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Bouquet of Roses: The Stories Behind San Diego 
Places Named for Louis Rose

Donald H. Harrison

Louis Rose, a pioneering San Diego 
businessman, understood the importance 
of geography; in fact, it fueled his 
entrepreneurial instincts. It is not 
surprising, then, that his name is associated 
with a variety of place names in San Diego 
County.

Rose was forty-three years old when 
he arrived in San Diego in 1850. He was 
a man who, in his lifetime, had traveled 
extensively both by land and by sea. His 
life’s journey had begun March 24, 1807, 
in Neuhaus-an-der-Oste, which lies near 
the confluence of the Oste and Elbe Rivers, 
near the North Sea. Neuhaus’ principal 
revenues were derived from shipping 
and other businesses related to these 
two rivers. In particular, the Elbe, which 
connects Germany’s major river port city 
of Hamburg to the North Sea, bustled with 
commerce. 

Having learned the jeweler’s trade, 
Rose immigrated in 1840 to New Orleans, 
another busy river port.1 Some people 
are surprised that New Orleans, rather 
than New York, was the port of entry for 
large numbers of German immigrants; the reason for this lies in the worldwide 
importance of the cotton that was then grown along the Mississippi River. Small 
boats and barges would freight cotton downriver to New Orleans, where it would 
be transferred to ships for transportation to European mills. Rather than make 
the return trip from Europe empty, these ships would offer inexpensive fares to 
New Orleans to immigrants. Even today, there is a swath of German settlements in 
Louisiana.

From New Orleans, Rose went to Texas to sell real estate, and eventually 
decided to strike out for California.2 In a wagon train crossing Texas, Rose passed 
through two places that have San Diego interest: Castroville and Cherry Springs. 

Louis Rose, ca. 1870. Although known as an 
amiable, outgoing man, Louis Rose scowled during 
this portrait session because the time exposure of 
the photograph was long. The result: a genial man 
looked quite severe. ©SDHS #2795.
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The first was a town laid out by a Jewish entrepreneur, Henri Castro.3 Many years 
later, Rose, another Jewish entrepreneur, would lay out the Roseville town site in 
San Diego. There were no cherries growing in Cherry Springs; it was named after 
a traveler who first discovered the springs. Similarly, roses do not grow naturally 
in San Diego’s Rose Canyon, or along the associated Rose Creek—two locations 
named after Louis Rose, who established a ranch and tannery there.

A modest man, Rose probably would not have minded that people confused 
his family name for that of the flower. It was after the flower that his father named 
his family in 1811, when Louis, then known as Leffman, was but a four-year-old 
playing near the banks of the river.4 The change in nomenclature came in response 
to an offer by Jerome Bonaparte, brother of Napoleon, to the Jews of the former 
Kingdom of Hanover, which the Bonapartes had transformed into the Kingdom 
of Westphalia. If the Jews would adopt surnames, making it easier for them to 
be counted in the census and to be called up for military services, the Jews could 
become fully emancipated citizens of the French Empire with all the rights that up 
to then had been reserved to Christians.5

Prior to that edict, family members had followed the biblical custom of 
identifying themselves by attaching their fathers’ names to their own, as in “Isaac, 
son of Abraham,” or ‘Jacob son of Isaac.’ In response to the Bonapartes’ offer, Jews 
chose a variety of surnames. Some, like the Roses, named themselves for plants, 
animals or other elements in nature. Others chose to name themselves after the 
cities where they lived, such as “Frankfurter.” Professions were another source of 
surnames—such as “Schneider,” which means “tailor.” Patronymics such as “son 
of Jacob”—“Jacobson”—also were popular.6

When Rose arrived in San Diego on May 30, 1850, he found the city to be far less 
concerned than either New Orleans or Neuhaus with commerce. Whereas those 
two cities embraced their respective rivers, the main part of San Diego was set 
back several miles from its bay. Rose and a wagon-train friend, James W. Robinson, 
once acting provisional governor of Texas, understood that the city needed to move 
to the bay to better develop its economy.7

Rose and Robinson were not the first to appreciate the bay’s commercial 
potential; the seagoing William Heath Davis—who had married into San Diego’s 
landowning aristocracy—had laid out “New Town” along the eastern shore of 
San Diego Bay. But, lacking fresh water, the settlement did not take hold. Nor did 
another settlement founded by other San Diego families, lying between Old Town 
and New Town, and appropriately called Middletown.8

Rose saw the contrast between the way disembarking passengers could step 
onto a wharf and then walk into the center of either Neuhaus or New Orleans 
versus the way they arrived in San Diego. A contemporary of Rose’s, Ephraim 
Morse, recalled that in 1850, the year California became the thirty-first state of the 
United States:

The regular landing place in the harbor was at La Playa near where 
the United States quarantine station is now located. There were no 
wharves, and both passengers and freight were taken ashore in ship’s 
boats and landed on the beach by the sailors. The freight, destined for 
Old Town, five miles away, was hauled up in Mexican carts, drawn by 
oxen.9
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Places named for Louis Rose

Along with James and Sarah 
Robinson, Rose immediately 
purchased some land at a point 
along the bay between Old 
Town and La Playa, marking the 
beginning of their aggregation 
of sufficient land to lay out a 
new town site. They did not 
have the means to accomplish 
their objective overnight. They 
needed first to develop steady 
sources of income. Robinson 
pursued his old profession as 
an attorney. Rose’s sense of 
geography became immediately 
apparent when he chose the Casa 
de Reyes Ybañez, at the corner 
of Washington (now Wallace) 
and Juan Streets, as the site for 
his Commercial House hotel and saloon complex. It was one of the first hotels that 
travelers from the north or the east encountered as they arrived at Old Town.10

Rose acquired a butcher shop in August 1852, figuring he could expand its 
customer base beyond San Diego residents. He appealed to the masters of coastal 
ships to become customers by promising them provisions that were both fresher 
and less expensive than those that found a few days’ sailing away in San Francisco. 
In his advertisement, once again, we can see how geographic considerations helped 
form Rose’s business judgments:

Attention. Captains and owners of vessels will take particular notice 
that the subscriber has purchased the interest of Messrs. Leamy 
and Sexton in the butchering establishment at Old Town and that 
his arrangements are now complete for supplying at a few hours 
notice fresh beef, pork, mutton, veal, poultry and vegetables of 
every description, and all kinds of livestock at the lowest rates and 
in quantities. The advantage afforded to Panama Steamers by this 
arrangement whereby they can get fresh provisions and vegetables 
here in any quantity and at short notice, will be apparent to anyone 
when it is known that such supplies can be had here at much less 
price than in San Francisco. Masters and owners of vessels, will, 
if they consult their best interests, make arrangements for the 
subscriber for a regular supply. Louis Rose.11

Rose, who had deposited $6,650 with the City of San Diego in 1850, drew 
down that account two years later by purchasing bayside land at an auction that 
he, Robinson and William Ferrell, as newly elected members of the city Board of 
Trustees, had scheduled to pay off debts with which the Common Councils of 
1850 and 1851 had bankrupted the city. As a result of the bankruptcy, the State 
Legislature had revoked San Diego’s City Charter and directed that a Board of 

Casa de Doña Maria Reyes Ybañez, 1874. Louis Rose rented 
this building in Old Town in 1850 for his first business, the 
Commercial House Hotel and Saloon. He would own a great 
variety of businesses thereafter. ©SDHS #17725.
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Trustees be elected with the principal responsibility of paying off those debts. 
Rose, Robinson and Ferrell, elected to the second such Board of Trustees, were 
all members of the recently formed San Diego Lodge 35 of the Free and Accepted 
Masons. Because land was the city’s only asset, the auction was arranged as a step 
towards discharging the debts.12

Rose Canyon/Rose Creek

Like most bidders Rose 
purchased at that 1852 
auction some lots in Old 
Town, but at the same time 
he also bid for bayside 
acreage. In June 1853, he 
further drew down his city 
land account by purchasing 
800 acres of land lying to 
the north of Old Town in 
La Cañada de las Lleguas 
(the Canyon of the Mares). 
His bayside landholdings 
would someday become 
Roseville, but first he set 
about building a ranch 
and tannery in La Cañada 
de las Lleguas. The area became known as Rose’s Ranch, later as Rose’s Canyon, 
and today it is Rose Canyon. On today’s maps it follows the area along Interstate 5 
approximately from the Balboa Avenue exit to the Gilman Avenue exit; then turns 
west toward the sea through the UCSD campus.13

Rose’s butchering and tannery businesses obviously utilized the same cows. 
But whereas, with his butchering business Rose had sought to accommodate the 
shipping industry, his tannery business was built upon the idea of diverting some 

revenues from the shippers. Up 
until that point, the cowhides were 
shipped north to San Francisco 
or south and around Cape Horn 
to the East Coast of the United 
States to be made into leather 
goods. Saddles, shoes, belts, and 
harnesses would then return to 
San Diego costing far more than 
if they had been produced locally. 
Rose recognized that by eliminating 
these transportation costs, he could 
sell finished products locally at 
considerably lower prices, yet still 
make a profit. 

The site Rose selected further 

Rose Canyon, ca. 1890. Originally known as La Cañada de las Lleguas 
(the canyon of the mares), this canyon lying along present-day Interstate 
5 between Balboa Avenue and Gilman Drive became known in the 1850s 
as Rose’s Ranch, then as Rose’s Canyon, and eventually as Rose Canyon. 
Today, its name also is attached to the Rose Canyon Fault. ©SDHS 
#88:16544.

Rose Canyon, Richert Family Farm, 1910. Fifty years after 
Louis Rose sold the canyon that bore his name to satisfy 
creditors, it still remained a rustic part of the San Diego 
landscape. ©SDHS #94:19140.
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exemplified his business savvy 
and appreciation for geography. 
The tannery was built near a 
creek—which would be called 
Rose Creek—well known to 
ranchers who brought their 
cattle from the northern portions 
of San Diego County to the 
hide houses at La Playa. With 
his tannery located on such a 
route, Rose knew that he could 
easily obtain more and more 
stock—on the hoof! Rose didn’t 
know, however, that the land he 
purchased lay along an area of 
seismic activity—the area that latter-day geologists would name the Rose Canyon 
Fault. He knew nothing about it; it simply wasn’t his fault!

Rose brought his nephew, Nisan Alexander, out to San Diego from New Orleans 
to run the tannery and, in January 1854, editor J. Judson Ames of the San Diego 
Herald took note of the enterprise.

We inspected a specimen of home manufacture a day or two since 
from the tanning and leather manufactory of Lewis [sic] Rose, esq., 
which is situated (as everyone knows, or ought to know, and pay it a 
visit too) about five miles from town, on the road to Los Angeles. This 
leather is tanned and finished in the most thorough and complete 
manner and equals the best articles in the markets of Philadelphia 
and Boston. The establishment is now being increased in its capacity 
for production by the enterprise of its proprietor, and when fully 
expanded, will give employment to a large number of men who, with 
their families, cannot fail to create a large settlement at the place 
now known as Rose’s Ranch, but destined to bear the title Roseville 
whenever it shall reach the dignity of townhood.14

Ames’ crystal ball was clouded; Rose’s Ranch would 
become known as Rose Canyon. Roseville would be 
developed at another part in the city, along San Diego Bay.

A month after Ames’ glowing report appeared, Rose ran 
an advertisement under the headline: “Leather! Leather!” 
As his name was spelled “Lewis,” rather than “Louis”—the 
actual way he signed his name—the notice apparently was 
written by Ames or another member of the Herald staff: 

The subscriber having at great pains and expense 
perfected one of the most extensive tanneries in 
California, is now prepared to furnish the people of 
the southern counties with sole, harness and saddle 
leathers in the best description and at reasonable 

Rose Creek, 2007. Today the site of a hiking and bicycling trail, 
Rose Creek during the 1850s provided the water necessary for 
Louis Rose’s tannery, the first built in San Diego County. Photo 
courtesy of Herb Targum.

This plaque identifying Rose 
Creek is one of several in the 
city on which the “Rose” 
name is recalled, 2007. 
Photo courtesy of Herb 
Targum.
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prices. These leathers are tanned in the best manner (without use of 
hot liquids) and will be sold, for the present, for the following prices 
for cash only. Saddle and harness leather, according to thickness, 
from 60 to 65 cents. Sole leather 50 cents—Lewis Rose. Particular 
attention will be paid to the filling of orders, as it is determined if 
possible to give perfect satisfaction—L.R.15

In 1855, Rose opened a general store in Old Town with partner Eugene 
Pendleton, who traveled to San Francisco to purchase such items as “dry goods, 
fancy goods, clothing, furnishing tools, hosiery, groceries, tobacco, hardware.”16 
Trade was not one-way; Rose sent his leather up to San Francisco for sale in that 
city’s stores. In 1856, Alexander unexpectedly died—a major blow to Rose. That 
same year, Benjamin Hayes, a sightseeing judge who made detailed notes on all the 
places he visited while riding the judicial circuit, wrote that other than at Rose’s 
Ranch, “there is no other tannery in the county.” He added:

There are 20 bark vats, six lime and water vats, two capable of 
containing 500 gallons each; a new bark mill, an adobe house, for 
curing the leather. Each vat will contain from 80 to 100 sides. There 
are force pumps and everything else complete. He now makes 3,000 
sides per annum and 1,000 skins of deer, goat, sheep, seal and sea 
lion. Many goats have been brought to him from Guadalupe Island 
(where goats abound)...off the coast of Lower California. Seals are 
abundant off our own coast. Last year, he sold $8,000 worth of leather 
at San Francisco. It was much praised there. 

Oak bark is obtained 10 miles from the tannery, in abundance, at 
from $12 to $15 per ton-delivered. He employs head tanner, at $100 
per month; two assistants at $25 each per month; three laborers, 

each at $10 per month; 
boarding them. Indian 
laborers command $8 
per month; Mexicans 
at $10, both classes are 
easily got here. Hides are 
readily obtained to keep 
the tannery always in 
operation. He trades for 
them a good deal with 
shoes, saddles and botas 
which are made of his 
own leather. Deer skins, 
goat & bear the standing 
price of $3 a piece. Today 
I found him busy, cutting 
out soles and uppers, 
because he had little else 
to do; the uppers were 

Rose Creek Cottage, 2007. This building was originally built in the 
1920s as a dining room attached to a mansion owned by Frederick 
Tudor Scripps and Emma Jessop Scripps at a Pacific Beach site 
now occupied by the Catamaran Hotel. Moved to Rose Creek in 
1986 thanks to the efforts of preservationists, it is today a venue for 
weddings and other receptions. Photo courtesy of Herb Targum.
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of deer skin. These are manufactured by a Mexican shoemaker, 
according to Mexican style. They will do well in dry weather.17

Hayes, ever curious, looked around the ranch, recording that Rose had built 
“a frame house, in good order; a garden of four acres, with a stone fence five feet 
high.” Hayes estimated that board and wages for the laborers brought the cost of 
the fence to $1,000. Rose also had “grape vines growing freely, but they have been 
neglected. He has raised excellent tobacco. …” Hayes also said:

Digging eight feet, water is plenty; but on most parts of the rancho, 
sufficient water is obtained at the depth of three feet or less. Live 
creeks flow through it during the rainy seasons, and four months 
after, many springs make large ponds from two to three feet deep. 
And there is ample pasturage. At present, he has only 20 head of 
cattle and 100 horses and mules. There is enough of sycamore and 
willow to fence ten miles square and very little oak.18

In another interesting note, Hayes said, “just as you emerge from the Cañada, 
toward False Bay, Mr. Louis Rose has bored 170 feet for an artesian well. The work 
is now suspended. In boring, they passed through four different strata of stone 
coal: too thin to pay for the workings.19

If Rose only had taken that failure as an omen that 
he was not destined to become a mining mogul, his 
life would have been considerably happier. But Rose 
caught the mining bug, and when he heard of a copper 
mine in the Vista area, he decided to dig deep—not 
only into the earth but into his personal savings. The 
mine was promising…and promising….and promising. 
Although some ore was extracted, it did not assay at a 
sufficient percentage to make shipping and smelting 
it financially feasible. Rose deluded himself into 
believing that if he dug just a little farther, a little 
deeper, he would hit the rich vein that would repay 
him for all his trouble. He literally bet the mortgage on 
it—putting up as collateral much of his land holdings, 
including Rose Canyon.20 

He also had an idea that if he could mine the land, 
why not the sea? He saw the vast kelp beds off the 
coast of San Diego as rich with possibilities. Years 
later companies like Kelco would extract from the 
kelp materials used in pharmaceuticals, ice creams 
and gelatins, but Rose saw another use for the giant seaweed. The San Diego Herald 
reported Jan. 29, 1859:

Our public-spirited fellow citizen, Louis Rose, Esq., has commenced 
the manufacture of mattresses. They are made of seaweed in an 
exceedingly soft and pliable texture. The weed is subjected to a 
simple and winnowing process, by which it is divested of its offensive 

This entrance to Rose Canyon is 
located across Genesee Avenue 
from University City High School. 
Besides excellent hiking, the canyon 
offers a wide variety of native flora 
and fauna. Photo courtesy of Herb 
Targum.
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impurities and at once rendered fit for use. The floating whale lair, 
thus cleansed, is superior to wool, straw or moss, and is nearly 
as soft and durable as hair. The introduction of manufactures of 
every description in our state is what is now required to render us 
prosperous and independent as a people.”21

A seaweed-stuffed mattress was an idea before its time. It still is.

As he chased dreams of copper and kelp, Rose’s debts mounted, and finally, in 
1860, Rose had to forfeit his canyon 
to Lorenzo Soto, the mortgage 
holder. The name Rose Canyon, 
however, had taken hold, leading 
some people to believe mistakenly 
that Rose had something to do 
with later developments in Rose 
Canyon, including the brick-making 
operation that Thomas Hill began 
there in 1888—the year of Rose’s 
death. This misconception was 
carved into a plaque honoring Rose’s 
memory on May 30, 1934—eighty 
years after his arrival in San 
Diego. Originally located on the 
median divider of Highway 101, the 
monument now is located on a lawn 
in front of UCSD’s Applied Physics 

This monument memorializing Louis Rose originally was 
built on a portion of Highway 101 at Rose Canyon. Portions 
of the highway were incorporated into the campus of UCSD, 
to which the monument was relocated. It sits on the lawn 
in front of the Applied Physics and Mathematics Building, 
2007. Photo courtesy of Herb Targum.

