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INTRODUCTION 
 
 
 The City of Orange (City) is in the process of updating th eir General Plan, including its 
Historic Preservation Element.  To this end, in 2004 the City hired Cotton Bridges (now EDAW) 
and their consultant, Chattel Architecture, Planning and Preservation, to conduct Historic 
Property Surveys of selected  areas  within  the City and to prepare a General Plan Historic 
Preservation Element.  Chattel hired PAR Envi ronmental Services, Inc. (PAR) in J anuary 2005 
to address the archaeological portion of the plan.  As a lo cal agency, the City is charged with 
ensuring that City or local projects under City review meet requirem ents of the California 
Environmental Qua lity Act (CEQA).  CEQA’s re quirements f or cu ltural r esources, includ ing 
built environment and archaeologi cal sites, are clearly stated in Section 5024 and in the CEQA 
Guidelines Section 15024.  This do cument is intended as a planning document to assist the City 
in meeting planning needs and comply with CEQA.  Its intent is summary in nature. 
 
Project Area 
 

For the purposes of this docum ent the projec t area under consideratio n consists of the  
City of Orange proper, including the historic communities of Olive, El Modena, McPhearson and 
Orange.  The area currently under consideration  for annexation as East Orange, and additional 
areas with the Orange Sphere of Influence are not included in the study.  It should be noted, 
however, that contextual information from these areas and k nown land use patterns as presented 
in the Santiago Hills EIR and East Orange EIR were considered and included in this study.   
 
Project Goals 
 

This report is intended as a working document that includes a compilation and analysis of 
reasonably available regional cultu ral resources data and lite rature and a m anagement-focused 
interpretive narrative and synthesis of the data.  The report is meant to provide an informed basis 
for understanding the variety, extent and im portance of the various kinds of archaeological 
resources that m ay occur within the City and their pot ential significance under CEQA.  To this 
end, PAR conducted archival and archaeologica l research to prepare an overview  of 
development that m ay have left significant ar cheological deposits, provi ded a discussion of 
research potential and p repared a cu ltural context.  The purpose of this docum ent is to identify 
previous studies and their results, summarize  prehistoric, ethnogr aphic and historical 
development of the area, determ ine potential archaeological property types that could be  
discovered below grade within the City, provi de a generic research design, and present a 
discussion of site sens itivity within the City boundaries, based on  previous ly recorded site 
locations, historical documents, and environmental factors.  It is not the inten t of this document 
to provide a detailed history or definitive research design of the City of Orange. 
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METHODS 
 
 

PAR used a com bination of archival research  and record search information to prepare 
the historical summ ary of the City of Orange  and the research design.  Secondary sources  
included published general and spec ific histories, unpublished reports, and articles in specialized 
journals, especially regarding pr ehistoric resou rces. An archival research form was used to  
standardize the types of infor mation gathered.  Materials are maintained in f iles within PAR’s  
library.  No archaeological testing was conducted as part of the current study. 
 

A multitude of sources were consulted by Chattel Architecture and PAR in preparation of 
this document (Table 1).  Materials were drawn from repositories in California, including those  
listed below.  Additional m aterial was reviewed  from Chattel Architecture and PAR’s in-house 
library. These extensive collections contain materials related to previous cultural resource reports 
prepared for sites and projects th roughout the City of Orange for various local, state and federal  
agencies an d priv ate c ompanies.  Addition ally, onlin e in formation s ources are  incre asingly 
available through the internet and offer invaluable site-specific a nd general historical m aterial.  
County-specific information is often available through the intern et at chamber of commerce or 
local historical society and m useum websites.  These sites are easily found through the use of 
common search engines.  PAR al so contacted various arch aeologists and historians requesting 
information regarding pertinent research themes and property types. 

 
Table 1.  List of Sources Consulted 

Repository/Website/Contact Material Available 
City of San Jose Public Library Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps 
City of Orange Planning/Public Works Departments Previous cultural resources investigations, plat books, 

subdivision records, sanitation records, sewer line 
construction data, street improvement records 

City of Orange Public Library Historic land use maps, manuscripts 
Orange County Archives, Orange County Courthouse, Santa Anita, 
CA 

Historic maps, land use records, city development data 

Bureau of Land Management, Sacramento, CA General land office survey plats, records related to land 
grants and homesteading 

California Office of Historic Preservation, Sacramento, California NRHP and state historic resource listings 
Special Collections, University of California, Irvine California historical materials, photographs, maps 
Orange County Historical Society Historic maps, specific and general histories 
California Historical Society, San Francisco Historic maps, specific and general histories 
California History Section, California State Library, Sacramento Census data, historic maps, historic newspaper articles, 

county histories, historical society publications 
Government Publications Section, California State Library, 
Sacramento 

Historic USGS maps, geological information  

South Central Coastal Information Center, California State 
University, Fullerton 

Recorded archaeological site information, previous surveys 
and archaeological excavation reports, historic maps, 
ethnographic and prehistoric studies 

Nationalregisterofhistoricplaces.com Nation-wide NRHP locator website 
http://www.cr.nps.gov/nr/ Official NRHP website 
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Table 1.  List of Sources Consulted (concluded) 
 

Repository/Website/Contact Material Available 
http://www.nr.nps.gov/ Official NRHP information system website 
http://ohp.ca.parks.gov.htm California Office of Historic Places official website, 

provides links to county listing, and related sites 
http://www.californiahistoricalsociety.org/programs California Historical Society resources by county website 
http://land-records.com/land-records County Land Records locator website 
http://www.cr.nps.gov/habshaer/coll/ HA BS-HAER listings nationwide website 
Julia Costello, Historical Archaeologist Rancho and adobe archaeology 
Rebecca Allen, Historical Archaeologist Rancho and adobe archaeology, Mexican period sites 
Roberta Greenwood, local archaeologist Spanish and Mexican period sites 
Robert Hoover, Historical Archaeologist Mission period sites 
William Hildebrandt, Prehistoric Archaeologist Coastal and inland prehistory 
Beth Padon, Prehistoric Archaeologist Orange County prehistory 
Steven Mikesell, Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer Historic Preservation Issues 
Anna Pehoushek, City of Orange Community Development 
Department 

Previous studies, historic property lists, secondary sources, 
pertinent EIR documents 

 
Once PAR acquired the historical m aps and ot her records the m aterial was synthesized 

onto maps depicting historical growth of the City and its outlying areas, locations of former town 
sites, such as McPherson and Olive, and potenti al and known adobe sites.  A windshield survey 
was then conducted and site-specific map locations were field checked.   
 

Native American Consultation 
 

Senate Bill (SB)18, Chapter 905, Statutes of  2004, was signed into law in September  
2004.  The bill requires local and regional agencies  who are developing or modifying General or 
Specific Plans to consult with Calif ornia Native Americans with an inte rest in the effects of the 
Plan.  A s upplement to the state planning guidelines was published in November 2005 
(California, State of 2005).  The pr ocess is to aid in the p rotection of traditional cultural p laces.  
SB 18 takes its definition of traditional cultur al places from  Public Resources Code (PRC) 
5097.996 (the Native Am erican Resources Protection Act) rather th an the definitio ns employed 
in CEQA, which are based upon a narrow reading of  the National Register  of Historic Places  
criteria for identifying important cultural, historical and archaeological properties.  The principle 
effect of SB-18 is to ensure that Californi a Native Am ericans with knowledge of tradition al 
properties that may be affected by the implementation of General and Specific Plans are allowed 
an opportunity to consult with the planners regard ing their concerns.  As part of the process of 
updating the General Plan for the City of Orange, Ch attel sent notices of an invitation to consult 
to the California Native American organizations listed below: 
 

• Gabrieleno/Tongva Tribal Council, San Gabriel, California 
• Juaneno Band of Mission Indians, Santa Ana, California 
• Gabrielino Band of Mission Indians, Beaumont, California 
• Gabrieleno/Tongva Council / Gabrieleno/Tongva Nation, Santa Monica 
• Juaneno Band of Mission Inidians, Acjahemen Nation, San Juan Capistrano 

 
Notices were mailed on February 17, 2006.  No responses were received as of April 15, 2006. 

CULTURAL CONTEXT 
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This section provides a summary of the City of Orange’s cu ltural development from the 

earliest known occupation to modern day.  The cultural context statement for the City of Orange 
represents a synthesis of over 50 y ears of surveys, excavation s, and analysis of material culture, 
written documents and records, a nd oral histories undertaken by arch aeologists at federal, state, 
and local agencies and in the private sector.  To date over 50 surveys have been conducted within 
the City or its surrounding unincorporated areas.  Most of these have been small in size (less than 
10 acres), although a few have in vestigated hundreds or thousa nds of acres.  T hese larger 
projects have been confined to  relatively undeveloped areas, su ch as Burruel Point, Santiago 
Creek or the hills east of the City.  These su rveys have resulted in the recordation of only 25 or 
so sites within the City, although others have  been docum ented along the coast or in other 
regions of the county.   

 
Prehistoric Setting 
 

Orange County falls within the San Diego sub-region of the southern coast archaeological 
region of California (Moratto 1984: Figure 1).  The archaeological study of Southern California's 
prehistory has been in som e ways one of the m ore active aspects of arch aeology in California.  
Collectors are known to have been active as earl y as the 1870s (Moratto  1984:121).  The history 
of the archaeology of this period in Southern Ca lifornia is almost novel-like in its accounts of  
nationalism and competition between ambitious institutional collectors (Moratto 198 4:120-123).  
Intense and competitive, but unsystematic institutional collecting persisted in the region into the 
twentieth century. 
 

An initial framework of regional prehistory was in place by the 1950s.  This framework is 
not specific to Orange County; however, elements of it are deri ved from work at Newport and 
Laguna beaches.  The generally accepted fram ework recognizes four broad tem poral periods or 
cultural horizons.  These are th e Paleo-coastal or Ea rly Man period dated to m ore than 10,000 
years ago; the Millings tone Period, falling between 10,000 years ago and 3,000 years ago; the 
Intermediate Period from  3,000 ye ars 1,350 years a go, and the Late Prehistoric from  1,350 to 
650 years ago.  The Millings tone period and th e Late  Prehistoric are b oth further divided in to 
shorter-term cultural periods.   

 
Initial Occupation 
 

This tim e period is variously known as the Sa n Dieguito after Rogers (1939) or Early 
Man (Chatters 2001 ; Wallace 19 55).  In itial occ upation is thought to have occurred b etween 
8,500 and 11,000 years ago in Southern California  (Jones 1992).  One re cent radiocarbon date 
from Santa Rosa Island suggests hum an occupation as early as 11,500 years ago (Moratto 1984) 
and future research m ay prove even earlier  occupation.  Wallace (19 55) and W arren (1964) 
viewed the early occupants as m obile foragers primarily dependent on hun ting terrestrial gam e.  
Recent archaeological evidence fro m some coastal sites indicates the system atic and intens ive 
use of marine resources, including shellfish, during this period (Erlandson 1994).   
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One immensely important find was the partia l remains of a woman on Santa Rosa Island 
in 1959.  Now known as the Arlington Springs Woman, the find consisted of two fe murs 
recovered at a depth of approxim ately 30 feet.  The discovery was excavated in a block and 
transported to the Santa Barbara Museum of Natural History.  In 1989 samples of the bone were 
submitted for chem ical and rad iocarbon analy sis.  The resulting  es timate of the age of the 
remains suggests the individual was burie d approxim ately 13,000 years ago m aking the 
Arlington Springs Woman one of the oldest find s of hum an remains in the Am ericas (Johnson 
2005). 

 
Millingstone Period 
 

Sites dating from  around 8,000 years before present (B. P.) are far m ore common than 
those from  the Initial Occupa tion period.  They typically in clude groundstone assem blages, 
indicating a probable dependence on ha rd seeds.  At coasta l sites, there is continued evidence of 
a wide variety of m arine resource exploitation, most commonly sh ellfish.  Drover et al. (1983) 
believed that terrestrial game still provided the foundation of the diet.  S ome archaeologists note 
that the abundance of M illingstone Horizon sites suggests a sedentary sett lement system, rather 
than a m obile foraging pattern, with central  settlem ents and a logistically based econom y 
supplied from  special purpose cam ps and task sites (e.g., Drover et al . 1983; Glassow et al. 
1988).  Sites of this time period typically yield large num bers of metates and manos, as well as 
unique artifacts of unknown use, called cogged stones or discoidals. 
 
The Intermediate Period 
 

At about 3,000 B. P. important changes bega n to occur in settlem ent, technology and 
subsistence intensification caused by a growing population (Erlandson 1994).  Changes included 
the increased use of acorns, elaborate fishing technology, such as the introduction of the shell 
fishhook (Raab et al. 1995), and a diverse arsenal of hunting tools (Erlandson 1994).  The 
apparent disuse of the Newport Coast area duri ng this period is thought to have indicated the 
arrival of Shoshonean-speaking groups from the deserts to the east.  Archaeologists believe these 
people were proto-Gabrieleno and Luiseño who were not yet familiar with marine resources. 
 
Late Prehistoric Period 
 

The Late H istoric Period, beginning approxi mately 1,350 years B. P., reflects high 
population densities and com plex political, so cial, technological, and religious system s 
throughout the Los Angeles Basin.  Econom ic sy stems, prim arily based around the growing 
marine fisheries, became m ore diverse and inte nsive.  The growing ge ographic complexity of 
trade networks, is reflected in shell-bead currency and a variety of materials traded to or acquired 
from remote locations.  Technological im provements are seen in the appearance of the bow and 
arrow, the plank canoe  in coastal sites, and a broad variety of m arine resources including 
mammals and fish tak en in d eep sea enviro nments.  S ettlements becam e permanent towns  
supported by temporary camps set up at resource  procurement sites (Mason and Peterson 1994).  
Archaeological ev idence of this  tim e period includes the  presen ce o f arrowhead s, soaps tone 
bowls, callu s shell bead s, steatite ef figies and cr emations.  This period ended abruptly when 
Spanish colonists began establishing missions along the California coast. 
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Ethnographic Setting 
 

The City of Orange is situat ed within the ethnographic territory of the Gabrielino Indians 
of California.  Gabrielino lands included m ost of present-day Los Angele s and Orange counties, 
and several offshore islands.  The Gabrielino spoke a Cupan language in the Takic family, which 
in turn is a m ember of the Ut o-Aztecan linguistic stock.  The Ga brielino people lived in either 
permanent or sem i-permanent villages.  Known se ttlement locations seem to have favored tw o 
different locales; coastal estuaries and m ajor inland watercourses (Bean and Sm ith 1978;  
Kroeber 1976).  Villages  are thought to have been the focus of fa mily life, with each  individual 
group linked to others by paternal kinship relati ons.  Coastal Gabrielino exploited bay and kelp-
bed fish, shellfish, and occasionally sea mammals.  Inland groups collected and processed plan ts 
and hunted deer, bear, quail and other terrestrial game (Padon 1998:18).   

Gabrielino culture was heavily affected by colonial Spanish m issionary efforts long 
before system atic ethnographic studies could be conducted, ind eed before there was such a 
discipline as ethnography.  Disease and forced participation in the mission system disrupted most 
traditional cultural lifeways and res ulted in a catastrophic reduction of the native population.  
Information about their m aterial culture and life ways is very lim ited a nd derived largely from 
historical sources, such as the d iaries and reco rds of early m issionaries, soldiers and explorers 
(Bean and Sm ith 1978:538-549; Kroeber 1976:620-647).  While traveling through the area in 
1769, Father Crespi noted the presence of a large village, Hotuuknga, upstream from present day 
Olive on the north side of the Santa Ana River.  Crespi wrote that 52 Indians came to greet them 
and accepted blankets, beads and other goods.  When  he returned two years later th e group was  
hostile and the Spaniards quickly continued on their way (Brigandi 1997:8).  A sm all “Indian 
camp” was visible on the north side of Santiago Creek just west of the Glassell Street crossing as 
late as the 1870s (Brigandi 1997:9). 

What little ethnograph ic inform ation is avai lable sugges ts that the Late Prehis toric 
Gabrielino settlem ent pattern m ay have been ch aracterized by a complex of cen tral villages  
occupied by patrilineally cons tructed f amily lin eages and s maller special purpose s ites wher e 
specific resources were extrac ted or where food or other re sources were collected for 
transportation back to central villages.  Such a pattern is consistent with the "collector" economic 
model for complex hunter-gatherer societies such as the Gabrielino.   
 
Historical Setting 
 

The following m ajor themes in Orange histor y have been identified for the purposes of 
this report: Colonization, Early Settlement, Agriculture and I ndustry, Imm igration and Ethnic 
Diversity, Interwar Developm ent, and Postwar De velopment.  W ithin these them es, places of  
particular interest include rancho sites, Old Towne, El Modena, McPherson, and Olive.  Physical 
developments of particular interest include th e railroad, packinghouses, private homes, and civic 
buildings; and social developm ents of  particular interest include ethnic settlem ent, labor issues 
and segregation.   
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Colonization (Spanish/Mexican Period, Circa 1800-1870) 
 

The first recorded non-Native American visit to Orange occurred in 1769 when a band of 
Spanish soldiers on their way to Monterey stopp ed for the night along the Santa Ana River near 
modern day Olive.  Other soldiers passed through the area over the years but perm anent 
residency did not occur until around 1800 (Brigandi 1997:8).  

 
The first land user in th e Orange a rea was Juan Pablo Grijalva, a retired Spanish soldier 

who had accom panied Father Crespi on his travels th rough the regio n in the late 1700s and 
recognized the potential for grazing.  Grijalva neve r received a for mal grant to the rancho but 
was given permission by the Spanish government in 1801 to graze herd s on land extending from 
the Santa Ana River an d the foothills above Villa Park to th e ocean at Newport Beach.  Grijalva 
and his son-in-law, Jose Antonio Yorba, began a cattle ranch and dug irrigation ditches that 
carried water from the Santa Ana River.  Thes e early pioneer family ditches created the basis for 
future irrigation canal systems.  Grijalva maintained a permanent house in San Diego County but 
built an adobe ranch house on what is now Hoyt H ill to use as his headq uarters.  The adobe was 
abandoned after his death in 1806 and was reportedly in ruins by 1830 (Brigandi 1997:11). 

 
After Grijalva’s death, Yorba a nd his nephew, Juan Pablo Pe ralta (Grijalva’s grandson) 

filed a petition with the Spanish governm ent for a land grant to taling 78,941 acres and 
encompassing Grijalva’s grazing lands.  The p etition was granted  in 1 810 and th e land b ecame 
known as R ancho Santiago de Santa Ana.  Yorba a nd Peralta each had nine  children.  As these 
descendants married, the family expanded and settled on different parts of the rancho. 

 
Yorba chose the flatlands near the Santa Ana River at what became known as Olive.  His 

son’s, Tom as and Teodocio, built adobes on the h ills by Olive, out of the flood plain.  Their 
cluster of adobes (near today’s Burruel Point) became known as Santa Ana Ranch and served as 
the rancho headquarters (Brigandi 1997:13). 
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Jose Antonio Yorba II moved down river from  the hom e ranch, settling closer to the 

mouth of Santiago Creek on the east side of the river north of Chapm an Avenue.  This location 
proved very successful.  The settlement beca me know as Santa Ana Abajo and was surrounded 
by irrigated fields, corrals and vineyards.  In 1836, 19 Californios occupied Santa Ana Abajo, as 
well as m any Indian vaqueros, servants and ra nch heads needed to keep the operation going 
(Brigandi 1997:12).   

 
 When the grant was awarded in 1810 Yorba’s partner, Peralta, m oved upstream into the 
Santa Ana River canyo n and established Santa An a Arriba.  He and his sons built adobe hom es 
on the south side of the river, near where Fairmont Boulevard m eets Santa Ana Canyon Roa d, 
and worked their portion of the ranch from  what became known as Peralta Hills (Brig andi 
1997:13). 
 

Tomas was the first of the Yorba brothers to  die, passing aw ay in 1845.  At the tim e of 
his death he left behind  2,000 head  of cattle, 9 00 ewes, 300 m ares, two vineyards and an 18-
room adobe house on the hill at O live.  His br other, Jose Antonia Yorba II, died in 1849, 
followed in death by Teodosio in 1863 (Brigandi 1997:14). 
 

Soon after Jose’s death the family made the first attempt to divide the huge rancho among 
the Yorba a nd Peralta h eirs.  W hile the f amily followed their inte rnal division of property for 
many years, legally the rancho rem ained one 79,000-acre parcel.  Individual fam ily m ember, 
however, began selling off their parcels.  For ex ample, in 1860 Jose Antonio’s son, Miguel, sold 
500 acres on the west side of the river north of  current Walnut Avenue to  Francisco Rodriguez.  
There were num erous adobes on the property in 1863 and the fam ily resided on the land until 
1873 (Brigandi 1997:13).  
 

After California became a state in 1 848 as part  of the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo , one 
member of the extended Rancho fam ily – Leonardo Cota – borrowed money from  Abel Stearns, 
the larges t landowner in  Southern C alifornia, pu tting up his  share of th e rancho  as  collateral.   
When Cota defaulted in 1866, Stearns filed a lawsuit in Los Angeles Superior Court to demand a 
partition of the land, so that St earns could claim  Cota’s secti on.  Consequently, the rancho was 
divided into 1,000 units and parceled out to the heirs and to the claimants in the lawsuit. 
 
Early Settlement (circa 1870–1920) 
 
Old Towne Orange 
 

In the 1860s, the Yorba rancho was subdivided by heirs of the original grantees and 
Andrew Glassell and Alfred Chapman (lawyers fo r several parties in the partition suit) took 
4,000 acres in lieu of attorneys’ fees.  Other portions of the rancho were also divided into smaller 
ranches.  From this acreage, farm lots, ranging in size from ten to forty acres, were first surveyed 
in the fall of  1870 and divided in  1871, under the supervision of William T. Glassell.  Eight lots  
in the center of the new ly-subdivided blocks of land were set aside for us e as a public square, 
now known as Plaza Square, or sim ply “the Plaza.”  This square was bounded by Walnut Street 
(now na med Maple Avenue) to the north, Grape St reet (now called Grand Street) to the east,  
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Almond Street to the south, and L emon Street to the west.  The two m ain streets, which 
intersected at the public square, were named Chapman Avenue (running east-west) and Glassell  
Street (north-south).   
 

In 1870, the “Richland Farm Lots” development, consisting of 10 to 40 acre parcels, was 
placed on the market.  In 1870, Glassell hired a surveyor to d ivide a total of 5,400 acres into 40-, 
60-, 80-, an d 160-acre parcels.  Glassell’s b rother, Captain W illiam Glassell, su rveyed and 
platted a new town named Richland in 1871; the name was changed to Orange two years later to 
satisfy postal requirements (White et al. 2002:12-13). 
 

The origina l townsite consisted o f the cu rrent histo ric district plaz a area and  was  
surrounded by outlying far ms and ra nch land under cultivation.  Th e first subdivision, Fletcher 
Tract, was platted in 1875.  Dry farming consisted of grain crops , including wheat, rye, barley 
and oats.  In 1871, the A . B. Chapman Canal began bringing water from the Santa Ana River to 
the townsite, with ranchers digg ing lateral ditches to their farm s.  In 1873, developm ent of wells 
began, tapping into a water table o nly 18 feet below ground (Dolan et al. 2003:9).  Irrigation  
added rais in grapes and  corn  to  th e area’s  agricultural pro duction.  Water becam e a critic al 
element to the on-going prosperity of the region.  In 1873, Chapman and Glassell reorganized the 
Chapman Canal with th e Semi-Tropic Water Company managed by a local rancher.  Under the 
new management, the canal was extended to Sant a Ana.  W hen 1877 pr oved to be a drought 
year, local ranchers bought out  the com pany and created th e Santa Ana Valley Irrigation 
Company (S. A. V. I.). 

 
Like most Southern California communities, Orange was strongly affected by the Great Boom of 
the 1880s when new settlers flocked  to the state.  The cross-country ex pansion of the railroad 
system and its inexpen sive fares m ade the balm y cli mate in southern California even m ore 
attractive and accessible to Americans nationwide.  New settlers arrived in Orange v ia the Santa 
Fe Railroad (later called the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe), which entered the city about four 
blocks west of the Plaza (cur rently the site of Atchison P ark) in August 1887.  In 1911, Arm or 
wrote (1911:32 [cited in White et al. 2005:15]):  
 

Touched off by the railroad rate war, the boom of the 80s was built largely on 
speculation.  Landowners subdivided thei r ranches to sell individual lots, 
which were often bought by speculators.  Although a few subdivisions were  
recorded in the early 1880s, the big boom occurred about five years later.  In 
and around Orange, dozens of new subdivi sions and four new townsites were 
laid out in 1886-1887.  Prom otional literature was sent out across the country 
extolling the virtues of Orange and its environs.  Orange did its best to appear 
attractive, progressive, and promising to prospective buyers. 

 
Also in the late 1880s, transportation  between neighboring communities was provided by 

two horse-d rawn streetcar sys tems:  the Oran ge, McPherson & Modena and the Santa Ana, 
Orange & Tustin lines.   

 
By the late 1870s and early 1880s, the populat ion of Orange was large enough to support 

the construction of civic buildings and gatherin g places such as church es, schools, and public 
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parks.  As the population grew, new parcels were added by s ubdividing tracts surrounding the 
original town site.  Thes e additions and town streets were co mmonly named after the owner or 
resident hometowns, such as Palm yra and Batavia, New York.  The to wn was incorporated on 
April 6, 1888, as a sixth class city within Los A ngeles County.  At the tim e of incorporation, 
Orange town lim its included an area about thre e square m iles, with 600 people (m any German 
immigrants) who predominantly lived on sm all family ranches surrounding the tow n.  Although 
most residents lived on working farms, some homes, generally for the town doctors, lawyers, and 
merchants, were built on the small lots surrounding the Plaza.   

 
Major construction in Orange lay dormant in the aftermath of the great boom for over ten 

years.  W ith the new century cam e growth in the town’s  citrus indu stry and an  increas e in  
economic prosperity.  T he Plaza soon became the commercial and social hub of Orange and th e 
principal b anks, newspa pers, s tores and public  institu tions o f Orange were built its  edges on 
Chapman and Glassell Avenues.  Radiating  out from  the Plaza and comm ercial cen ter, 
residential development increased to house the growing population. 
 
El Modena (ca. 1880-1920) 
 

Paralleling the early s ettlement of Old Town e Orange was the establishm ent of another 
town located approximately three miles to the east.  The area would eventually become known as 
El Modena,  an early Quaker establishm ent that  evolved into a Mexican-Am erican barrio.  In 
1875 the C olony of Fairhaven (near the northwest  corner of Fairhaven and Esplanade) was 
settled as a non-drinking, fruit growing Episco pal town.  In the 1880s, after extending Chapm an 
Avenue east, developers  created streets in the ar ea, including Center Street, just north of and 
parallel to Chapman Avenue, and the north-south streets of Esplanade and Alameda (later Hewes 
Street).  San  Francisco m illionaire and philan thropist David Hewes  became one of the prim ary 
developers in the area when he bought hundreds of acres of pr operty in the area around 1885, 
settled into a new hom e he nam ed Anapauma (“place of rest”), and bega n a large citrus ranch 
(Brigandi 1997:30, 37, 79; Foothill Communities 2005; Orange, City of 2005).  

 
Much of the early population of El Modena arrived en m asse when a group of Quakers 

who were mem bers of a  congregation called the Society of Friends migrated to the E l Modena 
area in the early 1880s (Brigandi 1997:36, 37; Patterson 1949).  By 1886, there were 400 people, 
along with 18 hom es.  The new town enjoye d a brief building boom in 1887 and 1888.  I n 
December 1887, the Friends com pleted construction of a m eeting house, commonly called the 
Friends Church, at Chapm an Ave nue and Earl ham Street.  In Janu ary 1888, the Orange, 
McPherson and Modena railroad (actually a h orse-powered str eetcar) opened.  A  num ber of 
hotels, schools, stores, and re sidences were constructed dur ing this period, until the boom 
collapsed in 1889, and the population dropped (Brigandi 1997:37, 38). 

 
El Modena survived through the boom  and esta blished itself as a fruit growing area.  

Ranchers planted apricots, walnuts, lemons and several varieties of orange trees.  In 1898, David 
Hewes’ ranch and fruit packing company set ag ricultural records in th e area by harvesting 100 
acres of prunes and processing 1,000 barrels of olives.  By the early 1900s, real estate developers 
in the area prom oted El Modena as the “Pas adena of Ora nge County,” focusing on its m ild 
climate and rich capacity for farm ing.  Hewes c ontinued to invest his capital in El Modena, 
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creating a public park near the town center.  In  1905, Hewes Park, designed by Robert G. Fraser, 
designer of the fa mous Busch Gardens in Pasade na, opened to residents of El Modena at the 
corner of Esplanade Avenue and La Veta Street (the park se rved the community until the 1940s, 
when it was sold to private interests) (Orange, City of 2005).  
 
Olive (1887) 
 

The agricultural developm ent boom of the 1880s spread throughout the region.  Outside 
of the City of Orange, the littl e town of Olive grew, based on an  olive industry.  Olive Heights 
was platted  on a hillside in 1887 by Louis Schorn and other owners of the Olive Milling  
Company.  The town was sited around the old Ye rba adobes.  Schorn built a tourist hotel on the 
hill and sold  lots in  the area.  Olive Heights be came the town of  Olive and m anaged to surviv e 
the building boom, largely because of the existence of the mill.  The town was largely a company 
town owned by the Olive Milling,  Land and Improvement Company who held the deeds on the 
unsold lots and water system.   

 
Olive had at leas t three olive packing houses.  These in cluded the Olive Hillsid e Groves 

packing house (1914) and the O live Heights Citrus Associati on (Sunkist) house.  These two 
houses sat next to each other on the east side of Orange-Olive Road along the railroad tracks.  
One m ajor fire in 1927 spread  through Olive Heights and burne d two packing houses.  As a 
result, the O live Heights mill moved across the s treet to a saf er location.  They built a concrete 
packing house in the new location to avoid further fire damage.  It thrived in the new location.  
In 1929, Olive Heights f illed 918 railcars full of citrus.  In the 1960s, the Orange Cooperative 
Citrus Association dissolved and most of the local growers moved to the packing house at Olive 
Heights (Brigandi 1997: 13, 78-79, 81,108).  It rem ained operational until 1984, one of the last  
packing houses in Orange County.  Today Olive is  annexed in the City of Orange (Brigandi  
1997:39, 79). 
 
St. James (1887) 
 

While Old Towne, El Modena an d Olive becam e successful towns, other plan ned 
developments failed to sell.   In  1887 the townsite  of St. Jam es was platted just south of Olive.  
This proposed town site included 64 blocks bound by the Olive Railroad, 7 th Street, Alv iso 
Avenue and Grassell.  St. Jam es was a develo pment venture of the Pacific Land Improvem ent 
Company.  This com pany worked hand in hand with a railroad com pany trying to develop a 
customer base along their rail lin es.  They were responsible for creating the towns of Claremont, 
Coronado and Fullerton (Brigandi 1997:39).  The plat was approved and filed, but lots were slow 
in selling and the town never developed beyond a fe w scattered residences (City of Orange 
Planning Department n.d.).  After the short land bo om faded away, those few structures that had 
entailed the little town were moved away to Orange and Olive.  By 1895, nothing remained of St. 
James other than survey posts (Brigandi 1997:39). 
 
 
 
 
McPherson (1872) 
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The town of McPherson starte d as a raisin operation.  Robert a nd Stephen McPherson 

start some of the earliest raisin growing operati ons in the area.  In 1872, they bought 80 acres 
along Santiago Creek north of Chapm an Avenue a nd east of Yorba Street.  By 1885, they had 
over 400 men and women working for them  in th eir vineyards and processing operation.  They 
had 65 acres of raisin drying gr ounds and built the McPherson Brot hers raisin packing house on 
the west side of McPherson road just north of Chapman Avenue (Brigandi 1997:20-21). 
 

Following the success of their operation, the br others laid out a new townsite called 
McPherson in 1886 west of Prospect Avenue and north of Chapm an Avenue, extending east 
almost to El Modena.  Other than the brothers’ operations, the town consisted of P. W . Ehlen’s 
General S tore, a few hom es and a post office.  An unfortunately grape disease h it the area in  
1886-1887, nearly ruining the McP hersons’ and leading to the quick  demise of their nam esake 
town.  Unable to make bank payments, lots turned back into vineyards.  The general store left in 
1889, followed the next year by the post office.   
 

With the growth of the citrus industry in the early twentieth cen tury, McPherson had a 
slight revival.  The McPherson Heights Citr us Association for med in 1912 and had a large 
packing house by 1924, em ploying many local women.  In 1928, they consolidated with another 
group, the Red Fox Orchards, and m oved operations  to the latter company’s packing house, 
leaving the McPherson house to decline.  Today re mnants of its foundation support offices at the 
intersection of Chapman Avenue and McPherson Road (Brigandi 1997:78-79). 
 
Agriculture and Industry (Circa 1880–1950) 
 

The original town site of Orange c lustered closely around the current historic district 
plaza area and was surrounded by outlying farm s and ranch land under cultivation.  Dry farming 
consisted of grain crops, including wheat, rye, barley, and oats.  In 1871, the A. B. Chapm an 
Canal began bringing w ater from  the Santa Ana Ri ver to the townsite,  with ranch ers digg ing 
lateral ditches to their farm s.  In 1873, wells also began being developed, tapping into a water 
table only 18 feet below ground (Dol an et al. 2003:9).  Irrigation ad ded raisin grapes and corn to 
the area’s agricultural production.  Water becam e a critical element to the ongoing prosperity of 
the region.  In 1873, Chapm an and Glassell reor ganized the Chapm an Canal with the Sem i-
Tropic Water Company managed by a local rancher.  Under the new management, the canal was 
extended to Santa Ana.  When 1877 proved to be  a drought year, local ranchers bought out the 
company and created the Santa Ana Valley Irrigation Company (S. A. V. I.). 

 
The Santa Ana Valley Irrigation Company (S.A.V.I.) as a  cooperative water venture was 

vital to the agricultural development of the arid Southern California region.  S.A.V.I.’s control of 
water r ights and its ex tensive system s of  canals was e ssential to  th e developm ent of  the  
agriculture industry in Orange and  surroundin g communities.  Begin ning in the 1880s, the 
transcontinental railroad system granted growers in Orange County access to m arkets across the 
nation.  The introduction of reli able irrigation and tr ansportation systems was accompanied by a 
surge in agricultural production a nd productivity in Orange County.  This is particularly true in 
Orange where from  1880 to 1950 ci trus and other agri cultural industries were the predom inant 
factors influencing the economic, political and cultural development of the city.   
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Farm Subdivision  
 

Grapes, oranges, walnuts and olives all played  a role in the developm ent of Orange.  By 
1885 for instance, a s mall settlem ent, including over 4 00 em ployees, develop ed around the 
McPherson Brothers vineyards and 65-acre raisin-drying grounds.  Two years later, “Anaheim 
vine disease” destroyed vines throughout southern California and far mers replaced their 
vineyards with walnut and apricot orchards.  By 1900, Orange County wa s the largest walnut 
producer in California (Dolan et al. 2003:9-10). 
 

Also during the 1880s, orange cultivation bega n to take hold.  The towns of Ora nge, 
Modena, and McPherson began to em erge as small agricultu ral settlements.  To connect them, a 
local horse-powered, four-wheel  street car system  was cons tructed, called the Orange,  
McPherson and Modena Railroad.  It was com peted January 28, 1888.  H opeful citrus growers  
pooled their resources into cooperatives, includ ing the Villa Park Orchards Association (48 
growers organized in 1912), the Santiago Ora nge Growers Association, and the Placentia 
Orchard Company (Dolan et al. 2003:10). 
 

What began as an optim istic land boom , ho wever, softened when the expected new  
growers did not purchase land, causing real estate prices to drop.  After the problem s with vine 
disease in 1887, m uch of the antic ipatory zeal had been spent.  New endeavors, such as the 
Orange, McPherson and Modena Railroad, the lo cal new spaper, and a new hot el, all failed 
quickly.  The newspaper shut its doors after 31 issues, while the railroad and hotel were not built 
after flood and fire respectivel y (Chattel Architectur e, Planning and P reservation 2004).  The 
area survived and continued to grow, but with m ore realistic expectations and the help of a  
millionaire investor, David Hewes.   
 

With these agricu ltural success es, land deve lopers continued their concerted effort  
between 1895 and 1905 to promote the Town of  Orange as a citrus  growing m ecca.  
Improvements to the city includ ed a sewer sy stem, sidewalks, paved streets and an im proved 
water system (Dolan et al. 2003:11).  The city li mits continued to grow  as newly annexed tracts 
and subdivisions were added to Orange.  Grow th was, nonetheless, modest and ham pered by 
events such as floods, a freeze, and World W ar I,  which temporarily d iminished the European 
market for California produce (Dolan et al. 2003:11). 
 

In addition to the d evelopment of  towns, th e d ivision of large ran ch tracts into sm all 
farms of 10 acres or m ore resulted in a growth of farm steads.  These farms were generally built 
facing newly-laid out roads (e.g. Tustin, Meats, Collins).  By 1900, farmsteads lined the roads, or 
were set back by tree-lined driveways.  Orchards  and fields spread out behind the houses.  A few 
of these Victorian farmsteads are still present today (United States Geological Survey 1902). 
Citrus Industry 
 

Citrus did not becom e the area’s predom inant agricultural product unt il the early 1890s, 
after an earlier grape crop failed, and other fruits  and nuts were harveste d in the 1880s.  Other 
early industries in Oran ge included  rope and wire m anufacturing, a cotton m ill, and a lum ber 
company.  But by 1893, citrus had becom e so dominant that the Orange County Fruit Exchange 
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(now known as Sunkist) was organized and incorpor ated.  The headquarters for this agricultural 
cooperative was constructed at the northeast corn er of Glassell Street and Alm ond Avenue.  The 
location of the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe rail line three blocks from the center of the Orange 
business district provided opportunities for the development of industrial facilities for the receipt, 
packing an d shipping of  locally r aised ag ricultural produ cts.  This arrang ement led to the  
construction of several fruit packing houses in the late nineteenth century.  These facilities were 
quickly inundated, shipping approx imately 350 train-carloads of or anges yearly, in addition to 
lemons, walnuts, dried fruit, potatoes, peanuts, grapes, and cabbage (Brigandi 1997).    

