail line from Eagle Pass, Texas, to Monterrey, Nuevo León. In Eagle Pass, McCallick met Santos Peña, a Mexican woman, and in 1888 they married—Hugh was twenty-three and Santos was fifteen.5 The two left for Mexico for the infinite financial opportunities they believed awaited their family.

The McCallick family was one of three hundred American families living in Torreón, Coahuila, in 1910. The families included both Anglo parents and families with an Anglo father and a Mexican mother like the McCallicks. Mollie McCallick described her life in Mexico with her siblings as “wonderful.” They were educated in both English and Spanish. During this time, the illiteracy rate of the Mexican population was 81 percent, as opposed to 7.7 percent in the United States.6 The McCallick children and their Anglo American friends had private tutors who taught in English in the morning and Spanish in the afternoon. It is unknown how or when, but Hugh McCallick had moved up in the company and become a manager. The family lived in a fourteen-room house with beautiful furniture and two living rooms. Mollie’s mother imported all of their furniture for the master bedroom from Germany. Most impressive was the red velvet canopy bed. The exterior of the house had a garden and a lavish water fountain.7

The McCallick family showed the kind of upward mobility that could occur for US citizens living in Mexico during Díaz’s presidency. The McCallicks enjoyed lush decor in their homes and bilingual education by tutors. Most of the men who brought their families over the border were in management, supervisory roles, or skilled positions that provided favorable living conditions.8 In Monterrey, US laborers working for the American Smelting and Refining Company lived in substantial brick quarters built exclusively for them, while Mexican laborers of the same class lived outside of the fenced-in compound in “mud huts and shanties made out of slabs and tin cans and brush, with no floors.”9 Anglo American families lived well above the average standards in Mexico, while the masses of Mexico’s poor struggled to put food on their tables.

Lucrative opportunities in Mexico were plentiful for foreigners with the wealth and

































MEXICANS IN TEXAS






























“JUAN CROW” IN TEXAS
























THE OUTBREAK OF THE MEXICAN REVOLUTION





























CONCLUSION








OPS/images/9780826358394.jpg
The
Lynching

of Mexicans
in the

Texas
Borderlands

Nicholas Villanueva Jr.





OPS/images/pub.jpg
miversity of New Mexico Press | Albuquerque