La Playa, now Rosecrans Ave., undated. This well-traveled road was named “Main Street” by Louis Rose when 
he laid out Roseville in 1869. Its name subsequently was changed to Rosecrans Ave. in honor of Union General 
William Rosecrans who advocated for making San Diego the Pacific terminus of a transcontinental railroad. 
©SDHS #80:8309.
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and Mathematics Building. The 14-line plaque reads: “Honoring/Louis Rose/1807-
1888/ Founder of Roseville/ Pioneer of Rose Canyon/ Brickmaker-Tanner/ 
Outstanding Citizen/ Congregations/ Beth Israel/ And/ Tifereth Israel/ And/ San 
Diego Lodge F.& A.M./ May 30, 1934.”22

Roseville

In 1863, Rose provided five acres of land near the future Roseville for the area’s 
first Jewish cemetery. Even though California was on the sidelines of the U.S. Civil 
War, its economy remained stagnant until after the Confederates surrendered 
at the Appomattox courthouse. With the help of Ludwig Rose, a nephew who 
emigrated from Germany and created a brokerage firm in San Francisco, as well 
as from profits from his own butcher shop and hotel—Rose once again aggregated 
sufficient capital to pursue his dream of a town site on the bay.23

In 1867, the widow and son of Rose’s old friend, James W. Robinson, decided to 
sell off holdings in the western portion of San Diego County and move to Jamul.24 
Rose paid $10,000 to Mrs. Robinson and her son William for various land holdings, 
thereby aggregating enough acreage to lay out a bayside town that stretched 30 
blocks long and, depending on the curvature of San Diego Bay, approximately 
eight blocks wide.25 

Rose gave the prosaic name of Main Street to the 100-foot-wide street that today 
is named Rosecrans—after William Rosecrans, a Civil War general who became 
a San Diego railroad promoter. Seventy-five-foot-wide cross streets, starting at a 
point corresponding with today’s Avenida de Portugal and culminating at today’s 
Dumas Street, were also numbered unimaginatively from First Street through 
Thirtieth Street. The streets paralleling Main Street were named with a little more 
flair. On the bayside, they were called Water Street, Front Street, Tide Street and 
Short Street. As Roseville climbed into the hills above Main Street, the streets were 
called Locust, Elm, Willow, Pine and Chestnut.26

The developer had grown up in Neuhaus-an-der-Oste with an appreciation 
for parks, especially the Graf Bremer Park in nearby Cadenberge.27 He set aside in 
Roseville two full blocks for 
park use. Block 150—bound 
by Locust, Elm, 19th and 20th 
Streets—he named Buena 
Vista Square for the beautiful 
views it afforded. Another 
park site was at Block 175 
bounded by Pine, Chestnut, 
21st and 22nd Streets. This 
Rose named Washington 
Square.28

By the time that Rose had 
aggregated and surveyed all 
the lots, a far larger bayside 
development was being 
promoted aggressively in 
today’s downtown by Alonzo 

Locust Street, one of the streets in the Roseville section of Point Loma 
still bearing the name given by Louis Rose. The skyline of downtown 
San Diego can be seen in the distance, 2007. Author’s collection.
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Horton, with whom Rose would rival unsuccessfully. On January 9, 1869, San Diego 
Union editor W. Jeff Gatewood put in a plug for his fellow Mason’s development, 
which he gave the grandiose name of Rose City. Describing a ride he and his 
wife took with Ephraim and Mary Chase Morse down La Playa Trail “where 
the green hillside slopes gently down to the waters of the bay,” he reported that 
“innumerable stakes denote the streets and blocks of an embryo city.”

The horses cantered gaily over the greensward along the water’s 
verge and our friend took particular pains to inform us that we 
were passing through the principal street of Rose City, while the 
lady passengers amused themselves by building airy castles upon 
innumerable blocks and filling the streets with industrious citizens. A 
few minutes more and we among the ruins of the Playa…29

In April of that year, the San Diego Union took another look at the development, 
reporting:

Roseville—The lovely spot of land is beginning to assume an 
importance and attention worthy of the citizens of San Diego. Over 
two hundred and thirty thousand feet of lumber have been landed 
there; fences have been built and are being built; the streets will soon 
be cleared of the brush, and houses will be started in a few days. The 
vessel discharging the lumber, anchored but a short distance from the 
beach, and during the low tide, had over fifteen feet of water beneath 
her. Mr. Rose, the proprietor of the place, has found water of a good 

Roseville, June 10, 1888. This view of Roseville was taken a few months after the death of Louis Rose, who had 
constructed a wharf and hotel in the area. ©SDHS #80:6618.
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quality, and in sufficient quantity, a short distance from the bay, to 
justify the belief that no fears need to be entertained for the success of 
the place on account of good water. The site is one of the finest on the 
bay and though nothing like so extensive a plateau as at New Town 
and Horton’s Addition, it is beautiful in the extreme, and when built 
upon will make a more imposing appearance from the bay than any 
other point upon it. It is situated upon the northern curve of the bay, 
about half way between Old Town and Ballast Point, or the entrance 
of the Bay. We predict that within one year from this date it will be as 
large a place as New Town is today.30

Rose optimistically began to develop Roseville. He engaged the firm of D. B. 
Kurtz to construct a “good size building” in the La Playa area—which he would 
operate as the Roseville Hotel. Next he made arrangements to build a wharf with 
maximum dimensions of 350 feet in length and 75 feet in width “for the purpose 
of loading and unloading ships.” Successfully petitioning the San Diego Board of 
Supervisors for the right to construct the wharf, he said that the “public good will 
be greatly promoted and it will be of especial benefit to the people of said city.”31

Between March and June 1869, Rose made more than a score of sales at varying 
prices, mostly to people who held the land for speculation.32 These, however, 
were not the only people who acquired land in Rose’s development. A gregarious 
bachelor and a man of great civic involvements—including service on the Board 
of Trustees, the first County Board of Supervisors, the school board and the grand 
jury—Rose had built up a large network of social acquaintances. It is reasonable to 
assume that many of these families invited Rose to share dinner with them, and, 
ever the gentleman, Rose found a way to thank those hostesses who had been so 
kind to him over many years. 

To one-time school teacher Mary Chase Morse, Rose gave an outright gift of 
two 50-by-100 foot lots as tokens of his “esteem and regard” for her, as well as for 
her “better maintenance and support.”33 In Rose’s day, property generally was 
held in a husband’s name, so by specifically deeding the property to her and not to 
her husband Ephraim, Rose was making what may be considered one of the first 
expressions of support by a San Diego man for women’s rights. The gift to Mrs. 
Morse was the first of quite a few such outright gifts, or sale of land at token prices, 
to the women of San Diego. Other early recipients of the gallant Rose’s generosity 
included Bertha Bernard, Sarah Jane Burr, Mary Gatewood, Henrietta Hueck, 
Pauline Mannasse, Polly Ann Nottage, Nellie Pascoe, Henrietta Schiller, Emma 
Solomon, and Mary Taggart.34

In the midst of his sales and gift spree, sixty-two year-old Rose became engaged 
to marry Mathilde Newman, widow of merchant Jacob Newman.35 Like Rose who 
was twenty-nine years her senior, Mathilde was a German Jew. It was so rare for 
two single Jewish adults of opposite genders to be in San Diego that mutual friends 
immediately began pairing them off notwithstanding the age difference.

This was Rose’s second marriage; Rose having been divorced from his first 
wife, Caroline Marks of New Orleans, for nearly 15 years and separated from 
her for two decades. If he didn’t want to end up divorced again, Rose realized 
he had to negotiate a ticklish problem. Here he had been bestowing one and 
two lots on various women in town to express his “esteem and regard” for 
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them and to provide “for their 
better maintenance.” Under such 
circumstances, what gift should 
he give to the woman who had 
consented to be his wife? Surely not 
just one lot or two lots! Rose decided 
to give to Mathilde the deed for three 
full blocks—or 36 lots—of Roseville 
land.36

Robinson-Rose House/Rose’s 
Garden

Furthermore, Rose established a 
home with Mathilde in a house on 
the Plaza in Old Town that he had 
purchased from Sarah Robinson two 
years earlier. The two-story structure, 
which in modern times has served as 
the park’s headquarters, today is known as the “Robinson-Rose House.” Today, it 
is the only building in Old Town San Diego State Historic Park to have on one of its 
doors a mezuzah—a casing that includes a parchment bearing Hebrew-language 
instructions from Deuteronomy 6:4-9 to “love the Lord, Your God, with all your 

Robinson-Rose House, 1874. Today site of the Old Town San Diego State Historic Park Visitors Center, the 
Robinson-Rose building at various times housed offices of the San Diego Herald, the San Diego Masonic Lodge, 
the San Diego & Gila Railroad, and hosted various special events including Jewish High Holiday services in 
1871. ©SDHS #3882:2.

Robinson-Rose House, far right, undated. Louis Rose came 
to San Diego on the same wagon train as Judge James W. 
Robinson, a former acting provisional governor of Texas. 
The two served together on the 1852 San Diego City Board 
of Trustees and the first County Board of Supervisors in 
1853. Rose purchased the home from Robinson’s widow, 
Sarah, and later moved into it with his wife Mathilde. 
©SDHS #80:2851.
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heart, with all your soul, and with all your might.”
Historic interpreters at Old Town San Diego State Park display the mezuzah 

as a demonstration that people of different faiths resided and contributed to San 
Diego in its early American period. The Casa de Estudillo, in which one room is 
reserved as a Roman Catholic chapel, is located directly across the Plaza from the 
Robinson-Rose House. At Fort Stockton, located above Old Town on Presidio Hill, 
there is a monument to the Mormon Battalion, which marched 2,000 miles to San 
Diego from Kansas during the Mexican-American War, helping after arrival here 
to build the city’s first brick structures.

In addition to representing different religions, the two homes across from each 
other on the Plaza also symbolize some of the differences between the ways of 
life in San Diego’s Mexican period and that of the American period. The Casa de 
Estudillo is a one-story hacienda, built in U-shape around the private courtyard 
where numerous family activities occurred. For the sake of privacy, the building’s 
back is turned to the Plaza. In contrast, a prominent feature of the Robinson-
Rose House is the second-floor balcony 
affording residents a view of people in 
the Plaza and vice versa. The Roses, like 
the Robinsons before them, lived upstairs, 
renting the Plaza-level store to a variety 
of stores and businesses. At various times, 
the two families had as tenants the San 
Diego Herald; San Diego Lodge 35, F & A.M.; 
the offices of the proposed San Diego and 
Gila Railroad, as well as a general store 
operated by Hyman Mannasse. The house 
also was the site of the community’s Jewish 
High Holiday services in 1871 and where a 
dormant Hebrew Benevolent Society was 
reorganized. Here two daughters were 
born to the Roses. Helene, born October 1, 
1870, died of scarlet fever on March 13, 1873. 
Henrietta, born May 22, 1872, lived to age 
eighty four, but never married. When she 
died so did Rose’s line.37

The Robinson-Rose property is across a 
walkway from the Casa de Wrightington. 
Many years after her family lived there, 
Henrietta remembered the pleasure of 
playing in the garden as a young girl. 
“There was a patio behind the house,” she 
recalled to an interviewer more than a half 
century later. “I remember old roses, acacia, old century plant. Twilight in that 
old garden—a rambling garden, it almost touched the Wrightington place….Mrs. 
Wrightington made the best tortillas.” When Mathilde Rose was recuperating from 
Henrietta’s birth, Mrs. Wrightington looked after both mother and infant.38

A few blocks from the house, where the Presidio Golf Course is located today, 
was the Pear Garden, which Rose purchased for $2,000 from D. A. Hollister as 

Mathilde Rose, undated. When the wife of a 
fellow Jewish merchant, Jacob Newman, became 
a widow, it was not long until San Diego’s small 
Jewish community encouraged her marriage in 
1869 to Louis Rose, notwithstanding the fact he 
was nearly three decades her senior. The couple 
had two children, Helene, who died in infancy, 
and Henrietta, a spinster school teacher who lived 
into her 80s. ©SDHS UT People, Mathilde Rose, 
Union-Tribune Collection.
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another wedding present for Mathilde. It was planted in 1806 by Captain Francisco 
María Ruiz, one-time commandant of the Presidio. As well as for its pear trees, the 
garden was renowned as the scene of the romantic elopement of Josefa Carrillo 
and Henry Delano Fitch in 1829, exactly 40 years before Rose purchased it for 
his own bride.39 The Pear Garden became known as Rose’s Garden, and even 
sometimes was called “the Rose Garden,“ leading to the same kind of confusion 
that arises about what grows in Rose Canyon. Henrietta many years later would 
recall her walks with her father to that garden. “I remember the pomegranates 
from the Rose Garden place and the figs and the pears,” she said.40

On August 6, 1875, after only six years and four months of marriage, Mathilde 
Rose died of meningitis, and on June 22, 1876, the heart-broken Rose sold the 
garden for $500, just one-fourth the price he paid. The purchaser was Norman 
H. Conklin, who later became in an investor in a nail factory that was one of 
Roseville’s first industries.41

Roseville-Part II

During the time of Rose’s courtship, sales at Roseville lagged far behind those 
enjoyed by Alonzo Horton at New Town, causing some speculators to waver and 
to ask to sell back their land. In 1870, Rose refunded the money of three investors, 
and later that year resold these properties for a profit. Rose was a long-term player, 
believing San Diego’s deepwater port coupled with its position at the southwest 
corner of the United States, eventually would assure economic success. “Just wait 
awhile and you will see,” was a favorite Rose saying.42

Promoting the city in an article intended for mailed distribution outside of 
the area, the San Diego Union lauded Horton’s Addition. On the other hand, the 
newspaper was far less enthusiastic about Old Town, which, it reported, 

Roseville, 1889. Louis Rose died a year before this photograph of Roseville’s first factory, San Diego Nail and Iron 
Works, was taken. ©SDHS #80:8337. 
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…has a population of perhaps 1,000. The county buildings are 
at present located there, and several mercantile houses carry on 
a profitable business, supplying the farmers of the interior with 
provisions, etc. There are two good hotels, which are well supported. 
The people have faith that this will yet be a place of importance, their 
belief based upon the fact that the deepest water is found off ‘La 
Playa’ on the peninsula which divides the true harbor from the ocean 
and False Bay, and at the base of which the town is situated. It is 
contended that upon the completion of the railroad to this port heavy 
freights will be shipped from wharves running out from La Playa 
and Roseville, on the same peninsula.43

The San Diego Union became decidedly less dubious about Roseville’s future, 
reporting on September 15, 1870, that “the wharf at Roseville will be completed 
Saturday next.”

It is built in the most substantial manner and is one of the permanent 
improvements of our growing town. Mr. Rose is entitled to a great 
credit for his efforts in this behalf, and we trust the day is not far 
distant when he may reap a rich reward. Soon as the times will 
warrant he intends constructing a regular wharf front some sixty or 
eighty feet in width by about three hundred in length. The deepest 
sea going steamers can here anchor in safety. We hail the work for the 
good times coming.44

 Lydia Horton, Alonzo’s fifth wife, wrote one of the first descriptions of the 
wharf many years after her arrival in San Diego with her first husband, tidal gauge 
keeper William Knapp. At that point, Rose’s wharf reportedly was 472 feet long but 
only 30 feet wide.

California Southern Railroad train at National City Depot, ca. 1885. The Kimball Brothers, developers of 
National City, were primarily responsible for the creation of the California Southern Railroad. The Kimballs, 
Louis Rose, and Alonzo Horton competed to bring the railroad to their developments. ©SDHS #21137.
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When we landed here, we had to walk up the long and rather narrow 
wharf. My husband taking the baby in his arms, left me to follow 
slowly with our small boy. As we neared the middle of the wharf, we 
met a formidable looking man of great size, roughly dressed with 
dark skin and long black hair. I was quite sure he must be one of the 
wild natives of this unknown region and trembled with fear as he 
approached as there was no one else near. But he passed by without 
even training his eye toward us. When I reached the shore, I met 
Mr. W.W. Stewart who laughingly told me that the man was a quite 
civilized Gay Head Indian from Cape Cod, Mass., who belonged to 
the whaling camp at Ballast Point.45

Before long, the Knapps would hunger for company—the Roseville Hotel sitting 
nearly alone. But Rose—like Horton—was not depending on local residents to fill 
his town site; rather, he was banking on Congress designating San Diego and its 
harbor as the terminus of a new transcontinental railroad. He realized, and so did 
many speculators, that if a transcontinental railroad were connected to San Diego’s 
deepwater port, the city would be a depot for trade and would attract numerous 
settlers. 

In furtherance of this goal, Rose pledged to donate 153 blocks of Roseville to 
entice the railroad to this area, compared to 20 blocks pledged by Horton. Land 
prices rose and fell upon the progress reported from Congress concerning San 
Diego’s quest to be the railroad terminus. When at last a bill establishing San 
Diego as a western terminus for a new transcontinental railroad began making 
substantial headway in Congress, the San Diego Union suggested that “Horton and 
Rose are the happiest men in San Diego as well they might be.” On March 3, 1871, 
Congress finally passed a bill authorizing the Texas and Pacific Railroad to build 
a line from Marshall, Texas, “by the most direct and eligible route to San Diego.”46 
There were great celebrations in San Diego.

While Horton saw an immediate increase in land sales, Rose was disappointed. 
Some suggested the difference was because Horton had gotten people not only 
to buy the land but also to erect buildings on it. In a letter to business associates, 
Morse reported:

Horton has sold about $80,000. He is erecting several buildings near 
his hotel. Buildings are going up all over town, but business is not as 
brisk as we all had expected, and I think I was very moderate in my 
expectations too.…Old Rose is being cursed by Old Town folks for not 
showing a little of Horton’s energy in building up Roseville and La 
Playa. Old Town is nearly deserted.47

Perhaps stung by the criticism, Rose and other landholders in the La Playa 
area decided that they should follow the example set in New Town by Horton 
of providing incentives to people who would actually build on the land—such 
construction likely to spur other construction. Accordingly, he became president 
of the San Diego Mutual Lands Association, earmarking 221 lots in Roseville for 
promotional purposes. Similarly, Thomas Whaley, the association’s secretary, 
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pledged 15 lots; James McCoy designated an unspecified number of lots, described 
as a quarter of his La Playa property, and O. S. Witherby donated 100 acres near 
Roseville. The Association appointed N. H. Dodson as its agent.48 The group’s plans 
were announced in a San Diego Union advertisement bearing the eye-catching 
headline of “Free Lands! Free Lands!”

