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In the years following the Gold Rush, Santa 
Cruz was connected to the greater Monterey 

Bay through a network of  outlaw horse raiders 
and bandits. It was a time of  fandango dances 
and bear-and-bull fights, and also a time of  ten-
sion and violence—robberies, vigilante mobs, and 
lynchings were commonplace.1 The violence was 
often related to the tension between newly ar-
rived fortune-seeking immigrants and the existing 
complex social world of  local Native peoples and 
Californios—settlers from different regions of  the 
Spanish colonial world.2 

The older Californio families had witnessed 
a time of  massive change, transitioning through 
Mexican independence in 1821 into U. S. annexa-
tion following the Treaty of  Guadalupe Hidalgo 
in 1848. Their claims to land rested on grants giv-
en by Mexican governors in the 1830s following 
independence from Spain.3 The new liberal Mexi-
can government had closed the missions, turning 
lands over to local administrators.4 By the 1850s, 
many immigrants who had flooded in through the 
port of  San Francisco from Europe, Asia, South 
America, and the East Coast of  the United States 
found less gold than they had envisioned, and 
they looked to these rich coastal lands. The new 
arrivals frequently failed to recognize an existing 
complex society, instead lumping most into the 
category “Indians”—those they saw as a singular 
community of  outlaws and horse thieves. 

The Villa de Branciforte was home to a hand-
ful of  notorious outlaw families, many of  whom 
traced their lineage back to some of  the earliest 
Spanish settlers. The story of  one of  these Cali-
fornio families highlights the shifting political and 

racial world in the newly incorporated state of  
California.5

Among the most infamous of  the outlaw 
families were the Lorenzanas, cousins to the 
most notorious bandit of  the Bay Area, Tiburcio 
Vazquez.6 The Lorenzana family frequently found 
itself  on the wrong end of  the newly arrived U.S. 
legal system. The most notorious member of  this 
family was Faustino, called El Charole (the beacon) 
within the Californio community. Faustino was 
briefly one of  California’s most wanted outlaws 
until his demise at the hands of  vigilantes while 
on the run in Santa Bárbara7

The story of  this family leads back to a young 
mestizo orphan from Mexico City who made his 
way to the Villa de Branciforte.8 There, he and his 
wife, herself  the daughter of  a Spanish soldier 
and a local Ohlone woman, raised their large fam-
ily. Their story demonstrates the rapid downward 
social mobility facing Californio families follow-
ing the transition into U. S. statehood. The parents 
worked hard to provide for their large family, yet 
found themselves targeted for their mixed blood 
racial status, seen by the incoming settlers as “In-
dians”—and thus not citizens. To understand the 
collapsing world that the Lorenzana children ex-
perienced, we will take a look at the lives of  their 
parents, Macedonio Lorenzana and Maria Ro-
mualda.

* * *

Spanish colonial movement into Ohlone lands 
surrounding the San Francisco Bay Area started in 
earnest in the 1770s. By the 1790s, the Spanish 
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population in the San Francisco Bay Area was still 
relatively small, vastly outnumbered by Ohlone and 
Coast Miwok villagers. Spanish settlements were 
built for three purposes—to relocate and convert 
local Native people (Franciscan run Missions), to 
house and equip soldiers (Presidios), and to settle 
citizens in homes (Pueblos).9 The first two Pueb-
los are today known as San José (1777) and Los 
Angeles (1781). The third Pueblo was the Villa 
de Branciforte (1797), situated across the San Lo-
renzo River from Mission Santa Cruz. When they 
founded the Villa de Branciforte, Spanish officials 
planned to make it a home for retired soldiers. 
They hoped these families could help protect the 
coastline both from potential threats by English 
or Russian ships and from increasing hostilities by 
local tribes.10

Despite these plans, the actual recruitment 
and transportation of  people from the southern 
regions of  the Spanish American Empire proved 
difficult. Appeals to adventure did little to con-
vince Spanish citizens to relocate from the warm 
climates of  central Mexico to the unknown lands 
of  Alta California. Ongoing recruitment cam-
paigns throughout Mexico convinced few to re-
settle to the northernmost tip of  the Spanish co-
lonial empire. 11 The Spanish government looked 
elsewhere, turning to incentive programs for pris-
oners in jail for nonviolent crimes, offering op-
portunities to resettle their families in exchange 
for freedom and land.12 They also turned to a large 
orphanage in Mexico City. Macedonio Lorenzana 
was one of  these young orphans who made the 
long voyage northward.