 
Several rail stations were set up to  accomm odate the ag ricultural ind ustry.  Th e 1902 

United States Geological Survey (USGS) topographic map for the area depicts six stations within 
the current city lim its:  Orange, El Modena, Marlboro, Wanda, Olive, and McPherson.  It is 
likely that these stations consisted of little more than a boxcar on a siding or a loading platform. 

 
The packing houses in Orange were so busy during the 1920s that several packed more 

fruit than any other facilities in  California.  W ith the growth of  the citrus industry, there was a 
demand for more worke rs in  the area.  In add ition to the farm  managers, there was a need for 
field workers, irrigators, packing house workers, a nd truckers.  In turn, more workers in the area 
brought a need for m ore stores, shops, and goods.  This trend brought about a rise in the 
merchant class, which further increased the demand for housing. 

 
The speed of citrus production waned dur ing the Great Depre ssion, and from  1933 and 

1935 unemployment in Orange County reached 15 percent (Brigandi 19 97:105).  By the 1930s 
the pickers began to o rganize; the largest agri cultural union was the C onfederation of Mexican 
Farm Workers’ and Laborers’ Union or CUCOM (El Confederacion de Uniones de Campesino y 
Obreros Mexicanos) created in 1933.  Shortly before th e 1936 Valencia orange picking season, 
Celso Medina, an El Modena resident and chief organizer for CUCOM, held meetings all around 
Orange County in an effort to rally support for union demands.  On June 11, 1936, after the 
growers refused to meet with union  representatives, the largest strike in the history of the citrus 
industry began, as nearly 3,000 pi ckers across Orange County walk ed out during the height of 
Valencia season (Brigandi 1998:100).  The stri ke did not end until July 27, 1936, when the 
Mexican C ounsel in L os Angeles helped negotiate  a settlem ent.  In the wake of the strike, 
growers changed their employment approach and started hiring outside picking crews, including 
Asian immigrants, eventually leading to a system of seasonal employment for Mexican nationals 
(Brigandi 1997:100-104).  

 
During the 1950s, with the “Quick Decline” disease affecting the orange orchards and the 

strong demand for developable real estate, the once- powerful role of the citrus industry began to 
diminish, making way for the postwar constructi on boom .  The infrastructure created for the 
citrus industry, however, vastly facilitated Oran ge’s rapid suburbanization.  Packing houses in 
Orange accommodated the changes brought by postwar subdivision development and the loss of 
orchards by packaging fruit from  around the state,  and shipping as far as Asia.  By the late 
1990s, however, the citrus packing industry had st eadily moved north to the San Joaquin Valley, 
and one of the last o perating packinghouses  in Orange County, the Villa Park Orchards 
Association, will soon close. 
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Immigration and Ethnic Diversity (circa 1870s-1950) 
 

From the earliest rancho days Orange has been home to a m ixed population from  many 
different diverse cultures.  The Yorba and Pera lta’s brought a rich Spanish/Mexican trad ition to 
their ranchos.  The Indian vaqueros em ployed on the ranches, while embracing m any Californio 
customs, retained th eir Native Am erican trad itions as well.   W hen Orange was settled in the  
1870s both Californio’s and Native Am ericans resided in the area, blending their long-tim e 
cultural traditions with new customs introduced by the American settlers.   
 
Religious Groups 
 

The rapid development of agricultural land at tracted both religious and culturally diverse 
groups.  Among them  were the Quakers and the Me nnonites.  Both tended to live in tight-knit 
communities, perhaps based on th eir specific beliefs and cu stoms, as well as an interdependen t 
economic support system.  A Quaker group from th e Midwest helped settle El Modena (and is 
mentioned more fully in the section on El Mode na).  They dedicated their first church in 
December, 1887.  Their congregation moved into three subsequent churches and remained active 
into the 199 0s as the H illview Friends Church.   The Men nonites started their firs t church in  
Orange in 1912.  After a brief move to Garden  Grove, they built another church at the 
intersection of Olive and Sycamore, which is no longer active today (Brigandi 1997:37, 93). 

 
Germans in Orange 
 

Germans also moved into the area around Orange in the early 1880s, many from the large 
German community in nearby Anaheim .  Many of  Orange’s prom inent pioneer f amilies were 
German, including the Ehlens, Dittm ers, Dierkers , Grotes,  Guenthers,  Pargees,  Loptiens,  and  
Eisenbrauns.  The establishm ent of St. John’s Lutheran Church in 1882 and a Ger man language 
school in 1883 encouraged their continued growth  in Orange.  By 1907, t here were 104 children 
enrolled in the school, the children of Ger man immigrants.  Germ an language services in the 
church continued as late as the 1950s.  These i mmigrants also established the German Methodist 
Episcopal Church by 1907, but its congregation dissolved by 1935 (Brigandi 1997:29-30, 93). 
 

Many of Orange’s prominent businessm en were  Germans af ter the  turn  of  the cen tury, 
such as Adolph Dittm er, a prominent druggist in town by 1907.  Others built m any buildings in  
the business section of town, including the Gu enther & Duker building (1905), Ehlen & Grote 
Building (1908), Sm ith & Grote Building (now  Friedemann Hall [1914]), and the Kogler-
Franzen Building (1916).  These buildings are som e of the most distinctive architectural features 
of historic Orange (Brigandi 1997:46-47).  
 
Chinese Immigrants 
 

Chinese immigrants began arriving along the west coast of California by the 1850s.  The  
first clear evidence of Chinese in Orange beg an in the 1870s, when Chinese laborers arrived to 
construct local irrigation ditches and other agricu ltural work.  Chinese laborer contractors in Los 
Angeles brought workers for large projects, such as ditch tunnels built in Olive in 1878 (Brigandi 
1997:59). 
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In 1875, a Chinese laundry opened on North Ora nge Street.  While a few other laundries 

opened, the imm igrants never creat ed a distinct Chinese community.  In the 1890s, a new city 
ordinance prohibited C hinese laundr ies.  A lo cal ranche r, Henri Gard ner, pr ovided part of his 
property outside the city limits for rent to the Chinese who rem ained in Orange.  He construc ted 
a series of buildings and piped water from his residence for their use.  The buildings were 
occupied by Goon Gay’s laundry, the W ing Wo r store, and a two-story boarding house for 
laborers.  Another building was rented by Yick Sing, who becam e a spokesman for the Chinese 
with the outside comm unity.  These four buildi ngs, located on South G lassell Street just above 
Santiago Creek, became a refuge for the Ch inese and a novelty to the local non-Chinese 
community.  The population was small and does not appear to have ever exceeded 16 to 20 men.  
By 1920, there were reportedly only three or four  older men living ther e.  In 1921, Orange 
County ord ered th e Gardners to d emolish the bu ildings, bringing an  end to Orange’s little 
Chinese district (Brigandi 1997:59-60). 
 
Hispanic Immigrants 
 

Conflict in Mexico and abroad began to change the character of the project area,  as local 
men were draf ted into m ilitary service at the s ame time hundreds of  Mexicans beg an migrating 
to the area fleeing chaos arising from the Mexican  Revolution.  The ne w immigrants served as 
replacements for fruit harvesters an d processors .  Gradually they began to acquire their own 
businesses and bought land (Chattel 2004b).   

 
Two international events had a significant impact on El Modena and Orange in the 1910s: 

the Mexican Revolution and W orld War I (C limaco 1997: A1).  Beginning around 1910, m any 
Mexican f amilies cam e to the U.S., seeking r efuge f rom the chaos s parked by the Mexican  
Revolution.  Due to its vicinity, Southern Calif ornia was a popular destination for these wartim e 
refugees.  When the United States entered W orld War I in 1917, m en across the country were 
drafted into the war effort, and El Modena and Or ange were no exceptions.  As a res ult, the fruit 
harvesting workforce dwindled, providing job opportunities for hundreds of Mexicans who had 
been migrating to the area.  Many Mexicans had started work for ranchers and farmers, and soon 
they started their own businesses and purchased land.  The increased demand for workers and the 
influx of Mexicans during the Mexican Revolu tion supported two vibrant comm unities: the 
Cypress Street Barrio and El Modena (Chattel 2004b). 

 
Cypress Street Barrio 
 

Mexican citrus workers had settled on Cypress Street beginning in 1893 when a  
packinghouse was built on the 300 block of North Cypress to facilitate shipping using the nearby 
Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad.  The approximate boundaries of the Cypress Street 
Barrio are Rose Avenue (or Collins, further north ) to th e north, Glassell Stree t to the eas t, 
Almond Street to the south and the railroad tracks to the west. 

 
Between 1918 and 1924, Mexican labor becam e indispensable to the citrus industry 

throughout California.  For grower s, having an easily accessible,  stable, and housed workforce 
assured a lessened chance of labor problems (Gonzales 1990:24).  Initia lly, Mexican families in 
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the Cypress Street Barrio lived in older hom es that were moved onto the low-lying properties 
near the railroads.  Many of the new residents a rrived from the central pl ateau of Mexico:  the  
states of Jalisco, Michoacan and Zacatecas, in particular, and many were related to each other, as 
their f amilies cam e north f rom the sam e villag es, par ticularly the v illage of  Santa  Mar ia de  
Enmedio of Jalisc o.  Som e f amilies have live d in the Cypress Barr io f or m ore than f our 
generations (Orange Unified School District n.d.; Wheeler 1973).  

 
Among ma ny Cypress Street Barrio fa milies, husbands picked and  hauled, children 

picked, and women washed, graded and packed the fruit.  As citrus work in Orange was seasonal 
(six months out of the year), Cypress Barrio residents would migrate to work in other areas in the 
late fall and winter.  T o support this populati on, Cypress Barrio’s sm all businesses included 
grocery stores, bakeries, tortiller ias, restaurants, bathhouses, au tomobile shops, barbershops and 
pool halls.  Although the Cypress St reet Barrio was residential fo r many years, in 1946 the City 
of Orange institu ted new zoning laws that designa ted much of the area for light industrial us e.  
Because of this zoning, residents could not qualify for permits to rebuild or remodel their homes 
(Wheeler 1973:n.p.).  This zoning led to further deterioration of the h ousing stock, and m any 
houses were eventually condemned and torn down.  
 
El Modena 
 

Although the Quaker presence in El Modena continued, by the 1920s the town began to 
take on a distinctly Mexican character, developing its own small Mexican neighborhoods.  These 
sub-communities included El Pirripe, north of Chapman Avenue and named after an area bakery; 
Hollywood, south of Chapm an Avenue; and La Palo ma in the hills (south of Pal myra Avenue) 
(Chin 2003).  As in the Cypress Street Barri o, m any Mexican-Am erican El Modena fa milies 
worked in packing houses and orchards in the nearby neighborhoods of Villa Park, Placentia and 
Orange (Pepper 1995:B1).  Groves and groves of orange, lemon, avocado and eucalyptus trees  
surrounded El Modena, m aking the town feel like a “vacuum ,” isolated from  the surrounding 
world (Pepper 1995:B1).  Early housing in the area consisted of sm all, poorly constructed 
shacks, often rented for $7-$10 per m onth, that  m ade for cram ped, quickly deteriorating 
conditions.  Later, some of the Mexican-American farmworkers in El Modena m oved into small 
bungalows, modeled after the somewhat larger contractor-built type s located in downtown 
Orange (Gonzales 1994). 
 
World War II and Postwar History 
 

Throughout W orld W ar II and the postwar pe riod, Mexican-Am ericans found work in 
fields previously closed to them , including jo bs in construction, m anufacturing, and defense 
work.  Cypress Street Barrio res ident Santia go Ram irez becam e Secretary-Treas urer of th e 
International Hod Carriers’, Bu ilding and Common Laborers’ Uni on of America in 1946; nearly 
50 percent of all m en in the ba rrio found jobs in the construc tion industry (Guzm an 2005).  In 
addition, several m en from the Cypress Street Ba rrio enlisted for m ilitary service d uring World 
War II.  Growers in Orange C ounty found themselves with a shortage of labor and supported the 
widespread use of  tem porary con tract workers : Filipino s, Germ an prisoners-of -war, wartime 
refugees, Jamaicans and Navajos were h ired throughout these periods to fill the vo id.  By 1946,  
80 percent of Orange County’s picking force wa s comprised of Mexican nationals through the 
bracero program (Guzman 2005). 
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With the dim inishing r ole of  the  Cypress St reet Bar rio f amilies in the citrus in dustry, 

burgeoning wartime and postwar in dustrialization with in creased job opportunities for Mexican 
Americans, and the rapid suburbanization of Or ange and other surroundi ng cities of Orange 
County, the Cypress Street Barrio gradually became a blue-collar barrio.   
 
Interwar Development (circa 1920–1945) 
 

As the citrus economy continued to flourish into the 1920s, the demand for housing grew 
and residential styles once again changed.  In place of the California-or iented Craftsman houses 
came European-influenced Tudor, Provincial, Mediterranean, and Norman Revival styles.  These 
were the style preferences that W orld War I soldiers brought home with them.  Having seen the 
country houses while doing battle in Europe, they instructed local contractors to build in the 
European manner.  The Mediterranean Revival st yle was by far the m ost popular in Orange, and 
those that remain exist primarily on the outskirts of the Old Towne boundaries.   

 
The City of  Orange was hardest hit by the Depression between 1931 and 1935 w hen 

citrus prices fell.  “Betw een 1933 and 1935 unemp loyment in Orange C ounty ran as high as 15 
percent of the work force, and even at th e height  of the citrus season it never fell below nine 
percent” (Brigandi 1997:105).  Even during the citrus season, many citrus farmers were forced to 
take on other work, such as in  packing plants, to pay for irri gation of  their orchards.  During 
these hard times squatters’ camps developed along Santiago Creek. 
 
 
 
Postwar Development (circa 1945–1975) 
 

World W ar II had brought prosperity to so uthern California’s econom y and ended the 
ravages caused by the Great Depression, which deva stated fruit prices.  Military personnel, 
facing housing shortages in other areas, moved into the area (Padon 1998:19). 
 

After World War II, returning soldiers and a massive influx of new re sidents to the state 
changed the face of California forev er.  Orange, located centrally in the Los Angeles basin, was 
no exception; its rem aining open and agricultur al space attracting developers of bedroom 
communities.  This trend has continued in subsequent decades (Padon 1998:19).   

 
Orange’s explosive suburban residential growth began in 1953 and pe aked in 1962 when 

thousands of acres of land were sold for de velopment.  Many WWII se rvicemen who trained 
with the 30 th Field Artillery Battalion (s tationed in Orange ) re turned to the c ity to rais e the ir 
families.  N ew housing tracts also h oused aerospace workers and their fam ilies.  Between 1950  
and 1960, the local population swelled from  10,000 to  26,000 as for mer orchards were torn out  
and replaced with subdivisions of single fam ily homes (Dolan et al. 2003:12).  By the 1950s, 
many ranchers readily sold their acreage: orange  orchard s s uccumbed to the “Quick Decline” 
disease and concurrently, the demand for real estate for housing construction soared.  Most of the 
larger tracts (50 to 100 hom es) were built by outside developers , though there were a few local 
developers who worked on a sm aller scale.  On e of the more notable developers working in 
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Orange during this per iod was Joseph Eichler, w ho built three tracts to the north and east of  Old 
Towne.   

 
Long tim e m ayor and civic booster George  W eimer encouraged the concurrent 

development of residential, commercial and industrial development to provide a reliable job and 
tax base for the city.  New business district s were created during th e m id-1950s, dim inishing 
downtown Orange’s importance as the city’s major comm ercial center.  Major shop ping centers 
opened on the corners o f Tustin, Chapman, Collins, Glassell Street, North Batavia, E ast Katella, 
Meats Avenue, Main and La Veta Avenue, attracti ng supermarkets, restaurants, hardware stores, 
banks, and gas stations, am ong other businesses.   Am ong the businesses to open during this 
boom tim e was California’s first Marie Callender’s Restaurant on T ustin Avenue in 1963.  
Shopping centers built during th e 1960s and 70s include Town and Country Village Shopping 
Center, the Mall of Orange, and The City Shopping Center.  

 
Access to water and tr ansportation corrido rs are crucial for any type of developm ent, 

particularly in Southern Calif ornia.  The Orange County Feed er #2 was constructed in 1963 
along Tustin Avenue.  This line  tapped into th e Metropolitan W ater Dist rict’s (MWD) feeder 
line, assuring residents a water supply that woul d meet their demands for decades.  Prior to and  
along with Orange’s rapid suburban growth came the many freeways that dissect or skirt the city:  
the Santa Ana Freeway  (Inters tate 5), the Cost a Mesa Freeway (State Route 55), the Garden 
Grove Freeway (State Route 22), the Riversid e Freeway (State Route 91), and the Oran ge 
Freeway (State Route 57). 

 
In the 1960s and 70s, the ever-growing City of Orange annexed areas surrounding El 

Modena, but the original town proper, nort h of Chapm an Avenue, continues to be an 
unincorporated part of Orange Co unty.  Over the years, El Modena grew with Orange.  New  
stores and restaurants were added to Chap man Avenue, and new hom es, including sm all 
bungalows and bungalow courts, were constructe d over all the neighbor hood’s fruit groves.  
Jordan Elem entary School (1962), the Prospect  School (1966), and the El Modena Branch 
Library (1978) were constructed in the southern part of El M odena, covering m ore open space , 
although po ckets of un developed land still exist in  the area.  Despite num erous additions  an d 
alterations to the area’s older homes the single-fam ily, working-class residential character of E l 
Modena remains. 
 
Today’s Orange (1975-Present) 
 

During the postwar suburban construction boom, the most desirable land for subdivisions 
was the flat coastal plains wh ere cities such as  Garden Grove , W estminster and Costa Mesa 
developed (Brigandi 1997:150).  By the late 1960s, however, c onstruction slowed.  Further 
development stalled with the energy crisis of  1973.  By the 1980s, however , the foothills to the  
east of El Modena becam e prime real estate.  Orange Park Acres, which lies between Chapm an 
Avenue and Santiago Canyon Road was first s ubdivided in 1928, but m ost of this area was 
annexed by the City of Orange dur ing the 1990s.  Together with the Irvine Company, the City of 
Orange adopted the East Orange  General P lan in 1989, a proposal  that encouraged a m ix of 
residential, commercial and recr eational uses for the area east of Orange Park Acres towa rds 
Irvine Park and Peters Canyon.  The Orange campus of Rancho Santia go Community College 
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was constructed in 1 985 and b ecame San tiago Canyo n College in 1997. T he Eastern 
Transportation Corridor, which connects Orange  County to Riverside County, is nearly 
complete, further facilitating development in East Orange. 
 
 
 

RESEARCH DESIGN 
 
 
  There are m any archaeological sites in Ca lifornia and most contain som e type of 
information.  The key to productive archaeology is  to assess whether a pr operty is likely to 
contain important information.  A research design identifies important regional research issues in 
light of prehistoric, ethnographic and historical context and land us e patterns and also identifies 
relevant data requirem ents for prehistoric, ethn ographic, and historic era sites.  Through tim e 
changes occur in the way land is used and devel oped, resulting in a variet y of site types that 
develop du ring each  occupation al era.  Poten tial site s ignificance is indicated re lative to the  
research issues, site types and da ta requirements.  A design outli nes the types of questions that 
could be addressed given the kinds of data that  a particular property is likely to contain, and 
evaluates if that information can be gained from any other source.   

 
Under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Public Resources Code (PRC) 

Sections 21084.1 and 21083.2, a project that causes substantial cha nges in the significance of a 
cultural res ource is  co nsidered a project that may have a significant environm ental im pact.  
Because of this, pursuant to the CE QA Guidelines, CCR Title 14, Chapter 3, Section 15064.5, it 
is nec essary to id entify and eva luate poten tially sign ificant h istorical and  arc haeological 
resources.  The Guidelines explain that a significant resource is defined as a resource included on 
a local list per PRC 5024.1(k) or a resource identified during a cu ltural resource survey as a 
significant resource meeting the criteria of PRC 5024.1(c). 

 
PRC Section 5024.1(c) lists the criteria an histor ic resource must m eet to be considered 

eligible for listing on the  California Register of Historic Resources (CRHR).  These criteria are 
as follows: 

 
(1) Is associ ated wi th event s t hat have made a significant contribution to the broad 

patterns of California's history and cultural heritage; 
(2) Is associated with the lives of persons important in our past; 
(3) Embodies the distinctive characteristic s of a type, period, region, or m ethod of 

construction, or represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses 
high artistic values; and 

(4) Has yielded or may be likely to yield, information important in prehistory or history. 
 
Federally funded or perm itted projects require s ignificance evaluations of resources  in light of 
National Register of Historic Places criteria as cited in 36 CF R 800.64.  These criteria are nearly 
identical to the California Register and apply to projects subjected to federal review. 
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Historic period archaeological sites may be found eligible for the CRHR under any of the 
criteria.  Prehistoric sites are most often evaluated under Criterion 4 (although there are examples 
of rock art sites evaluated under Criterion A).  In other words, in order to be considered 
significant an archaeological site must have yielded or have the potential to yield: 

Important infor mation about som e aspect of prehistory or history, including 
events, processes, institutions, design, c onstruction, settlement, m igration, ideals, 
beliefs, lifeways, and other facets of th e development or mainten ance of cultural 
systems . . . Any consideration of a prope rty’s eligibility under Criterion D m ust 
address (1) whether the property has inform ation to contribute to our 
understanding of prehistory or history and (2) whether that inform ation is  
important [National Park Service 1982:28]. 

 
In addition, an archaeological resource m ust retain substantial integrity (i.e., the resource 

must retain  sufficient s tructural an d m aterial c oherency so that useful scientific data can be 
collected from it).  In effect, to be considered  a significan t resource an archaeo logical site must 
be capable of providing inform ation that can be  used  in  elucidating  research  q uestions of  
importance to the local, regional or national scientific community. 

 
The following discussion begins with a su mmary of pr evious work and known or 

predicted property types within Or ange.  It then presents a seri es of topical research them es 
pertaining to both prehistori c an d histo rical arch aeological sites  and provid es the data 
requirements necess ary to address  those them es.  This discuss ion is not exh austive but is 
intended to  addres s s ignificant ch aracteristics in  the archaeological reco rd of the City from 
reasonably expected data sets. 
 
Prehistoric Research Issues 
 

This discussion provides a br ief background of the known preh istory of the City of 
Orange, and presents a summ ary of the types of properties and artifacts as sociated with 
prehistoric sites in Orange.  It is followed by a sampling of a few potential research issues, which 
may be addressed using data from a rchaeological resources that exis t – or are likely  to exist –  
within the City of  Orange and its  sphere of  influence.  Th e example research issu es below fall 
within a range of research questions that ma ny Am erican archaeologists consider relevant 
aspects of the pursuit of pr ehistoric archaeology.  The initial topics, Chronology and 
chronometry, are subjects near and dear to all practicing archaeologists.  The chief purpose in 
discussing the various chronom etric, methods is to  make the reader aw are that there are other 
means of investigating a site ’s age beyond the standard obsi dian hydration and radiocarbon 
typically employed in C alifornia.  The presence at an archaeologi cal site containing any of the 
materials discussed in the chronom etrics sect ion will have an im portant influence upon the 
potential significance of the site, and the presence of these materials should be considered in any 
site evaluation.  Follow ing the discussion of ch ronometrics are severa l additional potential 
research topics.  These do not constitute an exhaustive list of the research potential of prehistoric 
archaeological sites in th e City of Orange.  A  multitude of similar, related issues can and have 
been delineated by archaeologists working in  the region.  Data from  City of Orange 
archaeological sites could readily prove important, even critical, to any of these additional issues.  
Again, it should be clearly understood the following  is not a comprehensive list of research 
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topics for the City of Orange.  An indete rminate num ber of other equa lly leg itimate, relevant 
research questions can be formulated. 

 
Previous Archaeological Studies 

 
Numerous studies have been conducted in o r near Orange, resulting in the recordation of 

some 28 prehistoric archaeological sites.  These studies have been confined to surveys and a few 
test excavations related to project developm ent and cultural resource m anagement studies.  The 
majority of the sites are located to the east of Orange and occupies upland, hill and valley 
locations with few exceptions.  Understanding th e patterns of land use th rough time is essential 
in formulating valid research questions and identifying pertinent issues.  

 
The area west of the Santa Ana River has long been prone to seasonal floods that, prior to 

flood control efforts and development, would have created marshes and sloughs.  It is reasonable 
to assum e that sim ilar conditions existed along  Santiago C reek and the land southeast of the 
Santa Ana River where the City of Orange now  stands.  This environm ent likely provided 
abundant food and material resources and served as a procurement area for regional populations.  
Settlements would likely have be en established along high ground near the stream s, including 
bluffs, knolls and natural levees.  D ocumented a nd inves tigated in land prehis toric s ites in th e 
vicinity of Orange are located along bluffs ove rlooking the river or on tributaries less prone to 
flooding.     

 
Prehistoric sites, p rimarily surface scatters of flaked stone  tools and too l byproducts or  

milling areas, have been recorded ne ar Santiago Creek and on the bluf fs overlooking the Santa 
Ana River.  Other sites, includi ng apparent special purpose sites and one rock art site, have been 
found on hills and ridge tops.  Th e known site distribution, however , is strongly biased by the 
presence of open land at the tim e of the survey or  site record.  The fact  that arbo r areas do not 
have similar resources is not an indication of thei r historic observance.  These sites are generally 
located in upland areas along drainages or on ridge or hilltops that have not yet been subjected to 
modern development.   

 
The distr ibution of  prehistor ic remains within  the developed lowland area in Orange is 

poorly understood.  Episodes of early flooding and th e subsequent developm ent of t he existing 
urban area m ay have buried or dest royed sites that on ce ex isted in the valley  areas.  W hile a t 
least two sites are know n from the lowland area, their nature was never successfully established  
and they are believed to have been destroyed or  buried by development.  One of these sites, 
located southwest of Santiago Cr eek near the confluen ce with the Santa Ana River, m ay have 
been an ethnographic village si te.  The other, located on th e right bank of Santiago Creek 
northeast of El Modena, is known from limited data on a site record and cannot be characterized.  
It should be noted that while urbanized areas do not have similar numbers or kinds of prehistoric 
sites recorded in them, this cannot be taken as evidence that such sites did not or do not exist.   
 
Property Types 
  

Archaeological site typ e classifications are often  used as a b asic kind of  data summary, 
employed by archaeologists in interpretations, s ite records and evaluations.  Taylor and Mabry 
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(1979) for exam ple applied a six-level site cl assification in a study of CA-ORA-369.  This 
classification system  identif ies Habita tion Sites , Process ing Sites,  Prod uction S ites, Resource s 
Sites, Disposal Sites and Service Center sites.  Their system is tightly defined, but it offers some 
difficulties when considered in light of the likely contents of a prehistoric deposit and in light of 
known ethnoarchaeological behavior (Binford 1976, 1980, 1981, 1982; Gould 1980).   

 
Archaeological assem blages con tain the re sidues of hum an ac tivity consis ting of  

associated m aterial rem ains that are em ployed as  the basis for arch aeological understanding.  
More importantly, the assem blage contents are dominated by the least perishable rem ains of a  
material culture whose true rang e of materials is actua lly indeterminate due to the  loss of some 
materials from the assemblage thro ugh time.  That is, m ost of a cultural inventory tends to be 
perishable materials derived from plant and animal sources.  In addition to stone, such m aterials 
include bone, fiber, hide, ivory, shell, tendon and wood.  Ethnohistoric sites m ay also contain 
glass, fabric, metal, and other materials of historic origin.  All of these materials have differential 
survival rates in arch aeological contexts, and they also have different surv ival rates in dif ferent 
archaeological contexts. 

 
In addition to this difficulty, several of Ta ylor and Mabry' s classes are activity defined. 

As Binford and others have emphasized, such activities may occur in the same place at the same 
time, or in the sam e place at different tim es.  Th e location of such activities is very dependent 
upon other aspects of the culture that produces th e assemblage or assem blages.  Binford (1981, 
1982) notes that site f unction for the sam e us ers m ay vary dependent upon issues such as 
seasonal rounds and long term  changes in how a gr oup uses their territory.  A site that is used 
seasonally as a village may at other times be occupied by just a few caretakers, or may be visited 
briefly by the seasonal occupants at other tim es of the year for special purposes.  Binford also 
discusses "econom ic zonation" (1 982:358-360).  This is a concept that articulates a m odel of 
functionally-defined m obility patte rning in logistically-based hunter  gatherer societies.  Such 
societies are considered to m aintain prim ary re sidential bases.  In the imm ediate surround of  
such settlements Binford describes a "foragi ng zone" where econom ic support activities can be  
engaged in without remaining away from  the main settlement overnight.  For specific tasks that 
require extended stays away from the main settlement specialized sites m ay be prepared.  These  
site would fall within a "logistical zone" (Binford 1982: 358-360).   

 
In light of the above, a very useful summary  of the regional ar chaeology and ethnology 

for the developed coastal plain in Orange County was advanced by Padon in 1998.  This  
summary, citing work by Kroe ber (1976), Johnson (1962), H udson (1973), Bean and Sm ith 
(1978), and McCawley (1997), indi cates that Gabrielino settlements were distributed throughout 
the environmental range (c.f. Bean and Sm ith 1978).  The key criterion for locating a settlem ent 
or camp is the availability of water in a st ream or spring.  B ased upon work by Hudson (1970), 
Bean and Sm ith discuss "prim ary subsistence villages" and "s econdary gathering cam ps."  
Villages ap pear to hav e had permanent populations of 60 to 90 people and as many as 100 
villages were occupied throughout  Gabrielino territory at hist oric contact (Bean and Sm ith 
1978:540).  Villag es w ere located along th e sides of m ajor waterways  in th e in terior and  on  
estuaries near the coast.  Hudson evidently found that villages were  not located along the 
exposed coast zone between San Pedro in the north and Newport Bay to the south.  In this area 
villages were located inland.  Secondary gather ing camps were presum ably used on a seasonal 
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basis, and while the occupants would require water during the si te's use period, such cam ps 
would not require permanent water as a sine qua non for use.   

 
In addition to the Village and Secondary clas ses, there are a num ber of sites that are 

classified as Special Use sites.  Some of these may have been sites where specific kinds of tasks  
were organized.  Others were lik ely actually Secondary sites whose functions have sim ply been 
misidentified.  Specialized task sites m ay ha ve included hunting camp s, resource collectin g 
areas, and potentially crop areas.  Others m ay ha ve had ritual significance.  One quarry was 
recorded.  This site included a significant area overlooking Santiago Creek.  

  
In summary this scheme thus advances the following classes: 
 
 Village: these sites will be characterized by ex tensive deposits loca ted near permanent 

water.  Site contents ma y include midden, workshop and maintenance debris, cemetery 
association, diverse tec hnological and subsiste nce asse mblages and i ndications of 
extended material exchange networ ks s uch as obsidian and other exotic m aterial.  
Within the City of Orange "exotic" may be  considered to incl ude mat erial brought  
inland from the coast  such as s hell, ivory, whale  bone, and other materials of marine  
origin. 

 
 Secondary Occupations: Bean and Smith (1978) describe these as "secondary gathering 

camps" whi ch would i ndicate a "l ogistical zone" occ upation following Binford's 
concepts.  Asse mblage contents are l ikely to include a li mited subset of t he materials 
found in the  assemblages at Village sites.  Some  site records indicate single or smal l 
numbers of interments at what are otherwise small sites.   

 
 Special Use :  These sites represent a m ix of  activities that would constitute both 

foraging and collecting classes of economic behavior.  They can be expected to contain 
a lim ited range of materials related to a si ngle task and might al so contain materi al 
indicating short term  occupations.  Special  use sites m ay incl ude milling locations, 
roasting pits, lithic wor kshops, and similar activity focused assemblages.  Based upon 
site records on f ile with the South Ce ntral Coastal Inform ation Center, there 
occasionally may be interments associated with these sites. 

 
 Quarry:  These can be considered a subset of t he Special Us e site, but because of the  

readily diagnostic characteristics of  a quarry, th ey are calle d out here  as a specif ic site 
class.  One quarry i n or near Orange is in cluded in the site reco rds maintained by the 
South Ce ntral Coastal  Infor mation Center.  Ta ble 2 correl ates site type and s ome 
potential assemblage contents. 
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Table 2.  Prehistoric Archaeological Site Classes 

Site Type Assemblages Villages Secondary 
occupation  

Special use Quarry 

General utility (flake tools, 
cores, debitage, etc.) 

X X X X 

Special use (projectile 
points, fishing implements, 
etc.  Potentially isolated 
interments or small 
cemeteries) 

X X X  

Manufacturing, extraction 
(debitage, performs, cores, 
bone waste, hammerstones, 
etc.) 

X X  X 

Milling gear (manos, 
metates, mortars, pestles, 
etc.) 

X X X  

Sociotechnic and 
idiotechnic (interments, 
beads and ornaments, etc.)  

X X   

Subsistence related (midden 
development, ash, bone 
waste, shell) 

X X ?  

 
Chronology and Chronometry 
 

Archaeologists working in Orange Count y, including Erlandson and Yesner (1992), 
Padon (1998) and others, have long considered chronology one of the potentially im portant 
research issues.  Chronology is the keystone of archaeological inves tigation.  Archaeology 
attempts to relate changes in hum an condition and behavior through time.  Without the temporal 
dimension, archaeology could offe r very little to our understandi ng of the hum an past.  Because 
of this, chronology is a critical aspect of all archaeological inve stigations and it is reasonably 
safe to suggest that if an archaeological deposit  lacks any means of acquiring a tem poral fix, the 
site fails to meet the test of significance for its ability to m eet Criterion 4.  Archa eologists use a 
wide array of tools to investig ate the age of archaeolog ical remains and work continues to be 
done on developing new methods. 

 
Michels (1973) provides a broad overview of  the issues and goals of  archaeological 

dating.  He identifies two broad categories of  archaeological approaches to dating a deposit.  
These are “relative” dating m ethods and “chronom etric” dating m ethods.  Relative dating 
methods include studies of the phys ical (stratigraphic) relations between  deposits, the presence 
of artif acts or f ossils whose tem poral re lations have been previously established elsewhere 
(cross-dating), and seriation.   
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Archaeological stratigraphic investigation is  som etimes considered  a subdiscipline in 
itself (Harris 1989).  This m ethod relies upon modifications of the ru le of superposition derived 
from geology.  Harris (1989:29-34) goes into consid erable detail in ex plaining the necessary 
modifications of the basic geological rules th at m ust be taken into  account to deal with 
archaeological phenomena.  While archaeological stratigraphy is important in defining structure 
within a site, geological stratigraphy and ge omorphological relations of the natural soils and 
landforms upon which an archaeological com ponent is found m ay also be of significance in 
understanding an archaeological component and in  placing the com ponent in tim e, as well in 
understanding the economic adaptations of the population that left the remains. 

 
Seriation is actually a measurem ent of similarity between archaeological components.  It 

assumes that the g reater the s imilarity between two components, the closer they will be in tim e.  
Without an external factor that can be used to order seriated components in tim e, seriation is 
directionless and can order components relatively, but not chronologically. 

 
Archaeological cross-dating relates assem blages chronologically and is another tactic 

borrowed from  the earth and biological scienc es, this time from  paleontology.  Cross-dating 
depends upon the presence of “index fossils,” (i.e. highly identifiable fossils or artifacts that have 
a known historical position).  Cross-dating argues that  if an index fossil is present in an original 
deposit, that fossil offers a fix upon the earliest date to which the deposit can be assigned.  In 
addition, where both ancient and recen t indice s are present, the youngest indices are the 
indicators for the age of the depos it.  Thus, if a Clovis fluted point  appeared in association with 
late prehistoric artifacts such as  Desert Side-notched points and clam shell disk beads, the lates t 
artifacts will be the ones employed to date the deposit. 

 
Chronometric m ethods are em ployed to pr ovide approxim ate calendrical dates for  

archaeological com ponents.  These m ethods are of great importance in  studying the rates at 
which archaeological changes occurred, as well as in placing archaeological components in time.  
These m ethods depend upon physical laws and know n physical properties  of archaeological 
materials and of the environment within which these materials had their origin.   
 

Radiocarbon dating, another well-known m ethod of dating falls with a group of m ethods 
termed “radiom etric” methods.  Radiocarbon uses the proportion of the 14C radioisotope of  
carbon to the stable carbon isotopes 12C and 13C.  Radiocarbon arises in the upper atmosphere as 
cosmic radiations bombards the planet.  When the radiation encounters specific Nitrogen istopes, 
the nitrogen is transmuted to 14C.  Over tim e, this m aterial gradually converts back to nitrogen 
(Taylor 1987). 

 
The process  of radioactive decay of the iso tope takes place at a fixed rate m easured in 

“half-lives.”  A half-life is the tim e taken for one half of the 14C in a sample to decay.  Because 
new 14C forms continuously and decays continuously, the rates of formation and decay create an  
approximate steady state in the proportions of st able and radiogenic carbon in the atmosphere.  
Plants take up carbon from  the atmosphere and in turn are consum ed by herbivores, who in turn 
are consumed by predators.  This leads to pro portions of stable to radiogenic carbon in living 
organisms that m irror the atm ospheric composition during their lives.  As soon as an organism 
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dies however, carbon up take from the environ ment ceases and the amount of 14C in organis m 
begins a steady decrease at a fixed and more importantly a known rate (Taylor 1987). 

 
All other things being equal, a m easurement of the radiocarbon in archaeological organic 

remains will provide an estim ate of the calendrical  age of the m aterial.  Because the a mount of 
14C in the atm osphere is dependent upon the bo mbardment of the atmosphere with cosm ic 
radiation, variations in the amount radiation can affect the atmospheric isotopic ratios.  Similarly, 
volcanic eruptions and the com bustion of fossil fuels can dilute atm ospheric radiocarbon.  The 
latter effect is known as the “Seuss effect” and has been obser ved in carbon dates from  the later 
historic period com prising the i ndustrial revolution and m odern periods (Taylor 1987).  These 
variations have lead to “calibra tions” of radiocarbon dates in orde r to achieve better accuracy .  
Calibration m ethods include direct m easurements of carbon isotopes ta ken on individual tree 
rings and of the isotopic com position of atmo spheric gases trapped in the Greenland and 
Antarctic ice sheets (F iedel 1999).  Taylor  (1987) provides a thorough introduction to 
radiocarbon dating issues, and the results of ongoing studies and i nvestigations can be found in 
the journal Radiocarbon. 