The San Diego Mutual Land Association having fully organized with 
over 300 lots at Roseville and La Playa, are now prepared to give land 
away to settlers who will improve the same. With a first-class wharf 
almost completed, the advantages of this part of the Bay as a shipping 
point cannot be overestimated. Good fresh water is readily obtained, 
while the climate far exceeds that of any other point on the Bay, and 
is especially inviting to invalids. A lot of 50 x 100 feet in size will be 
given to any person erecting a house thereon, worth at least $250, 
while extra inducements will be held out to those wishing to start 
an extensive business or make more valuable improvements. Titles 
perfect to all lands of the association. For further particulars, apply 
to N. H. Dodson, Esq., Old San Diego, agent of the association, Louis 
Rose, Thomas Whaley, James McCoy, trustees. Thos. P. Slade, Esq., 
attorney for the association.49

Tidal gauge keeper William Knapp was the first to take up the offer, Rose 
deeding a lot to him for $1 on April 3, 1871.50 The San Diego Union subsequently 

View of the Boat Channel from the area at Liberty Station, which was named “Louis Rose Point” by the City of 
San Diego in 2004 to honor the 350th anniversary of Jewish settlement in the United States. Author’s collection.
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reported that the house was expected

to be a credit to that part of the bay. The main house is 34 by 32 feet 
in size, one story high, and the cupola roof now going on will soon 
give it a finished appearance. The outside is to be covered with 
rustic, while the inside will be hard finished throughout. We hope to 
chronicle the erection of many more residences in that delightful part 
of the pueblo.51

Within a short time, four others also took up Rose’s offer.52 When there 
were only two confirmed transactions, the San Diego Union trumpeted success 
prematurely:

The San Diego Mutual Land Association are meeting with success 
in their efforts to develop the interests of La Playa. We feel sure that 
the delightful slopes of Roseville and Mannasse’s Addition between 
Roseville and Old Town will at no distant day be dotted over with 
dwellings.53

Other stories in the San Diego Union, however, may have given readers the idea 
that moving to Roseville was like moving to the wilds. It reported that “Mr. John 
Eccles at La Playa on Tuesday shot a large bald eagle measuring eight feet from 
tip to tip of his wings…”54 Not long afterwards it reported that three large turtles, 
together weighing 550 pounds, were captured in the area. Other stories reported 
that an Old Town resident had fished up a bottle covered with oysters, that Spanish 
Bayonets were abloom on the hills overlooking La Playa and Roseville, and that ice 
three-inches thick had formed overnight in Roseville.55

On April 21, 1873, Alonzo Horton was given the honor of breaking ground 

Home of Peace Cemetery, 2007. Louis Rose originally was buried at the old Hebrew Cemetery in the Loma Portal 
area on land where Sharp Cabrillo Hospital now stands. His body and those of other Jewish pioneers were re-
interred at the Home of Peace Cemetery in the Mt. Hope area. Photo courtesy of Herb Targum.
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for the Texas and Pacific Railroad at a site 
in Mannasse’s Addition.56 The euphoria 
occasioned by this development did not 
last long. Just five months later, Jay Cooke 
and Company, a banking house that 
handled railroad securities, announced its 
bankruptcy, setting off what became known 
as the “Panic of 1873.”

Thereafter, Tom Scott, president of the 
Texas and Pacific Railroad, became less and 
less interested in a terminus in San Diego, 
and increasingly interested in reaching an 
accommodation with the Central Pacific 
Railroad’s new subsidiary, the Southern 
Pacific. In 1876, Collis P. Huntington of the 
Southern Pacific agreed to stop opposing 
a subsidy from Congress for the Texas and Pacific east of California, while Scott 
agreed to cede the Texas and Pacific’s rights in California to the Southern Pacific.57 
As the Central Pacific already had established a western terminus in San Francisco, 
this eliminated San Diego, causing land speculators’ interest in San Diego land to 
plummet. 

Rose, nearly seventy, a widower, and having a small child to raise, became 
increasingly passive about developing Roseville. He worked as a postmaster in 
Old Town from 1877 through 1883. Near blind and suffering from a bad hernia, 
he retired from that position and moved in 1884 from his beloved Old Town to 
New Town, where he spent the last four years of his life. In 1888, developers Frank 
Jennings and George Crippen began promoting land adjacent to his town site 
under the name of “Roseville Heights.”

An advertisement extolling Roseville’s fine geography—had it been read to the 

Louis Rose headstone, 2007. A headstone 
memorializing Louis Rose now sits in the 
Home of Peace Cemetery, but records fail to 
indicate exactly where his body and those of his 
wife Mathilde and infant daughter Helene are 
buried. Photo courtesy of Herb Targum.

This point honoring pioneer Louis Rose is located at a spot where Womble Street, if extended, would meet the 
Boat Channel at Liberty Station, site of the former Naval Training Center, 2007. Photo courtesy of Herb Targum.
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ailing Rose—surely would have lifted his spirits. It seemed to guarantee that, at 
long last, everything he had hoped and worked for since 1850 was, indeed, on the 
verge of realization.

Roseville is close to deep water. Roseville property is in good demand. 
Roseville has got a new and substantial wharf. Roseville will be 
connected with the California Southern Railroad at Old Town by a 
broad gauge heavy steel track. Roseville will have lumber yards for 
the transshipment of lumber to the interior. Roseville will soon be 
connected with Ocean Beach by steam motor. Roseville will have a 
ferry running to San Diego soon. Ties have already been delivered at 
Roseville for the Ocean Beach motor road. Roseville will be supplied 
with water from Mission Valley. All passengers to and from Ocean 
Beach will pass through Roseville. Roseville is a good business 
property. Roseville is a fine residence property. Roseville is attracting 
the attention of investors. Roseville offers special advantage to 
speculators. Roseville is all we claim for it. For a reliable list of Roseville 
property call at our office.58

Rose died February 12, 1888. After a Jewish funeral service and ceremonies 
at the Masonic Lodge, he was buried in the cemetery that he had deeded to the 
Jewish community—land located today under the Sharp Cabrillo Hospital near 
Roseville.59 It would have been a fitting place for Rose to spend eternity, but as fate 
would have it, the cemetery fell into disuse and it was sold by Congregation Beth 
Israel, San Diego’s oldest Jewish congregation.

The bodies of Rose, his wife Mathilde, and infant daughter Helene were 
exhumed along with those of 
other early Jewish settlers and 
re-interred at the Home of Peace 
Cemetery at Mount Hope. They 
are buried together there in Jewish 
Pioneers Row. 

In September 2004, marking 
the 350th anniversary of Jewish 
settlement in North America, 
the City of San Diego decided to 
honor the contributions of its own 
Jewish community by designating 
as Louis Rose Point a small circle 
of land where Womble Street of 
Roseville meets the boat channel.60 
The point will be part of a larger 
city park carved by the city from 
the former Naval Training Center, 
which has been renamed as 
Liberty Station.

Henrietta Rose headstone, 2007. When members of the Louis 
Rose Society for the Preservation of Jewish History learned 
that Henrietta Rose had been buried in 1957 in an unmarked 
grave at Mount Hope, they teamed in 2005 with members 
of the Order of the Eastern Star, the San Diego Education 
Association and the San Diego Unified School District to 
honor the teacher of 45 years tenure. Photo courtesy of Herb 
Targum.
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Craft Beer in San Diego Society
Ernie Liwag

Winner of the 2006 Joseph L. Howard Fund Award

This is grain, which any fool can eat, but for which the Lord intended 
a more divine means of consumption. Let us give praise to our maker and 
glory to his bounty by learning about….Beer! 

Dave Thomas, President, American Society of Brewing Chemists

The United States has recently witnessed a revival in craft brewing operations, 
microbrewing, homebrewing, and brewpubs. Craft brewers are, by definition of 
the Brewers Association, “small, independent and traditional.”1 They produce 
fewer than 2 million barrels of beer annually; less than 25 percent of their brewery 
is owned or controlled by a non-craft brewer; and they produce a high proportion 
of all malt beers. The first microbrewery started in Sonoma County, California, in 
1976. There are now more than 1,400 establishments nationwide with many highly 
successful operations in San Diego.2 

Craft beer thrives at a time when beer production, nationally, is on the decline. 
The top three brewers, Anheuser-Busch, Miller Brewing and Coors, have been 
showing steady decline in sales and production but they continue to dominate 
the industry. John Cavanagh, author of Alcoholic Beverages: Dimensions of Corporate 
Power (1985), pointed out that the national brewers have developed market 

strategies, including pricing below cost, in order 
to capture a greater market share. They rely 
on their gargantuan advertising investments 
and brand royalties to make up the lost profit.3 
His work, published only two years after brew 
pub operations became legal in California, did 
not address the rise of craft beer so its impact 
remains to be seen. According to the Brewers 
Association, craft beer industry production has 
grown for 35 consecutive years; in 2005 it grew 
9.5 percent with the production of 6.25 million 
barrels of craft beer.4

This article explores the growth of the 
craft beer industry in San Diego. Although 
the production of craft beer had been legal in 
California from 1976, breweries did not make 
their mark in the county until after 1985. It took 
brewpubs, legalized in 1982, to effect changes 

Ernie B. Liwag served in the U.S. Navy and continued his military service in the Air Force Reserve. He 
earned his B.A. in History and minor in Biology at the University of San Diego. As a local historian and 
home brewing enthusiast, the craft beer phenomenon in San Diego inspired him to research one of the 
world’s oldest commodities.

The City Brewery Saloon and Beer 
Gardens operated between 1868 and 1888 
at the northwest corner of Fifth and B 
Streets. The Saloon and Beer Gardens 
continued to serve customers until 1898. 
©SDHS #10474-1.
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in San Diegans’ taste for beer. Brewpubs sell 25 percent or more of their beer in 
restaurant-breweries, selling their beer “to go” only when authorized by law. The rise 
of brewpubs, combined with growing dissatisfaction with imported beers, led middle 
and upper-middle class “Baby Boomers” to patronize craft beer. San Diego now 
supports some of the industry leaders and innovators, including Karl Strauss, Stone 
Brewing Co., Gordon Biersch, Alesmith Brewing Co., and San Diego Brewing Co.5 

The National Prohibition Act, enacted January 29, 1919, nearly destroyed the 
brewing industry in the United States. The only brewers left standing were those 
who had invested in national distribution. They began to produce other products 
like industrial alcohol and near beer, beer that contained half of one percent 
alcohol by volume. In April 1933 the government recognized that prohibition 
was a failure and what was popularly known as the “Volstead Act” was lifted.6 
Americans were once again able to buy and consume alcoholic beverages legally.

Prohibition ended but not without its consequences in the beer industry. In 1910, 
prior to prohibition, there were about 1,500 breweries in the United States; after the 
repeal of prohibition there were only 33 breweries by 1940. Six of those breweries 
produced as much beer as all the total of all breweries during the pre-Prohibition 
years. By 1980, the industry consolidated even more with the top three brewers—
Anheuser-Busch, Coors, and Miller Brewing—accounting for 84 percent of the 
total domestic beer sales.7 

The impact of prohibition was felt 
keenly in San Diego. Before prohibition, 
San Diego had approximately 112,000 
people, seven breweries and fifty-five 
saloons, including San Diego Brewery, 
City Brewery and Depot, San Diego 
Consolidated Brewing Co., and Bay 
City Brewing Co.8 After the repeal of 
prohibition, San Diego had only three 
breweries: the Aztec Brewing Company, 
San Diego Brewing Company, and 
Balboa Brewing Company. Together, 
they produced 25 percent of all the beer 
produced in California. San Diego’s 

San Diego Brewing Co.’s horse-drawn wagon, 1900. An advertisement for the Golden Lion Tavern promises 
“The Best Beer in the City is Sold Here.” ©SDHS #3608.

Mission Brewing Co., 1915. The brewery operated 
between 1913 and 1918 at 1751 Hancock Ave. In 1918-
19, the vacant building served as an isolation hospital 
for victims of the flu epidemic. ©SDHS #4590-6.
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population, meanwhile, had more than 
doubled to 289,398 in 1940.9

This initial success of San Diego’s 
breweries would be short-lived. At the 
onset of World War II, national brewers 
made deals with local bars, taverns, 
liquor stores, and “package stores” 
(stores that sold packaged beer) to sell 
their brands almost exclusively. At the 
same time they also used their massive 
resources to buy out local breweries 
across the nation. The national 
breweries’ dominance in packaged beer 
(bottles and cans), the increasing barrel 
taxes, grain rationing, the inability to 
adapt to stricter food and industrial 
laws, and the growth in desire for 
imported beer led to the closure of all 

the local San Diego brewers by 1953.10

In the 1970s, a series of events made 
it possible for the craft beer industry 
(including homebrewing, brewpubs, 
and microbreweries) in San Diego to 
explode. In 1978, Congress passed an 
Act exempting small amounts of home-
brewed beer or wine from taxation 
(Title 26 U.S. Code § 5051 and § 5053). 
However, states remained free to permit 

or restrict the production of alcoholic 
beverages at home. In California, State 
Assemblyman Tom Bates authored 
what became known as the “Bates Bill” 
making possible the “manufacture of 
beer for personal or family use, and not 
for sale, by a person over the age of 21 
years” (Cal. Code § 23356.2). In 1982, 
the California legislature permitted 
licensed beer manufacturers to “sell 
beer and wine, regardless of source, to 
consumers for consumption at a bona 

Mission Brewing Co., 1915. The brewery produced Old 
Mission Lager and Hopski, a non-alcoholic malt and 
hop soft drink. ©SDHS #4590-7.

Aztec Brewing Co., founded in 1933, advertised its 
Famous ABC Beer (natural lager and supreme) as 
“Class in a Glass.” ©SDHS Sensor #6-455.

Aztec Brewing Co. was originally established in 
Mexicali, Mexico, in 1921. Following prohibition, all of 
the plant equipment was moved to San Diego to the site 
of the former Savage Tire Co. at 2301 Main St. in the 
Barrio Logan neighborhood. ©SDHS #7062-1.
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fide public eating place on the manufacturer’s 
premises and which are operated by and for the 
manufacturer” (Cal. Code § 23357), giving rise 
to the brewpub. 

In 1976, Jack McAuliffe, a home brewing 
enthusiast, founded the first microbrewery, 
New Albion Brewery, in Sonoma, California. 
According to the Brewers Association, a 
microbrewery produces fewer than 15,000 
barrels of beer per year. They sell to the public 
through one of the following methods: the 
three-tier system (brewer to wholesaler to 
retailer to customer); the two-tier system (brewer 
acting as wholesaler to retailer to customer); and 
directly to the consumer. New Albion Brewery 
produced ale, porter, and stout. According to 
one wine shop owner, quality issues plagued 
the brewery: “When they were good they were 
very, very good.…”11 The brewery lasted only 
six years, but it created a trend in California encouraging home brewers to bring 
their unique creations to the beer market. Other early efforts included DeBakker 
Brewery in Novato; River City Brewery in Sacramento; Palo Alto Brewing Co.; and 
Sierra Nevada Brewing Co.12

In 1983, a home brewer established the nation’s first post-prohibition brewpub, 
the Mendocino Brewing Company’s Hopland Brewery in Hopland, California, 
ninety miles north of San Francisco. Lawrence Fisher, writing for The New York 
Times in 1986, noted that the brewpub brought to mind the old Hop Vine Saloon 
with “its handcrafted oak bar and original ornamental stamped tin covering 
the walls.” He added that “brewpubs have rapidly become a popular fixture in 
Northern California and the Pacific Northwest.” A few years later Betty Fussell, 
author of Food in Good Season, noted the development of “a style of beer cuisine.” 
San Francisco Brewing Co., located in a turn-of-the-century saloon, offered lagers, 
top-fermented ales, and “a broiled hot Louisiana sausage sandwich with peppers 
and onions.” At Berkeley’s Triple Rock 
Brewery and Alehouse, “you can 
climb to the beer garden…to eat your 
bowl of black bean chicken chili or a 
sandwich of roast beef and Swiss cheese, 
slavered with blue cheese dressing, on 
a Semifreddi Bakery baguette flavored 
with anise and poppy seeds.” She noted 
wryly, “Not exactly standard beer fare.”13

The craft-brewing trend would 
eventually make it to San Diego but the 
market first had to get past imported 
beer. After the closure in 1953 of 
Aztec Brewing Co., the last remaining 
San Diego brewery, San Diegans had 

Aztec Brewing Co.’s logo was the Aztec 
sundial. Murals in the brewery were 
painted by the renowned Spanish artist José 
Moya del Piño. ©SDHS #7062-3.

Aztec Brewing Co.’s softball team gathered in the 
colorful tap room, or Rathskeller, to celebrate their 
status as 1936 Champions of San Diego. ©SDHS 
Sensor #6-469.
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to get their beer from the package store, local bars, or Tijuana, Mexico. For a 
different tasting beer, they turned to imported beer from Mexico such as Tecate, 
Dos Equis, Corona, Negra Modelo, and Pacifico. In the 1960s, packaging and 
keg advancements allowed beers from Europe to reach California, giving San 
Diegans an even wider variety of imports, including Becks, Heineken, Guiness, 
Kronenburg, and Tsingtao.14 By 1970 imports accounted for 6 percent of the 
beer sold in San Diego, far higher than the national average. In 1981, imports 
represented 3 percent of U.S. consumption. In that year, sales of foreign beer 
jumped 14.3 percent compared with overall industry growth of 2.2 percent. By 
1985, the import market in San Diego reached its peak, rising to 10 percent of the 
total market share while, nationally, the import market share was 4 percent.15

San Diegans remained satisfied with 
imported beer until 1985 when the price 
of imports skyrocketed as much as 58 
percent. Some brands cost as much as 
$6 a bottle, five dollars more than any of 
the national brewers beer for the same 
volume. In 1989, Impact, a drinks industry 
newsletter, reported that “the market 
for imported beer is losing its sizzle,” 
increasing only 4 percent in 1988. The high 
cost of imports deterred working people 
from buying foreign beer. Instead, they 
picked up 6-packs of Anheuser Busch, 
Miller Brewing, and Coors. Distributors 
and retailers, meanwhile, found imports 
less profitable and began removing them 

During the 1980s, craft beer, or “micros,” and 
imported beers could be found at Servall Liquor, 
established in 1939, at 1279 University Ave., San 
Diego. Author’s collection.