Francisco Antonio de Lorenzana y Butrón, 
the former Archbishop of  Mexico, commissioned 
a study and then sent a group of  orphan children 
from the Real Casa de Expósitos (the Royal House 
for Abandoned Children) in Mexico City to Alta 
California to help increase settler population.13 
The request for orphans asked for youths at least 
ten years old, belonging to the racial category of  
Indian, mestizo, or Spanish.14 Young Macedonio, 
identified as mestizo on the rolls, was a ten-year-
old when he was one of  the twenty orphans to 
make the voyage in 1800.15 All the children of  the 

orphanage were given Lorenzana as a surname in 
honor of  the Archbishop, an early advocate of  
social work, who helped found numerous hospi-
tals, asylums, and orphanages. Shortly after their 
arrival, the children were placed with families. 
Macedonio was placed in the Pueblo of  San José 
with Francisco Castro of  the prominent Bay Area 
Castro family.16 In later years, Macedonio would 
say that the Castros raised him as a son.17

Meanwhile, on the first of  June 1799, a fam-
ily stationed at the Presidio in Santa Bárbara gave 
birth to a young girl, Maria Romualda Petronila 
Vasquez.18 Maria Romualda was the second child 
of  the eventual eleven children born to her par-
ents, a large family moving throughout the Span-
ish settlements of  California, between Mission 
Santa Clara and the Presidio in Santa Bárbara, 
where Maria Romualda’s father was stationed.19

Maria Romualda’s father, José Antonio de 
Vasquez, was a Spanish soldier from Sinaloa who 
came to northern California as an eight-year-old 
with the de Anza party. His father, Juan Athana-
cio Vasquez, was also a soldier who had travelled 
overland with his young family.20 Maria Romual-
da’s mother was Maria Leocadia, an Indigenous 
woman born at Mission Santa Clara to her parents 
Huajolis and Yunen in March 1782.21 Huajolis and 
Yunen were among the earliest Native American 
families to relocate to Mission Santa Clara, from 
an unnamed Tamien Ohlone-speaking tribe south 
of  the mission. Maria Leocadia and José Antonio 
Vasquez married in Monterey in April of  1796.22 

In 1813, Francisco Castro served as padrino for 
the baptism of  Jose Antonio Vazquez and Ma-
ria Leocadia’s seventh child, Maria Dominga.23 
The Vasquez family had relocated back closer to 
Maria Leocadia’s ancestral home near Mission 
Santa Clara sometime between 1811 and 1813.24 
At some point around this time the young Mace-
donio Lorenzana met Maria Romualda, possibly 
through her Uncle José Tiburcio Vasquez, who 
was living in San José when Macedonio arrived at 
the Pueblo in 1800. In 1816 Macedonio married 
Maria Romualda and they relocated to the Presi-
dio in San Francisco, where Macedonio was sta-
tioned as a soldier.25
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While stationed in San Francisco, the couple 
had the first three of  their children, Jose de Jesus, 
Apolinario, and Bernardina.26 The family bounced 
around the bay area for a bit before settling into 
the Villa de Branciforte sometime in the early 
1820s.27 Branciforte never grew to the size of  the 
Spanish Pueblos of  San José and Los Angeles; in 
1827 there were only nine families in the region. 
The Lorenzanas were one of  the steady families 
that made up this close-knit community, eventu-
ally growing to include twelve children.28 

Macedonio was not the first among the Lo-
renzana orphans to settle in Branciforte; he fol-
lowed in the footsteps of  the two eldest girls 
from the orphanage, Maria Francisca and Maria 
Pasquala.29 For a time in the 1820s, the Lorenza-
nas were neighbors to Pasquala Lorenzana and 
her husband Joaquin Juares.30 It is possible that it 
was because of  these connections that Macedo-
nio decided to move into the area. 

The Lorenzana family arrived at the Villa de 
Branciforte in the early years following Mexican 
Independence from Spain in 1821. In Branciforte, 
Macedonio and his family settled in and became 
involved with their local community. This slow-

growing community had had difficulty recruiting 
villagers, referred to as vecinos or pobladores, but in 
the 1820s the population grew steadily. Beginning 
in the 1830s many local Californios petitioned for 
and received lands from the Mexican government. 
Politically prominent local families like the Cas-
tros and the Rodriguezes received rancho plots of  
great acreage, whereas working-class members of  
the Villa de Branciforte received smaller plots and 
shared communal pasture lands (ejidos) for their 
livestock. Macedonio was one of  these. In Bran-
ciforte, Macedonio worked as a manual laborer.31 
But by the 1830s, he had begun to fulfill roles of  
civil service for the growing Branciforte commu-
nity, serving as regidor by 1838, and as second 
Alcalde in 1841.32 Macedonio became known as 
a reputable and reliable member of  the commu-
nity.33 After a fire consumed his home, he received 
a grant of  land in the Villa de Branciforte by Sep-
tember of  1841.34 Eventually his older children 
received lots, including his oldest son, Jose. Jose’s 
home still stands as the lone adobe on old Villa 
de Branciforte lands, known today as the Craig-
Lorenzana adobe.35

Craig-Lorenzana Adobe, the only remaining dwelling from the Villa de Branciforte, was originally the property of  
Jose Lorenzana, oldest child of  Macedonio & Maria Romualda. (Courtesy of  the Edna Kimbro Archives) 

He Came from an Indian Kingdom
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By the 1850s, the influx of  gold seekers now 
looking for land, together with the new state-
hood regulations, forced landowners to defend 
their lands in U. S. courts.36 These courts required 
translators, surveyors to confirm boundaries, and 
legal representatives, all hoping to be paid in land. 
The smaller landowners couldn’t afford the legal 
costs to keep their lands, and the communal pas-
turelands were frequently reclaimed.