 
Other absolute m ethods of dating include  obsidian hydration, thermolum inescence, 

paleomagnetic dating, Uranium series (Uranium/Thorium) dating, fission track dating, and other 
methods (Michels 1973).  Obsidian hydration (OH) is widely used in the western U.S.  Its utility 
as a chronom etric m ethod has occasionally been  questioned because the hydration process is 
dependent upon the source of the obsidian and a number of environmental factors, including the 
ambient m ean tem perature, the exp osure of the obsidian to insults such as burning, and soil 
chemistry (Taylor 1976).   

 
Paleomagnetic dating can be applied hearths and other features where hum an or natural 

activities conspire to freeze the m agnetic properties of a m aterial at the time of its manufacture,  
use, or destruction.  Because the m agnetic poles wander (the north pole has wandered over 20 
degrees of longitude over the la st 2,000 years), compass directions have not been constant, even 
within the historic period.  When an event such as  the firing of the clay lining of a kiln, or a hot 
fire on an open hearth f ires clay or soil in to a f ixed solid, the magnetic minerals will tend to be  
fixed in their orientation at th e time of the firing.  This provi des a snapshot of the com pass 
direction of the pole at the time of the event.  By carefully re moving an oriented sample, and by 
measuring the direction, dip, and intensity of th e residual magnetic field of a feature such as a  
hearth, it can be dated by com paring its prope rties ag ainst a kno wn standard table of 
geomagnetic variation (Michels 1973). 

 
Thermoluminescence (T L) dating is  a techni que that can estim ate the ages of some 

cultural materials that have been subjected to the effects of intense fires (Michels 1973:189-200).  
TL has been applied  to  materials such as ceram ics, brick, hearth s and  heat-altered  chert.  The 
process depends upon the fact that TL susceptibl e m aterials “trap” vi sible wavelength light 
generated by the exposure of the m aterial to radiation.  This light is released when a susceptible  
material is subjec ted to  intense hea ting ef fects.  Since m ost m ineral environm ental and even 
organic ones give off som e background radiati on, a newly “zeroed ” m aterial will begin to  
accumulate a new reservoir of TL as soon as it c ools from the heating  that erased  its histo ric 
does.  By carefully collecting such materials and my measuring the background radiation of the 
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archaeological environment where the material was recovered, a sa mple can then be heated until 
it once more releases the trapped light.  Archaeologists can then calculate an estimated age of the 
TL sam ple by heating the m aterial and m easuring the released light.   An accumulation of 
“trapped” optical radiation within the mineral constituents of the material being dated.   
 
Data Requirements 
 

The significance of this discussion of these various dating methods for the City of Orange 
lies in the potential of archaeological sites that exist within the City limits or sphere of influence.  
Organic materials, including shell, bone and car bon are all m aterials that m ay have a potential 
for use in dating an archaeological deposit and have been recovered fro m sites in or around 
Orange.  Fire hearths are common features in  archaeolo gical sites an d are identified by the 
presence of reddened earth, ash an d charcoal.  Charcoal in even  comparatively small quantities 
can now be dated.  The reddened earth from  hear ths may have the potential to be dated using 
both therm oluminescence and paleom agnetic assa ys.  In a study at CA -ORA-269, an Orange 
County archaeological site in th e San Joaqui n Hills eas t of Newport Bay, the excavato rs 
recovered evidence of a wattle an d daub st ructure (Strud wick 2005).  The ORA-269 study 
acquired 32 radiocarbon dates from  shell, an d carbonized bulbs.  S trudwick also recovered 
numerous fragments of fired daub structural remains.  While no samples of daub were submitted 
for thermoluminescence dates, the fired clay should have potential as a datable material. 

 
 It is evident that a broad range of potent ial methods and materials m ay be e mployed to 
estimate the age of an archaeological com ponent and most are applicable to the kinds of 
materials recovered in the Orange area sites.  S uch materials may include organic materials such 
as plant material, charcoal, bone and shell, fire clay from  hearths or ceramics, obsidian and fired 
lithics.  Oth er materials that can aid in dating th e component include typeable artifacts su ch as 
shell beads and ornam ents; ground stone and ch ipped stone tools and ornaments.  If an 
archaeological deposit contains one or more of t hese data sets, its  potential to render i mportant 
archaeological data should be carefully evaluated. 
 
Early Human Colonization and Paleoindian Prehistory 

 
One issue o f perennial interes t is th e question o f when the f irst Paleo indican co lonists 

arrived in the Americans in general and in California specifically.  The traditional view of North 
American prehistory, held for more than four decades, suggests that the earliest human occupants 
of the continent are represented by the early “fluted point” technology, recognized as the Clovis 
tradition or culture.  Th e Clovis assemblage is commonly recognized through the comparatively 
large, bifacially worked weapon tips of lanceolate form.  The  base of the typical Clovis point is  
concave, and the near edges of  the blade and the basal edge are heavily ground norm ally.  The  
flutes, which provide the distinctive feature th at m akes the artifact an  icon of Paleoindian 
America, consist of one or m ore pronounced, longitudinal flake scars on  the opposite faces, and 
extending toward the tip of the point from  the base.  These scars give the Clovis point a concave 
cross se ction in the p roximal quarter or third of  the length.  There is  a great deal of regional 
variation among the artifacts referred to as Clovis points.  Dixon (1999:152, 196-202) goes so far 
as to define a distinct Wester n Fluted Point tradition in Ariz ona, California, Oregon, Idaho and 
Nevada. 
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The Clovis trad ition was identified historic ally as the earliest known human occupation 

through a series of investigations, syntheses and early radiocarbon dating work conducted by 
such people as E. H. Sellards, Marie W ormington, C. Vance Haynes, and m any others (e.g. 
Dixon 1999:13-17).  Indeed, Haynes’ (1969:709-715) work has been an essential keystone in 
establishing a set of strong criteria for identifying early sites.  Initial dating of Clovis components 
defined a range of radiocarbon dates for the co mplex ranging from 11,500 to 11,000 years B.P.  
As outlined by Fiedel (1 999), however, late Pleis tocene radiocarbon dates are subject to serious 
anomalies that consistently reduce the radioc arbon dates com pared to Uranium -Thorium and 
annual varve dates by as m uch as 2,000 years, thus pushing the antiquity  of Clovis back to 
13,500 B.P.   

 
Currently the antiquity of  human occupation in North Am erica has becom e a m atter of 

intense discussion and debate am ong Americanist prehistorians.  While authors such as Moratto  
(1984) and Chartkoff a nd Chartkoff (1984) have held the door open for pre-Clovis occupations, 
and others (Adovasio et al. 1980; Dillehay 2000; Dixon 1999) have m ore or less dem anded that 
the traditional Clovis-first schem e be rethought, many archaeologists still adhere to the "Clovis 
first" view as articulated by Haynes (1969).   

 
One clear objection to the Clovis-first m odel is that the distinctive fluting technology is 

unknown outside the Am ericas.  Lacking any evidence from  outside the Am ericas for the 
development of Clovis, it would appear that Clovis must have developed within the Am ericas, 
after the initial m igration.  This m eans that an  ancestor to Clovi s ought to be present.  Several  
sites have been offered as evidence of such pr e-Clovis cultural, but as yet, no undisputable pre-
Clovis occupation site has been identified in North America. 

 
The most serious challenge to the Clovis-fi rst model of the populat ing of the Am ericas 

was probably the discovery of the Monte Verde site  in southern Chile in South Am erica.  The 
site, which has yielded a series of stratigraphica lly concordant radiocarbon dates, was evidently 
occupied by about 13,000 B.P., m aking it at le ast a contemporary of Cl ovis and possibly even 
older (Dillehay 2000; Dixon 1999).  Short of an extended sea voyage to reach the southern 
extremity of South America, the ancestors of th e people living at Monte Verde must have come 
through North America or along the continental coast.  

 
It is here that the potential im portance of  Southern California becom es apparent.  

Evidence from locations in  California su ch as  the Arlington Springs site on Santa Rosa Island 
may be critically im portant to cla rifying som e aspects of this debate.  The Arlington Springs 
“man” was discovered by Phil C. Orr in 1959 in  a deposit m ore than 11 m eters below the 
surface.  Orr initially dated the discovery to about 10,000 years B.P. employing radiocarbon from 
the stratigraphic unit within which the rem ains were discovered.  In 1989 a date of 10,080 +/- 
810 years B.P., obtained on the bone, was repor ted by Berger and Protsch (1989:59).  
Considerable dissatisfaction has been voiced in the archaeological community over this date and 
in another date was acquired in the late 1990s.  This new date ga ve the remains an estimated age 
of 10,970 radiocarbon years (Johnson et al. 2000).  The revised date for the bone, based upon the 
late Pleistocene anomaly is therefore ca. 13,000 years B.P. (Johnson n.d.). 
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Arlington Springs is a clear i ndication that an cient humans were present on California’s 
coast as much as 13,000 years ago.  Deeply buried, the discovery of these remains was due to the 
systematic research con ducted by th e staff of the Santa Barbara Museum of Natural History on 
Santa Rosa Island.  However, the physical location of such finds  cannot be predicted with any 
degree certainty.  Deeply buried, th eir presence is the result of processes and activities that took 
place in the distant past.  The importance of such finds cannot be underestimated.   

 
Fortuitous discoveries  m ay occur wherever  geographic conditions have happened to 

preserve and protect such rem ains through processes such as rapi d burial through alluvial or 
colluvial sedim entation, or inundation and m arsh for mation.  The urban portion of Orange is  
established on what wa s an active, developing allu vial plane up through the nineteenth century.  
There is a potential for extremely ancient remains to be discovered in an cient sediments beneath 
the city’s urban core.   

 
Data Requirements 
 

Archaeological remains that offer insight into very early hum an occupation must contain 
remains that can be used to fix their ages chronometrically.  Such materials m ay include  
stratigraphic associations (e.g. associations with ancient terrain features, sedimentary deposits, or 
lacustrine f eatures) o r d irectly date able m aterials such as o rganic rem ains including  charcoal, 
bone, and shell, or m aterials such as obsidian, fired chert, and h earths.  Typeable artifacts are 
another highly desirable element.  The chief issue is locating such materials.  Due to the depth of 
time involved and the geographic and environm ental changes which have ensued since that 
distant period, predicting where such deposits may be present is largely impossible. 

 
Growth of Marine Adaptations 
  

One im portant re search issue of  c urrent conc ern in the m aritime regions of  southern 
California concerns the origins of the plank canoe built and used by the Chumash and Gabrielino 
– the tomol or tiat respectively.  Fagan argued that on logical grounds, the sewn canoe must have 
a lengthy developm ental history (F agan 2003:114-119; 200).  This view is contrary to that of 
Arnold (1995) and Gamble (2002) for example, who both suggest that sewn plank canoes appear 
abruptly about 1,300 to 1,500 B.P.  Another and ra dical suggestion has been m ade by Jones and 
Klar (2005).  They argue that the sewn plank canoe, and the nam es used for these craft by the 
Chumash and Gabrielino, are potential exam ples of  diffusion from  Polyne sian sources.  Like 
Arnold and  Gam ble they argue th at the s ewn pl ank cano e is of comparatively recent origin  
dating to  th e beginn ing of  the  la te preh istoric.  Jone s and  Klar  build  the ir case  using bo th 
archaeological and linguistic data, arguing for example that the simple shell fishhook used by the 
Chumash and Gabrielino in the la te preh istoric, is iden tical in des ign to that use d in easte rn 
Polynesia and m ay also represent an instance of  cultural diffusion.  Klar  builds an interesting 
argument that the terms tomol and tiat cannot be traced to roots in the Chum ash and the  
Gabrielino ti’at and also tarayna are difficult or im possible to derive from  Uto-Aztecan roots.   
Klar argues that these words are readily derived as donor words from Polynesian. 

 
These are just three of m any examples of th e lite rature on the grow th and antiquity of 

marine adaptations along the Pacific coast and relevant to Southern California in particular.  The 
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relevance to  Orange lie s in the f act tha t th e social structu re of the Gabrielino as  they wer e 
encountered by the advancing Spanish, form ed in this era.  The significa nce of the plank canoe 
as a status possession may or m ay not have been paralleled in som e fashion in the inter ior, but 
the people of  the inter ior were active particip ants in th is s ocial sy stem.  For interior Or agen, 
understanding the reach and influence of coastal societies is relevant.  Pertinent questions include 
were inte rior settlem ents tributary to the coas t?  Did interior villages have sim ilar status 
structures and influential members, and if they did in what m anner was such influence acquired, 
maintained and exercised? 
 
Data Requirements 
 

Archaeological data that can pr ove the position of Jones and Klar is unlikely to be found 
in the interior.  However, the discussion of the late versus early origins of plank canoes is a 
question am enable to archaeological investiga tion.  E xamples of data that m ay indicate 
increasing m aritime exploitation  can include s ea m ammal bone and ivory, m arine fish bones , 
materials from off-shore sources.  Increased and careful note of such materials, their provenance, 
and datable  contexts w ill be key to shoring u p or dism issing one or  another of  the thre e 
alternative argum ents.  Relevant data necessary  for addressing influence of coastal groups on 
interior Orange m ay include m aterial of m arine origin in assem blages f rom inter ior sites , 
indication of an exchange of m aterials between coastal and interior villages, and indications of 
inter-village hostility. 
 
Settlement Patterns and Human-Landscape Interactions 
 

Specialized hum an use of the landscape is  an historically important field of  
archaeological and anthropological investigation and has been for well over a century.  From the 
discovery of "cave m en" and their site rem ains in Europe, to the consistent documentation of 
preferred settlement locations of Californian natives by anthropologists such as Kroeber (1976), 
the cultural-ecological work of  Julian Steward (1938:1955), and th e modern views of authors  
such as Robert L. Bettinger (1991), Lewis Binford (1976, 1980), and Richard Gould (1980), the 
human use of the land and social adaptation to  varying econom ic, ge ological and geographic 
conditions has been a consistently important th eme in Am ericanist archaeology.  This them e is 
maintained in southern California in the work of Hudson (1971), for example.  Others who have 
addressed aspects of these issu es in Southern California incl ude Bean and Lawton (1973), and 
Shipek (1993) to name just two.  

 
Evidence from ethnographic and ec ological investigations str ongly indicates that hum an 

actions have had a profound effect  upon the stru cture of California' s environm ent extending 
deeply into prehistory.  Jon E. Keeley (2002), fo r example, cites evidence that naturally-started 
fires were comparatively infrequent in the project region.  He also observes that both modern and 
prehistoric data reflect a greater incidence of fires than can be accounted for by natural causes, 
indicating a continuing effect fr om human activity (2002).  Keeley  argues that the structure and 
distribution of chaparral and grassland was deliberately m aintained by Native  Am erican 
populations (2002).  Num erous other investigators have exam ined a broad range of inform ation 
and have come to similar conclusions (Blackburn and Anderson 1993).   
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Raab (2004) considers the linkage between so cial changes in Sout hern California and 
environmental changes.  His view finds a stro ng relationship between environm ental stresses, 
declining foraging efficiency requiring an in tensified use of lower ranking resources, and 
increasingly frequent and lethal w arfare as an  incentive to the increa se in socia l com plexity.  
Raab argues that a decline in clim atic quality  forced existing populati ons to adapt to m ore 
stringent su rvival conditions.  These conditio ns in turn spurred  increased territoriality  and 
warfare, which in turn required an incre asingly stra tified soci ety to provide leadership and 
defensive methods against com peting groups.  R aab's synthesis is in m arked contrast to "land of 
plenty" m odels of cultural developm ent that  have influenced m any California prehistoric 
summaries.  It is also well supported by a range of archeological and paleoclimatic data.   
 

Historic documentary evidence from the Spanish period regarding the Diegueño strongly 
suggests that native grass seeds were rem arkably larger than expected of natural stands and that 
grasses important to subsisten ce were harvested and sheaved by the Diegueño.  This indicates 
probable physiological adaptation of the plant to hum an activity since natura lly g rowing wild  
grasses are known not to be a menable to such handling.  The grasses as described must have 
been at least partially dom esticated (Bean and Lawton 1993:48-50).  T his kind of inform ation 
may transform  our understanding not only of California but of the gradations between hunter 
gatherer societies and the transition to agricultural economies. 
 
Data Requirements 
 

Settlement patte rn ana lysis requires site loc ational data an d information on the or iginal 
environment of the sites.  Information about the spatial distribution of tool stone quarries may aid 
in identif ying why certain m aterials were pre ferred and how they were acquired.  Societies 
whose residential locations were fixed or of long term use would necessarily have had to arrange 
different m eans of acquiring tool stone than  a mobile soc iety with  no  f ixed re sidential s ites.  
Pertinent data m ay include archaeological site records, excavation data, burned seeds and other 
organic rem ains recovered from  fl oatation sa mples of midden deposits , and auxiliary data 
including modern and paleoenvironm ental, ge ographic and geological inform ation.  Other 
pertinent data acquisition locat ions m ay include springs,  peat accu mulations, alluv ial bed s, 
spring mats and sim ilar deposits that can hold paleoenvironmental evidence such as pollen and 
accumulations of charcoal.   

 
Emergence of Social Complexity 
 

One primary domain of intere st in California incorporates  economic and social change  
and revolves around the question of what causes societies to become more complex.  The coastal 
region of S outhern California was regarded by Kr oeber (1976) as one of the "climax" cultural 
regions of California.  The Chumash and Gabrielino had ela borate soc ieties with larg e 
settlements and a complex, stratified society (c.f. Chartkoff and Chartkoff 1984:180-186).  How 
and why this social elaboration came about rema ins an open question.  The developm ent of the  
planked canoe discussed above is also closely re lated to the developm ent of late prehistoric 
Gabrielino and Chumash society.  How and why this increase in social co mplexity took place is 
a significant and ongoing research interest in the region.   
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It has been suggested that som e locations may have been used as industrial centers rather 
than sim ple village or secondary occupation s ites.  Padon, for exam ple notes, that an unusual 
number of bone awls (nearly 50 percent of th e recovered assem blage of 109 artifacts) was 
recovered from  CA- ORA-283.  She suggests that this site m ay have b een the location of a 
specialized manufacturing industry that produced basketry, beads or possibly hide or other fiber 
goods.  Other data from  the site indicates it s use as a primary occupation area based upon the 
presence of shell midden and other artifacts (Padon 1998:13-14).  Pertinent research questions on 
this issue m ay include: are the larg e village site s older occupations and can secondary sites  be 
linked to specific villages?  Can specific sites or assemblages within sites be used to elucidate the 
appearance of  stratif ication in Gabrie lino soc iety, social differentiation am ong interm ents, 
increases in specialized task sites reflecting increased specialization through time?   

 
Data Requirements 
 

Pertinent d ata neces sary to address so cial com plexity include well-docum ented, 
diachronic and synchronic information on the development of the social and settlem ent systems.  
Funerary-related artifacts, functionally distinct work areas and di fferential distribution of wealth 
indicators (e.g., shell beads) are useful indicators of social complexity. 
 



PAR ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC.               34 
Orange Preservation (PAR Ref. No. 05-5005) 

Effects of Historic Social Contact 
 

Because of the early date of initial histo ric co ntact and the effects of m issionization, 
ethnographic data for the Gabrielino and their ne ighbors are sadly lacking.  The actual structure 
of their societies rem ains largely inferential and is based on historic accounts whose objectivity 
can at best be described as lim ited.  Archaeolo gical and ethnohistorical information reflects the 
catastrophic effects up on the pop ulation health and death rate s in  nativ e soc ieties that 
accompanied the advent of historic contact (Cook 1955).  Acculturative processes are discernible 
in the presence of artifacts such as buttons and cloth impressions and metal objects, as well as the 
more ubiquitous trade beads.  Sim ilar data fr om Southern California can greatly enhance both 
our knowledge of Gabrileno society at the time of contact, but also the e ffects of that contact 
beyond mere missionization. 
 
Data Requirements 
 

Pertinent data include non-loca lly-manufactured artifacts and materials in protohistoric  
sites, chang es in  ar tifact de signs ref lecting e xternal cu ltural influen ces, and evidence of 
nutritional and m ortality changes  in  m ortuary p opulations.  The presen ce of trade beads as a 
replacement for traditional shell beads may also be indicative of this issue. 
 
Historical Archaeology Research Issues 
 

The historical context provide d above detailed several peri ods of development important 
to the City of  Orange.  These inclu de Colonization (Spanish/Mission Period), Ear ly Settlement, 
Agricultural and Industry, Imm igrant and Enthic  Diversity, Interwar Development, Postwar  
Development and Modern Orange.  Archaeologist s and historians working in the area have 
examined land-use trend s associated  with each  period in lig ht of household organ ization, food 
preferences, technology, procurem ent of goods, and changes in us e of the environm ent through 
time.  Many issues overlap in intent and look at  similar data through different contexts.  Seven 
general research issues are g ermane to the pr oject area,  regardles s of the tim e period under 
discussion: demography, consumer behavior, culturally diverse/ideological subcultures, 
technology, cultural geography an d adaptive strategies.  Som e of these, such  as consum er 
behavior, include sub-them es like subsistence.   Many issues overlap with each other; 
demographic and cultural diversity dom ains are es sential elem ents o f interp reting consum er 
behavior at a household level, yet are important enough to stand alone as key issues. 
 
Previous Historical Archaeology Studies 
 
Spanish/Mexican-Period Studies 
 

The Colonization period of California, m arked by the establishm ent of m issions, 
presidios, pueblos, ranchos and rancherias in Al ta California, has been the focus of many studies 
by historians and archaeologists.   Although historically considered a cohesive part of first 
Spain’s, and later M exico’s colonial frontier, in  reality the isolation of  each m ission or ran cho 
created d istinct cu ltural encl aves, e ach w ith i ts ow n indiv idual e conomic base, d emography, 
social activities, foodways, a nd interactive strategies.  Wh ile the archaeology of m issions, 
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presidios, rancherias, an d pueblos has garnered much attenti on, the early period use of what is 
now Orange centered around the rancho.  

 
The Spanish governm ent awarded private ra nchos to soldiers or citizens who had 

provided distinguished service to S pain and it s colonies.  Only 27 ranchos were awarded by 
1822, when Mexico gained control of Alta California.  Don Juan Pablo Grijalva was given use of 
the land in 1801, establishing the first and only Spanish rancho in what became Orange (Grijalva 
2001; Marsh 1994).  By 1850 the Rancho Santia go de Santa Ana had seven compounds, each 
with num erous building s, occupied by heirs of Gr ijalva and  each acting  as a separate rancho .  
These included the orig inal site of Grijalva A dobe near Hoyt Hill, the old Santa Ana group at 
Olive, the Peralta group in Peralta Hills, the Jose Antonio Yorba/Rodriguez group near Collins  
Avenue and the riv er, and the T. D. Mott/Fletche r Adobe, all in or near th e City of Orange 
(Marsh 1994;  Roberts 1936). 

 
These compounds offe r a unique and rare opportunity for archae ologists studying 

ranchos, adobes, and th e lif estyle of  the Californios.  Docum entation of th is perio d of  wildly  
romanticized California history is lim ited.  Most information has been gleaned and extrapolated 
from church records, governm ent reports, ships’ ledgers, observations by travelers, and disenos.  
Testimony related to land grant confirm ation hearings, wills and probates has also been helpful.  
Unlike later periods in Calif ornia history, however, there are very few diaries, journals, letters, 
and personal observations to pr ovide an understanding into the domestic households of private 
ranchos, how they operated, the interaction betw een household participants, and the social and 
work lives of those occupants.  Especially l acking is information on the Native Am ericans who 
lived and worked on the ranchos (Costello 2001:35). 
 

Excavations of Mission- and Mexican-period sites, including adobes associated with 
rancho compounds, have occurred thorough California.  Allen (2003:76) notes that Barker et al. 
provides a lengthy bibliography of historical archaeological resear ch related to m aterial in 
California.  These studies have focused on questions regarding ar chitecture, cultural contact, 
environmental change, dom estic life, and indust rial and functional activ ity areas.  Relative 
wealth and success of individual ranchos has also been included in these studies.  Com parisons 
between the various sites in many locations throughout C alifornia are essential in form ing a  
cohesive understanding of life in Alta California. 
 

Many of these studies have occurred in the San Francisco Bay Area, Monterey, S an Luis 
Obispo and San Diego counties (Allen 2003; Costel lo 2001),  Their excavation and analysis has 
provided new infor mation on dietary practices, lith ic sources, productio n, use and reuse, glas s 
bead types and distribution, groundstone use, incorporation of non-Native item s into Native 
American dom estic lives, and arrangem ent of  space.  Other studies have exam ined rancho 
activities, such as cattle slaughter, hide processing, tallow rendering, beef procurem ent, 
entertainment, and production of goods (Costello 2001). 
 

The Ontiveros Adobe in Los Angeles County is useful as an exam ple of a s mall rancho 
compound comparable to sites that m ay be in Or ange, such as the Rodriguez Adobe.  The site, 
occupied from 1815 to 1835, resem bled a sm all farm.  Archaeologists postul ate that the sparse 
recovery of glass, ceram ics a nd metal objects reflect the scarc ity of goods available in Alta 
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California during this tim e period.  In fact, while som e of the storage and cooking vessels were 
imported from Mexico, the majority appear to have been made on site by local potters.  Polished 
soapstone, flaked chert, beads of shell and glass indicate a strong Native presence at the rancho.  
Finally, detailed analysis of pl ant and faunal remains provided a list of foods gorwn and used on 
the site, butchering techniques,  and  even evid ence of the ef fect on colonization on the native 
environment (Greenwood 1989, as cited in Costello 2001:35-36).   
 

Site CA-ORA-1324H, located in Olive within the project area, was subjected to test 
excavations in 1992.  The site, locat ed at Old Santa Ana and occupi ed by the Yorba family from 
circa 1810s into the 1840s, was bur ied under three feet of silt and fill, the result of Santa Ana 
River floods in the 1840s and 1860s.  The test program identified a la rge midden deposit with 
cattle bones, ceram ics (brown and buff wares, Mexican folk wares, European whitewares), 
Native Am erican artifacts (grounds tone, lith ic debitage) and m etals.  Although dam aged by  
flooding, the researchers believed that adobe w all remnants were  also present (Archaeological 
Advisory Group 1992).  The identification of this site suggests that even though developm ent in 
the region has been ram pant, remnants of th e adobes and rancho com pounds from the earliest 
non-Native occupation of Orange are present and lend themselves to archaeological research. 
 
Early Settlement 
 

The formation of towns and cities is a vari able, long term and evolving process.  Towns 
that are founded during an econom ic or populati on boom often develop rapidly in response to 
consumer needs.  Others devel oped gradually around an initial comm ercial enterprise or ranch.  
No matter the speed of development or the size of the town, certain characteristic are universal in 
urban environments. 
 

First, a town or city has a variety of commercial enterprises to serve the populace, 
including mercantiles, livery stables, saloons, ho tels, barbers, laundries, bathhouses, and m any 
others.  Second, some sort of industry is usually present on the outskirts of town, such as a flour 
mill, railroad, packing houses or others.  The need to house the industrial or agricultural workers  
and their fam ilies led  to the developm ent of neighborhoods extending out from  the factory  o r 
commercial strip.  Employees of commercial busine sses, as well as the owners also requ ired 
housing. 
 

As towns becam e m ore stable, institutional facilities and comm unity service-oriented 
establishments developed.  These included church es, schools, cem eteries, social halls, fraternal 
organizations, governmental agencies, fire stations and sheriff or police stat ions.  Finally, parks, 
gardens, sports fields, and city-operated landfills, sewer and water systems developed. 
 

In addition  to the ran ge of  business en terprises, m ost towns hav e a so cially and  
economically diverse population.  Homes of the wealthy are often spacious, located on large lots, 
architecturally detailed and surr ounded by form al gardens.  Hom es of working class are m ore 
modest in scale, with small lots.   Low income or ethnically diverse groups often lived in closely 
spaced rental units, small plain cottages or cabins with few amenities. 
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The presence of archaeological deposits associated with urban businesses and households 
is somewhat dependent on the wh en a town was  established and how it developed.  Generally, 
the earlier a town was estab lished, the greater  the potential for arch eological deposits.  
Nineteenth century tow ns like Orange and El Modena were planned without organized sewer , 
water and garbage disposal system s.  Most buildings in town, including houses, commercial and 
industrial ventures, and community gathering pl aces, had an  outdoor privy associated with the  
house or business.  They also had a well or wate r-holding devise.  Garbage was either burned in 
backyard pits or, m ore commonly, thrown out th e back door, raked leve l a cross the yard  and  
occasionally covered with dirt, creating sheets of  horizontally-arranged garbage div ided by thin 
layers of dirt.  As public infrastructures were  developed and communal service came on-line, the 
backyard privies, wells and trash pits were abandoned.  It was common to use these abandoned 
hollow features as disposals for household debris , filling them with un wanted items, broken or 
discarded artifacts  and g arbage.  Once the holes  were completely f illed they were  capped with 
dirt and were no longer visible elements of the surface landscape.   
  

Characteristically, refuse depos its would contain the by-pr oducts of everyday living 
including domestic and personal items, faunal and floral remains, and miscellaneous items.  The 
nineteenth and early twentieth century was a tim e when mass-produced items were flooding the 
market and em braced with great passion by the Am erican consum er.  Glass m edicine bottles , 
condiment bottles and jars, and alcohol cont ainers by the hundreds are comm only recovered 
from urban household deposits.  Typically, thousa nds of por celain and earthenware plate, cup, 
bowl, tureen, cham ber pot, m ilk pan and m ug fragments may be present in one single deposit.  
Canned products are not as common in the urban environment, when compared to archaeological 
rural counterparts, but m etal objects, especially  those associated with adornm ent, clothing, 
furniture and basic household use are present.  These deposits of ten have great res earch value 
because they are in effect sealed tim e capsules representing a single h ousehold or business an d 
offer interpretation regarding their ethnic affiliation, technology, gender, or other issues. 
 

Many studies have occurred in cities and to wns that support the above patterns.  Perhaps 
the largest took place in Oakland during the aftermath of the Loma Prieta earthquake.  As part of 
the Cypress  Freeway R eplacement Project, Son oma State University exam ined over 200  city 
blocks.  Evidence of boardinghouses, hotels, laundries, mercantile, blacksmiths, tailors, and other 
business enterprises provide a substantial bo dy of  comparative inf ormation for sim ilar 
households, including discussions  of social and econom ic st atus differences, technology, 
consumerism, and many other research themes (Praetzellis and Praetzellis 2001).  
 
Agriculture and Industry 
 

The roots of  agricultural development in the pro ject area came with the  establishment of 
the ranchos and the need to raise grain and pr oduce to feed the cattle and occu pants of the 
rancho.  The first attem pts at irrigated fields in  the region consisted of little m ore than a hand-
dug earthen ditch leading from Sa ntiago Creek or the Santa Ana River into the hay pasture.  
These early irrigation systems were built by Californios for use in their ranchos.  The land boom 
of the 1880s attracted settlers w ho steadily expanded agricultural fields from the floodplains to 
outlying dry lands, im porting water through elabor ate and expansive irrigation system s.  As  
water was brought into Orange, m ore and m ore farms developed.  Most farm ers raised grapes, 
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olives and later oranges in their fields but also  maintained vegetable gardens and sm all orchards 
for their own use or for sale.   
 

Archaeological rem ains of agricultural dev elopment can be divided into th ree m ajor 
categories; hom e sites, irrigation works, and fiel ds or orchards.  Many far msteads began as a 
small collection of modest buildings, usually including a small house, barn and corral, privy and 
water storage device like an enclosed tank house.   As profit grew and fa mily size increased 
houses were often added to and becam e a rambling collection of rooms.  Root cellars, coolers, 
gardens and orchards were usually located near the hom e.  In the absen ce of a for mal garbage 
collection s ystem f armers of ten cr eated a land fill in a nea rby gully or  artif icially crea ted pit.   
Garbage was burned or deposited, using dirt to cover trash and creating  family-specific refuse 
deposits. 
 

The longer the occupation of a farm stead th e more rem ains archaeologically.  F ailed 
home sites m ay be represented only by collapsed  structures, footings or foundation rem ains, 
trash scatters and depressions  from a privy.  In m any areas  neighbors or new hom esteads 
salvaged boards, nails and goods from  abandoned farmsteads, leaving not even a trace of the 
structural elements that once m arked the site.  Many far msteads were forced by isolation, low 
incomes and lack of a ready m arket to  be s elf-sufficient and this is of ten ref lected in th e 
archaeological reco rd.  Typical artifacts includ e canning jars, lids, and liners, cans cut into 
shapes or punched with holes to create strainers, patches, and the like, and hand fabricated tools 
and modified household items exhibiting evidence of reuse and adaptation. 
 

Excavation of far msteads has occurred through out California.  Researchers often study 
how each farm  operated within its environm ent, the relative success of a far m, household 
composition, dietary habits, and level of self -sufficiency (Guerrero and Kom porlides 1995; 
Maniery and Baker 1996; Praetzellis and Praetzellis 1985). 
 
Immigrants and Ethnic Diversity 
 

Towns, especially du ring the land  boom of the 1880s, were in ternational melting pots .  
Typically, residents sought out their countrymen and formed mini-communities within the larger 
whole.  In Orange, several towns were form ed around ideological belie fs, although the church 
members often from  a  single country as well .  Orange was known for its large Germ an 
population who i mmigrated together, bound by their re ligious beliefs.  Orange also had a s mall 
Chinese section beginning around 1875.  Hispanic enclaves formed in pockets within the various 
communities of  the project a rea.  I mmigrant or ethnically diverse g roups are of ten dif ficult to 
study.  Language barriers, illiteracy, tendency to  live and work with others from the home  
county, prejudice from the mainstream population all accou nt for the difficultly in  documenting 
the daily lives of Native Americans, Chinese, Hispanic, Germans, and other groups. 
 

Over the last 20 years archaeologists have tu rned their atten tion toward these e thnically 
diverse populations.  Perhaps the largest studies have taken place in cities such as Riverside, Los 
Angeles, San Francisco, Oakland and Sacram ento (cf. Allen 2003; Costello 2001; Great Basin 
Foundation 1987; Greenwood 1996; Prea etzellis and Praetzellis 200 1).  These studies have 
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documented the blending of traditional cultural dietary preferences and practices and ideological 
beliefs with assimilation of aspects of the dominant society.  
 
Interwar, Postwar and Modern Development 
 

In general, archaeological attention has not  centered on sites from  the 1920s to m odern 
day unless it is associated with an immigrant or ethnic group that has been  difficult to document 
through written records or oral testimony.  The exception has been  studies focused on the Great 
Depression of the early 1930s and the ways people adapted for basic surviv al.  H istorians and 
archaeologists have exam ined the mobility of the Am erican population during this tim e of 
hardship and the ways that families managed to eke out a living.  As people lost their homes and 
jobs or left the “Dust Bowl” to escape drought conditions, they  often established tem porary 
camps, living out of their cars near water.  Hugh  federally-funded projects of the tim e, like the 
building of Hoover Dam, attracted  hundreds  o f une mployed m en, who brought their fam ilies 
with them as they sought work (Furnis 2003).  Attention has focused on how these families lived, 
what they ate, the conditions they en dured, and the reception they received in the various towns  
they approached.   
 
Historic Property Types 
 

A property type, such as a dwel ling in a c ity or a f arm site, is of ten characterized by a 
combination of features that could each stand alone as a site type.  Fifteen historical site types are 
recognize for the study area and are discussed below.  Generally, si gnificant properties contain 
one or more combinations of these site types. 
 

 Domestic architecture: architectural rem ains of r esidences and domestic outbuildi ngs. 
Includes foundations, f loors, roof ing material , footings, pilings, ce llars or basements, 
collapsed or standing str uctures, and boards, adobe stucco, shi ngles, or other re mnants 
of buildings.  

 Cooking features: pits, domed ovens, hearths, campfire rings, roasting ovens, smokers, 
and smokehouses. 

 Industrial a nd commer cial archite cture: archi tectural re mains of buildings  a nd 
structures that housed va rious industrial processes or commercial ventures.  Si milar to 
domestic architectural remains in content. 

 Industrial fe atures: evidence of the  industrial processes t hemselves, distinct fro m 
buildings. 

 Waste byproducts: industrial waste such as slag, me tal shavings, coke, c harcoal, waste 
rock. 

 Discrete, domestic, ref use-filled features:  hollow feature s that, be fore the da ys of 
organized refuse collection, were used as recept acles for the by-pr oducts of everyday 
living. I ncludes wells, cisterns, bas ements, out house pits, and line d a nd reusable  
garbage pits. 

 Sheet depos its: stratif ied deposits of domestic ref use spread horizontally across the  
landscape. 
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 Refuse deposits.  unstra tified de posits of domestic or industrial refus e randomly 
disposed of on the ground surface. 

 Landfills: areas set  aside by a town, long-ter m occupation site, or rural nei ghborhoods 
for indiscriminate dumping of refuse over long periods by multiple household groups. 

 Animal Husbandry: corrals, barns, fences, feeding areas, watering holes or troughs, salt 
licks, cattle guards, and pastures used in the raising of stock. 

 Linear corridors: foot paths, trails, wagon roads, railroad beds, or highways. Defined by 
a linear trac k, cut, or ra ised bed le ft expose d or containing a cover of oil, gravel, 
asphalt, wood, metal , concrete, wood ties  and ra ils, gravel ballast, or  crushed cinders.  
Sometimes supported by rock walls a nd containing ditches, concrete channels, brick or  
wood culverts to store or divert water from or under a roadbed. 

 Water-related features: linear water-conveyance structures, such as earth or gunite-lined 
ditches and canals, wood flumes, steel penstock pipelines, or siphons, concrete or wood 
culverts, and the like.  May also include reser voirs, dams of a ny design (small check-
dams, timber-crib dams, hydraulic or rubble-fill dams), pump houses, windmills, wells, 
piped water systems, and tank houses. 

 Infrastructure/Utilities: series of poles, trees, post holes, steel towers, or post-supporting 
rock piles used to hold electrical, telegr aph, or t elephone lines. Ofte n marked by the 
presence of ceramic or glass insulat ors.  Also includes sewer pipes (clay or m etal) and 
water lines (metal or wood),  

 Funerary: any site associ ated with human interment. May incl ude a single grave, s mall 
family plot, or well-recognized communal locations with multiple human interments. 

 Managed habitats: artif icial habitats created by hum ans, incl uding dome stic fr uit an d 
non-native trees, landsc aped areas, planned par ks, formal gardens, ve getable or flowe r 
gardens, orchards, vineyards, fence lines, and cleared areas. 