Gordon Biersch Brewery restaurant opened in Mission Valley in 1998. Author’s collection.
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from their shelves. In 1990, the top five U.S. 
brewers projected sales to rise 2.3 percent.16 

By 1986, imported Mexican beers filled 
San Diego shelves. Sonny Clark, a brewer 
from Stone Brewing Company, commented 
on Mexican beer’s dominance of the import 
beer market during the 1980s: “Corona and 
Tecate dominated the shelves in San Diego 
because those were the only imported beers 
cheap enough for distributors to carry, not 
to mention we are by the border.” He went 
on to say, “While San Diego in general was 
in a Corona craze, there were consumers 
who grew to dislike it. They’re that group of 
people that naturally look and try different 
things.”17

Consumers who wanted to “try different things” have since been labeled 
“Yuppies” (young, urban professionals) and “Baby Boomers.” In the late 1980s, 
they turned to microbrews as an alternative to high priced imported beer and 
Mexican imports. They began to use words like aroma, astringency, bitterness, 
body, head, yeastiness, and aftertaste. They also thought that beer, like wine, 
should compliment food.18 Karl Strauss, founder of Karl Strauss Brewery in San 
Diego, described the craft beer consumer:

As the dollar got zapped, beginning in 1985, imports’ prices have 
climbed and sales growth slowed. But there remains a small but 
very dedicated—sometimes vocal—market for the non-bland, non-
pasteurized, non-Americanized beer. This market wants heavier, 
maltier, hoppier. These were “people with an educated beer taste”—
often those who have traveled to Europe. These are the people who 
disdain the big brewers’ appeal to the lowest common denominator. 
These are often the same folk who like fine wines. They’re between 
25 and 40 and have incomes greater than $30,000 a year—classic 
Yuppies.19

The growing demand for craft brew 
led to the opening of the Bolt brewery 
(a microbrewery) in San Diego in 1986 
followed by Karl Strauss’ Old Columbia 
Brewery (a brewpub) in 1989. Mission 
brewery (a microbrewery) opened in 
1989; La Jolla Brewing Company (a 
brewpub) opened in 1990. Callahan’s 
Pub and Brewery (a brewpub) opened 
in 1990 in Mira Mesa while Pizza 
Port Brewing Company (a brewpub) 
in 1992 opened in Carlsbad. Ballast 
Point Brewery opened in 1996 in Linda 
Vista. Coronado Brewing Company (a 

Karl Strauss Brewery Restaurant, 1157 Columbia 
St., San Diego, 2007. The company’s first brewery 
restaurant opened on February 2, 1989. Author’s 
collection.

A carton of Karl Strauss Amber Lager shows surfers in 
the San Diego sunset. Author’s collection.
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brewpub) opened in 1996 and Stone Brewing Company (a microbrewery) opened 
in 1996 in San Marcos. Finally, Gordon Biersch Brewing Company added their 
brewpub to Mission Valley in 1998. All except Bolt and Mission Brewery remain in 
business today.20

The upper-middle class desire for craft beer, combined with San Diego’s rise to 
prominence in several related markets, caused businessmen to invest in brewpubs. 
They wanted to capitalize on a largely untapped market in San Diego. They 
focused their attention on downtown San Diego, which draws locals and visitors 
who have the money to experience fine food, wine, and beer. In 1988, Paul Dobson, 
the owner of Dobson’s Bar and Restaurant, remarked, “Downtown is high end. 
We’re after the people who make 
enough money to experience 
different tastes.”21 In 1989, 
Chris Cramer, Stanford MBA 
and co-founder of Karl Strauss, 
explained the growth and success 
of the craft brewing industry in 
San Diego by stating that the city 
is “growing by 4 percent a year. 
Much of that growth is upscale 
in-migrants—Yuppies or related 
breeds.”22 In 1989, San Diego 
became the seventeenth largest 
beer market in the country 
consuming 0.9 percent of the U.S. 
total. It was the twelfth largest 
market for imported beers, 

Coronado Brewing Company, founded in 1996 by Rick and Ron Chapman. Author’s collection.

Ballast Point Brewing Co. and Home Brew Mart, 5401 Linda 
Vista Rd., 2007. In 1996, the brewery began producing beers for 
sale at retail locations, including Yellowtail Pale Ale and Wahoo 
Wheat. Author’s collection.
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and the eleventh largest restaurant 
market.23 Once consumers started 
shifting their interest towards 
craft beer, businesses developed to 
accommodate them. 

At first, craft beer appealed to 
upper-middle class consumers but, 
in the long run, it depended on the 
support of middle-class drinkers. The 
upper-middle class by itself could 
not increase or sustain the growth 
of craft beer. The population of San 
Diego increased 4 percent annually 
during the 1980s.24  On the other 
hand, according to one local brewer, 
the market for craft beer increased 35 percent annually from 1990-2000. Per capita 
consumption remained steady at between 20-22 gallons. Even if the upper-middle 
class accounted for 25 percent of the population in San Diego (a generous estimate), 
it still could not account for the soaring popularity of craft beer.

The middle class expanded from the 1940s through 1970s as businesses 
and unions, combined with a boom in manufacturing jobs, elevated the status 
of blue-collar workers. Anheiser-Busch, Miller Brewery, and Coors mounted 
effective advertising campaigns to ensure middle-class loyalty to their products. 
The average American paid little attention to so-called “high class” beers with 
the exception of Miller’s High Life which was advertised as “The Champagne of 
Beers.” Most beers produced by Anheuser-Busch and Coors tasted so similar that 
beer drinkers dismissed the idea that a particular beer could be for the “higher 
class.”25 To most Americans, beer was beer.

Gradually, however, craft beers gained the support of home brewers who were 
decidedly middle class. According to one local brewer, imports and craft beers did 
not advertise but relied on their popularity among the “in” crowd for support. This 
crowd increasingly included middle-class home brewers.26 Chuck Stephens, a middle 
class American and construction worker, took on homebrewing as a hobby in 1993, 

I started home brewing because I heard it was cheaper to make beer 
yourself. It’s a complicated process I had to learn and it really wasn’t 
that much cheaper, but it was well worth it. I’m not conceited or 
anything but I got really good at it and make beer that tastes great to 
my friends and me. My friends tell me that I make the best beer they 
have ever tasted. After that, I got four more of my friends to try it out. 
Only two of them still do it but the important thing is that they know 
that something better is out there than a ‘bud’. You will never catch 
any of us drinking that stuff. Well…maybe after mowing the lawn. 
It’s kinda like water.27

The average San Diego beer drinker began taking more of an interest in 
craft beer after Callahan’s Brewpub opened in 1990 in Mira Mesa. The owners 
intended to widen the consumer base for craft beers by providing reasonably-

A carton of Ballast Point’s Yellowtail Pale Ale. Author’s 
collection.
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priced handcrafted beer, great food, and a 
casual sports-bar atmosphere. Callahans’ 
not only catered to craft beer enthusiasts but 
also attracted nearby college students as a 
popular place to have a beer, shoot pool, and 
watch a sports game any time of the week. 
At the same time, the dining area allowed for 
families to enjoy lunch or dinner.28 

By the end of the 1990s, the craft beer 
consumers had expanded from Karl Strauss’s 
“classic Yuppies” to ordinary San Diegans. 
Tom Dalldorf, publisher of Celebrator Beer 
News, a bi-monthly industry publication, 
defined the craft beer consumer as “Everyone 
from college students to professionals to 
foodies who also enjoy fine food and wine.”29 
Terry Leahy, beer-marketing manager for 
Karl Strauss Brewery, admitted that their 
consumer base had changed when he defined 
the consumer as, “A person concerned with 
a quality tasting experience and who enjoys 
variety. They’re not your typical person who wants the same thing day after day.”30

It took some time for middle-class consumers to become aware of craft beer and 
to develop a taste for it. The average beer drinker who shifts his/her consumption 
from Brand X to a Brand Y will not necessarily like Brand Y right away, even if it is 
a similar kind of beer. For example, both Budweiser and Gordon Biersch produce 
a Pilsner using many, though not all, of the same ingredients. However, a Gordon 
Biersch Pilsner tastes distinctly different from Budweiser, an American Pilsner.31 

Some people have taste buds that are particularly receptive to bitter food and 
drink. Taste buds have different shapes and sizes and contain 50 to 100 cells, each 
with receptors for bitter, sweet, sour, and salty sensations (bitter and sweet receptors 
cannot exist on the same cell).32 Beer drinkers may have greater or lesser tolerance 
for bitter tastes, depending on how their brains process the information provided by 
taste buds. There are more than two dozen genes that render a person more or less 

sensitive to bitter tastes. However, research 
shows that if a person eats or drinks bitter 
substances on a more or less regular basis, 
they can develop a tolerance, even liking, 
for those substances. One psychology 
study showed that “in time-intensity 
measurements of bitterness in beer, low 
users of beer recorded significantly higher 
maximum intensities and shorter total 
durations than high users.”33 That is, 
someone who has a low affinity for bitter 
beer can develop a higher one.

Craft beers often use a high proportion 
of hops, or Humulus lupulus, in their brew, 

A wide variety of craft beers are available at 
specialty beverage superstores such as Beverages 
& More! Author’s collection.

Stone Brewing Co. is known for producing “big 
character” beers. A carton of their Pale Ale shows 
their gargoyle logo. Author’s collection.
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causing them to taste bitter. Hops—along with the 
addition of aromas, alcohol content, essential oils, 
tannins, and preservative aspect—are ingredients 
that produce bitter taste. This is empirically 
measured in International Bittering Units (IBU). 
National beers, American Pilsners, are scaled at 13-
23 IBU while their light counterparts are 8-17 IBU. 
Some craft beers sold in San Diego, like German 
Hefeweizens and some fruit beers, are within the 
same range as the national brews. However, the 
rest of the craft beers sold in San Diego—non-
American pilsners, pale ales, and stouts—have 
a range of 25-60. Stone Brewing Co.’s Arrogant 
Bastard pale ale, the beer that arguably made them 
the most popular microbrewer in San Diego by 
2000, has an IBU of 80 (can you make a bitter face?). 
By contrast, Karl Strauss’s Amber Lager, their most 
popular beer, has an IBU of 30.34

The increasing popularity of craft beers with high IBUs has been caused, in 
part, by changing generational attitudes. In the 1980s, the most popular beers in 
San Diego were twice as bitter as the national beers. By the mid to late 1990s, the 
most popular beers were up to four times as bitter as the national beers. To some 
extent, this can be explained by changing tastes. Drinkers who started with Karl 
Strauss in 1989 may have developed a taste for more and more bitter beers, causing 
them to turn to Stone Brewing Co. beers in 1996. It can also be explained by the 
rising affluence of a new group of drinkers, “Generation X.” Those born between 
1963 and 1978 not only bought into the craft beer craze but also, not surprisingly, 
pushed the envelope when it came to “taste.” They are often characterized as 
people who live aggressively and take more risks.35 To some degree, Stone’s 
Arrogant Bastard appeals to Generation X by challenging them to try the product. 
The label shows an aggressive-looking gargoyle holding a beer, above the phrase, 
“You’re Not Worthy.” The back of the label reads:

Arrogant Bastard Ale: This is an aggressive beer. You probably won’t 
like it. It is quite doubtful that you have the taste or sophistication 
to be able to appreciate an ale of this quality and depth. We would 
suggest that you stick to safer and more familiar territory—maybe 
something with a multi-million dollar ad campaign aimed at 
convincing you it’s made in a little brewery, or one that implies 
that their tasteless fizzy yellow beer will give you more sex appeal. 
Perhaps you think multi-million dollar ad campaigns make a beer 
taste better. Perhaps you’re mouthing your words as you read this.36

José Soriano, a twenty-five year-old student at San Diego State University 
said, “Honestly, I tried this beer out because I was challenged…clever marketing 
strategy I guess.”37 

During the 1990s, brewpubs began to find niches in San Diego that targeted 
the middle class, erasing the aura of social class distinction among beers that had 

Bottles of Stone Brewing Co.’s Arrogant 
Bastard Ale. Author’s collection.
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existed during the 1980s. Breweries 
in downtown San Diego and La Jolla, 
opening in 1989 and 1990 respectively, 
continued to pitch their product to 
upper-middle-class drinkers. In La 
Jolla, the average yearly household 
income was about $69,000 in 2000. 
Meanwhile, Callahan’s in Mira Mesa 
appealed to beer drinkers with an 
average salary of $60,000. In 1992, Pizza 
Port staked a claim to the Carlsbad 
territory with their average household 
income of $55,000. Ballast Point claims 
Linda Vista territory with the lowest 
household income at $41,000. Of 
course, their brewery started as a home 
brew store and became a microbrewery, not a brewpub. Similarly, Stone Brewing 
Co.’s primary source of consumer distribution is through wholesale and retailer 
distribution. Stone and Ballast brews can be found all over San Diego in grocery 
stores, liquor stores, and on tap at various establishments in both “high” and “low” 
class regions.38

By 2000, everyone from starving college students to working professionals was 
interested in craft beer. Microbrews appealed not to a distinct social class but to all 
people who enjoyed different tasting beers. Craft brewing looks forward to greater 
innovations and an expanding consumer base among all classes in San Diego.39
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Thomas Wolcott Sefton:  
Collector, Banker, Benefactor

By Iris H. W. Engstrand

Tom Sefton, a true San Diegan, died after a long illness on November 7, 2006, at 
the age of 89. According to the San Diego Union-Tribune, Tom’s “generosity extended 
to charitable and civic causes, which he blessed with untold millions.” Although 
a banker by profession, “he indulged the child within by amassing renowned 
collections of model trains, railroad artifacts and vintage Laurel and Hardy 
Films.”1 A patriotic American, stories about Tom abound—they are as numerous 
as the lapel pins he gave to everyone to honor the American flag. He was a unique 
individual who will be long remembered in the San Diego community.

During his time as president of the bank, Tom Sefton’s office at San Diego Trust 
& Savings let a visitor know immediately where his interests lay. Representative 
objects from his collections included the works of artists he appreciated, the 
handwork of artisans, Laurel and Hardy memorabilia including a caricature of 
Laurel, railway fixtures and china, photographs and various mementos of friends 
and family—all were skillfully displayed. Many of the objects were obtained by his 
father, Joseph W. Sefton, Jr., president of the bank from 1935 to 1960. Tom took great 
pleasure in explaining the quality of an item that made it worth acquiring. It was 
well known that he was a discerning collector, one who selected for excellence.2

Thomas Wolcott Sefton, born in New York City on October 8, 1917, was 
orphaned at two months.3 He was adopted by Joseph W. Sefton Jr., and his wife, 
Helen, and grew up in San Diego’s Point Loma suburb.4 During his childhood, 
young Tom spent time at the family’s Monte Vista Ranch in the Jamacha area, 
riding horses, playing in the streams, learning about animals, and observing the 
large-scale construction projects for irrigation and flood control. The Sefton family 
also made frequent visits to friends living near Santa Fe, New Mexico. Northern 
New Mexico’s rugged landscape became a favorite with Tom.

Tom attended the local Army/Navy Academy and the Catalina Island Boys 
School, where discipline and respect for authority were as much a part of the 
curriculum as history and science. He particularly liked flying, having flown as 
a passenger with his cousin Sefton Wakefield, who often landed his plane at the 
Monte Vista Ranch. After graduating from high school, Tom enrolled in a flying 
course at Speer Field (where the main Post Office is now located), soloed, and built 
up flying hours in small planes.5

In 1938, he joined the bank as a messenger until 1941 when he began work at 
a local aviation plant. In October 1942, Tom left the plant to join the US Army Air 
Corps. After completion of flight training in California and adjoining states, he was 
assigned to troop carrier work in Italy and flew missions over the Mediterranean. 

Iris H. W. Engstrand is professor of history at the University of San Diego and the author of award-win-
ning books on local history including San Diego: California’s Cornerstone; Harley Knox; San Diego’s Mayor 
for the People and Inspired by Nature: The San Diego Natural History Museum after 125 Years. 
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He was released from active duty in July 1946 with the rank of captain. While in 
the service, he spent time with military police units, which gave him experience 
in a field he would be interested in for the rest of his life. Upon his return to San 
Diego after military service, Sefton resumed his career with San Diego Trust, then 
serving in a new capacity as assistant to the president.6 

Tom Sefton married Donna Knox, daughter of San Diego Mayor Harley Knox 
and Bessie K. Knox, on April 15, 1951. They had two children—Laurie Jo Sefton 
(Henson) born on April 5, 1952 and Harley Knox Sefton born on November 17, 1953. 
Both are residents of San Diego. The grandchildren include Rowan Knox Henson 
(1999); Brenna Christine Sefton (1993); Devin Thomas Sefton (1995); and Joseph 
Knox Sefton (2001).

At the celebration of his 50th anniversary with the bank in February 1988, Tom 
received compliments on his achievements as president. One of the directors, Gene 
Trepte, conveyed the feelings of many of those present when he said, “There are 
not many people who can live up to the demands of taking over a successful family 
business from a strong leader like your father. You should be commended for not 
only meeting those challenges but significantly enhancing and expanding the 
bank’s role in the community.”7 The San Diego Junior Chamber of Commerce named 
him Boss of the Year in 1961 and the National Secretaries Association named him 
Executive of the Year in 1966. In 1972, the Grant Club chose him as Mr. San Diego.

With Tom Sefton at the helm, San Diego Trust grew to include 53 branches 
with assets of $1.4 billion. At the time of his retirement, after the bank’s 100th 
anniversary, it was the primary financial institution of 10 percent of San Diego 
County households. “It was looked upon by the community as a conservative, 
solid banking institution, perhaps the major San Diego bank of its time,” said Hal 
Sadler, a veteran architect and former chairman of the Centre City Development 
Corp. board. Once an anchor of the downtown business community at Sixth 
Avenue and Broadway, it occupied a 14-story Italian Romanesque Revival-style 
building designed by William Templeton Johnson in 1927. In 1993, it was sold to 
First Interstate Bank, which later sold it to Wells Fargo.8 The bank building was 
renovated in 2002 and turned into the Courtyard by Marriott, with much of the 
original design intact.

Perhaps in reviewing Tom’s life, his role as a collector stands out. He loved to 
talk about steam engines, railroading, model trains, old coins, toy banks, and other 
items of interest. He had a special way with people. When students visited his 
museum at the bank, he would come down from his office to explain the objects 
personally. He would enjoy seeing their expressions when told they were holding 
a gold brick worth approximately $50,000. He preserved outmoded banking 
equipment and old records. This assortment is the central element of the bank’s 
historical collection, and these objects and records are preserved to show part of 
the bank’s heritage with the community of San Diego.