Heavy drought years in the 1850s surround-
ing flood years and followed by the drought of  
1862–65, had a heavy impact on the once thriv-
ing cattle industry, bankrupting many Californio 
ranchers.37 Others lost land to squatters, who used 
homesteading laws to claim tracts of  their own. 
In some cases, families feuded over their lands, 
losing more property in costly courtroom pro-
cedures.38 In the case of  Amesti v Castro, two 
families fought over the boundary lines between 
their two ranchos. Macedonio Lorenzana played a 
role in this case—a role that would later affect his 
standing in the community.

The dispute centered on the boundaries be-
tween two of  the first rancho properties granted 
by Governor Argüello following Mexican Inde-
pendence. The Spanish born Don José Amesti 
received Rancho Corralitos, while Jose Joaquin 
Castro received Rancho San Andrés. While Joa-
quin Castro died in 1838, his heirs spent the next 
two decades fighting over the rancho boundary 
lines. In the spring of  1846, Macedonio, who was 
serving as second alcalde at the time, was called 
on to document the boundaries between the two 
ranchos. At the time Jose Bolcoff, “El Ruso”—
the Russian who had married into the Castro fam-
ily—was serving as first Alcalde.39 Worried that 
this might be a conflict of  interest, Bolcoff  in-
structed Macedonio as second Alcalde to oversee 
the mapping of  the rancho lands. Amesti protest-
ed the boundary lines and was allowed to arbitrate 
before the Alcalde of  Monterey, Walter Colton. 
In May of  1847, the Vermont-born former Naval 
chaplain decided on behalf  of  Amesti.40 

In 1850, the heirs of  Joaquin Castro sued 
Amesti. They claimed that the “extraordinary 
proceeding” of  the arbitrary hearing of  1847 had 

been fraudulent, and fixed by Amesti’s allies. The 
court proceedings lasted into the early 1870s, as 
Amesti appealed the ruling after losing his claim. 

Ultimately, Amesti’s wife, María Prudencia Vallejo 
de Amesti, won the court battle and was able to 
keep the lands. 41 The Castro’s heirs sold off  much 
of  the remaining Rancho San Andrés lands in 
1873.42 

During the hearing in 1851, Macedonio was 
called to testify, as he had been the one who had 
signed and authorized the boundary lines in ques-
tion. This was only the tenth local case to be tried 
in the newly established U. S. courts. Under United 
States racial and legal practices at the time, those 
identified by the racial category “Indian” were not 
recognized as citizens.43 Although he had been 
classified as mestizo at his orphanage, the dark 
skinned Macedonio now identified himself  as an 
“Indian.”44 If  Native Americans in Mexican and 
Spanish society were second-class citizens due to 
the legacies of  the caste system, in U. S. society 
“Indians” were complete outsiders.45 U. S. laws 
prohibited Native Americans from citizenry and 
the rights it conferred to own land, vote, and even 
testify in court.46 Macedonio fell victim to these 
shifting racial politics.

The judge inquired about Macedonio’s racial 
identity and Peter Tracy, the county clerk, tran-
scribed the court discussion as follows:

Macedonio Lorenzana being sworn duly says 
that he is of  Indian descent, that he never 
knew his father and mother, that he has the 
right of  holding property and voting in Mexi-
co—was born in the City of  Mexico. He can-
not say how long he lived in Mexico. He came 
to this country when quite an infant. He came 
here by order of  the government of  Mexi-
co—about six or seven years—to populate 
the land. He does not know the name of  the 
person who brought him here. He came here 
one year before the year one—he lived in the 
Pueblo of  San José about ten years working 
with Francisco Castro, deceased. Francisco 
Castro was uncle to the plaintiffs in this suit. 
He worked for Castro as a son. He belong[s] 
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to the Kingdom of  the Indians of  Mexico 
and considers himself  an Indian.

Cross examination:
Cannot tell about a subject so remote but 
believes he belongs to the tribe of  the Mon-
terunias [sic.].47 He knows his parents were 
Indians—he knows it because the Kingdom 
of  Mexico is Indian—and by that he knows 
he is an Indian. Cannot give any other reason 
for believing that he is an Indian other than he 
came from an Indian Kingdom. He has held 
office under the Mexican Government nearly 
one year. He has but little recollection of  the 
City of  Mexico . . .

The court decided the witness to be incom-
petent.48

Macedonio argued that he had rights under 
Mexican law, the law that had ruled the land just 
a few years before this trial. When Macedonio 
pointed out that he had full citizenship rights 
“in Mexico,” he was not referring to the physical 
location of  Mexico, but instead to California, a 
part of  Mexico only a few years earlier. He was 
asserting that he held full rights, including voting 
and land ownership, in Mexican Santa Cruz in the 
years before U. S. statehood.

Macedonio had been raised within Spanish co-
lonial society, where racial identity signified status 
but did not necessarily exclude one from rights. 
The Spanish colonial world included both Indian 
communities and Spanish towns. Branciforte was 
no exception, as the majority of  people in the 
area before the 1850s had some degree of  native 
heritage. Macedonio saw himself  as a member of  
this diverse Indian society. Although he had little 
recollection of  his early years in Mexico City, he 
proudly traced his heritage to the Aztecs of  cen-
tral Mexico.

