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RECOMMENDATION

The Historic Landmarks Commission recommends that the City Council approve the proposed
Landmark Designation for McDonnell Hall (5-0).

ANALYSIS

Public Testimony
On November 9, 2011, the Historic Landmarks Commission held a public hearing on the proposed
Landmark Designation for McDonnell Hall located at 2020 E. San Antonio Street. Several members
of the public spoke in support of the Landmark designation. Specifically, Deacon Sal Alvarez told
the Commission the story of how Father McDonnell knocked on the doors of homes to provide the
rosary to families in the Sal Si Puedes neighborhood because there was no church. C~sar Chfivez
met Father McDonnell when he came to the CMvez residence, and then Cdsar Chfivez accompanied
Father McDonnell to other homes for these same visits. These visits provided the foundation for
future community, organizing that occurred through "house meetings" for the farm worker
movement.

St. Martin’s Church in the Burbank neighborhood of San Josd donated a building to Father
McDonnell for a church in East San Josd. Cdsaf Chfivez sawed it in half and together with his
brother, they brought it to a site on Kammerer. This was the beginning of the Our Lady Of the
Guadalupe Church, and that building is now known as McDonnell Hall.

Deacon Alvarez explained that the farm worker movement "all started in San Josd." He said that the
Fr~nciscans and the Diocese support the Historic Landmark designation for McDonnell Hall. He
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thanked the Mayor, Councilmember Campos, Assemblymember Campos, and the National Park
Service for their efforts for the local and national recognition.

Albert Munoz, parishioner of Our Lady of the Guadalupe Church, also testified in support of the
nomination. When he was ten years old, he worked as a farm worker in Santa Clara County and said
that the "spirit of C~sar Chfivez still exists at Our Lady of Guadalupe, that the Chfivez family
remains parishioners at the Church, that C~sar Chfivez inspired other movements beyond the farm
workers, and that the parishioners are especially proud" of this legacy.

Maria Fernandez from Assemblymember Nora Campos’ office brought a letter of support to the
Commission (see attached). She testified that McDonnell Hall and its association with Cdsar
Chfivez "is a symbol of San Jos~’s rich history, and his lasting impact on the community and the
nation." She also mentioned Assembly Resolution Number 16 that was passed on August 16,
2011 "urging" the City of San Josd to designate McDonnell Hall as a Historic Landmark (the
Resolution is included in the staff report to the Landmarks Commission and provided to the
Council under separate cover).

Commission Discussion
The Commission expressed appreciation to the City Council for nominating McDonnell Hall as a
candidate City Historic Landmark. They congratulated the Diocese and the neighborhood for
this exciting opportunity. The Commission hoped that there would be federal money available
for restoration if it received federal recognition. Finally, they encouraged the Mercury News and
others to help tell the story of C~sar Chfivez and McDonnell Hall in San Jos~.

Commission Vote
The Commission voted unanimously to recommend the Landmark designation for McDonnell
Hall given the significant association with the life and work of C~sar Chfivez in San Josd (5-0).
The staff report containing an analysis of this proposal has been distributed to the Counci’l under
separate cover.

/s/
JOSEPH HORWEDEL, SECRETARY
Historic Landmarks Commission

For questions please contact Laurel Prevetti at 408-535-7901.

Attachments:
¯Letter from Assemblymember Nora Campos
¯Letter from Supervisor Shirakawa
¯ Excerpt from the National Park Service Draft C~sar Chfivez Special Resource Study and

Environmental Assessment
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SanJose Historical Landmarks Commission
SanJose City Hall
200 East Santa Clara Street
SanJos~, CA

RE: Designation of McDonnell Hall as a historical landmark by the City of San Jose

Dear Esteemed Commission Members:

Thank you for your hard work on the San Jose Historical Landmarks Commission and for
your consideration in making McDonnell Hall a historical city landmark.

It is especially significant to me to participate in this process to designate McDonnell Hall as
a historical city landmark because of the history between the McDonnell Hall and one of the
most courageous civil rights leaders in American history, Cesar Chavez. My parents were
friends of Cesar Chavez and our family was involved with the farm worker movement. I
remember marching alongside my parents with Cesar Chavez and farm workers as a child.
Sharing the legacy of Cesar Chavez and the farm worker movement is important to
ensuring that future generations understand the significance and relevance of civil rights
movements in recent American history.

McDonnell Hall is an integral part of history for the City of San Jose, the farmworker
movement, and is the original mission church for Our Lady of Guadalupe Parish. Father
Donald McDonnell was the parish’s original priest and was an inspiration and mentor to
Cesar Chavez when he was a .young man. Through Cesar Chavez’s work at with Father
McDonnell at McDonnell Hall, he found his inspiration for the beginning of the farm labor
movement. As noted in the Staff Report of the Historic Landmarks Commission (File No.
HL11<199, McDonnell Hall), "McDonnell Hall clearly.merits designation as a city of San Jose
Historical Landmark structure in conformation with San .Jose’s Historical Preservation
Ordinance...based on its historical, cultural and/or architectural significance. The building
qualifies for City Landmark Status primarily based on Criteria :1, 3, and 4 of the Historic
Preservation Ordinance..." I support these findings and urge you to take the additional step
of designating McDonnell Hall as one of San Jose’s historical landmarks.

During my tenure on the San Jos6 City Council representing District Five, I had the pleasure
of working with Cesar Chavez’s family to establish historical points of interest in East San
Jos~ that commemorate the life of Cesar Chavez and the farm worker movement, Several
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markers are placed throughout East San ]os~, including McDonnell Hall. Additionally, as a
California State Assemblymember to the 23ra District (San lose), I brought forward
Assembly Joint Resolution No. 16, asking the National Park Service to declare McDonnell
Hall a national historic landmark and asking the City of San Jose to similarly designate
McDonnell Hall as a historic landmark. It is my hope that the work done in San Jose and in
the State Assembly to recognize the significance of McDonnell Hall will be carried on by the
Commission through the designation of the building as a city landmark.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide input on the important work being conducted by
the San Jose Historical Landmarks Commission. If I can be of further assistance, please
contact my District Office in San Jose at (408) 277-1220 or
Assemblymember.Campos@assembly.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

NORA CAMPOS
Assemblymember, 23rd District

Printed on Recycled Paper
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George M, Shirakawa
Supervisor S~coi~d Dlsiflct

November I0, 2011

SecretmT Ken Salazar
Department of the Interior
1849 C Street, N.W.
Washington D,C. 20240

Secretary Salazm’,

I respectfully request that McDotmell Hall on the grotmds of Our Lady of Guadahtpe Church
ha San Jose California, be recognized as a National Histoflc Landma~’k. Although McDonnell
Hall’s local significance is undeniable, its national significance is due to the fact that it served as
the seminal.point in Cesar Chavez’s commtmity activism. MeDormell Hall served as the venire
where Cesar’s perspective on life was transformed. Hts Interaction with Father Donald
McDonnell, Pastor of Our Lady of Guadalupe Church and Fred Ross sea-~ed as the seeds of the
national farm worker movement.

Testimony from the Chavez family serves to confirm that it was in McDonnell Hall, where over
long conversations, Father McDonnell and Fred Ross had a major influence on Cesar Chavez’s
view on life, justice and social activism.

As a lifelong resident of East San Jose and someone who grew up a few houses down the street
from the original and present location of McDom~ell Hall, I have heard many first hand
accotmts of the histo~’ical sigtrlficance of McDonnell Hall. These accounts, whether from the
Chavez family or other commtmity activi.sts that knew Cesar Chavez, all concm’ that McDonnell
Hall, the origihal Our Lady of Guadahtpe Church, was a key location in Cesar’s tmderstanding
of the Catholic teachings of socialjtmtice and comrmmity organizing principles. Together, these
h~fluences informed the strategy and tactics of the farm worker movement and subsequently,
the United Farm Workers.

Today, MeDo,maell Hall serves as a tangible linkage to Cesar Chavez’s activism and eonth~mes to
serve as a beacon for the Mexican immigrant commtmity of San Jose. If we are to have a true
and historically accttrate picture o~ the development of the farm worker movement, McDom~ell
Hall must be included as a National Historic Landmark.

Thank you for your excellent Ie,adership and focus on the proper recoga~ttlon of flxe
contributions of outstanding Ame~’ican Lattnos,



George Shirakawa
Supervisor, Second District



Draft Cesar Chavez Special ResourceStudy and Environmental Assessment

Our Lady of Guadalupe Church in San Jose, California, became Instrumental in the farm labor movement during the 1950s and ’1960s.
The church, where Chavez worshipped wh.en he lived In San Jose, supporting local migrant farm workers with basic services and
helped to galvanize community organizing efforts. The pari~h hall (now called McDonnell Hall) Is where Chavez worked with priest and
mentor Father Donald McDonnell during the early 1950s. I~hoto" NPS, 20tl,

Ceear and Helen .Chavez and their eight ohlldren lived In this rented house when they moved to Delano In April, 1962, This house
sewed as the first headqua .r[ers for the Farm W~orkers Association (FWA): The house Is now a private residence, Photo by; NPS, 201"1.
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from dust bowl-affected areas, John Steinbeek visitbd
the camp shortly after it opened and used it as the
model for "Weedpatch Camp" in The Grape~of
Wrath. Two years later, Fred Ross v~as hire.d by the
Farm Seo.u.rity Administration to manage the camp
where he held this position for about a year. The
camp remained in continuous use into the 1950s, and
Kern County acquired the property in 1958. The Kern
County Housing Authority assumed control of the
camp in 1965, As the table-grape hAiwest moved
north in the Arvin area that year, around 200
member~ of the. Agricultural Workers Organizing
Committee (AWOC) went On strike to demand higher
wages. Most of those who struck lived in this camp,
by then known as the Sunset Migrant Center. One
year late?, their union would merge with the National
Farm Worke1~ Association (NFWA) to fol~m the
UFWOC.

This pro.petty as a whole retains moderate to low
integrity relative to the 1960s, when its residents
joined the farm labor movement, The property retains
integrity of location, design, and setting, but the
original housing has been replaced, leaving little
evidence of materials and workarmnship and low
levels of feeling and association. However, three
buildings on the property dating fi’om the 1930s (a
community hall, a librarybuilding, and a small post
office’building) have been preserved. Of these, the
library and post office have been restored, but all
three buildings give the property high interpretive
value. The three buildings dating from the 1930s
were listed on the National Register of Historic
Places in 1996.

Potential Nationally Significant
Sites Associated with Cesar
Chavez’s Education as a
Community Organizer in
California and the Emergence of
Dolores Huerta, 1952-1962

(SAr~ J’OS~; CA)
The fu’st phase ofCesar Chavoz’s productive.life as a
¢ommtmity organizer, civil fight.s advocate, and labor
leader began in the "Sal Si Puedes" barrio of East
San Iose, where Chavez lived from 1952 to 1955 and
met the two men whose influence shaped the rest o£
his lifo: Father Donald McDonnell and Fred Ross.
The building most closely associated with this phase
of Chavez’s lifo is now known as McDonnell Hall.

Chavoz lived in East San Jose at various times’during
the ~930s and 1940s, When he returned in 1952 with
his wife and children, his parents and some of his
sibllngs lived ca Seharff Avenue. At the time, the
sm~:olmding barrio remained a neglected part of the
olty, Sal Si Puedes laekedpaved streets, sidewalks,
s~eetlights, and playgrounds. Although the
¢ommunity also lacked a permanent church, Father
Donald McDonnell had begart to offer Spanish-
language Masses in a boo, reword building known as
Tremont Hall.

Chavez and MeDormell were close in age, and they
formed a strong frieudship. McDonnell exposed
Chavez to a universe of writings ~bout spirituality,
labor rights, human rights, and socihI justice,
including the writings of Saint Francis of Assisi, the
encyclicals of Pope Leo XIII, biographies of Eugene
Debs and John L, Lewis, elassiqs of political
philosophy by MaohiavelIi and de Tooquevillo, and
the writings and biographies of Mohandas Gandhi.
Chavez, in turn, became McDonnell’s close
companion, accompanying him to bracero camps to
offer Mass, to the city jail to talk to prisoners, and to
homes throughout the barrio to build support for the
construetion of a permanent church.

Chavez and McDonnell had come to know each other
well by M~y 1952, when FredRoss arrived in East
San Jose with plans to create the second chapter of ¯
the Conmmnity Service Organization (CSO), a
community empowerment organization he’ hreated in
Los Angeles a few years ~rior. Ross met Chavez in
June and, like MhDonne!l, quickly became a mentor.
Working closely with Ross, Chavez and Herman
Oallegos spearheaded a voter registration campaign
among the thousands of residents of East San Jose,
including those Chavez .had come to know- through
his work with Father McDonnell. When San Jose’s
CSO chapter elected its first officers that slmuner,
Gallegos became the president and Chavez became
the vice president.

As Chave~ continued to build the CSO’s strength in
San Jose during the next year and push for
. streoflights, sidewalks, and other improvements, he
began to crystallize the sense ofpurpos0 that wouid
propel his io,ng career as a labor leader and social
justice advocate. Meanwhile, McDonnell’s efforts to
Secure a permanent ehurdh for East San Jose came to
fi~aition, In October 1953, Chavoz help&t move an
old frarhe church building ftoni another part of San
Jose to a’location on Kammerer Avenue. This
building (now known as McDonnell Hall) was
opened as Guadalupe Mission and later as Our Lady

Chapter 3: Resource Significance 49
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Filipino Community D,elano, CA 1,2 High On September ,8, 1965, Filipino American farm
Hall workers led by Lar~ Itliong and affiliated wlth

the AFL-CIO’s AWOC gathered in this building
and voted to go on strike against Detano table-
grape growers, When members of the NFWA
voted to join their strike eight days later, Itliong
and other AWOC m~mbers made the Filipino
Community Hall available as a joint strike
head.quarter~, The hall hosted Important visits
by United. Auto Workers’ President Walter
Reuther, Senator Robert F, Kennedy, and
other Influential supporters, and became a
symbol of the farm labor movement’s mulll-
ethnic unity during the i960s,

The re.fly Acres Delano, CA i,2 Htgh As a property purchased, bulli, and U~ed by’
farmworkers, the Forty Acres embodies the
farm labor movement Itself, Forty Acres was
designated a National Historic Landmark In ,
2008, It continues to’furiction a~ a UFW field
office.

t966’Delano to .... 6eiane to~; 2    " High The I966 Delano to Sacramento march was
Sacramento march Sacramento, milestone event In the history of the farm labor
route CA movement, More than one hundred men and

women set out from Delano on March 17, .
I966, and thousands of farm Workers and their
families Joined In for short stretche~ along the
way, The march route passed through forty-
two cities and towns of the San Joa{luin
Valley, as well as vast stretches of the
agricultural landscape, By the time the
marchers entered Sacramento on Easter
Sunday, April 10, 1966, the farm worker
movement had se.cured a contract and new
waves of support from across the country.

Nuestra 8enora Keene, CA 1,2 High Between 1970 and 1984, the farm labor
Relna d’o La Paz movement transltloned into a modern labor

union, the UFW. This union secured
unprecedented gains during these years which
were closely assbblated with La Paz. The
prol~erty Supported not only the UFW
headquarters and Cesar Chavez’s residence,
but alsd the thousands of union members who
came to La Paz to help devise organizing
strategies, to reoNve training, and to
strengthen their sense of solidarity. Upon his
death In 1993, Chavez was buried at La Paz.
La Paz was listed on the NHRP a.t the national
level of significance On August 30, 2011.

Santa Rita Center .... ~hoenix, AZ t,2 High The Santa Rita Center was the center of one
of the first orchestrated pr~tests and in
response to the passing of such legislation in
Arizona and represents the evolution of the.
UFW into political action beyon~ California,
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Chavez Family Yuma, AZ 2 Moderate Cesar Chavez was born tn 1927, and he lived
Homestead Site In th# .adobe farmhouse on his gi’andparents’

homestead In the Gila River Valley from 1932
until the family lost the property and moved’to
California in t939. As a child living on this
homestead, Chavez.lea’rned the value of hard
work from his father, the p(inclples of
nonviolence from his mother, and the Catholic
faith from his grandmother,

Arvln Farm Labor Bakersfieldl CA 2 Low/ A New Deal agency opened this migrant labor
Center Moderate camp in 1936, John Steinbeck’s visit to the

camp Informed The Grapes of Wrath, and Fred
Ross later sewed as camp manager, The
camp remained in use Into the 1960s. In the
summer of 1965, around two hundred
members of the AWOC; most of whom were
table-grape workers and residents of th!s
camp, w~nt on strike for higher wages.

"M’~’Donnell Hall, Our San Jose, CA High This parish hall was where Cesar Chavez
Lady of Guadaldpe worked with priest and mentor, Donald
Church McDonnell, during the’early 1950s; other

activities at the hall were associated with the
farm labor movement,

St. Mary’s Catholic ~{~ckton, "CA 1 Moderate St. Mary’s Church is significant for its
Church association with Dolores Huerta and CSO

organizing.
Cesar and Helen Delano, CA 2 Moderate Cesar Chavez’s home in Delano served as the
Chavez Family to High first headquarters of the FWA, bu! the house’s
Residence significance also d~rives from its connection to

the personal sacrifices that labor leaders and
their families made as they created what would
become the UFW,

NFWA Office Delano, CA Low/ The’ first headquarters of the FWA outside of
(Albany Street) Mode’rate Oesar Ohavez’s home was located on Albany

/ High. Street,
Baptist Church Delan~, CA 1,2 Low/ Soon after voting to go on strike agaln~st rn0re
("Negrito Hall") Modorate than thirty Delano table-grape growers In.

September 1965, the newly renamed NFWA
rented this small church building and served
as a strike headquarters and meeting hall for
regular Friday night membershlp meetings.

People’s Bar and Delano, CA 1 High During the 1960s and 1970s, People’s Bai
Caf~ served as the central gathering place In

Delano for union volunteers. People’s Bar was
a "fri~e speech zone," where volunteers felt
free to debate any number of issues, including
Chavez’s own strategies and tactics

Chaplet 3: Resourc¢ Significance
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Other Protected Sites
The Mission San Juan Bautista is part of a designated
National Historic Landmark, the San Juan Bautista
Plaza ~Iistorlc District. However, the significance of
this site is not attributed to its association with Cesar
Chavez or the farm labor movement, In 1970, Chavez

,stayed at the Mission San Juan Bantista to reflect on
conflicts which ultimately led to the Salinas stt.ike,

National Significance
Conclusion
This study concludes that 5 of the t04 sites
associated with Cesar Chavez and the farm labor
movement are’nationally significant. The Filipino
Community Hall, the Forty Ael~s NHL, the Nuestt’a
Senora Reina de la Pa,z, the Santa Rita Center and the
1966 Delano to Sacramento march route meet NHL
criteria 1 and 2 and retain a high degree of integrity
for each attribute used to evaluate integrity for
National Historic Landmarks: loeation, design,

¯ s~tting, anat~rials; workmanship, feeling, and
association. The 1966 Delano to Sacramento march
route also meets eligibility criteria for a national
historic trail. An additionaI 11 sites need fia~ther
research to .detenrfine whether they would fully meet
National Historic Landmark criteria. Twenty-four
sites appear eligible for n~mination to the National
Register of Historic Places.

The communities ofDelano a’nd San Jose, Ca!ifornia
contain a concentration of sigrdficant sites that may
be eligible for either NTIL designation or listing in
the National Register of Historic places and therefore
possess exceptional opportunities to tell multiple
aspects of the story of Cesar Chavez andthe farm
labor movement.

Chapter 3: Resource Significance 64



File No. HLl1-199

RESOLUTION NO.

A RESOLUTION OF THE COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SAN JOSI~
DESIGNATING, PURSUANT TO THE PROVISIONS OF CHAPTER
13.48 OF TITLE 13 OF THE SAN JOSI~ MUNICIPAL CODE,
McDONNELL HALL STRUCTURE LOCATED AT 2020 E. SAN
ANTONIO STREET AS A CITY LANDMARK OF SPECIAL
HISTORICAL, ARCHITECTURAL, CULTURAL, AESTHETIC. OR
ENGINEERING INTEREST OR VALUE OF A HISTORIC NATURE

HL11-199

WHEREAS, Chapter 13.48 of Title 13 of the San Jose Municipal Code provides

for the designation of structures and/or sites of special historical, architectural, cultural,

aesthetic or engineering interest or value of a historical nature as landmarks by the City

Council of the City of San Jose; and

WHEREAS, said Chapter 13.48 of Title 13 provides that any historic property can

be nominated for designation as a City Landmark by the City Council, the Historic

Landmarks Commission, or by application of the owner or the authorized agent of the

owner of the property for which designation is requested; and

WHEREAS, on September 27, 2011, the City Council initiated the procedure

pursuant to said Chapter 13.48 of Title 13 for consideration of such landmark

designation for McDonnell Hall located at 2020 E. San Antonio Street; and

WHEREAS, said Chapter 13.48 of Title 13 provides that before this Council may

designate any building as a landmark, it shall hold at least one public hearing on such

proposed designation, and that before it holds said public hearing, the Director of

Planning, Building and Code Enforcement shall set the public hearing of said proposed

landmark designation to the Historic Landmarks Commission of the City of San Jose for

its consideration at a public hearing and for its report and recommendation thereon; and

WHEREAS, within the time and in the manner provided by Chapter 13.48 of Title

13, the Historic Landmarks Commission did, on November 9,2011 at 6:00 p.m.,

conduct a public hearing on said landmark.designation and recommend approval of the

designation of McDonnell Hall located at 2020 E. San Antonio Street, described

hereinafter in Section 1 of this Resolution, as a landmark of special historical,

CCAgenda: 11-29-11
Item #:
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architectural, cultural, aesthetic or engineering interest or value of a historic nature and

made certain findings with respect thereto; and

WHEREAS, a copy of the City of San Jose Historic Landmark Nomination Form

No. HL11-199 upon which such recommendation was made is on file in the Planning

Division of the City of San Jose and available for review; and

WHEREAS, within the time and in the manner provided by said Chapter 13.48 of

Title 13, the Director of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement gave hotice that on

November 29,2011 at 1:30 p.m., or as soon thereafter as said matter could be heard,

this Council would, in the City Hall of the City of San Jose, 200 East Santa Clara Street,

San Jose, California, hold a public hearing on said landmark designation, at which

hearing any and all persons interested in said proposed designation could appear and

avail themselves of an opportunity to be heard and to present their views with respect to

said proposed designation; and

WHEREAS, the subject property is a single-story wood frame building located at

the site of the Our Lady ofthe Guadalupe Church at 2020 E. San Antonio Street within

the City of San Jose; and

WHEREAS, at the aforesaid time and place set for hearing, or to which the

.hearing was continued, this Council duly met, convened, and gave all persons full

opportunity to be heard and present their views with respect to said proposed landmark

designation.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY

OF SAN JOSI~ AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. In accordance with the provisions of Chapter 13.48 of Title 13 of

the San Jose Municipal Code, the Historic Preservation Ordinance, this Council does

hereby designate the hereinafter described the McDonnell Hall located at 2020 E. San

Antonio Street, as a landmark of special historic, architectural, cultural, aesthetic or

engineering interest or value of a historic nature.

SECTION 2. Said designation is based on the following criteria of the Historic

Preservation Ordinance:

CCAgenda: 11-29-11
Item #:
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[] Criterion (1), its character, interest or value as part of the local, regional, state

or national history, heritage or culture due to its association with the life and

work of Cesar Ch&vez; and

Criterion (3) Identification with a person, namely Cesar Ch&vez, who

significantly contributed to the local, regional, state or national culture or

history; and

Criterion (4) Its exemplification of the cultural, economic, social or historic

heritage of the City of San Jose due to its association with the life and work of

Cesar Ch~vez.

SECTION 3. The City Clerk is hereby directed to notify those persons

designated in San Jose Municipal Code Section 13.48.110, Subsection L, in the manner

specified by said Section and to direct the recordation of a Notice of Granting of this

resolution in the Office of the Recorder of the County of Santa Clara.

PASSED FOR PUBLICATION of titlethis
vote:

day of 2011, by the following

AYES:

NOES:

ABSENT:

DISQUALIFIED:

ATTEST:

CHUCK REED
Mayor

DENNIS D. HAWKINS, CMC
City Clerk

CCAgenda: 11-29-11
Item #:



CITY OF SAN JOSI~, CALIFORNIA
Department of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement
200 E: Santa Clara St., San Jos6, California 95113

HLC. Agenda: llRD/ll
Item No. 3.b

STAFF REPORT

HISTORIC LANDIVLARI($ COMMISSION

FILE NO.: HLlI-199, McDonnell Hall

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:
Historic Landmark Nomination to designate
the "MeDomaell Hall" as a landmark of special
lfi~toric, amhitectural, cultm’al, aesthetic or
engineering flaterest, or value 0f a lfistoric
nature, located at 2020 8an Antonio Street
(Roman Catholic Bishop of San Jos~, owner).

E~isti,;g-zonin~ .........................R----1--~ ----~sidence Dist,<i~-t-

General Plan Public/Quasi-Public

Council District 5

Annexation Date Mayfair No, 2 (12/1/67)
Historic ClassificationMay be eligible for

National or California
Register in the future

Historic ka’ea N/A
SNI Mayfair
Redevelopment ’Area SNI

Specific Plan N/A
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Source: National Park Service, 2011.

OWNERS/APPLICANTS

Roman Catholic Bishop of San JosS, owner/City Council initiated application

RECOMMENDATION

Planning Staff recommends that the Commission, after holding a public hearing on the subject
proposal, reconunend that the City Council approve the proposed Landmark Designation of the
McDomlell Hall at 2020 E. San AntolfiO Street as Historical Landmark No. 199 at the City
Council hearing scheduled for November 29, 2011 at 1:30 p.m.

BACKGROUND

On September 27, 2011, the City Council initiated a Historic Landmark designation for
McDonnell Hall, located at 2020 E. San Antonio Street, primarily due to its historic significance
and value associated with the life and work of C6sar Chfivez (see attached memoranda).

MeDo~mell Hall was the original church building for the Guadalupe Mission, later known as Our.
Lady of Guadalupe Church, and is of historic significance to San Joss and the nation for its role
in Cdsar Chfivez’s founding of the farm labor movement in the United States. C6sar Chttvez
worked with Father Donald McDomaell in the mission church to serve, educate, and organize
farm workers and other eonununity members.
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The original church consisted of a building tbat was relocated from another place ha San Jos6 to
Kammerer Avenue with the assistance of C6sar Chfivez in October 1953, This is the site where
the present-day Mayfair Community Center now stands. In recent years, the parish relocated the
building to its cun’ent site at 2020 San Antonio Street. The church is already a key location on
San Josr’s Cdsar Chfivez Memorial Walkway, which cormnemorates the sites in Sml Jos6 that
played a role in Chfivez’s life.