The motivation behind Tom’s lifelong interest in collecting these varied 
objects is simple and straightforward. “People are important to me. I find them 
fascinating. Perhaps that’s why I collect things—because the objects tell a story 
about people. From my various collections, I can pick up a brightly enameled old 
electric toy or feel the rough texture of a wooden farming tool from the Civil War 
period, and history comes alive for me. By collecting and owning these special 
items, I learn about the way people lived in other times.”9 In 1961, he fulfilled 
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another dream when he, with a group of investors, purchased a private railroad 
car. Built in 1921 for president of the Soo Line Railroad in Minnesota and originally 
designated for the privileged existence of transporting VIPs on pleasure and 
business trips, the car retained its luxurious appointments and aura of yesteryear 
charm. Renamed the Cyrus K. Holliday in honor of one of the founders of the 
Santa Fe Railroad, the car was purchased by San Diego Trust & Savings in 1976 
and was used to promote business and to entertain staff members, customers of 
the bank and civic and business leaders.

Another aspect of Tom Sefton’s life was his participation in the San Diego 
Natural History Museum. As Dr. Michael Hager, President and Chief Executive 
Officer of the Museum, remarked at Tom’s memorial service, Tom’s grandfather, 
Joseph W. Sefton, Sr., banker and an amateur ornithologist, was instrumental in 
1920 in getting scientific institutions from other cities to donate their duplicate 
specimens to the Natural History Museum as a way to improve its collections. 
Joe, Sr.’s interest in ornithology and natural history was passed on to his son Joe. 
Tom’s father, Joseph Sefton, Jr. was President of the San Diego Society of Natural 
History from 1922 to 1951 and President Emeritus from 1951 to 1966. It was under 
his leadership in 1922 that the Museum identified its proper role as “the study, 
collection, preparation and exhibition of the flora, fauna and geology of the greater 
San Diego Region including Baja California and the desert east to Arizona and 
Sonora, Mexico.”10 

During the years of Joseph Sefton’s active involvement at the Museum, 
“Tommy” Sefton accompanied his father on many Museum research expeditions 
and collected specimens on his own. In fact, the Seftons collected thousands of 
mammals, birds, reptiles and plants including:

The 1st specimen of the Least Storm Petrel for California
The 1st specimen of White Ibis for California
A Light Footed Clapper Rail, now an endangered species, from a marsh 
called “Dutch Flats,” present site of the main post office on Midway Drive
A hybrid between the Broad-tailed Hummingbird and Costa’s 
Hummingbird. 

Tom Sefton served on the Museum’s Board of Trustees from 1960 to 1978. 
Having accompanied his father on many trips into the field and on the research 
vessel Orca, Tom always remembered with fondness the importance of the 
Museum in his father’s life as well as his own. Mick Hager once surprised Tom at a 
meeting when he held out a stuffed bird specimen and asked him if he recognized 
it. Tears flooded Tom’s eyes when Mick told him that he had collected it in 1931 in 
the Chiracahua Mountains of Arizona. Because of his long association with the 
Natural History Museum, Tom helped launch the Capital Campaign for the new 
Museum building with a major gift in 1994, the largest single gift in the Museum’s 
history at that time. Tom was honored in 1995 by Dr. Tom Demeré, head of the 
Museum’s paleontology department, when Dusignaethus seftoni, Sefton’s Western 
Jawed Walrus, was named in his honor and for his commitment to research at the 
Museum. On December 7, 2001, Honorary Trustee Donna Knox Sefton unveiled a 
plaque in the Museum’s atrium that reads:

•
•
•

•
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Three Generations Looking Forward
Joseph W. Sefton

Thomas W. Sefton
Harley K. Sefton

The Sefton Atrium
December 7, 2001

Tom Sefton’s memory will live on forever in the many lives he has touched 
through his support of the San Diego Natural History Museum, San Diego 
Historical Society, San Diego Humane Society, University of San Diego, Old 
Globe Theatre, San Diego Symphony and many other San Diego cultural, 
educational, research and social service organizations as well as city police and fire 
departments.

“Tom never wanted to be known for his altruism, but he cared about everyone,” 
said longtime friend and former television news anchor Jack White. “He spent 
money rather lavishly, but most people didn’t know about it. I don’t think San Diego 
will ever have anybody quite as caring as Tom was.”11 In an article he wrote in 1990 
at Tom’s retirement, Roy Huntington said “Always a gentlemen, but with a healthy 
dose of mischievousness thrown in, whenever Tom Sefton touches someone’s life, he 
leaves his mark.”12 Ernie Trumper, who spent 17 years working for Tom, remembered 
him fondly. “I lost a boss and a man I called my friend. Mr. Sefton was a friend to 
all of us in law enforcement, and to those working for the various fire departments. 
. . . His caring was personal. When Mr. Sefton heard of an officer hurt or injured in 
the line of duty, he was there. He personally called or visited many of them to see if 
there was anything he could do to help them.”13 There will never be another person 
quite like Tom Sefton and he will be truly missed.
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Tom Sefton, center, with cousins Henry B. Clark, left, and Dallas Clark, right. Sefton private collection.

Tom Sefton as a young boy. Sefton private collection.

Tom Sefton at the Army/Navy Academy. Sefton 
private collection.
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An early portrait of Tom Sefton. Sefton private 
collection.

Tom Sefton joined the U.S. Army Air Corps in 
October 1942. Sefton private collection.

Marna Knox’s wedding party, April 15, 1951. Left to right: Bessie Knox, Harley Knox, Virginia Harris, Francis 
(Bucky) Harris, Marna Knox Moore, Guy Moore, Donna Knox Sefton, Thomas Sefton. Sefton private collection.
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Tom, right, with cousin Sefton Wakefield, before taking off in a small plane. Sefton private collection.
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Sefton with his collection of toy trains, September 4, 1958. ©SDHS, UT #85:7793, Union-Tribune Collection.

Tom and Donna Sefton at the Flag Officers’ Ball at the Hotel del Coronado, October 18, 1958. Pictured left 
to right: Donna Sefton, Admiral Shirley Stovall, Tom Sefton and Elizabeth Stovall. ©SDHS UT #85:8607-2, 
Union-Tribune Collection.
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Thomas and Joseph W. Sefton, February 17, 1960. ©SDHS UT #85:A7687, Union-Tribune Collection.
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Sefton (right) was named Junior Chamber of Commerce Boss of the Year, January 26, 1961. Tom Fletcher (left) 
was named Man of the Year. ©SDHS UT #85:B4327, Union-Tribune Collection.

Sefton stands at the depository of the San Diego Trust & Savings Bank with Jack Anderson, Point Loma Branch, 
June 1961. ©SDHS Sensor #7061.
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Tom Sefton and Jack Anderson at the vault of the San Diego Trust & Savings Bank, Point Loma Branch, June 
1961. ©SDHS Sensor #7061.
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Sefton with Judy Downing and Milt Cheverton at the Convention & Tourist Bureau Annual Dinner Party, 
August 2, 1962. ©SDHS UT #85:C5710, Union-Tribune Collection.

Sefton with a Police Department Honor Recruit, 
October 4, 1962. ©SDHS UT #85:C6880, Union-
Tribune Collection.

Sefton at the Sheriff’s Office Academy graduation, 
October 30, 1964. ©SDHS UT #88:E1964, Union-
Tribune Collection.
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Al and Jean Anderson with Donna and Tom Sefton at the Natural History Museum Centennial Dinner, January 
21, 1974. ©SDHS UT #88:L1780, Union-Tribune Collection.

Sefton views a reel of a Laurel and Hardy film from his movie collection, July 5, 1974. ©SDHS UT #88:L4578, 
Union-Tribune Collection.
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Tom and Donna Sefton with Norma and Oliver B. James, Jr., entering the Children’s Hospital Charity Ball at the 
Hotel del Coronado, February 8, 1975. ©SDHS UT #88:L8368, Union-Tribune Collection.

Sefton with the board of the San Diego Trust & Savings Bank. Sefton private collection.
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Tom Sefton with Art Hughes, President of the University of San Diego, discussing a gift to the Copley Library in 
1974, USD archives.

Tom Sefton met with President Ronald 
Reagan. Sefton private collection.
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Tom Sefton took family and friends to Disneyland in his own railroad car. Sefton private collection.

Sefton collected miniature cranes and toy train sets. Sefton private collection.
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The Need for Water: The Federal Government and the 
Growth of San Diego, 1940-1955

Scott Alexander Fraser

Winner of the 2006 Mary Ward Memorial Award

Historians often explain San Diego’s growth and development by citing the 
expanded military presence in the years before and after World War II. The Navy, 
in particular, is given credit for having a positive impact on the city and its water 
supply. For example, one historian writes that when Rear Admiral Charles A. 
Blakely recommended in 1940 that federal funds be used to construct a waterway, 
“he was doing it for the city and for the aircraft manufacturers more than he was 
doing it for himself and the Navy.”1 Few authors discuss the negative effects of the 
military presence in San Diego.

The federal government 
and the military played an 
important role in bringing 
water to San Diego. 
However, they ensured 
that the water supply 
would serve the military 
first, civilians second. In 
fact, through the pursuit 
of water for government 
installations, the Navy and 
the federal government 
actually hindered and 
at times threatened the 
water supply of the San 
Diego County Water 
Authority (SDCWA) and, 

consequently, San Diego County from 1940 to 1955. Cold War military expansion, 
the continued growth of the city, and the drought of the 1950s led to dramatic 
water shortages in the post World War II era. This article examines the role that 
the Navy and the federal government played in the development and construction 
of the San Diego aqueduct. It shows how their relationship with local water 
authorities shaped the water supply in San Diego for decades.

While the Navy was the predominant military institution in San Diego during 
the 1940s and 1950s, it was not the only one. For this reason, this article will 
refer to the various military offices and installations in San Diego as the “federal 
government” or “the military” as some of these installations included Army bases 

Franklin D. Roosevelt spoke at the dedication of the San Diego County 
Administration Building, July 16, 1938. ©SDHS #16371:4.

Scott Alexander Fraser graduated from San Diego State University with honors and received his B.A. in 
History and in Political Science. He would like to thank his mother and family for all of their support, 
and his SDSU professors who provided invaluable guidance.
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and air fields that were not in the jurisdiction of the Navy. Civilian industries 
like Consolidated Aircraft Corporation which produced planes for the war, such 
as the B-24 and PBY Catalina flying boats, will also be considered part of the 
military apparatus in San Diego, at least until the end of World War II when these 
industries began to produce goods for civilian consumption. In addition, federal 
housing for the various military members who were brought to San Diego also will 
be considered as part of San Diego’s military complex.

At the turn of the twentieth century, San Diego was not the metropolis that it 
is today. The city had a population of about forty thousand, but remained isolated 
due to poor railroad connections and a shallow harbor that prevented large vessels 
from entering. The semi-arid climate and the limited water supply prevented the 
region from experiencing any substantial growth, even after World War I. In 1920, 
San Diego became the headquarters of the Eleventh Naval District. This led to the 
establishment of several new installations in the area, including the U. S. Naval 
Training Center, Naval Hospital, Naval Air Station, Marine Corps Base and the 
Ship repair base. However, industry in pre-war San Diego was largely limited to 
the tuna packing industry, although Consolidated Aircraft Corporation established 
a plant in 1935.2 

The turning point in San Diego’s development came during World War II. In 
1940 the population of San Diego County was 289,348. Four years later, population 
had more than doubled to approximately 450,000. By 1960, the population had 
swelled to 1,033,011. Along with a growing population, the economic base of San 
Diego grew at an almost exponential rate. Post-war San Diego saw the increase 
and expansion of many new industries, including sea vessel construction and the 
establishment of several scientific research and development centers.3 In addition, 
Consolidated Aircraft Corporation emerged as a leader in the growing aircraft 
industry. 

During the 1940s, population increases created a strain on the unreliable water 

B-24 bomber under construction, November 27, 1940. ©SDHS UT #518, Union-Tribune Collection.
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supply of the area. The average rainfall in San Diego is only 10.10 inches per year. 
However, rainfall and water runoff in the area can fluctuate heavily, and the area is 
prone to prolonged periods of drought. In fact, the water/rainfall runoff fluctuates 
from 2 percent of average rainfall to nearly 600 percent.4 The water shortage 
constituted a threat to the government installations that were important to the war 
effort in the Pacific.

President Franklin D. Roosevelt ordered that a study be conducted to ascertain 
the severity of the water supply problem and the possible solutions. The result, 
Senate Document 249, shows that during World War II military installations 
consumed extensive amounts of water in San Diego. According to water meter 
records “various military establishments, Federal housing, and aircraft plants,” 
used 10.9 percent of the total water delivered to the city in 1940. The rate of usage 
then began to increase almost exponentially to 17.5 percent in 1941, 28.4 percent 
in 1942, and 40.3 percent in 1943. The estimated consumption for the fiscal year of 
1944 (ending June 30, 1944) was about 45 percent of total consumption.5

This vast amount of water being consumed by the military establishments in 
San Diego represented a danger to the sustainability of the water supply for the 
entire county. Researchers predicted that it would lead to a near exhaustion of 
the local reservoir system in a matter of years. According to the report, the San 
Diego reservoir system in 1944 yielded an average of 31.9 million gallons per 
day for consumption. However, the average use of water was much higher than 
that, due to the presence of military establishments. In 1942, 36.42 gallons per 
day were used; in 1943 42.19 gallons per day were consumed. In 1944, the report 
estimated that the consumption rate would be as much as 46.16 gallons per day. 

Defense housing under construction, Linda Vista, ca. 1941. ©SDHS UT #3264, Union-Tribune Collection.
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The naturally limited water supply of San Diego could not sustain this kind of 
excessive overdraft for long without seriously risking the water supply of the 
civilian population and economy. In fact, Senate Document 249 predicted that the 
water supply of San Diego would be completely exhausted by July of 1947. The 
water supply would have been depleted much more quickly if there had not been a 
period of heavy rainfall in the previous years.6

Because of the strategic importance of the military installations in San Diego, 
President Roosevelt recommended that an emergency waterway be built to bring 
water to San Diego. Enclosed in Senate Document 249 is a letter from President 
Roosevelt to the committee filing the report in which he stated: 

An impeding emergency in the water supply of San Diego County, 
Calif., has been called to my attention. Owing to the very large 
naval, other military, war industrial, and war housing installations 
in the area, the situation is of emergency importance to the Federal 
government.7

No mention was made of the general population of San Diego, or the civilian 
industry. In fact, the document states that construction of the waterway would be 
for “facilities required for prosecution of the war.”8

The Senate committee decided that that the best way to bring water to San 
Diego was via the Colorado River. The report states, “The Colorado River offers 
the only available source from which an adequate, dependable supplemental water 
supply can be obtained in the area.”9 The first option, “Route One,” was to bring 
Colorado River Water to San Diego by building a connection to the Colorado River 
Aqueduct at the west portal of the San Jacinto tunnel, located in Riverside County. 
In this plan, the government would construct a waterway that would connect San 
Diego to the already functioning water delivery system of the Metropolitan Water 

Defense industry workers at Convair, April 15, 1943. ©SDHS #84:14825-22.



��

The Need for Water

District of Southern California (MWDSC). The second option, “Route Two,” was an 
aqueduct and tunnel connection with the All American Canal System near Kane 
Springs California, located east of San Diego in Imperial County. 

The first option was longer (71.57 miles) but less expensive because the system 
would predominantly be a gravity conduit. Because the pipeline would follow a 
natural decline, the waterway would not require pumps to bring the water to San 

World War II troop transport at dock, November 18, 1944. ©SDHS # 91:18643-11.
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Diego. This option would also supply 
Camp Pendleton and other military 
installations in the Santa Margarita 
Area. The second option was shorter 
(66.6 miles) but more costly because it 
required pumps to raise the water 3,100 
feet and the construction of a tunnel 
3,900 feet in length. The first option 
would cost an estimated $17,500,000 
and would take two years to construct. 
The second option, a more difficult 
engineering project, would cost an 
estimated $24,750,000 and take three 
years to build.10

The government chose the first 
option, both because it was cheaper 
and because it would supply Camp 
Pendleton and the other military 
installation in the Santa Margarita Area. 
The committee wrote that “the out-of-
pocket cost and the drain on manpower, 
critical materials, and equipment as well 
as the time factor, are much smaller for 
route 1 than for route 2.”11 

“Route One,” however, was not 
necessarily the best choice for San 
Diego because it required San Diego to 
join the MWDSC and to relinquish a 
certain amount of sovereignty. MWDSC 
had been responsible for the construction of the Colorado River Aqueduct which 
brought Colorado River water to Southern California. While the agency was 
capable of handling the water needs of San Diego, it was most concerned with 
supplying cities in the Los Angeles area.12 Because Los Angeles and San Diego 
competed with one another for resources, the plan could cause bureaucratic and 
political complications. Senate Document 249 noted that this requirement could 
provide difficulties, “The extent of the value and the permanent utility would 
be more certain with regard to route 2 owing to the absence of the complication 
introduced by the necessity for agreement by the local agencies with the 
Metropolitan Water District of Southern California when route 1 is considered.”13 
The inequality of power over a vital resource in a geographically isolated region 
would cause future problems for San Diego.

In fact, the Federal government prioritized its own needs over that of San 
Diego. Senate Document 249 stated that “the Federal Government has a direct and 
vital interest in assuring and an obligation to assure a continued and adequate 
water supply to its own establishments and an implied obligation to the local 
communities.” The water delivery capacity required for the war emergency was 
25 million gallons. The government offered to provide San Diego with twice that 
amount, or 50 million gallons per day. However, this additional capacity cost the 

Map showing the route of the aqueduct through 
Riverside and San Diego counties. ©SDHS UT 
#84:35277-23/24, Union-Tribune Collection.
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government relatively little, and was necessary in order to protect the Military 
water supply. The authors of the report admitted, “An emergency installation to 
meet only the existing war needs would provide no margin of safety as to the 
capacity.”14

On November 29, 1944 President Roosevelt authorized the aqueduct to be 
built under the direction of the Navy Department, in accordance with plans 
provided by the Bureau of Reclamation. The first barrel would be constructed as 
an emergency pipeline to ensure the continuation of a dependable water supply 
for key military installations. The first contracts were awarded in May of 1945 and 
the groundbreaking ceremony for the construction of the aqueduct was held on 
September 12, 1945.15 The San Diego County Water Authority, created on June 9, 
1944, was tasked with facilitating the operation of the aqueduct and supplying the 
water needs of San Diego. The organization published its first annual report in 
June 1946.