Although it was not Macedonio’s land and 
home at stake in this trial, his standing within the 
community was diminished. The orphan, settler, 
citizen, family man, laborer, and former alcalde 
found himself  excluded from the political pro-
cess of  the United States despite his years of  hard 

work and community service. He never served in 
public office again. In February of  1852, just two 
months after his trial, Macedonio sold his lands to 
Peter Tracy, the same county clerk who recorded 
his testimony.49 

* * *

Macedonio died on January 29, 1863, a few 
months after this picture was taken of  him along-
side Joaquin Juarez, his longtime neighbor and the 
husband of  fellow orphan Pasquala Lorenzana.50 
He is remembered by his descendents as “a God-
fearing, law abiding citizen who became a much 
valued resource in his community.”51

Shortly after Macedonio’s death, his son, 
Faustino, began to have skirmishes with the law. 
Ironically, the younger generation of  Californios, 

The only known photo that is possibly Macedonio 
Lorenzana (sitting); Joaquin Juarez (standing). 
(Courtesy of  James Zetterquist)
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whose parents were frequently in conflict with 
Native American horse and cattle raiders and 
bandits from the 1820s through the 1840s, now 
found themselves resorting to similar tactics, after 
watching their parents lose their land and rights.52 
The Lorenzana boys ran alongside their cousin 
Tiburcio Vasquez and the local Robles and Rodri-
guez boys. In response, vigilante mobs, often led 
by Watsonville resident Matt Tarpy and his group, 
the Pajaro Property Protective Society, targeted 
local Californio families.53

In reaction to the murder of  Jack Sloan in 
1865, a vigilante mob marched through town, ar-
resting Macedonio’s grandson, Pedro, as well as 
Jose Rodriguez. Macedonio’s son Faustino, the 
man widely believed to be responsible for the 
murder, escaped. The mob arrested other mem-
bers of  the local Californio community, including 
Faustino’s brother, Mattias, and his wife, Concep-
ción. It was this kind of  indiscriminate rounding 
up of  the Californio community that created an 
atmosphere of  racially based violence.54 

While the others were released after being held 
for nearly three months, Pedro was taken from jail 
by a mob and thrown into the bay with weights 
tied to his legs. In 1870, Faustino was eventually 
tracked down by a posse in Santa Barbara, and 
shot over sixteen times.55 Macedonio’s grand-
daughter, Josie, was arrested in connection with 
prostitution and involvement in running the lo-
cal “house of  ill fame” on Front Street in 1884.56 
Other members of  the Lorenzana family similarly 
found themselves in trouble with the law through-
out the latter decades of  the nineteenth century.57

While Macedonio did not survive to see his 
children and grandchildren’s struggles with the 
law, Maria Romualda did. She lived until Septem-
ber of  1884.58 At the time of  her death, local pa-
pers clearly did not know her story; they referred 
to her only as Mrs. Lorenzana and mistakenly 
claimed that she was born in Santa Cruz and had 
lived to be 104 years old.59 Yet, the article correct-
ly linked her to her son, Faustino, claiming that 
“one of  her sons shot and killed ‘Jack’ Sloan at 
Arana Gulch about twenty years ago, and is well 
remembered by many.”60 The outlaw story, with 
its tales of  the local bandidos, sold papers, while 
the struggles and perseverance of  this hardwork-
ing family did not.

In a brief  period of  time, in a rapidly shifting 
cultural landscape, the Lorenzana family moved 
from a position of  civic leadership to marginal-
ization. The local Californio community had once 
held great tracts of  lands and controlled local 
politics, but by the late nineteenth century found 
themselves stripped of  the majority of  their land 
and power, now occupying the lower social rungs 
within the rapidly expanding state. Newly imposed 
racial categories had disenfranchised a complex 
society—no longer recognizing its notions of  ra-
cial identity. The incoming society collapsed both 
Indians and Californios into a singular underclass. 

Obituary of  Maria Romualda Lorenzana. (Santa Cruz 
Sentinel, September 27, 1884.)
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Notes
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in the West, 1850–1935 (Durham: Duke University Press, 
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Water Street Bridge: A Santa Cruz Lynching,” Santa Cruz Is 
in the Heart (Santa Cruz, Capitola Book Company, 1989), pp 
13-16; and in “Santa Cruz’s Most Notorious Lynching,” The 
Good Times, November 12, 2013.
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degrees of  Indigenous American, African, or Spanish 
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edge of  Spanish colonial control of  the Americas. For a 
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Barbara L. Voss, The Archaeology of  Ethnogenesis: Race and 
Sexuality in Colonial San Francisco, (Berkeley: University of  
California Press, 2008).
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California’s Indians,” Prologue 45(Fall/Winter 2013): 36-43.
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Office, Rice v. Ricardo, Case 577, M.R. 3.11.
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6 Tiburcio Vasquez was related to the Lorenzana family 
through their maternal grandfather, who was descended 
from Juan Athanacio Vasquez, soldier in the de Anza 
expedition of  1770. For Vasquez’s story, see John 
Boessenecker, Bandido: The Life and Times of  Tiburcio Vasquez 
(Norman, Okla.: University of  Oklahoma Press, 2010). 
Boessenecker characterized the Monterey Bay of  this era as 
a “crucible of  crime, corruption and racism.”

