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The witings of George |. Sinchez, Carey MWIlians, Carlos
Castafieda, Ernesto Galarza, Paul Taylor, and Américo Paredes have becone
the "classics" of Chicano studies. The contributions of these authors
and a few other witers constitute a body of l|iterature—for the nost
part witten by scholars who were not fornally trained historians and who
worked in isolation of one another—that laid the foundations for
publications in Chicano studies beginning in the 1960s. Though the late
1960s produced sone notable contributions to Chicano studies literature,
it was not until the next decade that the "new' Chicano history emerges.

To refer to a "new' Chicano history is actually a msnoner, for no
di scernible "ol d" Chicano history existed before the late 1960s. But one
can justify the use of the termin as much as the historiography of the
1970s significantly departs fromthe earlier literature both in content
and context. The older literature, of course, provided the background
and rudimentary analyses and interpretations for many of the recent
publications. The new Chicano history of the 1970s, however, reflects
nmore the influences of the "new' social history of the United Sates
which dates from the 1960s. Chicano historical witings which have
focused on urban thenes, on labor and the working class, on wonen, and on
a nunber of other topics are clearly the products of more recent trends
in Anerican historiography—the "new' urban history, the "new |abor
hi story, wonen's history, etc.

The new Chicarlo history also departs from the older publications in
other fundanmental ways. The historical publications of the past decade
were produced largely by a group of young, formally trained corps of

historians (some Latin Anericans, but increasingly US historians). In
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addition, this small network of Chicano historians, principally from the
maj or universities of the Southwest, began asking new questions as they
anal yzed standard interpretations and previously unsubstantiated theses.
Revisionistic in their approaches, these historians experinented wth
newer nethodol ogies and posited alternative interpretations to guide
their historical analyses. Thus, the new Chicano history of the 1970s
signaled the maturation of a young, but growing field of study whose
i nportance has been acknow edged, on the one hand, by its incorporation
into the structure of nost university departnents of history in the
Sout hwest and, on the other hand, by the ongoing training of Ph.Ds.

Due to the publication of hundreds of articles and books in Chi cano
history during the 1970s, this essay focuses only on those seninal
contributions to the field. The published studies identified in this
paper represent works which have significantly shaped the course and
content of the new Chicano history. These selected publications have not
only influenced research directions, but have served as interpretative
and nethodological nodels in nany cases. Discussion of these
publ i cations is herein organized topically, thematically and
chronologically. Since other colleagues are surveying the literature on
labor, politics, immgration, and anthropological studies, this essay
deal s specifically with the themes of urban, institutional, and Chicana
hi story. Further discussion of the historiography may be divided by
focusing on nineteenth century studies, twentieth century studies and
historical overviews. Wthin these broad divisions of the new Chicano

history four types of publications will be assessed: (1) articles, both



thematic and historiographic (2 anthologies and original research
collections (3) texts and (4 nonographs.

An appropriate place to begin any discussion of the new Chicano
history is wth historiographical essays. Mre than a dozen review
articles were published during the 1970s, but only three are noteworthy:
Juan @nez-Quifiones' article entitled "Toward a Perspective on Chicano
Hstory" published in Aztlan (Fall 1971), Arthur F CGorwn's "Mxican

Amrerican Hstory: An Assessnent” which appeared in the Pacific Hstorical

Revi ew (August 1973), and Gonez- Quifiones and Luis Arroyo's co-authored
essay " the Sate of Chicano Hstory: (Cbservations on its Devel opnent,

Interpretations, and Theory, 1970-1974" (\Wstern Hstorical Quarterly,

April 1976). The first essay by nez-Qiifiones was a benchmark
publication for the new Chicano history. It systematically reviewed the
existing literature, but even nmore inportantly, it conceptualized the
field by offering a historical periodization and by suggesting approaches
and nethods of study. This semnal essay Ilaid the groundwork for nuch of
the research that followed during the next five years. The 1973 article
by Corwin, though an inpressive survey of the literature, failed to have
a significant inpact on the direction of the field. ~ The Corw n essay
reflected a msinforned and naive understanding of the najor devel opnents
taking place in the field during the early 1970s. The |ast
historiographic essay worth noting is the co-authored publication by
Gnez- Qui fiones and  Arroyo. This article updates the literature review
and assesses the field in a positive light. The authors see a vitality
and innovative thrust in the developnent of Chicano history by md-

decade. The witing of many dissertations and the increasing publication
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of articles, anthologies, nonographs, and bibliographies allowed the
authors to present an optimstic appraisal of the state of the field.

