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| nt roducti on

In his recent book, Anglos and Mexi cans in the Mking of
Texas, 1836-1986, David Montejano explains why he thinks it
appropriate to enphasize the role of class in studying the

hi story of the Southwest. "A rel axed class analysis," he says,
"...[holds] considerable prom se for outlining the structura
basi s of conplex Mexican-Anglo relations. The rel evance of the
nmet hod energed fromthe historical figures thenselves, from
actors who were "class conscious as well as 'race conscious.' "1
Despite this statenent's accuracy, the role of class in studies
of Chi canos has been addressed only sporadically.

Per haps part of the reason has been the chall enge of
conceptualizing not only these difficult ideas of "class,"
"race," and "ethnicity," but also the problem of thinking about
how they interact. Rather than taking a conpl ex approach, nany
schol ars have seen the interaction in sinple ternms. A common
approach to the issue of class and ethnic identification, for
i nstance, has been to see the two as inversely rel ated--as one
rises the other decreases.2 The assunption has been that as

one's class position rises, one becones increasingly assimlated

--and, thus, decreasingly ethnic. Such a view,

1I\/bntejano, 1987, p. 6.

2 . . .
Mlton Gordon is a good exanple. See his oft-cited work,
Assim |l ation in Anerican Life.
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whet her made explicit or sinply inplied, obscures our
under st andi ng of how class and ethnicity function together
Further, such a view contradicts everyday social reality, wth
its cases of individuals and groups with fierce ethnic ties and
het er ogeneous cl ass conposi ti ons.

The experience of Mexican Anericans is illustrative inthis
respect. A though the vast majority of this popul ation consists
of working class people, there is a growing mddle class. Wile
this segnent of the Chicano population is distinct fromthe
majority of the group, it also continues to distinguish itself
(and to be distinguished) fromthe Anglo mi ddl e class. Reaching
further back in this century, we know that m ddl e class Mexican
Americans founded a variety of ethnic and political
organi zations. As they becane mddle class in terns of the
| arger social structure, these Mexicans continued to naintain
ethnic ties and, in the case of those who were |eaders in these
ethni ¢ organi zations, chose to publicly enphasize their ethnic
group nenbership. Sinultaneously, the dom nant Angl o soci al
structure has been inconsistent in identifying the Chicano m ddle
class as separate fromthe Chicano najority. So that while we
m ght expect social nobility to have a danpening affect on ethnic
identification, at least in the Chicano case, it does not appear
to have this affect across the board.

Thus, the Chicano experience rai ses many questions
fundanental to our understanding of class, ethnicity and race,
and the interaction of class and ethnicity. This essay attenpts

to explore some of these questions by examning simlarities and
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differences in the experiences of two Chicano activists: FErnesto
Gal arza and Manuel Ruiz, Jr. A conparative, archival exploration
of these two nen's |lives may provide insight into questions about
twentieth century Chicano history, Chicano organizati onal

devel opnent, the Chicano mddle class, and ethnic |eadership and

ethnic identity nore generally.

Ernesto Galarza was born in 1905 in the tiny nountain
village of Jalcocotan in the state of Nayarit, Mexico. Ei ght
years later, he found hinself living in an apartnment with his
not her and two uncles in what was then downtown Sacranento. His
formal education in the U S. began that year at Lincoln
El enentary school and would not end until 1944, by which tinme he
had earned a B.A. fromQccidental College, a M A from Stanford
University, and a Ph.D. from Col unbia University. Gal arza went
on to an eclectic career as a |abor organizer, a scholar, and a
spokesperson for the grow ng Mexi can Anmerican popul ation. He
died in 1984 in San Jose, California.

As Gl arza was begi nning his doctoral studies in New York
Gty, Manuel Ruiz, Jr. was notified of his adm ssion to the
California Bar. He had received his |aw degree from the
University of Southern California in 1930, the first Mexican
American to do so. He had gone to USC as a coll ege freshnan,
straight fromhis parents hone in the Bel vedere Gardens section
of East Los Angeles. He opened a private law practice in 1930,
specializing in international business law, a great deal of it in
Mexi co and other Latin American countries. He was active in

ethnic, civic and political activities throughout his life, which
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culmnated in his service as a nenber of the US. GCvil R ghts
Comm ssi on from 1970- 1980.