7 The story of  Faustino is discussed by Phil Reader, 
Charole”—The Life of  Branciforte Bandido Faustino Lorenzana, 
(Santa Cruz: Cliffside Publishing, 1991). The late Reader, 
to whom this journal is dedicated, brought to light many 
otherwise overlooked stories of  the downtrodden and 
outcast.
8 In the Spanish colonial world, an elaborate hierarchical 
caste system (sistema de castas) was used to explain race 
and heritage—built around many variations of  Native 
American, African, and Spanish ancestry. Mestizo was one of  
these categories, and meant a person with Native American 
and Spanish parents. For the application of  this system in 
California, see Robert H. Jackson, Race, Caste, and Status: 
Indians in Colonial Spanish America (Albuquerque: University 
of  New Mexico Press, 1999). The sistema de castas was used 
to justify racial hierarchies, as Spanish born Americans 
(criollos) held higher positions than the rest. In California, for 
example, the Spanish prohibited local native people (indios) 
from using firearms, lighting fires, or riding horses. These 
ideas were spread through Casta paintings from Spain, 
which taught stereotypes of  superiority and inferiorities, see 
Magali Marie Carrera, Imagining Identity in New Spain: Race, 
Lineage, and the Colonial Body in Portraiture and Casta Paintings 
(Austin: University of  Texas Press, 2003).
9 See David J. Weber, The Spanish Frontier in North America 
(Yale Western Americana Series, New Haven: Yale 
University, 1992).
10 The establishment of  the Villa de Branciforte is explored 
in detail by Florian Guest, “The Establishment of  the Villa 
De Branciforte,” California Historical Society Quarterly 41, 
no. 1 (Mar., 1962): pp. 29–50.
11 To learn about the process of  relocation and movement 
involved in Spanish colonialism in the Americas, see Cynthia 
Radding, Wandering Peoples: Colonialism, Ethnic Spaces, and 
Ecological Frontiers (Durham, NC: Duke University Press, 
1997); and Landscapes of  Power and Identity: Comparative 
Histories in the Sonoran Desert and the Forests of  Amazonia from 
Colony to Republic (Durham, NC: Duke University Press, 
2005). 
12 The majority of  original settlers at the Villa consisted of  
convicts. The list of  these men, their crimes, their sentences, 
marital status, job qualifications, and their racial (casta) status 
are found in the document at the Archivo General de la 
Nación (AGN), Californias 17, Volumen 49, fojas 172.
13 Information on the history of  the orphanage, also called 
the Casa de Cuna, is found in Martiniano T. Alfaro, Rese 
Historica Descriptiva del Hospicio de Mexico (Mexico: Tipograffa 
y Litografia La Europa, 1910); and in Silvia Marina Arrom, 
Containing the Poor: The Mexico City Poor House, 1774–1871 
(Duke University Press: Durham and London, 2000). The 
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14 The documents regarding the transfer of  these children 
are found at the AGN, Californias, Vol 41, Expediente 
1 BIS, 18–209. The specific request to avoid Black or 
Mulatto children is found on page 47, “No deberan ser 
comprendidos en ella los Negros ni Mulatos con prospecto 
a nos mal dar la buena casta de los Naturales de aquella 
Peninsulas, en de los Españoles, Indios, y Mestizos unicos 
que deberan remitirse.” (There should not be included 
Blacks or Mulatos; give us only good castes of  those born 
on these Peninsulas, Spanish, Indian, and Mestizo, to be 
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15 The details of  the voyage are found in the testimonies 
of  Apolinaria Lorenzana, conducted by Thomas Savage, 
assistant to Hubert Howe Bancroft. The originals are 
found at the Bancroft Library (hereafter referred to as 
BL), Apolinaria Lorenzana, March 1878, “Recollections of  
Doña Apolinaria Lorenzana, ‘The Pious Woman,’ an Old 
Woman about Seventy-Five Years of  Age,” BANC MSS 
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Rose Marie Beebe, Robert M. Senkewicz, Testimonios: Early 
California Through the Eyes of  Women, 1815–1848 (Berkeley, 
CA: Heyday Books, 2006), 165–92.
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orphans is found in AGN, Californias, Vol 41, Expediente 
1 BIS, 209.
17 This is in the courtroom testimony cited later in this 
article. Given the circumstance of  the orphans’ placement, it 
is more likely that the Castro’s treated Macedonio as a family 
servant. Whatever the relationship it would be unlikely for 
Macedonio to characterize it publicly in any other way. 
Macedonio certainly did not receive the large rancho estates 
that the Castro family all acquired.
18 Her birth is recorded as Santa Bárbara Presidio Baptismal 
Number (hereafter referred to as SBPB#) 187.
19 They had children born at the Presidio in Santa Bárbara, 
Mission San Buenaventura (modern Ventura), and Mission 
Santa Clara. 
20 Information on settlers from the de Anza party is found in 
Zoeth Skinner Eldredge, The Beginnings of  San Francisco: from 
the Expedition of  Anza, 1774, to the City Charter of  April 15, 
1850; with Biographical and Other Notes (2 vols San Francisco: 
Z.S. Eldredge, 1912), 301.
21 Maria Leocadia, SCLB# 338, born March 16, 1782. 
Her mother Yunen, or Ylinen, was baptized and given 
the Spanish name Pelagia Maria (SCLB# 714). Her father 
Huajolis, or Gusilis, was baptized and renamed Pedro 
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tribal villages.
22 SCAM# 528 on April 4, 1796
23 Maria Dominga’s baptism took place at Mission Santa 
Clara on April 13, 1813, SCLB# 6117. This baptism shows 