In addition to the publication of mnany historiographical essays
during the early 1970s, several general texts were released. Most  of
these historical overviews were rushed into print so as to capitalize on
a growng interested audience. As a result, nost of these Chicano
history texts are overly inpressionistic and do not push analyses or
interpretations much beyond that examned by Carey MWIliams North From
Mexico first published in 1948. The one exception is the text by Rodolfo
Acufia, Qccupied Anerica (1972). Though criticized for its lack of

original research and, even nore so, for its inconsistent use of the

theoretical nodel of internal colonialism Qccupied Anerica highlighted

many salient themes of the Chicano historical reality. Perhaps the
greatest contribution of the text 1is its wdespread adoption and
popul ari zation of Chicano history. Interestingly, a second-revised
edition released in 1981 abandons the internal colonial framework and
substantially strengthens the original research of the book. Qccupied
Anerica wll nost likely remain the nost often used text for Chicano
hi story courses.

The best vyardstick for neasuring the growh of the new Chicano
history is not by the publication of texts, but rather by the production
of thematic or topical studies. Studies in Chicano urban history, for
exanple, form a large part of the literature in this new field.
(onsequently, by reviewing this literature one can gain an understanding
of the types of questions Chicano historians have posed, their topical

and thenatic approaches, and their anal yses of historical problens.
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Perhaps the nost efficient nmanner in which to present a synopsis of
Chicano urban studies is to conbine the thematic/topical approaches with
the chronol ogical and geographical. But before discussing the four
identifiable categories for analyzing Chicano urban historical studies,
sone general observations as to their placenent in tine and space are
worthwhile.  The majority of Chicano urban studies focus on the late
1800s and particularly the early twentieth century. Studies for the
period after Wrld War |l are noticeably lacking as are studies for the
period prior to about 1880. Local history predomnates as the focus of
this literature though conparative urban analyses are beginning to
emerge. Fromthe state and regional perspectives, California is perhaps
the nost studied with Texas close behind, the Southwest, for obvious
reasons, is the regional focus point while the Mdwest and Geat Lakes
regions are beginning to attract serious attention by schol ars.

In analyzing the many publications in Chicano urban history during
the 1970s, there are four categories in which one can place nost of these
st udi es. Though overlap with one or nore categories is comon, the
followng divisions are evident in the literature: () community
studies; (2 studies of the working class and urban occupational
structure; (3 institutional and political studies; and (4 studies on
the conceptualization or analysis of Chicano urban history.

Community studies form the backbone of recent Chicano urban history.
Characteristically, nost urban comunity case studies analyze such
phenonena as patterns of work and residence, ethnic social and cul tural
life, famly structure, and political participation. Mst of these urban

barrio histories focus on the period between 1850 and 1930. For the
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nineteenth century, for exanple, Rchard Giswold del Gastillo's The Los

Angeles Barrio 1850-1890-A Social Hstory (1979) incorporates nany of

the aforementioned characteristics in its analysis. There are other
comunity studies that bridge both centuries. Among themis the recently

publ i shed book by Mario Garcia entitled Desert Immigrants; The Mexicans

of H Paso, 1880-1920, (1981) and ny own study Chicanos in a Changi ng

Society;: From Mexi can Pueblos to Anerican Barrios in Santa Barbara and

Southern California, 1848-1930 (1979). A border city study that traces

the parallel history to H Paso is Gscar Mirtinez's Bor der Boom Town:

O udad Juarez, 1880-1970 (1975).

A second grouping wthin Chicano urban history, though incorporated
into many conmmunity studies but often analyzed separately, is the study
of the working class and occupational structure. These studies conmonly
analyze: (1) the occupational distribution and nobility of Chicano
workers; (2 the inpact of urbanization and industrialization on Mexican
workers, both foreign and native born; and (3) the incorporation and
integration of Chicanos into the urban labor narket. Studies that
anal yze occupational nmobility, for exanple, include the article by
R cardo Rono, "Wrk and Restlessness: Qccupational and Spatial Mbility
of Mexicanos in Los Angeles, 1918-1928" (Pacific Hstorical Review, My

1977) and the aforenentioned studies by Giswold del GCastillo, Garcia,
and Camarillo. Qher notable studies of the urban Chicano working class
include the essay by Juan GSnez- Quifiones, "The Origins and Devel opnent of
the Mexican Wrking dass in the united States: Laborers and Artisans
North of the R o Bravo, 1600-1900," in Hsa C Frost, et al., H trabajo

y los trabajadores en la historia de Mexico (19799 and the historical
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synthesis by Mario Barrera in his book Race and dass in the Southwest

(1979). Though not a historian, Barrera is noteworthy for he summarizes
much of the literature on the Chicano working class in developing a
theory of racial inequality—the internal colonial model in this case.

Sone of the literature that focuses on the urban theme, though not
excl usi vel y, constitut-es another identifiable grouping of Chicano
historical witings. This snall, but growng body of literature nmay be
labeled institutional and political history. A mgjor part of the
institutional studies treat labor unionization and l[abor conflict both in
the rural and urban context. D scussion of these studies are discussed
by Juan dmez-Quinones and Luis Arroyo in their survey of Chicano |abor
st udi es.