Congress directed the National Park Service to conduct a Special Resource Study and
Environmental Assessment of sites that are sigtfificant to the life of Cdsar Ch,-ivez and the farm
labor movement in the western United States. A draft report is now available at
http://www.nps.gov/pwro/chaveffindex.htm for public review and comment. McDonnell Hall is
one offl~e sites analyzed in the draft report and attached are select excerpts pertaining to this
resource. One outcome of the National Parks Service work could be the creation of a national
Cdsar Chfivez Trail.

The County of Santa Clara and the California State Assembly have also taken steps to recognize
the significance of McDonnell Hall as a historical site. Given the existing research and work
being done, San Jos6 has the opportunity to consider designation of McDonnell Hall as a San
Jos6 Historic Lmadmark ntilizing the existing documentation.

ANALYSIS

In accordance with Section 13.48.110 of the San Jos6 Municipal Code regarding the procedure
for designating a landmark, prior to reconnnending approval or modified approval of a proposed
designation as a city 1,-mdmm’k, the Historic Landmarks Commission shall find that said proposed
landmark has special historical, architectural, cultural, aesthetic, or engineering interest or value
of an historical nature, and that its desigmation as a landmark co,florins with the goals and
policies of the General Plan.

Based on the information in the draft National Park Service report, McDonnell Hall clearly merits
designaation as a City of San Jos6 Historic Landmark Structure iu conformance with S,-m Josd’s
Historic Preservation Ordinance (Chapter 13.48 of the Municipal Code) based on its historical,
cultural and/or architectural significance. The building qualifies for City Landmark status primarily
based on Criteria 1, 3, and 4 of the Historic Preservation Ordinance as discussed below.

Criterion l : Its characlet; interest or vahte as part of the local, regional, slale or national histoty,
heritage or culture. McDonnell Hall, Our Lady of the Guadalupe Church, was "instrumental in the
farm labor moven/ent during the 1950s and 1960s. The church, where Cdsar ChS.vez worshipped
when he lived in San Jos6, supported local migrant farm workers with basic services and helped to
galvanize community organizing efforts" (National Pm’k Service. October 2011. "C6sar Chfivez
Special Resource Study and Environmental Assessment," page 29; hereafter referenced as NPS).

As documented in-the Special Resource Study, "the first phase of C6sar Ch{tvez’s productive life as
a colmmmity organizer, civil fights advocate, and labor leader began in the ’Sal Si Puedes’ barrio of
East San Jos6, where Chfivez lived fi’om 1952 to 1955 and met the two men whose influence shaped
the rest of his life: Father Donald McDonnell and Fred Ross. The building mdst closely associated



with this phase of Chfivez’slife is now known as McDonnell Hall" (NPS, page 49).

McDonnell Hall
Page 4 of 6

Criterion 3: Identification with a person or petwons who sign!ficantly contributed to the local,
regional, state or’ national culture and history. McDonnell Hall has interest and value as part of
the local, regional, state, mad national histo~3, and heritage for its association with the life and
work of C~sar Ch~vez. Specifically, McDonnell Hallhas important historic context for the farm
labor movement and in particular for C~sar ChS, vez’s education and development as a community
organizer tha’ough his relationship with Father McDonnell. Ft. McDomM1 was a mentor to C~sar
Ch~vez and introduced him to "writings about spirituality, labor l’ights, human rights, and social
:justice, including the writings of Saint Francis of Ass:s:,... biographies of Eugene Debs,...classics
of political philosophy by Machiavelli,...and the writings and biograpNes of Mohandas Gandhi"
(NPS, page 49). These ideas ilffluenced his future non-violent and social justice approach to the
farm labor movement.

In 1952, C~sar Ctifivez "became McDonnell’s close companion, accompanying him to bracero
camps to offer Mass, to the city jail to.talk to prisoners, and to homes ttn’oughout the bm’rio to
build support for the construction of a permanent church...In October 1953, Ch~vez helped move
an old. fi’mne church building fi’om another part of San Jos~ to a location on Kammerer Avenue,
This building (now lmown as McDonnell Hall) was reopened as Guadalupe Mission and later as
Ou~" Lady of Guadalupe Catholic Church. During the next two years, this building would serve
as the primary site from which CN’tvez and McDonnell served, edncated, and organized farm
workers and other community members" (NPS, pages 4%50).

Criterion 4: Exemplification of the cultural, economic, social or historic heritage of the city of
San Josg. CSsar Cht~vez made significant economic, social, and historic contributions tlu’ough
his work in community organizing and founding the farm labor movement. These contfibutio.ns
are part of the San Jos~’s heritage because Ch~,vez lived in San Jos~ during the begim{h~g of his
work in comlmmity organizing in 1952..Even after he moved in 1955, he continued to visit East
San Jos~, lfis family, and Our Lady of Guadalupe Church. He considered this church his "family
church.,’ The parishioners, his familymembers and other comnmnity members "participated in
the activities of the farm worker movement and provided abundant suppol2 (hacluding, for
example, donations of food and clot!ling, delivered to the church),.. ~ast San Jos~ was] one of the
many vibrant, unified, and politically astive communities that provided crucial support for the
farm worker movement" (NPS, page 50). McDonnell Hall, therefore, exemplifies C~Sar
Ch~tvez’s work in San Jos~ and its role in the heritage of the City:

In addition, the City of San Jos~ recognizes and celebrates C~sar Ch~vez in many ways, includhag
but not limited to the prominent downtown Plaza de C~sar Ch~vez Park and CSsar Cht~vez
Memorial Walkway.

The National Register of Historic Places and California Register
The close association of MeDo~mell Hall with C~sar Chfivez "suggests that McDonnell Hall
merits listing on the National Register of Historic Places and potential designation as a National
Historic Landmark" (NPS, page 50). Additional research is needed to determine the HaWs
specific significance and integrity (NPS, page 127).
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McDonnell Hall is a potentially National Significant. Site because of its relationship to the
:"emergence of CSsar Ch~ivez and Dolores Huerta as community organizers" (NPS, page 55).
Ttiis site supports four of the seven themes that i~fform the National Park Selwice analysis
regarding the suitability of a potentially national significant site for inclusion in the national park
system:

~ Peopling places (Specifically, the development of colmnunities and neighborhoods),
, ExpresSing cultural values,
o Developing the American economy (workers/work culture and labor

organizations/protests)~ and
~ Creating social institutions and movemems (reform movements aM religious institmions)

McDonnell Hall maintains: a "moderate level" of historic integrity per the National Register’s
Seven aspects of integrity: location, design, setth~g, materials, worlcrnanship, feeling; and
association (NPS; page 60).

In addition, MeDormell Hallmay also.be eligible for the California Register (CR) of Historic
Places. The resource appears eligible under CR Criterion 2 (aSsociation with the lives of persons’
important to local, Califomla or national historic) for its: association with C6sar Chfivez, as
discussed in this repmq:,:

GENERAL PLAN CONFORMANCE

The Landmark Designation for McDom~ell Hall confor~ns t~, and furthers, the San Joss 2020
General Plan Urban Conservation/Preservation Major Strategy: This strategy recognizes that
preservation activities are important to save and recognize individnal structures that have historic
and/or architectural significance. At a strategic level, prese~azatior~ activities also contribute
visual evidence to a sense of conmaunity that ga’ows ou.t of the historical roots of San JosS’s past.
Historic structures add inestimable (haracter, meaning, and interest to San Jose. McDolmell Hall
is such a structure, representing the important contributions of CSsar Cligtvez.

In addition, the proposed City Landmark designation fbr McDolmell Hall is also consistent with
the General Plan Historic, Archaeological, and Cztltttt’al Resoztrces Policy No. 2 that states that
the City should use the lm~tdmark designation process of the Historic Preselwation Ordinance to
promote and enhance the preselwation of historically or architecturally significant sites and
structures. McDonnell Hall is historically significant given its association with the work of C6sar
Chtfvez. The landmark designation aclomwledges San Joss as an important place in CSsal"
Ch~ivez’s life.

The enviromnental impacts of the proposed landmark (i.e,, the project) will not have an
unacceptable negative effect on adjacent property or properties in that the project has been
determined exempt from the provisions of the California Enviromnemal Quality Act (CEQA) per
Section 15331: Historical Resource Restoration/Rehabilitation because the project is limited to
maintenmlce, repair, stabilization, rehabilitation, restoration, preservation, conservation or
reconstruction of historical resources in a rammer consistent with the Secretary of the Interior’s



Standards for the Treatmeut of Historic Properties.
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COMMUNITY OUTREACH

The proposed Landmark nomination was initiated by the City Council, A public hearing notice
for the project was published in a local newspaper and mailed to all property owners and tenants
within 500 feet of the subject site, Information about the proposed landmark and the associated
public hearings has been made available through the Plmming Division web site, and staff has
been available to answer questions.

Project Manager: Laurel Prevetti Approved by: ~- ~tt~’ Date: /t" 5’.//

Attachments:
,, Memoranda pertaining to tlie Couucil initiation of the Historic Landmark designation for

McDonnell Hall
o Excerpts from the Draft C6sar Ch~,vez Special Resource Study and Environmental Assessment

(National Park Se~wice, October 2011)



GITY OP J~~

SAN JOSE
CAPITAB OP SILICON VALLEY

TO: HONORABLE MAYOR AND
CITY COUNCIL

COIJNCILAGENDA: 09-27-11
ITEM: 2,11

FROM:

SUBJECT: SEE BELOW DATE:

Dennis Hawkins},,CMq
City Clerk

09.22-11

SUBJECT: NOMINATION OF MCDONNELL ItALL AS A HISTORIC LANDMARK

RECOMMENDATION

As recommended by the Rules and Open Government Committee on Septelnber 21 2011 and
outlined in the attached memo previously submitted to the Rules mad Open Government
Committee, adopt a resolution to direct, the Director of Plmming, Building and Code
Enforcement to nominate McDo~mell Hall-at Our Lady of Ouadalupe Church, 2020 San Antonio
Road, as a Sire Jose Historic Landmark pursum~t to Chapter 13,48 of the San Jos6 MunMpal
Code and to set a public hem’.ing on that Woposed nomination of a historic landmark,



TO:

RULES COMMITTEE;
ITEM: H,4

RULE8 AND OPEN
GOVERNMENT COMMITTEE

Memorandum
FROM: Mayor Clmok Reed

SUBJECT: SEE BELOW.

Approved ~

DATE: September 9, 2011

SUBJECT: NOMINATION OF MCDONNELL ItALL AS A ItISTORIC LANDMARK
I~OR THE CITY OF SAN JOSI~

RECOMMENDATION_

Tfiat the Rules and Open Government Committee place on the Council figenda for September
27~’, 2011 initiation of the prooess to designate MoDonnell Hall at Our Lady ’of G~ladalupc
Church as a San Jos~ Historio Landmaflc

BACKG_ROUND

McDonnell Hall was the original mission clmroh for Our Lady of Ouadalupe parish, and is of
hlstorio significance to San Jos~ aM the nation for its role in C~sar Chtivez’s found!ng of the
farm labor move~nent In the United States. C6sar Ch~fvez worked with Fr, Donald MoDomMI in
the missioa ohurch,

The original church was located on Kammerer Avenue, on the site where fi~e present-day
Mayfair Community Center now stands When it came time to build a new church, CSsal’
Chavez used his ca.rpentry sldlls With the help of others to cut the church in half and move it to
Its current site at 2020 San Antonio Road.

The church is already a key location on San 5os~’s C~sar Chfivez Memorial Walkway, whidh
commemorates lhe sites in San Jos~ that played a role’ in Chtlvez’s life, Now, Congress has
directed the National Park Service to conduct a Special Resource Study ogsites that are
significant to the life of.C4sar Ch,~ivez and the ~arm labor movement in the western United 8tates~
Among the sites being considered is the City of San J0s4, where the social movement La Causo
had its beginnings, One outcome of the National Parks Service work could be the creation of a
national C~sar Ch~lvez Trail.-

Histo~’ians Raymond Rast, Ph.D., California State Univ, ersity, Fullerton, and Margo MeBm~e,
Ph.D,, San Jos~ State University, are pl’eparmg ~eseal’ch on.the life of C~sar Ch~lvez for fl~e
National Park Service. An examination of McDonnell Hall’s history and role in the life of Cdsar
Chfivez will be included in their researoh.



The County of Santa Clara and the California State Assembly have taken steps to reeogniT.e the
slgnifioanee of McDonnell Hall as a historieal site,

~iven tl~e existing research and work being done, San Jos6 has the oppol~unity to oonsider
designation or MeDonnell Hall.as a San Jos6 Htstorio Landmal’k without investing significant
stafftime or resouroes in studies and reports, The City can build on the expertise being provided
by the Natiot~al Parks ~ervlee and move swiftly to reoognlze an !ooNo site fi’om our history,



CITY OP ~~S JOSE
CAPITAL OF SILICON VALLBY

COUNCILAGENDA~ 09-27ql
ITEM~ 2,11

Memorandum
HONORABLE MAYOR AND
CITY COUNCIL

I~ROM: Counoilmomber Xavier
Campos

SUBJECT: SEE BELOW DATE: September 26, 2011

APPROVED: DATE:

SUBJECT: NOMINATION OI~ MCDONNELL HALL AS A HISTORIC LANDMARK

RECOMMENDATION

Approve the adoption of a resolution to direct the Director of Plamfing, Building and Code
Enforcement to’ nominate McDonnell Hall at Our Lady of Ouadalupe Church, 2020 San Antonio
Road, as a San Jos(f Historic Landmark pursuant to Chapter 13.48 of the San Jos~ Municipal
Code and to set a public hearing on the proposed nomination of a historic landm’ark.

BACKGROUND

The historical significance of McDotmell Hall is known by all San J0s5 community activities and
labor leaders. Built in the heart of the East San Jos4 community once known as "Sal Si Puedes,"
McDonnell Hall becmne an inspirational center tbr community activist Cesar E. Chavez to
orgamze against social injustice’. Originally established by Father Don McDomMI as a parish of
Our Lady of Ouadalupe, the McDomM1 Hall transformed under his leadership as both a place of
worship and a~tivism with its parishioners using basic Catholic doctrine to fight against social
injustice.

The opportunity to consider the designation of McDo~mell Hall as h San Jos4 Historic Landmark
will allow the. City of San Joss to formally take action to preserve this iconic site as part our
city’s history for the genermions to enjo)i,



COUNCtLAGENDA: 09/27/il
ITEM: 2,11

CAPITAL OP SILICON VALLEY

TO:, CITY COUNCIL FROM: Mayor Chuck Reed

SUBJECT: NOMINATION OF MCDONNELL
HALL AS A HISTORIC
LANDMARK ~ SUPPLEMENTAL

DATE: , September 26, 2011

RECOMMENDATION

Please find the attaohed "Historio Landmark Nomination Fornf’ and letter from Mayor Reed to
Bishop Patriok J. MeGrath regarding Item 2,11 on the September 27, 2011 City. Council meeting
agenda for your information, These are supplementary materials to the memoraridum originally
distribt~ted at the September 21, 2011. Rules and Open Government Committee meeting,



Chuck Reed
MAYOR

September 9, 2011

Bl~l~op Patrick J, MeOrath
1150 N, Firs, t Street, Ste
San Jose, Calif, 95112-4966

Dear’ B i shof McGrath..

[ would like lo update you on our recent efforts to designate Mc.Dom~ell Hall a histm:ical
city landmark. Attached is my 1:eeent memo reconnnending the Rules and Open
Oov~rrnr, en( Committee place on the Council agenda for September 27~ inflation ot! the
process m designate McDmmell Hall at Our Lad?, of Guadalupe Church as a San .lose
Historic landmark., This memo will be considered at the September 21s~ Rules and Open
Govemmm~t Committee meeting.

Fr, ,lavier Re.yes is working on suBmt~h~g tl~e app!iea.tion for 1he lan.dmark designation and
1 laave assiN~ed .lose Salcido in my office to work with h.im shoukl he need any assisting_co,

Please don’t hesitate to call on me .for any help in movi_ng the appheatmn along,

Sincerely,

Chuck Reed
Mayor

200 Eas~: Santa Ch ra Street, 18th 11oor, San Jos6, CA 951 13 lel (4fl8) 535-4800 fix (408) 292-6422 www.sjmayot:org



TO: RULES AND OPEN
00VERNMENT COMMITTEE

RULES COMM1T’I’EE~ 09/21/11
ITEM:

FROM: Mayor ClmokReed

SUBJECT: SEE BELOW. DATE: September g, 2011

22222
SUBJECT: NOMINATION OF NICDONNELL I.IALL AS A I-HSTORIC LANDMARK

FOR THE CITY OF SAWJ’U81~-

That the Rules and Open Government ComMttee place on the Council figenda for September
27’~i, 2011 initiation of floe process to designate McDonnel! Hall at Our La@ of Guadah~pe
Church.as a San Josg Historic Landmark.

BACKGROUND

McD0nneil Hall was the original mission church for Our Lady of G~adalupe parish, and is of
historic significance m San 3os~ and fl~e nation for its role in C~sar Ch@ez’~ founding of the
farm labor movement in the United States. Cdsar CMvez worked with Ft. Donakl McDorme[l in
the mission church,

Tim original church was located on Kansnerer Avenue, on tim site where the present-day
Mayfah’ Community Center now stands, When it came timeto build a new church, CSsar
Chfivez used his carpentry skills With file help of oflmrs to out the clmroh in half and move
its durrent site at 2020 San Antonio Road,

The ehurd~ is already a key location on San Josd’s C@~ Chhvez Memorial Walkway, wht6h
~omnmmorates the ~ite.q irt San Jos6 tha~: played a role in Chtivez’s life, Now, Congress has
directed the National Pm’k Service to condu~t a Special Resource Study of, s[tes that are
significm~t lo tim liN of C&at" Chfivez and tlio fm’m labor movement in tim western United States,
Among the sites being considered is the CRy of San Jos~, where the social movement La Cause
had its begimfings, One outcome of the National Parks Service work could, be lhe creation era
national Cdsm" Ch~i~ez Trail,.

Historians Raymond Rest, Ph,D,, California State 0nive~sity, Yullerton, and Mot’go MoBane,
Ph.D., San Jos~ State Uni’cersity, are preparing research on.the life of Cdsar CMvez fbr the
Nation!l Park Service, An examination of McDolmqll Hall’s history an.d role in the life of Cdsar
Chfivez will be included inflmir reseat’oh.



Ttle County of Sm~ta ~lara a~.d the Caltl:ornla State AssEmbly have taken steps to ~e,ogn[ze th~
signifiEanEe of MoDotmell Hall as a historlEal site.

Given the existing research m~d wofl¢ being done, San Josg has tt~E oppo~tmity to conslder
designation ofM~Dmmell Hal!.as a San Jos~ Historic Landmark without investing stgnfftEant
stafftime or rES0U~EES ha steadies and reports, ThECity can build on the expertise being provided
by the Naliona! Parks Service and move swit’tly to recognize m~ iconic site from our hlsto~y.



c,~Pl~t, OF SIX,ICON VAI,Z~Y Department of Planning, Building and Code Enforcement
801 North First Street, Rm 400

San Jose, CA 95110-1795
Webslte~ wwwlcLsan.Jose,ca,usfplannlnglsJplan

DATE

BY

QUAD # ZONING

COUNCIL DISTRICT GENERAL

....... I,P,,L.,AN ,,
NOMINATION SUBMITTED BY

CITY COUNCIL INITIATION DATE

"~i]:~i COUNCIL P~JBLIC HEARING DATE

HLC NOMINATION DATE

HLC PUBLIC HEARING DATE

CIT~’ COUNCIL RESOLUTION NO.

HISTORIC NAME
St, Martin of Tours Chuz’ch (..e, 1911)

COMMON NAME
McDonnell Hall

STREET
ADDRE~S2020£ East San ~Antonio Street, San Jose, CA 95116

ORIGINAL ’OWNER NAME Archdiocese of San Francisco

ORIGINAL USE OF PROPERTY
Church

ARCHITECT NAME

CONSTRUCTION PATE
1911 MOved to current location 1956 (estimated)

ARCHITECTURAL STYLE

ACREAGE OF PARCEL                                                                                                                                                                "’

DATE USTED.ON NATIONAL REGISTERnot ,listed

CALFORNIA ST, ATE LANDMARK NO. not listed
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DRAWINGS PHOTOGRAPHS, OR OTHER DESCRIPTVE MATERIAL,

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED LANDMARK CONSISTING OF EITHER’,

(~) LOT AND TRACT NUMBERS FROM A RECORDED TRACT MAP, OR

B, A METES AND BOUNDS DESCRIPTION PREPARED BY A LICENSED.
LAND SURVEYOR OR A REGISTERED CIVIL ENGINEER,

STATEMENT DESCRIBING THE PHYSICAL CONDITION OF THE PROPOSED LANDMARK,

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION 523A PRIMARY RECORD & 523B BUILDING
STRUCTURE AND OBJECT RECORD (DPR) COMPLETED BY A QUALIFIED HISTORICAL CONSULTANT,

BRIEF STATEMENT EXPLAINING WHY THE PROPOSED LANDMARK HAS SPECIAL HISTORICAL ARCHITEC-
TURAL, .CULTURAL, AESTHETIC, OR ENGINEERING INTEREST OR VALUE OF AN HISTORICAL NA’I’URE,
AND HOW THE CHARACTERISTICS OF TI’IE PROPOSED LANDMARK MEET WHICHEVER OF THE FOLLOW-
ING THAT APPLY:

1, Its character, interest or value as part of the local, regional, state or national history,
heritage or culture;

2, Its location as a site of a s~gnificant historic event;

~ lts Identification with a person or persons who significantly contrlbuLed to local, regional, s~;ate
or national culture and history;

4. Its exemplification of the cultural, economic, social or historic heritage o~’ the City of San Jose;

5. Its portrayal of the environment of a group of peoplp In an era el= history characterized by a
distinctive architectural sbjle;

6, Its embod’menL e[ distinguishing characterlstlcs of an architectural type or specimen;

7, Its identification as tile work o1’ an archltecL or master.builder whose Individual Work has Influenced
the development of the City of San Jose;

8, Its embodiment of elements of architacLUral or engineering ’design, detail, materials or cratlsmanshlp
which is either unlque or represents a slgn{rtcant architectural Innovatloi~,

[] CiTY OF SAN JOSE HISTORIC EVALUATION CRITERIA FORM,

PRINT NAME OF PROPERI’Y OWNER
Roman Cat’hal±c Bishop o~ 8an JoSe~ ,a Campo~ation ~ola

ADDRESS CITY STATE ZIP CODE
1150 N, ~irst S~rpe~, Suite I00 . ,S~n Jose C~ 9511~-4966

DA~IME TELEPHONE~#~ [I FAX # " IE-MAIL ADDRESS



Page2 H~STOR~C LANDMARK NOMINAT!ON FORM

DRAWINGS, PHOTOGRAPHS, OR OTHER DESCRIPTVE MATERIAL                                                    .
~"~LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF THE PROPOSED LANDMARK CONSISTING OF EITH

~ LOT AND TRACT NUMBERS FROM A RECORDED TRACT MAP, OR

B, A METES AND SOUNDS DESCRIPTION PREPARED EW A LICENSED
LAND SURVEYOR OR A REGISTERED CIVIl. ENGINEER,

STATEMENT DESCRIBING THE PHYSICAL CONDIT DN OF THE PROPOSED LANDMARK,_

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION 5Z3A PRIMARY RECORD & 523B BUILDING
STRUCTURE AND OBJECT RECORD (DPR) COMPLETED BY A QUALIFIED HISTORICAL CONSULTANT.

BRIEF STATEMENT EXPLAINING WHY THE PROPOSED LANDMARK HAS SPECIAL. HISTORICAL, ARCHITEC-
TURAL, CULTURAL, AESTHETIC, OR ENGINEERING INTEREST OR VALUE OF AN HIS.TORICAL NATURE,
AND PlOW THE CHARACTERISTICS OF THE PROPOSED LA.NDMARI< MEET WHICHEVER OF THE FOLLOW-
ING THAT APPLY:

6, ks embodlmen~ of disdnguishin9 characteristics oi= aR archkec~ural iype or specimen;

7. Its IdentlflcaUon as the WOrk of an architect or masler builder whose individual work has Influenced
the development or the CRy o~ San Jose;

8, Its embodiment of elements oi’ architectural or engineering deslgn, detail, maierlals or craftsmanship
which is ellher unique or represents a significant, archltecl:ural Innovation.

CITY OF SAN JOSE HISTORIC EVALUATION CRITERIA FORM,

PRINT NAME OF PROPERTY OWNER
Roman Catholic Bishop of Ban Jose, ~ Corporation

ADDRESS CITY STATE ZIP CODE
1150 N, l~irst 8treet~ .Sui..t.e i00 8an Jose CA 95112~4966

SIGNATURE OF    ."--’.-’.-’.-’.-’.~ ,4 /fl /J " , " I D,~T~. _ ~
.p~O~’ERTY OWNER ’/Lb4, !1 i, I
DA~IME TEL~HONE # /I FA~ ....... IE-MAIL ADDRESS ’



H STOR]C EVALUATION CRiTERiA FOR ci x san Jose

A, VISUAL OUALIT¥/DESIGN~

1. EXTERIOR
Quailty of form, composltlon, detailing, mtd ornament in E Excellent
part onoriginnlity, srtistio merit, craflsmnnshlp, sensitivity ~, Ve~ Good
to surroundings and overnll visual quality, ~                      Good

Craftsman sty].~
FP Undistingul~lmd

Applies to natural features as well as to Inns-made features. A "G" rating iS appropriate for ~atur~s ~vhich have uny elem’ly identifiable
visual or design value, An "~" rating is approprintu for tbatures which, b~ed on exlertor visual qualtt~ alone, appear eligible ibr the
National R~glster of Historic Places.

STYLE
Slgnilicance ns an example ofa pm’tIeulnr architectural
style, type. or convention.

DESIGNER

E ESpecially ’fine or extremely early example If many
survive; excellent example if few survive.

VG Good or ear|y exampl~ if many survive;very good

~ example If few survive,
Goo.d example
OI’no particular interest,

Designed or built by an architect, engineer, builder,
artist, or other designer who has made significant
oonlrlbution to the eommm~iD,, state, or nation

E Designer ofprlmary importance,
VO Designerofsecondary importance,
G Designer of terda~ importance,
FP Designer unI~tovm or of no pardcular importance,

Tim significance of tile designer must itself be established belbre this criterion i~ applied,’ Normally, an e~pe,chll y active de,~igner will
be rated nt least

b. Significance ns an example of vernacular arehhc~ture.

CONSTRUCTION

8urfime material, or metlmd o[construetlon. -

E Especially fine or early e~ample lfinany survive
(\vllhln the Cit~y); exeelient example if t~w survive
(witliln the City).