The strategy adopted here is to study the roles of Ruiz and
Gal arza as ethnic |eaders from a broader sociol ogica
per specti ve. In conbining historical and sociol ogi ca
approaches, this paper seeks to make sone general inferences,
fromthese two individual cases, about the salience of ethnic
identity in the twentieth century, the evol utionary nature of
ethnic group attachnments, and the rel ati onship between cl ass
position and ethnic identification.

The concept of "ethnicity" has becone increasingly used in
the social sciences, yet a coherent and generalizabl e
conceptual i zation remains elusive. Too often, those who have
enpl oyed the termin their anal yses have settled for
uni di mensi onal approaches, limted in their explanatory power
when applied to the range of ethnic and ethnic-1ike group
attachnents found throughout the world today. Two of the nost
t enaci ous of these unidi nensi onal views have been the prinordi al
and interest group explanations of ethnicity. Harold |Isaacs's
viewis typical of the prinordial type: one's ethnic group
menbership is his or her "basic" group identity because it is
given at birth and because it is culturally reinforced.3 In

sharp contrast, the interest group view is that ethnicity becones

3l saacs, 1975.
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salient only when it coincides with material or political

interests. 4%

Both vi ews are inadequate al one and, further, neither are
they mutually exclusive. In his study of the Ilongots of the
Phi |'i ppi nes, Rosal do argues enphatically that "ethnicity usually
I's both instrunental and expressive, and theories that oppose the
two perspectives have posed a fal se dichnotony."5q Thi s paper
takes the view that both characteristics are present in the case
of Chicano ethnicity. Such an approach is well-suited, further,
to a study which |looks at ethnicity and ethnic identity as it has
changed over tinmne. It affords the opportunity to see the ebb and
flow of each process in its broader context of historical changes
and social forces. At the sane tine, the instrunental and
expressive forces of ethnicity operate at the |level of the
individual, as we will see in the cases of Galarza and Ruiz.

Even after we choose a conceptual approach in our study, we,
as social scientists, are confronted with the problemof how to
go about neasuring ethnicity and ethnic identity. Neither
concept presents us with obvious ways to neasure its existence or
depth. One way of looking at ethnic identity may be to assess
the inportance of ethnic l|abels, or self-referents. Does what
peopl e call thensel ves have sonmething to do with how they think

of thenselves or how "much" they identify? Several studies have

A4
"See Bell, 1975, and d azer and Moyni han, 1975.
®Rosal do, 1988, p. 162
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suggested that |abels may be inportant clues to identity, if not
actual mrrors of that conpl ex psycho-social process.

M chael MIller's study of Texas youth, for instance, found
that self-referents were salient in linking ethnic
identification to particular political orientations and ethnic
organi zations. In clarifying the connection between | abels and
identity, he posits that identity is expressed through | abels.

In turn, the | abels reflect segnentation within the ethnic group,
as well as social and historical forces in the |larger society.
According to Ml er,

"ethnic labels tend to be rooted in historical

peri ods--periods discernible first in ternms of the

predom nant definitions and inmages of ethnic group

nmenbers have of thenselves and their place in the

social structure, and second in terns of those

definitions conferred by the broader society."-

Anthony Smth's analysis of the resurgence of interest in
ethnicity in the nodern world, which he terns "the ethnic
revival ," takes a simlar approach in enphasizing the subjective
nature of ethnic group nenbership and of the ethnic group itself.
He di stingui shes between an "ethnic community" and a category of
i ndi viduals who nerely share conmon attributes or a common struc-
tural position. The ethnic group is conscious of its distinctive

characteristics or position and can, therefore, act as a group

According to Smth, an ethnic group is

6 5ee M |l er, 1976; Qutiérrez and H rsch, 1974; and Nostrand,
1975.

‘M1ler, 1977, p.235.
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"a social group whose nenbers share a sense of comon
origins, claima comon and distinctive history and
destiny, possess one or nore distinctive characteris-

tics, and feel a sense of collective uniqueness

and solidarity.""

"Di stinguishing characteristics" include cultural
-linguistic markers as well as racial characteristics. In
addition, the ethnic group is united by the nyth or belief in "a
common and unique origin in tinme and place that is essential for
the sense of ethnic conmunity, since it marks the foundation
point of the group's history, and hence its individuality."®
This definition is broad enough to apply to a variety of politi-
cal novenents, regional conflicts, and subcultural variations
t hr oughout the world today, including Chicanos in the U S.