that the family had moved to San José, the pueblo closest to 
the mission, by this date.
24 The birth of  their sixth child, Benito, on March 22, 1811 
at the Presidio of  Santa Bárbara places the family down 
south, SBPB# 388.
25 The two married at Mission Santa Clara on June 8, 1816, 
SCLM# 1743.
26 SFB#s 5668, 5783, and 5893, on March 14, 1817, July 29, 
1818, and September 28, 1820, respectively.
27 It appears that Macedonio fell ill in the Villa de 
Branciforte in 1822. In a series of  letters Friar Gil y Taboada 
requests treatment for Macedonio for the “French malady” 
(syphilis); see Santa Barbára Mission Archive Library, CMD 
2277, 2279, and 2294, written between April 30 and June 
16, 1822. The letters requested that Macedonio be moved to 
San Luis Obispo to receive proper treatment (mercury), but 
it is possible that they moved to Mission Santa Clara instead. 
The family appears in the records at Mission Santa Clara 
in early 1823, as Maria Romualda gave birth to a daughter, 
Juana, on February 9, 1823, SCLB# 7345.
28 The Lorenzana children included the four previously 
noted, three born in San Francisco and one in Santa Clara. 
They had eight more children after arriving in the area, 
three recorded at Mission Santa Cruz—Faustino (SCZB# 
2233, February 20, 1835), Juan de Jesus (SCZB# 2266, 
December 31, 1836), and Antonio (SCZB# 2322, July 23, 
1839). Five of  their children’s baptisms are recorded in the 
Villa de Branciforte Baptismal Registry (hereafter referred 
to as VdB): Arcadio (VdB# 150, January 11, 1825), Juan 
de Parma (in a later census known as Juan Prado, VdB# 
167, May 24, 1826), Mattias (VdB# 191, February 26, 1828), 
Jose Facundo Bernabe (later known as Facundo, VdB# 235, 
November 27, 1831), and Juan de Dios, who was stillborn 
(VdB# 251, March 8, 1833). The Villa de Branciforte 
baptismal book is located in the archives of  the Monterey 
Archdiocese. This previously missing book was donated 
sometime around the year 2000 after being found in an 
estate sale. This important book provides helpful details 
about the lives of  the people of  the Villa.
29 Maria Josefa Pasquala Lorenzana was the oldest of  the 
orphans, arriving at the age of  nineteen and identified by 
the casta español. She married Joaquin Juares upon arrival, at 
Mission San Carlos on December 12, 1800 (SCAM# 593). 
Maria Francisca Lorenzana was the second oldest of  the 
children sent from the orphanage, arriving at the age of  
seventeen and similarly identified by the casta español. Maria 
Francisca married the Spanish soldier Juan Maria Hernandez 
at Mission San Carlos on December 28, 1800 (SCAM# 594). 
The couple lived at the Villa de Branciforte shortly after 
arrival, where Maria Francisca gave birth to her first child, 
Calisto de Jesus Hernandez (VdB# 11), on October 15, 
1801. Maria Francisca and her family remained at the Villa 
at least until 1819, when she served as godmother (madrina) 
to Maria Pasquala Lorenzana’s ninth child, Jose de los 
Dolores Arcadio Juarez (VdB# 98) on February 28, 1819. A 
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fourth former member of  the orphanage, Maria Margarita, 
identified by the casta India, arrived at the Villa sometime 
before 1828, having married Jose Ramirez at Mission San 
Juan Bautista on September 28, 1823 (SJBM# 854).
30 Census (Padron) of  1827, in Mission Santa Cruz Libro de 
Padrones, on file at the Monterey Archdiocese. Neighbors 
listed on the other side of  the Lorenzana family include the 
family of  Jaime and Clementina Montero. Clementina was 
the daughter of  the infamous Mission San Gabriel Rebellion 
leader Toypurina. Her family relocated to the villa by 1808, 
as discussed by John R. Johnson and William M. Williams, 
“Toypurina’s Descendants: Three Generations of  an Alta 
California Family,” Boletín: The Journal of  the California Mission 
Studies Association 24, no. 2 (2007): 31–55. 
31 Macedonio is listed as a “laborer” in the two separate 
censuses of  1839 and 1845. For these see Santa Cruz 
Mission Libro de Padrones, Monterey Diocese Chancery 
Archives, Monterey, CA, and Robert H. Jackson, “The Villa 
de Branciforte Census,” Antepasados 4 (1980–1981), pp. 
45–57.
32 Macedonio was cited as regidor in the notes on the 
trial of  Francisco Pinto, May 14, 1838, see Pre-Statehood 
Documents, UCSC Special Collections, Rowland Collection, 
C-611, #170. He is also noted as “secretario” in 1834 in 
Rowland Collection, C-878, # 396, and as second Alcalde 
in 1841 by Cornelio Perez in testimony about the land grant 
of  Tres Ojos de Agua (modern Westside Santa Cruz). See 
BL, Documents Pertaining to the Adjudication of  Private 
Land Claims in California, circa 1852–1892, BANC MSS 
Land Case Files 1852–1892, BANC MSS C-A 300 FILM, 
Land Case 285 SD, Tres Ojos de Agua, Transcript 591: 
“Tres Ojos de Agua” Nicolas Dodero, Claimant, p 150. 
Local history legend Leon Rowland, noted that Macedonio 
“served as second alcalde under Buelna and Bolcoff  in 
1845 and the first half  of  1846, and at various times in the 
preceding two decades was regidor or sindico,” see Pre-
Statehood Documents, UCSC Special Collections, Rowland 
Collection, C-636.
33 In the book of  Settlement of  Disputes, 1833-34, reliable 
members of  the local Californio community called upon 
“good men”(hombres buenos) to testify. Macedonio was called 
upon in this manner, see the letter dated January 29, 1834, 
Pre-Statehood Documents, UCSC Special Collections, 
Rowland Collection, C-608, # 169.
34 His petition for a new piece of  land adjoining the San 
Lorenzo and approval by Jose Bolcoff  are found in SCCR, 
Deeds, 1:11-2, dated September 18, 1841.
35 The Craig-Lorenzana or Branciforte Adobe is today a 
private residence on the corner of  Branciforte and Goss 
Avenues.
36 Many of  the settlers did not know that the 1848 Treaty 
of  Guadalupe Hidalgo obligated the United States to honor 
Mexican land claims. In order to contain the ensuing chaos, 
the U. S. Congress enacted the California Land Act of  1851, 
formally titled “An Act to Ascertain and Settle the Private 