Depending on comple xity, these sit es may c ontain from one to five functionally di stinct 
types of artifact  assemblages (Table 3).  The  fi rst relates  to personal  use and i ncludes medicinal  
products, gr ooming ite ms, toys, cl othing and footwe ar, adornment, dr ug-related c ontainers and 
paraphernalia (alcohol , tobacco, opium).  Artifa cts related to child a nd infant care i s included in 
this category. 

Table 3. Typical Historical Artifact Assemblages by Site Type 
 

Site Type Personal Domestic Structural Activity Miscellaneous
Domestic 
Architecture 

  •   

Commercial/ 
Industrial 
Architecture 

  •   

Cooking 
Features 

 • •   

Industrial 
Features 

  • • • 

Waste    • • 
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Byproducts 
Refuse-filled 
features 

• • • • • 

Sheet deposits • • • • • 
Refuse deposits • • • • • 
Landfills • • • • • 
Animal 
husbandry 

  • • • 

Linear corridors • • • •  
Water-related 
features 

• • • •  

Infrastructure/ 
utilities 

• • • •  

Funerary •   •  
Managed 
habitats 

  • •  

A second c ategory of artifacts, a nd usually t he most prolif ic, ref lects domestic use.  
Domestic a ssemblages i nclude food-preparation a nd st orage ite ms ( dishes, cooking vessels a nd 
implements, food re mains, storage containers, and condiments), furnishings, interior l ighting and 
heating (adobe brick, til e, ga s lamps, wall  sconces), cleani ng and sani tation ite ms, and other  
household objects (irons, washboards, basins, laundry pins). 
 

Structural remains comprise the third functional assemblage.  Included in this ca tegory 
are both gross building materials (adobe brick, tile, lumber, brick, stone, etc.) and hardware (door 
knobs, latches, hinges, lock boxes). 

 
The Activity category includes an y item related to a  specific action th at is cons idered a 

sub-theme under this category.  Slate pieces, graphic pencils, scissors, pen nibs and similar items 
may all rep resent an ed ucational activity.  Blac ksmithing m ay be represented by slag, m etal, 
files, metal shavings or charcoal.  The activity category is flexible to allow for specific actions at 
individual sites. 

 
The final assemblage is labeled “Miscellaneous” and includes those fragments of artifacts 

that cannot be assigned to a spec ific functional assemblage.  Non-diagnostic fragm ents of glass, 
bits of m etal, ceram ic sherds, an d fragm ents of cloth or leather are candidates for the 
Miscellaneous category. 

 
Significant sites often contain a wide variety and quantity of artifacts from each category 

and a rang e of activity-related  material.   S ites th at are dom inated by only one functional 
classification with homogenous assem blages (i.e ., trash scatters where food cans m ake up 80  
percent or more of the total artifact assemblage) are usually less significant – that is, they contain 
less data potential – than those with a well-balanced functional representation. 

 
Along with the functional assem blages, the pr esence or absence of intact, subsurface  

cultural deposits can be a key indicator of site significance.  Subsurface deposits, especially those 
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with a clear histo rical association o n a site oc cupied for a short period of tim e, c an contain 
important associa tions o f features, a rtifacts, and dietary con stituents.  Subsurface deposits can  
occur in association with most of the site types described above, but are generally more likely to 
be found at sites with some level of habitation (see Table 3). 

As with prehistoric sites, the structurally complex sites with a wide  range of arti fact and 
feature inve ntories are  ofte n more  likely to me et the data requirement s for t he research issues  
discussed be low.  Pr operties with numerous site or features t ypes, a fu ll palette of  f unctionally 
ascribed artifacts, a strong thematic context, and features with a high subsurface potential represent 
the higher l evels of significa nce under Criterion 4 and, de pending on architectural  feature s and 
historical association, may also meet Criterion 1, 2, or  3.  Re searchers should be  cautioned,  
however, that historical  archaeological sites lose importance if they do not have a clear th ematic 
association. 
 
Demography 
 

The issue of  demographic patterning has long b een of concern to researchers working in 
California (cf. Costello 2001; P raetzellis a nd Praetzellis 1993; Prae tzellis, M. 1994).  
Demographic profiles have been  extended to the study of ranc hos, neighborhoods, towns, far ms 
and any places where people lived  together in a household.  De mographic studies attem pt to 
reconstruct household com position (including  ge nder), s ocial stratification, and  ethnicity.   
Understanding who lived in a household, where they  came from, and what they did for a living 
are key to interpreting consumer behavior and comparing sites to one another. 
 

Demographic interpretations are arrived at in a variety of ways.  Hardesty (1988) notes 
that estimates of population size  can be m ade based on house si zes and quantities and size of 
domestic refuse. Composition of households can be  grossly interpreted from  the archaeological 
record through identification of ar tifacts associated with age (i.e ., toys) or gender (i.e., corset 
hooks or stays, perfum e and cosm etic containe rs).  Dem ographic studies are useful for 
examining changes in h ousehold composition through time, growth of fam ilies, and care of th e 
elderly, to nam e a few (Hardesty 1988).  At ra nchos, demographic analysis lends itself to 
interpreting the re lationship betwe en Native Am erican a nd Californios, com position of the 
household, and other pertinent i ssues (Costello 2001).  Archaeolo gical deposits are useful for 
interpreting demography especially in the years between fed eral censuses and for those marginal 
sites where written records are sparse. 
 
Data Requirements 
  

Reconstructing dem ographics often is dependent  on solid historical research of written  
records.  Hom estead records and case files, state and f ederal censu s records (population, 
agricultural, and industr ial censuses), registers of voters, tax-assessment records and rolls, 
regional histories, and contem porary newspa per accounts all m ay contribute im portant 
demographic information regarding a hom estead, factory, town, or ca mp.  Company records are 
crucial elements in reco nstructing a work-cam p labor force in com pany-operated towns such as 
Olive.  These types of infor mation, supplem ented with oral interview data where available, 
provide a basis for interpreting sites through the behavior of the household members. 
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Archaeological remains associated with wom en, children, ethnic gr oups, bachelors, and 

the like also contribute to dem ographic studies. Of m ore importance in dem ographic estimation 
are definable living surfaces to es timate size of shelters,  associated trash scatters an d known o r 
postulated f unction of a site. T oys, cosm etic containers, fe minine-hygiene products, nursing 
implements, baby bottles, item s from women and children’s apparel, school-related item s, and 
the like all contribute to an understanding of household demography. 
 
Consumer Behavior 
 

The study of individual households and the re sponse of e ach to econom ic and social 
conditions of the tim e have been under investiga tion for over a decade.  A household is defined 
as a group of people living together (not necessa rily a fa mily) for domestic purposes and is a 
convenient unit of study (Beaudr y 1984:30; Praetzellis and Praetze llis 1985:94).  According to 
Deetz (1982:724), m ost aspects of household behavi or reflect that of the greater society.  In 
Deetz’s words, “we will probably never excav ate an  entire state, but tens of thousands of 
households await our attention” (1982:724). 
 

Hardesty (1980:71) notes that a household “is a visible assem blage of persons sharing a 
common life space in a specified m anner” whethe r related  to a single prospecto r, a com pany 
camp, attendants of a train depot or  way station, or a domestic farm household.  He suggests that 
the visibility of the household makes it a useful unit for study through both the documentary and 
the archaeological records, and that “transfo rmations brought about by household processes can 
be recognized, for example, by architectural modification s or other changes in patterns of 
material culture.”  Self-sufficiency, use of m anufactured products, gender issues, and 
occupational productivity can all be addressed at the household level, and studies of individual 
households can be combined to examine broader regional patterns. 
 

This approach has a num ber of proponents in historical archaeology (for example 
Beaudry 1984, 1986; B eaudry and Mrozowski 1987;  LeeDecker et al. 1987; Mrozowski 1984; 
Starbuck 1984).  Wilke and Rathje (1982:613, 618) wr ite that the "archaeology of the individual 
household is an essential building block in reconstr uction of past societies," and that the material 
culture seen in individual households reflects the demographic composition of those households.  
Some of the concepts relevant to household studies include household composition, life cycle (of 
the household itself, not the indivi duals living in it), income stra tegy, and status.  All of these 
topics influenced consum er be havior and need to be taken into account when interpreting 
material culture derived from a household. 
 

The organization of a household, whether resi dential, comm ercial, or industrial, is 
multifaceted and includes dem ographic composition, functional organization, and spatial layout.  
For exam ple, a rancho com pound m ay include a blacksm ithing stati on, cookhouse or living 
center, or a m ultitude of  additiona l f unctionally discrete areas plac ed across the  landscape.   
Refuse-disposal areas, wells, privy areas, orchards, animal-husbandry stations, or other use areas  
may represent households.  Exam ining the orga nization of a site, both dem ographically and 
spatially, is useful in delin eating historical patterns of behavior, technology, and personal 
preferences on a regional scale (Maniery and Baker 1996). 
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Subsistence is a basic unit of any occupation si te and is reflective of consum er choices.  

Generally, subsistence issues revolve around consumer preferences and availability of resources.  
Subsistence is also influenced by gender, for example, a bachelor living in a small cabin near his 
work site eats differently than a nuclear fam ily on a ranch where the w oman is responsible for 
the majority of the f ood preparation.  Subsiste nce also varies between, for instance,  a boarding 
house or hotel that employs one cook to prepare meals for a group, and sm all, loosely-organized 
community trading food-preparation duties, like a Chinese district. 
 

Consumer behavior and social and econom ic status also can be studied through the  
examination of refuse.  Refuse, quite sim ply, is garbage, and includes rem ains of food 
preparation and consumption, such as bottles an d cans, leftover food, seeds, bones, and broken 
and discarded household objects (dishe s, personal item s, etc.).  Refuse deposits associated with 
specific households can be studied  to answer questions about how  people lived, what they ate, 
how they spent their m oney, where they obtained their products; how (and to what degree) they 
were influenced by m arketing, social m ovements, or their bosses; what  m edicines they used; 
whether wom en or/and child ren were liv ing in the house; and a m ultitude of other questions .  
Faunal rem ains, in par ticular, a re crucial in reconstructing diet, eco nomic status, consum er 
preferences, social status, and in som e cases, ethnicity.  Studyi ng the cuts of m eat and their 
economic value, butchering m arks on bones, a nd percentages of m eat and poultry types 
represented in individual househol ds is an efficient way of in terpreting ethnicity, quality and 
quantity of the diet, econom ic status, and adequ acy of company-provided food.  Faunal rem ains 
also provide information on efforts to supplement domestic food sources with wild game. 
 
Data Requirements 
 

Data needed  to address the res earch issue of consumer behavior in households include 
archival information focused on individual sites, oral interviews with knowledgeable individuals 
or past residents of sites, and rem ains of material culture.  Product availability can be interpreted 
from store inventories, credit sheets, and newspaper ads.  Cour t records are invalu able sources 
for reconstr ucting prod uct availability due to  the detailed inventor ies of  businesses and  
households that accom panied labor-wage dispu tes, probate docum ents, or oth er leg al pap ers.  
Economic/status information from  documentary sources, documentary evidence of residents by 
area, their occupations and military ranking on bases, and length of occupation are also useful. 
 

Archaeological assem blages could  include f unctionally a nd tem porally iden tifiable 
archaeological features, interfaces , and artifacts,  faunal remains with b utchering marks, an d 
botanical rem ains.  Functionall y, artifacts related to personal use and health, dom estic use, 
structural rem ains, household activities, agriculture, education, animal husbandry, and 
miscellaneous functions contribute to an understanding of a house hold and of consum er 
behavior.  Materials required to address subsistence issues  include food-consumption and 
preparation items, such as cans, bottles, dishes, stove parts, and utensils.  Orchard remains, floral 
and faunal material, and remains of cooking areas also are useful in addressing dietary habits and 
food preferences. 
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Ethnicity/Ideological Subcultures 
 

Cultural heritage and gender-related choice s can also be exam ined through m aterial-
culture remains.  In some studies of areas with a high degree of  faunal preservation, distinctions 
between Chinese, African-Am erican, and Hispan ic households have been m ade by com paring 
the faunal record with historic al data on food pref erences (Praetzellis a nd Praetzellis 1993).  
Ethnic diversity may be evident in deposits associat ed with a variety of them es and could add to 
a reconstruction of the lifeways of the region’s inhabitants. 
 

For the past ten years there has been an e ffort among some researchers to examine ethnic 
use of  sites  in term s of  their cu ltural he ritage and tr aditions.  Rese arching tradition al f arming 
practices, cooking methods, and engineering devices through oral interviews, examination of on-
going methods used in the country of orig in for the household under study, and photographic 
documents all have provided new depths of unde rstanding of some features and identification of 
others. Before excavating or interpreting an histor ical site, research ing the ethnic heritage of its 
occupants is as commonplace as understanding the demographic make-up of the house. 

 
Material remains can demonstrate the relative influences of economic distinctions and the 

development of m ass production and world trade of m aterials. Artifact assem blages found in 
sealed deposits are literally time capsules, normally created over a short period. A study of these 
time capsules results in an understanding of what  was purchased and used in a household. These 
choices ar e af fected by prim ary age, gender  composition, incom e level, soc ial standing,  
education, family background, and personal beliefs. 
 

Recently, attention has  been gi ven to th e ex amination of i ndividual nineteen th-century 
households in light of the Victorian attitudes that  prevailed at the tim e. The values toted during 
the Victorian era ("piety, purity, subm issiveness, dom esticity in women [Welter 1966:152]; 
rectitude, thrift, sobriety, and hard work in men [Wiebe 1967:4]; self discipline, temperance, and 
respect for authority [ Mann 1982:210]; and steady work, punctualit y, and com pulsive behavior 
in general [Howe 1976:210]" as outlined in Praetz ellis et al. 1993:26), were  readily adopted by 
middle-class commercial and professional interests. Victorianism filtered down into the ar tifacts 
chosen by households, behavior  patterns, and sp ecific historical events and processes on m any 
levels, including household decorations, m unicipal work projects, and children’s toys.  In 
contrast, working-class consum er practices w ere distinctive, perhaps a for m of rebellion or 
resistance to the overbearing Victorian valu es of the m iddle-class (A. Praetzellis 1991; 
Praetzellis et al. 1993:26-27).  

 
The archaeological deposits a ssociated with m id-nineteenth-century households often 

contain m aterial that provides ev idence of  the  degre es of  par ticipation in o r reje ction of  the 
Victorian patterns of domestic behavior.  Artifacts associated with formal dining and socializing 
can offer evidence reg arding the increas ed impor tance of  these activ ities throug h tim e. The  
context of the influences of Victorian values on individual households in urban environm ents 
(Allen 2003, Praetzellis [ed.] 1994) has been a focus of study for the last two decades. 
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Along the sam e lines as Victor ianism, some archaeological s ites developed as one piece 
of a colony or organized group of sites centered around  a religious belief.  Morm on colonies 
have been researched in Nevada by Hardesty (1 988) and others.  Communities that developed as 
part of religious m ovements such as El Mode na with its Quaker background did occur in the 
project area and may also be distinct archaeologically. 

 
Data Requirements 
 

Archival r esearch, pa rticularly f ederal-census inf ormation, is usef ul in iden tifying 
ethnically-related s ites.  Extra polation of ethnic heritage is also possible by exam ining tax-
assessor plats and rolls and proj ecting ethnic affiliation from nomenclature of ownership.  While 
this technique works for property owners, it does not account for tenants or squatters.  
Homestead records, case studies, and newspaper accounts m ay also be used to assess ethnic 
affiliation o f sites.  Fo r som e site s, oral inte rviews are a  m ore practical way of  identif ying 
cultural traditions and their generational influence. 
 

Archaeological assem blage and features  pr ovide another way to identify ethn ic or 
ideological sites.  Som e cultures, such as Chin ese and Japanese, are eas ily identified through 
their porcelain plates, bowls and cups, and food- storage containers.  Their artifact assem blages 
are well known and docum ented and are distin ct from  t he surrounding non-Asian m aterial 
culture.  Food preferences  of Irishm en, African-Am ericans, Italians, Greeks, and Basques are 
documented in culinary studies, social histories,  and the like, and can be identified through a 
study of faunal and floral rem ains, if preservati on is adequate, and through structures, such as 
domed bread ovens. 
 

Pollen analysis has also been useful in reconstructing Victorian formal gardens.  Artifacts 
often attributed to Victorian ideology include decorative vases, china, and white im proved 
earthenware of many patterns, fancy centerp ieces and s erving dish es, highly stylized an d 
elaborately-decorated furnitu re handles, light sconces, clothing fasteners, personal-groom ing 
items, and parlor decorations (Hardesty 1988; Praetzellis 1991).  Other artifacts, such as 
temperance-league badges, may also be present and are indicative of Victorian ideology. 
 
Technology 
 

Currently, the historical-archaeological study of technology is in its infancy.  George 
Teague (1987) has been studying waste products from industry, such as slag, and has found that 
the waste can often provide inform ation on undoc umented technologies not available through 
historical research.  Unglik  (1984, 1990) and Council et al. ( 1982) have also exam ined and 
analyzed cast iron products and by-products recovered in archaeological contexts.  
 

While some activities are likely to have vi sible byproducts, carpentry and other activities 
associated with industrial sites are often le ss represented in the ar chaeological record.  
Carpenters usually owned personal tools and t ook them when they moved from job to job 
following the watersystem development, m ining, railroading, or any other activity that required 
construction of buildings for housing or industr y.  Som e c ompanies retained carpenters on a 
permanent basis; other, sm aller enterprises often hired free-lance workers for a shorter duration.  
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In general, carpenters were ec onomical and reused everything, leaving few byproducts of the 
woodworking industry associated with building (Praetzellis and Praetzellis 1993). 
 

Studying industrial processes associated with milling, blacksmithing, or other activities  
could provide data on undocum ented technologies or  could indicate ev idence of local 
innovations as opposed to use of standardized technologies.  Ex tensive reuse of equipm ent, 
artifacts, or sites may also be discerned through the archaeological record. 
 

Of m ore i mportance is the pot ential com parative inform ation obtainable through intact 
deposits from  industrial activities, particularly those asso ciated with the sm aller business 
enterprises.  There is little docum entation from mid-sized or sm all-scale, independently-owned 
flour mills, mines, and other industries.  Mos t of the knowledge comes from studies of historical 
photographs that often cannot provide detailed da ta on construction m ethods, work activities, or 
technology.  Of particular regi onal interest are studies of how accepted industry tech nology was 
adapted or redesigned in response to regional environm ental and procurem ent conditions, how 
technology changed through tim e as conditions im proved, and how poorly understood or 
documented processes are interpreted through a study of the archaeological record. 
 
Data Requirements 
 

Data requirements include documentary evidence of technological change or advances as 
found in company reco rds, com parative operations , and trade journ als.  In add ition, techn ical 
colleges, trade schools, and other educational facilities often ha ve historical books or studies 
documenting changes in their trade’s technology th rough time, including histories of m ines, and 
photographs or line drawings of equipment and operations.  
 

The study o f industrial processes is  often enha nced by con sulting with an expert in th e 
field.  “Old-tim ers” and retirees w ho have spen t their lives working in, or energy-generating 
facilities, or assessing claims, provide unique outlooks on site interpretation and are often crucial  
components in assessing site significance. 

 
Finally, artifact assem blages, includi ng waste-byproduct areas, foundations, abandoned 

equipment, and work-related tools, are im portant com ponents of technol ogical interpretation.  
Vertical and horizontal deposits, slag, coke, metal shavings, forges, milling equipment and other 
equipment are som e of  the archaeologic al re mains useful f or inter preting site s within a  
technological framework. 
 
Cultural Geography 
 

Archaeology offers an  ideal m eans of examining changing land use and spatial 
organization through tim e.  On a h ousehold level, exam ination of botanical debris is useful in 
identifying location and com position of backyard gardens.  On a wider scale, placem ent and 
layout of water system s, sewer and drainage system s, and tr ash-disposal areas in urban 
environments can be enhanced b y com bining the histo rical and archaeo logical record s.  
Archaeological remains can significantly add to the description and study of the evolving form al 
and inform al landscape and layout of hom esteads and towns through tim e. Identification and 
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study of architectural rem ains (building foundations, cellars) can be compar ed to the historical 
record to complement the study of design and layout. 
 

No m atter what the them e or setting, certain ar eas are set aside for specific purposes.  
Space is often arrang ed so that odorous or unpleasa nt activity areas are placed as far as possib le 
from the residential or occupied lots.  For example, the placement of privies is strategic and takes 
into consideration prevailing winds , distance from the house in wint er cold and storm s, privacy, 
and other issues.  Slaughterhouses and branding and castration stations are usually located on the 
outskirts of  town or away from  a  m ain ranc h com plex, again with consideration of wind, 
exposure, and vegetation screening.   Other areas, like gardens, are normally placed close to the 
house to allow easy access for care and harvesti ng and close proxim ity to the kitchen.  Root 
cellars, coolers, and smoke houses are also close to the house (Maniery et al. 2003). 
 

Design of space is also  im portant in situati ons with an in-place social hierarchy, like 
company-operated town.   In general, there is  a separation o f space between com pany owners, 
foremen, and workers.  This separation m ay be a physically e mpty area between housing, or a  
physical barrier such as a picket or split-ra il fence or vegetation screen.  W here topography 
permits, social hierarchy can also be seen in el evation; those belonging to the upper ranks of the  
social system live on top of the hill. 
 

Cultural geography studies are essential elem ents in examining landscapes associated 
with a particular activ ity.  A cultural landscap e associated  with a particu lar homestead, for 
example, may include a study of the layout of the farm stead, as well as its relationship and 
proximity to surrounding agricultural fields or or chards, related irrigati on features, roads that 
connect the farm to the outside world, gardens, orchards, or other features that are components of 
a whole. 

 
Data Requirements 
 

Data sets needed to address issues of cultural geography include intact structural remains 
(privies, w ells, foundations, walls, root cella rs); functionally and temporally discrete  
archaeological features; intact water,  sewer, and refuse-disposal systems; documentary evidence 
of town, camp, hom estead, or base layout and design; photographs; a nd botanical specim ens 
from intact archaeolog ical deposits.  Oral in terviews of ten iden tify s ubtle features of the 
landscape that are not evident archaeologically and are important for interpretive purposes. 
 
Adaptive Strategies 
 

For the past 20 years, researchers in Neva da and California have investigated the 
relationship between consumers and their environment.  Donald Hardesty (1980) has provided a 
list of  scien tific r esearch question s f or ranching  site s in Ne vada, f or ex ample, that takes into 
account the arid environm ent and people’s adapta tion to their surroundings .  Hardesty’s work 
examines the effects of a m anaged ecosystem created by ranchers on the natural environment; 
how droughts affected local adaptations and the responses of ranchers; the flexibility of ranchers 
to change from  dairy to sheep to beef cattle ranching, as need be, in response to local dem and 
and environmental conditions; and the differences  in technology and adaptive choice m ade by 
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long-term ranchers and short-term  hom esteaders, and whether that translated into successful 
ventures or abandonment (Hardesty 1982; Prazetzellis 1985).  Ross’ s studies of homesteading in 
Oregon note that successful operations are those that have learned to work with the environment; 
become self-reliant; and adapt to co nditions, resources, and water shor tages in inven tive ways.  
Costello (2001) notes that unders tanding the interaction between ranchos and the environment is 
an important research issue. 
 

Self-sufficiency refers to “a type of soci ety which may or may not be on the geographic 
frontier.  The people living in this  kind of social system, industry, area, or site are self-sufficient, 
isolated and independent; the area or industry undergoes permanent development; the population 
reproduces its own labor force (women and children are a key part of self-sufficient society); and 
society re lates c losely to and is heavily in fluenced by the environ ment.  Praetzellis and 
Praetzellis (1985) note that successful households often have been occupied over a long period of 
time by a single fam ily that had  the ability  to  “reinvent” them selves and diversify their  
occupation in response to changing economic  tim es, evolving consum er de mands, and  
environmental conditions (1985).  Self-sufficient hom esteads are usually successful ventures.  
Ranchos and farms are the best examples of self-sufficient enterprises within Orange. 
 
Data Requirements 
 

Several data sets are useful in addressi ng the above questions.  Evidence of water 
management (irrigation ditches) are im portant da ta se ts re garding env ironmental adapta tion.  
Resource adaptation on a ranchi ng site m ay be evidenced thr ough the clearing, defining, and 
improving of garden plots and pasture as seen  through fence-building, ro ck-clearing, and water-
importation.  Analysis of historic pollen and soil characteristics can also be used to reconstru ct 
adaptive strategies. 
 

Archaeological m aterial is critical in ex amining self-sufficiency iss ues.  A high  
percentage of canning jars, tools, p roducts adap ted for other uses, and  gender-related artifacts, 
may be indicators of a self-s ufficient household.  A wide va riety and large num ber of 
commercially available products, combined with a lack of hom e-preserved items, may indicate a 
more dependent household.  Chronologically sensit ive materials such as bottles, ceram ics with 
manufacturing m arks, and patented item s, are us eful in ascertain ing if self-sufficiency was 
motivated by economic downturns. 
 
 
 

ARCHAEOLOGICAL SENSITIVITY ASSESSMENT 
 
 

One goal of this document is to ide ntify areas likely to con tain archaeological sites that 
may meet legal significance under CEQA or m eet National Register criteria.  Legally significant 
sites ar e th ose tha t retain in tegrity, have quan tities and v ariety of  mater ial cultu ral rem ains 
(including artifacts, flora or faunal remains, physical features), and, in the case of historical sites, 
have a defined association with an identified household, ethnic group, ideological belief, or the 
like.  Areas  that m ay contain si tes are defined  from  enviro nmental characteristics, previous ly 
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identified locations of known sites, historic al docum ents, or oral testim ony.  Areas of 
archaeological sensitivity identified for Orange are depicted on m aps contained in Appendix A.  
It should be noted that these m aps are not m eant to be all inclusion.  In  reality, prehistoric or 
historical sites that m ay meet significance criteria can be found virtually anywhere within the 
City.  The m aps identify only areas m ost likely to contain intact and significant archaeological 
resources. 
 
Prehistoric Archaeological Sensitivity 
 

Archaeologists have long held the notion that the choice of sites for living and conducting 
tasks is governed by behavioral regularities.  T he essen tial idea is th at a proper knowledge of 
how choices of living sites are m ade should offer not only important archaeological insights, but  
also have the potential to m ake the m anagement of archaeological resou rces a m ore systematic 
process.  T his goal is of sufficient prom ise that the Bureau of Land Managem ent (BLM), for 
instance, sponsored the BLM Cultural Resource Predictive Modeling Project in 1983 (Judge and 
Sebastian 1988).  Archaeological  predicative models are base d upon the assertion that the 
geography and history of region have a direct (if not determining) influence upon the distribution 
and kinds of archaeological resources that can be identified in a region (c.f. Kohler 1988:19-59).   

 
Archaeological p redictive m odeling can fall in to two general classe s:  1 ) indu ctive, 

correlative models, and 2) deductive, truly predictive models.  Archaeological models in general 
tend to lean heavily upon the correlative m odel (Sebastian and Judge 1988:4-5).  S uch models 
look for, or expect, correlations between geogra phic, ecological and landscape features and the 
locations an d kinds of archaeolog ical resources.   They m ay also, especially for historical 
archaeological resou rces, argue correlations between known historical occupations and 
expectable types and locations of resources.  Geography and ecology are considered to affect site 
distribution through the occupants'  choices m ade with regard to environm ental factors.  Thes e 
include such locational traits  as its proxim ity to potable  water sources, topography and 
insolation, resource availability, game and subsistence plants, defensibility and others.   

 
An occupation site for instance must possess a reliable water s upply that is available 

during the tim e the site is being occupied.  The sole exception to this ru le might be f or small, 
short-term (overnight) camps made by people capa ble of carrying their ow n water.  Since water 
can be acqu ired f rom either inte rmittent sources such as sea sonal streams or perennial sou rces 
like rivers and springs, not all water source types are equally available for use throughout the 
year.  Thus the site use-period m ay reflect either  an extended period or a pattern of repeated 
seasonal use, or even a changing type of use th at is dependent upon seasonality of a critical 
resource like water. 

 
Insolation, the amount of sunlight a location receives, is a function of season, topography 

and tree cover.  It may be critical to site selection where more extreme climatic effects can affect 
the livability of a lo cation due to summ er heat or winter cold.  Topography is also of critical 
importance in other ways.  Shelter f rom the wi nd during storm s may be important.  A location 
may possess all the critical elem ents except sufficient level or near-level ground to locate a 
settlement but, lacking the suitable topogra phy, the location use m ay be  limited to how m any 
people could occupy it at any one time.   
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Resource availability is essential to a population that is dependent upon naturally 

occurring plants and anim als for subsistence, an d for the local production of tools and essential 
devices and structures of  daily living.  For societies depe ndent upon the natura l production of a 
landscape, the presence, density, and distribution of gam e ranges and stands of plants critical to 
subsistence can effect site location d ecisions.  Note here that "game ranges" inc lude deer herds,  
shellfish beds, off-shore fishing and whaling grounds, nesting sites, a nd seal and sea lion 
colonies.  A site loc ation choice will gene rally weigh many of  these aspects ag ainst su itable 
topography in order to select an optimal location for a camp or settlement.   

 
Not all s ite types will b e equally (or at all) affected by  every environmental factor that 

can influence site location.  A sp ecial-use location for instance will g ive much greater weight to 
the specialized site function th an to other fact ors.  A quarry or toolstone collection location 
choice is strictly determined by the presence of useable stone in some form.  Once the material is 
acquired, toolstone may be reduced quickly to useable pieces at the quarry and then transpo rted 
to a more habitable workshop/camp for further shaping. 

 
Social economy can also play an important ro le in site location, structure, and content 

(c.f. Binford 1980, 1981, 1982; Clarke 1978:84-148).  W ork such as that of  Binford (1980) and 
Bettinger (1 991:64-73) classifies "h unter-gatherer" societies acco rding to a sp ectrum ranging 
from foraging behavior to collecting or logistically based economies.  Binford (1980) argued that 
the degree of logistical planning  n ecessary to  ensure a hu nter-gatherer society' s survival from 
year to year was dependent to  a great degree upon the amount of  seasonal variability in the 
availability of critical resources and possibly the degree to which a society's spatial mobility was 
constrained by social and environmental factors.   

 
Foraging behavior at its m ost extreme would require little  planning and few specialized 

tools.  Because of m inimal seasonal effects on th e availability of food and water no significan t 
amount of food storage would be necessary.  Ca mps would tend to be simple and homogeneous, 
reflecting sim ilar functional needs and a m inimal need for internal spa tial organization.  This 
would result in a series of m ore or less undifferentiated sites with sim ilar content and a lim ited 
range of features.  Collector be havior comes about as a m eans of smoothing seasonal and social 
uncertainties in the supply of critical m aterial.  Binford (1980)  was able to show a trend of 
positive correlation b etween degree of latitud e, using "effective temperatu re" as  a proxy for 
latitude, and dependence upon collected food, and logistically supported activity.  Because of the 
requirements for stored materials and food, a logistically organized society should have a distinct 
archaeological signa ture with m ultiple kinds o f sites including special task and  m aterial 
acquisition sites, storage features, central occupation locations (villages) and probably numerous 
other functionally different locations. 

 
One of the observations m ade by Binford that  may be partially c ontradicted by current 

archaeological data is that of  a "curated" versus "expedien t" technology distinction drawn 
between Collectors and Foragers.  Observations made on sites in th e Central Valley suggest that 
while late p rehistoric villages fall in to his "col lector" economic strategy, lithic technology often 
reflects two m odes of tool produc tion and use.  High quality m aterials, often transported over 
significant distan ces, are used for for mal, de signed tools (projectile points and cerem onial 
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artifacts which are carefully made and demand quality material with fracture behavior that can be 
well controlled during m anufacture).  Expedient t ools are often of lower quality m aterial, often 
locally available, and seem to dom inate in th e manufacture and producti on spheres of the loca l 
economy.  In short, "collector" societies may elaborate technology rather than simply replace one 
with another. 

 
Potential prehistoric site types typical of "collector" societies include the following basic 

kinds:  villages – permanent or semi-permanent settlements, which often served as tribal centers; 
small occupation s ites – probably seasonally-used temporary camp sites used by sin gle families 
or small cooperative task groups; special use areas – these m ay include hunting blinds, yucca 
roasting pits, quarries, workshops, material extrac tion locations (e.g. areas where tree bark was 
collected or basketry materials obtained), hunting blinds, fishing locations and others. 

 
Historical processes tend to ha ve less visibly systematic effects.  "His torical" in th is use 

refers to the discrete, individual choices that determine which one of several equivalent locations 
is used.  In  a landscap e where m ore than one  location may of fer m uch the sam e livab ility, 
individual c hoices abou t where to establish a settlement or locate a specia l use site will 
determine the precise geographic distribution of sites and such choices may effect site location in 
a manner that is not sub ject to predictive an alysis.  In historically settled  areas social influences  
such as conflicts between settlem ents and railro ads may be direc tly responsible for the location 
of railroad stations, the route a railroad follo ws and the towns by-passed during the construction 
of the railroad.  It can be hypot hesized that functionally sim ilar processes operated in the 
prehistoric past as well.  These kinds of effects are not amenable to landscape analyses.   
 
Sensitivity Assessment 
 

Figure 2 shows areas of inferred archaeo logical sensitivity.   The mapped areas were 
delineated based upon the distribution of known si tes and review of hist orical and ethnographic 
information presented in the discussion of pr operty types in the fore going research design.  
Empirical information on desirable geographic properties of site locat ions was also used to inf er 
areas of potential sensitivity where developm ent has already obscured the original, natural 
landscape.  The map delineates sensitive areas for the following land forms:   
 

• Stream margins: these are prim arily the m argins of Santiago Creek and the Santa Ana 
River.  Sm all tribu tary stream s to Santiago Creek m ay also be considered potentially 
sensitive.  Map _ i ndicates these areas for the curr ent study area only.  Additional 
archaeologically sensitive areas will be present in the broader Orange Planning Area and 
Area of Influence.  Villages and secondary occupations are going to  be most common in 
these areas. 

 
• Valley edges, knolls, and canyon mouths: these areas are prim arily located along the  

margins of Santiago Creek Canyon.   Additional areas of potential an d proven sens itivity 
are present along the boundary between the City  of Orange and Villa an d Orange parks.   
Village, Secondary Occupation, and Special Use property types have been mapped along 
the m argins of Santiago Creek Canyon.  Secondary Occupation sites have also been 
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mapped at the boundary between Orange and  Villa park s and Orang e looking  s outh 
across the coastal plain addition.  

 
• Knoll, ridge and saddle topography  has also been used prehistorically for villages and 

secondary occupation sites.  Trails m ay have  been established through som e of these 
areas to reduce travel between the coasta l plain and Santiago Creek Canyon.  There is 
also a quarry m apped in the Orange Park – Peters Canyon vicinity  and other resource 
extraction sites are possible.   

 
Beside thes e areas, wh ich are kno wn to con tain p rehistoric resou rces, the re is som e 

potential for additional resources to be found within the developed area of the city.  Such 
resources may have been concea led during the process of deve lopment, or possibly buried 
prehistorically as the alluvial plain of Ora nge was developing.  The only practical m eans of 
dealing with such resources is to have individuals responsible for subsurface work remain alert to 
the potential for unexpected and potentially important discoveries. 
 
Historic Archaeology Sensitivity 
 

Specific his toric features we re m apped based on historical m aps and records.  Known 
sites, such as historic ad obe sites, were plo tted as features on the predictive m aps.  A careful 
study of O range prim ary m aps dating from  th e m id-nineteenth centu ry and well into the 
twentieth century was conducted and data were used to identify ar eas with a high probability of 
containing subsurface deposits or features th at could contribute to a greater understanding of the  
city’s historical developm ent.  Features that co ntain arch aeological potential were plotted to 
include areas with poten tial associated subsurfa ce deposits (e.g., outhouse pit near residential  
housing).  Most predicted feat ure locations are not visibl e on the ground today and were 
extrapolated based on historic maps data compared to streets and creeks currently present in the 
City of Orange.  Becau se pin-po inting exact locations are not positive without ex cavation, a 
buffer was placed around each predicted prehistoric and historic location to allow for a margin of 
error when plotting from historic maps to modern maps.   
 

Once potential areas were identified , projected site locations were compared with known 
land dis turbance ac tivities, such as f illing wetl ands, grading , road im provement projects, and  
subdivision development.  Many of the sites were then eliminated from the m ap, as they were 
most likely obliterated through cut and fill work.   
 

The value of a site varies based on the availability of historical records, knowledge 
regarding a specific period in time, and the data potential contained in deposits that could address 
ongoing research questions and dom ains.  Generall y, historic archaeological  features have the 
potential to provide im portant information regarding Orange’s social, econom ic, industrial and 
physical history.  Data re trieved from intact hist oric features m ay also be useful in addressing 
ongoing research topics in ethni c history, agricultural adaptati on, self-sufficiency, cultural 
geography, and industrial technology. 
 

The contributions of archaeology to the history of the City of  Orange are greatest for the 
early periods of use when records are often sketchy and disposal pa tterns are most beneficial to  
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archaeological data collection.  After 1900, the historic record can often be constructed through a 
combination of archival research, oral histories and records, and the contributions of archaeology 
to understanding this period of colonization and social developm ent lessens considerably.  In 
addition, refuse disposal and sanitation practices  underwent major changes in the early twentieth 
century, decreasing  th e likelihood o f discrete subsurface deposits asso ciated with a particu lar 
house or activity.  Given these lim itations in th e value of the archaeol ogical record, identified 
potential historic features prim arily date prior to 1910.  The follo wing text discusses potentially 
sensitive areas by the development eras discussed in the historical context.  Figure 2 in Appendix 
A complements the text. 
 
Colonization (Spanish/Mexican Period) 
 

The City of Orange encompasses several locations that were originally settled during the 
early period.  The earliest, the Juan Grija lva Adobe, was construc ted around 1801 and likely 
abandoned by 1810; it was apparently in ruins as early as 1830 (Briga ndi 1997; Marsh 1994).  
This recognized adobe site includes the house s ite, associated water conveyance ditches, and a 
work area used after the adobe was abandoned by the Yorbas in their hide-and-tallow trade.   
  