This paper explores the careers of two individual nenbers of
the Chicano group, but wth an eye towards trying to understand
the broader contours of the evolution of ethnic identity and
changes in ethnic boundaries. W are interested in probing the
possi bl e connecti ons between the ethnic individual (and,
particularly, the ethnic elite) and his or her role in shaping
the larger group identity. Were can we find the |inks between
t hese two processes, the individual's identity and the group's
identity? In this paper, | have focused on ethnic organizations

as the playing field for the process of ethnic identity formation

and transfornmation.

8Smith, 1981, p. 66.
°Smith, 1981, p. 66.
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After a brief review of some major historical trends in the
Chi cano experience and the devel opnent of Mexi can American
organi zations, the essay turns to a discussion of Ruiz's and
Galarza's roles as elites and as, therefore, having a great dea
of influence in the organi zations in which they were invol ved.
Quite often, they played the role of ethnic m ddl e- man,
functioning with ease in both the nainstream society and the
ethnic community. As elites and as activists in their chosen
spheres, they also became spokesmen for the grow ng Chicano
group. In these ways, these individuals influenced the ethnic
group' s devel opnent and sel f - know edge.

Next, the discussion shifts to an exploration of how they
m ght have shaped the group's ethnic identity through their use
of ethnic |abels and self-referents. The last section of the
paper investigates ways in which Galarza and Rui z shaped the
et hni ¢ agenda, through the character of their organizationa
affiliations and directly through their activities. In this
context, explanations for why they were notivated to be ethnic
| eaders are explored, including their experiences of
di scrimnation and rejection from the mainstream society and
their altruistic notivation to inprove their community's
position. In this way, the argument that ethnic elites have a
profound inpact on the ethnic group as a whole is made and
supported with archival evidence. The findings suggest sonme new
ways of looking at the process of ethnic identification, at both

the individual and the group |evels.
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The Hi storical Context

From 1905 to the present, the span of Ruiz's and Galarza's
lifetimes, the Mexican population in the United States has
under gone sone fundamental changes. Al varez traces sone of these
changes, which he describes as "psycho-historical,"” in a semna
1973 article. By psycho-historical, he intends to capture both
t he psychol ogi cal, salience of being a menber of this ethnic
group, as well as the nore objective historical and economc
trends which have affected Chicanos over time. Al varez
di stingui shes four generations, three of themin the twentieth
century, each reflecting "a different state of collective
consci ousness concerning [the Mexican American group's]
relationship to the |arger society..."1010
Between 1900 and 1940, the political and econom c situation
w thin Mexico and the growh of the agricultural and m ning
sectors and subsequent demand for labor in the United States,
contributed to the northward m grati on of unprecedented nunbers
of Mexicans. Thus, Alvarez calls this the "Mgrant
CGeneration.” During this period, their position at the bottom of
the American econonmic |adder dictated a simlar experience for
the vast majority of Chicanos--in terns of where they |ived, how
they nmade their living, how they saw t hensel ves, and how the

| arger society treated them In ternms of such conditions, the

YAl varez, 1973, p. 25.
“NMeW L ians, 1968, pp. 178-79; Barrera, 1979, pp.70-71.
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di stinction between those born north or south of the U S.-Mexican
border was not relevant during this generation

In the period between 1940 and 1965, however, Al varez and
ot hers have argued that the distinction between Anerican-born
Mexi cans and Mexican nationals became increasingly salient within
the ethnic group.12 He |labels this period the "Mxican American
Generation.” As nore diverse sectors of the econony opened up to
sone Chicanos, and as the armed services nobilized this group for
Wrld War 11, a new Mexi can Anerican consci ousness replaced the
group's identification with Mexico.

As Mexicans in the U S becane increasingly aware of their
rights as American citizens and increasingly unwilling to accept
overt racism and discrimnation, they formed nore organizations
and took a nore active role in politics. |In the context of a
nore liberal, tolerant clinmate of the 1960s and 1970s, such an
attitude readily translated to a heightened mlitancy borne of
the frustration with the lack of opportunities for Bl acks,

Chi canos and | ndi ans. The expression of this attitude, says
Al varez, was the wildfire-like spread of the Chicano student
novenent on col | ege canpuses throughout the Southwest which
characterized a distinct "Chicano Generation.”