VG Very good or em’ly cxampl~ if runny sutvlv~ (within
the City); good ex~ple if few survive (within the
city),, ’ ¯

~ Oood example (wiflfin tim City).
0flag partleul~rlnter~sL

B . E~p¢eia!]y fi~l~ 0r v¢~’ em.ly example tf few survive.
(within tho CIW).

VG Especially fin~ or vc~7 curly example If many survive;

@
g0~d example if few su~ive (wi[!!lu Ihe

~ Good example of any material m method not goner- ’
ally In current

FP 0fnopa~teula’intemst,

Examples tff"espcetally fine" eonstt’uetion met!~ods or structural nmtel’Ials ineludo those whioh atmeeasfifily address ehnllengl~g.
structural problom~ or whk:h are treated as vlslble destgn elerae~lts that contribute slgntfienntly to the resourec’s overall design
quality, or which exhibit fine craftsmanship,

fine surface materlal~ ino ude stone (granite, ~lmrble) and terra carte, Surface malerial~ slmuld be treated underExamples of"espeeially " "
this criteria, only a~ording to their ~pc and according to tlm level ofcrafisnlan~htp whtchthcy represent.
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SUPPORTIVE ELEMENTS
Fences, walls, out-buildings, n’ees, landscaping, mtd otlmr
seeondat~ elements which are aeeessm~ to the feature
being evaluated and are supportive
features notable quallfiesl also stores, institution% and
othm’ tenants Io~nted wttbin buildings, .

Hall was used by Gesar Ghavez for

E Many espenially fine or unusual SUl)portivc
meats.
One or several especially fint~ or unus£ml supper
elements,    .

G Supportive elements, but none are espeeially fine or
unusual.

FP No suppor!tveel~ments.
civil rights activities and. labor movetaent

A SllppOl’ti~e element considered "especially fine or unusual" Is notable enough to warrant sepa|’nte evaluation. A Iong-establlslmd
non-residential tenant or occupant nan be rated.high if the tenant or occupant has special significance as m ensured by.Criterion 6
(PERSON/OROANIZATION),

}1. H]STOR¥1ASSOCIAT[ON

PEI1SON/ORGANIZA’rloN
Associated \vith the llfo or activities era person, group,
organization, or institution that has made a slgniflcant
eontributltm to lhe community, state, or nation,

Hall. was used by Cesar Cha,vez for
civil rights and labo~ activities

Person/o|’gantzafien of primary intportance

~i,ntimataly connected with tim property.
erso~l/organlzation of prim ary importance I o0selv

connected, or person/organlzation of secondm~ "
importance inflmmely connected.
P~rson/organlzation of secondary impudence
loosely connected, or evunt & terdary ]mportance
intimately commcted,
No connection with ~erson/organization of
importance.

The significance of the person, group, organization, or institution must itself be established befbre this criterion is applied, A person/
organization of primary importance at the local level will have played a decisive and far reaching role in Ihe dt~velopment of San Jose as
a community~ Such significance may be at the local level. "Intimately connected" will often mean that the resource was intimatel2
associated with an important period in the life or activities of the persorh group, organtzaltoh, or inslitution.

A person/organlzutlon el’seconder3, intportanee atthe local level will have played a major m’ lending (bul not decisive) role in the
developmenI oFSan J’cse as a community or a decisive role in the development era partictllnr nelg!~bcrhaed or of a particular ethnic
group or segmer~t of the community. Tim state and national/internaflonal leqels are treated similarly.                ,

It’the feature has been significantly altered since the lime of ils association with the person/organization and if such alteraiion is not
treated in Criteria Section "D’, t!|en lbe person/organization will be considered to be only "loosely connected" with the feature.

EVENT
Associated with an eve,tthat lms made a slgnit~eant
~onh’ibution to tM communlty~ state, or nation.

Hall was used by Oesar Chave~ for
civil rights and labor activities

E Event of prlmm7 importance intimately corm coted
with tile property.
Event of primary importance loosely con|leered, or
event of secondary Importance intlmaIely ~onnected,

O Event ofsecondat~ importance loosely connected,
~r ewnt ogteaht~ lmporlance Intimately connected.

FP No aonneetioas with event of importance.

See comments lbr Criterion 6 (PERSON/ORGANIZATION).
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PATTERNS .
~Associated w}th and effeelively tllustrativt~ of broad

lilstory~ or of the dovelopn!cnt of the City, or ofdistlnct VO
geographic reglons, or ethic groups of particular well,
defined era,

Hall was used by Cesar Chavez for civil
rights and labor ac£ivities

FP

Patterns ofprlmin3, importance intimately connected
with property.
Patlerna ofprlmarYlmlmrtanee lo~ely connected, or
patterns of seeondal~ importance inlimately
connected.
Patterns of ~eeondnry Importance loosely con-
nected, m’ patiems oft~rtlary Imporlance Intimately
connected.
No connection with patterns o f tmportmme,

A helpful measuro of this criterion is to consider how useful the feature wouldbe for the teaching o£eultural history.

A featnr~ is normally "lnthnatel~ connected" with a pattern tf the fentm’e e~hibits the essence ofth~ pattern, A t’eature is normally
"loosely connected" wltli a pattern ~rthe feature only exhlbtts the influence ofthe pattern. A pattern will normally be considered
"Intimately connected" (secondary or tertiary importance) with the feature if only a few nssoeialed with the pattemsurvive,

"lnthnate" nnd "loose" collocations tot’ significantly altered t~atur~ are treated the same way as for Cr|torlon 6 (PERSON/ORGANIZA-
TION),

Of particular age in relationship of the periods of develop-
ment of buildings in the area.

Established prior to 1860.
Built between t860 and April 1906.

G,@~ Built between May 1906 and 1945
Built’since 1945, ¯

C, EN’ViRONM_~,~NTA!JCONTEX~

CONTINUZTY
Cm~tribules to the visual, historic or other envh’onmental
continuity or character of the street area,

13 Helps establish the elmraeler of an area of primary.
importance or ~onstitutea n district,

VG Maintains tlie characterofan area ol’prhna~y
lmpartanc~ o~ helps establish the character o£ an
area o~’secondal~ Importance or constitutes a

~£eatut’~ group,
Comp~tlbie with the character ognn area ofprlmatff
Importance or maintains the ohm’actor of an ~rea of
seconda~ hnlmrtan~,

FP Incompatible witl~ an area oTprlma~ import~ce or
not located ~ an area o~prlmm~ or seebnd~

’ hnpo~lanee,

"Area o_~prtmary or secondary importance" general y zneons a feature p~roup, streetscape, district, or’other area no’table enough to
warrant n separate evaluation, Areas o_� primary importance h~clu¢te potential City Landmark Districts or National Register District,s.

the feature has been removed (t.e., given an "P" or"P" rating under Criterion 15 -STRUCTURAL REMOVALS), and the property l|as,
therefor% become only a "she", ¢ontlnulty should be evaluated by !magln!ng tl!e lbature restored to Its site, bat in the exlstlng sur.
roundings,



11, 81gTril~lG
Setting.and/or landscaping contributes to the eontlnulty
or oharaeter of the street, n~lghborhood, or area.

13 Ofpnrtlmdar imporlanee establlshing the etmraoter o1’
the area,

VG el’importance In establlshingovmah~tafnlng
domln~t ohm’actor otqhe m’ea.
Compatible With dominnnt elmractor of Ih~ area.
Ineompnflbl~ with domlnnnt elinvaetm’ ot’tli~ area, or
unhn pol’ta~t’,

12, FAMILIAI:tlTY
Prominence or thmiliarlty within Iho neighborhood, city or
region.

E A structure whioh may be taken as n symbol tbr the
~elty or’reglon ns a whole,
l/" ~’0 ’~. oonsplcuous and familiar t’eature in the context
~tho eit~ of region,        -

G A oDnspieuous and familial’ ~tru~ture !n th~ tmnte~t
oftheneighborhood.

FP Notp~rtioularly consplouous nr [bra!!ira’.

A helpt’ul measure of tbi~ ~H’lerion is to considm’ wtmtlmr a typical resident of the neighborhood, city, o!’ regidri ’would notice the
feature and remember It,

If the feature has been removed, this clqterton ,~hould be evaluatedby considering tile. f~ature’s role (if soy) as a "landmark" prior to its
removal.

13, CONDITION
Extent to which the feature has experienced deterioration. J.-~ 1’4o appm’ent surface wear or structural problems,

~_~....-~....)

Exhibits only minor sm’t~ce w¢ttr,
Exhibits eonslderable sm’/hee wew or significant
struelural problems,

FP Exhibits considerable surl’~c~ were’ nnd significant
struatuval problems.

’~!vlinor surfiae~ \vent" generally means that no replacement of design elements doe to deterioration Is required.

"Con~iderublt~ mwfaee were" generally men;as that some design elements haw detm’iorated In such an exlmat that they nlust be re-
placed.

"81gnJfi¢ant st~:uctural problems" \viii generally be associated wilh nagging floor llnea, otlt-ofplumb walls and fire damage,

14. EXTERIOR ALTERATIONS
Degree of alteration done to important exterior materials
and design a%atures. V~o.h~ changes or vmy minoi’ changes.nor alterations whtch do not ahtmge the overall

ohm’sorer (e,g,~ ground floor remodeled, secondary
earl|lee removed, larg= numbers of windows
replaeed~ etc,),

~ Overall eharncter ¢ah~nged, but recognizable
removal el’major’ oornice/pm’apet,.nltm’ation at’upper
floors, or gross alteration of any m~Jor element),

FP Altered beyond recognition.

Sometimes alterations which change the ohm’actor of the fenttlm have sol’fie[ant merit by tlmmselves to warranl separate evaluations.
An example might be swell-designed art deeo remodeled 8torefi’ont oa a’g, letorlan ¢ommemiul building.
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15. 8’rRUCTUI~L I~MOVA[.~
Extetlt to which wings, stories, root’s, and other [mpo|’tant
large scale stru~turfil components have been removed,

FP

No !roper,ant structural removals,
Important portions of feature removed, but with
ether portions remaining,
Majority ofbulkling removed or entire feature
removed, bet with sorvivin8 traces (entry steps,
trees, fel~ees~ etc.)
Entire feature removed with no smwiving traces,

The consideration given to |’tt’aeas" lndiatlngulshing a "G" from a’tFp" rating will often "double count" supportive elements evalt|~ted
under Criterion 6 (PERSON/ORGANIZATION), This reflects the Increased associative import,race of these supportive elements when
the main feature has be~n removed’,

:1.6. SITE
Relation of featm’e to its original site and ueighborhood

V~Q l-Ins not been moved.Has been moved within the boundaries ellis original
site,

G Has been reloEated to a new site In’the same
neighborhood as the original site,

FP Has been relocated to a new site tn n different
neighborhood.

"Original site" means the si~e ocenpied by the feature atthe time the fehmre achieved significancE, which in some cases m.ay have bEEn
al~er the feature was constructed or established.

This criterion is less i.mpormnt if,be feature is significant primarily tbr its visual quality or design (Criteria Section "A’) o|’ is th~
.~urvivlng s~rucmre most impertantb, associated with a signlficaot person, organization or event,

REVERSIBILITY

EXTERIOR
Extent to which integrity losses (see Crlterla 13.16) can be
reversed, and ease or difficulty ofmak|ng such correc-
tions,

E Highly reversible. Almost ail of original appears to
,̄...--r~exist, thoug~ covered,
( VG JR~v~rsibl~, Som~ mqgillal missing or badly damaged,
"--.-" but 213 or more appears to extst.
G’ Nbt costly reversible, Only I/3 to 2/3 ofofigiml

appears to ~xlst,
Vmy dlffleult to reverse, Less than 1/3 at’original
appears to exist, or impos~lbl ~ to judge reversibility,

/vIaterlals easier to replicate ~ like sl~ingles 9r rustic aiding - rate higher than material difficult or expensive to replicate, s~oh as terra
cotta.

Process easy to undo - like shingles over rustic siding - rate higher than pennmmnt precBsses like sandblasting,

E ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATION/~_O_~.US POINTS.

18. INTERIOR VISUAL QUALITY
DESign quality of interior arrangement, tinish, craftsman-
ship, and/or de,all Is/are particularly attractive or untque.

E Excellent

~) Vm~’GoodGOOd
FP Fah’orPoor
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19. HISTORWASSOCIATION ORINTERtOR
Design quality a~soalated with a pm’son~ group, organiza-
tion or institution htivhtg used the interior,

Excellent

~ Vm7 Good
Good
Fair or Poor

20. INTERIOR ALTERATIONS
Dt~gree of alterations to imporlnrlt interior materials and
design features,

E ’ No changes or very .minm’ changes. ¯
VG l~Ilnor alterations which do not change the overall

~ Overall ¢hnraeto~ chnnges, but stil recognizable,
Altered beyond recognition.

21. RgVERSI BILITY/~ TER1OR
Extent to which integrity Jesses can be revt~rsed, and ease
m’ difficult3, pf making such corrections,

E Highly rever~ible. Almost all of original appears to
,~’"~’"t exist, though covered,    "
( VGi/Reversible, Som~ original missing ~r badly damaged~
~ but 213 or more appears to exist,
G Not easily reversible, On]~ 113 to 213 appears to

FP Ve~ dlfficukm revet~e, Less ~han 1/3 oforlglnal
¯ ~ppenrs t0 exis~ or impossible to judge reversibiliiy.

2 !, NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PL4CES OR
CALtFOIh’qIA ,REGISTER
Status t’or listing in either theNaitonal Register of Historic
Phces or the Califomi0. Register.

Listed o~ f~)rmally determined eligible fbr listing in
either the Natlonul or Calilbmia Register by the Stme
Historic Preservation Officer, Eeeperofthe Naiiona!
Register, or u unit of the National Park Service,

VG ¯Appears eligible for listing in eilher the National or
California Register based on ahistorle ~uw~y and
evaluation prepared by a historian or architectural
himoriun,
Ma~ become eligible in the lucre tbr llsfing In either
tlm Natim~al or Call fomta KegiStoe.when (1) the
proper~ meets the ReglsteHs 50 ye~’ ago require,
meat, (2) additional hlntodeal oe m’ehitoetm’nl
research is perfo~ed on the property, or (3) the
~rdfile~tural integri~ of the’property ts restored,

FP Doe~ not appear to be eligibb for listing In ~tlhev the
National of California Register;
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Ewdunticn Tally Clttegory og Signifi.ranc~

67-134 Candidate Clty Landmark (CCL’I

A aignifiennt historic resource having the potential For landmark
designation as defined In th~ HiatorloPresorvatlon Ordinance.
Preso~ntion of rids resource is essentiM,

33 - 66 Structure of Merlkl~aM)

A speeM historlo resource, Prescrvatlon ofthese structtlres, should
be. a high priority ~et’ the San Jos~ Historic Resources Invc~to~
Update Process),

33-66

A special historic resources that contributes to the historic thbric of
the carom unity: of to a parttcul~u’ r~elghborhood, or to a more
illaportnnt structure, The relafiofisb[p ot:tbis structure to other
landmar~/landmark districts m~ty make its prese~watlon importsm
m other structures or to a definable geographic area, !dentifi~at[an
of the value and eonu’ihudon of such a structure to t!le surround,
lag str~ctures m’ area, as described abo~e, would make it eligible for
inetusio~ in the Historic Resourcez Inventory, This resources has
~he potential to be considered tbr inclusion in a C~ty Landm~k
District,

0-32 N~on-Contrlhutlna Structure ~’NC).

A structure in a recognized or potential historic distrlot that does
not make a ~igui fieant.eontrlbutlon to t!mt district. Althoug![
preso~wation of this building Is not essentinl~ it is important to
recognize the relationship of its eMstonoe and/co ohunges in hind
use to uther buildings in the district,

O- 32 Non-81~lfleant Struct~!r.~

Not eligible for a Category of 8ignltieance mtd should be deleted
from the Hktlor[~ Resources Inventory,
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Historic Resource Name:
Note: Complete ell blanks, Use spaces to justify ratings, For example, a rathe9 of "E" on No. 9, Age, wouM be Justified by "Built In
? 850",

A. V~SU~k~U~W~ESIG~
1. EXTERIOR 0raftsman style

2, STYLE Example os craftsman and stucco

8, DES;GNER ~ood example of Craftsman

4.. CONSTRUCTION E×amp:l.e of materials and methods

5, SUPPORTIVE ELEMENTS Hall used by, Cesar Chave~,

E VG ~.~ FP.

E VG ~.~) FP

E VG~’ FP

E VG ~ FP

E ~ G FP

~ VG G FP

VG ’G FP

VG G FP

E VG ~ FP

VG

VG

G

FP

FP

FP

B. HISTORY/ASSOCIATION

6, PERSON/ORGANIZATION Cesar Chavez, civil r±ghts

7. EVENT    Civil rights, labor activities

8, PATTERNS _C~v~ 1 and labor ,iac.tivitieS I ~ " --

9, AGE Built in 1911

C. ~NVtRON M ENTAL~CONTE~[

10. CONTINUITY Comp~_ti!~le with area character E

11. SETTING Compatible with dominant character af ar~a E

12, FAMILIARITY Conspicuous usa 5# Cesar Chavez E

D, INTEGRITY                                                           ’

13. CONDITION Exhibits wear E VG FP

14. EXTERIOR ALTERATIONS    minor alterations G FP

15, STRUCTURAL REMOVALS None

16, SITE Prominent featur, e of the property

E. REVERSIBILITY

17, EXTERIOR.    As when Cesa~ Chores used the Hall     £

ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS/BONUS POINTS

18, INTERIOR/VISUAL QUALITY ~a~r. ~o good E

!9. HISTORY/ASSOCIATIONOF INTERIOR use .by Cesar Cha’~z

20. INTERIOR ALTERATIONS ~.~ ~lt~;~tions . E

21, REVERSIBILITY/INTERIOR ~ew alt:erat±ons E

22, NATIONAL ORCALIFORNIA REGISTER M~y l~e ell. ~ible E

REVIEWED BY:

~ ’G    FP

G FP

~ G FP

VG (~ FP

VG G~ FP

~ G FP

VG ~ FP

VG FP

¯ DATE:
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A. VISUAl. qUALITWDESIGN         ~

1, EXTERIOR 16
2, STYLE 10
3, DESIGNER 6
4, CONSTRUCTION 10
5, SUPPORTIVE ELEMENTS 8

VALUE
9. FP

13. HISTORY/ASSOCIATION.

8,7’6’

PERSON/ORGANIZATION PATTERNS EVENT

9, AGE

V._.~G    G_     EP~

15
15
9
6

s o
L~ o . ._~

C. _NVIRONMENTALICONTEX~

10, CONTINUITY
’1 I, SETTING
12. FAMILIARITY

E VG G FP

SUBTOTALs:    . j3

"A" & "C" SUBTOTAL:
"B" SUBTOTAL:

P R,.~_~.LJ_M I NA RY TOT_AL~
(Sun] ofA, B & C)



Page ~o . EVALUATION TALLY SHEET

!NTEGRITV

13, CONDITION

14, EXTERIOR ALTERATIONS

15, STRUCTURAL REMOVALS

16. SITE

R EVE R S.I B i_.__L I T.LT~Y

17, EXTERIOR

VALUE

,03 ~ .10

.0~ ,05 ,10

,20 .30 ,40

,10 ,20 ,40

,1~) ,20 ,40

[NTEGRr]rY DEDUC,T,j.O_NS SUBTQTAL:.

ADJUSTED SUBTOTA!_;.
(~Prelimtnary To~al minus Integrity Deductions)

VA__LU~E
E ~ G FP

2

TOTAL:

ADDITIONAL CONSIDERATIONS/
BONUS POINTS

’18, INTERIOR/VISUAL QUAIJTY
19, HISTORY/ASSOCIATION OF INTERIOR
20. INTERIOR ALTERATIONS
2"1. REVERSIBILITY/INTERIOR "
22, NATIONAL ORCAL1FORNIA REGISTER

VALUE
G_ F_EP

3 3 (~ 0 t
3 3 ~ 0
4 ,db 2 o
4 4 db o
20 15 ~_~ 0

BONUS POINTS SuB’rOTAL: /~

ADJUSTED TOTAL. (pI.£sB [}Bus P o.~ ~’ ’~ ~>

HIr, lnfl= La zdri,mrk Na~hll nd~n Folm,pmfiS/~pp%ollr~l~



The County of Santa Clam - ARI Page 1 of 1

AP~N." ,481-24-046

Situs Address and Hailillg Address ~nformation

Number ~f Pr0per~y Address{es)~ 1 Billing Address(es)~

2020 E SAN ANTONIO ~or s....... 2020 E SAN ANTONIO ST AN .IOSE CA
ST ~ 95~6-3047
SAN ~0~ k~ gQ~.@~..~.[~

Proper~ ~nformatlon

p~u~~ ~p ~~_. n!~ ....

san 3ose [Cl~] Alum Rock Union [Klein. 5cheol]
EaS~ Side Union [HIg{~ Sctmo ] . ~n ~?s~. [.C0~{n, C~ll~ge} ........................
Bay, Area ~t(~,7,2~,28,38~41~43~48~49~57) lair San Jose-strong N’hoods Initiative (nrd)

S~nta Clara Valley [cebnW Water] _ Santa cla~ Valley-zon~ E-1 [CDunty Water]
Santa clara Valley-zone W-4 [county Water] . Santa Cla~ county Importgtt~,

~more Information about you~ tax £ate area:

Assessed Values on: 481124-046 (Assessed [n~orma~lon

Land
Improvement;

Total

.Prgpg_rty.

$ 93,93,2
460,747

Business

FIX~UI’es ]
S~.ructuro
Personal

Total Total $ 5S4,659

A___ss assoC.
___Y,,.~Lu.e ._.

Current 20 J.~.. 2.O:1.0 2009

~Lo.rJr~Lt.j..o_.n Ymlu~s. y_~J..q..e_,s_Y.al.ugs ....

All �ont0nt Copyrlghk

http://Services s(mgov.orghM/searc!~.do?type~’ealhome 8/2/201

















District 5 - City of 8m~ Jos~ Page 1 of 2

’Welcome to East San Jos~

Teoellt~�~ we m.s| crem[e n~w lobs In ~an Joed, p~ol~t our local accrlonly~ a~d sllmulala
emnom~ groMh, Expand gang Inle~nllon o~6ds, redu~ gang violence, and alls~m police
a~d ere deparlm~nls are fully ~und~d and prolocllng tasmania and businesses. Prevanl d~asll:

all dflldran r~colva a q~allty edu~allon, ~lp~avo yotltlt a,d se~lor programs Io k~’p ~h dran and
scalar healthy an~ safe.

Will be my pflor~lles a~ your Cily Cuundl rspressnlallvo, and I will work lifelessly |o.
ndvoeale on behalf at our oommunifY.

The OIb! of ~;an Jos~ s committed to open a.d Itonest government a~d stdvas to
~onslstantty mee~ the ~onlmunlty~s oxp00totlogs by providing excall~nL se~l~e, In ~
pasl~vo and timely ~,~o1~ a~d I. Iha full view of the public,

VleW |ha,Ctly,~._~.aF! ~Jps.~ Coda

Nal~]hbothood
Troubl~ ~gootor

D5 Capff~]

8hop Dlslrlct E

Attractions
8hop

~ont~l h~y Office

Public Meetings
OPEN HOUSE Events on Gas Safety and

Hydrostatic Testing hosted by PG&E
PG&E j~. commJl[ed Io educating and increasing our |rsnspara,~¢y ~nd/o~ponse (o our c~[om~/s..

way we a~ d~tng this I~ b’t holding Open Houses focused on g~s s~f~ly a~d our ~ydtostatic

~olo;v I~ a listing at upcomln(l Open Hogses Ih,~f are open Io Ihe publle.

Far ~ddltlonel inf~rmation ~ustomer~ con call U~ ~1 1-88S-743-7431 or vigil our wobsila

PG&E Open Houses:

IYignday~ JuIy 25~ 2011
5:30 PM- 7:30 PM
Evergreen Oommunily ~enlar
4~00 8a~ Fellpe Rd,
San Jos~, C~ 05135    -

l’~onday, Augllskl, 2011
5:30 PM- 7:30 PM

Evergreen Branch Library
263E Ahem Read
,%n Jos~, CA g514~

Tuesday, AugQsl 2~ 2011
5:30 PM - 7:30 PM
Gheppsrd Middle 8~hool
4~0 Rough end Re~ldy Ros’d
Sen Jose, OA 95133-2491]

Wednesday, August g, 2011
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Assembly Joint ResOlution No. 16

introduced by Assembly Members Campos and Alej o
(Coau fliers: Assembly Members Allen,A~m~ano, Beall, Bradford,

Eng~ l~ong, Roger: Hernfinde~,I~ueso, Lm a, Bonnie Lowentlial;
Monning,’Perea:V~ Manuel P~rez, Swanson, ,and Wieckowski)

(Coauthor:Senator AIquist),

August 16, 2011

Assembl.y J0int-Res01ution No. 16--Relative to McDomlell Hall.

LEGISLATIVE COUNSEL’S DIGEST

A,JR 1 6, as introduqed, Campos. McDonnell H~ll: historic landmark.
This resolution would memorialize the National Pal’k Se~Mco to

¯ declare McDonnell Hall a national historic .landmark, This resolution
would also urge the City Of San Jose to similarly designate McDonnell
Hall as a historic landmm’k.