After the Japanese surrender on September 2, 1945, the military and federal 
government began to demobilize, scale back war material production, and cancel 
many of its outstanding contracts. On October 6, 1945, the Secretary of the Navy 
ordered the cancellation of the San Diego aqueduct project.16

San Diego’s water shortage had become so severe that it could not afford to 
lose the aqueduct. As a result, SDCWA officials flew to Washington, DC, to try 
and negotiate a deal with the federal government to continue construction. Their 
annual report showed many factors that led to the sustained need for water in San 

Groundbreaking for the San Diego Aqueduct took place on September 12, 1945. ©SDHS UT #84:35276, Union-
Tribune Collection.
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Diego. First, the Navy planned to keep a large part of the Pacific fleet in San Diego, 
most notably destroyers and other lighter craft. Second, the expanded industrial 
section of San Diego continued to grow and develop. This expansion was so great 
that the incomes of post-war San Diego businesses were 225 percent higher than 
those of pre-war San Diego. The population of postwar San Diego also continued 
to grow. SDCWA estimated that the population of the city of San Diego in 1945 and 
early 1946 was 362,700, an increase of 78 percent in only six years.17

The situation was so serious that the SDCWA did not have time to consider 
other options that would bring Colorado River water to San Diego, in particular, 
the All-American Canal route. On October 17, 1945, they made a deal with the 
federal government to continue building the connection to the Colorado River 
aqueduct at the west portal of the San Jacinto tunnel. The Aqueduct Lease-
Purchase Contract provided that the government would construct the aqueduct 
and lease it to the SDCWA at an annual rate of $500,000 per year that would pay 
off the cost of the Aqueduct in thirty years, without interest. In the SDCWA’s 
first annual report, board members wrote that they thought they were entitled 
to a much better contract because of the nature and cause of the water shortage.18 
However, due to time constraints and the necessity of a Federal waterway, it was 
the best deal that they could get at the time.

One of the major problems with the contract was that it did not take into 
account the geography of San Diego. Because the aqueduct had been designed to 
serve military installations, the SDCWA had not been able to provide any input 
regarding where other pipelines might be inserted in order to bring water to all 
of its members in San Diego County. Now, a delivery system would have to be 

San Diego Aqueduct under construction, February 27, 1946. ©SDHS #4003.
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constructed. The authors of the First Annual Report wrote:

…it is apparent that local areas will be put to a much higher ultimate 
cost for the aqueduct, because of its inception and construction 
as a war project which must now be adapted to local needs, than 
would have been the case had the project been originally engineered 
and constructed by the Authority [SDCWA] for the broader use 
of distributing water on a countrywide basis, as a member of the 
Metropolitan Water District.19 

Another concern and criticism of the government construction plan was 
that the aqueduct would be built to only half capacity. The emergency aqueduct 
had been designed to carry only 85 c.f.s. (cubic feet per second) of the 165 c.f.s. 
of the Colorado River water to which San Diego was entitled. However, certain 
inaccessible sections of the line, such as tunnels, were built to full capacity so that 
additional sections could be added on with as little interference as possible to the 
existing pipeline. Nevertheless, these full capacity sections would account for only 
10 percent of the total length of the aqueduct. While the half-capacity aqueduct 
would have suited the needs of the military establishments in the area, it did not 
appear to meet the needs of San Diego.20

San Diego, however, had to make do with the situation. In accordance with the 
provisions of the Aqueduct Lease-Purchase Contract, the SDCWA was annexed to 
the MWDSC on December 17, 1946. The water rights of the two organizations were 
merged, with MWDSC gaining sovereignty. San Diego’s rights, however, were 
only 112,000 acre feet per year of fifth priority. In 2006, San Diego received nearly 
600,000 acre feet (73 percent) of water from MWDSC, showing the huge benefit to 
San Diego from that annexation.21

The annexation of the SDCWA to the MWDSC was a mixed blessing for San 
Diego. A major benefit was that the MWDSC agreed to pay the construction 
costs of the portion of the aqueduct that was in their possession. The MWDSC 
took control of that section on December 22, 1947. The dividing line between the 
two territories was a structure near the north end of the San Luis Rey siphon, 5.9 
miles south of the northern boundary of the San Diego County line. The line was 
determined not by distance but, instead, by total cost. On November 24, 1947 the 
Aqueduct was completed at a total cost of $14,123,812.14.22

Annexation, however, also meant that San Diego would not be in control of 
its own water supply but would be forever dependent upon the MWDSC. The 
MWDSC also would have control over any annexations that the SDCWA might 
make. This meant that in order for a city, county, or water authority to join the 
SDCWA, the Board of Directors of the MWDSC would have to authorize that 
annexation before it could become valid.23 This is not to say that the MWDSC 
was an unfit organization or partner for the SDCWA, but merely to assert that 
the SDCWA and San Diego citizens in general were given little choice by federal 
planners.

When the San Diego Aqueduct was completed in 1947, it was hoped that 
the water supply problems of San Diego would be solved for the near future. 
Unfortunately, it soon became apparent that San Diego and the SDCWA would 
have to explore the further development of their water importation system. In 1949, 
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the first full year of operation of the aqueduct, 85 percent of all water consumed 
in San Diego was Colorado River water.24 Even with the additional resources, the 
SDCWA could not meet the needs of the expanding region. 

The most pressing and immediate problem for San Diego was drought. From 
1946 to 1951, the rainfall in San Diego was well under the average 10 inches. The 
rainfall was 8 inches in 1946; 6 inches in 1947; 6.51 inches in 1948; 10.5 inches in 
1949; 8.55 inches in 1950; and 5.92 inches in 1951. According to the MWDSC, “With 
a drought of seven years, 1945 to 1951 during a period of increased demand for 
water by both military and civilian population and by expanding industry of 
San Diego a serious water shortage occurred.”25 The reservoirs and groundwater 
supplies of San Diego were being depleted to the point of exhaustion. The SDCWA 
stated that:

Now, after the one-half capacity Aqueduct has been under operation 
for a period of about three years, it has become clear that the new 
Aqueduct alone has insufficient capacity to supply the full needs 
of the Authority area without dependence on supplies from local 
water sheds which have been reduced to a dangerously low level by a 
sustained drought.26 

The drought, in conjunction with the inadequacies of the half capacity 
aqueduct, posed a very serious problem to the people of San Diego, one that 
the federal government had anticipated. Senate Document 249 showed that the 
federal government was well aware that San Diego had a fluctuating water supply 

General view looking south from Station 1073 at mile 51 of the San Diego Aqueduct, June 26, 1946.  
©SDHS #4003:6.
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and was prone to prolonged periods of drought.27 Moreover, the government 
was aware that San Diego was a likely base for much of the Navy’s Pacific Fleet. 
Planners should have realized that the water supply needs of San Diego would not 
be met by the half-capacity aqueduct or by the cancellation of said aqueduct. 

In fact, the only reason why the SDCWA had enough water in 1952 to meet the 
requests of its members was because it rained 18.16 inches that year, the wettest 
year in eleven years. However, San Diego remained dependent on water from the 
Colorado River. The Fifteenth Annual Report of the MWDSC states that while little 
water was delivered to the SDCWA in the early months of 1952 as a result of the 
large amount of rainfall, water deliveries soon resumed their normal capacity.28

The growing military and civilian population also drained scarce water 
resources. After 1950, San Diego experienced a surge in military activity as a 
result of the conflict in Korea. Naval employment in San Diego jumped from 
59,000 in 1950 to 80,000 in 1951. The number of employees at Consolidated Aircraft 
Corporation increased from 26,700 in 1950 to 47,800 in 1951. Altogether, the 
military population in San Diego from 1950 to 1952 increased 393.8 percent. The 
SDCWA identified the growth of the military as a possible “hazardous situation…
which could become more critical if the drought continues more than a year, or if 
water demands increase abnormally due to mobilization. The Korean incident has 
increased industrial activity in the area and brought additional personnel.”29 

The SDCWA was also burdened by the high cost of distribution and storage. 
Because the aqueduct was designed as an emergency supply to military 

Wartime San Diego experienced rapid growth. This aerial view shows downtown San Diego looking east from 
the Broadway Pier, 1950. ©SDHS #79:800.



The Journal of San Diego History

��

installations, the plans did not accord a distribution system for the many members 
of the SDCWA. To deliver water to its members, a 31-mile distribution system was 
constructed and financed by a bond issue. The total cost of the distribution system 
was $2,650,250 at 2.19 percent interest payable over nineteen years. Moreover, the 
plans for the San Diego Aqueduct had not included a reservoir for the SDCWA to 
store any excess water that they might have. In February 1950, the SDCWA entered 
into a five-year deal with the City of San Diego to use the San Vicente reservoir for 
storage. This contract stipulated that the SDCWA could store up to 20,000 acre feet 
if such capacity was available at a yearly price of $1.00 per acre foot.30 

As the water shortage in San Diego worsened, the SDCWA began to investigate 
ways in which more water could be imported. Since the SDCWA already possessed 
a waterway in the San Diego Aqueduct, board members believed that the best 
way to bring water to San Diego would be to add another barrel to the existing 
aqueduct. This option was particularly attractive because rights of way and water 
rights had already been secured by the federal government and the SDCWA. The 
Fifth Annual Report of the SDCWA states, however, that the Authority wanted to try 
and construct the second barrel as a local project, because:

construction of the second barrel as a [Federal] Bureau [of 
Reclamation] project would consume more time than the urgency of 
the situation permitted, due to the requirement of the Reclamation 
law that a detailed study and report be prepared and submitted to 
the seventeen Reclamation States for their comments before Congress 
would favorably consider the project.31 

Aerial view showing the development of Logan Heights, April 7, 1951. ©SDHS #92:18835-41.
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However, there was a major stumbling block to local construction of a second 
barrel. The San Diego Aqueduct would continue to be the property of the U.S. 
Navy until the full cost of the Aqueduct was repaid by the SDCWA as stipulated 
by the Aqueduct Lease-Purchase Contract. 

The SDCWA considered two options in their search to bring more water to 
San Diego. The first, and most attractive, option would be to sell enough bonds to 
pay for the costs of both the first and second barrels of the San Diego Aqueduct. 
However, this option was rejected because it was too expensive. The second option 
was to build a second barrel to the existing San Diego Aqueduct on an entirely 
separate route. This option was not feasible as it would forfeit the advantages of 
the full-sized sections of the San Diego Aqueduct that had already been built and 
would negate the rights of way that had already been acquired by the federal 
government.32 

SDCWA found that they had little alternative but to ask the federal 
government for funds to construct a second barrel to the San Diego Aqueduct. 
The authorization for the construction was published as Public Law 482 of the 
80th Congress while the plans and conditions were published as Public Law 
171 of the 81st Congress. The latter indicated that the capacity of the San Diego 
Aqueduct would be increased from 85 c.f.s. to 165 c.f.s. It also stipulated that the 
true cost of the aqueduct had to be repaid to the federal government over a period 
of forty years, with payments of no less than one-fortieth of the true cost. The 
annual interest rate on the construction cost of the second barrel was set at 2.5999 
percent.33 

In addition, Public Law 171 required San Diego to provide the military with 
water on a preferential basis at an undisclosed and ever changing amount. It stated 
that the SDCWA or any other organization in charge of the water supply of San 
Diego must:

furnish [water] to the Government on a preferential basis and at a 
rate no higher than that charged other users of comparable quantities 
of water, a quantity of water sufficient to meet the requirements of 
Government activities located and to be located in the area served by 
such agencies [SDCWA].34

This requirement not only compromised the water supply of the civilian 
population of San Diego, but it also compromised the sovereignty of the SDCWA 
and San Diego County. As long as there was a military presence in San Diego, the 
city would be legally obligated to supply them with water. 

In the 1950s, the federal government was consuming a very large amount of 
the total water delivered to San Diego. The City of San Diego Water Department 
records for 1950-1951, the last year before construction on the second barrel began, 
indicates that “Government Agencies” were consuming nearly 23 percent of all the 
water sold in the city, an increase of two percent from the previous year.35 At a time 
when San Diego was on the verge of exhausting its water supply, the government 
managed to secure an interest in the most vital resource in San Diego.

On December 18, 1952, construction on the second barrel began. It was 
completed in March of 1954 at a total cost of $16,116,063. The MWDSC paid 
$8,300,000 of this contract as it remained in possession of the northern section of 
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the aqueduct. The total cost of 
the second barrel to the SDCWA 
was $4,784,581. The funds were 
repaid in November 1954. On 
February 28, 1955, the Navy 
formally turned over the second 
barrel and the entire San Diego 
Aqueduct to the SDCWA and 
the MWDSC for operation.36 

The expansion of San Diego 
as a result of World War II was 
instrumental in the growth and 
prosperity of the region. The 
story of the San Diego Aqueduct 
shows the Navy and the federal 
government also benefited from 
the planning and construction 
of the aqueduct and the second 
barrel.37  This article suggests, 
however, that San Diego’s close 
relationship with the military 
has come at a high price.

Workers constructing the San Diego Aqueduct’s second barrel, 1954. ©SDHS UT #84:35279-19/20, Union-
Tribune Collection.

Former mayors, Walter Austin and Harley Knox, seated together 
in a concrete pipeline during the groundbreaking and dedication 
ceremonies for the second barrel in 1954. ©SDHS UT #84:35279-
13/14, Union-Tribune Collection.
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Phase 2: Place of Promise
 One exhibition, four time periods, numerous artifacts…

Nicholas Vega, Senior Curator

With an opening date scheduled for July 19, 2007, Phase 2: Place of Promise 
will showcase a wide variety of items from the San Diego Historical Society’s 
photo, archival and curatorial collections. These artifacts will play an important 
role in telling the history of early San Diego. They will allow museum guests to 
experience firsthand the history of the city. The time period for the exhibition 
will span hundreds of years, beginning with an examination of the Kumeyaay 
population in the region and ending with the American development of New 
Town in the 1880s. As a result, the artifacts chosen for display in this exhibition 
will draw from the Kumeyaay, Spanish, Mexican and early American periods of 
early San Diego.

The exhibition will look at a number of topics pertaining to the history of 
the region. The common theme present throughout the gallery, however, will 
reinforce the idea that the combination of Kumeyaay, Spanish, Mexican and 
Anglo-American cultures established the foundation of San Diego’s history as we 

Stagecoach purchased by Elisha Babcock for his Diamond Carriage and Livery Company in 1913. ©SDHS Collection. 
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know it today. Rarely emphasized in contemporary exhibitions, San Diego was, for 
nearly three hundred years (1542-1821), just as much a part of Spain as are Madrid 
and Barcelona. After 1822, it was considered to be just as much a part of Mexico 
as Guadalajara and Mexico City. Additionally, centuries prior to the Spanish 
and Mexican presence in the area, San Diego was home to a self-sustaining and 
flourishing Kumeyaay population.

The histories of the Kumeyaay, Spanish, Mexican, and Anglo-American periods 
will serve as the subject matter for Phase 2 and the artifacts from the Society’s 
collections will act as the tools in relating the stories to the museum guests. All 
of the artifacts scheduled for display throughout the exhibition will come from 
the Society’s photo, archive and curatorial collections and many of the artifacts 
will be on display for the first time at the Museum of San Diego History. Through 
the artifacts, the museum guest will be able to form a personal relationship to the 
stories told throughout the gallery. The artifacts exhibited in Phase 2 will offer a 
glimpse into the past and will show what life was like in San Diego prior to the 
twentieth century.

No stranger to the San Diego Historical Society, an 1866 Concord Stagecoach 
will once again make its return to the Museum of San Diego History. Used 
primarily to transport passengers, the stagecoach was initially operated by the 
Frary and Foster line and served the communities of El Cajon and Lakeside. In 1913, 
local businessman and city developer, Elisha Babcock, purchased the stagecoach 
for his Diamond Carriage and Livery Company; in 1925, he presented the stagecoach 
to the Pioneer Society. After a brief stay with the Pioneer Society, the stagecoach 
was donated to the San Diego Historical Society in 1930 and shortly thereafter was 
placed on display until 1980 at the Junípero Serra Museum in Presidio Park.

Virtual exhibit space in the new permanent gallery in the Museum of San Diego History. ©SDHS Collection.
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Restoration of the stagecoach began in 1984 and throughout the process, it was 
determined that the decoration of the stagecoach had changed with each new 
owner. In an attempt to restore the stagecoach to its original condition, paint was 
ordered directly from the Concord Coach Society to ensure historical accuracy. 
Housed in storage for the past twenty years, the stagecoach will now serve as the 
icon artifact for the second phase of Place of Promise.

Representing the Mexican era, a quilt made by the matriarch of one of Old 
Town San Diego’s most prominent families will also be on display in Phase 2. 
Born in 1814, Juana de Dios Machado Alípaz Wrightington was the daughter 
of José Manuel Machado, the Corporal of the Presidio Company in San Diego, 
and Serafina Váldez, who was originally from the Presidio of Santa Barbara. The 
Machado family is one of San Diego’s oldest families and was one of the earliest 
families to settle in the Old Town area. The Machado quilt, kept in the family for 
many generations, was donated in 1953 to the San Diego Historical Society. Created 
in 1850 by Juana Machado, the quilt is designed in a medallion style. Plain weave 
white cotton with a central, circular motif in leaf and modified heart shapes, the 
quilt also contains a vine-patterned border on all four sides that has been worked 
in red cotton, plain weave and twill. Some fading has occurred throughout certain 
areas of the quilt, particularly the red dyed thread; however, the quilt remains in 
good condition. Measuring sixty-three inches by eighty-two inches, the quilt will 
definitely serve as a principal artifact within the Mexican period display of the 
exhibition.

In addition to costume and textile objects, items from the Society’s fine art 
collection are also scheduled for display during Phase 2. One such item is an oil 
painting titled View from Shirley and DeWitts Addition by California artist Frank L. 

The Machado quilt, kept in the Old Town Machado family for many generations, was donated in 1953 to the San 
Diego Historical Society. ©SDHS Collection.
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Heath. Measuring twenty-four inches by forty-four inches, this painting shows 
an undeveloped Mission Valley at the end of the nineteenth century. Originally 
from Salem, Oregon, Heath moved to Santa Cruz, California, at a young age where 
began his career as an artist. Heath traveled through California and established 
himself as a prominent marine and landscape painter during the 1880s.

View from Shirley and DeWitt’s Addition, painted in 1888, depicts a scene of 
Mission Valley from Linda Vista that, for many today, is unimaginable. Lush, green 
wild grass covers the Valley’s hillsides and floor and the number of residences 
in the area can be counted on a single hand. Heath’s portrayal of a natural and 
untouched Mission Valley gives us a glimpse into the past and shows what life was 
like in San Diego during the late nineteenth century.

Phase 2: Place of Promise is made possible through the generous support of 
members of the San Diego community, including the Heller Foundation of San 
Diego, the J. W. Sefton Foundation, and other local donors. For information on 
how to contribute to the mission of the San Diego Historical Society, please contact 
Executive Director David S. Watson at (619) 232-6203.