Wthin each of these chronol ogi cal contours, organizations
were fornmed to address the concerns and interests of various

segnents of the Chicano popul ation. An understanding of the main

o8 1ZSee Al varez, 1973; Garcia, 1985; and Moore and Pachodn,
1985.
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features of this organi zational devel opment, like the brief
overview of the historical evolution of Chicanos in the twentieth
century, provides a context fromwhich to explore Galarza's and
Rui z's extensive roles in several ethnic organizations. 1In a
1985 article which traces the evolution of ethnic goals wthin

t he Mexi can American group, Mario Barrera describes four stages
inthe formation of ethnic organi zations. H's perspective is
particularly applicable to this essay because, in differentiating
bet ween the stages, he is sensitive to the class forces operating
within the ethnic group.

The late 19th century and first two decades of the 20th
century saw the popularity of nutual aid societies, mutualistas,
to neet the cultural and social needs of Mexicans in the USB]'3
The nutualista was fundanentally an organization to naintain (and
in the case of young people, instill) a sense of cultural
di stinctiveness and togetherness in a period in which Mexi cans
faced harsh and constant discrimnation fromthe dom nant
society. Such purposes fall under Barrera' s nmantl e of
“communi tarian goals," which enphasi zed the nai ntenance of "the
physical and cultural integrity of the Mxican communi ti es. " 414

The second stage, fromaround 1920 to 1950, w tnessed a

shift from communitarian goals to what Barrera calls egalitarian

goals. There was the fornmation of a variety of new organi zati ons

“Barrera, 1985, p.5; Sierra, 1984, p.89.
“Barrera, 1985, p.|.
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aimed at securing equal protection under the law and the end of
soci al discrimnation agai nst Mexi can Anericans. The
"egalitarian goal s" of such organizations as the League of United
Latin Anerican Gtizens (LWLAQ, the GI. Forum the Community
Service Organization, and the Coordinating Council for Latin
Anerican Youth (QQAY), epitomze this stage. According to Mario
Garcia, the propaganda enpl oyed by the government for the war
effort displayed the contradictions between Anerica's denocratic
ideals and its treatnment of its racial mnorities, fueling
Mexi can organi zational and political efforts throughout the
country. ® 15

The story of LULACs formation is illustrative because it so
clearly marks the organi zational crystalization of the energing
Mexi can Anmerican mddle class. Richard Garcia argues that the
Mexi can community of San Antoni o experienced a change in
| eadership froma Mexico-oriented to an U.S.-oriented nentality
in the 1930s. During this period, the mantel of ethnic
| eadership passed fromlos ricos, the small group of exiled
Mexi can upper and mddle class, to la clase media, a group of
bussi nessnmen and sem -professionals. LUAC was the armw th
which | a cl ase nedi a expressed its notion of Mexican Arerican
ethnic identity as fundanentally oriented toward full

participation in Arerican citizenship and politics.16

Y“Garcia, 1984, p.202.
YGarcia, 1980, pp. 9, 87-88, 619.



Ruiz and Galarza as Ethnic Elites

If we were to look for la clase nedia in California in the
1930s and 1940s, Ruiz and Gal arza woul d have to be placed at its
center. Their unmatched educational backgrounds and career
opportunities served as titles, fromthe dom nant society and
fromwi thin the ethnic group, to the mantle of ethnic | eadership.
Indeed, their training as a | awer and academ c, respectively, so
di stingui shed them from even their m ddle class peers, that a
case can be made for their treatnent as ethnic elites.

These individuals can be considered elite relative to the
vast majority of Chicanos because of their outstanding
educati onal backgrounds and/or | eadership positions.17 By
| eadership position, we include both subjective and objective
neasures of influence on the group. Thus, while Gl arza and Ruiz
were never elected "leaders,"” they both had uni que degrees of
influence on their ethnic group by being active participants in
the establishnent of the organizational goals, and through them
the goals and direction of the ethnic group as a whole.