Fiscal committee’, no,

1 WHEREAS~ McDonnell Hall played an integral role in tlm life
2 of Cesar Chavez dm-ing his time in San Jose; and
3 WHEREAS, McDonnell Hall was originally established by
4 Father Don McDom~ell ha the Sal Si Puedes bm~io of San Jose as
5 a parish of Ore, Lady of Guadalupe; and
6 WHEREAS, Cesar Chavez was one of the first people to attend
7 the newly established parish. Father McDonnell became a great
8 fi’iend and mentor to Cesar Chavez. Father McDonnell’s ideas
9 absut applying basic Catholic doctrine to he~p migrant workers

10 and others suffering from social injustice inspired Cesar Chavez;.
1I and
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1 WHEREAS, Cesar Chavez later said of this experience that
2 "[M]y education started when I met Father Donald McDonnell,
3 who came to ’Sal 8i P.uedes’ because fl~ere was no Catholic Chm’eh
4 there, ,to priest, and htmdreds of Mexican-Americfins. We were
5 some of the first members that joined his congregation for masses
6 in a little Puerto Rican hall Nat was j,ist abroken-down shack ....
7 We became great fi’iends when I began to help him.., recite mass
8 in the bracero camps and in the cotmty jail. We had long talks
9 about farm workers. I lmew a lot about ttie woN, but] didn’t know

10 anything about the economies, and I learned quite a bit from him.
11 He had a piettu’e of a worker’s shanty and a pictur.e of a grower’s
12 mansion. Eve13,thing he saidwas aimed always to solve injustice";
13 and
14 WHEREAS, Father McDonnell also introduced Cesar Cbavez
15 to ]Fred Ross, Fred Ross taught Cesar Chavez the principles of
16 organizing in general, and in particular on organizing based in the
17 local C~atholic church; and
l 8 WHEREAS, It is strongly believed that Cesar Chavez started.
19 "La Causa" in this eastside neig!~borhood of San Jose, which was
20 referred to by the residents as "Sal Si Puedes" or "Get Out If You
21 Can"; and
22. WHEREAS; Dolores Huerta, cofoundcr of the United Farm
23 Workers, has stated: "The fm~n worker movement started :in San
24 Jose"; and
25 WHEREAS, In 2008, Congress directed the United States
26 Department 0fInterior to condiact a speeial resource study of sites
27 in California andArizonathat are significant to Cesar Chavez and
28 the farm labor movement, and to determine if any of those sites
29 should be declared a national historic lanchnark; and
30: WHEREAS, The National Park Service is currently conducting
31 that study and is expectedto reach a deoisionin November 2011;
32 and
33 WHEREAS, The City of San Jose’s planning, department is
34 cut~ently reviewing a propo.sal to designate McDonnell Hall as a
35 historic landmark; now, therefore, be it
36 Resoh,ed by the Assembly and the Senate of the State of
37 California, jointly, That the Legislature memorializes the National
38 Park Service to declare McDonnell Hall a national historic
39 landmm’k for its importance to the life of Cesar Chavez; and be it
40 furthel~
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Resolved, That the Legislature urges the City of San Jose to
designate McDonnell Hall aS ahistoric landmark and to include
McDonnell Hall in the current Cesar E. Chavez I~Iistorical
Walkway; and be it further

Resolved, That the Legislature recognizes the importance of
McDOnnell I-Iall to the fannworker movement in California; and
be it further

Resolved, That the Chief Clerk oftheAssembly transmit copies
of this res’olufion to the National Park SetMee and to the author
for appropriate d~stribufion.

O
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An additional tl sites are nationally significant for lheir assoclafion with Cesar Chavez and/or the farm laber movement, but
need further research to assess their integri!.y and determine wl~ether they fully meet Nafional Htstoric Landmark criteria.
Many of these sites represent major aspects of the historic context that are not represented by the f.ive NHL-eligible sites
above. These tl sites include:

Property I Site City (or proximate) Description

McDonnell Hall, Our Lady of San Jose, CA During the early 1950s Chavez worked with priest and mentor Father
Guadalupe Church Donald McDonnell at the church building, now known as McDonnell

Hall, to support local migrant farm workers and galvanize community
organizing,

Monterey County Jail Salinas, CA Cesar Chavez was jailed here for 20 days in 1970 for refusing to call
off a lettuce boycott. The jail became the focus of marches, rallies,
and national media coverage. It was listed on the National Register of
Historic Places in 2004.

St. Mary’s Catholic Church Stockton, CA St. Mary’s Catholic Church is slgnlflcar)t for its association with Dolores
Huerta and CSO organizing.

Cesar and Helen Chavez Delano, CA Cesar Chavez and his family lived here from 1962-71; the house also
Family Residence served as the first headquarters of the FWA,

Baptist Church ("Negrito Hall") Delano, CA This small church building became a strike headquarters for the 1965-
70 Delano grape strike.

NFWA Office (Albany Street) Delano, CA Headquarters of the FWA and its successor organizations from 1963-
69.

People’s Bar and Car6 Delano, CA During the 1960s and 1970s, People’s Bar and Car6 served as the
central gathering place in Delano for union volunteers.

Arvin Farm Labor Center Bakersfie!d, CA Established as a migrant labor camp In 1936, this site remained In use
as farm worker housing Into.the t960s. The Kern County Housing
Authority now manages the site, Three buildings are on the NRHP,

UFW Field Office ("El H0yo") Calexico, CA Served as a UFW office and hiring hall in the 1970s; thousands
gathered at El Hoyo to mourn the fatal shooting of Rufino Contreras
during the lettuce strike of 1979.

Chavez Family Homestead Yuma, AZ Chavez lived in the adobe farmhouse on his grandparents’ homestead
Site in the Gila River Valley from 1932 until the family lost the property and

moved to California in 1939.

UFW Field Office San Luls, AZ The UFW opened this office during the early 1970s and from this site
led melon workers on strike.

Executive Stmlma/’)~ vi
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This chapter describes the hnportance of the life of Cesar Chavez and theJhrm labor movement to American hixtory
and culture and the xites axxoeiated with these stories,

This chapter provides the historic context for
identifying resources associated with Cesar Chavez
and the farm labor movement and for assessing the
s~gnifieauce of these resources as described in
Chapter 3 of this study,

The historic context in this chapter is primarily based
on the 2004 draft document titled, "Cesar Chavez and
the Farm worker Movemeut in the American West
Theme Study" prepared for the NPS by tire
UniverSity of Washin’gton Department of History’s
Preservation Planning and Design Program (Rast,
Dubrow and Casserly 2004). Resources associated
with Cesar Chavez aud the farm labor movement in
the western United States were primarily identified
through research conducted by the Center for Oral
and Public History (COPH) at California State
University, Fullerton, under the leadership of Dr,
Raymond Rast, on behalf of the NPS. In 2009 and
2010, the COPI-I identified and evaluated 84 sites in
California and Arizona with historical significance
related to Cesar Chavez and the farm labor
movement in the American West. Sites were
identified through primary sources archived within
the Farm worker Movement Documentation Project,
books, essays, oral history interviews, declassified
FBI surveillance files, back issues of the United Farm
Workers of America (UFW) newSletters, and
published secoudary sources. The COPH conducted
ft~rthcr field research to locate, evaluate, and
documeut the sites, properties, and march rontes
identified. An additional 20 sites were also identified
through the public seeping process.

H stor e Context Overview
This section provides an historical overview intended
to illustrate the relevance, general relationships, and
national; regional, or local importance of properties
associated with Cesar Chavez (1927-1993) and the
farm labor movement in the American West. It is
divided into eight sections:

II.

Ill.

IV.

V,

VI.

VII.

VIII.

Cesar Chavez’s early life and formative
experiences in the American West,
1927-52
Development of the agricultural
industry, labor, and activism in
California and the American West
before 1960
Cesar Chavez’s education as a
commnnity organizer in California and
the emergence of Dolores Huerta,
1952-62
The organization of the Farm Workers
Association in California, 1962-65
The Delano grape strike in Kern
County, California and across the U.S.,
1965-70
The Salinas strike, the fight against the
Teamsters, and agricultural labor laws
in the Ameriean West, 1970-75
The modernization of the UFW and the
broadening of the farm labor movement
iu the U.S., 1975-84
Cesar Chavez and the farm labor
movement in a new era in California
and across the U.S., 1984-93

A more detailed narrative can be found in Appendlx
F: Historic Context, Cesar Chavez attd the Farm
Labor Mm, ement.,

I. Cesar Chavez s Early Life and
Formative Experiences in the
A~nerican West~ 1927-1952
The story of Ces ar Chavez’s boyhood and early
adulthood reveals much about why he became a
suceessfifi labor organizer and social leader.

EARLY YEARS AT THE CHAVEZ FAMILY
HOMESTEAD IN ARIZONA
Cesar Chavez’ paternal grandparents came to the
U.S. in the 1880s from Chihuahua, Mexico. His

Chaplet" 2: Historical Overview and Resources 5
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grandfather Cesario found work on the railroads and
in the fields of Arizona, and in the late 1890s
established a homestead in the North Gila Valley,
twenty miles north of Yuma, Arizona.

Cesar’s father Librado married Juana Estrada in
1924, and they purchased and operated a grocm~¢,
auto repair and pool hall business about a mile fi’om
the Chavez homestead. Cesar Chavez was born there
on March 31, 1927. Five years later, debts and the
Great Depression forced the young family back to the
established family homestead.

During his boyhood ycars in the North Gila Valley,
Cesar learned lessons that would stay with him for
the rest of hig life, including his commitment to
nonviolence, Iris devout Catholicism, and the
importance of sacrificing and sharing even the most
meager resources with others who had less.

Cesar also cxpcricncc racism and discrimination as a
young child, branded as a "dirty Mexican" at the
public school in Yuma. Such experiences tm~ ght
Chavcz how discrimination made its targets feel
excluded and inferior.

LIFE AS MIGRANT FARM WORKERS

During the depression of the 1930’s, the Chavez
family fell behind on tax payments and lost
possess ion of the family homestead. The family
joined the streanr ofnrigrants moving to California,
and Cesar Chavez discovered the realities of life that
migrant workers and their fmnilies faced every day.

The family moved to follow the crops, from 0xnard
to Brawley, Beaumont, Hemet and Delano to pick
beets, carrots, peas, cabbage, lettuce, broccoli,
watermelons, chen’ies apricots; lima beans, corn, chili
peppers, grapes, prunes, cucumbers tomatoes and
cotton. They used el cortito, the short-handle hoe that
Forced farm labors to twist and stoop as they moved
down the rows of crops.

In California, racism often was more abrasive than in
Arizona as Mexican Americans were routinely
accosted by border patrolmen, interrogated and
searched by police officers, kicked out of restaurants
and movie theaters, and cheated by employers who
considered them too docile to object.

The Chavez family did not readily accept the harsh
realities of their new situation. They stood upfor
their fellow workers and walked off the fields if
someone was treated unfairly. The family’s
militancy stemmed in part fi’o~n their somewhat

unusual position as former landowners with strong
social ties. As early as 1941, Chavez was exposed to
the labor movement’s efforts to organize farm labors
in California, through organizers for the United
Cannery, Agricultural, Packing and Allied Workers
of America (UCAPAWA).

In 1944 at age 17, Chavez left the fields and
volunteered for the Navy. After two years he
received an honorable discharge and returned to his
family in Delano. Two years later, Ccsar married
Helen Fabela. For sevei’al years they sought work in
a nnmber of locations, mowng their growing l~amily
fi’om t~arm work in Delano to sharecropping in San
Jose, lumber work in Crescent City, and back to San
Jose in 1952.

The family decision to move back to San Jose put
Cesar on a path that soon would intersect with those
of Father Donald McDonnell and Fred Ross, two
~nen who would change the course of his life.

II. Development of the Agricultural
lndustry  Agricultural Labor, and
Agricultural Labor Activism in
California and the American West
Before 1960
This section examines the development of agriculture
in California, the evolution of the agricultural labor
three, and the recurrent efforts during the first half of
the twentieth centre3, to organize migran~ farm
labors. In doing so, it reveals that farm labor leaders
such as Cesar Chavez, Dolores Hnerta, Gilbert
Padilla, Larry Itliong and other members of the farm
labor movement owed a part of their success to the
struggles and the development of strategies that had
taken place during the decades leading up to the
1960s~ and to the evolving histofieaI context within
which they worked.

THE AGRICULTURAL INDUSTRY IN
CALIFORNIA
As a result of many decades of Spanish and Mexican
land grants, California, when it entered the Union in
1850, it had an agricultural economy dominated by
massive landholdings. By 1900, almost,two-thirds of
all arable acreage in the state was concentrated in
fewer than five thousand estates, run by "growers"
rather than "famaers" and operated as "factories in the
field." At the same time, thousands of emigrants
worked modest landholdings, and by 1900, tbree-
fom’ths of all farms in the state were less than 175
acres in size, mostly on marginal, arid lands.

Chapter 2: Ilislorical Overvtew and Resources
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Throughout the early 1900s, government regulations
and subsidies worked to the advantage of the largest
growers, creating conditions ripe for the use and
abuse of immigrant and migrant label; evolving over
lime from Chinese, to Japanese, Filipino, and
Mexican immigrants~ Eventually the Depression and
Dust Bowl of the 1930s sent hundreds of thousands
of Americans from Oklahoma, Arkansas, Texas,
Missouri and elsewhere to California looking for
work.

Migrant farm workers’ living and working conditions
throughout the first half of the twentieth century were
brutal. The work was exhausting, and it required
considerable amounts of skill, dexterity~ efficiency,
and stamina; Farm workers also had to contend with
summertime heat m~d lack of drinking water,
sanitation facilities and housing, as well as low wages
and the shortage of work.

ORGANIZING AGRICULTURAL LABOR
Fm~n workers facing such living and working
conditions began Organizing in the American West as
early as 1884, when Chinese hop pickers in Kern
County, California, went on strike for higher pay,

The first attempt to forge a multi-ethnic alliance
emerged just after the mrn of the century~, In 1903,
approximately 800 J~panese and Mexican beet-field
workers in Oxnard united to organiz6 the Japanese-
MexiCan Labor Association. RaCism and the nnion
movement’s focus on organizing along craft lines
kept these efforts from securhag the institutional and
financial support they needed to survive.

Thr0ughont the early 1900’s, various labor
Organizing efforts started, grew, but dropped out of
favor when success eluded them. These efforts
included the International Workers of the World (the
IWW, or Wobblies) and the Wheatland Riot;
Mexican farm labor organizing in the 1920s; and the
groups that grew into tile Canuery and Agricultural
Workers Industrial Union (CAWIU)ill the 1930s.
The CAWIU’s strategies of inter-racial organizing,
reliance on grassroots organizing, recruitment of
women, and emphasis on orderly~ nonviolent conduct
contributed to the union’s success and helped explain
how the union could conm~and the fierce loyalty of at
least fifteen thousaud San Joaquin Valley farm
workers in October 1933. However, the union failed
to win formal recognition fiom a single grower, and
started to decline.

Tile United Cannery, Agricultural, Packing, and
Allied Workers of America (UCAPAWA), founded

in Jnly !937, picked up where the CAWIU left off.
Union leaders deliberafely recruited: diverse
organizers. Rank and file members of the union
pledged notre discriminate again’st a fellow worker
because of creed, color, nationali.ty, religious or
political’ belief. In !939, the UCAPWA negoti0ted
perhaps the first contract signed by a grower and a
u~ion in the history of California’s agricultural
industry. By 1940 theunion’s national membership
totaled more than !24,000 workers, 40,000 of whom
worked in the fields: cesar Chavez’ father Librado
became a new recruit in !941.

The National Farm Labor Union (NFLU) was another
key organizing effort in the 1930~s and 40~s, with its
origins in the protection of the riglats of sharecroppers
inthe SoUtti. By the 1940’s the union redirected its:
energy toward agrietlltura! wage workers and began
organizing il! Ctilifornia~ In 1947 :it focused on the
workihg conditions of farmlabors employed by the;

’ Di Giorgio Fruit Company; In the sh’ike tidal
nltiinateiy was organized against the DiGiorgio
conipany, the u!!ion sought endorsement from
prominent individuals, and pioneered the Strategies of
b0y¢otfing specific agricultura! products suct~ as
grapes, and picketing grocery Stores which s01d those
prodnets (’!secondary boyeOfis"). The strike persisted
for two and a ha!f years, bat ultimately collapsed
because tire NFLU tiad tie ineans of Cutting off
DiGi0rgio’s supply 0f Iab0r, b~’ong!lt in legally fi’om
Mexico through the Bracero Program,

Established by Congress ’in 1942; the Bracero
Programwas designed to provide grnwers with a
reliable source of labor during the labor shoriages 0f
World War !I. Congress continued to extend file
program until 1964, when its termination cleared a
path: for the farna Workers’ Successes of th~ 1960S and

IiI. Cesar Chavez’s Education asa
Community Organizer
Callfornia and the Emergence, of
Dolores Huerta, 1952-1962
During this time period,~ Cesar Chavez gained
education and’training: as a social activist; and formed
friendships and alliances with Father Donald
McDonnell, Fred Ross, Dolores Huerta, Gilbert
Padilla, and farm workers who would joil~ him in the
struggle to form an ~ffective farm labor Union.
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CESAR CHAVEZ AND THE COMMUNITY
SERVICE ORGANIZATION (CSO)
Cesar Chavez.moyed to the Sal Si Puedes barrio of
San JoSe in 1952, worked in a lumber mill and in the
fields,~ and soon met Donald McDonnell, a young
cath01ie Priest who sought to minister to braceros
and’othec migrant farm workers. McDonnell
introduced Cesar to a world of ideas including the
writings of Mohandas Gandhi that wguld shape his
personal philosophy, his appr6ach to labor
organizing,’and his conunitmcnt to Social justice,,

Also in 1952~ Cesar helpedFredRoss bring to San
Jose the Community Service Organization (CSO)
idea that Ross had sfartedin Los Angeles;
The intent of the CSO.was to help it~ members to
dea! With issues related to.civil rightS~ voter
registration, housing discrimination, and police
brutality.

Cesar becmne chairman of the CSO voter-registration
drive, He became Successful enough at Standing up
for the rights of his community members thathe was
accused of being a Co~mnunist, as happened to many
political and Social leaders in tlie i�50~. Cesar turned
to his Catholic beliefs and colleagues to help defend
him. against these suspicions and accusations..

Chavez~s Success in registering voters and
establishing the San Jose CSO chapter resulted in a
job offer as aCSO Staffmember, with responsibilities
to organize campaigns InUni0n City, Oakland, and
the Sau Joaquin Valley.

THE RISE OF DOLORES HUERTA AND
OTHERS AS COMMUNITY ORGANIZERS
Ill 1955.Fred Ross began to organize a. C~O chapter
in Stockton, where one 0£ tiis first contacts was a
colleague of San Jose’s Father MeDomMl, Fat!~er
Thomas McCullough, When Ross asked
McCulloug!~ to put him in touch with potential CSO
organizers, the priest introduced him to 25-year.old
Dolores Hnerta.

Dolores Huerta grew up in Stockton, where she::
developed a.n awareness of economic and racial
injustice~ By the 1950s She had several children~
teaching credentials, and a desire to find a way to
fight social injustices. Ross offered her the
opportunity she sought. She agreed to work with the
CSO, and organized Voters and joined
Ross ha efforts to reform the p01ice department, to get
better treatment for Mexican A~nericans at the County
hospital, and to have sidewalks built in the barrio.

The CSO work als0 ath’actcd the attention of
Chicanos such as Gilbert Padilla. Padilla was tlle Son
Of migrant farm workers. He escaped the fields but
experience discrimination in tfis other work. In the
late 1950s he joined the CSO efforts: Padilla
volunteered for the organization from 1957 to 1961
and then joined Cesar Chavez and Dol0res Huerta as
tile organization’s 0nly paid staffmembers~    ..

CHAVEZ~S TRANSITION FROM COMMUNITY
ORGANIZER TO LABOR ORGANIZER

Cesar Chavcz contin(~ed to work with the CSO
througli the: 1950s, organizing in the towns of the San
Joaquin:Valley~ As lie organized now CSO chapters,
!~e sethp Service CenterS, a!ld began to se~ that
helping people could be a!l organizing t~clmique ~
that people wllo received help from an organization
wouidbe loyal to it. His interest in organizing farm
workers also grew, in contrast to the urban focus of’
the CSO for which he worked.

In 1958; the United Packh~ghou~e W0rkers union
offered the CSO $20,000 to organize a chapter in
Oxnard. Chavez took the job, and learned ashe
talked to farm workers in Oxnard that the Bracero
Program~ designed to import workers from Mexico to
filI labor shortages, was instead being used to deny
work to !ong-time farm workers in the Oxnard area.

Chavez documented the dcceptiVe practices,
organized a boycott o[!ocal merchants; organized:sit-
down strikes in the fields, putpressure on public.
officials~and organized marches. He realized that
pub!Mty could be used to his favor, and essentially
"discovered the power of the march" to motivate
people.

The Oxnard organizing effort resulted in an
agreement with the growers to hire people at the CSO:
office, which became a model for the hiring halls
created by the United Farm Workers tile following
d~cade; i3y i959, ii!e Oxnard CSO chapter had’
become an agricultural labor union in .everytlfing hut
name,

The success bf the Oxnard CSO chapter in 0rganizing
farm ~vorkers led to c0nfliets with the AFL-C!O,
which had just begun its own effort to organize
agricultural labor in California, The conflict
developed over several years, during which the AFL-
CIO chartered the Agricultural Workers Organizing
Committee (AWOC) and brought in Do!oreS Huerta
and Larry Itliong, but ultimately failed to gain a
following among Mexican American farm workers~
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the single largest group of farm workers in
California.

Cesar Chavez continued to be interested in
organizing farm workers; the CSO was rehtctant to
shift from their urban and civic focus. Cesar
accepted the position of executive director of the
CSO in 1959, with hope of having greater influence
over the organization

During his three year temlre as executive director of
the CSO, Chavez gnided the organization to
continued gains, developed relationships with
members of the Mexican American Political
Association and other civil rights activists, and
earned a reputation as one of the most important civil
rights leaders in the American West. By 1962, the
CSO had grown to 22 chapters, helped tens of
thonsands of Chicanos register to vote, led thousands
of Mexican immigrants through the naturalization
process and provided Chicanos with a sense of power
within file political system.

However, the CSO board and membership remained
unwilling to support Chavez’s farm worker
organizing agenda, wanting to maintain the CSO’s
focus on urban and civic issues, not on the plight Of
rural labor. Chavez resigned his position in 1962,
and moved his family fi’om Los Angeles to Delano to
begin the creation of a viable agricultural labor union.

IV. The  )rganization of the Farm
Workers Association in California 
1962 1965
This period covers the initial effbrts to organize a
farm labor nnion, from tl~e time Cesar Chavez left tile
CSO in 1962 to the time of the Delano grape strike of
1965.

With a sense of dcdication~ a willingness to sacrifice,
and no source of income, Cesar and Helen Chavez
and their eight children moved to Delano where there
were supportive family aud a stable population of
fam~ workers to organize.

Chavez was aware that despite 80 years of trying,
fama w~rkers had been unable to form a union strong
enough to counterbalance the power of the
agricultural indushy. Chavez was challenging a
deeply entrenched way of life, a system that
benefited growers but denied farm workers dignity,
security, and a share of the indushy’s wealth.

FORMATION OF THE NFWA
Chavez was convinced of the importance of
organizing first--developing a real comumnity of
farm workers and providing mutual benefits to
strengthen it~before pushing for contracts and
calliug for strikes.

Cesar Chavez did not work alone. His wife Helen
worked to support the family, his brother Richard
helped in numerous ways, his sister Rita and her
husband loaned money, his coilsin Manuel joined m
the efforts, and Fred Ross provided support. The
Rev. Chris Hartmire of the California Migraut
Ministry (CMM) assigned Rev. Jim Drake and his
wife Susan to work with Ccsar in Delano.
Ultimately, Dolores Huerta and Gil Padilla agreed to
leave paid positions with the CSO to co-foUnd the
new union, which they called the Farm workers
Association (FWA).

Cesar Chavez, Dolores Hucrta, Gil Padilla, Manuel
Chavez, Julia Hernfindez, and Jim Drake formed the
team that created the union. They sought to form a
union that would be guided from the bottom-up,
which meant delaying any fl~oughts of strikes and
contracts.

By the end of the spring of 1962, the team had begun
to develop a strategy for promoting the FWA. First,
they called their organization an "association" and
focused on the services it would provide, in the
belief that support would be rewarded with loyalty.
Second, they organized house meetings to ask farm
workers what their concerns were and what services
they needed. Farm workers talked about wages, the
price of food in company stores, work conditions and
the abuses they suffered at the hands of labor
contractors.

By the fall of 1962, Chavez and the other organizers
had built support among enough farm labor
conummitics to plan a founding convention for tile
union. The convention was held in Fresno where the
team presented a plan that inchlded a minimnm wage,
unemployment insurance, collective bargaining
rights, services such as a life insurance plan, a credit
union, a co-op, aud a hiring hall. They agreed to
develop a constitution, set dues, and elect officers.
They elected Cesar Chavez as president; Dolores
Hucrta, Gil Padilla, Julia Hernfindez, and Rodrigo
Ten’onez as vice-presidents; and Antonio Orendain as
secretary-treasurer.

During the following months, Chavez and the other
officers worked to implement their plan. By early
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1963 the FWA was a successfidly functioning
.Organization. It operated Under a.constitntion,
collected dues~ and offered a variety of services to its
membersliip. By ’1965i the FWA had grown to 1,200
members, Chavez thought theFWA would be ready
to sustah~ Strikesand win contracts by the fall harvest
of 1968~ Meanwhile, Filipino farm labors in De!aRe,
most of whom were’AWOC memberS,: voted to go on
strike in September 1965, beginning what would
become a five-year eampalgn to bring the California
table grape industry a,nd 70,000 farm workers under
union contracts.

V, The Delano Grape Strike in
Kern County, California and
Across the U,S., 1965d970
This section of the study focuses on the most
important period iu the modern history of the farm:
labor movement in the American West. It highligbts
the central role that Cesar Chavez played in the strike
bat it also reveals l~ow 0thors, in~ludiag Fi!ipiuo
leaders st|eli as LinTy Itli0ng, political figqres sueli aS
Robert Kennedy and Dr. Martin Luther King Jr.,
union leaders such as Waiter Reuther, students’and
urban supporters continued to’ define and streng!hen
the farm labor movement:.

LARRY ITLIONG INITIATES THEDELANO
GRAPE STRIKE
in i965, a series o£wage issues emerged between
growers and Filipino workers throughout S0ufl!~rn
California, wtttl the FilipinOs offered lower wages
than MOxieat~ W0rker.s Larry Itl[ong and Ben Gines
of tile AWOC demanded file same pay as other
workers~ but were not successful, Itl!ong considered
ell!tag for a strike~ bat there was little support among
the larger unions for a striko by Filipino farni.
workers Nevertheless, 0n September8, 1965~ the ’
Delano-area local of the AWOC met for a strike vote
’at the Filipino Community Hall, and despite warnings
about the sacrifices flint could be inv01vedi the
majority of Filipino farm workers voted to goon
strike~

THE FWA JOINS THE DELANO GRAPE
STRIKE

The FWA board (now the Nati0nal Farm Worker
Assoeiat!0n, or NFWA) offeredItii0ng their support,
endorsed by a general membership vote on ¯
September I6 at Our Lady of Guadalupe Catholic
Church inDelano. A huge crowd overw!~ehnh~gly
9oted to Strike~

The Filipino Community Hall in Delano became the
Shared AWOC/NFWA strikeheadquarters~ GroWer~
and l~bor contractors had often segregated Filipino
and Chicano farm workers into separate picking
crews and exploited ethnic animosities to break up "
labor disputesi Soon after the strike began, however,
the Filipino Coinmunity Hall becameth~ scene of
regular inter-ethnic meals for those working the
picket lines, and Friday night meetings of all AWOC
and NFWA members~ Inter-racial alliances, as well
as alliances with re!i~ious grot!ps, Civil rights
activists, and S!udent gronps, were crucial;

For Chavez, the pi@et line was a recrtliting tool, an
organizing tactie~ a elassroom;.and a means of
eiaiming space. The NFWA quicklydeveloped a
system of"roving picket lines,’ to use a limited
m~mber of picke[ers to cover awide geographic area.