An oil painting titled View from Shirley and DeWitt’s Addition by California artist Frank L. Heath.  
©SDHS Collection.
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Memories of a Hyphenated Man. By Ramón Eduardo Ruiz Urueta. Tucson, AZ: The 
University of Arizona Press, 2003. 242 pp. $29.95 cloth.

Reviewed by Nicholas V. Vega, Senior Curator, San Diego Historical Society.

Ramón Eduardo Ruiz Urueta, recipient of the 1998 National Humanities Medal 
and one of the foremost scholars in Chicano and Mexican histories, tells the 
story of biculturalism, self-identification and perseverance in his autobiography, 
Memories of a Hyphenated Man. In his memoir, Ruiz describes the various life 
shaping events that he experienced growing up in the “so-called integrated 
towns of San Diego’s hinterland” (p. x). Memories of a Hyphenated Man offers a 
chronological account of Ruiz’s life and in doing so, it examines honestly the 
shameful realities of racism, prejudice and bigotry that have long been a part of 
American society.

Claiming that “by birth, I am American, but by culture, thanks to my parents 
and to the upbringing they gave me, I am also Mexican,” Ruiz invites the reader 
into his complex world of being both Mexican and American (p. xi). Ruiz’s 
story is not an account of his struggle to find self-identity. Instead, it is quite 
the opposite. Memories of a Hyphenated Man is Ruiz’s affirmation that he in fact 
knows who he is, where he has been, and what he has done. Ruiz notes that he 
has often (consciously) found himself in environments in which he was truly 
the cultural minority and no matter how great the odds were against him, he 
was able to succeed. He attributes his personal and professional successes to the 
understanding that he has of himself–something that was instilled in him by his 
parents.

Born in 1921 to Mexican immigrant parents, Ruiz spent his childhood living 
in the seaside village of Pacific Beach. The oldest of five children, he attended 
primary school in Pacific Beach and high school in La Jolla, areas that were, and 
have historically been, predominantly Anglo. Receiving his education in areas 
where he often was the only Mexican student, Ruiz was forced, at an early age, to 
decide whether he wanted to be like those in his surroundings, a lacayo (lackey) as 
he calls it, or to stand up for his own identity. Making a cognizant decision to choose 
independence, Ruiz understood that with a strong sense of identity, coupled with a 
strong education, he would be able to rise above the Jim Crow mentality of the time.

Ruiz attended San Diego State College where, like most other Americans 
during the 1940s, he was called to duty and enlisted in the Army Air Force. 
During his years of service, Ruiz served as a pilot in the Pacific theatre and 
despite the military’s “‘Big Brother’ way of doing things,” Ruiz continued to 
retain his self-identity (p. 115). Following World War II, he continued with his 
education, receiving a bachelor’s degree from San Diego State, a master’s degree 
from Claremont Graduate School, and a Ph.D. in history from the University of 
California, Berkeley.

Doctorate degree notwithstanding, Ruiz continued to encounter prejudice 
based on his ethnicity. As a Latin Americanist who was of the culture and not 
just familiar with the culture, Ruiz should have been a sought out candidate by 
many universities. During the 1950s, however, this did not prove true. In the 
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chapter entitled The Holy Grail, Ruiz describes his time teaching at the University 
of Oregon and Southern Methodist University. Depicting the good and the bad at 
both university campuses, Ruiz tells of his early years as a professor.

Accepting a teaching position at Smith College in Northampton, Massachusetts, 
Ruiz entered the elite institution as the only professor of Mexican ancestry. At 
Smith, Ruiz was “…free to interpret Spanish American life and culture to [his] 
heart’s content” (p. 183). Smith College during the 1950s, despite its predominantly 
affluent Anglo environment, offered Ruiz (and his family) a place of refuge 
from the bigotry that he had experienced in years past. Despite this safe haven, 
Ruiz notes that he “missed things Mexican” while in New England (p. 185). This 
juxtaposition would eventually lead Ruiz and his family back to familiar territory 
by way of the University of California, San Diego.

At a time when antiwar sentiment swept throughout the region and when 
federally sponsored affirmative action programs were first introduced to 
institutions of higher education, Ruiz found himself in a similar position as when 
he initially arrived at Smith. At UCSD there “were only a handful of Chicanos, 
everyone an untenured professor” (p. 214). Unlike his time at Smith, however, Ruiz 
was in a position where he could institute change. Throughout his tenure at UCSD, 
Ruiz was undeniably instrumental in bringing equality to Chicano education; he 
hired (and promoted) Chicano faculty, created curriculum centered on Chicano 
culture and history, published numerous distinguished academic works, and 
mentored prospective Chicano scholars such as Mario García and Alex Saragoza.

Ruiz’s successes as an historian, author, and educator can be attributed to his 
biculturalism–a concept that was embedded in him through family tradition. 
From his American education, he learned how the system operated; because of his 
Mexican ancestry he was able to personalize it. By knowing the histories of both 
his Mexican ancestors and Mexican American contemporaries, Ruiz understood 
the needs associated with Chicano education. At an early age he determined that 
he would dedicate his life to fulfilling those needs. Memories of a Hyphenated Man 
is Ruiz’s personal account of how he did just that. This autobiography is a must 
read for those who both wish to, and need to, understand the struggles of persons of 
Mexican ancestry in the United States today.

Crow’s Range: An Environmental History of the Sierra Nevada. By David Beesley. 
Reno, NV: University of Nevada Press, 2004. Illustrations, bibliography, and notes. 
390 pp. $39.95 cloth.

Reviewed by Michael Childers, PhD Candidate/Yosemite National Park 
Administrative History Project Manager, Department of History, University of 
Nevada, Las Vegas. 

Stretching from north to south for 400 miles and reaching elevations of 14,505 
feet above sea level, the Sierra Nevada is one of the most significant natural 
features on the North American continent. In Crow’s Range, David Beesley spans 
the entire length of this wondrous range and tells the story of how humans have 
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interacted with this environment, from pre-Columbian times to the present. A 
work of synthesis intended for a wider audience, Crow’s Range breaks little new 
ground. Its strength lies instead in Beesley’s lifetime of work in and exploration of 
the region.

In a brief opening chapter, Beesley describes the influence of the natural 
environment on pre-Columbian settlement patterns and land use. Native 
Americans worked within the confines of the Sierra ecosystem, modifying it only 
slightly through the use of fire. In the next three chapters, Beesley addresses the 
period between 1849 and 1945. The discovery of gold in 1848 marked the rapid 
transformation of the Sierra Nevada. Forests quickly fell, streambeds filled with 
sediment, and hillsides eroded as thousands searched for gold in the Sierra high 
country. Starting in the 1860s, individuals such as James Hutchings and John Muir 
embraced the range’s scenic wonder and decried the destruction wrought by the 
search for gold. The idea of conservation began to take hold, leading to the creation 
of Sequoia, General Grant, and Yosemite National Parks. In chapter four, Beesley 
asserts that the creation of the National Forest Service in 1905 and the National 
Park Service in 1916 greatly impacted the management of the Sierra’s forests and 
waterways. 

The final three chapters of Crow’s Range cover the last sixty years of the 
twentieth century, a period Beesley calls “The Second Gold Rush.” The decades 
following World War II brought tremendous change to the Sierra. Increased 
demands for recreation brought about massive shifts in National Forest and 
National Park policy. Reaction to these policy shifts gave rise to the modern 
environmental movement, reshaping American politics. Beesley notes that 
increased federal regulation, including the Wilderness Act and the Endangered 
Species Act, gave many the impression that control was being wrested out of local 
hands. Conflicts over access, logging, and species protection shaped much of the 
region’s politics, turning the Sierra Nevada into a highly contested terrain. 

Beesley begins his final chapter by describing the Sacramento Bee’s 1991 five-
part series entitled “Sierra in Peril.” The Pulitzer Prize winning series written by 
journalist Tom Knudson made Californians aware of the range’s environmental 
degradation and played “a significant role in shaping Sierran resource policy.” 
Beesley argues that the series suggested the more comprehensive ecosystem 
approach that had grown in popularity in some circles during the 1990s. Such an 
approach, he points out, made management more difficult by allowing for wider 
interpretation of environmental impacts. One example was the battle between 
environmentalists and the Park Service over the Merced River Plan, which tied up 
Yosemite for years. Beesley concludes that from the development of ski areas in 
the Lake Tahoe Region to the removal of buildings in the Yosemite Valley, human 
actions continued to shape the region and its environment. 

 Crow’s Range provides an excellent overview of the Sierra Nevada environment. 
Its strength lies in Beesley’s exploration of the entire range, giving the book a 
greater scope not found in many studies of place. The brief coverage of the region’s 
native peoples in chapter one is the work’s major deficit, but Crow’s Range is a 
work of synthesis meant for a wider audience and so lacks the depth of a more 
scholarly book. Crow’s Range’s strengths far outweigh any problems it may have, 
making it an excellent addition to any bookshelf of those interested in California or 
environmental history. 
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Ambiguous Justice: Native Americans and the Law in Southern California, 1848-1890. 
By Vanessa Ann Gunther. East Lansing, MI: Michigan State University Press, 2006. 
Bibliography, index, and notes. 191 pp. $29.95 paper.

Reviewed by Nancy Carol Carter, Legal Research Center Director and Professor 
of Law, University of San Diego. 

Can justice be served when cases are heard in makeshift courtrooms by 
untrained, poorly paid, and sometimes blatantly racist judges using dated law 
books or no legal references at all, when women are denied court protection from 
abuse, defendants are jailed illegally or forced to perform unpaid work, when 
disproportionate fines and sentences are handed out, when the police version of 
events receives undue deference, and when no defense lawyers are present?

While plausible as a description of Southern California courts in the late 
nineteenth century, the paragraph above also describes justice courts in the state of 
New York in the year 2006. These courts handle thousands of cases every year. In 
one hundred years, how much will these courts and cases tell us about New York 
law? It all depends on your theory of legal history. Nancy Gunther’s work, then, 
first raises the question of what it means to write about “the law” and whether she 
has employed an illuminating methodology. 

Legal positivists will quickly point out that these New York cases -- and the 
early California cases studied by Gunther -- are not dispositive of the law because 
they do not flow from “courts of record,” that is courts whose decisions have 
binding precedent. To know the law, legal positivists look to the authoritative 
texts of the law, including statutes, decisions from courts of record, and scholarly 
treatises. Viewed through the positivist lens, Gunther’s book does little to enrich 
our understanding of legal developments in Southern California and only nibbles 
at the thrust of American Indian law in the second half of the nineteenth century.

For more than fifty years, the positive view of legal history has been countered 
by scholars who study the law in action. These legal realists seek to know the 
realities of how law affects individuals and society by employing a variety of 
research methods and by looking beyond legal texts to an array of documentary 
sources. Gunther’s work uses the realists’ bottom-up approach, looking at both 
justice courts and the next level of county and district courts. She also relies on 
documents falling outside the canon of legal orthodoxy to “explore the reach of the 
law as it impacted the lives of California’s aboriginal people” (p. x).

There is little to fault in Gunther’s guiding intellectual inquiry or her research. 
She painstakingly searched out and analyzed original court records and Indian 
agent reports within the counties of Los Angeles, San Bernardino, and San Diego. 
Within a very basic sketch of relevant events and legal statutes, the book examines 
individual arrests and case dispositions. It is certainly valuable to have factual 
documentation demonstrating how Indians fared in Southern California courts in 
the decades after the gold rush had forever changed their lives.

The problem with repackaging this particular dissertation research as a book 
is that the scattered court cases tell us so little that is new. The author is forced to 
overreach in attempting to draw broad conclusions from narrow data. For example, 
the number of misdemeanor charges brought against Indians in Los Angeles is 
thin evidence for the assertion that Anglo society used courts to create a “slave 
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labor force.” Seven Indian-on-Indian assault cases over a forty-year period do 
not tell us much about how land loss and social upheaval had “torn the fabric of 
tribal life” in San Diego County. Likewise, we need not study nineteenth-century 
misdemeanor cases to know about the perniciousness of the liquor trade in Native 
American communities or the breakdown of social order among tribes devastated 
by disease and economic displacement.

One pearl of new and counter-intuitive information does emerge from this 
research. This study shows that Indian defendants tended to fare reasonably well 
in terms of the length of sentences and the amount of fines, as compared to Anglo 
defendants convicted of similar offenses.

This book will be useful for those unfamiliar with the basic history of Native 
Americans in California after 1848. It serves as a reminder that injustice can wear 
the mantle of a judicial system. It reinforces the old story of newly dominant 
societies using law as a tool to manage and control overtaken populations. Finally, 
although there is not much meat on the bones, Gunther’s book surely will have a 
long life as the authoritative empirical study of Native Americans in the courts of 
Southern California from 1848-1890.

Indian Country: Travels in the American Southwest, 1840-1935. By Martin Padget. 
Albuquerque, NM: University of New Mexico Press, 2004. Illustrations, index, and 
notes. 250 pp. $ 37.95 cloth. $ 24.95 paper.

Reviewed by Matt Bokovoy, Acquisitions Editor, University of Oklahoma Press.

The first American understandings of the Indians of Mexico’s provincias nortes 
emerged before the Civil War through publication of Santa Fe Trail travel journals. 
After the Mexican-American War in 1848, written and illustrated descriptions 
of the Southwest grew, capturing both Anglo fascination and indignation with 
injustices done to Indians. Native American culture and politics became a cause 
celebre and “vogue” among the expatriate, northeastern artists and intellectuals 
in Santa Fe and Los Angeles: Mabel Dodge, Charles Lummis, Elizabeth Shepley 
Sergeant, and John Sloan, among others. Government and privately-sponsored 
expeditions and explorations in the American Southwest from 1879 to 1915 
cataloged the natural resources and native peoples of the region. In the process of 
discovery and encounter, numerous books, articles, and photographs represented 
Indians as “savage” peoples without “culture” or “history.” Another impulse 
in southwestern travel writing depicted Hopi, Navajo, and Pueblo traditions 
as “authentic” expressions of culture. Southwestern Indians lived on the land, 
followed the rhythms of nature, and refrained from the crass pursuit of material 
riches and comforts. White sojourners often suggested that white people could 
learn important lessons from indigenous people. Regardless, the publicity and 
tourism generated by travel writing undermined Indian livelihoods and altered 
Indian communities forever.

In Indian Country: Travels in the American Southwest, 1840-1935, Martin Padget 
describes the intellectual transformation of the Southwest in American culture. 
Padget believes this literary production of the Southwest “not only helped clarify 
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for readers the geographical and cultural boundaries of the region and the nation 
of which it was a part, but also called such boundaries into question” (p. 4). Using 
the concept of “cognitive mapping” developed by urbanist Kevin Lynch and 
refined by Marxist literary theorist Frederic Jameson, Padget explores the ways in 
which three generations of sojourners mapped the Southwest “along cartographic, 
geological, ethnological, and aesthetic lines” and created texts “through which the 
Southwest was ‘produced’ for Euro-American readerships” (pp. 4-5). 

Padget looks at the explorers and traders Richard Henry Dana, Josiah Gregg, 
Lt. James Simpson, and W.W. Davis; U.S. Geological Survey leader John Wesley 
Powell; acclaimed poet and writer Helen Hunt Jackson; booster and writer Charles 
Fletcher Lummis; artist Elbridge Ayer Burbank; photographers Frederick Monsen, 
Adam Clark Vroman, and Sumner Matteson, who helped introduce Americans to 
the Hopi Snake Dance at their Arizona villages; and writers Mary Austin, Mabel 
Dodge Luhan, and John Collier, who believed Indians were citizens whose culture 
and heritage established national traditions outside of European influences. By 
highlighting widely read texts and well-known illustrations of southwestern 
Indians, Padget shows two strains of thought. One was a commercialized ideal 
of native “savagery” that confirmed the pre-existing beliefs of most Anglo 
Americans. The other strain was an antimodern view of American Indian cultures 
as an escape from the banalities of modern capitalism and the stifling etiquette and 
conformity of Victorian America. 

Padget’s arguments in Indian Country enlighten in chapters three and four, 
where he reevaluates the writings of Helen Hunt Jackson and Charles Fletcher 
Lummis, both of whom believed white violence and disenfranchisement marked 
the history of European-Indian relations. In their major works, Ramona and The 
Land of Poco Tiempo respectively, both writers connected past and present injustices 
done to American Indians and provided a cultural map of the Southwest for 
readers. They also saw indigenous culture as worthy and dignified, which ran 
against scientific and social currents embraced by Social Darwinists from 1880 to 
1940. Padget examines sojourners who respected the tough lives of Indians or felt 
personally transformed by encounters with indigenous people. Padget suggests 
the work of Frederick Monsen and John Wesley Powell diminished racist notions 
most Americans held of native peoples. It is debatable whether Hopis had accepted 
Monsen, but he believes that Monsen’s dignified photographs and many public 
lectures “called into question the ethnocentrism of American society” (p. 187). 

Indian Country is not without its problems. The author has a tendency to 
“read” southwestern texts from a presentist point of view. Except in the last two 
chapters, Indian Country focuses on published writings only, and this flattens 
the contradictory perspectives and sentiments expressed by southwestern 
sojourners. John Wesley Powell’s privately published writing on the Great Basin 
and Colorado River shows optimism for Indian-white accommodation in the 
West, but his government publications confirm preexisting racial prejudices and 
federal paternalism. One wonders, why? Padget notes that in Ramona, Helen 
Hunt Jackson did not acknowledge resistance among Indians (such as Cupeño 
leader Antonio Garra’s attempt at expelling Anglos from Southern California in 
1851) and “ignored, downplayed, or rejected” resistance “as the work of fanatical 
Indians” (p. 100). It is clear, however, that Ramona was Jackson’s attempt to use 
sentimental fiction to publicize the plight of Indians in America, turning the 
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southern “Plantation School” writers’ black dialect novel on its head. Ramona and 
Alessandro speak in formal English, while common whites in the novel speak in 
dialect, reversing the role of “savage” and “civilized” to illustrate her point of view. 
The discussion of Charles Lummis in chapter four would have benefited from 
research in his personal correspondence to evaluate his deeply private concern 
for Native Americans and Mexicans in contrast to his public persona as writer-
entrepreneur.

Nonetheless, Indian Country contributes to a growing stable of historical 
works about Southwestern cultural history that attempts to explain the national 
fascination with both the Spanish past and American Indian cultures during 
the Victorian and Progressive Eras. It is recommended to readers interested in 
understanding the origins of national interest in the region.

Street Meeting: Multiethnic Neighborhoods in Early Twentieth-Century Los Angeles. 
By Mark Wild. Berkeley, CA: University of California, 2005. Bibliography, 
illustrations, index, and notes. 298 pp. $39.95 cloth.