 By the 1810s Grijalva’s re latives, the Yorba  and Pera lta had established individual 
headquarters for their rancho; Yorba at Olive a nd Peralta to the east in the hills.  Yorba’s 
compound was covered with silt during severa l flooding episodes and was abandoned by 1840.  
One of the adobes at this site and associated refuse deposits were discovered by archaeologists in 
1992, attesting to the research valu e still present at the location, despite the flooding.  Peralta’s 
compound, as depicted on an 1868 m ap, cont ained numerous adobes occupied by fa mily 
members (Reynolds 1868).  Another relative, Fran cisco Rodriguez, established a household with 
several adobes a few miles south of Yorba’s, near today’s Collins Avenue and Main Street, while 
yet another settled to the west near the river.   
 

By the time Reynolds surveyed the Rancho Sa ntiago de Santa Ana in 1868, several other 
settlers had developed households, likely using adobe bricks for construction.  These are 
depicted in Appendix A, Figure 2 as “Early American Settlement.” 
 

Archaeological r emains dating f rom this tim e period would likely be significant under 
CEQA, i f they retain in tegrity, primarily because of their early age and because of the relativ e 
rarity of  sites assoc iated with th is ear ly pe riod of California’s history.  Refuse deposits, 
architectural features, remnants of i rrigation system s, gardens, hide-and-tallow f acilities, vats,  
and other features could be pr esent.  These types  of featur es, with associated artifact 
assemblages, could be used to address res earch questions related to de mography, cultural 
geography, adaptive strategies, t echnology, and ethnic diversity.  Na tive American village sites 
associated with the ranchos would be exceptionally important for researchers. 
 
Early Settlement 
 

Early settlement focused on towns and outlying farms.  The towns in Orange, such as Old 
Towne, El Modena, Olive and McPherson, were rural in nature, as compared to San Francisco or 
other larger port cities.  Each town within the study area developed under a different set of 
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circumstances, providing an excellent opportunity for comparative research.  Olive, for example, 
was a company-formulated town.  Quakers initially settled El Modena.  Orange grew in response 
to the land boom  and was not aff iliated with an ideo logical or ethnic group.  Farm s developed 
independently in the countryside surrounding the towns, yet were linked to the comm ercial 
centers by the need for goods, public institutions , such as schools and churches, and communal 
halls. 
 

Comparative studies of depos its associated with differe nt neighborhoods, comm ercial 
ventures, or public institutions are extremely important in recreating the lives of  all members of 
the town.  Sewer and public utilities were not in stalled until 1911 and after.  Even then, it was a  
slow process, starting in the core of the towns and extending outward in all directions.  The use 
of privies and outside trash dispos al areas prior to th e installation of public utilities could hav e 
resulted in the conservation of  each business; or household’ s garbage, lending itself to 
interpretation by archaeologists. 
 

The commercial districts and neighborhoods associ ated with the pre-1915 cores of Olive, 
El Modena,  McPherson  and Orang e lik ely con tain deposits that have hi gh potential to yield 
information on consumer behavior, adaptive strategies, demographic composition of households, 
technology, and other research is sues.  In general,  the m ost sensitive areas would be located in  
the backyards or sideyards of houses and businesse s established in the nineteenth and very early 
twentieth centuries.  Privies were usually placed  along the alley, as far away from  the house or  
business as possible.   S heet refuse deposits often began right out side the back door.  Many of 
these early deposits are now covered with one or more feet of soil, effectively sealing them from 
everyday disturbance.  These backyard areas within the  cores of  the histor ic towns are  
considered sensitive areas with high archaeological potential. 
 

Along with the town development came the establishment of small farms.  Early maps of 
Orange show that as land was subdivided, fa rmhouses were built al ong m ajor thoroughfares, 
such as Tus tin , Glas sow, Collins and Meats.  Numerous houses dating between circa 1880 and  
1920 have been recorded as part of  City Heritage Surveys along these,  and other, str eets.  It is 
likely that each farm house originally had one or more privies that were filled, aban doned and 
forgotten with the advent of septic and sewe r system s.  There is a high probability of  
encountering these hollow-fill features under the ground in the backyards of these farm houses. 
 
 While some farm houses are still eviden t, m any more have been destroyed by 
development.  Vacant lo ts along the major streets may contain buried foundation rem ains, sheet 
refuse or hollow-fill features.  Intact features with adequ ate quantities, variety and integrity of  
material can be used to address the research issues outlined above and may meet CEQA criteria. 
 
Immigrant and Ethnic Diversity 
 

Orange, from its very beginnings, was a m elting pot of cultures and ideologies.  The 
Californios brought cultural traditions from  Spain and Mexico, hired Native Am erican vaqueros 
and followed a fairly rigid econom ic and social separation system.  By the m id-1870s a Chinese 
washhouse was present in Orange; by the 1890s th e Chinese settlement was moved south nearer 
Santiago Creek.  El Modena wa s settled by Germ ans wi th st rong Quaker ideology.  These 
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immigrants established neighborhoods and comm ercial districts that served both the town and 
the fellow immigrants who settled on the outlying farm s.  Finall y, a long tradition of Hispanic 
laborers in Orange led  to the  development of several barrios.  Some of these ba rrios were no t 
hooked up to city utility servi ces until the 19 60s, increas ing the lik elihood of encountering 
abandoned privies in backyards in these areas. 
 

Many of theses groups are not well-docum ented in the written record  and archaeological 
features and refuse are esse ntial in reconstructing life wa y and household dem ographics.  
Deposits le nd them selves to addre ssing the r esearch issues  outlined ab ove, as well as others.  
Areas of  high sensitiv ity include lots associated with eth nic or ideological grou ps that m ay 
contain backyard privies or trash deposits, sheet reuse or other features .  These m ay be found 
both in the towns and in the outlying farms. 
 
Industry 
 

Orange has the potential to contain deposits asso ciated with a wide range of industries in 
the city.  Re mnants of the orig inal flour m ills at Olive m ay be present.  Packing houses  
associated with citrus producti on, tallow processing areas from  rancho days, and coal m ines 
along Santiago Creek are all examples of nineteenth century industry that may have left physical 
footprints.  Blacksm ith shops or stations, both  on far ms and in tow ns, represent additional 
industrial use of the city present before 1910 that could be identified archaeologically. 
 

Deposits m ay inclu de waste prod ucts f rom work areas  (slag ), hollow-f ill f eatures, 
foundations, refuse deposits and associated privie s.  Areas with high potential include lots 
associated with industries as identified on Sanborn Fire Insurance maps, city directories, or other 
documents or maps. 
 
Twentieth Century Settlement 
 

Generally, subdivisions and tract s that developed after 1915 were built with sewer and 
utility services, negating the need for privies, backyard trash pits and other features that result in 
archaeological deposits.  As  a result, these neighborhoods , businesses and commercial 
enterprises are unlikely to cont ain significan t archeo logical depo sits associated with the 
twentieth century development.  There are several exceptions to this general statement, however.  
First, subdivisions m ay be constructed on site s of previous developm ent, either destroying 
deposits from the past use or sealin g them unde r fill or new buildings.  For exam ple, the 1920s 
packing house near Lincoln and Olive in Olive w as built on top of buried adobe ruins associated 
with Old Santa Ana.   
 

The second exception are squatters’ cam ps or illegal camp sites that commonly occurred 
during the Great Depression of th e 1930s.  Brigandi (1997) notes that a Depression-era camp 
developed along Santiago Creek during the 1930s.  Deposits associated with this campsite would 
be im portant in addressing adap tive strategies, consum er behavi or during this hard econom ic 
time, and demographics. 
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CONCLUSION 

 
 

The City of Orange has a rich  cultural heritage stretching back perhaps as far as 15,000 
years.  From  the si mplest prehistoric beginn ings through the heyday of the Spanish/Mexican 
period into the expansive 20 th century growth, each period left a physical stam p on the land.  As  
the City con tinues to gr ow the archaeological remnants of the pa st are i ncreasingly threatened 
and preservation has become a priority as the City moves forward into the 21st century. 
 
 Archaeology provides an opportunity for the public to connect with the past.  Interpreting 
prehistoric m illing stations and o ther s ites, al lowing public observ ations or p articipation in  
archaeological excavatio ns and artif act processi ng and curating or displaying collections in 
public places help foster an appr eciation of the past.  More popular outreach  programs, such as 
web pages, booklets relaying results of digs, s hort video docum entaries, or school visits can 
create a positive preservation experience. 
 
 The purpose of this document, prepared in conjuction with the development of the City’s 
General Plan, is to establish the potential cultural resource base within the City within a cultu ral 
context of the preh istoric and  histo ric past.   Native Am erican sites an d concerns are also an  
important aspect of Orange’s cultural history.  Native American consultation and participation in 
prehistoric site studies should be an integrated part of the City’s preservation efforts. 
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City of Orange Historic Context Statement 
 
 
Introduction and Methodology 
 
This historic context statement for the City of Orange (hereinafter “city” or “Orange”) is a 
synthesis of existing documentation and new research.  The city currently contains two historic 
districts listed on the National Register of Historic Places (National Register) – The Plaza 
Historic District (Plaza District, listed in 1982) and the Old Towne Orange Historic District (Old 
Towne National Register District, listed in 1997).  The City also contains a locally designated 
Old Towne district (Old Towne Local District or Old Towne, established in 1981 and described in 
the current City Historic Preservation Element).  Each of these three districts has different 
boundaries and histories, or historic context statements.  The following updated historic context 
statement for Old Towne and selected areas outside of Old Towne combines these histories, in 
addition to other histories compiled by the City and the Orange Public Library, as well as original 
historic research performed by Chattel Architecture, Planning & Preservation, Inc. (Chattel 
Architecture) and its archaeological sub-consultant, PAR Environmental Services, Inc. (PAR).  
Chattel Architecture conducted research at the Orange Public Library, the Orange County 
Archives, the UCLA Air Photo Archives, the Fairchild Aerial Photo Collection at Whittier College, 
and the Los Angeles Public Library.  Additional general historical information comes from Phil 
Brigandi’s Orange: The City ‘Round the Plaza, and information on the Cypress Street Barrio 
comes from the Shades of Orange event held in Orange on June 4, 2005 and interviews with 
members of the Orange Barrio Historical Society. 
 
Additional research performed by Chattel Architecture includes the following places and times: 
 

• Old Towne in general from approximately 1930 (around the time that the previous 
historic contexts end) to approximately 1970 (through the period of construction of the 
current city civic center) 

• Packing houses constructed along the railroad tracks in Old Towne in the late 19th and 
early 20th centuries 

• Cypress Street Barrio, an area in and around the northwest quadrant of Old Towne, 
dating to the 1890s (separate context statement provided in Appendix A) 

• El Modena, located approximately three miles east of Old Towne, dating to the late 
1880s (separate context statement provided in Appendix B) 

• Eichler suburban tract homes in the Fairhaven, Fairmeadow, and Fairhills tracts north 
and east of Old Towne, constructed from the late 1950s to mid-1960s (separate context 
statement provided in Appendix C) 

 
In addition to the research conducted by Chattel Architecture, PAR collected focused 
information on past land use in order to prepare a report documenting prehistoric and historic 
archaeological sensitivity projections in Orange.  This report, “Research Design and Sensitivity 
Assessment for the City of Orange, Orange County, California,” is a separate document.  PAR 
used a combination of materials collected by Chattel Architecture, information on historical sites 
gathered at the South Central Coastal Information Center at California State University, 
Fullerton, and City records.  PAR’s focused research at the City included an examination of plat 
books and subdivision records, perusal of sanitation records to ascertain when the city began 
sewer and garbage disposal services to residents, and street improvement records.  PAR also 
examined historic maps on file at the City of San Jose Public Library (Sanborn Fire Insurance 
Maps), and at the California State Library (Government Publications and California History 
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Room sections), and Sacramento land grant records filed at the United States Bureau of Land 
Management.  
 
This new information compiled by Chattel Architecture and PAR has been merged with previous 
histories in order to create a consistent reference on the history and archaeology of Orange, for 
use in informing an update of the current Historic Preservation Element – now known as 
Cultural Resources Element.  Citations have only been included for information from original 
research. 
 
The following major themes in Orange history have been identified (themes related to 
prehistoric and historic archaeology are discussed separately in the PAR report): Colonization, 
Early Settlement, Industry, Immigration and Ethnic Diversity, Interwar Development, and 
Postwar Development.  Within these themes, places of particular interest include Old Towne, El 
Modena, Cypress Street Barrio, and three Eichler tracts; physical developments of particular 
interest include the railroad, packing houses, private homes, and civic buildings; and social 
developments of particular interest include labor issues and segregation.  Areas of prehistoric 
archaeological interest include occupation and settlement sites, while historic archaeology is 
represented in urban and rural locales that were occupied before circa 1911, when the first 
sewer system was installed in the City and garbage disposal began, blocks or outlying areas 
associated with particular poorly-documented cultural heritage groups (such as Chinese or 
Mexican-Americans), or unique industry or commercial-related enterprises (rail yards).  Detailed 
information about prehistoric and historic archaeological history and resources can be found in 
the accompanying PAR report. 
 
Sections are organized by general context areas and time period, with specific themes covered 
under each context area.  Generally, each section is followed by descriptions of extant 
architectural and archaeological evidence related to each context.   
 
Colonization (circa 1800 – 1870) 
 
The first landholder in the Orange area was Juan Pablo Grijalva, a retired Spanish soldier.  His 
land extended from the Santa Ana River and the foothills above Villa Park to the ocean at 
Newport Beach. Grijalva built an adobe ranch house on what is now Hoyt Hill.  Grijalva was 
given permission by the Spanish government in 1801 to occupy Arroyo de Santiago, near what 
became known as Olive.  Grijalva and his son-in-law, Jose Antonio Yorba, began a cattle ranch 
and irrigation ditches carrying water from the Santa Ana River that were reportedly in place by 
around 1810.  These early ditches created the basis for future irrigation canal systems.  After 
Grijalva’s death, Yorba and his nephew, Juan Pablo Peralta, eventually received title to the 
Santiago de Santa Ana land grant of 1810, a total of 78,941 acres.  The rancho’s headquarters 
site was occupied by Yorba.  His sons, Tomas and Teodocio, moved to the site in the 1820s 
and inherited the land after Yorba’s death in 1824.  They apparently lived there through the 
1840s and up to the 1860s, when they were finally forced to leave this specific site due to 
flooding.1   
 
After California became a state in 1848 as part of the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, one 
member of the extended Rancho family – Leonardo Cota – borrowed money from Abel Stearns, 
the largest landowner in Southern California, putting up his share of the rancho as collateral.  
When Cota defaulted in 1866, Stearns filed a lawsuit in Los Angeles Superior Court to demand 
                                                 
1 Archaeological Advisory Group.  Historical and Archaeological Assessment of Old Santa Ana: The 
Packing House Site, Olive, Unincorporated Orange County (1992), 1. 



 

City of Orange Historic Context Statement 
Chattel Architecture, Planning & Preservation, Inc. 

4
 

a partition of the land, so that Stearns could claim Cota’s section.  Consequently, the rancho 
was divided into 1,000 units parceled out to the heirs and to the claimants in the lawsuit. 
 
Very little above-ground evidence remains from this early period of colonization of the Orange 
area, although any areas identified as related to the colonization period may yield 
archaeological evidence from this time.  A total of 33 adobes are thought to have been present 
on three ranchos within the City.  Today the northwest corner of the intersection of Lincoln 
Avenue and Orange-Olive Road in Olive is known as the site of the Rancho Santiago de Santa 
Ana headquarters.  Past excavations in this area revealed a site characterized by the remains of 
two adobes, including wall remnants, tile floors and associated artifacts.  A proximate plaque 
marks the spot at the corner of Hewes and Santiago Canyon Road of the Grijalva Adobe Site.  
This site included at least one adobe and some associated outbuildings.  Francisco Rodriquez’s 
property, generally bound by present day Main Street, Walnut Street, the Atchison Topeka 
Railroad and Collins Avenue, also contained adobes and is associated with this early period. 
 
Early Settlement (circa 1870 – 1920) 
 
Old Towne 
 
When the Rancho Santiago de Santa Ana was subdivided in the late 1860s, a Los Angeles 
lawyer, Alfred B. Chapman, represented several parties in the partition suit.  He took about four 
thousand acres as payment for his fees.  From this acreage, farm lots, ranging in size from ten 
to forty acres, were first surveyed in the fall of 1870 and divided in 1871, under the supervision 
of lawyer William T. Glassell.  Eight lots in the center of newly subdivided blocks of land were 
set aside for use as a public square, now known as Plaza Square, or simply “the Plaza.”  This 
square was bounded by Walnut Street (now named Maple Avenue) to the north, Grape Street 
(now called Grand Street) to the east, Almond Street to the south, and Lemon Street to the 
west.  The two main streets, which intersected at the public square, were named Chapman 
Avenue (running east-west) and Glassell Street (north-south).   
 
Like most Southern California communities, Orange was strongly affected by the Great Boom of 
the 1880s, when new settlers flocked to the state.  The cross-country expansion of the railroad 
system and its inexpensive fares made the balmy climate in southern California even more 
attractive and accessible to Americans nationwide.  New settlers arrived in Orange via the 
Santa Fe Railroad (later called the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe), which entered the city about 
four blocks west of the Plaza (currently the site of Depot Park/Veteran’s Park) in August 1887.  
According to one source,  

…touched off by the railroad rate war, the boom of the 80s was built largely on 
speculation.  Landowners subdivided their ranches to sell individual lots, which were 
often bought by speculators.  In and around Orange, dozens of new subdivisions and 
four new townsites were laid out in 1886-1887.  Promotional literature was sent out 
across the country extolling the virtues of Orange and its environs.  Orange did its best 
to appear attractive, progressive, and promising to prospective buyers.”2   

Transportation between neighboring communities was provided by two horse-drawn streetcar 
systems:  the Orange, McPherson & Modena and the Santa Ana, Orange & Tustin lines.   
 

                                                 
2 White, L., R. White, and D. Van Horn.  A Cultural Resources Assessment of the Proposed City of 
Orange Main Library Expansion Project, Orange County, California (Archaeological Associates, Sun City, 
California, 2002), 15 (Armor 1911:32). 
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By the late 1870s and early 1880s, the population of Orange was large enough to support the 
construction of civic buildings and gathering places such as churches, schools, and public 
parks.  As the population grew, new parcels were added by subdividing tracts surrounding the 
original town site.  These additions and town streets were commonly named after the owner or 
resident hometowns, such as Palmyra and Batavia, New York.  The town of Orange was 
incorporated on April 6, 1888, as a sixth class city within Los Angeles County (the following 
year, Orange County separated from Los Angeles County).  At the time of incorporation, Orange 
was about three square miles, with 600 people who predominantly lived on small family ranches 
surrounding the town.  Although most residents lived on working farms, some homes, generally 
for the town doctors, lawyers, and merchants, were built on the small lots surrounding the Plaza.   
 
Major construction in Orange lay dormant in the aftermath of the great boom for over ten years.  
With the new century came growth in the town’s citrus industry and an increase in economic 
prosperity.  The Plaza soon became the commercial and social hub of Orange and the principal 
banks, newspapers, stores and public institutions of Orange were built on its edges along 
Chapman and Glassell Avenues.  Radiating out from the Plaza and commercial center, 
residential development increased to house the growing population. 
 
Many commercial, residential, civic, and religious buildings from Orange’s early settlement 
years remain today, in addition to the extant Plaza Square, developed in the 1880s.  Early brick 
commercial buildings in the Plaza area include the C.M. Woodruff store (1885), D.C. Pixley 
store (1886), and Wells Fargo (originally Bank of Orange) building (1886).  Early homes were 
built in the Queen Anne style, characterized by a vertical emphasis with simple, jigsawn 
ornamentation, particularly around the porch, windows and entry.  Closer to World War I, 
residential styles evolved to include Classical Revival and Arts & Crafts homes.  Extant religious 
buildings include the First Baptist Church (1893), St. John’s Lutheran Church (1914), and Trinity 
Episcopal Church (1908).  Later buildings in the Plaza Square area include Watson’s Drug 
Store (1900), the former First National Bank (1928), and the W.O. Hart Post Office (1926).   
 
Orange’s early settlers, commercial enterprises and public facilities had no modern-day waste 
disposal facilities.  Typically, outdoor sanitation facilities (privies or outhouses) were placed 
within private property at the rear of the properties, close to alleys.  Household trash (discarded 
bottles and dishes, food remains, and broken items) was often disposed of by spreading across 
the back or side yards and then covering with dirt (creating horizontal layers of discarded 
refuse) or by digging pits to hold garbage and then covering with dirt.  As outhouses were 
abandoned they were often filled in with discarded household debris, creating sealed deposits.  
These nineteenth century refuse deposits often contain information on household 
demographics, cultural heritage traditions, economic status and other research topics that are 
not available through written documentation.  In Orange, deposits associated with early 
Hispanic communities, Chinese settlers, German immigrants, religious organizations and other 
heritage or belief groups have the potential to provide glimpses of the daily lives of Orange’s 
early settlers.  
 
El Modena 
 
Paralleling the early settlement of Old Towne Orange was the establishment of another town 
located approximately three miles to the east.  The area would eventually become known as El 
Modena, an early Quaker establishment that evolved into a Mexican-American barrio.  In the 
1880s, after extending Chapman Avenue east, developers created streets in the area, including 
Center Street, just north of and parallel to Chapman Avenue, and the north-south streets of 
Esplanade and Alameda (later Hewes Street).  San Francisco millionaire and philanthropist 
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David Hewes3 became one of the primary developers in the area when he bought hundreds of 
acres of property around 1885, settled into a new home he named Anapauma (“place of rest”), 
and began a large citrus ranch.4  Much of the early population of El Modena arrived en masse 
when a group of Quakers who were members of a congregation called the Society of Friends 
migrated to the El Modena area in the early 1880s. 5  By 1886, there were 400 people, along 
with 18 homes.6  The new town enjoyed a brief building boom in 1887 and 1888.  In December 
1887, the Friends completed construction of a meeting house, commonly called the Friends 
Church, at Chapman Avenue and Earlham Street.  In January 1888, the Orange, McPherson 
and Modena railroad (actually a horse-powered streetcar) opened.7  A number of hotels, 
schools, stores, and residences were constructed during this period, until the boom collapsed in 
1889, and the population dropped. 
 
El Modena survived through the boom and established itself as a fruit growing area.  Ranchers 
planted apricots, walnuts, lemons and several varieties of orange trees.  In 1898, David Hewes’ 
ranch and fruit packing company set agricultural records8  and by the early 1900s, real estate 
developers in the area promoted El Modena as the “Pasadena of Orange County,” focusing on 
its mild climate and rich capacity for farming.  Hewes continued to invest his capital in El 
Modena, creating a public park near the town center.  In 1905, Hewes Park, designed by Robert 
G. Fraser, designer of the famous Busch Gardens in Pasadena, opened to residents of El 
Modena at the corner of Esplanade Avenue and La Veta Avenue9 (the park served the 
community until the 1940s, when it was sold to private interests).  
 
A number of relatively unaltered, small, wood-framed bungalows are scattered throughout the 
neighborhood, including an eight-building bungalow court on Hewes Street at Montgomery 
Place.  Friends Church, the anchor of the original settlement of El Modena, still exists on 
Chapman Avenue at Earlham Street, although it has been converted into a restaurant.  The 
footprint of Hewes Park remains at the intersection of La Veta Avenue and Esplanade Street, 
although the park has since been sold off into private lots.  Small expanses of unaltered open 
space still exist to the south and east of El Modena, although almost all of the former agricultural 
areas have been developed. 
 
As with Old Towne, there is the potential of a rich historical archaeological record associated 
with the community of El Modena.  The deposits are most likely to occur in the back and side 
yards of the original parcels.  Deposits associated with Quakers can provide artifacts and other 

                                                 
3 David Hewes (1822-1950) was known primarily for providing the “golden spike” for the ceremony that 
commemorated the final east-west connection of newly-laid transcontinental railroad tracks, in what was 
then Utah Territory (“David Hewes Left His Mark” http://www.foothillcommunities.org/history/David-
Hews.html). 
4 City of Orange Public Library Local History Collection (http://localhistory.cityoforage.org). 
5 Early residents included the families of Abel, Cyrus, and William Frazier (1883, from Indiana), W. 
Burnett, and Louisa Frazier (1884, from Lawrence, Kansas).  Other early community members included 
Lloyd and Mahlon Stubbs, Henry O. Way, Curtis Way, and William P. Brown (Patterson, Mrs. Wright A.  
“History of Friends Church in El Modena is Interesting Narrative” (Orange Daily News, 28 November 
1949). 
6 Meadows np. 
7 Meadows, np.  The horses are said to have ridden a platform on their way downhill from the more 
elevated El Modena (City of Orange historic context statement, np), much like the “gravity mule car” in 
Ontario, on Euclid Avenue.   
8 The ranch harvested 100 acres of prunes and processed 1,000 barrels of olives (City of Orange historic 
context statement). 
9 City of Orange Library Local History Collection. 
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organic material useful in interpreting the influence of religious beliefs on material culture, the 
everyday practice of a religious philosophy, status, the role of women and children in the 
household, and other topics not always addressed in the written record. 
 
Agriculture and Industry (circa 1880 – 1950) 
 
The original town site of Orange consisted of the current Plaza Historic District area and was 
surrounded by outlying farms and ranch land under cultivation.  Dry farming consisted of grain 
crops, including wheat, rye, barley, and oats.  In 1871, the A. B. Chapman Canal began bringing 
water from the Santa Ana River to the town site, with ranchers digging lateral ditches to their 
farms.  In 1873, settlers also began to develop wells, tapping into a water table only 18 feet 
below ground.10  Irrigation added raisin grapes and corn to the area’s agricultural production.  
Water became a critical element to the ongoing prosperity of the region.  In 1873, Chapman and 
Glassell reorganized the Chapman Canal with the Semi-Tropic Water Company, managed by a 
local rancher.  Under the new management, the canal was extended to Santa Ana.  When 1877 
proved to be a drought year, local ranchers bought out the company and created the Santa Ana 
Valley Irrigation Company (SAVI). 
 
As a cooperative water venture, SAVI was vital to the agricultural development of the arid 
Southern California region.  SAVI’s control of water rights and its extensive systems of canals 
was essential to the development of the agriculture industry in Orange and surrounding 
communities.  Beginning in the 1880s, the transcontinental railroad system granted growers in 
Orange County access to markets across the nation.  The introduction of reliable irrigation and 
transportation systems was accompanied by a surge in agricultural production and productivity 
in Orange County.  This is particularly true in Orange where from 1880 to 1950 citrus and other 
agricultural industries were the predominant factors influencing the economic, political and 
cultural development of the city.   
 
Citrus did not become the area’s predominant agricultural product until the early 1890s, after an 
earlier grape crop failed, and other fruits and nuts were harvested in the 1880s.  Other early 
industries in Orange included rope and wire manufacturing, a cotton mill, and a lumber 
company.  But by 1893, citrus had become so dominant that the Orange County Fruit Exchange 
(now known as Sunkist) was organized and incorporated.  The headquarters for this agricultural 
cooperative was constructed at the northeast corner of Glassell Street and Almond Avenue.  
The location of the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe rail line three blocks from the center of the 
Orange business district provided opportunities for the development of industrial facilities for the 
receipt, packing and shipping of locally raised agricultural products.  This arrangement led to the 
construction of several fruit packing houses in the late 19th century.  These facilities were quickly 
inundated, shipping approximately 350 train-carloads of oranges yearly, in addition to lemons, 
walnuts, dried fruit, potatoes, peanuts, grapes, and cabbage.   
 
The packing houses in Orange were so busy during the 1920s that several packed more fruit 
than any other facilities in California.  With the growth of the citrus industry, there was a demand 
for more workers in the area.  In addition to the farm managers, there was a need for field 
workers, irrigators, packing house workers, and truckers. In turn, more workers in the area 
brought a need for more stores, shops, and goods. This trend brought about a rise in the 
merchant class, which further increased the demand for housing. 

                                                 
10 Dolan, C., Gustafson, A., Gregory, C., and J. Underwood.  Draft Cultural Resources Survey for the 
Chapman University Specific Plan Amendment, City of Orange, Orange County, California. (EDAW, Inc., 
Irvine, California, 2003), 9. 
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Labor Issues 
 
The speed of citrus production waned during the Great Depression, and from 1933 and 1935 
unemployment in Orange County reached 15 percent.11  By the 1930s the pickers began to 
organize; the largest agricultural union was the Confederation of Mexican Farm Workers’ and 
Laborers’ Union or CUCOM (El Confederacion de Uniones de Campesinos y Obreros 
Mexicanos) created in 1933.  Shortly before the 1936 Valencia orange picking season in an 
effort to rally support for union demands, Celso Medina, an El Modena resident and chief 
organizer for CUCOM, held meetings all around Orange County.  On June 11, 1936, after the 
growers refused to meet with union representatives, the largest strike in the history of the citrus 
industry began, as nearly 3,000 pickers across Orange County walked out during the height of 
Valencia season.12  The strike did not end until July 27, 1936, when the Mexican Counsel in Los 
Angeles helped negotiate a settlement.  In the wake of the strike, growers changed their 
employment practices and started hiring outside picking crews, including Asian immigrants, 
eventually leading to a system of seasonal employment for Mexican nationals. 13   
 
During the 1950s, with the “Quick Decline” disease14 affecting the orange orchards and strong 
demand for developable real estate, the once-powerful role of the citrus industry began to 
diminish, making way for the postwar construction boom.  The infrastructure created for the 
citrus industry, however, vastly facilitated Orange’s rapid suburbanization.  Packing houses in 
Orange accommodated the changes brought by postwar subdivision development and the loss 
of orchards by packaging fruit from around the state, and shipping as far as Asia.  By the late 
1990s, however, the citrus packing industry had steadily moved out of Orange County.  One of 
the last operating packing houses in Orange County, the Villa Park Orchards Association, will 
soon close. 
 
Three historic packing house complexes survive within Old Towne.  The oldest existing packing 
house is the former Red Fox Orchards packing house, built in 1909, a Pueblo Revival, wood 
frame building at 128 South Cypress Street.  The Villa Park Orchard’s Association Packing 
House complex, built in 1919, is located at 350 North Cypress Street.  This former Santiago 
Orange Growers Association (SOGA) packing plant was built to take advantage of the Santa Fe 
Railway on the west side and the Pacific Electric on the east.  The Villa Park Orchards 
Association’s offices are located one block north of the packing house at 544 North Cypress 
Street in a building that was formerly the segregated Cypress Street School, built in 1931 to 
educate the Mexican and Mexican-American children of Cypress Barrio and El Modena.  
S.A.V.I.’s 1931 headquarters are located at 154 North Glassell Street.  Another building of 
agricultural importance is the Orange County Fruit Exchange, or Sunkist Building, located at 195 
South Glassell Street.  From the late 1920s through the 40s, the Orange Mutual Citrus 
Association operated a packing house on West Almond Avenue where it crosses the Atchison, 
Topeka and Santa Fe tracks.  In later years, the Orange Cooperative Citrus Association 
occupied the building; it currently belongs to St. Vincent de Paul. 
 

                                                 
11 Brigandi, Phil, City ‘Round the Plaza, (Encinitas, CA:  Heritage Media Corporation, 1997), p.105. 
12 Brigandi 100. 
13 Brigandi 100-104. 
14 The Citrus Tristeza Virus, more commonly referred to in the United States as the “Quick Decline,” was 
first discovered in California in 1939.  The virus is transmitted via grafting, propagation and citrus aphids.  
This virus has a worldwide distribution and results in reduced crops and loss of trees. 
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Numerous other industrial buildings remain throughout Orange, concentrated around the 
railroad tracks running north-south parallel to Cypress Street.  In 1927, the Western Cordage 
Company, a rope manufacturer established in 1923, moved into what had been the Richland 
Walnut Association Building.  In 1928, the California Wire Company (renamed the Anaconda 
Wire Company in 1930) built a complex of industrial buildings adjacent to the rail line between 
Palm Avenue and Maple Avenue.  The buildings feature industrial steel windows and skylights 
to light the interior work areas.  In 1914 the Orange Contracting and Milling Company built their 
yard and mill on Lemon Street.  The false front industrial building consists of a wood frame 
sheathed with corrugated sheet metal panels.  Another false front industrial building within the 
district is the structure at 145 North Lemon Street that features pressed metal panels on the wall 
of the street façade. 
 
Residential construction associated with industry in Orange centered on bungalows, which 
became popular affordable alternatives to the larger Craftsman homes in Orange as the citrus 
industry grew, and workers needed housing.  Imitating the Craftsman homes in styling and 
character, these homes were decidedly smaller, usually one story, and could be constructed for 
a lesser price.  Storekeepers, bakers, contractors, packing house operators, teachers, 
carpenters, and laborers occupied many of the bungalows that remain throughout Old Towne. 
 
Archaeological deposits associated with warehouses, ditches, and workers camps are 
potentially present at any nineteenth and early-twentieth packing house location within the City.   
As with residential areas, industrial work sites had outhouses, waste disposal areas and 
residential areas established for workers.  Oftentimes, large organizations employed on-site 
blacksmiths to maintain freight wagons, shoe stock, and fix machinery and tools.  Analysis of 
functional use areas can aid in reconstructions of nineteenth-century technology, industrial 
design and layout, and technological changes, innovations or modifications made at individual 
company sites.  Household debris discarded at workers’ camps allow for a comparison of the 
economical and social status of foremen, managers, owners, and laborers (as interpreted 
through the material culture), division of labor camps based on cultural heritage, comparisons of 
conditions at camps owned by different companies, and other research topics relevant to 
enriching the known history and interpretation of Orange’s important agricultural and industrial 
development. 
 
Immigration and Ethnic Diversity (circa 1910-1980) 
 
Two international events had a significant impact on El Modena and Orange in the 1910s: the 
Mexican Revolution and World War I.15  Beginning around 1910, many Mexican families came 
to the US, seeking refuge from the chaos sparked by the Mexican Revolution.  Due to its 
vicinity, Southern California was a popular destination for these wartime refugees.  When the 
US entered World War I in 1917, men across the country were drafted into the war effort, and El 
Modena and Orange were no exceptions.  As a result, the fruit harvesting workforce dwindled, 
providing job opportunities for hundreds of Mexicans who had been migrating to the area.  Many 
Mexicans had started work for ranchers and farmers, and soon they started their own 
businesses and purchased land.16  The increased demand for workers and the influx of 
Mexicans during the Mexican Revolution supported two vibrant communities: the Cypress Street 
Barrio and El Modena. 
 

                                                 
15 Climaco, Clare.  “Familiar Faces,” Orange County News, 2 October 1997: A1; Meadows np. 
16 Evans 57; Meadows np. 
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Cypress Street Barrio 
 
Mexican citrus workers had settled on Cypress Street beginning in 1893 when a packing house 
was built on the 300 block of North Cypress to facilitate shipping using the nearby Atchison, 
Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad.  The approximate boundaries of the Cypress Street Barrio are 
Rose Avenue to the north, Glassell Street to the east, Almond Street to the south and the 
railroad tracks to the west. 
 
Between 1918 and 1924, Mexican labor became indispensable to the citrus industry throughout 
California.  For growers, having an easily accessible, stable, and housed workforce assured a 
lessened chance of labor problems.17  Initially, Mexican families in the Cypress Street Barrio 
lived in older homes that were moved onto the low-lying properties near the railroads.  As the 
area developed, homes ranged from a small tenement area called “La Vecinidad” to Queen 
Anne, Classical Revival, and Arts and Crafts homes and bungalows.  Residents of the Cypress 
Street Barrio remained a tight-knit group throughout the history of the neighborhood.  Many of 
the new residents arrived from the central plateau of Mexico:  the states of Jalisco, Michoacan, 
and Zacatecas, in particular, and many were related to each other, as their families came north 
from the same villages, particularly the village of Santa Maria de Enmedio of Jalisco. 18  Some 
families have lived in the Cypress Barrio for more than four generations.19  
 
Among many Cypress Street Barrio families, husbands picked and hauled, children picked, and 
women washed, graded, and packed the fruit.  As citrus work in Orange was seasonal (six 
months out of the year), Cypress Barrio residents would migrate to work in other areas in the 
late fall and winter.  To support this population, Cypress Barrio’s small businesses included 
grocery stores, bakeries, tortillerias, restaurants, bathhouses, automobile shops, barbershops, 
and pool halls.  The Friendly Center, Inc., one of the oldest non-profit family resource centers in 
Southern California, offered “Americanization” courses, homemaking classes, health clinics, and 
childcare services to Cypress Barrio residents.  In addition, the popular jamaicas, or church 
street fairs, were held in front of the Friendly Center during the late 1940s.  Although much of 
the Cypress Street Barrio was residential for many years, in 1946 the City of Orange instituted 
new zoning laws that designated much of the area for light industrial use.  Because of this 
zoning, residents could not qualify for permits to rebuild or remodel their homes.20  This zoning 
led to further deterioration of the housing stock, and many houses were eventually condemned 
and torn down.  
 
The Cypress Street Barrio still retains some of its original early 20th-century character in the 
form of small bungalows, commercial buildings, and packing houses.  The Mission Revival style 
Friendly Center, Inc. building was built at 424 North Cypress in 1922; the original structure has 
been remodeled for commercial and residential use.  Among the long-standing businesses 
along North Cypress Street were the Cayatano “Pete” Cruz grocery store (440 North Cypress), 
Filiberto Paredes/Simon Luna/Emilia Luna’s grocery store (418 North Cypress) and Pete’s Pool 
Hall (405 North Cypress).  Luna’s grocery store at 418 North Cypress operated for over six 
decades in the community.   
 

                                                 
17 Gonzales, Gilbert G., “The Mexican Has Played the Role of. . . Atlas,”   in the Journal of Orange County 
Studies 3/4, Fall 1989/Spring 1990, p. 24. 
18 Orange Unified School District, “Cypress Street Retrospective,” video. 
19 Wheeler, Mary Lou, “Survey of Cypress Street and Adjacent Areas.” Unpublished manuscript, 
California State University at Fullerton, 1973.  See also the “Cypress Street Retrospective” video. 
20 Wheeler, “Enforced Relocation,” np. 
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According to City sanitation records, sewer lines were installed in the streets and into parcels 
within the general area of the Cypress Barrio between 1911 and 1914.  While the City provided 
the pipes necessary for individual hook ups into the systems, it was up to the landowner to 
install flushing toilets and sinks, and some residents continued to use outhouses for many years 
after the main sewer line was installed.  As outhouses were abandoned they were filled with 
discarded household debris, creating intact deposits that provide glimpses into the daily lives of 
the inhabitants.  These potential deposits are most likely to occur at the rear of individual 
parcels within private property near alleys.  Food refuse and kitchen garbage may have been 
discarded in back and side yards and could also be present within the barrio.  These deposits 
have the potential to offer an insight into dietary preferences, economic and social status within 
the barrio, maintenance of traditional cultural heritage, individual and household religious 
practices, and other topics.  
 