During the first, few weeks of the strike, g~owers,:
foremen, and law enforcement officers acted’
violently towards those on the picket line. Still,
Chavez preached n6nviolence. A close observer and
supporter of the civil rights movement, hesaw t!~e
positive nationM response to civil rights ~ctivists’
nonviolence in tl~e face ofpollce brutality t!ae South,
Chavez decided to recruit activists from the civil
rights movement to teach’farm workers nonviolent
tactics for the picket line. StudentSand other
volunteers quickly answered Chavez’s call,

The NFWA sought support on college campuses, at
churches, a!~d from otlier unions~ civic g~oups, and
social organizations: Chavez recognized the
importance of symbolic acts of protest aud defiance,
as did others snch as Luis Valdez, who founded the
theatrica! troupe E! Tcatr0 Campesino to entertain
pickets, boost mora!e~ and train strikers.

EMERGENCE OF THE GRAPE BOYCO°IT

Despite tho wave of support and emergcnce Of
unexpected res6urces such a~ El Teatr0 Campesino,
the farm workers: failed to ~nake any l!eadway with
the Delano growers before the end of the far harvest,
InDecember, the NFWA launched its first boycott in
about a dozen cities in California and the. West.
Hig!a profile leaders began to take notice and support
the strike, ine!uding Walter Reuther, the presideut of
the United Auto WorkerS, and Senator Robert
Kennedy, who was instrumental in bringing Senate
hearings on farm labor issues to Delano in 1966,

THE 1966 MARCH TO SACRAMENTO
In 1966 tile NFWA decided to organize a mar, oh to
Sacramento through most of tile Sail’ Joaquiu valley’s
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fanning towns, as a strategy to keep farm workers
from returning to the vineyards in the spring. The
march, then the longest protest march in U.S. lfistory,
started at the NFWA offices in Dclano, and ended
300 mites to the north on the steps of the state capitol
building in Sacramento, on Easter Snnday.

As the marchers approached Sacramento a few days
before Easter, Chavez learned that the Schenley
Co~poration wanted to sign a contract On Easter
Snnday, a crowd of more than 4,000 farm workers
and supporters thronged to the steps of the capitol
building to listen to speeches by Huerta and Chavez
m~d to Celebrate a remm’kable victoa3,.

The march to Sacramento represei~ted a convergence
of ideas Chavcz had put into action in Oxnard and
elsewhere. The march incorporated religious
symbols and practices, it exemplified one of the most
effective means of nonviolent pmtest~ it relied on
commnnity support, and it attracted favorable
publicity (dne in part to the media coverage of Martin
Luther King, Jr.’s, march from Sehna to
Montgomery, Alhbama the previous year). The
march also gave the NFWA leadership a chance to
reconnect with farm workers along the San Joaquin
Valley, and it strengthened the solidarity of th~
thousands of people who participated.

The successful outcome with the 8chenley
Co~poration was not repeated with other growers, and
the strike continued agah~st other growers.

EVOLUTION OF THE UNITED FARM

WORKERS ORGANIZING (~OMMIT.TEE
After the Delanc to Sacramento march, the NFWA
refocused its boycott to cover other agricultural
companies, and to expand into New York, Chicago,
and other cities in the east. The DiGiorgio Company~
the primary focus of this boycott, attempted to bring
in Strikebreakers organized nnder the Teamsters, but
were pressured into holding tmion elections. The
NFWA and AWOC merged (renamed the United
Farm Workers Organizing Committee, UFWOC) in
order to improve their chances to win the election,
and indeed did win the right to represent the field
workers at the DiGiorgio Company.

The Union’s successes b~ought a new wave of
favorable publicity across the counn’y and prompted a
telegram fi’om Martin Luther King, Jr.,
acknowledging that "Our separate struggles are really
one--a struggle for fi’eedom, for dignity, and for
humanity."

After the victories in the DiGiorgio elections, the
UFWOC engaged in two smaller but still significant
campaigns. The first involved the boycott of Perelli-
Minettl Company’s vineyard in Delano in 1966, and
resulted in the signing of a contract in 1967,
followed almost inunediately bY contracts ~vith six
other wineries in California. This gave the UFWOC
a total of i 1 cOntracts (all of them negotiated by
DoloreS Huerta) covering 5,000 workers, about two
percent of the state’s agricnliural labor force.

The second campaign involved NFWA organizers m
helping Tejano members of the Independent Workers
Association organize a 400-mile march fi’om Rio
Grande City to the Texas state capitol in Anstin.

THE FORTY ACRES
Around the time that the DiGiorgio campaign was
concluding; Chavez decided to move forward with
plans to develop a network of service centers for farm
workers modeled after the service center in San Jose.
He wanted the centers to provide medical clinics; co-
op auto repair shops and gasoline stations, credit
unions, arid health and welfare services. He elflisted
union volunteer Leroy Chatfield to develop thesd
plans, Chatfield raised funds and the union acqnired
40 acres of land two miles west of Delano in the
spring of 1966, dubbed "the Forty Acres".

Althongh the Forty Acres land was ban’en and dusty
in the summer heat, Chavez envisioned a model
service center. By the beginnin, g of 1968, Cesar’s
brother Richard had built a gasoline and vehicular
repair station. Under Richard’s supervision, and with
a donation fi’om the United Auto Workers, UFWOC
volunteers completed construction of an
administrative building the following September, and
a health clinic sherry thereafter.

The final component of the Forty Acres, retirement
housing for Filipino farm workers, was not
completed until 1975.

THE TABLE GRAPE STRIKE
In the sunanaer of 1967, the grape strike continued,
focnsed on the Giumarra Brothers Fnfit Company,
the largest table-grape grower in the state. When the
strike and boycott tactics used in previous strikes
proved to be ineffective, the union decided to boycott
the entire table-grape industry simultaneously,
beginning in January 1968.

The boycott campaign owed its success to several
factors, including the decision to send fm~n workers
themselves to the cities and to the forefi’ont of the
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boycott organization. During the next two years,
these union members established boycott centers in
more than 40 major cities and worked with boycott.
eonnnittees in lmudreds of smaller towns. This
boycott experience took people out of the fields and
gave mauy in the farm labor movement, particularly
women, new confidence in their own organizing
abilities.

By the spring of 1968, growing numbers of farm
workers desired a more confi’ontational approach. As
reports ofvioleut activity and property damage
caused by frustrated farm workers mounted, Cbavez
decided to fast until union members renewed their
pledges of nonviolence. He set up a cot and a few
religious items in a .small room at the service station
building at the Forty Acres, where he remained for
most of the 25 days of his fast.

The fast attracted attention, and thousands of farm
workers arrived at the Forty Acres with pledges of
support and nonviolence. When Chavez was
convinced that the workers’ comlnil ment to
nonviolence had been renewed, he announced an end
to his fast. UFWOC leaders planned a Mass and
celebration at the Forty Acres aud arrafigcd to have
Senator Robert Kennedy fly in to be at Chavez’s side
for the breaking of the fast.

END OF THE DELANO GRAPE STRIKE

By the middle of 1969, it was clear that the grape
boycoff was having a substantial impact on California
growers. As the first grape crop was ripening the
following spring, Lionel Steinberg, the owner of
three of the largest vineyards in the Coaehella Valley,
agreed to sign a contract with the UFWOC. In July,
the Giuman’a Company entered into negotiations, and
27 other growers came to the table.

The negotiations resulted in three year contracts that
included an increase in pay, the creation of nuion-run
b!ring balls, an increase m piece-rate bemuses, the
establishment of joint farm labor-grower committees
to monitor and regulate pesticide use, and the fimding
of the Robert F. Kennedy Health and Welfare Plan
for union members. The Dclano contracts brought 85
percent of the table-grape growers in California nnder
union contract, an unprecedented achievement in the
history of the U.S. agricultoral industry.

VI. The Salinas Strike, the Fight
Against the Teamsters and
Agricultural Labor Laws in the
American West, 1970-1975
The next period of the farm labormovement saw the
UFWOC face familiar challenges, complicated by
unprecedented violence and force. Continued
success in the fields and the undeniable power of the
boycott brottght important victories during this
period, including the passage of the California
Agricultoral Labor Relations Act (ALRA), the first
law in the continental United States that recognized
the rights of farm workers to orgauize and negotiate
contracts with growers.

FIGHT AGAINST THE TEAMSTERS
On the same day that the union finished its
negotiations with Delano grape growers, Cesar
Chavez learned that lettuce growers in the Salinas
Valley had signed contracts with the International
Brotherhood of Teamsters. To the UFWOC, the
issue was not just a rival union, but that the
Teamsters signed contracts without the kuowlcdge or
consent of the farm workers they claimed to
represent, and were willing to use violence to
maiutain their position.

The UFWOC quickly developed a counter-strategy to
the Teamsters. They accelerated their orgauizing in
the Salinas Valley, where farm workers picked 70
percent of the nation’s iceberg lettuce as well as
broccoli, cauliflowe~ carrots, cele~3,, strawben’ies,
and artichokes. The workers took to the streets in
large marches and rallies beginning in August, 1970,
and voted to strike. The threat of a strike and boycott
led to negotiations anaong the unions, but they were
unproductive. Cesar Chavez undertook another fast
in response to the threats of violence, but ended the
fast after six days when his health deteriorated.

THE SALINAS STRIKE

When it became clear that the Teamsters contracts
with the Salinas Growers-Shippers Vegetable
Association (GSVA) woukl stay in place, the area’s
farm wgrkers rallied, renewed their commitment to
strike, and pledged to remain nonviolent. The
atmosphere grew tense as the GSVA obtained
injunctions that prohibited picketing, local growers
hired armed guards, and Teamsters physically
intimidated UFWOC members, Other acts of
violence followed, while local law enforcement
officers sided with the growers,
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The injunctions and mounting acts of violence
convinced the UFWOC to pull farm wdrkers~away
from the picket lines and instead focus ona boycott
of non-UFWOC lettuce. Boycott organizers fanned
outto 64 cities in North America.

The GSVA went to court to stop the boycott, and
succeeded h~ obtaining an injnnction against the
boycott of its lettuce. Chavez defied the order, and
was incarcerated at the Monterey County J-ail in
Salinas for contempt of court. While Chavez was m
jail, the union maintained a.eonstant vigil, with
masses, rallies, and national media coverage, which
escalated with two prominent visitors, Corolla Scott
King and Ethel Rose Kennedy. After 20 days he was
ordered released by the California Supreme Court.

The boycott continued until the growers promised to
negotiate with the UFWOC, and when negotiations
broke down, the lettuce boycott began again.

EVOLUTION OF THE Ul~W
While the organizing and boycott activities continued
in Salinas, the tmion needed !o administer the
contracts that had already been signed. The union’s
leaders lacked experience administering large
contracts, which required coordinating the election of
ranch committees, ratifying the contracts, setting up
hiring halls, verifying farm workers’ seniority,
administering the medical plan and life insurance
program, and coordinating the collection of dues and
the paymentof taxes. Cesar refused to accept the
adnfinistrative help offered by the AFL-CIO because
he preferred to have lama workers learn the
administrative tasks and build their capacity.
UFWOC members at all levels struggled with their
tasks, but Chavez was committed to the creation era
democratic union in which fannworkers themselves
would wield power and make decisions rather than
rely on professional u~flon administrators.

The union’s growth paved the way for its admission
into the AFL-CIO as a fully independent affiliate,
renamed~the United Farm Workers Of America
(UFW); in February 1971.

THE MOVE TO LA PAZ

When Chavez learned that Kern County was trying to
sell the 187 acre former site of the Kern County
Tuberculosis Hospital in the foothills of the
Tehachapi Mountains, he co,flatted a union supporter
who.had offered to help the union buy its own ranch
someday.

They acquired the property, and Chavez renamed the
place Nuestra Sonora Reina do La Paz (Ou!" Lady
Queen of Peace), or "La Paz". Chavez viewed the
property as a place to retreat and plan strategy, a way
to reduce his involvement in day-to-day union
operations, and a space for a union training center,
and he valued the peaceful and conununal
atmosphere ~’eminiscent of Franciscan missions.

The decision to move the UFWOC’s central
administrative offices and staff residences to La Paz
mot some resistance fi’om other union leaders,
inelnding Larry Itliong, who thought that the move
would distance Chavez and other officers from furm
workers, partinalarly the Filipino workers in Delano.
Itliong opposed the union’s emerging structure, and’
resigned in 1971.

’The move to La Paz was accomplished in 1972. The
fidl-time population ofLa Paz fluctuated between
100 and 150 individuals, most of whom lived in the
old hospital’s staffhousing or in trailers. In addition,
farm workers came to La Paz for training and
volunteers passed through on their way to their
assignments.

UNION SUCCESS IN FLORIDA
Other campaigns continued, including a prominent
organizing drive in Florida. The UFW sent Mauuel
Chavcz to organize the agricultural workers in the
Citrus groves 0f Minnte Maid, a subsidia~-/of Coca-
Cola. Coca-Cola recognized its vulnerability to a
boycott, and signed a contract in 1972 with little
protest.

The union’s visible success in Florida led to a
political initiative by a coalition of corporate growers
and shippers, and auti-union groups, w.ho j0ined the
American Farm Bureau Federatinn and their allies in
state Offices to sponsor legislation that limited union
voting rights to year-round employees, banned
harvest-time strikes, banned boycotts, and, in some
states, banned negotiations over pesticide use.
Legislatures in Kansas, Idal~o, Oregon, and Arizona
passed these bills. UFWOC organizing wa~
successful in defeating similar bills in Oregon and
Florida.

ARIZONA I?AST OF 1972
When the Farm Bureau bill passed in Arizona in
1972, Chavez and others arrived to support ongoing
organizing and lobbying work, which had been led by
Dolores Huerta. The well-kaao~vn slogan "Si se
puede!" emerged in this period fiom Dolores
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Huerta’s insistence on not saying "No se pnede,"
rather "Si se puede!" (it can be done).

Wlien the Arizona governor signed the Farm
Bureau’s bill, Chavez began a l~ast, most of whidr
was conducted at the Santa Rita Com~mmity Center
in Phoenix’s south-side barrio, with farm worker’s
gathering each evening to attend Mass, sing union
songs, talk about unionization, and meet with
prominent visitors such as Senator George McGovern
and Coretta Scott King. The fast had the same
mobilizing effect on farm workers that the Delano
fast had in 1968. Chavez decided to end the fast after
24 days on June 4, the two-year anniversary of
Robert Kennedy’s assassination. -

After the anti-unlon bill became law, UFW leaders
organized a recall campaign! against the Arizona
governor. This ealnpaign, while nnsucceSsful,
nevertheless demonstrated tremendous pnblie support
and lmmched unprecedented numbers of Mexican
Americans and Navajos into political office.

PROPOSITION 22 IN CALIFORNIA
A similar anti-union bill was placed 0n the ballot in
California in 1972. Despite being considerably
outspent by pro~ga’ower organizations, the UFW and
its allies in California soundly defeated the bill.
Unionized farm workers in California and across the
country a~vakened to the political strengtl1 of their
solidarity.

UFW SETBACKS
The UFW’s political victories of 1972 were
impressive, but they came at’.a significant cost,
Organizing activity in the fields came to a virtual
standstill, and the hard-won three-year contracts with
the table-grape industry were nearing expiration; The
Teamsters moved in, with the political support of
President Richard Nixon and proposed contracts
directly intended to uudennine UFW gains, against
the will of farm workers whom they claimed to
represent.

In April 1973 when growers signed contracts with the
Teamsters, UFW members voted to strike any grower
who signed with the Teamsters, beginning one of the
most turbulent periods in the history of the farm labor.
movement. By the time Chavez ended the uni6n’s
strikes against table-grape growers five months later,
two UFW members had been killed, hundreds more
injured, and more than 3,500 arrested for violating
court injunctions against picketing and other
demonstrations of protest. The teamsters used

violence, and often the 10eal law enforcement
agencies sided with the Teamsters and growers,

Chavez’s prediction that the Teamsters would capture
the table ga’ape indush3r held line, but the UFW strike
contim~ed. Cbavez re~ni~ided union members of the
importance of nonviolence as file violent treatment of
strikers Col~tinued. In August, a young picket captain
named Nagi. Daifidlah was knocked to the ground,
suffered fatal head injm’ies and died on August 15.
The next day, shots fired at pickets from a passing
track killed 60-year-old union member Juan de la
Cruz. The sudden deaths, so e!ose together; sent
shock waves through the farm labor movement. As
the union monrned,. Chavez and the other union
leaders agreed to call offall picketing nntil law
enforcement agencies agree to provide for their
safety. The UFW then shifted its dwindling resources
to the boycott, targeting California’s non-union table
grapes and lettuce and the wines of Ernest and Julio
Gallo.

By then, the uaion was ahnost a shadow of itself.
During the strike of 1973 the UFW lost 90 percent of
its contracts, dropping ~om 150 to 12 (which covered
only abont 6,500 farm workers), and its membership
rolls dropped from 55,000 to 10,000. Yet the
union’s ~nembers remained conmfitted to the
struggle, and its boycott organizers remained spirited.

Despite skeptics’ conclusions that the union’s battle
against thealliance of growers and Teamsters was
hopeless, the boycott of non-u,nion table grapes,
lettuce, and Gallo wine gained momentum. By the
end Of 1974, over 10 percent of tlie country’s adult
population had stopped bnying grapes and lettuce.

CALIFORNIA AGRICULTURAL LABO R
RELATIONS ACT

The uuiou’s leaders realized that tire boycott alone
would not force growers to recognize the union or
allow elections. To beat the TeamSters and gain
leverage with the growers, the union needed a law
that would level tl~e playing field and regulate the
players. Agricultural workers were not covered
under the National Labor Relations Act, the federal
law that governed most labor relationships, At
various timesi this exemption was used by both
unions and growers when it served their purposes.

h~ California, tlie November 1974 election of Jerry
Brown as governor was seen as the beginning of a
new era of possibility for the farm labor movement.
After a major UFW-organized march to Sacramento,
Governor Brown agreed to try to forge a bill that
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would be acceptable to the state’s influential growers
and farm workers.

By the end of May, Chavez knew that he wonld get
what lie wanted: binding, timely, secret-ballot
elections; the right to boycott; voting rights for
seaSona]_ workers; protection for organizers in the
fields; and the establishment of a government agency
to certify election results and enforce the law’s
prowsions. Growers, for their part, were satisfied
that the legal fi’amework would curtail the constant
disruptions of strikes and boycotts that hampered
their harvests ,nad cost the industry millions of
dollars. They were pleased, too, with the creation of
a five-person snpervis0ry board appointed by the
governor.

On June 5, 1975, Governor Brown announced a
remarkable political achievement--the signing into
law of the California Agricultural Labor Relations
Act (ALRA). The bill marked a victor3, for Brown as
well, one of the first significant accomplishments of
his administration.

VII. The Modernization of the
United Farm Workers and the
Broadening of the Farm Labor
Movement in the U.S., 1975 1984
After the passage of the landmark Agricultural Labor
Relations Act (ARLA) ~which carried with it the
explicit promise of fair and timely elections for farm
workers seeking union representation and
contracts--Chavez looked ahead to fi~ture Challenges.
He had developed a broad social vision, and wanted
not only to negotiate union contracts, but to build
health clinics and service cooperatives, address the
public health and environmental safety problelns
caused by pesticides in the fields and engage
politically to address discrimination faced by the
farm workers. He also saw the need to reorganize
and professionalize the union to enable it to meet the
needs of their membership, At the same time, the
state and the natiou were becoming more politically
conse~wative, creating an atmosphere in wlfich these
social goals would be difficult to achieve.

1,000-MILE MARCH
Governor Jerry Brown’s signing of the ALRA
marked a prond moment for the farm labor
movement, but growers also regarded it as a victory.
Implementation of the law was plagued by conflict,
contested elections, charges of unfair labor practices,
lawsuits, and the linfits of a new, inexperienced, and
underfimded enforcement agency.

hi Jnly, 1975, the UFW organized a 1,000-mile
march from San Ysidm north to Sacramento, then
south again to La Paz, in order to publicize violations
of the new law and create new opportunities for
organizing. The 59-day march and its events
succeeded in spreading the news of the ALRA anaong
the state’s farm workers, and it built momentum for
upcomiug elections, The march also was nsed to aid
the effort to ban el cot’lilo (the shorMlandled hoe)
from the fields of California. The march rejuvenated
Chavez and the farm labor movement.

PROPOSITION 14
The union’s leaders decided to put the key
deficiencies of the ALRA, including lack of fimding
and experienced staff, and two possible remedies,
before the state’s voters. They prepared a ballot
initiative that, if approved, would requh’e the
legislatare to adequately fund the Agricultural Labor
Relations Board (ALRB) every year and require
growers to allow all union organizers eqnal access to
workers in the fields. In the summer of 1976, union
volunteers collected signatures fi’om more fl~an
700,000’supporters~ and put Proposition 14 on the
November 1976 ballot.

However, corporate agribusiness interests launched a
major media campaign against Proposition 14, and
succeeded in casting the ballot measure as an attack
on private property rights, and the initiative was
soundly defeated.

UFW EMERGES AS DOMINANT UNION IN
CALIFORNIA AGRICULTURE

After a long, difficu!t year in which most of the
union’s energy and resources went into driving the
campaign for Proposition 14; filing complaints
against growers, preparing for elections, and
haranguing the farm-labor board for its lack of
progress, the UFW finally found a Cause for
celebration and a reason for optimism. In March
1977, Teamsters President Frank Fitzsimmons
announced that the International Brotherhood was
giving up its claims to field workers and that it ~vould
not seek to renew most of its remaining contracts
covering fam~ workers in California. The
annommement marked the endof the bitter, Wastefid
struggle between the two unions. With a membership
approaching 40,000, the UFW in 1977 had become
the dominant union in California agriculture,

Organizing campaigns and election drives continued
to swell the union’s menrbership rolls to a peak of
more fllan 100,000.
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When union contracts with lettuce growers in the
Imperial and 8alinas valleys were set to expire in
1979, the UFW insisted on negotiating with the entire
industry at once so that growers under contract would
not suffer a competitive disadvantage. Nearly 5,000
lettuce-pickers working on eight large ranches
walked offtheirjobs, starting the union’s first major
strike in almost four years and slmttlng down one-
third of the nation’s iceberg lettuce production.

Despite the .fatal shooting Of union member Rufino
Contreras at the Marie Saikhon Ranch, the farm
workers’ commitment grew, and by fall, the growers
had signed contracts. This was one of the union’s
greatest victories. LeSsee-pickers under union
contract became the highegt paid field workers in the
country, and veteran union members and recently-
organized fm’m workers alike saw what they could
acemnplish through unified, nonviolent effort.

Ulq’W ORGANIZATIONAL GROWTH AND

CHALLENGES
For several years, the union’s leaders had been aware
of mounting internal divisions over issues such as
union leaders~ various duties, the degree Of Chavez’s
own influence over day-to-day operations, salaries
for union leaders and staff, and the allocation of
resources in political campaigns, legal battless social
services, and field organizing,

The contracts signed with growers who had
operations in the Salinas Valley and hnperial Valley
propelled the nnion into a new phase, in which the
UFW evolved into a modern union with a well-
defined management structure and an organizational
system capable of hand ling tens Of thousands of
union members. The UFW leadership adopted a
"team-management" model, requiring each hoard
member tO take command of one area Of the union’s
operations. It relieved Chavez of the need to make all
decisions, and was based on individual responsibility,
accountability, and, "systematic and intensive
eonnnunicatiou."

Cesar conti~med to view his fight as more than a
struggle for union recognition and contracts. La
Causa was a labor movement, one that had evolved
into a modem labor union, but it also was a social
movement, one that sought dignity for farm workers,
Chicanos, and other marginalized groups. Under
Chavez’s leadership, the union began to participate in
the campaigns of politicians identified as allies.
Chavez also began exploring the idea era broader
"Chicano lobby" in Sacrmnento and Washington,

D.C., that would advocate the interests of all Mexican
Americans.

Dnring this time, a number of leaders and staff
members who thought that the UFW could no longer
be both a labor union and a social ~novement decided
to resign, and not always on goodterms. Some
internal critics thought that the UFW was becoming
too bureaucratic and falling Out of touch with its roots
as a social movement. Others thought that the union
remained too close to its roots and that it needed the
guidance of a professional management team, Others
left because they thought that it was not doing
enongh to support grassroots organizing atnong farm
workers out in the fields. Still others disag~’eed witb
the union policy of paying staff members as if they
were volunteers rather ttian professiOnal managers.

Divisions between the executive board and local
union representatives in the Salinas Valley hurt the
union as well. Local leaders who wanted more help
with local services unsuccessfidly challeuged the
elections at the union’s convention in 1981. With the
media coverage of internal UFW conflicts, growers
began to sense that the UFW was weakening, Tl!ey
became more aggressive in obstructing orgauizing
drives, contesting elections, and stalling contract
negotiations. The original ALRB leadership and staff
had been replaced with more conservative members,
and election monitoring was redneed. Iu the conflict
another union member was killed, this time at a union
election in 1983 at a dairy ranch near Fresno.

BOYCOTT AGAINST UNRESTRICTED
PESTICIDE USE

By the end of 1983, the uniou?s strength was waning
and its organizing efforts were spiraling downward.
The anion had difficulty attracting votes, getting
elections certified, and persuading growers to
negotiate contracts. The absence of new contracts
liinited resources and created the impression that the
union was not worth voting for. Membership in the
union plmmnetcd to less than z~0,000.

In the face of this spiral, the union decided to focus
on the environmental and health risks associated with
the hundreds of millions of tons of chemical
pesticides dumped on grapes and other crops each
year.

The union had opposed the unrestricted use of
pesticides since the late 1960s. The UFW’s
opposition to nnrestrieted pesticide use provided a
cmmnon cause with environmental and consmner
safety groups. While 300,000 farm workers across
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the country suffered illnesses caused by pesticide
exposure eveE¢ year, millions of Americans ate
grapes and other produce items contaminated with
pesticide residues. With high expectations of support
fi’om a wide range of interests, Chavez called for a
national boycott of California grapes in June 1984.
This campaign would help define the union through
the rest of the decade.

VIII. Cesar Chavez and the Farm
Labor Movement in a New Era in
California and Across the
1984-1993
This section of the histofc context examines the last
decade of Chavez’s life and the battles that the UFW
faced dnring that time. The UFW never regained the
strength it had in the 1970s, yet Cesar was never
discouraged. According to Chavez, the most
~mportant battle already had been won: "In truth,
hundreds of tllousands of farm workers in California,
and in ottmr States, are better off today because of our
work. And Hispanics across California and the
nation, who don’t work in agriculture, are better off
today because of what the farm workers taught
people~about organizing, about pride and strength,
about seizing control over their own lives."