Land Claims in the State of  California.” This act set up 
the Board of  Land Commissioners, who established strict 
guidelines for proving land ownership.
37 The Mexican government taxed ranchers by production, 
while the U. S. tax system taxed by land, increasing the 
devastating impact of  these drought years. After heavy 
flooding in 1861-2, California experienced one of  its driest 
periods in recorded history in the drought of  1862-5. Many 
historians credit this drought for breakdown of  the cattle 
industry. Meanwhile, some industrious immigrants profited 
on the subsequent sales of  rancho lands, see David Igler, 
Industrial Cowboys: Miller & Lux and the Transformation of  
the Far West, 1850-1920 (Berkeley: University of  California 
Press, 2001), 56.
38 The particularly rapid change in Northern California 
following the Gold Rush was first explored by Leonard 
Pitt, Decline of  the Californios: A Social History of  the Spanish-
Speaking Californians, 1846-1890 (Berkeley: University of  
California Press, 1966). 
39 The life of  Bolcoff  has been examined by Marion D. 
Pokriots, “Don Jose Antonio Bolcoff: Branciforte’s Russian 
Alcalde,” in Santa Cruz History Journal, Issue Number 3, Special 
Branciforte Edition (Santa Cruz, CA: Santa Cruz County 
Historical Trust, 1994), 97-107.
40 The story of  the former Naval chaplain appointed as 
the Monterey alcalde by Commodore Robert F. Stockton 
following the United States seizure of  Monterey in July 
1846 is related by Barry Goode, “The American Conquest 
of  Alta California and the Instinct for Justice: The ‘First’ 
Jury Trial in California,” California History Vol. 90, No. 2, 
2013, pp 4–23. 
41 María Prudencia was a member of  the bay area Vallejo 
family. Don Amesti died in 1855. While she won this case, 
she was forced to sell much of  her lands to cover court 
costs in dealing with squatters who moved onto her lands 
in the 1860s. Records of  her land sales are found in Santa 
Cruz County Office of  the Recorder (SCCR), Deeds, 
36:158, 35:113, 34:486, and 34:491. She sold the majority 
of  her lands to their San Francisco based attorney William 
Patterson, SCCR Deeds, 2:87-91.
42 Ironically, they sold the majority of  the lands to Amesti 
attorney, Patterson, for $2,000, to recover court costs and 
damages from the trial. This complex legal history has been 
covered by the incomparable Edna Kimbro. See Kimbro, et 
al, Historic Structure Report for Rancho San Andrés Castro Adobe: 
State Historic Park (Davenport, CA: Historical Investigations, 
1985), 22-9. Kimbro pieced together records to find that 
Guadalupe Castro had actually “sold more of  the rancho 
than finally existed making it necessary that the lawsuit 
against Amesti be won. Losing the lawsuit ensured the ruin 
of  all,” p 29.
43 Article II, Section 1 of  the California State Constitution of  
1849 outlined voting rights for “Every white male citizen of  
the United States, and every white male citizen of  Mexico.” 
It allowed for the legislature to, by two-thirds vote, admit 
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“Indians or the descendants of  Indians, in such special 
cases.” While the sistema de castas emphasized ancestry, this 
shifted racial identity to a focus on skin color, dividing the 
Californio community in new ways.
44 These racial categories (sistema de castas) were somewhat 
fluid, as people shifted in classification over time. For the 
origins of  this system, its connection to Spanish concepts 
of  limpieza de sangre (purity of  blood), and the limitations 
of  these categories, see María Elena Martínez, Genealogical 
Fictions: Limpieza De Sangre, Religion, and Gender in Colonial 
Mexico (Stanford, Calif.: Stanford University Press, 2008).
45 Along with California statehood came laws targeting 
California Indians. These included laws supporting the 
kidnapping of  Native children and provided millions 
of  federal dollars to support militias and scalp bounties. 
See Kimberly Johnston-Dodds, Early California Laws and 
Policies Related to California Indians (California State Library, 
California Research Bureau, 2002).  
46 The U.S. government passed the Indian Citizenship Act 
in 1924 in recognition of  the large numbers of  Native 
American service men and women who fought during 
World War I. This included many local Ohlone people, see 
the stories shared on the website for the Muwekma Ohlone, 
for one example.
47 There is no tribe named “Monterunias.” Macedonio was 
likely referencing Moctezuma or Montezuma, the legendary 
emperor of  the Aztecs. Alternatively Monterunias is similar 
to the two Spanish words monte and ruinas, which translate to 
mountain ruins. In either case, certainly Macedonio’s sense 
of  his identity is informed by stories and legends he has 
heard of  the Aztecs.
48 Museum of  Art & History – Santa Cruz County Records 
– Superior Court Material – File #10, Amesti v Castro, 
Evidence in Case, p 2.
49 Lawyers, judges, and those working for the legal system 
frequently benefitted from land cases they were involved 
with, see Joan Gilbert Martin, “Bolsa del Pájaro: Squatters 
and Recipients” in this journal, which documents the role 
of  Judge John H. Watson in the sale of  that rancho. Records 
of  the sale of  Macedonio’s lands are found in SCCR, Deeds, 
1:275.
50 Macedonio’s death is recorded in Santa Cruz Holy Cross 
death record (SCZD#) 2415.
51 This description was given through personal 
correspondence with Macedonio and Maria Romualda’s 
direct descendent, James Zetterquist, October 23, 2015. The 
historical records clearly support his family recollections.
52 Many of  these Indian raiders were Yokuts tribe members, 
brought to the local mission by Spanish soldiers during 