Beyond those studies which focus on |abor unioni zation, there is a
body of other institutional histories that defy broad categorization. To
provide sone idea as to the diversity of these studies, the followng
serve as exanples:  Abraham Huffman's study of the federal government's

deportation drive against Mxicans during the 1930s (lhwanted Mexican

Anericans; Repatriation Pressures During the Geat Depression, 1974) ;

Franci sco Balderama’'s forthcomng book which describes the role of the

Mexi can consul ate office in Los Angeles during the 1930s (In Defense of

La Raza; The Los Angel es Mexi can Gonsul ate and the Mexi can Community);

Lawence GCardoso's overview of immgration from Mxico (Mxican

Enmigration to the U S, 1890-1932, 1979); Juan (nez- Qui fiones' study of

the political revolutionary activities, in cities in the Southwest, of
Mexican exile Rcardo Fores Migon and his Partido Liberal Mxicano

(Senbradores, 1973) and his study of the Chicano student novenent in
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Southern California (Mxican Sudents Por La Raza, 1978). These books

nerely represent sone of the many different types of institutional
studies that have energed during the past decade and which continue to
grow in vol une.

An additional subgrouping of publications in the new Chicano history
is beginning to explo‘re the reality of Chicanas within the Mexican
community and |arger society. In recent years several key anthol ogies
have contributed to the expansion and direction of Chicana studies.

Noteworthy is Magdal ena Mora and Adelaida R del Castillo's Mexican Wnen

in the Wnited States; struggles past and present (1980) which offers

several good historical articles. Simlarly, Essays on La Mijer (1977)

edited by Rosaura Sinchez and Rosa Martinez Quz also include sone
inportant historical essays. Yet, what is lacking in the historiography
are publications that wll help further conceptualize, periodize, and
contribute baseline information on Chicana history. Such recent

contributions as Wnen at Farah: An Unifinished Sory (Laurie Coyle, et

al., 1979), Mario Garcia's article "The Chicana in Anerican Hstory: The
Mexi can Wnen of H Paso, 1880-1920: A Case Study" (Pacific H storical

Review, My 1980), and Alfredo Mrandé and Evangelina Enriquez’ La
Chicana: The Mexican Anerican VWnan (1979) are attenpts in the right

direction (the latter study is not a historical study and is, therefore,
uneven in its portrayal of Chicanas in society over tine).

Though the best of the new Chicano history is enbodied in thematic
and topical studies, several period studies are worth noting. The
nineteenth century, for exanple, 1is beginning to be examned nore

systenmatically by those who consider this century as the crucible of the
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Chi cano experience. Publications such as David J. Véber's Foreigners in

Their Native Land; Hstorical Roots of the Mxican Americans (1973),

Leonard Pitt's The Decline of the Glifornios (19%6), and Richard

Qiswld del Gastillo's, The Los Angeles Barrio 1850-1890 have all

contributed to a further understanding of nineteenth-century experiences.

Period studies that bridge both centuries, primarily from 1870 to
1930, include Camarillo's extended essay "Hstorical Patterns in the
Devel opnent of Chicano Wban Society: Southern California, 1848-1930"
(UA dark Mnorial Library Publications, 1979), and the previously
cited studies by Mario Garcia, Juan Gnez-Qinones, and Mario Barrera.
Specifically for the twentieth century, nost period studies sel dom extend
beyond 1940; for exanple, Rcardo Rono's article "The U banization of

Sout hwestern Chicanos in the Early Twentieth Century"” (New Schol ar,

1977), Lawence Cardoso's Mexican Enigration to the US and Juan Gnez-

Qiiriones' article entitled "The First Seps: Chicano Labor Conflict and
O gani zi ng, 1900-1920" (Aztl an, Spring 1972).

(e of the few recent attenpts to synthesize the whole of Chicano
history is the adnirable essay by Carlos Cortes published recently in the
Harvard Encyclopedia of Anerican Ethnic Goups (1980). The need for

synthesis of the literature wll become nore inperative in the future as
nore period and thematic studies in Chicano history are published.

The prognosis for the continuing devel opment of the new Chicano
history is excellent. A small, but critical nass of historians—onposed
of young mddl e career scholars, new Ph.Ds and graduate students—are on
the threshold of making fundanental contributions to know edge about

Chicanos. The task that lays ahead is, however, a formdable one indeed.
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The existing publications have only scratched the surface of historical
understanding and the generation of scholarship to cone wll form the
basis of know edge for many future generations. But for the new Chi cano
history to be accorded its rightful place in academa and to have the
opti mum effect of accurately conveying the past and present reality of
the Chicano people, working historians nust remain on the cutting edge of
resear ch, and  nust be i nnovat i ve in their i nterpretations,
conceptual i zati ons, and nethodol ogi cal approaches. The challenge of
sustaining the initial nonentum of the new Chicano history bf the 1970s
will be determned by the success of publication of new studies during

t he 1980s.