Their unparall el ed educati ons gave themthe training to deal
with the people and institutions in the |arger, non-Mexican
society. It also provided themthe rare opportunity to live and

work in both the Mexi can and Angl o worl ds, which, in 1940s and

7¢ is worth enphasi zing the study of Galarza and Ruiz as

"elite" relative to other Chicanos. It would be an inadequate
characterization of their role within the dom nant, Anglo society
to use such a termin general. It also mght lead to a tendency

to over-enphasi ze the extent to which these nen were either
culturally or structurally assiml ated.
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1950s Anerica, were indeed two separate spheres. Thus, they were
able to play the role, in many of the organi zations in which they
were involved and in their respective careers, of the "ethnic

m ddl e- man. "

As the Chicano mddle class has grown, it has attracted nore
scholarly attention, especially concerning the role of the mddle
class in formng ethniclorganizations and the ethnic political
agenda. In Race and G ass in the Sout hwest, Barrera di scusses
the Chicano m ddl e class, conposed of snmall businessnen,
professionals, and sem -professionals. He defines the mddle
class in terns of both its relationship to the class structure of
the larger society and its postion within the Mexi can American
sub-group. In the first instance, the Chicano mddle class is
"mddle" in that it occupies the mddle strata in the larger U S
econom ¢ and social structure. It is also "mddle," however, in
the sense of serving as a "m ddle man' between the najority of
the Chicano community and the institutions of the dom nant
society.lsm The extensive careers of Galarza and Ruiz in ethnic
civic, political, and |abor organizations certainly bear out
Barrera's m ddl e-man thesis.

Gal arza. began his career, even before conpleting his
doctorate, as one of the first chroniclers of the Mexican
experience in this country. In a report he prepared for the Pan

Areri can Union (PAU, the precursor to the O ganization of

®Barrera, 1979, p.92.
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Anmerican States) in 1944, which received broad circulation in
print and as testinony before the House Labor Commttee, Galarza
descri bed the Mexican-origin population in the United States.
The thoroughly docunented report concentrated on the | abor
situation of Mexicans and, especially, the w despread
di scrimnation against Mexicans in all sectors of the econony.19
In this way, Gl arza becane a spokesman for Chicanos in the
| arger society. Simultaneously, his work filled a gap in the
ethnic group's own understanding of its history in this country.
Another side of Galarza's role as ethnic m ddl e- man was
evident in his work as a |labor organizer in California for the
Nat i onal FarmLabor Union (NFLU, previously the Southern Tenant
Farnmers' Union), an affiliate of the American Federation of
Labor. A review of Galarza's weekly "activity reports" for the
the union from 1957 thru 1959 nmakes it clear that he filled an
intermedi ary role between nostly Mexi can workers, on the one
hand, and, on the other, labor officials, governnent officials,
politicians, and the nedia. He wote of going fromneetings with
groups of workers and individual workers (involved in disputes of
various kinds) which depended on his bilingual skill, to neetings

W th representatives of the governor in Sacr anent o. 20

19Ernesto Gal arza Papers, Collection M224, Stanford
Uni versity Libraries Departnent of Special Collections, Box 1,
Fol der 8.

90 hid.. Box 7, Folder 2.
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Like Galarza, Ruiz played simlar internediary roles in
several organizations in the 1940s, 1950s, and 1960s. As a
| awyer, he had a singular technical ability to wite an
organi zation's by-laws and constitutions in a format suitable for
approval by agencies such as the office of the California

21 In several organi zations, in addition to

Secretary of State.
sitting on constitution witing commttees, Ruiz's status as an
attorney and recognized ability to wite formal letters, earned
himthe position of secretary or executive secretary. In 1940,
he served as executive secretary for Cultura Pananericana, an
organi zati on which sought to further the tol erance and study of
"inter-Arerican culture,” a group Ruiz founded with a small cadre
middl e class Mexican American and Latin Anmerican businessmen. 22
Ruiz played a simlar role as an officer of the Coordinating
Council of Latin Anerican Youth (GCLAY), founded in 1943 to
address a wide variety of social and educational issues facing
Los Angel es’ Mexican cormunity.23 The CCLAY by-|aws, in which
Rui z played a major part in conposing, were witten in both
Spani sh and English. This again suggests the dual -rol e he
pl ayed: as sonmeone who was both bilingual and a part of the
Mexi can Anerican community and as soneone trained as a |awer and

wel | -accl amated to the larger society. In his capacity as

~ 2l2%gnuel Ruiz, Jr. Papers, Collection M295, Stanford
University Libraries, Special Collections, Box 2, Folder 1.