the colonial era. These Yokuts, called Tulareños by the 
Spaniards, were familiar with the area from their time at the 
mission. They returned to steal horse and cattle from local 
Ranchos from the 1820s through the 1840s. Maria de los 
Angeles Castro Majors related a story of  being spared by 
these raiders, when some of  the members recognized her 
from their childhood, see interview by Belle Dormer, San 
Francisco Chronicle, August 16, 1896. See also The Sebastian 
Rodriguez Diaries in this journal for a report by a Californio 
soldier of  hunting runaway Indian converts and horse 
thieves.
53 For the history of  local vigilantism and Matt Tarpy, see 
Phil Reader, A Brief  History of  the Pajaro Property Protective 
Society: Vigilantism in the Pajaro Valley during the 19th Century 
(Santa Cruz: Cliffside Publishing, 1995).
54 In this climate of  violence during the 1850s through 1870s, 
local vigilantes indiscriminately rounded up Californios: 
widows, elderly couples, anyone. For an example see the 
previously cited story by Phil Reader, “Charole.” For another 
example, regarding Jose Castro, discussed by Edna Kimbro, 
et al., see Historic Structure Report for Rancho San Andrés 
Castro Adobe: State Historic Park. Davenport, CA: Historical 
Investigations, 1985), pp 36–41.
55 For the story of  Pedro Lorenzana and his uncle Faustino, 
see Phil Reader in “Charole.” The story of  the burning of  
the jail by suspected arsonists, though never confirmed, is 
found in Santa Cruz Sentinel, June 17, 1965, 3:1. Pedro was 
the only inmate at the time of  the fire.
56 For the story of  Jose Lorenzana and the brothel at number 
10 Front Street, see Phil Reader, Harlots and Whorehouses 
(Santa Cruz: Cliffside Publishing), 1991. For the article on 
the arrest of  Jose Lorenzana, see Santa Cruz Sentinel, August 
7, 1884, 3:1. Public support for the closing of  the number 
10 Front Street brothel is found in The Daily Surf, August 
9, 1884.
57 Jesus Lorenzana was arrested for stabbing Alex Bernard; 
see Santa Cruz Sentinel, June 14, 1884. Jesus Lorenzana and 
Jose Jesus Juarez were arrested for fighting and disturbing 
the peace, The Daily Surf, October 19, 1885. James Lorenzana 
was arrested for the shooting of  Joe Rodriguez, The Daily 
Surf, July 5, 1893. Julia Lorenzana was arrested for assault 
with a knife, The Daily Surf, September 2, 1895.
58 Maria Romualda’s death is recorded in SCZD# 3055, 
September 26, 1884
59 Maria Romualda would have been 85 at the time of  her 
death.
60 Santa Cruz Sentinel, September 27, 1884.