El Modena 
 
Although the Quaker presence in El Modena continued, by the 1920s the town began to take on 
a distinctly Mexican character, developing its own small Mexican neighborhoods.  These sub-
communities included El Pirripe, north of Chapman Avenue and named after an area bakery; 
Hollywood, south of Chapman Avenue; and La Paloma in the hills [south of Palmyra Avenue].21  
As in the Cypress Street Barrio, many Mexican-American El Modena families worked in packing 
houses and orchards in the nearby neighborhoods of Villa Park, Placentia, and Orange.22  
Groves and groves of orange, lemon, avocado, and eucalyptus trees surrounded El Modena,23 
making the town feel like a “vacuum,” isolated from the surrounding world.24  Early housing in 
the area consisted of small, poorly constructed shacks, often rented for $7-$10 per month, that 
made for cramped, quickly deteriorating conditions.25  Later, some of the Mexican-American 
farmworkers in El Modena moved into small bungalows, modeled after the somewhat larger 
contractor-built types located in downtown Orange 
 
Today, some of the small bungalows from this period exist in largely modified forms, typically 
with clapboard siding, gabled roofs, and small entry porches.  The most significant commercial 
building from this period is “La Morenita,” a market that still exists on the corner of Washington 
Avenue and Earlham Street.  Around 1929, the Moreno family, one of the oldest families in El 
Modena, constructed the small western false-front building.   
 
Archaeological deposits and their potential importance would be similar to those anticipated 
within the Cypress barrio.  
 
Segregation 
 
Isolation and segregation from white residents of Orange were unfortunate facets of life for the 
residents of El Modena and the Cypress Street Barrio, extending to many popular recreational 
activities:  swimming, baseball and softball, and movies.  For example, Mexican-American 

                                                 
21 Chin, Jit Fong.  “El Modena Pride” Orange City News, 23 January 2003. 
22 Tierre np;  Pepper, Ann.  “El Modena reunion to recall gentle era,” The Orange County Register, 19 
September 1995, B1. 
23 Former El Modena resident videotaped in “Remembrances of El Modena, 50/100th Celebration,” City of 
Orange. 
24 Pepper B1. 
25 Gonzalez, Gilbert.  Labor and Community: Mexican Citrus Worker Villages in a Southern California 
County, 1900-1950 (Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1994) excerpted in Brigandi 101. 
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children could only use the local public pool (Plunge) on Mondays because it was drained on 
Monday night;26 Mexican-Americans were also restricted from playing ball in public parks.  
Segregation impacted Mexican-Americans most, however, in terms of schooling.  In El Modena, 
after the Roosevelt Elementary School was constructed in 1923, the local school district began 
enrolling Anglo27 students in the new school, reserving the older Lincoln Elementary for 
Mexican-Americans.28  In the Cypress Street Barrio, the old Lemon Street School educated both 
Mexican and Anglo children, but in separate buildings.  Mexican and Mexican-American 
students were instructed in “La Caballeriza” (“The Barn”), a two-room wooden schoolhouse 
behind the Lemon Street School. 29  When the Lemon Street School was condemned in the late 
1920s, the Cypress Street School was built for Mexican and Mexican-American children in 
1931, using scrap lumber from the Lemon Street School.30    
 
In the 1940s, Mexican-Americans in Orange County rallied in protest of school segregation. In 
Westminster, a town about 15 miles east of El Modena, Gonzalo Mendez, a successful tenant 
farmer, along with a group of Mexican-American World War II Veterans, filed a lawsuit in federal 
court challenging school segregation in four Orange County school districts.31  The 1945 suit, 
filed on behalf of 5,000 Mexican-American children in the area32 with help from the League of 
United Latin American Citizens (LULAC),33 sought a court injunction that would order integration 
of schools in the Westminster, Santa Ana, Garden Grove and El Modena school districts.  
Federal District Judge Paul McCormick34 ruled in favor of Mendez, asserting that segregation 
“foster[s] antagonisms in the children and suggest[s] inferiority among them where none 
exists.”35  The decision was quickly appealed, and the case moved to the 9th Circuit Court of 
Appeals in San Francisco.  Recognizing the possibility of the case reaching the Supreme Court 
and yielding results on a national scale, several minority groups came out in support of Mendez, 
penning amicus curiae or “friend of the court” briefs.  Authors of these briefs included Thurgood 
Marshall for the National Association for the Advancement of Colored People (NAACP), 
American Jewish Congress, American Civil Liberties Union, National Lawyers Guild, Japanese-
American Citizens League, and California Attorney General Robert W. Kenny.36  The briefs 
strengthened Mendez’s case, and on April 14, 1947, the court ruled that “school districts could 
not segregate on the basis of national origin.”37  In the wake of Mendez, California Governor 
                                                 
26 Gobbel, Marge and JD. Oral interview by Christopher Arriola, 15 August 1991. Stanford Library, Special 
Collection, Box 3, Folder 2. 
27 The term “Anglo” here refers to White, or Caucasian.  In some sources “Anglo” may refer to non-
Hispanic people.  Roosevelt School often included Anglos, in addition to light-skinned Mexican-Americans 
and Asians. 
28 “El Modena Notes,” Orange Daily News, 19 March, 1923. Stanford Library, Special Collection, Box 2, 
Folder 2.  Note that all references to the Stanford Library Special Collection are from 
http://www.mendezvwestminster.com/_wsn/page2.html. 
29 “La Caballeriza” was located where Chapman University’s garage currently stands. (source:  “Cypress 
Street Retrospective”) 
30 Villa Parks Orchards Association remodeled Cypress Street School to serve as the association’s office 
space in 1981. 
31 Arriola, Christopher J.  “A Landmark Little Noted – Until Today,” Los Angeles Times, 14 April 14 1997. 
32 Lozano, Mimi, editor.  “Somos Primos: Dedicated to Hispanic Heritage and Diversity Issues” (October 
2002, www.somosprimos.com/spoct02.htm) 
33 Cooke, W. Henry. “The Segregation of Mexican-American School Children in Southern California,” 
School and Society, Volume 67, Number 1745, (Claremont (Calif.) Graduate School, 5 June 1948). 
34 Arriola (La Raza) 185. 
35 Brigandi 104. 
36 McWilliams, Carey.  “Is Your Name Gonzalez?” The Nation 164:302-4, 15 March 1947, 302; Butler, Bill. 
“El Modena ruling changed school segregation policy” Orange City News, 27 June 1984. 
37 Arriola (Los Angeles Times). 
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Earl Warren – who would go on to write the decision in Brown v. Board of Education in 1954 as 
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court – pushed the state legislature to repeal laws segregating 
Asian and Native American schoolchildren.38  The case also affected El Modena’s ethnic 
makeup.  As integration slowly commenced, many disgruntled Anglo families moved away, 
settling in newly drawn school districts that were often “re”-segregated.39 
 
Very little physical evidence remains from this chapter of Orange’s history.  The most prominent 
example is the formerly segregated Cypress Street School at 544 North Cypress Street, which 
today serves as office space for the Villa Park Orchards Association.  Both the Lincoln and 
Roosevelt Elementary schools were demolished in the 1960s, and a shopping center now exists 
at the corner of Chapman Avenue and Hewes Street.  The Colonial Theatre, located at 138 
South Glassell Street, which was one of the few movie houses in Orange County where 
attendees of all races could sit side-by-side, still exists in a highly modified form. 
 
Given the relatively late time period of this chapter, it is unlikely that significant archaeological 
deposits remain.  However, some residents within the Cypress Barrio and El Modena did not 
have indoor plumbing until the 1960s.  The use of outhouses over a long period of time often 
results in the abandonment and construction of new outhouses within a parcel over time.  This 
could have resulted in the filling of old abandoned privies with household trash with the potential 
to address research topics discussed above under Cypress Barrio. 
 
World War II and Postwar History 
 
Throughout World War II and the postwar period, Mexican-Americans found work in fields 
previously closed to them, including jobs in construction, manufacturing, and defense work.  
Cypress Street Barrio resident Santiago Ramirez became Secretary-Treasurer of the 
International Hod Carriers’, Building and Common Laborers’ Union of America in 1946; nearly 
50% of all men in the barrio found jobs in the construction industry.40  In addition, several men 
from the Cypress Street Barrio enlisted for military service during World War II.  Growers in 
Orange County found themselves with a shortage of labor and supported the widespread use of 
temporary contract workers: Filipinos, German prisoners-of-war, wartime refugees, Jamaicans 
and Navajos were hired throughout these periods to fill the void.  By 1946, 80% of Orange 
County’s picking force was comprised of Mexican nationals through the bracero program.41  
Two bracero camps were built on North Cypress Street in the 1940s.  One was built to house 
German POWs.  Both camps are no longer extant. 
 
With the diminishing role of the Cypress Street Barrio families in the citrus industry, burgeoning 
wartime and postwar industrialization with increased job opportunities for Mexican Americans, 
and the rapid suburbanization of Orange and other surrounding cities of Orange County, the 
Cypress Street Barrio gradually became a blue-collar barrio.   
 
The Friendly Center instituted an innovative plan for affordable housing in the Cypress Street 
Barrio by replacing housing in “La Vecinidad” with triplex units.  Internationally renowned artist 

                                                 
38 Arriola (Los Angeles Times). 
39 Arriola (La Raza) 200-201. 
40 Paul Guzman, interview, 4 June 2005, “Shades of Orange” 
41 Between 1942 and 1964, 5 million Mexican nationals participated in this program established by a 
bilateral agreement between the United States and Mexico to address the labor shortage brought on by 
World War II.  The workers were commonly known as braceros because they worked with their brazos, or 
arms (Gonzalez, Journal of Orange County Studies, 19-27). 
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Emigdio Vasquez’ mural, “Proletariado de Aztlan” adorns the southern walls of one of the 
relocated triplex units on North Cypress Street; it was completed in 1980.  The Friendly Center 
also constructed an 8-unit Housing and Urban Development (HUD) apartment building to the 
east of Cypress Street on Lemon Street in 1972.   
 
By this period the majority of the City was hooked up to the public sewer system and provided 
with garbage disposal services; hollow-filled features, such as privies, are rarely found.  
Archaeological deposits associated with this time period are usually considered not significant 
unless they represent a cultural group with little available written documentation.   
 
Interwar Development (circa 1920 – 1941) 
 
As the citrus economy continued to flourish into the 1920s, the demand for housing grew and 
residential styles once again changed.  In place of the California-oriented Craftsman houses 
came European-influenced Tudor, Provincial, Mediterranean, and Norman Revival styles.  
These were the style preferences that World War I soldiers brought home with them.  Having 
seen the country houses while doing battle in Europe, they instructed local contractors to build 
in the European manner.  The Mediterranean Revival style was by far the most popular in 
Orange, and those that remain exist primarily on the outskirts of the Old Towne boundaries.  
Ranch and Minimal Traditional style homes were built on infill lots around Orange beginning in 
the 1930s.  The Minimal Traditional style was developed to assuage the difficulties of 
construction during the Great Depression. Houses built in this style are boxy with flat wall 
surfaces and little ornamentation or other detailing; they often feature simplified features of 
Tudor and Colonial Revival styles from earlier decades. Architect Cliff May popularized the 
Ranch style evocative of early adobe houses built during California’s early Spanish and Mexican 
periods.  Ranch homes became the most predominant type of housing built in the United States 
between the 1930s and 1960s. 
 
The City of Orange was hardest hit by the Depression between 1931 and 1935 when citrus 
prices fell.  “Between 1933 and 1935 unemployment in Orange County ran as high as 15 
percent of the work force, and even at the height of the citrus season it never fell below 9 
percent.”42  Even during the citrus season, many citrus farmers were forced to take on other 
work, such as in packing plants, to pay for irrigation of their orchards. 
 
In addition to many extant homes in the Old Towne area, a number of Works Progress 
Administration (WPA) projects were built in Orange during this period.  The State Emergency 
Relief Agency (SERA) and the Works Progress Administration (WPA) sponsored the 
construction of several structures, including the Bandshell and Bath House/Plunge in Hart Park 
(1933-1935), the downtown post office at Chapman Avenue and Lemon Street (1934-35), a new 
fire station at 153 South Olive Street, a $45,000 stadium at Orange Union High School (1935), 
and new bridges on both the Santa Ana River and Santiago Creek.   
 
New developments and existing urban areas of the City continued to tie into the City’s ever-
expanding sewer system during this time period, eliminating the potential for hollow-filled 
significant archaeological deposits associated with individual households.  Rural areas, 
however, relied on outhouses or septic systems and were often responsible for disposal of their 
own household trash.  Deposits associated with the farmhouses, small scale orange growers, 
and agricultural enterprises have the potential to allow interpretation of individual farm and 
household response to the depression, adaptations in diet and material culture in light of 
                                                 
42  Brigandi, 105. 
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reduced economic status, changes in farm technology or equipment in light of the depression, 
and other relevant topics related to interpreting this era of Orange history. 
 
Postwar Development (circa 1945 – 1975) 
 
World War II had brought prosperity to southern California’s economy and ended the ravages 
caused by the Great Depression, which devastated fruit prices.  Military personnel, facing 
housing shortages in other areas, moved into the area.  After World War II, returning soldiers 
and a massive influx of new residents to the state changed the face of California forever.  
Orange, located centrally in the Los Angeles basin, was no exception, its remaining open and 
agricultural space attracting developers of bedroom communities.  This trend has continued in 
subsequent decades.43 
 
Orange’s explosive suburban residential growth began in 1953 and peaked in 1962 when 
thousands of acres of land were sold for development.  Many WWII servicemen who trained 
with the 30th Field Artillery Battalion (stationed in Orange) returned to the city to raise their 
families.  New housing tracts also housed aerospace workers and their families.  Between 1950 
and 1960, the local population swelled from 10,000 to 26,000 as former orchards were torn out 
and replaced with subdivisions of single family homes.44  By the 1950s, many ranchers readily 
sold their acreage: orange orchards succumbed to the “Quick Decline” disease and 
concurrently, the demand for real estate for housing construction soared.  Most of the larger 
tracts (50 – 100 homes) were built by outside developers, though there were a few local 
developers who worked on a smaller scale.  One of the more notable developers working in 
Orange during this period was Joseph Eichler, who built three tracts to the north and east of Old 
Towne.  These Eichler developments brought distinct elegance, originality, and modern design 
principles to suburban homes.   
 
Eichler Homes 
 
Between 1949 and 1974, Joseph Eichler built about 11,000 homes in California, including 575 in 
Southern California and 350 in Orange.  Once a successful butter and egg wholesaler in New 
York, Eichler drew inspiration from his time renting Frank Lloyd Wright’s Bazett House in the 
Hillsborough neighborhood of San Francisco.  Wright’s Usonian building principles – which 
included integration with the natural landscape, the use of indigenous materials, and an 
aesthetic to appeal to the “common man” – gave Eichler ideas for his own suburban tract 
housing.  After building two relatively mundane developments in 1949, he founded Eichler 
Homes, Inc. and dove into the postwar suburbanization and California modern architecture 
movements.  3,000 miles from William Levitt’s cookie-cutter, “Cape Cod”-style cottages, Eichler 
hired a series of progressive architecture firms – including Anshen & Allen, Jones & Emmons, 
and Claude Oakland Associates – to design innovative, modern, and affordable homes for 
California’s middle-class consumers.  For over two decades, Eichler Homes would utilize 
streamlined production methods, specialized construction materials, an innovative marketing 
campaign, and one of the first non-discriminatory suburban housing policies in the country to 
change the shape of California’s suburbs. 
 

                                                 
43 Padon, Beth.  Cultural Resource Review for Groundwater Replenishment System Program EIR/Tier 
1/EIS, Orange County Water District and County Sanitation Districts of Orange County (Prepared for P & 
D Consultants, Inc., Orange, California; Prepared by Discovery Works, Inc., Irvine, California, 1998), 19. 
44 Dolan et al. 12. 
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In October of 1959, Eichler broke ground on the Fairhaven development in southeast Orange.45  
This 133 home, 28-acre, $3.5 million tract came as part of a larger suburban housing boom in 
the city, and at the time was one of the largest tracts ever built in Orange.  Fairhaven homes 
employed designs by Eichler’s stable of architects:  Quincy Jones, Frederick Emmons, Claude 
Oakland, and Anshen & Allen.  The homes, which were variations of a few general models, 
included an entry court or atrium, sliding glass doors, floor-to-ceiling glass walls, and floor plans 
that separated living and sleeping areas.  The Fairhaven brochure featured an “architect’s 
checklist,” for those interested in learning more about the added benefits of architect-designed 
homes in tract housing.  The brochure went on to regale consumers with a bright view of life in 
Orange, and in Eichlers.  Fairhaven home prices began at $25,950,46 and many area residents 
fell in love at first sight.  Over 8,000 people viewed the new homes as part of the February 6, 
1960 grand opening.  According to one Los Angeles Times columnist, “…for an old Southlander, 
long-accustomed to cloistered desert architecture, the Eichler home [in Fairhaven] was a 
strange apparition, opening our stucco-weary eyes to a new kind of glassed-in living…Curiosity 
propelled us through the front door, which led us right back to open air; the rest was 
automatic.”47 
 
Through 1961, Eichler built Fairhills in East Orange, and the property opened in January of 
1962 at $26,950 per home. 48  The tract featured very similar homes, many of which were 
designed by Anshen & Allen.  The final tract, Fairmeadow, the largest of the three, opened in 
north Orange near the end of 1964.  The Fairmeadow brochure boasted of the tract’s proximity 
to an elementary and recently completed junior high school, in addition to many amenities 
similar to Fairhaven. 
 
Generally, members of each of the three developments got along well, as neighbors ate dinner 
together and followed the lives of nearby families.  The Orange Eichlers faced their share of 
problems common to Northern California Eichlers, however.  The non-discrimination clauses in 
the house deeds led to some degree of racial integration, along with occasional “racist-type 
activities” such as objectors knocking over minority neighbors’ garbage cans and complaining in 
general.49  Home maintenance problems were more common.  Roofs leaked, radiant heating 
pipes often broke and had to be repaired, pane glass windows let in too much light and heat, 
and homeowners were forced to spend extra money on heating and cooling.  In the late 1970s, 
residents began a series of “Eichler Homeowner Seminars,” which included panel members 
from various companies that “performed recent satisfactory services for several Eichler 
homeowners.”50  More unique to Orange’s Eichlers was the lack of community facilities, a 
trademark of Eichler’s earlier Northern California counterparts.  Because of cost and acreage 
constraints, Eichler opted not to include any pools or community centers in Orange, and in 
1965, residents appealed for more.  A group of Fairhills homeowners went so far as to write to 
Eichler, lamenting the upcoming summer heat wave and trying to strike some sort of deal on a 
community pool, but Eichler would not relent.51  Overall, though, Eichler homeowners in Orange 
                                                 
45 Orange Daily News, October 1, 1959 
46 Display Ad, “Why Limit Your Living?” (Los Angeles Times September 25, 1960, I5). 
47 LeAnce, Al.  “Buys Home With Hole In Roof” (LA Times, Mar 19, 1961, I1). 
48 Display Ad, January 21, 1962 “For Families Who Need More Room” (Los Angeles Times, L17). 
49 Deffner, Elisabeth.  “Orange’s Eichlers” from <http://www.cityoforange.org/localhistory/eichler/eichler-
01.htm>. 
50 “First Annual Eichler Homeowners’ Seminar,” May 20, 1979, Sponsored and Presented by Genny L. 
Baker. 
51 Letter exchange between Fairhills resident Milt Giffler and Joseph Eichler, May 11, 1965 to August 18, 
1965. 
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appreciated their unique product, and many maintained their homes with pride for years to 
come.  Today a vast majority of the homes in all three tracks remain relatively unaltered and 
intact. 
 
Chapman University 
 
Chapman College was founded in 1861 as Hesperian College in Woodland, California by the 
Disciples of Christ.  By 1920, Hesperian College merged with the new Los Angeles-based 
California Christian College.  The major benefactor to California Christian College was Fullerton 
citrus rancher Charles Clarke Chapman, and in 1934 the college was renamed Chapman 
College.   
 
After World War II, Chapman College required a larger campus to accommodate the higher 
student population.  When Orange Unified School District proposed building a new high school, 
Chapman College purchased the old Orange Union High School campus at Glassell and Palm.  
Chapman College moved to this site in 1954 and became the first four-year, accredited college 
in Orange County. 
 
Over the years, Chapman has continued to expand its education programs, enrollment, and 
campus facilities.  In 1977, a School of Business and Management (now known as the George 
L. Argyros School of Business and Economics) was established.  The Law School was added in 
1995.  As a result of its academic development, Chapman College became Chapman University 
in 1991.  Throughout the 1990s, enrollment grew by more than 40 percent and the University 
has constructed new facilities, including a building for the new College of Film and Media 
Studies and an athletic complex (under construction). 
 
Physical Development 
 
New government buildings were needed with the surge in Orange’s population in the 1950s and 
1960s.  The Orange Public Library (located at 101 Center Street) was completed in 1961. 
Welton Becket and Associates designed a new civic center that was built next to the old city hall 
at the corner of Chapman Avenue and Center (300 East Chapman Avenue); construction was 
completed in 1963.  Innovative in design, the city hall is composed of a series of concrete 
vaulted arches and floor-to-ceiling glass windows.  The council chambers are housed in a 
structure designed as a 14-sided “circle,” with vertical, pre-cast exposed onyx aggregate panels.  
Several new fire stations were constructed during the 1960s, including new headquarters on 
South Grand Street in 1969.  A new main post office was constructed on Tustin Avenue in 1971. 
 
Long time mayor and civic booster George Weimer encouraged the concurrent development of 
residential, commercial and industrial development to provide a reliable job and tax base for the 
city.  New business districts were created during the mid-1950s, diminishing downtown 
Orange’s importance as the city’s major commercial center.  Major shopping centers opened on 
the corners of Tustin, Chapman, Collins, Glassell Street, North Batavia, East Katella, Meats 
Avenue, Main and La Veta Avenue, attracting supermarkets, restaurants, hardware stores, 
banks, and gas stations, among other businesses.  Among the businesses to open during this 
boom time was California’s first Marie Callender’s Restaurant on Tustin Avenue in 1963.  
Shopping centers built during the 1960s and 70s include Town and Country Village Shopping 
Center, the Mall of Orange, and The City Shopping Center.  
 
Access to water and transportation corridors are crucial for any type of development, particularly 
in Southern California.  The Orange County Feeder #2 was constructed in 1963 along Tustin 
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Avenue.  This line tapped into the Metropolitan Water District’s (MWD) feeder line, assuring 
residents a water supply that would meet their demands for decades.  Prior to and along with 
Orange’s rapid suburban growth came the many freeways that dissect or skirt the city:  the 
Santa Ana Freeway (Interstate 5), the Costa Mesa Freeway (State Route 55), the Garden 
Grove Freeway (State Route 22), the Riverside Freeway (State Route 91), and the Orange 
Freeway (State Route 57). 
 
In the 1960s and 70s, the ever-growing City of Orange annexed surrounding areas and towns, 
including portions of El Modena (El Modena’s original town site, north of Chapman Avenue, 
continues to be an unincorporated part of Orange County).  Over the years, El Modena grew 
with Orange.  New stores and restaurants were added to Chapman Avenue, and new homes, 
including small bungalows and bungalow courts, were constructed over all the neighborhood’s 
fruit groves.  Jordan Elementary School (1962), the Prospect School (1966), and the El Modena 
Branch Library (1978) were constructed in the southern part of El Modena, covering more open 
space, although pockets of undeveloped land still exist in the area.  Despite numerous additions 
and alterations to the area’s older homes, the single-family, working-class residential character 
of El Modena remains. 
 
The majority of construction from the postwar period remains largely intact, including the three 
Eichler tracts, Chapman University, City Civic Center, and other commercial, residential, and 
civic buildings. 
 
The explosive growth of Orange and establishment of planned subdivisions is unlikely to have 
resulted in significant archaeological deposits.  By the end of World War II new development 
construction included installation of sewer, water, and electrical utilities.  New homeowners and 
tenants were provided with garbage collection services and the likelihood of encountering 
significant archaeological deposits associated with this period is considered low. 
 
1975-Present 
 
During the postwar suburban construction boom, the most desirable land for subdivisions was 
the flat coastal plains where cities such as Garden Grove, Westminster and Costa Mesa 
developed. 52  By the late 1960s, however, construction slowed.  Further development stalled 
with the energy crisis of 1973.  By the 1980s, however, the foothills to the east of El Modena 
became prime real estate.  Orange Park Acres, which lies between Chapman Avenue and 
Santiago Canyon Road was first subdivided in 1928, but most of this area was annexed by the 
City of Orange during the 1990s.  Together with the Irvine Company, the City of Orange 
adopted the East Orange General Plan in 1989, a proposal that encouraged a mix of residential, 
commercial and recreational uses for the area east of Orange Park Acres towards Irvine Park 
and Peters Canyon. The Orange campus of Rancho Santiago Community College was 
constructed in 1985 and became Santiago Canyon College in 1997. The Eastern Transportation 
Corridor, which connects Orange County to Riverside County, is nearly complete, further 
facilitating development in East Orange. 
 
The majority of construction from this period remains intact. 
 
The likelihood of encountering significant archaeological deposits associated with this period is 
considered low. 

                                                 
52 Brigandi, p. 150 
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Cypress Street Barrio Historic Context Statement 
 
Introduction 
 
Cypress Street Barrio comprises a small, but historically significant neighborhood in Orange.  
Located near the northwest corner of the Old Town Orange National Register and local register 
historic districts, the heart of the barrio consists of the 400 block of North Cypress Street 
between Sycamore and Walnut Avenues.1  The approximate boundaries of the extent of the 
Cypress Street Barrio are Rose Avenue to the north, Glassell Street to the east, Almond Street to 
the south and the railroad tracks to the west (Figure 1). 
 
Cypress Street Barrio’s development was closely tied to the citrus industry and its Mexican-
American workers, and it was well established in Orange by 1920.2  The barrio’s transformation 
from a rural picker village to an urban blue-collar barrio parallels urbanization patterns of other 
citrus colonias (“villages”) in Orange County.3  Segregation permeated nearly every aspect of 
life in the colonia,4 yet the cultural and community life remained rich, intricate, and stable.  
 
Beginnings:  1890s – 1930s 
 
Citrus did not become the area’s predominant agricultural product until the early 1890s, after an 
earlier grape crop failed, and other fruits and nuts were harvested in the 1880s.  Other early 
industries in Orange included rope and wire manufacturing, a cotton mill, and a lumber 
company.  But by 1893, citrus had become so dominant that the Orange County Fruit Exchange 
(now known as Sunkist) was organized and incorporated.  The headquarters for this agricultural 
cooperative was constructed at the northeast corner of Glassell Street and Almond Avenue.  The 
location of the Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe rail line three blocks from the center of the Orange 
business district provided opportunities for the development of industrial facilities for the receipt, 
packing and shipping of locally raised agricultural products.  This arrangement led to the 
construction of several fruit packing houses in the late 19th century.  These facilities were quickly 
inundated, shipping approximately 350 train-carloads of oranges yearly, in addition to lemons, 
walnuts, dried fruit, potatoes, peanuts, grapes, and cabbage (Figures 2-3).  
 
Many of the packinghouses constructed during this boom in Orange’s citrus industry were 
located just to the west and south of Cypress Street Barrio.5  With the growth of the citrus 

                                                 
1 On the 100 block of South Cypress, south of the heart of Cypress Street Barrio, another small community came 
into being:  it is often referred to as “El Otro Barrio” (“The Other Barrio”). 
2 Brigandi, Phil, Orange:  The City ‘Round the Plaza (Encinitas, CA:  Heritage Media Corporation, 1997) 96. 
3 Gonzalez, Gilbert G., Labor and Community:  Mexican Citrus Worker Villages in a Southern California County, 
1900-1950.  (Urbana and Chicago:  University of Illinois Press, 1994) 15.  Gonzalez defines a colonia as a 
settlement popularly known as a “camp” on the fringes of the town, but very close to the area of employment. 
4 Gonzalez, Gilbert G., “The Los Angeles County Strike of 1933,”  a working paper for the Center for Research on 
Latinos in a Global Society, University of California, Irvine, 1996.  9 May 2005.  
<http://repositories.cdlib.org/cgi/>. 
5 The Villa Park Orchard’s Association Packing House complex, built in 1919, is located at 350 North Cypress 
Street.  This former Santiago Orange Growers Association (SOGA) packing plant was built to take advantage of the 
Santa Fe Railway on the west side and the Pacific Electric on the east.  The Villa Park Orchards Association’s 
offices are located one block north of the packinghouse at 544 North Cypress Street in a building that was formerly 



industry, there was a demand for more workers in the area.  Mexican citrus workers had settled 
on Cypress Street beginning in 1893 when a packinghouse was built on the 300 block of North 
Cypress to facilitate shipping using the nearby Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railroad but 
during the first two decades of the 20th century, additional citrus workers settled in the 
neighborhood due to its proximity to work.  In addition, some of the packinghouses provided 
worker housing in the neighborhood.   
 
Between 1918 and 1924, Mexican labor became indispensable to the citrus industry throughout 
California.  Among many Cypress Street Barrio families, husbands picked and hauled, children 
picked, and women washed, graded, and packed the fruit (Figures 4-5).  As citrus work in 
Orange was seasonal (six months out of the year), Cypress Barrio residents often migrated to 
work in other areas in the late fall and winter.  For growers, having an easily accessible, stable, 
and housed workforce assured a lesser chance of labor problems or shortages.6  Initially, 
Mexican families in the Cypress Street Barrio lived in older homes that were moved onto the 
low-lying properties near the railroads.  As the area developed, homes ranged from a tenement 
area called “La Vecindad” (Figures 6-7) to Queen Anne, Classical Revival, and Arts and Crafts 
homes and bungalows (Figure 8).  “La Vecindad” (sometimes referred to as “Mr. Lewis’ Court”) 
was a self-contained neighborhood with several homes and small businesses located on the west 
side of the 400 block of North Cypress.  It was established in the early 1920s, and torn down in 
the 1970s. The Cypress Street Barrio still retains some of its original early 20th-century character 
in the form of small bungalows, commercial buildings, and packinghouses (Figure 9).   
 
Residents of the Cypress Street Barrio have remained a tight-knit group throughout the history of 
the neighborhood.  Many of the new residents arrived from the central plateau of Mexico:  the 
states of Jalisco, Michoacan, and Zacatecas, in particular.  Many were related to each other, as 
their families came north from the same villages, particularly the village of Santa Maria de 
Enmedio of Jalisco. 7  Some families have lived in the Cypress Street Barrio for more than four 
generations.8  
 
To support the Mexican-American population, Cypress Street Barrio’s small businesses included 
grocery stores, bakeries, tortillerias, restaurants, bathhouses, automobile shops, barbershops, and 
pool halls.  Many of these businesses were owned and operated by Mexican-American families 
that lived in the neighborhood as well (Figure 10).  Among the long-standing businesses along 
North Cypress Street were the Cayatano “Pete” Cruz grocery store at 440 North Cypress, (Figure 
11), Filiberto Paredes/Simon Luna/Emilia Luna’s grocery store at 418 North Cypress and Pete’s 
Pool Hall at 405 North Cypress.  Emilia Luna’s grocery store has operated for over six decades 
in the community. 
 
Recognizing that the residents of Cypress Street barrio were amongst the most underserved in 
Orange, The Friendly Center, Inc., one of the oldest non-profit family resource centers in 
                                                                                                                                                             
the segregated Cypress Street School, built in 1931 to educate the Mexican and Mexican-American children of 
Cypress Street Barrio and El Modena.   
6 Gonzales, Gilbert G., “The Mexican Has Played the Role of. . . Atlas,”   in the Journal of Orange County Studies 
3/4, Fall 1989/Spring 1990: 24. 
7 Orange Unified School District, “Cypress Street Retrospective,” video. 
8 Wheeler, Mary Lou, “Survey of Cypress Street and Adjacent Areas.” Unpublished manuscript, California State 
University at Fullerton, 1973.  See also the “Cypress Street Retrospective” video. 



Southern California, formed to provide much needed services within the community.  Originally 
called the Orange Mexican Friendly Center, this Mission Revival style structure was built at 424 
North Cypress in 1922 with funds from the Orange Community Men’s Bible Class on land 
donated by major Cypress Street Barrio land holder James Fielding Lewis.  When it opened, the 
center offered “Americanization” courses, homemaking classes, health clinics, and childcare 
services to Cypress Street Barrio residents. (Figure 12) 
 
Challenges and Triumphs: 1930s – 1950s 
 
Two events defined the 1930s and 1940s in the Cypress Street Barrio:  the Citrus Strike of 1936, 
and the Mendez v. Westminster court case officially ending school segregation in the area in 
1946-1947.  Fruit picking, the fundamental way of life for many Mexican-Americans in the 
Cypress Street Barrio, was difficult work, and disagreement often broke out between picking 
crews and their employers, the fruit growers and packing houses.  Pickers took issue with their 
low wages, the growers’ frequent withholding of payment until after the harvest, and on-the-spot 
firing, which was not uncommon.  By the 1930s the pickers had begun to organize, and shortly 
before the 1936 Valencia orange picking season, Celso Medina, an El Modena resident, was 
elected chief organizer for the major pickers union, the Confederación de Campesinas y Obreros 
Mexicanos (Confederation of Mexican Peasants and Workers).  Medina held meetings all around 
Orange County in an effort to rally support for union demands.  On June 11, 1936, after the 
growers refused to meet with union representatives, the “largest strike in the history of the citrus 
industry” began, as “nearly 3,000 pickers across Orange County walked out during the height of 
Valencia season.”9  The Cypress Street Barrio neighborhood was so centrally involved in strike 
that California Highway Patrolmen searched the records of all parked cars on North Cypress 
Street looking for “imported agitators and aliens” during one of the strikers’ committee meetings, 
which was reported to have brought over 1,000 workers to the barrio.10   
 
During the strike the growers frantically hired replacement workers, along with armed guards to 
protect them.  When the growers continually refused to meet with the pickers, violence broke out 
and over 100 strike leaders were arrested.  On July 27, 1936, the strike finally ended, when the 
Mexican Counsel in Los Angeles helped negotiate a settlement that granted slightly higher 
wages and an end of withholding payment to the pickers.  These successes were short-lived, 
however, because in the wake of the strike, growers changed their employment approach and 
started hiring outside picking crews, eventually leading to a system of seasonal employment for 
Mexican nationals rather than the Mexican-American laborers residing in Orange.11  Another 
impact to Cypress Street Barrio residents was the decline in citrus farming in the area in the late 
1940s.  However, since the nearby packinghouses were able to import fruit from throughout 
Southern and Central California, barrio residents were not as immediately affected by the decline 
in the citrus industry as their compatriots in El Modena.  Still, many barrio residents began to 
seek out new jobs outside the citrus industry.  
 
Throughout World War II and the postwar period, Mexican-Americans found work in fields 
previously closed to them, including jobs in construction, manufacturing, and defense work.  

                                                 
9 Brigandi 100. 
10 Gonzalez, Labor and Community 153. 
11 Brigandi 100-104. 



Cypress Street Barrio resident Santiago Ramirez became Secretary-Treasurer of the International 
Hod Carriers’, Building and Common Laborers’ Union of America in 1946.  At around this same 
time, nearly 50% of all men in the barrio had jobs in the construction industry.12  In addition, 
several men from the Cypress Street Barrio enlisted for military service during World War II.  
Due to these changes in the labor force, growers in Orange County found themselves with a 
shortage of labor and supported the widespread use of temporary contract workers: Filipinos, 
German prisoners-of-war, wartime refugees, Jamaicans and Navajos were hired throughout these 
periods to fill the void.  By 1946, 80% of Orange County’s picking force was comprised of 
Mexican nationals through the bracero program.13  Two bracero camps were built on North 
Cypress Street in the 1940s; one of these camps housed German POWs during the war.14   
 
With the diminishing role of Cypress Street Barrio families in the citrus industry, burgeoning 
wartime and postwar industrialization with increased job opportunities for Mexican Americans, 
and the rapid suburbanization of Orange and other surrounding cities of Orange County, the 
Cypress Street Barrio gradually became a blue-collar barrio.  Little new housing appears to have 
been built over this period, however.  In an effort to provide affordable housing to barrio 
residents, The Friendly Center instituted an innovative plan for affordable housing in the Cypress 
Street Barrio by replacing housing in “La Vecindad” with triplex units.  Other new residential 
construction may have been deterred by a change in the City of Orange’s zoning laws in 1946.  
At this time, large sections of the Cypress Street Barrio area, which had had a mix of residential, 
commercial, and industrial uses throughout its history, was rezoned for light industrial.  Because 
of this zoning, residents could not qualify for permits to rebuild or remodel their homes.15  This 
zoning led to further deterioration of the housing stock, and many houses were eventually 
condemned and torn down.  
 
For residents of Cypress Street Barrio, isolation and segregation from white residents of Orange 
were unfortunate facets of life, extending to many popular recreational activities:  swimming, 
baseball and softball, and movies.  For example, Mexican-American children could only use the 
local public pool (Plunge) on Mondays because it was drained on Monday night;16 Mexican-
Americans were also restricted from playing ball in public parks (Figure 13).  Segregation 
impacted Mexican-Americans most, however, in terms of schooling.  In El Modena, after the 
Roosevelt Elementary School was constructed in 1923, the local school district began enrolling 
Anglo17 students in the new school, reserving the older Lincoln Elementary for Mexican-

                                                 
12 Paul Guzman, Board Member of the Orange Barrio Historical Society (O.B.H.S.), interview, 4 June 2005, 
“Shades of Orange.”  Other Board Members of O.B.H.S. include Augie Morales, Leo Castro, Luis Garcia, and 
Philip Colin. 
13 Between 1942 and 1964, 5 million Mexican nationals participated in this program established by a bilateral 
agreement between the United States and Mexico to address the labor shortage brought on by World War II.  The 
workers were commonly known as braceros because they worked with their brazos, or arms (Gonzalez, Journal of 
Orange County Studies 19-27). 
14 Neither of these camps is extant. 
15 Wheeler, “Enforced Relocation,” np. 
16 Gobbel, Marge and JD. Oral interview by Christopher Arriola, 15 August 1991. Stanford Library, Special 
Collection, Box 3, Folder 2.  Note that all references to the Stanford Library Special Collection are from 
<http://www.mendezvwestminster.com/_wsn/page2.html.> 
17 The term “Anglo” here refers to White, or Caucasian.  In some sources “Anglo” may refer to non-Hispanic 
people.  The students at Roosevelt School were Anglos, in addition to light-skinned Mexican-Americans and Asians. 