22l pid., Box 2, Folder 1.
231 pid., Box 2, Folder 11.
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secretary, Ruiz handled virtually all correspondence for the
organi zation, in English and in Spanish, and fromletters to Los
Angel es Police Chief CB. Horrall to letters of appreciation to

| ocal restaurants.24

In at least a third organization, California s Mexican
Arerican Political Association, Ruiz filled the shoes of the
ethnic mddle-man. The first neeting of the board of directors
of this organization, which was explicitly dedicated to
i ncreasing Chicano participation in electoral politics, was held
at Ruiz's Los Angeles office in Novenber of 1963. Ruiz served as
MAPA' s "consulting attorney" for the first two year's of the
organi zation's existence; his duties included serving on a
committee (wth two other attorneys) which wote the
constitution, and, in late 1964, authoring the constitution for

t he establishnent of a national NAPA.25

The Rel evance of dass Oigin

In attenpting to nake sense of the situation of Ruiz and
Galarza as elites in these organi zations, it is inportant to
speci fy what we nean by social class. Social scientists
generally look at incone, occupation and educational | evel
These are certainly inportant el ements, ones which we shall

consi der, but another critical dimension is class origin, a

24Ibid., Box 2, Folders 12 and 13.
2l bid., Box 7, Folders 16 and 109.
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factor especially significant for Mexican Amrericans and ot her
mnorities.

Wiile it is useful to look at the inpact Ruiz and Gal arza
had on Mexi can Americans as elites, it is inportant to evaluate
their class status in terns of their famly backgrounds. Al-

t hough the Ruiz papers in the Stanford University Libraries
Departnent of Special Collections are extensive, they |ack
docunents which provide insight into Ruiz's childhood or parent's
background. According to the brief biography included in the
collection, Ruiz was the nodel of the successful, ail-Anerican
boy. In addition to being Val edictorian of the class of 1923, he
was a track star, a nenber of the school orchestra and captain of
the debate team®2®

But Ruiz stood out fromhis classmates in an inportant way.
He was one generation renoved fromhis parents childhood in
hmzmﬂan2727 And there are other hints of Ruiz's hunble
background, including the preface to his book, The Mexican
Anerican Legal Heritage _in the Sout hwest, published in 1972.
According to the introduction's author, Henry Ramrez, a friend
of Ruiz's and chairman of the Cabinet Conmittee on Qpportunities

for Spanish Speaking People at that tine, "as a teen, [RuiiZz]

toiled in the orchards of California, picking apricots and

26207 Coll ecti on M295, Gui debook.
2727
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328 ¢ s unlikely that memories of these

bai | i ng hay.
experi ences and know edge of his parents and grandparents' |ives
in Mexico would have left him even as he conpleted his B.A and
joined the Ganma Eta Gamma law fraternity.

The archival material on Galarza is simlarly lacking in
details about his famly background and early chil dhood.
Fortunately, Galarza's autobiography, Barrio Boy, has a great
deal of information in this regard. The book focuses on his
early childhood and teen years. It is a detailed account of his
menories of life in a Mexican nountain village, in the urban
barrios of Mazatlan, and the "lower part" of Sacranento. H's
description of growing up with his two cousins, three uncles,
aunt, and nother in a one-room adobe house in Jal cocotan is vivid
and full of detail, all told fromthe point of view of a young
boy. In a later chapter, he describes the variety of odds jobs
he perforned as a teen--fromdelivery boy, to dancehall nusician,
to drugstore clerk specializing in bilingual service.

During longer vacations from school and during the sunmmrers,
he worked in the fields of the Sacramento Valley. He tells of
t he powerl essness he and the other Mexican workers felt.

"Like all the others, | often went to work without

knowi ng how nuch I was going to be paid. . .The im

portant questions that were in ny m nd--the wages

per hour or per lug box, whether the beds would

have mattresses and bl ankets, the price of meals, how

often we woul d be pai d--were never discussed, nuch

| ess answered, beforehand. Once we were in canp,

ow ng the enployer for the ride to the job, having
no neans t get back to town except by wal king and no

BRuUi z, 1972, p.iii.
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nmoney for the next meal, argunments over working con-
ditions were settled in favor of the boss."“”