The union’s new boycott of grapes took off, lining
computer-generated mailing lists, modern offset-
printing equipment and mass mailings urging
sympathizers to boycott California grapes until
growers agreed to negotiate with the UFW and meet
its demand to stop using pesticides l~own to have
caused cancer in laboratory animals,

Cesar continued to make speeches with grace and
eloquence, maintaining his broader focus on the
nnion’s fight against multiple injustices, especially
poverty, racism, corporate Welfare, the failure of the
state to e~fforce the law, and the poisoning of the
environment,

The table grape boycott was much harder to sell in
1984 than it had been in 1968 and 1973. Organized
labor was reeling from the loss ofmmmfacturingj
and the political climate. The antiwar activists had
grown up, developed careers, and their priorities had
changed.

Yet the pesticide issue did not go away. In 1985, as
many as 1,000 people became ill after eating
California-produced watermelons that had been
sprayed with Aldiearb, an illegal pesticide. In 1986,
120 citrus workers at the LaBue Ranch in Tulare

County suffered burns when they came into contact
with a combination of chemical pesticides that had
not been approved by agriculture regulators. In
1987, twenty-seven fam~ workers in Fresno County
were treated for symptoms &pesticide
poisoning--rashes, dizziness, eye irritation, nausea,
and respiratory difficulties, and new cancer clusters
were identified in other Sau Joaquin Valley towns,
including Delano.

The union produced and distribnted 50,000 copies of
a short documentary titled The Wrath of Grapes in
1987. It conveyed the stories of families’whose
children were born with birth defects or later
developed cancer as a result of pesticides Ch~vez and
other nnion leaders also continued to deliver
speeches, toad marches, and participate in rallies
throughout California and the rest of the country.

FAST AGAINST CANCER-CAUSING
PESTICIDES

As the table grape boycott entered its fourth year,
Chavez sensed a need to refocus himself, the union,
and its supporters on the campaign and its deeper
meaning, Chavez decided to beghl a new public fast,
pledgh~g to fast until table grape growers agrecd to
negotiate new contracts and eliminate cancer-causing
pesticides. After 36 days, Chavez was advised to end
the fast or risk permanent damage to his health and
possibly death, On August 21, 1988, eight thousaud
farm workers and supporters~ including Jesse
Jackstm, Ethel Kennedy, Tom Hayden, Martin Sheen
and Edward Jmncs Olmos joined Chavez at tim Forty
Acres to attend Mass and celebrate the end of the
fast. Supporters agreed to take up the fast in three-
day periods and continue a "chain of suffering."

The fast was hard on Chavez’s health, but it did not
elicit a response from the gn’owers. However it did
produce a wave of media attention and a series of
rallies, grocery-store pickets, and vigils around the
country. Within two years, grape consumption was
down considerably in major metropolitan cities
tliroughont the US.

By the spring of 1989, Chavez was back on the road,
speaking to farm workers, ehnrch groups, college
students, and consumer groups; He continued to
spread a broad message about the struggles of farm
workers, pesticide poisoning, pUblic health and the
environment, public edncation, affordable housing,
job training and opportunities. Cha~,ez drew large
audiences wherever he went, and he conunanded the
respect era major labor and civil rigl~ts leader.
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Even as the union was enjoying steady gains in
boycott m~pport and making progress in the fields, it
was beset by financial problems stemming fi’om
lawsuits fi led by growers to contest union elections
and seek damages for losses fi’om the union-
organized boycotts.,

CESAR CHAVEZ~S F1NAL DAYS
Chavez traveled to San Luis,/u’izona, in April 1993

to testify against a lawsuit filed by the Brace Church
Company~ a corporate giant in the lettuce industry,’
After two days Of testimony he was tired but
confident, eager to defeat the lawsuit and return to
organizing work, On April 22 Chavez spent an
evening with UFW board member David Martine~ at
the San Luis home of Dona Maria Hau, a retired fman
worker. Sometime in the early morning hours of
April 23, 1993, Cesar died from natm’al causes. He
was 66 years old.

News of Cesar’s deafl~ spread, as did feelings of
shoek, sadness, grief, and gratitude for all that Cesar
did, all that he fought for, and all that he symbolized.
Almost forty thousand people made their way to
Delano to pay their respects and to march with Cesar
behind the red and black union flags one last time.

Farm workers, political leaders and celebrities
reflected on Cesar’s passing the words of Pete
Velasco, a Filipino immigrant, farm worker, and
union leader~ perhaps reflect the widest sentiment:

"Cesar was a gift to the farm workers, to all people,
and to me.~ He taught us how to walk in the jungle
and not be afraid, He taught us to maintain dignity.
The spMt within every one of us has become
renewed, just like fl~e spirit of 1965 has come back
to life. And that was a beantifid legacy that we
received from our brother Cesar Chavez."

After the funeral procession, Chavez was laid to rest
in a simple, private ceremony at La Paz.

Chavez’s legacy matches that of any social leader in
the U.S. dnring the twentiethcentury. Identification
and preservation of sites associated with Chavez’s
life and the history of the labor movement that he led
will ens1~re that this legacy is not forgotten. At the
same time, identification a0d preservation of sites
associated with Cesar Chavez and the farm labor
movement will recognize the difficulties that farm
labors faced in their efforts to form the attaclnnents to
place that most Americans take for granted.
Properties such as the Forty Acres near Delano and
Nuestra Senora Reina de La Paz in the Tehachapi

MoUntains have particular importance° Purchased,
shaped, and maintained, by farm workers, these sites
reflect the strength and permanence of their union,
They remain sources of pride tbr Mexican Americans
and others who supported the UFW in the 1960s and
1970s and continue to support the union today. For
all Americans, thcse sites are critical locations for
nnderstanding U.S. history as it unfolded over the
course of the twentieth century,

H stor c Contexts &
Resource Descriptions -
Properties identified as being associated with Cesar
C. havez and the farm labor movement correspond to
eight historic contexts that are defined
ellronologieally (Table 2-1: Properties Associated
with Cesar Chavez and the Farm Labor Movement).
Eaeh property is categorized within each historic
context by its associative characteristics
(characteristics reflecting its’ association with one or
urore historic contexts) rather than its physical
characteristics (e.g., style, structural type, size, scale,
proportions, design: or architectural details).

In general, each of these properties might include
building~ such as houses, social hails, schools,
churches, courthouses, Service centers, community
centers, office buildings, commercial buildings, and
civic auditorinms; sites such as labor camps~ ranches,
parks, plazas, fairgrounds, and athletic fields; and
routes related to marches and picket lines.

1. Properties associated with Cesar
Chavez’s early life and formative
experiences between 1927 and 1952
These properties reflect and illustrate specific
Conditions and experiences that shaped Cesar
Chavez’s early life and thereby laid a foundation for
his later careers as a community organizer, labor
leader, and advocate for soctaljnstice. Most of these
properties are located inArizona and southern
California. They include homes where the Chavez
family lived, segregated and unsegregated schools
that Chavez ai~d his siblings attended~ churches that
the Chavez family attended~ places where Chavez or
bis family worked, and places where Chavez
gathered with friends.
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2. Properties associated with the
development of the agricultural
industry~ agricultural labor~ and
agricultural labor activism in the
American West before 1960
These properties relate to the historical development
of the agricultural industry and agrieultm’al labor
force in the American West and the history of the "
farm labor movement before Cesar Chavez became
involved in it. Many of fl~ese properties are located
m California. Associated properties include ranches,
labor camps, union halls, and sites of conflict
between farm labors and growers. The physical
integrity of most of these properties is likely to be
insufficient for listing in the National Register or
National Historic Landmark designation.

3. Properties associated with Cesar
Chavez’s education as a community
organizer and the emergence of
Dolores Hnerta between 1952 and
1962
Most of these properties are associated with Cesar
Chavez’s development as a community organizer,
from his first exposure to the Community Service
Organization (CSO) in 1952 to his decision to resign
as president of the organization ten years later in
order to form a labor union for farm labors. The rest
of the properties reflect and illustrate Dolores
I-Iuerta’s formative experiences and her work with the
CSO. All of these properties are located in
California, many of them in San Jose, Oakland,
Oxnard, Stockton, and Los Angeles. They include
homes where the Chavez and Huerta families lived,
service centers affiliated with the CSO, churches,
social balls, labor camps that the CSO sought to
improve, ranches flint were struck, office buildings,
and march routes, among other properties.

4. Properties associated with the
organization of the Farm Workers
Association between 1962 and 1965
These properties reflect and illustrate the early efforts
of Cesar Chavez, Helen Chavez, the Chavez children
and extended family (especially Manuel Chavez),
Dolores Huerta, Gilbert Padilla, Julio Hernhndez, Jim
Drake, and others to form the Farm Workers
Association (FWA) in Delano and build its
membership throughout California’s San Joaquin
Valley. The properties include homes, public parks

where recruitment events were held, office buildings,
the site of the FWA’s founding convention in Fres~¢o,
and the grower operation and labor camps that
became the first targets of FWA strikes.

5. Properties associated with the
Delano grape strike between 1965
and 1970
These properties reflect aud illustrate the most
important period in the modern history of the farm
labor movement in the American West, a period that
began when Filipino farm labors in Delano voted to
go on strike and lasted until growers signed union
contracts ahuost five years later. Most of these
properties are in Delano and elsewhere in Ken~
County, California, but some are located in other
parts of the state and in cities tbat UFW boycotters
moved to throughout the West, Midwest, and East.
Associated properties inchtdo homes (some of which
served as boycott headquarters), courthouses and
other government buildings, social halls such as the
Filipino Community Hall, churches, ranches that
were struck, office buildings, parks and fairgrounds,
hotels and motels, march routes, and the grounds and
buildings of the United Fama Workers’ first national
headquarters (the Forty Acres).

6. Properties associated with the
Salinas strike, the fight against the
Teamsters, and agricultural labor
laws between 1970 and 1975
These properties are associated with the UFW’s
continuing development as a union and its battle to
organize farm labors in the Salinas and Santa Maria
Valleys while fending offefforts by the International
Brotherhood of Teamsters to do likewise. This battle
began in 1970 with setbacks for the UFW, but the
passage of the California Agricultural Labor.
Relations Act in 1975 signaled the union’s coming
victory. Many associated properties are located in or
near Salinas but other properties are in central and
southern California, Arizona, Texas, Florida, and
Oregou. They include office buildings, courthouses,
commnnity centers such as fl~e Santa Rita center iu
Phoenix, hotels where negotiations were conducted
and rallies bold, a co~wention center where the UFW
constitutional co~wention was held, ranches, march
routes, and the site of the UFW’s national
headquarters (Nuestra Senora Reina de La Paz).
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7. Properties associated with the
modernization of the United Far~n
Workers and the broadening of the
farm labor movement between 1975
and 1984

These properties relate to the transfomaation of the
UFW into a modem union and the evolution of the
farm labor movement as its apparent strengl!a
declined. Most of these properties are located in
California and Arizona, They include ranches where
violent confrontations and union elections took place,
schools and other sires of rallies or protestsi homes,
centers such as E1 Centro Campesino Culta~ral in San
Juan Btautista, and march routeS.

8. Properties associated with Cesar
Chavez and the,farm labor
movement in a new era, between
1984 and 1993

These properties reflect and illustrate the challenges
that Cesar Chavez and the farm labors faced in a new
political climate and their responses, beginning with
a renewed grapes boycott called to raise awareness of
the dangers of pesticides and ending with Chavcz’s
death in 1993, Most of these properties are located in
California, tho~agh the national scope of Chavez’s
efforts mad the union’s activities indicates that otl~cr
properties will be found throughout the country.
Associated properties include homes, ranches (some
ol~them the sites of pesticide poisonings), march
routes, sites of rallies, and centers such as the
Pestioide EducatiOn Center in San FranciscO.
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Historic Context

o., 0~ O

San
Francisco
San
Francisco
San
Francisco
Bautista-Salinas, CA Area
Salinas

San Francisco.Oaldand, CA Area
East Bay Huelga Oakland
Headquarters
NFWA Office

San Francisco
Labor Temple
St. Paul’s Convent
(Boycott House)
San Jose-San Juan
Monterey County
Jail
Mexican American Salinas
Political
Association Office
UFW Legal Offices Salinas
Hartnell Salinas
Community
College Alhletic
Field
San Jerardo Salii~as
Cooperative
Chavez Family San Jose
Residence
(Scharff Avenue)
Cesar and Helen San Jose
Chavez Family
Resldence
(Summer Street)
CSO Office (Santa San Jose
Clara Street)
CSO Office, San Jose
(Jackson Avenue)
McDonnell Hall, San Jose
Our Lady of
Guadalupe Church
Cesar and Helen San Jose
Chavez Family
Residence
(Wabash Avenue)
Mexican Heritage San Jose
Plaza Site
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City (or Descriptionproximate) ,
San Francisco-Oaldand, CA Area
East Bay Huelga Oaldand This house served as a strike/boycott support center during the late 1960s,
Headquarters
NFWA Office San The NFWA maintained an office here beginning in 1966.

Francisco
San Francisco. San This location served as a Bay Area boycott organizing center and departure
Labor Temple Francisco point for food caravans to Delano during the late 1960s.
St. Paul’s Convent San This building served as a boycott headquarters during lhe t970s.
(Boycott House) Francisco
8an Jose-San JuanBautista-Sallnas, CA Area
Monterey County Salinas In 1970, the UFWOC shifted its focus to the Salinas Valley, where hundreds
Jail of lettuce growers had signed contracts with the Teamsters. Cesar Chavez

launched a lettuce boycott, but the grower secured an Injunction. When
Chavez refused to suspend the boycott in December, the Judge sent him to
the county jail, making it a key site for rallies, visits from Coretta Scott King
and Ethel Kennedy, and national media coverage. The California Supreme
Court ordered Chavez’s release on December 24, 1970.

Mexican American Salinas The UFWOC borrowed and converted this office into its strike headquarters
Political as competition with the Teamsters and stdkes against Salinas Valley .
Association Office growers began In August 1970,
UFW Legal Offices Salinas Offices for UFW legal staff were located here, on the second floor, during

the 1970s.
Hartnell Salinas. This was the site of a massive protest rally on August 2, 1970, in response
Community to Salinas Valley growers’ move to thwart the UFWOC by signing contracts
College Athletic with the Teamsters. It was the site of a second rally on August 23, 1970, to
Field kick off a strike against Salinas Valley growers and to pledge nonviolent

protest. In September 1979, it hosted another rally drawing 25,000 people to
pressure Salinas Valley growers to sig0 new contracts with the UFW.

San Jerardo Sallnas Cooperative housing community established in the late 1970s by and for
Cooperative members of the farm labor movement
Chavez Family San Jose Cesar and Helen and their children lived at this location during the early
Residence 1950s. The lot had two houses; Cesar and his family lived in the front house
(Scharff Avenue) and Richard Chavez lived in the rear house. The front house was the

location of the first meeting between Cesar and Fred Ross in June 1952.
Cesar and Helen San Jose Cesar and Helen and their children lived here in 1954.
Chavez Family
Residence
(Summer Street)
CSO Office (Santa San Jose Chavez opened this office and service center in 1953, It would serve as a
Clara Street) model for the service centers founded by the NFWA (and later the UFW) the

following decade,
CSO Office San Jose The CSO continued to thrive in San Jose under Rita Chavez Medina, This
(Jackson Avenue) property served as the CSO chapter office,
McDonnell Halll San Jose Our Lady of Guadalupe Church became instrumental in the farm labor
Our Lady of movement during Ihe 1950s and 1960s. The church, where Chavez
Guadalupe Church worshipped when he lived in San Jose,’supported local migrant farm

workers with basic services and helped to galvanize community organizing
efforts. The parish hall is where Chavez worked with priest and mentor
Father Donald McDonnell during the early 1950s.

Cesar and 14elen San Jose Cesar and Helen and their children lived tlere In the early 1950s,
Chavez Family
Residence
(Wabash Ave.)
Mexican Heritage San Jose Site of a Safeway grocery store that was among the first to be boycotted by
Plaza Site the UFWOC during the late 1960s.
Evergreen Ranch San Jose Cesar Chavez and family members worked here during the early 1950s and
Site discussed forming a farm workers’ union,
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Our Lady of Guadalupe Church in San Jose, California, became instrumental in the farm labor movement during the 1950s and t960s.
The church, where Chavez worshipped when he lived in San Jose, supporting local migrant farm workers with basic services and
helped to galvanize community organizing efforts. The parish hall (now called McDonnell Hall) is where Chavez worked with priest and
mentor Father Donald McDonnell during the early 1950s: Photo: NPS 20t!,

Cesar and Helen Chavez and their eight children liVed in Ihis rented house when ihey moved to Delano in April, 1962. This house
served as the first headquarters for the Farm Workers Association (FWA). The house is now a private residence. Photo by: NPS, 2011,
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fi’om dust bowl-affected areas. John Steinbeek visited
the camp sl!ortly after it opened and used it as the
model for "Weedpatch Camp" in The Grapes of
Wrath; Two years later, Fred Ross was hired by the
Farm Security Administration to manage the camp
where he held this position for about a year. Tbe
camp re~nained in continuous use into the 1950s, and
Kern County acquired th~ prol~erty in 1958, The Kern
County Housing Authority assumed control of the
camp in 1965 As the table-grape harvest moved
north in the Arvin area that year, aronnd 200
members of the Agricaltural Workers Organizing
Committee (AWOC) ~veut on strike to demand higher
wages. Most &those who struck lived in this camp,
by then known as the Sunset Migrant Center. One
year later, their Union would merge with the National
Farm Workers Association (NFWA) to form the
UFWOC.

This property as a whole retains moderate to low
integrity relative to the 1960s, when its residents
joined the lama labor movement. The property retains
integrity of location, design, and setting, but the
original housing has been replaced, leaving little
evidence of materials and worlananship and low
levels of feeling and association, Howeve~5 three
buildings ou the property dating from the 1930s (a
community l!all, a library building~ and a small post
office building) have been preserved. Of these, the
library and post office have:been restored, but all
three buildings give the property high interpretive
value. The three buildh~gs dating from the 1930s
were listed on the National Register of Historic
Places in 1996.

Potential Nationally Significant
Sites Associated with Cesar
Chavez’s Education as a
Community Organizer in
California and the Emergence of
Dolores Hnerta, 1952-1962

MCDONNELL HALL

(SAN JOSE,: CA)
The first phase of Cesar Chavez’s productive life as a
community organizer, civil rights advocate, and labor
leader began in the "Sal Si Puedes" barrio of East
San Jose, where Chavez lived from 1952 ted955 and
met the two men wlmse influence shaped fl~e rest of
his life: Father Donald MeDonnell and Fred Ross.
The building most closely associated with this phase
of Chavez’s life is now known as McDonnell Hall.

Chavez lived in East San Jose at various times during
the 1930s and 1940s. When he returned in 1952 with
his wife and children, his parents and some of his
siblings lived on Scharff Avenue. At the time, the
surrounding barrio remained a neglected part of the~

city. Sal Si Puedes lacked paved streets, sidewalks,
streetlights, and playgrounds. Although the
community also lacked a permanent church, Father
Donald McDonnell had begnn to offer Spanish-
language Masses in a borrowed building known as
Tremont Hall.

Chavez and MeDom~ell w.ere close in age, and they
formed a strong friendship. McDonnell exposed
Chavez to a universe of writings about spirituality,
labor rights, human rights, and social justice,
including the writings of Saint Francis of Assisi, the
encyclicals of Pope Leo XIII, biographies of Eugene
Debs and John L. Lewis~ classics of political
philosophy by Machiavelli and de Tocqueville, and
the writings and biographies of Mohandas Gandhi.
Chavez, in turn, became McDonnell’s close
companion, accompanying him to bracero camps to
offer Mass, to the city jail to talk to prisoners; and to
homes throughout the barrio to build support for fl~e
construction era permanent church.

Chavez and McDoimell had come to know each other
well by May 1952, when Fred Ross ardvedin East
San Jose with plans to create the second chapter of
the Coimnunity Service Organization (CSO), a
c0mnmnity empowerment organization he created in
Los Angeles a few years prior. Ross met Chavez in
June and, like MeDonnel!, quickly became a mentor.
Working closely with Ross, Chavez and Herman
Gallegos spearheaded a voter registration campaign
among the thousands of resklents of East San Jose,
including those Chavez had come to know through
his work with Father McDonnell. When San Jose’s
CSO chapter elected its first officers that sunnner,
Gallegos became the president and Chavez be¢ame
the vice president.

As Chavez contim~edto build the CSO’s strength in
San Jose during the next year and push for
streetligbts, sidewalks, and other improvements, he
began to crystallize the sense of purpose that would
propel his. long career as a labor leader and social
justice advocate° Meanwhile, McDonnell’s efforts to
seenre a permanent ctmreh for East San Jose came to
fi’uifion. In October 1953, Chav.ez helped move an
old frame church building fi’om another part of San
Jose to a location on Kammerer Avenne. This
building (now known as McDo~mell Hall) ~vas re-
opened as Guadalupe Mission and later as Our Lady
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of Guadalupe Cattlolic Church. During the next tWo
years, this building would serve as the primary site
from which Chavez and McDonnell served, educated,
and organized farm workers and other cormnnnity
members. Although Chavez managed to open a CSO
service center on East Santa Clara Avenue (across
from file Five Wounds Ctmrch) in 1953, Our Lady of
Gnadalupe Chnrch remained the primary site fi’om
which Chavez and other CSO organizers conducted
their work.

Chavez moved a~vay from San Jose in 1955, but his
parents and siblings’remained active in the CSO and
in the church. Chavez visited East San Jose often and
continued to consider Our Lady of Guadahlpe his
family’s church. During the 1960s aud 1970s, Chavez
family members, other CSO members, and other.
parishioners at Our Lady of Guadalupe participated
in the activities of the farm worker movement and
provided abundant support (including, for example,
donations of food aud clothing delivered to the
church). This close association with Cesar Chavez
and with one of the many vibrant, unified, and
politically active communities that provided crucial
support for the farm worker lnoveme~t suggests that
McDonnell Hall merits listing on the National
Register of Historic Places and potential designation
as a National Historic LandmaN.

The building has been well maintained by the diocese
and the parish. The buildhig was relocated within the
property in recent years, but it appears to retain at
least a moderate level of integrity.

ST. MARY’S CATHOLIC CHURCH
(STOCKTON, CA)
In 1955, fln’ee years after recruiting Cesar Chavez
into the Comnmnity Service Organization in San
Jose, Fred Ross decided to organize a CSO chapter in
Stockton. Donald McDonnell, a priest in San Jose,
put Ross in touch with Thomas McCullough, a priest
at St. Mary?S Catholic Chnrch in Stockton. When
Ross asked McCullough to recommend potential
CSO organizers, McCulloughintroduced him to 25-
year-old Dolores Huerta. Born inNew Mexico in
1930 but raised by her mother in Stockton after her
parents divorced, Huerta had learned to recogmze
economic and social inequalities at a young age,
Huerta’s mother challenged, the foundations of such
inequalities and inspired her daughter to do so as
well.

Daring the 1940s and early 1950s, Huerta became
active at St. Mm3"s Catholic Chtirch and finpressed
McCullough with her leadership skills. She also

pursued a degree at Stockton Junior College and got
married, but a divorce left her to raise three young
children. Meeting Fred Ross marked a turning point
in her life. "I always thank tlie day that I met Fred,"
Huerta has explained. "I always hated injustice and I
always wanted to do something tq change things.
Fred opened a door for me. He changed my whole
life." Huerta organized CSO meetings through the
cl~ureh, similar to Chavez’s use of McDonnell Hall.

St. Mmy’s Catholic Clmrch possesses high
interpretive value because of its associatiol~ with
Dolores Huerta and the launching of her productive
life as a community organizer, labor leader, and
social justice advocate, but file building retains only
moderate intega’ity. The building has integrity of
location, design, setting, materials, workmanship, and
feeling, but it lacks clear assoeiati0n with the farm
labor movement.

Potential Nationally Significant
Sites Associated With the
Organization of the Farm Workers
Association in California, 1962 
1965

CESAR AND HELEN CHAVEZ FAMILY
RESIDENCE

(DELANO, CA)
When Cesar, Helen, and their eight children moved
from Los’ Angeles to Delano in April 1962, they
rented a small house on Keasington Street. They soon
moved into the house next door; which was slightly
larger but still offered only two bedrooms, one
bathroom, a small kitchen, anda living room (~vliere
some of the children and most of the family’s guests
would sleep). This honse served ag file first
headquarters of the Farm Workers Association
(FWA). Tile historical signifieauce and interpretive
value of the house also lies in its connection to file
personal sacrifices that Cesar, Helen, and their
children made-Mike those that other union leaders
such as Dolores Huerta, Gilbert Padilla, Richard
Chavez, and all of their families made--as they
created what would become the NFWA and
ultimately the UFW. During the early 1960s, Helen,
for example, would wake at 4:00 every morning,
prepare breakfast and lunch for tile children, work a
fidl day in lhe fields or vineym’ds, then return home
to cook dinner and clean. She and the children
sometimes saw little of Cesar during these years~ but
their willingness to endure the strain, provide crucial
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vah~es, the development of the American economy
(workers/work cnlture and labor organizations/
protests), the creation of social institntions and
movements (reform movements and religious
institnfions), and the shaping of the political
landscape (parties, protestS, and movements),

laOTENTIALLY NATIONALLY SIGNIFICANT
SITES
The Chavez Family Homestead represents the
peopling of places (migration from outside and
within, and community and neighborhood) and the
expression of cultnral values (popular and traditional
eulture),

The Arvin Labor Camp represents the peopling of
places 0nigration from outside and within) and
transforming the environment. Agribusiness practices
which manipulated the environment and caused
adverse consequences and stresses on the
enviromnent relied on a supply of low wage workers,
many of which were marginalized recent immigrants
who could be exploited,

Sites related to the emergence of Ccsar Chavez and
Dolores Hnerta as co~mnunity organizers (St. Mm3,’s
Church in Stockton, CA and McDonnell Hall of Our
Lady of.Guadalupe Clmrch iu San Jose, CA)
illustrate and interpret tile themes peopling of places
(specifically, the development of cormmmitics and
neighborhoods), the expression of cnltural values, the
developmbnt of the American economy (~vorkers/ -
work culture and labor organizations/protests), and.
the Creation of social institutions and movements
(reform movements and religious institutions).

Tile Ccsar and Helcu Chavcz family home in Delano,
CA served as the first headquarters of the NFWA and
also represents the sacrifices made by the family to
support the development of the union. This site
represents.the peoplh~g 0fplaces (speeifically~ the
deve!opment of comimmities and n~ighborhoods),
the expression of cnltnral values, the development of
the Alnerican ecouomy (workers/work culh~re and
labor organizations/protests), the creation of social
institutions and movements (refolTil movements and
religious institutions), and the shaping of the political
landscape (Parties, protests, and movements),

UFW and NFWA sites and meeting halls in San Luis,
AZ; Calexico, CA; and Delano, CA represent the
themes expression of cultural values, the
development of the American economy

(workers/work eultnre and labor organizations/
protests), the creation of social institutions and

movements (reform movements and religious
institutions), and the shaping of the political
landscape (parties~ protests, and movements). UFW
sites in Calexico and San Luis expanded services to
address inmfigration concerns and issues related to
the fam~ labor movement and represent the theme of
the Changing Role of the United States in the World
community.