Americans.18  In the Cypress Street Barrio, the old Lemon Street School educated both Mexican 
and Anglo children, but in separate buildings.  Mexican and Mexican-American students were 
instructed in “La Caballeriza” (“The Barn”), a two-room wooden schoolhouse behind the Lemon 
Street School (Figure 14). 19  When the Lemon Street School was condemned in the late 1920s, 
the Cypress Street School was built for Mexican and Mexican-American children in 1931, using 
scrap lumber from the Lemon Street School (Figure 15).20   
 
In the 1940s, Mexican-Americans in Orange County rallied in protest of school segregation. In 
Westminster, a town about 15 miles east of El Modena, Gonzalo Mendez, a successful tenant 
farmer, along with a group of Mexican-American World War II Veterans, filed a lawsuit in 
federal court challenging school segregation in four Orange County school districts.21  The 1945 
suit, filed on behalf of 5,000 Mexican-American children in the area22 with help from the League 
of United Latin American Citizens (LULAC),23 sought a court injunction that would order 
integration of schools in the Westminster, Santa Ana, Garden Grove and El Modena school 
districts.  Federal District Judge Paul McCormick24 ruled in favor of Mendez, asserting that 
segregation “foster[s] antagonisms in the children and suggest[s] inferiority among them where 
none exists.”25  The decision was quickly appealed, and the case moved to the 9th Circuit Court 
of Appeals in San Francisco.  Recognizing the possibility of the case reaching the Supreme Court 
and yielding results on a national scale, several minority groups came out in support of Mendez, 
penning amicus curiae or “friend of the court” briefs.  Authors of these briefs included Thurgood 
Marshall for the National Association for the Advancement of Colored People (NAACP), 
American Jewish Congress, American Civil Liberties Union, National Lawyers Guild, Japanese-
American Citizens League, and California Attorney General Robert W. Kenny.26  The briefs 
strengthened Mendez’s case, and on April 14, 1947, the court ruled that “school districts could 
not segregate on the basis of national origin.”27  In the wake of Mendez, California Governor Earl 
Warren – who would go on to write the decision in Brown v. Board of Education in 1954 as 
Chief Justice of the Supreme Court – pushed the state legislature to repeal laws segregating 
Asian and Native American schoolchildren.28   
 
Very little physical evidence remains from this chapter of the Cypress Street barrio’s history.  
The most prominent example is the formerly segregated Cypress Street School at 544 North 

                                                 
18 “El Modena Notes,” Orange Daily News, 19 March, 1923. Stanford Library, Special Collection, Box 2, Folder 2. 
19 “La Caballeriza” was located where Chapman University’s garage currently stands. (source:  “Cypress Street 
Retrospective”) 
20 Villa Parks Orchards Association remodeled Cypress Street School to serve as the association’s office space in 
1981. 
21 Arriola, Christopher J.  “A Landmark Little Noted – Until Today,” Los Angeles Times, 14 April 14 1997. 
22 Lozano, Mimi, editor.  “Somos Primos: Dedicated to Hispanic Heritage and Diversity Issues” (October 2002, 
<www.somosprimos.com/spoct02.htm>) 
23 Cooke, W. Henry. “The Segregation of Mexican-American School Children in Southern California,” School and 
Society, Volume 67, Number 1745, (Claremont (Calif.) Graduate School, 5 June 1948). 
24 Arriola (La Raza) 185. 
25 Brigandi 104. 
26 McWilliams, Carey.  “Is Your Name Gonzalez?” The Nation 164:302-4, 15 March 1947, 302; Butler, Bill. “El 
Modena ruling changed school segregation policy” Orange City News, 27 June 1984. 
27 Arriola (Los Angeles Times). 
28 Arriola (Los Angeles Times). 



Cypress Street, which today serves as office space for the Villa Park Orchards Association 
(Figure 16).   
 
Throughout this period, The Friendly Center remained an important facet of life in the barrio.  
During the late 1940s, the popular jamaicas, or church street fairs, were held in front of the 
Friendly Center.  Because the number of Protestants in Cypress Barrio diminished by the late 
1940s, the center changed its religious focus and became a community center in the 1950s.   
 
Recent Past:  1960s – Present 
  
Since the late 1940s and 1950s, the residential nature of the Cypress Street Barrio has 
diminished.  Increasingly surrounded by industrial complexes, many former residents of the 
barrio have taken advantage of higher paying jobs outside of the citrus industry and greater 
accessibility to housing choices throughout the city.  Interestingly, many of the most recent 
residents of Cypress Street Barrio have come from the same city in Mexico that previous 
residents hailed from – Santa Maria de Enmedio in Jalisco. Residences remain intermixed with a 
variety of light industrial, small businesses. 
 
The Friendly Center continues to serve area residents.  In 1967, the Friendly Center incorporated 
as a non-profit organization emphasizing housing and education, with a multicultural and 
multiracial board.  As part of this newly defined mission, The Friendly Center, Inc., together 
with the City of Orange and property owners, created Orange County’s first rent-supplement 
project and upgraded affordable housing in the early 1970s after surveying housing needs of 
Cypress Barrio residents.  The study found that most Cypress Barrio residents liked the area 
where they lived, given its cohesiveness as a community and children’s access to bilingual 
education in the local schools, but were willing to pay higher rents for “decent places to live.”29  
The Center was also involved in the construction of an 8-unit Housing and Urban Development 
(HUD) apartment building to the east of Cypress Street on Lemon Street in 1972.  The Center 
also commissioned internationally-renowned artist Emigdio Vasquez to paint a mural on the 
south and east walls of their low-income housing units on North Cypress Street.  Completed in 
1980, the mural, “Proletariado de Aztlan,” which depicts an Aztec Indian, a zoot-suited Pachuco, 
a miner and railroad engineer, Mexican immigrants, farm workers, and youth from the 
neighborhood, is a “tribute to the Chicano working class,” said the artist (Figure 17).30  In 1985, 
The Friendly Center, Inc. moved from its original building, which has been rehabilitated for 
commercial and residential use, to a new operating office at Killifer Park on North Lemon Street.  
 
Conclusion 
 
Although its character has changed from a rural picker village to an urban blue-collar barrio to an 
increasingly industrial area, the Cypress Street Barrio remains an important Mexican-American, 
working class neighborhood in the City of Orange.  The Friendly Center, Inc. continues to 
provide much needed education and housing related services to the neighborhood’s residents and 
a number of historically significant buildings remain extant.  These buildings include the original 
Friendly Center, the former Cypress Street School (now administrative offices for Villa Parks 
                                                 
29 Wheeler, “Enforced Relocation,” np. 
30 “For art’s sake, for the community, for the working class,” Orange City News, March 14, 1979. 



Orchards Association), the former Santiago Orange Growers’ Association packinghouse (now 
owned by the Villa Parks Orchards Association), Emilia Luna’s grocery store, Emigdio Vasquez’ 
mural on the walls of 430 North Cypress, and the residents’ small, wood frame bungalows and 
cottages. (Figures 18-19)  
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Figure 1:  Cypress Street Barrio, aerial photograph, 1947 (Orange County 
Archives). 
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Figure 2:  Clift Short (left) standing on loading platform of Santiago Orange Growers Association 
packing house, March 1921. The box car on the railroad track is ready to be loaded with oranges (Orange 
Public Library, Local History Collection). 

 

 
Figure 3:  Interior of Santiago Orange Growers’ Association packinghouse, ca. 1928 (Orange Public 
Library, Local History Collection). 



 
Figure 4:  Consolidated Orange Growers Association workers, 1938 (Orange Public Library, Local History 
Collection). 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Figure 5:  Santiago Orange Growers Association employee group portrait, 1950 (Orange Public Library, 
Local History Collection). 



 
Figure 6:  Bartola Guzman standing in front of “Lewis Court” or “La Vecindad,” 1937 (Collection of  Paul 
Guzman). 

 

 
Figure 7:  Elias Guzman standing 
in front of chicken coops behind 
“La Vecindad” and near the 
railroad tracks, 1938 (Collection of 
Paul Guzman). 



 
Figure 8:  Home of Jose Sanroman, formerly on the 100 block of Cypress Street (Collection of Luis 
Garcia). 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Figure 9:  Santiago Orange Growers Sunkist Packing Plant, 1945-46 (Orange Public Library, Local 
History Collection). 



 
Figure 10:  Alfred Poblano in front of La 
Casita Restaurant (no longer extant), 129 
North Cypress Street, 1948 (Collection of 
Leo Castro). 

 

 
Figure 11:  400 block of North Cypress Street showing homes and the  Cruz Grocery Store, 
1956 (Photographed by William McPherson, Orange Public Library, Local History Collection). 



 
Figure 12:  Wedding party at the Friendly Center in Orange, California, 1920   (Orange Public 
Library, Local History Collection). 

 

 
Figure 13:  The Orange Tomboys, a team within a segregated women’s league on West Walnut 
near North Cypress Street, 1947 (Collection of Paul Guzman). 



 
Figure 14:  Mexican American students in front of “The Barn” – the segregated school house for the 
Lemon Street School, located at Sycamore and Lemon, 1922 (Collection of Orange Barrio Historical 
Society). 

 

 
Figure 15:  Cypress Street School, 1935 (Orange Public Library, Local History Collection). 



 
Figure 16:  Villa Parks Orchards Association, formerly Cypress Street School, 2005 (Chattel Architecture). 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Figure 17:  Emigdio Vasquez’ 1980 mural, “Proletariado de Aztlan,” located at 430 North Cypress Street 
(Collection of the artist, Emigdio Vasquez). 



 
Figure 18:  Crate label, Cock of the Walk brand, Santiago Orange Growers Association, 1930 (Orange 
Public Library, Local History Collection). 



 
Figure 19:  Josie Chavez on the train near 129 North Cypress Street, 1942 
(Collection of Leo Castro). 
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El Modena Historic Context Statement 
 
Introduction 
 
El Modena, a small enclave about three miles east of downtown Orange, evolved from a Quaker 
village into a citrus-farming Mexican-American barrio over the course of its nearly 120-year 
history (refer to Figures 1-7).  In the late 19th century, the community enjoyed a brief boom as 
the Quaker Friends congregation settled on Chapman Avenue at Esplanade Street, near a stop on 
the Orange, McPherson and Modena streetcar line.  When originally settled, El Modena was 
clustered around Chapman Avenue, Center, Esplanade, and Alameda Streets with Chapman 
Avenue functioning as the main commercial artery.   
 
David Hewes, a wealthy landowner, owned a fruit packing company in El Modena, and the 
capitalist financed much of the area’s early development.  Starting in the 1910s, many Mexicans, 
attracted by the growing citrus industry and fearful of civil unrest in Mexico, moved to the El 
Modena area, and soon the busy neighborhood, isolated from downtown Orange by acres of 
citrus groves, took on the character of its new inhabitants.  Although the working-class residents 
of El Modena faced economic and social challenges in the 1920s, 30s, and 40s, including a major 
citrus workers strike in 1936 and the forced segregation of Mexican-American and Anglo 
schoolchildren, the close-knit community thrived.  In the late 1940s, El Modena’s segregated 
Lincoln and Roosevelt schools, located at the intersection of Chapman Avenue and Hewes 
Street, served as people’s Exhibit A in a landmark local segregation lawsuit.  The resulting case, 
Mendez v. Westminster, eventually led to Mexican-Anglo integration of southern California 
schools, and served as an important precedent to the Supreme Court Brown v. Board of 
Education of 1954.  As the City of Orange expanded east, eventually incorporating major parts 
of El Modena, many original residents moved away, and some older buildings were demolished, 
altered, or converted to new uses.   
 
Today, the town has largely been incorporated into the City of Orange, although the northern 
portion of the original town remains unincorporated.  Chapman Avenue, running east-west, 
continues to act as the main commercial artery with numerous mini-malls and national chain 
restaurants and stores.  The primary north-south streets in the neighborhood include Esplanade, 
Hewes, Alameda, and Earlham.  These streets are largely commercial in the block immediately 
north and south of Chapman Avenue but as they move away from Chapman their residential 
character increases.  In general, the neighborhood is predominantly residential with small lots 
and one- or two-story homes with a spattering of multi-unit apartment buildings.  Although the 
residential character of the neighborhood has changed very little over the years, few of the 
remaining buildings attest to the rich history of El Modena for a new generation of Mexican-
Americans. 
 
Beginnings:  1890  
 
The area now known as El Modena was originally located on the Spanish land grant of Rancho 
Santiago de Santa Ana.1  Other early development in the area included the town of Orange, first 

                                                 
1 City of Orange historic resources survey, historic context statement for El Modena, 1982, np. 



platted in 1870 by Los Angeles lawyer Alfred B. Chapman,2 and to the east, McPherson, 
developed for grape production by the McPherson brothers from New York State in 1872.3  
Later, land developers Oge and Bond “acquired a large area of level land on a mesa or highland 
between the foothills and a low escarpment that bordered the mesa on the west.”4  This area 
would eventually become El Modena.  The developers extended the new Chapman Avenue to 
the east and began selling parcels along its frontage for farming.5  Soon they created Center 
Street, just north of and parallel to Chapman Avenue, and the north-south streets of Esplanade 
and, a quarter-mile east, Alameda (later Hewes Street).  San Francisco millionaire and 
philanthropist David Hewes6 (Figure 8) bought hundreds of acres of property in the area around 
1885, settling into a new home he named Anapauma (“place of rest,” Figure 9), and beginning 
development of a large citrus ranch.7   
 
Meanwhile, the cross-country expansion of the railroad system and its inexpensive fares made 
balmy southern California even more attractive and accessible to Americans nationwide.  Many 
began calling southern California the “New Italy” or the “Italy of America” because of the 
region’s mild weather and fertile soil.8  One migratory group inspired by tales of this fruitful 
region was a small band of Quakers, who were members of a congregation called the Society of 
Friends located in Thornton, Indiana.9  This group, which filled an entire rail car, left Indiana on 
September 15, 1882 bound for southern California.10  This group settled around Chapman 
Avenue at Alameda Street, and was soon joined by other Midwestern settlers from Kansas, 
Nebraska, and Missouri.  By 1886, there were 400 people, many of them Quakers, in the area, 
along with 18 homes.11 
 
On November 11, 1886, the new Society of Friends church incorporated under the name of 
Earlham Monthly Meeting of Friends, after Earlham College, a Quaker institution founded in 
1847 in Richmond, Indiana.12  The Friends then held a meeting to decide on a name for their new 
settlement..  Three names were considered:  Earlham, after Earlham College; Whittier, after the 
Quaker poet John Greenleaf Whittier; and Modena, after an Italian village13 known for its 

                                                 
2 National Register of Historic Places Inventory—Nomination Form, The Plaza Historic District, City of Orange, 
August 2, 1982. 
3 Meadows, Don. “A Friendly Community Near the Foothills,” (First National Bank of Orange County, 1973), np. 
4 Meadows np. 
5 Meadows np. 
6 David Hewes (1822-1950) was known primarily for providing the “golden spike” for the ceremony that 
commemorated the final east-west connection of newly-laid transcontinental railroad tracks, in what was then Utah 
Territory (“David Hewes Left His Mark” <http://www.foothillcommunities.org/history/David-Hews.html>). 
7 City of Orange Public Library Local History Collection <http://localhistory.cityoforage.org>. 
8 Evans, Ruth C. “A Children’s History of the Orange Unified School District Communities,” (Presented to the 
Faculty of California State University, Fullerton, 1984); and Evans, Ruth C. with Mr. Cole’s 6th period U.S. History 
class, “‘A’ Is Now OK In El Modena,” El Modena High School, 13 June 1968. 
9 Early residents included the families of Abel, Cyrus, and William Frazier (1883, from Indiana), W. Burnett, and 
Louisa Frazier (1884, from Lawrence, Kansas).  Other early community members included Lloyd and Mahlon 
Stubbs, Henry O. Way, Curtis Way, and William P. Brown.  This is information is from:  Patterson, Mrs. Wright A. 
“History of Friends Church in El Modena is Interesting Narrative,” Orange Daily News, 28 November 1949. 
10 Seelve, Howard. “El Modena Friends to Move to New Church,” The [?] Times, date unknown. 
11 Meadows np. 
12 Patterson np and Seelve. 
13 Evans, Cole/class 1-2. 



description in a Samuel Rogers poem published in 1830.14  William P. Brown, one of the original 
settlers from Indiana, favored this last name, which he had seen in Rogers’ Romantic poem Italy, 
which read in part, “Should you ever come by choice or chance to Modena,…”  Brown felt the 
name appropriate because it echoed the group’s perception of their new home as the “New Italy.”  
The rest of the Friends were convinced by Browns argument and chose the name, Modena, for 
the new settlement.  In 1887, Brown laid out the first Modena tract, and the name of the town 
appeared to be settled.15  However, when the Friends sought official recognition of their new 
town name, the post office rejected it.  Officials claimed it was too similar to the names of other 
communities in California, Modesto and Madera.  The Friends had no choice but to settle on 
their second preference, Earlham.  The Earlham, California post office opened on March 2, 1887, 
although residents still preferred to call their town Modena.  In order to use the preferred name, 
in early 1888, the Friends had the idea to add the prefix “El” to the town’s original name of 
“Modena” in order to avoid confusion with other towns.  Postal officials relented, and the post 
office branch name was officially changed to El Modena on January 25, 1888.16 
 
The town enjoyed a brief boom in 1887 and 1888.  In December 1887, the Friends completed 
construction of a new meeting house, commonly called Friends Church (Figure 10).  The new 
structure boasted an authentic Italian bell – donated by local land owner David Hewes – which 
had been “brought around the Horn by ship and hauled overland to [Modena] from the harbor at 
Newport Beach.”17  A scant nine days after it was installed, however, a strong Santa Ana wind, 
possibly aided by the significant weight of the bell, toppled the church tower.18  The Friends 
recovered, collecting money and rebuilding the church.  In 1888, shortly after the name “El 
Modena” was officially recognized by the U.S. Postal Service, the Orange, McPherson and 
Modena railroad opened (Figure 11).  The local horse powered, four-wheel streetcar connected 
the three communities for the fare of five cents.19  Also in January 1888, near the top of Tom 
Thumb Hill (southeast of the town center, Figure 12), entrepreneurs began construction on a 
grand tourist hotel, the El Modena Hotel, also known as the Hotel Blount (Figure 13).20  Other 
new additions to bustling Modena in 1888 included a livery stable (on Center Street at Alameda, 
which doubled as the railroad stop), blacksmith shop (Figure 14), grammar school (on the corner 
of Chapman Avenue and Alameda Street, on land donated by Hewes, Figure 15), as well as 
general stores and residences, some elaborately constructed (Figure 16).21  A newspaper, the El 
Modena Record, began printing across the street from the railroad stop in a rush to keep up with 
all the activity.22  
 
As with many western towns, El Modena’s boom would not last.  The expected number of 
settlers did not materialize, and real estate values in the area dropped.  Town lots either went 

                                                 
14 Eberle-Sinatra, Michael. “Romanticism on the Net” <http://users.ox.ac.uk/~scat0385/rambles.html>. 
15 Evans, Cole/class, 4. 
16 Brigandi, Phil.  Orange: The City ’Round the Plaza (Encinitas: Heritage Media Corporation, 1997) 37-38. 
17 Seelve np. 
18 Seelve np. 
19 Meadows, np.  The horses are said to have ridden a platform on their way downhill from the more elevated El 
Modena (City of Orange historic context statement, np), much like the “gravity mule car” in Ontario, on Euclid 
Avenue.   
20 Brigandi 37; City of Orange historic context statement, np; City of Orange Library Local History Collection. 
21 Meadows np. 
22 Meadows np. 



unsold, or foreclosed.  El Modena “farmers who had sub-divided their property re-possessed 
their holdings and returned the land to agriculture.”23  By November 1888, the El Modena 
Record stopped production after 31 issues, for lack of advertising.24  Construction of the Hotel 
Blount was completed, but after struggling financially for a year, the hotel burned to the ground 
in November 1889.25  The Orange, McPherson and Modena railroad, the third and final horse-
driven railway in Orange County,26 ended service after a flood in January 1890 destroyed its 
tracks across Santiago Creek, and the trestle was never rebuilt.  The nearby town of McPherson 
was also suffering a reversal of fortune:  a mysterious disease killed almost every grape vine in 
the community, resulting in total failure of the 1888 crop.  Unlike El Modena, McPherson failed 
to survive this setback and the town of eventually abandoned.27 
 
Changing Character: 1890s – 1930s 
 
Although El Modena went from boom to bust in a few short years, the town survived, mainly 
through a gradual change of character and economic focus.  Near the turn of the century, El 
Modena established itself as a fruit growing area.  Land that was originally planted in grape 
vines, was divided into 10 and 20 acre lots where ranchers planted apricots, walnuts, lemons, and 
several varieties of orange trees.  Eucalyptus trees were also common in the area, and soon dusty 
El Modena was surrounded by acres and acres of vegetation.28  By 1898, David Hewes’ ranch 
and fruit packing company set agricultural records in the area, harvesting 100 acres of prunes and 
processing 1,000 barrels of olives.29  Hewes continued to invest in El Modena, consistently 
hiring residents to work at his ranch and packing plant, and creating a public park near the town 
center.   
 
In 1905, the elegant Hewes Park (Figures 17 – 19), designed by Robert G. Fraser,30 designer of 
the famous Busch Gardens in Pasadena, opened to residents of El Modena at the corner of 
Esplanade Avenue and La Veta Street.31  The park addition no doubt bolstered El Modena’s 
reputation as the “Pasadena of Orange County,” as it was described in an early 1900s real estate 
placard for the town (Figure 20):  

                                                 
23 Meadows np. 
24 Meadows np.  David Hewes stored the printing materials on his ranch. 
25 Meadows np; Brigandi 37. 
26 City of Orange historic context statement. 
27 Meadows np. 
28 Meadows np. 
29 City of Orange historic context statement. 
30 Robert Gordon Fraser (c. 1860-1946) was a Scottish born and educated (University of Edinburgh) gardener who 
came to the United States in the 1880s.  Fraser came to California with his wife, Alice in 1886.  In his lifetime, 
Fraser was best known for his design of Adolphus Busch’s celebrated Busch Gardens, surrounding the Midwestern 
beer tycoon’s elaborate private home (1903, 1001 South Orange Grove Avenue, Pasadena).  Fraser is credited with 
designing the property’s complex landscape, which eventually grew to more than seven acres and included a private 
river.  According to Anheuser-Bush corporate records, the gardens were developed at a cost of more than $3 million, 
and necessitated between 30 to 50 gardeners to maintain the property.  The lush landscaping of Busch Gardens was 
second only to nearby San Marino’s Huntington Gardens in terms its massive scale and exotic plantings.  In 1905, 
Fraser started work designing Hewes Park.  (Telephone interview with Gary Cowles, local historian and noted 
Robert Fraser expert, by Francesca Smith, 17 November 2004.). 
31 City of Orange Library Local History Collection. 



EL MODENA THE PASADENA  
OF ORANGE COUNTY 
UNSURPASSED FOR LOCATION 
CLIMATE, HEALTH & HOMES. 
THE PLACE FOR WINTER GARDENING BERRIES 
VEGETABLES, CITRUS & DELICIOUS FRUITS 
GOOD SOIL AND WATER. 
PRICES RIGHT. BUY WHILE YOU CAN. 

 
By backing the town financially, David Hewes helped El Modena develop and survive beyond 
its initial boom.  Hewes Park served the community until the 1940s (when it was sold to private 
interests), and the grammar school existed at least until the late 1920s.32  This school was 
replaced with the Lincoln Elementary School (Figure 21) which was constructed at the corner of 
Chapman Avenue and Hewes Street in 1913.33 
 
In 1910, issues with the “El Modena” name again surfaced, as a “language purist” demanded that 
the town’s name be changed to “El Modeno,” so that the name would be grammatically correct.34  
As had been the case when the post office dubbed the town Earlham, area residents continued to 
refer to the town as “El Modena,” even though the official postal name was changed to “El 
Modeno” in February 1910.35   
 
Two international events had a significant impact on El Modena in the 1910s: the Mexican 
Revolution and World War I.36  The Mexican Revolution began in November of 1910, when 
Francisco Madero, political opponent to Mexican dictator General Porfirio Díaz Mori, organized 
an armed uprising against the Díaz regime.  The ensuing violence would last over a decade, 
during which time a million Mexicans, or ten percent of the population, were killed.  As violence 
related to the revolution intensified, many Mexican families began coming to the United States, 
seeking refuge from the chaos in Mexico.  World War I also encouraged Mexican immigration to 
the United States.  When the U.S. entered World War I in 1917, men across the country were 
drafted into the war effort, and the El Modena area was no exception.  As a result, the fruit 
harvesting work force dwindled, providing opportunity for hundreds of Mexicans immigrants.  
Upon their arrival in the area, many Mexicans worked for ranchers and farmers as farm laborers 
but soon many purchased land and started their own businesses.37   
 
Although the Quaker presence in El Modena continued, by the 1920s the town began to take on a 
distinctly Mexican character, developing its own small Mexican neighborhoods.  These sub-
communities included “El Pirripe, north of Chapman Avenue and named after an area bakery; 

                                                 
32 City of Orange Library Local History Collection. 
33 City of Orange Library Local History Collection lists a different elementary school, Roosevelt, as constructed in 
1913 in El Modena, however cross-reference with “Mendez v. Westminster: A Look at our Latino Heritage, 
<www.mendezvwestminster.com>, reveals that Roosevelt was constructed in 1923, suggesting that Lincoln was in 
fact the school constructed in 1913. 
34 Brigandi 37-38. 
35 Brigandi 37-38; Evans 58; Evans, Cole/class 2.  There is some discrepancy over the exact date of the name 
change; Evans lists the date as February 10, 1910, while Evans, Cole/class uses February 25 of the same year. 
36 Climaco, Clare.  “Familiar Faces,” Orange County News, 2 October 1997: A1; Meadows np. 
37 Evans 57; Meadows np. 



Hollywood, south of Chapman Avenue; and La Paloma in the hills [south of Palmyra 
Avenue].”38  In 1916, a small chapel was built by Mexican pastors from the Methodist Church 
(Figure 22).39  Around 1924, another small chapel was constructed on Alameda Street, the 
beginning of La Purisima Mission, later known as the La Purisima Catholic Church.40  Around 
1929, a small western false-front market was constructed by the Moreno family, one of the oldest 
families in El Modena.  The market, called “La Morenita,” is located at the corner of Washington 
Avenue and Earlham Street.41   
 
In interviews, members of the Moreno family have recalled what life was like in “old” El 
Modena, from the 1920s through 1950s.42  According to these interviews, many Mexican-
American El Modena families worked in packing houses and orchards in the nearby 
neighborhoods of Villa Park, Placentia, and Orange.  While some women worked in the packing 
houses, flatbed trucks came in the early mornings to pick up male laborers, who picked oranges 
for four-and-a-half cents per box, with their children – often affectionately called “rantons,” or 
“little rats” – sometimes picking beside them to make extra money.  Groves and groves of 
orange, lemon, avocado, and eucalyptus trees surrounded El Modena,43 making the town feel like 
a “vacuum,” isolated from the surrounding world.44  Early housing in the area consisted of small, 
poorly constructed shacks, often rented for $7-$10 per month, that made for cramped, quickly 
deteriorating conditions.45  Several of this type of small, wood frame residences appears to 
remain extant along Montgomery Place.  According to a former resident, drinking water was 
hard to come by, as only one family supplied it from a cast-iron pipe.46  Later, some of the 
Mexican-American farmworkers in El Modena moved into small bungalows, modeled after the 
somewhat larger contractor-built types located in downtown Orange.  These bungalows, some of 
which exist in modified forms today, typically had clapboard siding, gabled roofs, and small 
entry porches.47   
 
Another fact of life in El Modena was segregation.  After Roosevelt Elementary School (Figure 
23) was constructed in 1923, on the lot adjacent to the existing elementary school, the local 
school district began enrolling Anglo48 students in the new school, reserving the older Lincoln 
Elementary for Mexican-Americans.49  Roosevelt was similar in design to Lincoln, but was 

                                                 
38 Chin, Jit Fong.  “El Modena Pride,” Orange City News, 23 January 2003. 
39 Brigandi 102. 
40 Tierre, E.L.  “El Modena Mexicano documented by UCI team” Orange City News, 18 August 1982. 
41 Single unmarked page (87) possibly from architectural guide to Orange by Phil Brigandi. 
42 Tierre np;  Pepper, Ann.  “El Modena reunion to recall gentle era,” The Orange County Register, 19 September 
1995, B1. 
43 Former El Modena resident videotaped in “Remembrances of El Modena, 50/100th Celebration,” City of Orange. 
44 Pepper B1. 
45 Gonzalez, Gilbert.  Labor and Community: Mexican Citrus Worker Villages in a Southern California County, 
1900-1950 (Urbana: University of Illinois Press, 1994) excerpted in Brigandi 101. 
46 Chin np. 
47 City of Orange historic context statement. 
48 The term “Anglo” here refers to White, or Caucasian.  In some sources “Anglo” may refer to non-Hispanic 
people.  Students at Roosevelt School often included Anglos, in addition to light-skinned Mexican-Americans and 
Asians. 
49 “El Modena Notes,” Orange Daily News, 19 March, 1923. Stanford Library, Special Collection, Box 2, Folder 2.  
Note that all references to the Stanford Library Special Collection are from 
<http://www.mendezvwestminster.com/_wsn/page2.html>. 



constructed of brick instead of wood, and included higher ceilings and two bell towers.50  The 
new curriculum at Lincoln focused on manual and vocational training, such as needlework and 
home economics, and included a modified annual class schedule for children who worked in the 
fields through late September.51  In the 1930s, concerned Anglos called for classes at Mexican-
American schools to focus on personal care,52 and soon general “Americanization” programs 
began which taught English, “home management,” and hygiene.53  Segregation was not limited 
to schooling:  Mexican-American children could only use the local public pool on Mondays 
because it was drained on Monday night and Mexican-American baseball teams were not 
allowed to play in the public parks.54 
 
Challenges and Triumphs: 1930s – 1950s 
 
Two events defined the 1930s and 1940s in El Modena:  the Citrus Strike of 1936, and the 
Mendez v. Westminster court case officially ending school segregation in the area in 1946-1947.  
Fruit picking, the fundamental way of life for many Mexican-Americans in El Modena, was 
difficult work, and disagreement often broke out between picking crews and their employers, the 
fruit growers and packing houses.  Pickers took issue with their low wages, the growers’ frequent 
withholding of payment until after the harvest, and on-the-spot firing, which was not uncommon.  
By the 1930s the pickers had begun to organize, and shortly before the 1936 Valencia orange 
picking season, Celso Medina, an El Modena resident, was elected chief organizer for the major 
pickers union, the Confederación de Campesinas y Obreros Mexicanos (Confederation of 
Mexican Peasants and Workers).  Medina held meetings all around Orange County in an effort to 
rally support for union demands.  On June 11, 1936, after the growers refused to meet with union 
representatives, the “largest strike in the history of the citrus industry” began, as “nearly 3,000 
pickers across Orange County walked out during the height of Valencia season.”55  The growers 
frantically hired replacement workers, along with armed guards to protect them.  When the 
growers continually refused to meet with the pickers, violence broke out and over 100 strike 
leaders were arrested.  On July 27, 1936, the strike finally ended, when the Mexican Counsel in 
Los Angeles helped negotiate a settlement that granted slightly higher wages and an end of 
withholding payment to the pickers.  These successes were short-lived, however, because in the 
wake of the strike, growers changed their employment approach and started hiring outside 
picking crews, eventually leading to a system of seasonal employment for Mexican nationals 
rather than the Mexican-American laborers residing in Orange.56  Another impact to farm 
laborers in El Modena was that by the late 1940s, citrus farming in the area immediately 
surrounding El Modena diminished.  Land that had been agricultural was developed to feed the 

                                                 
50 “El Modena has new school ready for use,” Orange Daily News, 4 April,1923. Stanford Library, Special 
Collection, Box 2, Folder 2; Figures 21 and 23; Brigandi 103. 
51 Quintana, Annie. Oral interview by Chris Arriola, 26 July 1991. Stanford Library, Special Collection Arriola 
Papers, Box 3 Folder 2; “Outlying Schools Opening Tuesday Ready for Work,” Orange Daily News, 8 September 
1923. Stanford Library, Special Collection, Box 2, Folder 2. 
52 Gunther, O.E. Letter to Board of Supervisors, 29 June, 1937. Stanford Library, Special Collection, Arriola, Box 3. 
53 Brigandi 102. 
54 Gobbel, Marge and JD. Oral interview by Christopher Arriola, 15 August 1991. Stanford Library, Special 
Collection, Box 3, Folder 2. 
55 Brigandi 100. 
56 Brigandi 100-104. 



post-World War II housing boom and soon many new homes, often small single-family 
bungalows or bungalow courts (Figures 24 – 25), were constructed in place of the fruit groves.  
 
In the 1940s, Mexican-Americans in Orange County rallied behind another cause, this time in 
protest of school segregation.  Like the Citrus Strike, this fight would at times center around El 
Modena.  As older generations of Mexican-Americans in El Modena began to send their children 
through local schools, many took issue with the forced segregation.  While some lighter-skinned 
Mexican-American children “passed” for Anglo and attended Anglo schools, most Mexican-
American children (some the brothers and sisters of “passing” children) were limited to the more 
vocational curricula of segregated schools.57  In Westminster, a town about 15 miles east of El 
Modena, Gonzalo Mendez, a successful tenant farmer, along with a group of Mexican-American 
World War II Veterans, filed a lawsuit in federal court challenging school segregation in four 
Orange County school districts (Westminster, Santa Ana, Garden Grove, and El Modena).58  The 
1945 suit, filed on behalf of 5,000 Mexican-American children59 with help from the League of 
United Latin American Citizens (LULAC),60 sought a court injunction that would order 
integration of schools in the Westminster, Santa Ana, Garden Grove, and El Modena school 
districts.  While Gonzalo Mendez left his farm to work on the case and meet with attorneys, his 
wife Felicitas ran the farm, allowing workers to take time off to testify, and taking care of their 
children.61 
 
Mendez had a strong case.  Physical conditions as well as curricula in the segregated schools 
were clearly separate and unequal.  Nowhere was this more apparent than in El Modena, where 
the segregated Lincoln and Roosevelt schools sat side-by-side, making an easy comparison.  A 
short hundred yards – a few ball fields – separated Mexican-Americans at Lincoln from greater 
opportunity and higher quality of education and materials at Roosevelt (Figure 26).   
 
The lawsuit maintained that Mexican-American schoolchildren were excluded from “attending, 
using, enjoying, and receiving the benefits of the education, health, and recreation facilities of 
certain schools within their respective districts and systems,” while “other schools are 
maintained, attended, and used exclusively and for persons and children purportedly known as 
White or Anglo-Saxon children.”62  Federal District Judge Paul McCormick63 ruled in favor of 
Mendez, asserting that segregation “foster[s] antagonisms in the children and suggest[s] 
inferiority among them where none exists.”64  The decision was quickly appealed, and the case 
moved to the 9th Circuit Court of Appeals in San Francisco.  Recognizing the possibility of the 
case reaching the Supreme Court and yielding results on a national scale, several minority groups 

                                                 
57 Rememberances of El Modena; Arriola, Chris. “Knocking on the Schoolhouse Door:  Mendez v. Westminster, 
Equal Protection, Public Education, and Mexican Americans in the 1940’s” La Raza Law Journal, Vol. 8, No.2 
(Berkeley: Boalt Hall School of Law, 1995). 
58 Arriola, Christopher J.  “A Landmark Little Noted – Until Today,” Los Angeles Times, 14 April 14 1997. 
59 Lozano, Mimi, editor.  “Somos Primos: Dedicated to Hispanic Heritage and Diversity Issues” (October 2002, 
<www.somosprimos.com/spoct02.htm>) 
60 Cooke, W. Henry. “The Segregation of Mexican-American School Children in Southern California,” School and 
Society, Volume 67, Number 1745, (Claremont (Calif.) Graduate School, 5 June 1948). 
61 Lozano. 
62 Cooke 421. 
63 Arriola (La Raza) 185. 
64 Brigandi 104. 



came out in support of Mendez, penning amicus curiae or “friend of the court” briefs.  Authors 
of these briefs included Thurgood Marshall for the National Association for the Advancement of 
Colored People (NAACP), American Jewish Congress, American Civil Liberties Union, 
National Lawyers Guild, Japanese-American Citizens League, and California Attorney General 
Robert W. Kenny.65  The briefs strengthened Mendez’s case, and on April 14, 1947, the circuit 
court ruled that “school districts could not segregate on the basis of national origin.”66 
 
Just before the decision, an article in The Nation declared that “[o]nly a refusal by the school 
districts to an appeal from an adverse decision by the Ninth Circuit Court or an extremely narrow 
interpretation of the issues in the Supreme Court can prevent this case from making judicial and 
social history.”67  However, Mendez v. Westminster would never reach the Supreme Court 
because the school system did not appeal the circuit court’s decision.  In addition, the 9th Circuit 
upheld the District Court opinion on the grounds that the students’ 14th Amendment right to 
equal protection under the law had been violated because of class discrimination, as opposed to 
racial.68  This eschewing of the race issue may have prevented the case from obtaining wider 
recognition.  The case did have far-reaching effects in and around California, however, setting a 
national precedent by ending legal segregation of Mexican-Americans in the Southwest.69  And 
in the wake of Mendez, California Governor Earl Warren – who would go on to write the 
decision in Brown v. Board of Education in 1954 as Chief Justice of the Supreme Court – pushed 
the state legislature to repeal laws segregating Asian and Native American schoolchildren.70  The 
case also affected El Modena’s ethnic makeup.  As integration slowly commenced, many 
disgruntled Anglo families moved away, settling in newly drawn school districts that were often 
“re”-segregated.71 
 
Recent Past:  1960s – Present  
 
In the early 1960s, El Modena residents, citing lack of earthquake safety, petitioned to have both 
the Lincoln and Roosevelt schools demolished.  By 1965, both schools were destroyed.72  In 
1967, the original Friends congregation of El Modena moved to the corner of Rancho Santiago 
Boulevard and Bond Avenue, about a mile north of the Friends Church on Chapman Avenue.73  
Later, the Moreno family, who continue to own La Morenita market at 4304 Washington 
Avenue, converted the old Friends church into a Mexican restaurant and bakery called Moreno’s.   
 