These nenories would stay with Galarza all of his |life, and
they certainly nust have been an inportant part of his college
experiences. It is difficult to say how they nay have influenced
his deicisions to join the coll ege debate team the student
newspaper staff, and the prestigious Phi Beta Kappa, but it seens
likely that they woul d have been part of what was pushing Gl arza
to succeed. Upon graduating, he took a different route than Ruiz
when he enbarked on an academ c career, beginning with a Master's
Degree programin Latin American history and political science at
Stanford. Seventeen years later, he received his Ph.D. in Latin
Anerican history from Col unbi a, having already worked as a
researcher and witer on Latin Anerican and inter-American
affairs. 30

So, while it is appropriate to argue that Galarza and Ruiz
acted as elites in the context of the ethnic group and in the
et hni ¢ organi zations to which they bel onged, it is inportant to
keep in mnd their famly backgrounds. W should not overstate
the degree to which they participated in nmai nstream society, nor
can we discount the considerable inpedinents to such

participation 31

2Bl arza, 1971, pp. 262- 263.
30l arza Papers, Collection M224, GCui debook.
SLit s tenpting to discuss Galarza's and Ruiz's |evel of

participation as "assimlation," but | agree with Rosaldo, in an
(Foot note Conti nued)
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Label s and ldentity: The Role of the Mexican Anerican Elite

From our discussion of Ruiz's and Galarza's roles as
m ddl e- men between Chicanos and the larger society, it is clear
that each nman took his conmtnment to these ethnic organizations
very seriously. Furthernore, each nan's organi zationa
coomtnents reflected his personal experience and concept of what
it meant to be Mexican Arerican. Their activities can al so be
seen, however, fromthe perspective of their inpact on the group
as a whole. Because they were elites, their personal decisions
had repercussions on Chicano organizational and political
devel opnent and on Chicano identity transformation. Furthernore,
these effects can be understood independently fromthe intentions
of the individual agents.32

They were at once part of and catalysts for an energent
Mexi can Anerican identity (in the 1930s and 1940s) and a
transformng Mexi can American identity (in the 1960s and 1970s).
This evolution is evident in a societal -1evel analysis of
changing labels in various historical periods. It is also
observabl e, however, at the individual l|evel. As evidenced

t hrough changes in what they called thenselves and their ethnic

(Foot not e Cont i nued)

essay called "Assmlation Revisited," that such a concept is

i nadequate to explain the Chicano experience. In addition to the
wel | - docunent ed probl ens of adequately neasuring assimlation, it
is of limted utility because it is so often conceived of as a

di chot omous process. In contrast, the cases di scussed here make
a strong case for viewing assimlation or acculturation along a
conti nuum as involving degrees rather than pol ar opposites.

%°Rosal do, 1988, p. 48-49



Gomrez, p. 22

group, both Galarza and Rui z experienced changes in their
identities, which were reflected in the organi zations to which

t hey bel onged. These ethnic organi zations, noreover, illustrate
the process of a changing ethnic identification for the ethnic
group as a whol e.

In oral testinony before the President's Inter-Agency
Comm ttee on Mexican-American Affairs, Glarza' s statenent about
ethnic labels for the Mexican group |eaves the inpression that he
does not consider distinctions between |abels to be salient.
Know ng that the |abel issue is a contentious one, he gives a
di sclainmer, when referring to "Mexi can- Aneri cans, the
Spani sh-surnanmed or however you wish to call them as of 1967."33
This statenent likely reflects Galarza's wish to avoid initiating
a contentious discussion, rather than his rejection of the
significance of the terms. It is clear fromother testinony,
speeches, letters, and reports, that GGl arza was conscious of the
significance of the various ternms.

D stinctions between various segnents of the U S. Mexican
popul ation were inportant, for instance, in Galarza s |abor
activities in California. |In resolutions at state and national
NFLU conventions and in his weekly activity reports, Galarza
di sti ngui shes between "Mexicans," a reference to Anmerican-born

. mn . . mn "/l .
Mexi cans, and "Mexican Nationals."* A decade earlier, @Glarza

3@l arza Papers, Collection M224, Box 1, Fol der 9.
%4 bid., Box 7, Folders 1 and 5.



appears to have taken even greater pains in choosing appropriate
termnology in referring to Mexican Arericans. Euphem stic terns
for Mexican Anericans were at their peak in the 1940s, and
Gal arza was caught up in that phenonena. In official reports and
letters, he used a range of such terns: from"inter-Anerican,"
to "Hspanic,”" to "Indo-H spanic,” to "Mexican-Anerican."35
Frequently, the |abels were used interchangeably within a single
docunent .