Reviewed by Hillary Jenks, Doctoral Candidate, Department of American 
Studies and Ethnicity, University of Southern California.

Many important works of American urban history -- for example, Gilbert 
Osofsky’s Harlem: The Making of a Ghetto and Lizabeth Cohen’s Making a New 
Deal -- examine the intersection between urban institutions, immigrant and/or 
nonwhite communities, and ethnic identity, often in the context of traditional 
metropolitan centers such as New York and Chicago. As “Sunbelt” cities have 
become increasingly important sites of investigation and theorization for urban 
scholars, a number of studies centered on Los Angeles, such as George Sánchez’s 
Becoming Mexican American, Douglas Flamming’s Bound for Freedom, and Lon 
Kurashige’s Japanese American Celebration and Conflict, have enriched and expanded 
this literature. Mark Wild’s Street Meeting builds on all of these works while also 
going beyond them to focus, not on the discrete experiences of distinct ethnic or 
racial communities, but on the extraordinary heterogeneity of pre-World War II 
central Los Angeles neighborhoods and the varied ethnic and racial interactions 
that constituted everyday life in them. He argues that in this context, the “ways 
in which urban residents sorted out the meanings and boundaries of racial and 
ethnic communities would have crucial implications for their lives in twentieth-
century America” (p. 5). 

Wild begins by defining the boundaries and populations of these diverse 
“central neighborhoods” over the course of the first three decades of the 
twentieth century. Employment opportunities in railroads, wholesale markets, 
and manufacturing centers east and south of downtown, along with inexpensive 
housing and access to public transportation, brought together African Americans, 
Chinese Americans, ethnic Mexicans and Japanese (both immigrant and 
American-born), working-class native Anglos, and many European immigrants 
-- Italians, French, Russian, Austrians, and others. These crowded, chaotic 
districts and their polyglot residents made the city’s middle-class and elite 
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Anglos profoundly uncomfortable, provoking a variety of responses intended “to 
identify, classify, contain, remake, and, in some cases, remove” these areas from 
the landscape of Los Angeles (p. 41). Wild argues that the roots of the post-World 
War II corporate reconstruction of Los Angeles -- urban redevelopment, freeway 
construction, and suburbanization -- are visible in the zoning ordinances, housing 
reform, and Americanization programs targeted at these central neighborhoods 
from the early 1900s through the 1930s. In chapter three, for instance, he examines 
the operations of one such Americanization vehicle, the progressive Church of All 
Nations, and its failure to fully accept -- or be accepted by -- neighborhood residents. 
Wild then turns to the possibilities and limitations of ethnoracial interaction as 
experienced by those residents, making extensive use of archives and interviews in 
chapters on the experiences of children in the area’s integrated schools, streets, and 
parks; on mixed-race couples and the stigma of prostitution; and on street speaking 
and institutional organizing by the Socialists, IWW, and Communists. 

Although Wild rejects any “essentialized framework of identity formation,” 
his lack of attention to theories of racialization and the changing racial ideologies 
reshaping the material lives of immigrants, particularly European immigrants and 
their children, during this period prevents us from fully understanding some of 
the conflicts he describes (p. 211). For instance, how did the changing racial status 
of Jews add to the internal strife that Wild claims weakened the Los Angeles 
Communist Party in the late 1930s? In addition, the conclusion is somewhat 
rushed -- only eight pages are devoted to explaining the reasons for, and processes 
through which, mixed-race central neighborhoods were decimated while a more 
segregated corporate city arose in the 1950s and 1960s. 

Nevertheless, this is an excellent book that should enrich courses on urban 
and California history, ethnic studies, and American studies. In addition to 
Wild’s inclusion of the voices of working-class immigrants and people of color, 
whose words history has rarely recovered so vitally, his sustained analysis of the 
interplay of gender with both race and access to different forms of power enriches 
our understanding of the complex nature of ethnoracial cooperation and conflict. 
Wild has effortlessly synthesized an astonishing array of primary and secondary 
materials, while also painting an evocative picture of daily life in these altered 
-- sometimes vanished -- yet still significant neighborhoods. The experiences of 
cooperation and conflict he depicts among past Angelenos still seem pressingly 
relevant for residents of the city today.

L.A. City Limits: African American Los Angeles from the Great Depression to the 
Present By Josh Sides. Berkeley: University of California Press, 2003. Bibliography, 
index, maps, notes and photos. 288 pp. $39.95 cloth.

Reviewed by Glen Anthony Harris, Assistant Professor of History, University of 
North Carolina Wilmington

In this important and interesting work, Josh Sides examines the development 
of the African American community in Los Angeles, from the Great Depression to 
the late 1980s. His account is a useful corrective to other works on the twentieth-
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century African American urban experience, which have tended to focus on East-
Coast and Midwestern cities. Because of its racial diversity, rapid economic growth, 
and spatial arrangement, the Los Angeles black experience was exceptional. 

During the 1930s, Sides shows that blacks’ home ownership and wide spatial 
dispersal in Los Angeles far exceeded patterns in eastern cities. Still, housing 
covenants helped maintain residential segregation in Los Angeles. Coupled with 
poverty induced by the Depression and the lack of political representation, blacks 
became uncertain “about their progress, current status, and their future prospects 
in a city still widely heralded as a paradise for their race” (p. 34).

Demand for labor during World War II improved the economic situation of 
black Los Angelenos and prompted a vast African American migration to Los 
Angeles from the South. While economic conditions improved during the war and 
after, African Americans still faced racially-based exclusion in housing, education, 
and employment. After the war, these inequalities fueled an indigenous Civil 
Rights movement, with mixed results.

While noting that Los Angeles was divided by a color line, Sides skillfully 
details how white attitudes toward blacks facilitated a false sense of security for 
Mexicans, American or otherwise, living in the city. It comes as no surprise that 
whites in Los Angeles, if no other opportunity existed, preferred, 45 percent to 23 
percent, to live next door to Mexicans, whom they had come to think of as white or 
near white. The surprise comes from the evidence that some Mexican Americans 
modified their lifestyles to fit this “white” identity. 

Through the remainder of the book, Sides provides an instructive examination 
of the Communist Party’s contribution to the political education of black residents 
in Los Angeles and a perceptive appraisal of the relationship between the Watts 
Riot and the decline of the blue-collar manufacturing jobs that had been the 
foundation of black prosperity in the postwar years.

L.A. City Limits, directed generally to the academic audience, but especially to 
those in African American Studies, breaks new ground in the province of urban 
and Chicano studies by articulating the features of these disciplines within the 
context of African American life in Los Angeles. It is a welcome addition and an 
informative read. 

Los Angeles Transformed: Fletcher Bowron’s Urban Reform Revival, 1938-1953. By 
Tom Sitton. Albuquerque, NM: University of New Mexico Press, 2005. Illustrations, 
abbreviations, notes, and index. 256 pp. $32.50 cloth. 

Reviewed by Don Parson, Independent Scholar, Thousand Oaks, CA.

From 1938 to 1953, Fletcher Bowron’s mayoral administration of Los Angeles 
confronted an astounding array of economic, political, social, and physical 
problems and opportunities engendered by the effects of the Great Depression, 
World War II, the Cold War, and its domestic counterpart, the Red Scare. In many 
respects, contemporary Los Angeles is a consequence of municipal policies that 
were addressed (or neglected) during the Bowron years. In Los Angeles Transformed, 
Tom Sitton does an admirable job of exploring the political history of Los Angeles 



��

The Journal of San Diego History

during the Bowron mayoralty.
Bowron, the centrist candidate of a reform coalition that sought the recall of 

Mayor Frank Shaw, was elected mayor in 1938. His electoral coalition united good 
government advocates, conservative moral reformers, and liberals, who sought to 
realize the promise of the New Deal. Bowron was opposed by the city’s business 
and commercial establishment -- what Sitton terms the entrepreneurial elite -- and 
their voice, the Los Angeles Times.

During his first two years in office, Bowron enacted measures approved by 
his reform coalition. He demanded the resignation of all city commissioners, 
attacked organized gambling, disbanded the LAPD’s “Red Squad,” and appointed 
the socialist Reuben Borough as a Public Works Commissioner. But World War 
II sidelined the reform agenda. As the city became a war production center, new 
issues -- rapid industrialization, housing, infrastructure, sewage, air pollution, race 
relations, policing -- came to the fore. By the end of the war, Bowron’s electoral 
coalition had, as Sitton points out, become broader in extent but, in some cases, 
more shallow. In the municipal primaries of 1945, not only did the Left support 
his campaign (the Communist Political Association praised his administration 
as a “democratic coalition”), but so did his erstwhile antagonists, the city’s 
entrepreneurial elite and the Times.

Ultimately, the shift from World War to the Cold War shattered Bowron’s 
coalition. The successful recall of the conservative Councilman Meade 
McClanahan demonstrated the existence of a powerful and vigorous political 
Left that was flexing its electoral muscles. Worried about the possible challenge to 
the status quo, many council members renounced their former Leftist supporters 
and moved to the Right. In the midst of the postwar strike wave, Bowron sided 
repeatedly with the conservative business establishment at the expense of 
labor and the Left. The Bowron administration became cozier with the city’s 
entrepreneurial elite, shutting the Left out of municipal policy. As in the nation’s 
other cities, Los Angeles politics became more polarized. The loyalty oath issue 
was certainly the most blatant example of the new politics, but anti-Communism 
permeated municipal policy debates on police brutality, housing, community 
redevelopment, and transportation as well. 

During the 1949 municipal elections and the subsequent recall attempt in 
1950, Bowron’s dependency on the entrepreneurial elite became more apparent. 
In 1949, he overcame, though not comfortably, a challenge from the AFL-backed 
Lloyd Aldrich, who campaigned heavily on police misconduct under the Bowron 
administration. A concurrent vice scandal within the LAPD, unreported by the 
press until Bowron was safely reelected, formed the basis of the recall attempt. In 
both cases he relied on the organizational skills and financial support of the city’s 
commercial establishment.

Despite his dependency on city elites, Bowron advocated rent control and public 
housing, and this sowed the seeds of discontent among his conservative backers. 
Bowron’s defense of the public housing contract with the federal government 
would be the focus of the 1953 mayoral election. Norris Poulson, a conservative 
Republican congressman handpicked by the entrepreneurial elite to represent their 
interests in city government, ran against Bowron. During the campaign, Bowron 
veered to the left, further alienating the business establishment. Another key 
element in Bowron’s coalition – people of color – failed to support Bowron at the 



��

Book Reviews

polls because of his previous failure to address police brutality within the LAPD. 
After serving nearly fifteen years as mayor of Los Angeles, Bowron left the office to 
Poulson.

In the final chapter, Sitton insightfully assesses Bowron’s political legacy. 
Although a boring speaker, Bowron had a great grasp of the nuances of municipal 
politics and was regarded universally as honest and incorruptible. Though Bowron 
may have lacked the municipal vision of a truly great mayor, he provided Los 
Angeles with honest and stable leadership during a period of great transition. 

Pop L.A.: Art and the City in the 1960s. By Cécile Whiting. Berkeley, CA: 
University of California, 2006. Illustrations, notes, and index. 268 pp. $39.95 cloth.

Reviewed by Eva J. Friedberg, Doctoral Candidate, Program in Visual Studies, 
University of California, Irvine. 

Much attention has been paid to the artists who inhabited the lofts and studio 
spaces of Greenwich Village in the 1960s. Andy Warhol, Roy Lichenstein, Claes 
Oldenburg and others are frequently considered the “Pop” royalty of the 1960s 
arts scene. But, as art historian Cécile Whiting points out, the focus on New York 
has obscured the significance of Los Angeles. In her important book, Pop L.A.: Art 
and the City in the 1960s, Whiting corrects the imbalance by outlining the works of 
artists living and working in L.A. during this volatile decade and demonstrating 
that the art scene in 1960s L.A. was both vital and thriving. Even more, she shows 
that whether these artists were re-inventing the landscape of the California 
sublime (represented by the photographs of Ansel Adams) or paying tribute to 
the automobile and its re-invention of the urban environment, they actively and 
critically interpreted the experience of living in Southern California.

Chapter one looks mainly at the work of Llyn Foulkes and Vija Celmins, who 
were photographing, painting and drawing the natural landscape of the region. 
Vija Celmins worked in Venice Beach and based many of her drawings, including 
Untitled (Big Sea #1) (1969), on photographs she took standing at the end of the 
Venice Pier. By directing her gaze away from the populated shore, Celmins 
produced highly detailed drawings of waves with neither a human figure nor built 
structure in sight. Whiting argues that Celmins’ detailed technique and extremely 
focused frame finds a piece of the sublime and responds to an anxiety produced 
by the rapid disappearance of open landscape. Foulkes’ work similarly re-invents 
the sublime landscape by framing photographs of untouched mountain ranges, as 
in Death Valley, USA (1963), with diagonal paint strokes; therefore, he invokes the 
encroaching presence of road markings or street signs. Both Foulkes and Celmins 
actively seek moments of natural escape in a region undergoing rapid change due 
to population growth. 

In chapter two, Whiting presents us with an impressive collection of artwork 
centered on the automobile. The highlight of the chapter is Whiting’s focused 
reading of the artist Ed Ruscha. Working first as a commercial graphic designer, 
Ruscha went on to produce numerous paintings, prints, and photographs of the 
L.A. environs. His paintings represented as their subject the commercially built 
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urban environment, particularly building signage. Whiting presents a captivating 
analysis of a number of Ruscha’s works, including Large Trademark with Eight 
Spotlights (1962), Hollywood (1968), and The Los Angeles County Museum of Art on Fire 
(1965-1968). She notes in particular that Ruscha’s attention to signage emphasizes 
the perceptual experience of moving through the city by automobile. While 
buildings are flattened into mere facades, commercial signs take on a dizzying and 
disorienting effect. 

Another artist whose work appears to be drawn to the “facadeness” of L.A. 
architecture is David Hockney. Chapter three is a notable reflection on the 
sunshine lifestyle that first drew Hockney to Southern California. Through 
representations of the middle- to upper-class experience of L.A.’s growing westside 
homosexual community, Hockney has become one of the city’s most lauded and 
influential artists. Against the backdrop of the modernist single-family home, 
Hockney depicts nudes in the private world of everyday life. The rectangular box 
was Hockney’s backdrop of choice for a lifestyle of leisure, well-being, and luxury.

Chapter four and five all involve artists working to make their impact through 
the construction or manipulation of the built environment. Whiting starts with 
a discussion of the landmark Watts Towers built by Simon Rodia in his own 
backyard over the period of 1921-1955. Whiting relates the dual importance that the 
towers took on as an international symbol of modernism and as a cultural symbol 
for the growing community of African-Americans after the Watts uprising in 1965. 
With the Towers as their inspiration, Noah Purifory and Judson Powell created 
the exhibition Junk Art: 66 Signs of Neon (1966) with debris and “junk” gathered 
from the aftermath of the uprising. For many, the Watts Towers offered a symbolic 
haven outside of the uniformity of the L.A. landscape, as presented by Ruscha 
and Hockney. The Watts Towers and the Art Center established there in the 1960s 
remained a source of uplift in a community consistently relegated to the margins. 

Whiting then takes her discussion of participation with the environment to 
performance artists who conducted Happenings in Los Angeles. Claes Oldenburg 
organized Autobodys one night in December of 1963 as a drive-in performance 
in the parking lot of the American Institute of Aeronautics and Astronautics. 
Kaprow’s performance Fluids in 1967 was more widespread and involved the 
building of ice houses left to melt in various locations around the city. Lastly, Judy 
Chicago’s and Miriam Schapiro’s Womanhouse was a home renovation that also 
served as a re-interpretation of the domestic sphere. Like Hockney’s paintings of 
nude bathers, the Womanhouse converted the public into the realm of the private.

One might skim through the collection of artists in Pop L.A. and wonder 
how they all connect. But with due diligence, Whiting makes all the necessary 
connections and brings to life the relevant themes and concerns of the decade. In 
addition, Whiting makes a contribution to both the historical documentation of 
Pop Art and the history of L.A. by asserting that L.A does indeed have a history 
of critical art practice, and that maybe Pop Art’s real geographic center should be 
relocated just a little bit west.
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BOOK NOTES

San Diego Legends: The Events, People, and Places that Made History. By Jack 
Shefller Innis, El Cajon, CA: Sunbelt Publications, 2004. Illustrations, index, and 
bibliography. 260 pp. $16.95 paper. Journalist Jack Innes takes readers on a colorful 
tour of San Diego’s past. Accounts range from the 1852 murder of the city’s first 
mayor to the glamorous lives of modern stars of stage and screen who called San 
Diego home.

Bodie’s Gold: Tall Tales and True History from a California Mining Town. By 
Marguerite Sprague. Reno, NV: University of Nevada Press, 2003. Illustrations, 
notes, bibliography, and index. 248 pp. $21.95 paper. Marguerite Sprague separates 
fact from fiction in Bodie, California, a gold mining community in the eastern 
Sierra that experienced its boom in the late nineteenth century. 

A Year in the Cuyamacas. By Leland Fetzer. El Cajon, CA: Sunbelt Publications, 
1998. Illustrations and bibliography. 231 pp. $15.95. Fetzer presents a series of 
essays about his experiences in the region as well as Cuyamaca Mountains east of 
San Diego. Fetzer explores the “intersection of landscape and personal experience,” 
according to Wendy L. Smith in the Journal of San Diego History 45, no. 4 (Fall 1999).

Boomtown Saloons: Archaeology and History in Virginia City. By Kelly Dixon. Reno: 
University of Nevada Press, 2005. Illustrations, notes, bibliography, and index. 219 
pp. $34.95 cloth. $21.95 paper. Kelly Dixon uses the tools of archaeology to explore 
nineteenth-century life in four Virginia City, Nevada saloons. 

American Babylon: Race and the Struggle for Postwar Oakland. By Robert O. Self. 
Princeton, NJ: Princeton University Press, 2003. Illustrations, notes appendix, and 
index. 386 pp. $49.95 cloth. $19.95 paper. Self tells the story of race in post-war 
Oakland by juxtaposing developments in the African-American urban core with 
events in adjacent white-flight suburbs. 

Here is Tijuana! By Fiamma Montezemolo, René Peralta, and Heriberto Yepez. 
London: Black Dog Publishing, 2006. Illustrations. 190 pp. $29.95 paper. The 
authors—an anthropologist, an architect, and a writer—fused their disciplines 
and ideologies to create a unique urban research project. The book combines text 
and image to produce a vision of Tijuana as a fractured city, both physically and 
psychologically. 
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