People’s Bar and Card in Delano, CA represents tile
expression of cultural values and the creation of
social institutions andmoven:tents (reform
movements). People’s Bar and Card was a central
gathering place for farm workers that facilitated
dialogne aud debate abotlt the movement.
The Monterey County Jail represents the
development of the American economy
(workers/work cultare and labor
organizati0ns/protests), the Creation of social
institutions and In0velnents (reform movements and
religious institutions), and the shaping of the political
landscape (parties, protests, and movements).

Opportunities for Public
Enjoyment
The majority of the nationally significant sites are in
close proximity (approximately 2 hour-drive) of
major metropolitan areas snch as Phoenix, AZ~ Los
Angeles, CA; the’San Francisco Bay Area;
Sacramento, CA; and larger cities of the central
valley including Fresno and Bakersfield.

A immber of significant sites are concentrated in tile
community of Delano, providing exceptional
opportunities to interpret various aspects of both the
life of Cesar Chavez and the fam~ labor movement.
The Forty Acres contim~es to fimction as a UFW field
office, butit routinely hosts large Social fmlctions,
including rallies and commemorative events. Plans
for visitation could be created with minimal changes
to the property itself. The Arvin Labor Camp is also
near the City of Delano (~30 miles) which would
provide an opportunity for visitors to see living
conditions and possibly demonstration of what life
was like for farmworkers before and during the farm
labor movement.

The City of San Jose is another location with a high
concentration of sites related to Cesar Chavez and the
lama labor movement. Working in partnership with
the organization Chavez Family Vision, the City has
developed a Cesar Chavez heritage walk which
inclndes McDonnell Hall at Our Lady of Guadalupe
Church and many oilier sites associated with Cesar
Chavez’s education as a commnnity organizer.
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The Monterey County Jail is visible from the
exterior, but has not been used by the county for
many years. Lack of maintenance on the property has
result in some deterioration which would need to be
repaired before visitors could access the building.
HoWever, the site is easy to find and view from the
exterior. Located ill Salinas, the jail is also in close
proximity to several sites eligible for listing on the
National Register of Historic Places for their
connection to Cesar Chavez and the farm labor
movement in the town of Salinas and in nearby San
Juan Bantista.

La Paz alread~ demonstrates great potential for
public enjoyment. The property welcomes visitors to
a museum facility at the southeast comer and a new
retreat facility (Villa La Paz Conference Center) in
the former North Unit at the norlheast comer. The
property’s location in Keene, however, constitutes a
challenge to the potential fdr public enjoyment.
Keene itself is a small town of fewer thau ~00 people.
The largest nearby town, Tehachapi, has a population
of approximately 10,000. LaPaz is accessible from
State Route 58 and the nearest major airport is in
Bakersfield, a city of approximately 330,000 located
30 miles west, at the southern end of the San J0aquin
Valley.

The Santa Rita Center possesses great potential for
public enjoyment. The property enjoys an accessible
location within a mile of downtown Phoenix. Two
interstate highways and a major imemational airport
are in close proximity. Phoenix itself--a city with a
diverse population of 1.6 anillion is the urban
anchor for a sprawling metropolitan area, one of the
fastest growing in the country. The population of tlie
Phoenix metropolfian area is approximately 4
million.

Sites in Yuma and San Luis, AZ and the NFWA
office in Calexico, CA are probably the least
accessible to airports and other transportation centers.
The Chavez Family Homestead, Laguna School and
Chavez General Store are located approximately 15
miles outside 0f Ynma and are not easily accessible.
hi particnlar, the Chavez Family Homestead is
accessible primarily via a private canal levee road
that would make public visitation difficult.

The 1966Delano to Sacramento march route
possesses great potential for public enjoyment. The
route can be retraced today by driving but also, in
stretches, by cycling or walking. The route passes
along public rights-of-way through vast stretches of
rural, agricnltural landscape but also more than three

dozen cities and towns of the San, Joaquin Valley,
many of which retain their mid-twentieth-centary
character, including main street and downtown
iocati0ns through which the maret~ mute passed; At
the same time, many of these.towns have undergone
economic decline, suggesting something of the
vulnerability of agriculture-based economies, The
1966 Delano to Sacramento inarch route meets
Criteri0n C of the National Trails Act.

integrity’
A nationally significant site or resource must retafla
high:degree oflntegrity as a tale, accurate~ and
relatively unspoiled example era resource: Seven
attributes are used to evaluate integrity for National

Historic Landmarks~ 10cati0n,:deslgn, setting,
materials, workmanship, feeling, and association.

Location refers to the place wtiere the historic
property was cons~raeted or the place where
historic.events oceurred~

Design is a combination of elements that
create the form, plan, space, structnre, and
style of a property:

Setting is the physical environment of a
higtorie property-the character of a place, its
topography, vegetation~ simple manmade
features sucl! as paths and: fencgs, and the
relationship between features~.and: open space.

Materials are ’the physical elements that were.
coanbined or deposited during a particular:
period of time and:in a particnlar pattern or
configuration to form a historic ProPerty,

Similarly, workmanship, ’fl~e physical
evidence of the crafts bf a particular culture or
people during any given period in history or
prehistory, is seen in elements ]n tile iarge~
scale landscape.

Feel#N refers to a propertY’S expression of the
aesthetic or historic sense of a particnlar
i period of tiine, even, in this case~ despite the
maturation of original landscapes.

Association refers to th~ connection we make
today between a particular place and an

important historic event or person.

As discussed in the analysis of the NHL criteria,
’there m’e five sltes’ that have a consistently hlgh level
of integrity.for all of the atlributes described above
including the Forty Acres, Filipino Community Hall,
Santa Rita Center, La Paz, and ti!e 1966 Delano to
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Potential Nationally Significant Sites. - Additional Research Needed
Chavez Family Yuma, AZ 2 Moderate Cesar Chavez was born in 1927, and he lived
Homestead Site in lhe adobe farmhouse on his grandparents’

homestead in the Gila River Val ey from 1932
until the fatally’lost the property and moved to
Ca!lfornla in 1939. As a child living on this
homestead, Chavez learned the value of hard
work from his father the principles of
nonviolence from hts mother, and the Catholic
fath from his grandmother

Arvin Farm Labor Bakersfield, CA 2 Low/ A New Deal agency opened this migrant labor
Center Moderate camp In 1936. John Steinbeck’s visit to the

camp informed The Grapes of Wrath, and Fred
Ross later served as Camp manager. The
camp remained in use into the 1960s, In the
summer of 1965, around two hundred
members of the AWOC, most of whom were
table-grape workers and residents of this
camp, went on strike for higher wages.

McDonnell Hall, Our San Jose, CA: 1,2 High This parish hall was where Cesar Chavez
Lady of Guadalupe worked with priest and mentor, Donald
Church McDonnell, during the early 1950s; other

activities at the hall were associated with the
farm labor movement.

St. Mary’s Catholic stockton, CA 1 Moderate St. Mary’s Church is significant for its
Church association with Dolores Huerta and CSO

Organ zing.

Cesar and Helen Delan0~ CA 2 Moderate Cesar Chavez’s home In Delano served as the
Chavez Family to High first headquarters of the FWA, but the house’s
Residence significance also derives from its connection to

the personal sacrifices that labor leaders and
their families made as they created What would
become the UFW.

NFWA Office Delano, CA 1,2 Low/ The first headquarters of the FWA outside of
(Albany Street) Moderate Cesar Chavez’s home was located on Albany

/ High Street,
Baptist ~3hurch Delano, CA 1,2 Low/ Soorl after voting to go on strike against more
("Negrito Hall") Moderate than thirty Delano table-grape growers in

SePtember t965, the newly renamed NFWA
rented this small church building and Served
as a strike headquarters and meeting hall for
regular Friday night membership meetings.

People’s Bar and Delano, CA t High During the 1960s and 1970s, People’s Bar
Car6 served as the central gathering place in

Delano for union volunteers. People’s Bar was
a "free speech zone," where volunteers felt
free to debate any number of issues, including
Chavez’s own strategies and tact cs
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Chalpte " 4: S i abi ity
This section describes the National Park Service analysis of whether nationally significant sites are suitable for
inchtsion hi the nalional park system.

To be considered suitable for addition to the national
park system, an area must represent a natural or
cultural resource typ~ that is not ah’eady adequately
represented in the national park system, or is not
comparably represented and protected for public
enjoyment by other federal agenciesl tribal, state, or
local governments; or the private sector. Adequacy of
representation is determined on a case-by-ease basis
by comparing the potential addition to other
comparably managed areas representing the same
resource type, while considering differences or
similarities in the character, quality, quantity, or
combination of resource values. The comparative
analysis also addresses rarity of the resources,
interpretive and educational potential, and similar
resources already protected in the national park
system or in other pnblic or private ownership. The
comparison results in a determination of whether the
proposed new area would expand, enhance, or
duplicate resource protection or visitor use
opportunities found in other comparably managed
areas.

Thematic Framew  ’k
-Cu tura  Themes
In evaluating the suitability of cultural resources
within or outside the national park system, the NPS
uses its "Thematic Franaework" for history and
prehistoric. Tlae fi’amework is an outline of major
themes and coucepts that help to conecptnalize
American history. It is use.d to assist in,the
identification of cultural resources that embody
America’s past and to describe and analyze the
nmltiple layers ofhistm3, encapsulated within each
resource. Through eight concepts that encompass the
multi-faceted and interrelated nature of human
experience, the thematic framework reflects an
interdisciplinm)’, less compartmentalized approach to
American history. Seven of the eight concepts apply
to the life ofCesar Chavez and the farm labor
movement. The concepts are:

Peopling Places
Creating Social Institutions
Expressing Cultaral Values
Shaping the Political Landscape
Developing the American Economy
Transforming the Environment
The Changing Role of the United States in the
World Commnnity

Each of the themes identified rest on a framework of
topical sub’-themes that are used to describe and
explain the significance of the primary theme.

Peopling Places
This theme examines human population movement
and change through prehistoric aud historic times. It
also looks at family formation; at different concepts
of gender, family, and sexual division of labor; and at
how they have been expressed iu the American past.
While patterns of daily life--birth, mamage,
ehildrearing--are often taken for granted, they have a
profound influence on public life.

The Peopling Places theme includes such topics as
family and the life cycle; health, nulrition, and
disease; migration fi’om outside and within;
community and neighborhood; ethnic homelauds;
encounters, conflicts, and colonization. For example,
Hispanic communities, such as those represented by
San Antonio Missions National Historical Park, had
their origins in Spanish and Mexican history.
Distinctive and important regional patterns join
together to create microcosms of America’s histoa~
and to form the "national experience."

For the purposes of this study, the topics of.’ 1)
migration from outside and within, and 2) community
anti neighborhood, are themost appropriate to the
stories represented by farm workers who migrated
through rnral towns and settled within them. Migrant
workers were often recent immigrants that faced
discrimination and therefore had few otl~er means of
finding employmeiat. Social groups that played a
major role in the farm labor movement include
Mexicans, Filipinos, Japanese, and Chinese.
Nationally significant sites that represent this theme
include Nuestra Sonora Reina de La Paz (La Paz),
Filipino Community Hall, and the Santa Rita Center.
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Potential nationally significant sites that relate to this
theme and its related topics include the Chavez
Family Homestead Site; the Arvin Farm Labor
Center; the Cesar and Heleu Chavez Family
Residence; St. Mary’s Church in Stockton, CA; and
McDonnell Hall, Our Lady of Guadalupe Church in
San Jose, CA.

Units of the national park system that reflect the
theme of PeopllngPlaces in the area of migration
and communities and neigtlborho0ds:

Juan Bantista de Anza National Historic
Trail (Nogales, AZ to San Francisco, CA),
The Juan Bautista de Anza National Historic
Trail (NHT) conm~emorates the colonizing
expedition linking Mexico.to Alta Califomia.
Captain Juan Bautista de Anza led 244 15eople
1,210 miles to the fonnding of the Mission and
Presidio in San Francisco. Through the route,
Spanish cultnr~ was expa.nded in the American
West. To interpret the history of the NHT, the
NPS provides interpretive waysides in Spanish
and English, brochures, a website which
includes a trail guide with maps and historical
docnmentation on the expedition. Tlie success
of the interpretive program is a result of
partnerships between the NPS and there than
30 nni’~ersities, organizations, and individuals~

Ynma Crossing National Heritage Area
(Ynma, AZ and Winterhaven, CA). Tile
Yuma Crossing National Heritage area
recognizes the natural crossiflg on the
Colorado River as a gateway to the Pacific
Ocean during the Spanish Colonial Period.
The crossing occurs at the confluence of the
Colorado and Gila Rivers, The area is also
sig~rificant as a Borderland between Mexico
and the United States which Contributed to the
development of American Hispanic cnltare.
The Yuma Crossing National Heritage Area
Project conserves and inteq~rets the national
resources o~ the Colorado River and
surronnding landscape, as well as the cultnral
and historic resources associatedwith the city
of Yuma and the Yuma Crossing.

San Antonio Missions National Historical
Park (San Antonio, TX). The San Antonio
Missions National Historical Park preserves
five Spanis!~ fi’ontier missions in San Antonio,
Texas. These outposts were established by
Caflmlie religions orders to spread Christianity
anaong the local natives. These missions
formed part of a colonization systenl tbat

sh’etcbed across the Spanish Southwest in the
17th, 18th, and 19th centuries. The missions,
presidio, and associated settlements served as
the fonndation of the successful communities,
such as San Antonio, that emerged in this
region of Texas.

NHLs and National Register Districts that reflect the
theme of Peopltng Places in file area of migration,
community and neighborhood and ethnic homelands
include:

California Missions. During settlement, fl~e
Spanish’ established 21 Catholic missions in
California The mission stretched from San
Diego, California north to Sonoma. Missions
were the center of cultural life for the Spanish
settlers. They contained rooms for religious
instrnetion, occnpationa! production such as
crafts, and other daily functions. Seven of the
21 missions ate’National Historic Landmarks
including: Camael Mission in Monterey; La
Pnrisima Mission, Mission Santa In6s, and
Mission Santa Barbara in Santa Barbara
County; Mission San Miguel Arcangel in San
Luis Obi~po; and San Diego Mission Church
and San Lnis Rey Mission Church in San
Diego.

Locke and Walnnt Grove, CA Chinese and
Japanese Historic Districts represent three
neighboring Asian-American communities
were established in the Delta Region of
California by immigrant agricultural workers.
Chinese immigrants to tl~e region in the late
19th Century provided labor for an extensive
levee project sun’onnding the Sacramento
River, turning swampland into some of
California’s most valuable farmland. The Delta
soon became the pear capital of the world,
while in the early 20th centm:� the region
produced nearly 90% of the world’s asparagus.
Chinese and Japanese immigrants provided the
unskilled labor the agricultnraI industry
required, by the 1880’s a majority of
California’s lama laborers were Asian
immigrants, Pear orchards still comprise a
significant part of the natural landscape, as do
the flat agricultnral fields bisected by the river
aud the rising levees.

Creating .Social Institutions and
Movements
This theme focuses upon the diverse formal and
informal structures such as schools or voluntary
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associations through which people express values and
live their lives. Americans generate temporaly
movements and create enduring institutions in order
to define, sustain, or reform these values. Why people
organize to transform their institutions is as important
to understand as how they choose to do so. Thns,
both the diverse motivations people act on and the
strategies they employ are critical concerns of social
history. This category als0 encompasses temporary
movements that influenced American history but did
riot produce permanent, institutions. Topics tllat help
define this theme include: Clubs and organizations,
reform movements, religious institutious, and
recreational activities.

Nationally Significant sites relevaut to Cesar Chavez
and the farm labor movement that represent the
theme Creating Social h~stitutions and Movements
incinde the Forty Acres, La Paz, Filipino Cotmnunity
Hall, the Santa Rita Center; and the 1966 Delano to
Sact’amento march rome. Potential nationally
significant sites that relate to this theme inclnde UFW
and NFWA sites and meeting hails, People’s Bar and
Cafe, the Cesar and Chavez Family Residence in
Delano~ Monterey County Jail, McDonnell Hall, and
St. Mary’s Catholic Church.

Topics that help define this theme most relevant tO
this study include reform nrovements.

Units of the national park system that reflect the
theme of Creating Social [nsliltttiom" and Movements
in the areas of with regard to social reform and civil
rights include:

Boston Aft’lean American National Historic
Site (Boston, CA). The Boston African
American National Historic Site is comprised
of the.largest area 9fpre-Civil War black
owned structures in the United States. It
includes roughly two dozen sites on the north
face of the Beacon Hill neighborhood ha
Boston. These historic buildings were homes,
bnsinesses, schools, and elmrches of a thriving
black commtmity that, in the face of great
opposition, fought the forces of slavery and
inequality.

Roger Williams National Memorial
(Providence, RI), The Roger Williams
National Memorial commemorates the life of
the founder of Rhode Island and a champion of
the ideal of religious freedom. Williams,
.banished from Massachusetts for his beliefs,
founded Providence in 1636. This colony
served as a refitgc where all could come to

worship as their conscience dictated without
interference from the state.

Frederick Douglass National Historic Site
(Washington, D.C.). The Frederick Douglass
National Historic Site preserves the home and
legacy of Frederick Douglass, a runaway
slave, abolitionist, civil rights advocate,
author, and statesmen. Born into slavery,
Douglass escaped to spend his life fighting for
justice and equality for all people.

Women’s Rights National Historical Park
(Seneca Fails, NY). The Wonren~s Rights:
National Historical Parkpreserves and
interprats nationally significant historical and
cultural sites, structures, and events associated
with the struggle for equal rigl~ts for women,
The First Women’s Rights Convention Was
held iu the Wesleyan Chapel in Seneca Falls.
The NPS cooperates with national, state, and
local entities to preserve the character and
historic setting of such sites, structures and
events.

Natioual Historic Landmarks associated with the
theme of Creath~g Social Institutions and Movements
in file areas of with regard to social reform and civil
rights include:

Eugene V, Debs National Historic
Landmark (Terre Haute, IN). This national
historic landmark was the home of the famous
indnstrial union leader. Debs played a
leadership role Of Debs in the finion struggles
of the 1890~s is unquestionable, lu Augnst of
1893, Debs was active in the union when it
struck the Great Northern Railway.

Expressing Cultural Values
This theme covers expressions of culture--people’s
beliefs about themselves and the world they. inhabit.
For example, Boston African American Historic Site
reflects the role of ordinary Americans and the
diversity of the American cultural landscape. This
theme also encompasses the ways that people
communicate theii" moral and aesthetic Values. Topics
that help define tiffs theme relevant to Cesar Chavez
and the farm labor movement include: 1) visual and
performing arts, and 2) popular and traditional
cultare.

Nationally significant sites relevant to Cesar Chavez
and the farm labor movement flint represent the
theme Expressit~g Cttllttral gahtex ineinde the Forty
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Acres, La Paz, Filipino Comnmnity Hall, the Santa
Rita Center, and the 1966 Delano to Sacramento
march route. Potential nationally significant sites that
relate to this theme include UFW and NFWA sites
and meeting halls, People’s Bar and caf~, the Cesar
and Chavez Family Residence in Delano, McDonnell
Hall, and St. Mary’s Catholic Church.

Units of the national park system that reflect the
theme of Expressing Cultural Yahtes with regard to
popular and traditional culture and visual and
performing arts include:

Tumaeacori National HistoricaIPark. This
national historical park tells the story of the
first Europeans who came to southern Arizona
and of the native people wl~o lived here then.
The park protects three Spanish colonial
mission nfins in southern Arizona:
Tumacacori~ Guevavi, and Calabazas. The
adobe structures are on three sites, with a
visitor center at Tumacacori. The cultural
resources of Tumacacbri NatiOnal Hist0rical
Park collectively represent file culture of
Native Peoples before had after the arrival of
Europe~ns as well as the Spani~li effort to
colonize the Santa Cruz River valley through
the Jesuit and Franciscan missionization of its
Native People.

National Register of Historic Places sites that reflect
the theme of Expressing Cttllm’al Vahtes with regard
to popular and traditional culture and visual and
performiug arts include:

Teatro La Paz/Xoehil Art and Culture
Center (Mission, TX), Teatro La Paz was an
early 20t~ cultural centcr that screened
Mcxicau films and hosted visiting entertainers,
scholars, a]]d politicians. An agricuItural
commnnity, Mission, Texas was known for
production of ruby red grapefruits. Teatro La
Paz was the only theater in Mission that
~atered to the Sp0nish-speaking community,
providing travelling entertainers fi’om Spain
and Mexico. Later the theater became a
cultnral center for the area!s Hispanic
conmnmity.

Santa Fe Hotel (Fresno, CA). The Santa Fe
Hotel served as a critical link between the
Basque commu~aity and acculturatiou to the
wider American society. After emigration to
the United States, Basques were primarily
slieepherders. Basque sheepherders were

dependent on the network of fellow Basque
nationals within the greater Hispanic culture.
Basque hotels catered to the herders and their
families.

Shaping the Political Landscape
This theme encompasses tribal, local, state, and
federal political and governmental institutions that
create public policy and those groups that seek to
shape both policies and institutions. Sites associated
with political leaders, theorists, organizations~
movements, campaigns, and grassroots political
activities all illustrate aspects of the political
environment..Topics that help defiue this theme most
relevant to Cesar Chavez and the farm labor
movement include: 1) parties, protests, and
movements; and 2) political ideas, cultures, and
theories.

Nationally significant sites relevaat to Cesar Chavez
and the farm labor movement that represent the
theme Shaping the Political Landscape include the
Santa Rita Center and the 1966 Delano to
Sacramento march route. Potential nationally
significant sites that relate to this theme include UFW
and NFWA sites and meeting halls, People’s Bar and
Caf~, tile Cesar and Chavez Family Residence in
Delano, and the Monterey County Jail,

Units of the national park system thai reflect the
theme of Shaping the Political Lands.cape in the
areas of parties, protests and movemeuts and political
ideas, cultures and theories include:

Martin Luther King, Jr,, National Historic
Site (Atlanta, Georgia), This national historic
site commemorates the life and work of this
major 20th century leader of the civil rights
movement. The park fl~cludes the birthplace,
church, and grave of Dr. Martin Luther King,
Jr, The park visitor center has exhibits and
films on Dr~ Kingr ,The surrounding 68.19-acre
preservation district includes the Sweet
Auburn neighborhood, the economic and
cultural center ofAflanta’s Afi’ican American
comtnunity during most of the 1900s,

Brown v. Board of Education National
Historic Site (Topeka, KS). This national
historic site conunemorates the famous case
desegregating public education. The 1954
landmark Supreme Court decision in Oliver L,
Brown, et. al. v. the Topeka Board of
Education, et. al. concluded that ~’separate
educational facilities are inherently unequal,"
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education, free speech, fair labor practices,
inmfigrants’ rights, recreatiOn and public
space, arts, and philauthropy. The Hull Honse
is managed as a museum open to visitors.
Exbibiis are displayed and regular tours are
offered.

North, Carolina Mu’tual Life Insnrance
Compauy Natioual Historic Landmark
(Durhan!, NC), Built in 1921, tliis building
was the’second home office of the Norfl~
Carolina Mutual Life insurance Company,
which was founded in 1898. This company
evolved out of a tradition of mutual benefit
societies and fraternal orgauizations which by
the 20th century had become the most
important social institutions in Aft’o-American
life, with the exception of the church. From the
beginning, the Mutual symbolized racial
progress and is an iustitutional legacy of the
ideas of racial solidarity and self-help.

The Ho~ne for tile Aged and Thompsou
AME Zion Church National Historic
Landinark (Auburu, NY). This national
historic landmm’k commemorates Harriet
Tubman (1820/21%-1913), a renowned leader
in the Underground Railroad movement, who
established the Home for the Aged in [908.
Born into slavery in Dorchester County,
Maryland, Ttlbman gained ller freedom in
1849 when she escaped to Philadelphia.
Working as a domestic, she saved money until
she had the resoarces and contacts to rescue
several of her family members in 1850. This
marked the first of 19 trips back into Maryland
where Tnbman guided approximately 300
peopl~ to freedo~ri as far north as Canada. The
properties in Auburn offer compelling
opportunities for public enjoyment. Visitors
can tour the Home for the Aged and the
grounds of property, and view a film at the
visitor center. At the Tnbman Residence
Visitors may come closest to being in the
presence of the physical materials of
Tubman’s daily life- at her family home.

Developing the American Econo my
This them~ reflects the ways Americans have
worked, including slavery, servitude, and non-wage
as well as paid labor. It also reflects the ways they
have materially sustained themselves by the
processes of extraction, agriculture, production,
distribution, aud consumption of goods and services.
In examining the diverse working experiences of the

American people, this theme cncompasses
activities of farmers, workers, entrepreneurs, and
managers, as well as the technology around them. It
also takes into account the historical "layering" of
econdmic society, inoh~ding class formation and
changing standards of living in diverse sectors of the
nation.

Topics that help define this theme relevant to this
study include: 13 workers and work culture~ 2) labor
organizations and protests; and 3)i governmental
policies and practices. Nationally significant sites
relevaut to Cesar Chavez and the farm labor
movement that represent the theme DeveIophtg the
Ameriean Economy include the Forty Acres, La Paz,
F.ilipino’ Conmmnity Hall, the Santa Rita Center, and
the 1966 Delano to Sacramento march route.
Potential nationally significant sites that relate to this
theme include UFW and NFWA sites and meeting
halls, the Cesar and’Chavez Family Residence in
Delano, Monterey Connty Jail, McDonnell Hall, and
St. Mary’s Catholic Church.

Units of the national park system tliat reflect the
theme of Deve!oping the American Economy iu the
areas of workers and work culture, labor
orga~fiZations and protests, and governmental policies
and practices inchlde:

Keweena~v National Historical Park
(Calumet, MI). This national historical park
commemorates the significance of copper
mining on the I(eweenaw Peninsula in
northern Michigan. The NPS manages two
park units through which provide a core
resource and interpretive experience that
anchors the national park unit. Dozens of
cultural sites along the length of the
KeweenawPeninsula, inside and outside
official park boundaries, contribute to the park
story, including historic districts and official
Keweenaw Heritage Site partners. Together
the National Park Service and partner sites
preserve and interpret the stories associated
with the mining tfistory, The park’s Keweenaw
Heritage Sites partners operate most visitor
facilities, providing diverse experiences and
views of the industry and its participants. Each
Keweenaw Heritage Site is independently
owned and operated.