The question of the town’s name came up again in 1970.  The local telephone directory 
identified the community as El Modena, while the postal branch used El Modeno.  The issue was 
resolved after a dedicated group of students at El Modena High School (opened in 1966, north of 
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Chapman Avenue near Esplanade) provided the post office with grammatical proof that “El” and 
“Modena” could indeed go together.74  Yet again, the post office relented, and restored the 
town’s official name to “El Modena.”75   
 
In 2000, in the tradition of Mendez, another group of students from El Modena High School were 
involved in a 14th Amendment court case.  After the Orange Unified School District prevented 
members of a student group called the Gay-Straight Alliance from meeting on school grounds, 
the students protested, and a U.S. District Court judge ruled in their favor.76 

 
Conclusion 
 
In the 1960s and 1970s, the ever-growing City of Orange annexed areas surrounding El Modena, 
but the original town proper, north of Chapman Avenue, continues to this day as an 
unincorporated part of Orange County.  Over the years, El Modena grew with Orange.  New 
stores and restaurants were added to Chapman Avenue, and new homes, including small 
bungalows and bungalow courts, were constructed over all the original fruit groves.  A number 
of relatively unaltered, small, wood-framed bungalows are scattered throughout the 
neighborhood, including an eight-building bungalow court on Hewes Street at Montgomery 
Place.  The footprint of Hewes Park remains at the intersection of La Veta Avenue and 
Esplanade Street, although the park has since been sold off into private lots.  Small expanses of 
unaltered open space still exist to the south and east of El Modena, although almost all of the 
former agricultural areas have been developed.  Jordan Elementary School (1962), the Prospect 
School (1966), and the El Modena Branch Library (1978) were constructed in the southern part 
of El Modena, covering more open space, although significant pockets of undeveloped land still 
exist in the area.  Despite numerous additions and alterations to the area’s older homes, the 
single-family, working-class residential character of El Modena remains.  In addition, although 
El Modena no longer resembles the Quakers’ balmy new frontier, the dusty barrio of the 
Mexican Revolution, or the citrus center that spawned an historic court case, the Friends Church 
and La Morenita market, resting just a block apart on Earlham Street, still recall the rich history 
of this multifaceted community. 
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Figure 1:  Map of El Modena.  Colored area is part of the City of Orange; areas in white are 
unincorporated parts of Orange County. 

 



 
Figure 2:  Aerial view of El Modena, 1938.  Note Hewes Park at middle left, Chapman Avenue running east-west at 
middle-top (Orange County Archives). 
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Figure 3:  Aerial view of El Modena, 1955.  Note housing infill over some fruit groves (Orange County Archives). 

 



 
Figure 4:  Aerial view of El Modena, May 13, 1956 (Whittier Fairchild Aerial Photography Collection). 

 
 



 
Figure 5:  Aerial view of El Modena, 1959 (Orange County Archives). 

 



 
Figure 6:  Aerial view of El Modena, view east, November 17, 1962 (UCLA Air Photo Archives). 
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Figure 7:  Aerial view of El Modena, view north, May 17, 1965 (UCLA Air Photo Archives). 
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Figure 8:  Millionaire 
philanthropist and land owner 
David Hewes (City of Orange local 
history website). 

 

 
Figure 9:  Anapauma, Spanish for “place of rest,” David Hewes’ home in El 
Modena, circa 1910s (City of Orange local history website). 



 
Figure 10:  Friends Church, located at 4328 East Chapman Avenue, view south, date unknown (First 
American Title Insurance Company Archives). 

 

 
Figure 11:  Orange, McPherson and Modena railroad (horse-driven), circa 1889 (First American Title 
Insurance Company Archives). 



 
Figure 12:  Tom Thumb Hill, El Modena, from the top of the El Modena Grade, date unknown (First 
American Title Insurance Company Archives). 

 

 
Figure 13:  El Modena Hotel, also known as the Hotel Blount, circa 1888 (burned down in 1889) (First 
American Title Insurance Company Archives). 



 

 
Figure 14:  William Murray blacksmith shop, sign reads “Wm Murray, Blacksmith and Wagon 
Maker, Dealer in Buggies, Farm Implements & Wagons,” November 6, 1908 (First American 
Title Insurance Company Archives). 

 

 
Figure 15:  El Modena Grammar School, 1889 (extant until circa 1930) (City of Orange local 
history website). 



 
Figure 16:  Nathan D. Ellis residence, 1884 (City of Orange local history website). 

 
 

 
Figure 17:  Hewes Park, date unknown (First American Title Insurance Company Archives). 



 
Figure 18:  Hewes Park, date unknown (First American Title Insurance Company Archives). 

 

 
Figure 19:  Aerial photo of Hewes Park, 1938 
(Orange County Archives). 



 
Figure 20:  El Modena real estate placard, circa early 1900s (First American Title Insurance Company 
Archives). 



 
Figure 21:  Lincoln Elementary School, constructed in 1913, view northwest, 1950 (First 
American Title Insurance Company Archives). 

 

 
Figure 22:  First United Methodist Church, date unknown (First American Title Insurance 
Company Archives). 



 
Figure 23:  Roosevelt Elementary School, constructed 1923, view northwest, 1950 (First American Title 
Insurance Company Archives). 

 
 

 
Figure 24:  Bungalow court on Hewes Street at Philo Avenue, view east, 
November 17, 1962 (UCLA Air Photo Archives). 



 
Figure 25:  Aerial view of El Modena, November 17, 1962.  Note Friends Church at middle left, La Morenita market at 
middle, and bungalow court at top right (UCLA Air Photo Archives). 

 

 
Figure 26:  Aerial view of Lincoln Elementary (left, formerly Mexican) and Roosevelt Elementary (right, formerly Anglo) 
schools on Chapman Avenue at Hewes Street (left), May 17, 1965 (UCLA Air Photo Archives). 
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Eichler Tracts (Fairhaven, Fairhills, Fairmeadow) Historic Context Statement 
 
Introduction 
 
Between 1949 and 1974, Joseph Eichler built about 11,000 homes in California, including 575 in 
Southern California and 350 in Orange.  Once a successful butter-and-egg wholesaler in New 
York, Eichler drew inspiration for his change in profession from his time renting Frank Lloyd 
Wright’s Bazett House.  Wright’s Usonian building principles – which included integration with 
the natural landscape, the use of indigenous materials, and an aesthetic to appeal to the “common 
man” – inspired Eichler to incorporate similar principles into his suburban tract homes.  After 
building two relatively mundane developments in 1949, he founded Eichler Homes, Inc. and 
dove into the postwar suburbanization and California modern architecture movements.  3,000 
miles from William Levitt’s cookie-cutter, “Cape Cod”-style cottages, Eichler hired a series of 
progressive architecture firms – including Anshen & Allen, Jones & Emmons, and Claude 
Oakland Associates – to design innovative, modern, and affordable homes for California’s 
middle-class consumers.  For over two decades, Eichler Homes would utilize streamlined 
production methods, specialized construction materials, an innovative marketing campaign, and 
one of the first non-discriminatory suburban housing policies in the country to change the shape 
of America’s suburbs. 
 
Beginnings:  1940s 
 
Joseph L. Eichler was born in 1900 to immigrant parents in Manhattan.  His mother was 
German, and his Austrian-Jewish father owned a small toy store on 57th Street and 2nd Avenue.1  
Raised Jewish, Eichler received a business degree from New York University in 1920.2  In 1925, 
he married Lillian Moncharsh, daughter of Polish-Jewish immigrants who owned a wholesale 
food company called Nye and Nisson, Inc., the largest independent butter-and-egg wholesaler in 
the region.3  After he married, Eichler took a managerial position with the family business, and 
soon moved to a branch office in San Francisco, where he began to raise a family.  Son Richard 
was born in 1927, Edward in 1930.4  In the 1930s, successful and secure in his job, Eichler lived 
a pleasant life; although not particularly interested in arts and culture, he dressed well, went to 
parties, and loved Joe DiMaggio.  Gradually, however, Eichler became bored and frustrated with 
his job, despite its financial success.5   
 
In 1942, Eichler’s life changed when he decided to rent the Frank Lloyd Wright-designed Bazett 
house in Hillsborough, just south of San Francisco.6  From 1943 to 1945, life in the Usonian 
house constantly inspired Eichler, and soon he and his wife became devotees of contemporary 

                                                 
1 Ditto, Jerry and Lanning Stern.  Design for Living: Eichler Homes (Chronicle Books, San Francisco, 1995) 41; and 
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Lloyd Wright” (Eichler Network online, <http://www.eichlernetwork.com/ENStry11.html>). 



architecture.7  Many of Wright’s Usonian building principles had a direct impact on Eichler’s 
burgeoning architectural philosophy.  Wright intended to create Usonian homes for “everyman” 
and used indigenous materials to design buildings integrated with the natural landscape.8  Open 
floor plans allowed for freedom of individualized use and a sense of spaciousness.9  In addition, 
Wright’s thoughtful use of building materials, manipulation of natural light, and use of radiant 
heating (provided by hot water pumped through pipes beneath the floor) introduced Eichler to 
“an entirely new way of living” and encouraged him toward a dramatic shift in profession, from 
a food wholesaler to a developer with the goal of providing “contemporary houses for sale to the 
person of average income.”10  In 1945, at the age of 45, Eichler sold the family butter-and-egg 
business.  With nothing to do, Eichler took his time considering career options, and played golf 
for the better part of a year.11 
 
While Eichler hit the links, the American homebuilding industry expanded exponentially.  The 
country had been experiencing a housing shortage since the Great Depression, and World War II 
further compounded the crisis.  Millions of war veterans returned to the U.S. and the ensuing 
baby boom created an extreme demand for homes affordable to middle- and working-class 
families.  The rising postwar economy helped many families build up savings for 
homeownership, and the federal government adopted a series of policies designed to put them in 
suburban homes as efficiently as possible.  New measures included no-money-down mortgages 
for veterans provided by the Veterans Administration; the Federal Housing Administration 
(FHA), established during the Depression, after World War II began financing a third of all 
suburban homes per year; the Housing Act of 1949 increased FHA funding; and the Federal 
Highway Act of 1956 developed a transportation framework for suburbanization (Adamson and 
Arbunich 10-11).  In particular, FHA regulations specified a model for housing developments, 
including detached single-family homes, strict zoning, and racial segregation to ensure 
“harmonious, attractive neighborhoods.”12   
 
In an effort to respond to the demand, the manner of building homes also changed.  “Developers” 
soon dominated the residential market, often building tracts of small, cheap, highly standardized 
homes with similar floor plans and minimal accouterments.  William Levitt’s Levittown in New 
York epitomized this early postwar suburbanization boom.  After building more than 2,000 
homes in 1947, Levitt set a record for most homes built in a year for a single development.13  His 
nearly identical homes erected on a rigid grid of new streets, and off-limits to would-be non-
white homeowners, drew criticism for their uniformity and blandness, but succeeded in making 
the dream of homeownership a reality for thousands of middle-class families.  Across the 
country, new mass-production techniques, low interest rates, and federal investment in home 
mortgages made owning a suburban home cheaper than ever.  Soon climate-controlled shopping 
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malls and fast-food restaurants increased the appeal of life out of cities and in the car.  According 
to historian Gwendolyn Wright, Americans “embraced suburban homes as the manifestation of 
the nation’s fundamental values of stability, affluence, and individualism.”14  
 
Eichler became involved in homebuilding in 1946, when he partnered with developers in the 
Sunnyvale neighborhood at the southern end of the San Francisco peninsula, building 
prefabricated homes for buyers with their own lots.15  By 1947, Eichler bought out the Sunnyvale 
Building Company, and expanded its practice, building his first suburban subdivision with then-
typical features including wood floors on joists, sheet-rock walls, and forced air heat.16  Eichler’s 
experience living in the Bazett house still influenced him heavily, however, and around the same 
time he hired Robert Anshen,17 a disciple of Wright, to design a home for him in a similar 
style.18   
 
Anshen quickly convinced Eichler of the aesthetic advantages of the California Modernist-style 
over the prevailing styles of the day.  Anshen accomplished this most directly in 1948, when, 
after seeing one of Eichler’s first subdivisions, he demanded, “How could you build this crap?”19  
In an effort to respond to this question, Eichler agreed to pay Anshen $2,500 to design three 
plans and demonstrate how better design could be accomplished affordably.  Originally an 
aspiration of European Modernism, the ideal of affordable, high quality housing for the masses 
became partially integrated into California Modernism beginning in the 1920s.  According to 
historian Paul Adamson, architects Rudolph Schindler, Richard Neutra, and William Wurster 
developed the California Modern aesthetic in terms of a “California culture that was defined by 
an unpretentious social structure, outdoor living and the beginnings of a high-tech economy.”20  
California Modern homes featured expansive at-grade plate glass windows designed to bring 
California’s enchanting landscape and mild climate inside.21  Steel framing, tilt-up concrete, or 
post-and-beam construction allowed for open floor plans and personalized, reprogrammable 
space.22  Beginning in 1945, the Case Study House Program, sponsored by Arts & Architecture 
magazine, encouraged California Modern architects to experiment with new construction 
techniques, in an effort to promote individualistic modern design for middle-class residences on 
a massive scale.  Many of the new concepts proved too difficult to replicate, however, and 
although architect Cliff May succeeded in popularizing the Western Ranch style home with some 
similarities to California Modernism (including private, backyard-oriented single story homes 
with large windows, patios, and lush landscaping),23 residential developers did not adopt true 
modern design until Eichler began doing so in 1949.  After only employing a draftsman in his 
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early projects, Eichler began to base his residential homes on drawings provided by architects 
like Anshen and his colleague William Allen.24 
 
Growth of Eichler Homes: 1950s 
 
According to a 1962 magazine article on Eichler Homes (as Eichler’s company soon became 
known),  

Using the words ‘homebuilder’ and ‘architect’ in the same breath is the exception rather 
than the rule; but then Joseph L. Eichler threw away the rulebook the day he ventured 
into the homebuilding field.25   

Indeed, Eichler Homes modeled some of its first designs after the notably modern “AA-1” house 
prototype designed by Anshen and Allen.  The model, which served as the template for five of 
Eichler’s first subdivisions in the Palo Alto and Redwood Gardens neighborhoods near San 
Francisco, featured post-and-beam framing, open floor plans, relatively blank front facades with 
private rear backyards enclosed by a high fence, floor-to-ceiling windows, and radiant heated 
concrete floors, all within 1,044 square feet at a cost of $9,500.26  According to Eichler, “if I 
were in the dress business, I’d hire the best designers to create dresses for sale.  I think the same 
reasoning applies to home building.”27  
 
Immediately popular with young professionals, Eichler’s initial developments employed a 
number of unique techniques – in addition to and often because of being designed by architects – 
that, albeit refined in future subdivisions, set a precedent for over a decade of successful 
homebuilding.28  Specifically, Eichler Homes used high quality building materials,29 a 
streamlined construction system, innovative neighborhood design, an advanced marketing 
campaign, and an open housing policy to create a unique brand of suburban tract homes.  As 
soon as December of 1950, Eichler Homes began winning awards, first for “Subdivision of the 
Year” in Architectural Forum, thanks to a “progressive builder” and “top-flight architects.”  The 
same issue of Forum named A. Quincy Jones, a successful California Modernist architect, 
“Architect of the Year,” prompting Eichler to contact him regarding future collaboration.30  
Jones contacted colleague Frederick E. Emmons about the commission and soon the pair joined 
Anshen and Allen in designing model homes for Eichler.   
 
Eichler Homes’ design innovations during the 1950s included sliding glass doors, a built-in 
range and oven (often in a kitchen directly open to a family room), metal cabinets, metal sash 
                                                 
24 Adamson 8.  S. Robert Anshen and William S. Allen founded their San Francisco-based firm in 1940.  In 1956, 
they received national attention for their concrete and glass Chapel of the Holy Cross in Sedona, Arizona (“Enter the 
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A. Quincy Jones, for example, participated in experimental programs sponsored by the U.S. Gypsum Company and 
U.S. Steel on using new materials for large-scale home design (Adamson and Arbunich 94). 
30 Buckner, Cory.  “Touring California with Architect A. Quincy Jones – the Remarkable Designs of Jones & 
Emmons” (Eichler Network, <http://www.eichlernetwork.com/ENStry20.html>).   



windows, and multiple bedrooms, family rooms, baths, and patios.31  Beginning in 1953, a 
second bathroom with direct outdoor access proved popular.32  In 1956, Anshen sketched, and 
Jones finalized, designs for an interior courtyard or atrium, completely invisible from the street, 
which dramatically increased the indoor/outdoor feel of the homes.  This unique feature seemed 
to perfectly compliment California’s infrequently wet weather, and sales soared.  Eichler and his 
architects insisted that the tracts also use high-quality materials to match the designs, including 
teak, mahogany veneered interior plywood from the Philippines, redwood posts and beams from 
Oregon, and crushed brick or white or gray stone roofs.33  The rich materials and thoughtful 
design led to a flood of national awards for Eichler Homes throughout the 1950s, including 
accolades from Life, House and Home, and Sunset.  Sales also remained consistently strong, 
spurred the by positive press and new variations, including T- and L-shaped floor plans and flat 
and gabled roofs, which increased the variety of home types. 34  By the mid-1950s Eichler had 
sold close to 2,000 homes.35   
 
While Eichler spent more money than other developers to pay for architects and their demand for 
relatively elaborate materials, the design process actually helped save money overall, in part due 
to a streamlined construction system.  According to Joseph Eichler’s son, Ned, who worked for 
Eichler Homes for over a decade, although “[a]ll of the large-scale, postwar homebuilders 
streamlined the process of building through labor specialization, product standardization, and 
vastly improved supply planning and organization,” only Eichler’s unique use of architects 
allowed for efficient mass production without sacrificing complexity of house designs.36  
Architects’ drawings simplified materials purchasing, standardized building components, and 
allowed for greater individuality in home designs through small changes in model plans.37  For 
example, the post-and-beam wood structural system on a slab-on-grade foundation introduced by 
Anshen in 1949 required fewer construction elements and thus increased construction speed.  
Concurrently, Eichler developed an elaborate construction system that included 12 separate 
operations, each with its own crew, similar to a two-week assembly line.  A professional 
timekeeper kept the workers – who included ex-convicts and handicapped men to save money – 
on schedule.38  
 
Eichler Homes’ developments were equally unique on a larger scale, as neighborhood plans 
defied conventional grid street patterns common to early postwar suburbs like Levittown.  
Instead, Eichler and his architects often designed curving streetscapes, sometimes at slight 
angles, sometimes in complete, concentric circles.39  The developments exhibited a balance of 
public and private design.  According to a 1950 Architectural Forum article, the “curvilinear 
street plans [produce] a spacious, informal effect, slow traffic within the development, reduce 
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dangerous crossings and improve house orientation.”40  In some cases, Eichler also buried power 
lines beneath sidewalks, for visual and safety improvements.  In addition to safer streets, many 
Eichler tracts included public facilities open to all residents, a feature unique to suburban 
housing in the 1950s.41  Amenities included clubhouses, swimming pools, community centers, 
recreation centers, parks, and schools, with space sometimes secured through creative zoning 
variances.42  For example, lots sizes were reduced to make room for more public land).  Eichler 
and his architects hoped to achieve a sense of “total community,” and in some cases “formalized 
neighborhood interconnections” by establishing joint community ownership of the public 
properties.43  At the same time, individual home designs and orientation encouraged intensely 
private living.  The relatively blank front facades, interior atriums and backyard enclosed by high 
walls or fences turned individual families inward.  On a more basic level, the modern designs 
necessitated privacy; according to the 1950 Architectural Forum article on Eichler’s 
“Subdivision of the Year,”  

unlike Long Island Builder Levitt, who forbids fencing on the grounds that it creates a 
cluttered look and deprives people of the benefit of his landscaping, Eichler holds that 
well-designed, uniform fences are an asset when big glass walls face each other across 
rear yards.44  

Thus, on the larger scale of entire subdivisions, Eichler “employ[ed] traditional notions of 
community while providing for the modern desires for privacy and individuality.”45   
 
Eichler exploited this balance of public and private life lived in modern homes at affordable 
prices in an extensive advertising campaign geared toward the middle class.  According to the 
1950 Architectural Forum article, Eichler spent about $50 per house on advertising, with 60% 
earmarked for newspaper ads, 30% for direct mail, and 10% for billboards, landscaping of model 
homes, and “cocktail previews” for the press, radio and civic leaders.46  While model home 
openings and promotional receptions helped spark word-of-mouth interest in the company, the 
heart of Eichler Homes’ public image lay in its print advertising.  Professional graphic designers 
and advertisers developed slick and innovative ads to accompany the evocative photography of 
professional Ernie Braun.  Braun’s staged, often low-angle shots captured the new sense of 
freedom and individuality available to middle-class homeowners in the new, modern, suburban 
homes with advanced designs.47  Ad text invited consumers to experience  

the lighthearted freedom of unconfined space!  In Eichler living it comes from capturing 
the outdoors – shielding it from the street – guarding it from the weather – making it part 
of your living – yours alone.  Then your private out-of-doors is combined with the 

                                                 
40 Forum 1950 80. 
41 Adamson and Arbunich 39. 
42 NR Nomination 3, 5, Adamson and Arbunich 187. 
43 In the Greenmeadow subdivision in Palo Alto, Eichler planned to impose a usage fee on community facilities until 
residents formed a neighborhood association, raised funds and convinced him to sell the property to them.  From 
Seyfert, Tim.  “Greenmeadow, Palo Alto, Where Eichler’s utopia still lives today” from Palo Alto Online, no date 
<http://www.paloaltoonline.com/neighborhoods/greenmeadow.shtml>. 
44 Forum 1950 80. 
45 Adamson and Arbunich 227. 
46 Forum 1950 80.   
47 Wright, Gwendolyn.  “Performance Standards,” Places, Cambridge, Massachusetts, Volume 14, Number 2, Fall 
2001. 



interior as living areas are visualized.  And only then are exterior walls shaped – to 
enclose your private spaciousness.  A new looking home results!  New, clean, graceful 
exterior lines – the lines of the home of the future designed by the finest architects.48  

In general, Eichler’s ads catered to a relatively intellectual clientele, or at least to those 
impressed with functional, minimal, well-organized, and technologically superior designs.  
Indeed, the unique, glass-dominated homes intimidated more conventional members, or the 
majority, of the general public.  Eichler’s homes sold well, however, catering to the California 
lifestyle that celebrated personal satisfaction, and a varied group of adventurous and creative 
young professionals and families purchased them.49  
 
While Eichler Homes’ advertising images put a hip, friendly, wholesome, and uniformly 
Caucasian face on this group of potential homeowners, in reality the subdivisions were home to a 
racially diverse group, albeit one never overtly advertised to the general public.  Although it was 
not advertised, the “open housing” policy of Eichler Homes, which permitted members of all 
races to purchase property in the tracts, was quietly practiced from the company’s inception.50  In 
addition, the policy – which was at odds with most other postwar suburban developers that used 
restrictive covenants to prevent minorities from purchasing homes (in line with the FHA stance) 
– possibly meant more to Eichler than any of his other innovations.  A lifelong liberal and 
Democrat, Eichler campaigned for Adlai Stevenson in 1952 and 1956 and met with John F. 
Kennedy in 1960.51  A 1963 photograph of two boys – one Asian, the other African-American – 
playing together in Eichler’s Lucas Valley subdivision, had a profound impact on Eichler and 
crystallized for him the importance of integrated housing.52   “That picture catches within 
[me]…,” said Eichler.  “It sums up – what I believe in and what I’m working for in life” and is 
“the most eloquent expression of the philosophy of my organization.”53  
 
According to a 1964 interview with Ned Eichler, who became president of Eichler Homes in 
1964, “Orientals” bought homes in Eichler subdivisions beginning in 1950, and “Negroes” first 
purchased homes in 1954.54  Initially, Eichler Homes had no established policy on whether or not 
to sell to minorities, but as soon as the first interested buyers approached, the elder Eichler did 
not want to be bothered with such “little problems.”  Gradually the company adopted the policy 
to sell to any financially qualified buyers.  For minorities, this often equated to an elite clientele, 
including a Stanford scientist and a Harvard Medical School graduate.  Overall, integration of the 
subdivisions (which never included over 10% minorities) went smoothly, although in a few cases 
neighbors protested.  In one extreme instance, Eichler had to visit the tract and explain to a score 
of angry property owners that the open housing policy would not be changed, and that if property 
values decreased as a result of integration that this would in fact hurt Eichler more than the 
owners.  On rare occasions, the company would offer to buy properties back from owners who 
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simply refused to live in an integrated neighborhood.  On the other hand, however, some 
homeowners purchased the homes specifically because of its open housing policy, often without 
being aware of their potential architectural benefits.  In general, the company walked a thin line 
by publicly supporting the policy; although Eichler openly resigned from the National 
Association of Homebuilders in 1958 after another member commented that blacks were known 
to decrease property values,55 the company also turned down numerous awards from civil rights 
groups, afraid that too much attention would disrupt their quiet pioneering of suburban fair 
housing.56   
 
The company set a precedent for integrated housing before much of the national civil rights 
legislation in the 1950s, and well before a California court ruled in 1958 that builders could not 
discriminate against blacks.57  In Southern California, the company was credited with the 
integration of tract housing, beginning with the Balboa Highlands subdivision in the San 
Fernando Valley.  According to former Eichler salesman Jonas Harschel, “…here were liberal 
businessmen bucking American industry’s racist policies, and insisting on selling good design at 
fair prices because it was the right thing to do!”58  Ned Eichler considered his father’s company 
to be in a powerful position for social change: 

Eichler Homes has been in a position to be able to pass its own local fair housing law 
because we could affect enough of the market…I believe that builders really don’t have 
any choice.  They are in a position that they have denied for too long; that is, when the 
build a lot of houses or apartments, they create communities.59  

Eichler Homes consistently embraced what it perceived to be a corporate and social 
responsibility not to discriminate against anyone who applied for its tract housing; only financial 
constraints applied. 
 
Expansion and Demise: 1960s, Orange’s Eichlers, and Urban Development 
 
Through the 1950s and into the 1960s, Eichler continued to work at the head of Eichler Homes, 
overseeing the production of thousands of suburban homes in the Bay Area and expanding the 
business into Southern California.  In 1959, Eichler Homes became the first publicly traded 
homebuilding company, three years before Levitt and Sons.60  In October of the same year, 
Eichler started on the first of what would eventually become 575 homes in Southern California, 
breaking ground on the Fairhaven tract in southeast Orange (Figures 1-7).61  Built as part of the 

                                                 
55 Adamson and Arbunich 190. 
56 Biederman, Patricia Ward.  “Community is Credited with Integration of Valley Housing,” Los Angeles Times, 
Valley Edition Metro Part 2 Page 8, June 23, 1985, from 
<http://www.lottaliving.com/balboahighlands/re_a_valley_integration.shtml>. 
57 Adamson and Arbunich 199. 
58 Arbunich, Marty.  “How One Salesman’s Restless Soul Steered Him to the Eichler Fold” from The Eichler 
Network, <http://www.eichlernetwork.com/ENStory5.html>). 
59 Interview on the American Character. 
60 Ditto and Stern 62. 
61 Orange Daily News, October 1, 1959. 



city’s suburban housing boom, this 133 home, 28-acre, $3.5 million tract was one of the largest 
tracts ever built in Orange.62   
 
Upon arriving in Southern California, Eichler, fresh from a Progressive Architecture-sponsored 
trip to 10 European countries with a group of architects on housing types, insisted that  

…we can learn a lesson about the more efficient use of land from the Europeans…We 
must begin to give more attention to site and community planning, particularly here in 
California.  There will have to be a greater proportion of multiple-story dwellings to 
single story homes in the future.63  

Matt Kahn, a Stanford professor of art, led interior design efforts64 while architects Quincy 
Jones, Frederick Emmons, Claude Oakland, and Anshen & Allen all contributed plans to the new 
development, which, according to the Progressive Architecture article, featured a number of 
multi-story dwellings.  Fairhaven homes also included an “entry court” or atrium, a sliding glass 
door, floor-to-ceiling glass walls, and a “central hall plan,” which separated living and sleeping 
areas (Figure 8).65  Eichler homes in the Fairhaven tract started at $25,950.66 
 
The Fairhaven advertising brochure featured an “architect’s checklist,” for those interested in 
learning more about the added benefits of architect-designed homes in tract housing.  The 
brochure went on to regale consumers with a bright view of life in Orange, and in Eichlers: 

Basking in the sun-splashed City of Orange, the new community of Fairhaven brings the 
Wonderful World of Eichler to Southern California for the first time.  The climate is 
warm and wind-free…ideal for year-round indoor/outdoor living.  There’s a world of 
work and play in every direction.  You can also do everything from fishing and sailing to 
climbing mountains and exploring the desert almost as quickly as the mood strikes you.  
Eichler has designed Fairhaven so that the natural beauty of its tree-studded setting has 
been undisturbed [many orange trees were preserved].  Fairhaven is a complete 
community with convenient facilities for shopping, education and recreation.  Fashion 
Square is just 4 miles away.  Churches of every denomination are close by.  Fairhaven 
offers you suburban living at its finest.  Yes, this is Fairhaven—an established 
community, carefully preserved natural beauty, one of the world’s finest climates…and 
America’s most honored family home…EICHLER HOMES.  Don’t you agree you’ll live 
better—happier—in Fairhaven?  

Over 8,000 people viewed the new homes as part of the February 6, 1960 grand opening and 
many area residents fell in love at first sight.  According to one Los Angeles Times columnist,  

…for an old Southlander, long-accustomed to cloistered desert architecture, the Eichler 
home [in Fairhaven] was a strange apparition, opening our stucco-weary eyes to a new 
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kind of glassed-in living…Curiosity propelled us through the front door, which led us 
right back to open air; the rest was automatic.67 

 
Through 1961, Eichler built Fairhills in East Orange, and the property opened in January of 1962 
at $26,950 per home (Figures 9-11).68  The tract featured homes similar to those in Fairhaven, 
many of which were designed by Anshen & Allen.  The final area tract, Fairmeadow, the largest 
of the three, opened in north Orange near the end of 1964 (Figures 12-15).  The Fairmeadow 
brochure boasted of the tract’s proximity to an elementary and recently completed junior high 
school, in addition to many amenities similar to Fairhaven. 
 
Generally, members of each of the three developments got along well, as neighbors ate dinner 
together and followed the lives of nearby families.  Like their compatriots in Northern California, 
the Orange Eichlers faced their share of problems, however.  While the non-discrimination 
clauses in the house deeds led to some degree of racial integration, it also lead to occasional 
“racist-type activities” such as objectors knocking over minority neighbors’ garbage cans and 
resident complaints.69  However, far more common were home maintenance problems.  Roofs 
leaked, radiant heating pipes often broke and had to be repaired, plate glass windows let in too 
much light and heat, and homeowners were forced to spend extra money on heating and 
cooling.70  In the late 1970s, residents began a series of “Eichler Homeowner Seminars,” which 
included panel members from various companies that “performed recent satisfactory services for 
several Eichler homeowners.”71   
 
More unique to Orange’s Eichlers was the lack of community facilities, a trademark of Eichler’s 
earlier Northern California counterparts.  Because of cost and acreage constraints, Eichler opted 
not to include any pools or community centers in Orange, and in 1965, residents appealed for 
more.  A group of Fairhills homeowners went so far as to write to Eichler, lamenting the 
upcoming summer heat wave and trying to strike some sort of deal on a community pool, but 
Eichler would not relent.72  Overall, though, Eichler homeowners in Orange appreciated their 
unique product, and many maintained their homes with pride (Figures 16-18). 
 
As Eichler Homes continued to expand in Southern California, building two more developments 
in Granada Hills (San Fernando Valley) and Thousand Oaks (Ventura County), the company 
began to run into production problems, leading Eichler to attempt to diversify.  First, other 
builders taking part in the suburban housing explosion were becoming more successful at 
creating appealing homes at reduced production costs – some were dubbed “Like-lers” – 
stiffening industry competition.  Second, the unique materials used in Eichler homes, from 
Philippine mahogany to plate glass, became more expensive, and the skilled craftsmen needed to 
install the materials became harder to find.  Third, buyers began to demand increasingly popular 
air conditioning, which proved difficult to install.  Fourth, wealthier consumers wanted greater 
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individualization in their homes, and began to prefer more traditional architectural styles to 
Eichler’s modern aesthetic.73  In an effort to remain profitable, Eichler turned his attention to city 
centers, specifically San Francisco.  He hoped that urban renewal in the form of modern high-
rises would be the most useful, lucrative, and challenging use of his time. 
 
While Eichler Homes enjoyed moderate success in the urban sphere, the move would ultimately 
lead to the company’s demise.  Echoing his conclusions on the importance of density after his 
European tour, Eichler also saw a shift away from suburban work as a matter of economics: 

…we have reached the point where the creation of single family houses at a price that 
people can afford is becoming increasingly difficult and may soon become impossible, 
The situation obviously calls for a more intensive use of land and we are more and more 
turning our attention in that direction.74 

In fact, Eichler predicted urban-suburban migration patterns incorrectly; the suburbanization 
boom was just beginning, and continues to this day, leaving many inner-cities relatively empty, 
with little public investment.  Starting in 1963, Eichler began construction of high-density 
housing in San Francisco, including the lower middle-class Laguna Heights complex in the 
Fillmore district, a predominantly African-American and Asian city redevelopment area;75 
Geneva Towers and townhouses in Visitacion Valley; Central Towers in the low-income 
Tenderloin district; and the upper-class, 32-story Eichler Summit apartment building at the peak 
of prestigious Russian Hill.76  Typical of much urban renewal across the country, some of 
Eichler’s “towers in the park” faced community opposition regarding the demolition and 
displacement often necessary to make room for new infill development.  These problems, 
coupled with cost overruns for the complex projects, overwhelmed the company, and Eichler 
Homes declared bankruptcy in 1967 and officially dissolved in 1968.77  Eichler used his 
remaining funds to start a small, moderately successful homebuilding venture, but the 1973 
recession hurt the new company, and in 1974, Eichler died.78 
 
Conclusion 
 
In 1963, when a reporter asked Joseph Eichler, “Many builders say ‘give the people what they 
want,’ but how can people ‘want’ innovations they have never seen or heard of?” Eichler 
responded: 

…I operate in what I call the ‘American Way.’  I came up with a product for which there 
was a definite need; I made it as good as I knew how to make it; I avoided waste and kept 
my eyes open so that I could produce at the lowest possible cost; I passed these low costs 
on to the consumer; I kept trying to make my product better, trying to make it cost less.  
My objective was to sell more homes at a lower margin of profit and come out at the end 
through volume.79 
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Eichler accomplished this objective and more.  He set a unique precedent for suburban homes, 
creating modern, architect-designed, integrated, and affordable homes for the middle class.  
Critics of Eichler, most notably architect and urbanist Daniel Solomon, see the company as little 
more than another profit-seeking suburban developer, only with a pretty face.  According to 
Solomon, “Eichlers legitimized the worst aspects of suburban sprawl and the complete 
destruction of the street as public space,” and generally contributed to the abandonment of cities 
and older neighborhoods.80  While few builders emulated Eichler’s use of architect-designed 
modernism and creative building materials,81 the curving street plan, community facilities, and 
privacy-oriented homes have indeed become a common formula in today’s countless suburban 
subdivisions.  Eichler historians Paul Adamson and Marty Arbunich take a more positive 
approach, asserting that “Eichler’s use of centralized community planning and architectural 
designs attuned to the local environment engendered an intrinsic relationship with their context, 
both socially and physically.”82  Although the ultimate legacy of Eichler’s work may be mixed, 
his progressive vision for suburban housing is an unparalleled story in American homebuilding.  
Orange’s Eichlers, which remain remarkably unaltered, attest to the high quality of materials and 
craftsmanship used in Eichler homes, and serve as a reminder of early suburban integration in 
Southern California. 
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Figure 1:  Aerial photograph of Fairhaven tract before development, 1959.  Note Hewes Park at top right 
(Orange County Archives). 
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Figure 2:  Fairhaven tract after development at middle right, 1961 (UCLA Air Photo Archives). 
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Figure 3:  Fairhaven tract at middle, 1970 (Orange County Archives). 
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Figure 4:  Map of Los Angeles and Orange County from 1960 Fairhaven tract brochure (Orange Public 
Library). 

 



 
Figure 5:  Map of Fairhaven tract neighborhood, Fairhaven tract brochure, 1960 (Orange Public Library). 

 

 
Figure 6:  Street in Fairhaven tract, Fairhaven tract brochure, 1960 (Orange Public Library). 

 



 
Figure 7:  Photograph and information card for 884 Oakwood Street, Fairhaven tract, circa 1960 (Christine 
Di Iorio). 

 



 
Figure 8:  One of approximately 13 floor plans used in development of Orange County (OC) Eichler tracts, 
designed by Claude Oakland (Eichler Homes of Southern California). 

 
 



 
Figure 9:  Fairhills tract, 1970 (Orange County Archives). 
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Figure 10:  Fairhills tract, 1977 (Orange County Archives). 
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Figure 11:  Fairhills tract neighborhood map, Fairhills tract brochure, circa 1960 (Orange Public Library). 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
Figure 12:  Fairmeadow tract at middle right, 1962 (UCLA Air Photo Archives). 
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Figure 13:  Fairmeadow tract, 1970 (Orange County Archives). 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Figure 14:  Fairmeadow tract map, Fairmeadow tract brochure, circa early 1960s (Orange Public Library). 
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Figure 15:  Fairmeadow tract advertisement, January 21, 1962 (Los Angeles Times). 



 
Figure 16:  Unidentified photograph from Orange Eichler tract, circa 1960 (First American Title 
Insurance Company Archives). 

 

 
Figure 17:  Unidentified photograph from Orange Eichler tract, circa 1960 (First American Title 
Insurance Company Archives). 

 



 
Figure 18:  Unidentified photograph from Orange Eichler tract, circa 1960 (First American Title Insurance 
Company Archives). 
 
 
 
 



 

 