Lowell National Historical Park (Lowell,
MA). LowellNational Historical Park
eommemorates the early story of America’s
Industrial Revohltion. The park is distinctive
in representiug both the lives of workers and
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of affiliated organizations. The area is zoned for low
and medium density residential uses, with permitted
uses for community recreational facilities, offices,
and residential facilities,

Santa Rita Center is owned and managed by
Chicanos Por la Causa and is located in the El
Campito neighborhood of Phoenix. The building is
underutilized and open just a few times a year for
special occasions and vigils. The area is zoned
historic preservation. Zoning ofthepareel ~s
compatible with national park use. The setting
around the building is now largely indastrial and
vacant parcels. The Phoenix Sky Harbor
International Airport has purchased surrounding
parcels as part of their expansion plans. Zoning of
the surrounding area could allow for major changes
to snrrounding properties.

The 1966 Delano to Sacramento march route spans
300 miles andpasses through 43 cities and towns of
various scale and size, including Visalia, Fresno,
Madera, Merced, Modesto, Manteca, Stockton, Lodi,
Courfland and Sacramento. Fnrther research would
be needed to determine zoning and land use patterns
of the march route and specific historic sites
associated with the mark. However most of tlie march
route is on public rights-of-way, and asSociated sites
are largely in private’or local government ownership.

A park unit encompassing all the significant sites
identified in this study would likely include resources
owned by a variety of private organizations, local
governments and individuals, The NPS would need
to work with many owners who have differing
interests, desires and concerns.

CONCLUSION
Cm~ent land uses~ land ownership patterns, and
planning and zoning would all suppor[ a rang~ of
NPS and partnership manage!~teI~t approaches.
Designation of a collaborative national park unit that
works with property owners and local communities to
protect the resources and provide public access,
interpretation, education and other uses could be
compatible with existing ownership patterns.

Access and Public Enjoyment
Potential
The majority of the nationally significant sites are
within an approximately two honr drive of major
metropolitan areas such as Phoenix, AZ, Los
Angeles, CA, the San Francisco Bay Area,

Sacramento, CA and fl~e larger cities of the Central
Valley including Fresno and Bakersfield.

The Forty Acres and Filipino Cormnnnity Hall in
Delano are easily accessible from California State
Route 99 and within half a day’s drive from the San
Francisco and Los Angeles metropolitan. The
nearest major airport is in Bakersfield, a city of
approximately 330,000 located 30 miles south. The
cities and towns of the San Joaquin Valley are
connected by hrterstate 5 and State Route 99.
populatiou of the valley as a whole is 4.2 million.

The Forty Acres property possesses potential for
public access and enjoyment. The Fo~V Acres
routinely hosts large social fimctions, including
rallies and conmaemorative events~ Public.visitation
could be ac~commodated with minimal changes to the
property.

The Filipino Conrmunity Hall possesses potential for
public enjoyment. The facility is currently leased on
weekdays to the Delan0 Adult Day Health Care
Center and is used for ealtural and conununity events
on the evenings and on weekends: Visitor
opportunities could include exterior waysides or
interior displays or the site could be part of a walking
tour of significant sites in Delano.

The Arvin Labor Camp is approximately 30 miles
from the city of Delano and would provide an
opportnnity for visitors to see living conditions and
possibly demonstrations of what life was like for
farm workers before and during the union organizing
process.

La Paz is open to the public and already offers Inajor
opportnnities for public enjoyment. Visitors to the
Cesar Cbavez Memorial and Visitor Center can see
films and exhibits about Cesar Chavez’ life, work and
philosophy of nonviolence and visit his gravesite in
the melnorial garden. The Villa La Paz Conference
Center was recently renovated and includes a
theater/lecture hall and multiple meeting rooms. La
Paz is accessible from State Route 58, and is a thirty
minute drive from Bakersfield, a t~vo hour drive fi’om
the Los Angeles area, and a half day’s drive from the
San Francisco area.

The Santa Rita Center possesses potential for public
enjoyment andenjoys an accessible location within a
mile of downtown Phoenix The center is used a few
times a year for special events and vigils.
Rehabilitation would be needed to make the building
pnblicly accessible on a regular basis. Potential
visitor use opportunities could include exterior or
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interior exhibits and education programs tlmt could
be developed in partnership with Chicanos Per La
Causa as part of future developmeut of the site as a
community center.

In conjunction with the Santa Rita Center, potential
visitor opportunities could be developed at one or
two nearby sites. The former Sacred Heart church
building, hist0rically associated with the Santa Rita
Center~ is owned by the city of Phoenix which has
expressed an interest in developing vi~itor
opportunities at the church such as a visitor
orientation program or driving tour. Chicanos Per La
Causa also owns an adobe honse 100 feet from the
center that could be used for exhibits and interpretive
programs.

The SantaRita Center is located within a few miles
of Sky Harbor International Airport and interstates 10
and 17. Phoenix is a city with a divcl~e population of
1.6 million and is the urban anchor for a fast growing
metropolitan area of approximately 4 million.

The 1966 DelanO to Sacramento march route
possesses potential for public enjoyment as it follows
the spine of the heavily populated San JoaquJn Valley
and ends in Sacramento, the state’s capital. The route
passes along public rights-of-way through vast
stretches of rural, agricultural landscape and more
than three dozen cities and towns in the valley, many
of which retain their mid-twentieth-ceutury character,
including main street and downtown locations
through which the march route passed. ViSitors
could experience the march route in segments along
hiking or biking trails or an auto tour route. One or
more interpretive sites or centers could be located
along tim march route at Delano, Fresno, Modesto or
Stockton, hi partnership with existing visitor-serving
organizations. Local conununities and managers of
historical or commemorative sites along the trail
could collaborate to develop tour itineraries that
identify destinations along the trail route, to attract
visitors to their communitieS.

Public access and potential for enjoyment are limited
at some sites. Significant sites in Yuma and San
Luis, AZ and the NFWA office:in Calexico are
probably the least accessible to airports and other
transportation centers. The Chavez family
homestead, Liguria School building and Chavez
general store are located approximately 15 miles
outside of Yuma and are on private property. The
Chavez fumily homestead is in a remote location on
private property adjacent to Bureau of Reclamation
and Bureau of Laud Management lands. Resources

associated with tile fmnily homestead may be located
on public lands, however further research is needed,

Seine potentially significant sites have uses that ~nay
be incompatible with public visitation. Sites such as
the Chavez family homes in Delano and Los Angeles
are private residences ill residential neighborhoods.
Other sites like the Laguna School building in Yuma
and the People’s Bar and Card in Dclano operate as
co~mncrcia! businesses. These sites would not be
open to the public for interpretation or Visitor
services. The concentration ofhistorically significant
sites in these areas, however, could allow for
markers, interpretive waysides or walking or auto
tours.

The city of San Jose is another location with a high
concentration Of sites related to Cesar Chavez and the
farm labor movemeut. Working in partnership with
tile Chavez Family Vision, the City developed the
Cesar E. Cbavez Memorial Wal~vay which includes
McDonnell Hall at Our Lady of Guadalupe Church
and many other sites that contributed to Cesar
Chavez’s edUcatiOn as a community organizer.

The Old Monterey County Jail in Salinas is visible
from the exterior but is currently inaccessible aud has
deteriorated due to disuse and lack of maintenance.
The jail hag been qlosed to tl!e public for 34 years and
has been proposed for demolition. Issues with the
roof, HVAC, phm~bing and spalling of concrete were
determined in 2000 to be reparable, however these
repairs would likely be extremely costly. With
adequate funding, the site could be adaptively reused
for public or private purposes and conld also provide
visitor interpretation and education related to the
significant events that occurred there, The jail listed
on the NRHP at the national level of significance,
and is near several sites in Salinas and in nearby San
Juan Bautista that are eligible for lisiing on the
NRHP for their connection to Cesar Chavez and the
finn labor movement.

Many eo~nmunities have expressed interest in
interpreting and providing public access to sites
associated ~vith Cesar Chavez and the farm labor
movement. For example, the city of San Jose has
developed a walking tour of significant sites, and
both the city and Santa Clara County haves expressed
strong interest in expanding their focus on significant
sites in their jurisdictions; community members and
elected officials in Salinas are interested in
restoration of the Old Monterey County Jail for use
as a nmseum; and the city of Coaehella lms expressed
interest in development of a historic district and
walking tour. Other communities may also be
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interested in providing visitor interpretatiou and
education related to the significant events which
occurred in these locations.

coNcLuSION
There is a high potential for public access and
enjoyment at the historically significant sites and
along the march route. Most sites are easily
accessible fi’om public roads, on major state or
federal highways, and within a half a day’s drive of
major metropolitan areas. There are opportunities for
a variety of visitor experiences at the sites and along
the march route, and ample potential for development
of additional visitor use opportunities.

Existing Resource Degradation and
Threats to Resources
Nationally significant sites and resources are
generally of high quality and have a high degree of
integrity, Nevertheless, development plans and
underutilization may pose a threat to some of these
resources.

Burlington Northern Sauta Fe Railroad has
proposed the expansion of the rail lines, of
the Tehaehapi Loop that rnn adjacent to La
Paz. The expansio~i project could
potentially have short-term impacts on the
delivery of educational and interpretive
programs at La Paz during constntction due
to air quality impacts and an increase in
traffic, noise and vibration, and long-term
impacts from the noise associated with
increased rail traffic.

The Route 99 Corridor Enhancement Master
Plan identifies several lane widening
projects to increase Route 99 fi’om four to
six lanes. These projects could potentially
impact historic resources along the march
route. These projects could also provide
opportunities to install trail markers and
interpretive signage.

Santa Rita Center is nnder-used and has
experienced some deterioration. Nearby
Phoenix Sky Harbor International Airport
has purchased sun’ounding properties and
demolished structures as part of the airport’s
expansit~n plans.

The Old Monterey County Jail has
deteriorated due to disuse and lack of
maintenance. The jail has been vacant for

34 years and has been proposed for
demolitio’n. The property condition report
(2000) indicated issues with roof, HVAC
electrical plumbing, and concrete spalling
(deterioration),

The remains of the adobe house on the
Chavez family homestead site in the Yuma
area faces threats fi’om erosion and other
sources of deterioration, including dredging
of an irrigation canal less than ten feet from
the site. Nearby, the Laguna School’s
physical integrity has been compromised.
The building retains iutegrity of location and
setting, but the addition of a metal storage
sh’ueture and general deterioration of the
building have eroded the integrity of design,
materials and workmanship.

Although minor renovation work was
recently completed on the Filipino
Commnnity Hall, the building has ongoing
maintenance challenges. The cnrrent long-
term tenants are leaving at end of2011
which will likely also reduce the availability
of fimds for building maintenance.

CONCLUSION

Despite resource degradation and threats to a few
sites, the majority of sites co~;tain resources of high
integrity. Overall, the significant sites are not subject
to resource degradation or threats that would preclude
management as a unit of the national park system.

Public Interest and Support
Public involvement efforts from April through June
of 2011 identified strong public support for the idea
of establishiug of a unit of the national park system
that would prese~we and interpret resources
associated with Cesar Chavez and the farm labor
movement. Public outreach efforts included publio
meetings tl~roughout California and Arizona,
meetings with local officials and stakeholders such as
the Cesar E. Chavez Foundation, the Chavez Family
Vision, the United Farm Workers of America and
Chicanos Per La Causa.

Public suggestions conveyed a wide range of desired
roles for the NPS. Suggested NPS roles included
providing funding and technical assistance for
preservation and interpretation, developing key
parh~ersbips necessa~:¢ to preserve sites and leverage
fimding, conveying the broader sto~3, through
interpretive and educational programs, and
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specified abOve. The proposed actions nnder
alternatives A would have no additional effects on
archeological resources, Alternatives B-E would
have no effect or no adverse effect on archeologica!
resonrces,

Historic Structures/Potential
Cultural Landscapes
INTENSITY LEVEL DEF1N1TIONS

(See Archeological Resourees above)

DISCUSSION

As noted in the significance chapter, five sites are
nationally significant and 11 others are potentially
eligible for National Historic Landmark (NHL)
nomination. Another twenty-four sites are potentially
eligible for listing on the National Register of
I-Iistorie Places 0NTtHP). Two of the sites evaluated
in this study are designated NHLs, the Forty Acres
and the Mission San Juan Bautista. The Forty Acres
is the only NHL designated for its association with
Cesar Chavez and the fam~ labor movement. The
Arvin Labor Camp, Nuestra Senora Reina de La Paz,
and the Monterey County Jail are listed on the
NRHP.

The fiX sites that were found to be nationally
significant, and retain a high degree of integrity
inelnde:

@

The Forty Acres National Historic Landmark
(Delano, CA) (Designated as an NHL in 2008)

Filipino Community Hall (Delano, CA)

Nuestra Senora Reina de La: Paz (Keene, CA)
(listed on the NHRP Angust 2011)

The Santa Rita Center (Phoenix, AZ) (Listed
on the~Phoenix Historic Property Rggister in
2007)

o The1966 March Route (Delano to Sacramento,
CA)

Preliminary analysis indicates that ano(her 11 sites
meet one or more NttL criteria but additional
research wonld be necessary to establish significance
and integrity. These include:

UFW Field Office (San Luis, AZ) (Criterion 1)

People’s Bar and Card (Delano, CA) (Criterion
l)

UFW Field Office ("El Hoyo’) (Calexico, CA)
(Criterion !)

Chavez Family Homestead Site (Yuma, AZ)
(Criter.ion 2)

Cesar and Helen Chavez Family Residence
(Delano, CA) (Criterion 2) (!noderate to high)

NFWA Office (Delan0, CA)I (Criteria 1, 2)
(loW, moderate, high)

St,~Mary’s Catholic Clmrch (Stookton~ CA)
(Criterion 1)

M0i!terey County Jail (Sa!inas, CA) (Criteria
1, 2)(listed on NRHP in September 2004 for
associated with Cesta" Chavcz arid tl~e fat:m
labor movement)

Our Lady of Guadalap9 Churclt’s McDonnell
Hall (Sa!l Jose~ CA_)

Baptist Church (,Negrito Hall?’) (Delano, CA)
(Criteria 1, 2)

Arvin Farm LaborCenter (Bakersfield, CA)
(Criterion 2) (three 1930s buildings listed on
file NRHP in 1996)

Another 24 sites ’ " .......may be ehg!ble for hshng on tile
National Register under nationali state or local
significance bu~ do not meet NHL criteria. Tile
fainily residence sites, mission, CSO office.and
Mexican American Political Ass0eiation Office are
related to Cesar Chavez The otl!ers are primarily
related to the farni labor inove~nent. Many of ti!e
sites also have lost some aspect of integrity (locati0n,
setting, use, feeling, association).: In some cases; the
association is alsonnelear

San Francisco, CA
~ ~ San Francis.co Labor Temple; San Francisco

San Jose-Sau Juan Bautlsta-Salinas~ CA Area
Cesar andttelen Chavez Family Residence,
8an Jose

o Mexican American P0ii(ieal Association
Office, 8alinas

o UFW Legal Officesi Salinas
~ E! Teatro Campesino, San Jnan Baufista

Sacramento-Stockton-Modes/o-Fresno-Car ufliers-
Visa!ia-Porterville, CA Area

~ El Centre Campesino Cultural, Fresno
o Graceada Park, Modest0
o Woodville Fam’t Labor Center, P0rterville
~ Linnell Farm Eabor Cdnter, Visalia
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Fresno County Jail, Fresno

Delauo, CA Area
Stardust Motel, Delano
Lart3, Itli0ng Residence, Delano

Bakersfleld-Lamont-Arvin-Keene, CA Area
o Kern County Superior Court Building,

Bakersfield

Los Angeles, CA Area
o Cesar and Helen Chavez Family Residence,

Oxnard
¯ NFWA Office, Oxnard
o Cesar and Helen ChavezFamily Residence,

Los Angeles
o Boycott House (Harvard House), Los Angeles
o La Iglesia de Nuestra Senora Reina de Los

Angeles ("La Plaeita" Clmrch), Los Angeles
¯ Church of the Epiphany, Los Angeles

Bert.ego Springs-Coachella-Coachella Valley-
Thermal-Blythe, CA Area

Veterans Park, Coachella
Cesar Chavez Elementary School, Coaehella

San Luis-Yuma, AZ Area
* Maria HauResidencO, San Lnis
* Laguna School Building, Yuma
~ Chavez General Store, Yuma

IMPACTS OF ALTERNATIVE A (No ACTION)
Approximately 41 of the sites analyzed for the
special resource study are listed as or eligible for
designation asan NHL or ar~ listed on or eligible for
the NPklP based on their relationship to Cesar
Chavez and!or the farm labor movement. Most of
these sites are owned p~’ivately by individuals,
foundations, or religious organizations,

Missiou San Juan Bautista is listed independently as
an NHL. Under alternative A, existing management
of the mission buildings and settiugs would continue,

Some of the sites evaluated in this study would
continue to receive some protection from landowner
stewardship. Other~ would continue to be neglected.
Over thne, additional buildings and strnctures would
likely be demolished. At least four of the sites no
longer have extant structures that date to the events
that occurred during their association with Cesar
Chavez and the farm labor nmvemeut.

The Forty Acres NHL contains tfistorie buildings,
strnctures, sites and one object. Of the buildings,
structures and objects at the site, there are four
conh’ibuting buildings (Service Station, Roy L
Reuther Memorial Building, Rodrigo Terronez
Memorial Clinic, and The Paolo Agbayani
Retirement Village and Landscaping); three sites
(Park, Grazing Pasture and Recreational Field), two
structures (Roads and Parkh~g Areas and Brick
Barbecue); and one object (Reuther Memorial).. One
structure (Water Well and Pump) is non-contributing
because it was recently replace&

According to the NHL nomination, fl~e 18%acre La
Paz site conta!ns 23 potemial contributing buildings
(dormitory, financial management building, trust
fimds building, North Unit, administration building,
cafeteria, six houses, four mamffactured houses, a
Quonset hut, three garages, two storage units, anda
microwave telecornnmnications building); two
contributing sites (garden area, mobile home lo0; and
four contributing stnmtures (boiler plant, water tank,
satellite dishes, road system). La Paz also contains
one building (visitor center), two sites (memOrial
garden and playground), and one structure
(switmning pool) that are non-contributing.

As described above, the following sites are mmmged
for their relationship with Cesar Chavez and/or the
farm labor movement and would likely remain so
under Alternative A, a Iong-terna beneficial effect on
historic structures and cultural landscapes from
documentation of their significance and management
in accordance with it’.

The Forty Acres (current use: UFW Field
Office and continued Filipino Cotmnunity
retirement center) (owner: National Farm
Workers Se~a, ice Center,.Inc.)

Nuestra Sonora Reina de La Paz (current use:
National Chavez Center, Visitor’s Center;
Memorial Gardens, and Villa La’Paz
Conference Center) (owner: National Farm
Workers Service Center, lne.)

Sites associated with the official Cesar E. Chavez
Memorial Walkway (designated in 2009as a five mile
route that begins iu downtown San Jose at a park
named for Cesar Chavez and ends at the Mexican
Heritage PlaZa) would likely continue to be protected
and interpreted for their association wifll Cesar
Chavez under alternative A, a long-term beneficial
effect. Because the potential NRHP eligible sites on
this walk are maintained for other purposes (private
home and church functions), however, there could be
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minor to moderate adverse effects on some
characteristics that make thein potentially eligible.
The route includes two important sites: Our Lady of
Guadalupe Chm’ch’s McDo~mell Hall (potential
national significance) and the former family
residence of Cesar and Helen Cbavez (local
landmark). Other sites along the route are
commemorative. The designated trail includes signs
at the following locations: 1) the Cesar Chavez Arch
of Dignity, Equality and Justice, 2) the Mayfair
Community Center, 3) Cesar Chavez Elementary
School, 4) Our Lady of Guadalupe Church, and 5)
Cesar Chavez’s former house on SeharffAvenue.

The following sites are actively used and would also
therefore continue to be maintained (albeit~ geuerally
for other purposes). As a result, their integrity wonld
not be assured under altemativeA and, in fact, some
now have integrity only associated with one of
several characteristics. Over time, additional interior
and exterior modifications would likely continue to
be made at the following sites under alternative A as
routine mainten once and use occurred. As a result,
long-term minor to moderate adverse effects on some
characteristics that make them potentially eligible for
the NRHP could occur related to the following sites:

Filipino Community Hall (current use: Dblane
Adult Day Health Care Center) (owner:
Filipino Community of Delano~ Inc.)

Cesar and Helen Chavez Family Residence
(Los Angeles) (cun’ent use: private residence)

People’s Bar and Caf~ (current use~ People’s
Market)

El Teatro Cmnpesino (current use: theater)

St. Mary’s Catholic Clmrch (Stockton)
(current use: Catholic church)

ba’vin Farm Labor Center (current use:
residential and historic) historic housing
demolished

Cesar and Helen Chavez Family ResidenCe
(Delano) (current use: private residence)

NFWA Office (Delano) (current use:
evangelical church)

Baptist Church ("Negrito Hall") (current use:
Baptist church)

Kern County Superior Court Building
(Bakersfield) (tin,rent use: courthouse)

Stardust Motel (Delano) (current use: Travel
Inn motel)

The following sites are in disuse, used for storage
and/or abandoned and would likely continue to
deteriorate under alternative A. As a result, ongoing
minor to major adverse effects to some or all of the
characteristics that make them potentially eligible for
the NRHP could occur at the following sites:

Santa Rita Center (current use: storage)
(owner: Chicanos Per La Causai Inc.)

Chavez Family Homestead site (current use:
abandoned)

Laguna School Building (current use: storage)

UFW Field Office ("El Hoyo")(current use:
vacant)

UFW Field Office (San Luis) (current use:
vacant)

Our Lady of Guadalupe Catholic Church
Meeting Hall (current use: vacant)

Monterey County Jai! (on NRHP for
association) (current use: vacant)

Fresno County Jail (Fresno) (enrrent use:
unknown)

The map of the 1966 Delano to Sacramento march
route shows the following towns beb,veen Delano and
Sacramento as intended destinations for the
..................... Porterville, Lindsay,
Farmersville, Visalia, Cutler, Parlier, Malaga, Fresno,
"Highway City," Madera, Chowchilla, Merced,
Liqingston, Tudock, Modesto, Manteca, Stockton,
Lodi and Sacramento. The march began at the
former NFWA office on Albany Street in Delano and
passed throngh 42 cities and towns in the San Joaquin
Valley, I.t ended at the California State Capitol
building in Sacramento. Although there are specific
locations where rallies were held in each of these
towns, these were used ephemerally and were not
evaluated for individual significance. As a result,
although the locations exist, some of the buildings or
parks t.hat hosted the marchers may have been lost or
altered. Tho!aghmost of the towns have undergone
major changes, the route could still be followed.
While the route would remain, even if sites
associated with it have been changed or lost, long-
term minor to moderate adverse effects could
eontim~e to occur if this ronte was not highlighted for
preservattot~.

Under alternative A, it is unknown how many of the
other sites that retain some integrity associated with
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Cesar Chavez and the farm labor movement would
continue to be preserved for their relationship with
Chavez and/or the farm labor movement. Sites in
Cali fomia may be more likely to bc preserved,
especially those that also have state significance
because file state has designated March 3 las CeSar
Chavez day and.it is a holiday for state workers and
an optional holiday for schools~ Overall, however,
there would likely continue to be piecemeal loss and
deterioration of integrity associated with sites that are
not currently recognized for their association with
Cesar Chavez and the farm labor movement.

Many other sites were evafuated by the Center for
Oral and Public History but were not found to retain
integrity or characteristics that would make them
eligibIe for the NRHP (Rast 2011). Unless
recognized and specifi~ efforts were made to
highlight their association with Cesar Chavez and the
fama labor movement, it is likely that these other sites
would also continue to lose additional integrity under
alternative A and contribtltc to additional minor to
moderat~ adverse effects on the characteristics that
could make them potentially eligible for the NRHP.

Overali, without establishment of a cohesive
management unit, it is likely fl~at the ability of public
and private laudowners to maintain and protect
cultural resources would contim~e to be limited by
funding, staffing and their ability to apply for grants
to help them retain characteristics of buildings and
sites tbat make their lands important in this part of
American histo~3,. No specific actions would be
taken under alternative A to ensure the stabilization
or preservati6n associated with structures and sites
related to Cesar Chavez and the farm labor
movement. No major fimding would likely be
directed toward stabilization or restoration of sites
that are not in current use or currently recognized.
For those sites that are in ctn~ent use and/or tliose
sites that are currently recognized for their
assoeiatiou, it is possible that State and/or federal
money or money from the organization that manages
the site would continue to be periodically available
for maintenance and/or additional: stabilization or
restoration work. Whether it would be used to
restore or maintain character-defining feata~res would
depend on the knowledge of the ~ite managers and
whether the property had been recognized at the city,
state or federal level.

While cultural landscapes have not been specifically
inventoried or evaluated, itis likely that several sites
associated with Cesar Chavez qualify, including the
Forty Acres, La Paz and ~ome other significant sites,
where both indoor and outdoor ebm’acteristics

contribute to their significance. Designated
separately fi’om historic structures, cultural
landscapes usually consist of a collection of historic
structares, including the landscape sun’ounding them
that was modified during the period of sigqaificance.
Uuder alteruative A, there would be no systematic
effort to identify cultural landscapes or to inventory
features associated with these or other sites that conld
be considered as a cultural landscape.

IM PACTS OF ALTIgRNATIVIg ]~

Under alternative B, the NPS would provide
additional fimds and staff to provide technical
assistance for sites to further protect and interpret
cultural resources associated with Cesar Chavez and
the farm labor movement. Through the nelwork,
partnerships between public agencies; private
organizations, and individuals would be established
to inveutory, protect, and access cultural resources.
Partnerships established with private organizations
and individuals could allow better public access to
privately-owned historic sites. Additional public
access may provide opportunities for more public
imerpretation and education of historic resources.
This could result in increased public knowledge and
management changes that encourage protection of
resources, resulting in long-tem~ beneficial impacts to
existing and potential historic straetures and cultural
landscapes.

Similar to alternative A, however, sites would be
preserved and recognized on a case-by-case basis and
would not be systematically stabilized or
rehabilitated because they would continue to be
owned privately. Their private landowners would be
able to clmoso whether to partuer with the NPS as
part era Cesar Chavez and t~arm labor mov’ement
network or to continue operating independeutly under
current conditions.

While a network would result iu additional
coordh~ation of inteq~retive and other services and
would provide opportunities for stabilization or
restoration of historic resources, monies available fox"
these purposes would be lhnited and dispersed over
time. As a result, some of the resources that are
currently vacant o1’ deteriorating could deteriorate
further and could become ineligible for the network
based on loss of integrity. Other areas, Such as the
Forty Acres and La Paz would continue to be
managed by the Chavez Foundatiou and could
become anchoring properties.in the network, as could
the San Jose sites, where the city has supported
numerous Chavez-cou~memorative areas, including a
5-mile designated walk. To the extent that current
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