Thus far, we have only discussed Galarza's termnology in
out-group contexts, situations in which he is addressing
non- Mexi can Anericans. Do his terns change in in-group con-

texts?'” Al t hough there is little docunentation of an in-group

directed termnology in the archival material, a series of

correspondence between Gal arza and George |. Sanchez constitutes
one such exanple. In this case, the term "nexicano" seened to be
t he one nost preferred.37 e also gets a sense of Glarza's

personal preferences from his autobiography; in the introduction,
he refers to hinself as “Maxican."38
Later in the book, he uses the term "chicano" to refer to

hi nsel f and his neighbors in an immgrant Mexican nei ghborhood in

%l pid., Box 6, Folder 2;: Box 5, Folder 10; Box 9, Fol der 8;
Box 1, Fol der 8.

30see Arce, 1981, for a discussion of the significance of
out-group versus in-group contexts on identity for Chicanos.

%Gl arza Papers, Collection M224, Box 1, Fol der 3.
%Gl arza, 1971, p. 2.
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Sacr anent o. He describes this term which gained popularity in
the 1970s, anong students particularly, as "the name by which we
called an unskilled worker born in Mexico and just arrived in the
Uni t ed States."39 He says he and his uncles identified with the
Chi canos: "Like us, they had cone straight to the barrio where
they could order a neal, buy a pair of overalls, and |ook for

/l . . -
wao 0 Yet, interestingly, this termdoes not

work in Spanish...
cone up in any of his organizational docunents. This suggests
that Galarza considered it a strictly in-group term despite its
wi despread usage generally in the 1970s and 1980s.

For his part, Ruiz spoke openly about his dislike for the

term "Chicano.” In a 1970 newspaper interview, he nmade the point
that the word "Chicano" was not in any Spanish dictionary. "It
is a coined word," he was quoted as saying, "it nmeans what they

vant it to nean...""’ Ruiz's preference, in both out- and
in-group contexts, seens to have been for euphem stic terns which
did not include the word "Mexican." In the earliest docunent in
his collected papers, a 1939 application for civil service

enpl oynent, Ruiz refers to "the Spani sh-speaking el enent in the

United States."%

bid., p. 20

‘Ol bi d., p. 201
“lag, Papers, Collection M295, Box 1, Fol der 1.

42%md” Box 1, Fol der 1.
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In other instances, especially when including hinself in the
reference, Ruiz took pains to distinguish between Anrerican-born
and Mexi can-born Mexicans in the United States. As COCLAY secre-
tary, he wote in 1942 to Judge Robert H Scott, Los Angel es
Juvenile Court, to comrend himfor deciding to drop "the designa-
tion "white' in contradistinction to the word "Mexican.'" He
went on to say that "since substantially all of the boys [who
have been in juvenile court] were born in this vicinity and
reared in our community, and therefore are in fact Americans, it
is even yet unfortunate that they should have to be referred to
as "Mexicans. ' "®%3

Rui z seenmed to be equally concerned about naking the
di stinction between Amrerican-born and Mexi can-born Mexicans in
in-group contexts. The drafting of a docunent, a resolution
dealing with the health concerns of Chicanos, reflects this
concern. The resolution was intended for the CCLAY nenbership
and for other Mexican organizations. On the first draft of the
resol ution, dated October 7, 1945 Ruiz circled the five
citations of the word "Mexican," and had witten a note to the
typist: "Remind ne to talk to you about the above; it's
i mportant." The revised docunent had the word "Mexican" only

once, in the phrase "anmong persons of Mexican extraction...”44

43/ pid.. Box 2, Folder 13.

4apig  Box 3, Folder 15.
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Furthernore, Ruiz's aversion to the word "Mexican" is not
limted to the 1940s, an historical period when the extent of and
| egal sanction of discrimnation agai nst Mexi cans nmade the use of
euphem stic terns understandable. According to 1964 records, he
used the term "H spanic surnanme voters" in an internal NAPA
resol uti on which he authored and whi ch was passed.Aq In
communi cations with those outside the ethnic group during the
1960s, such as a letter to California Governor Ednund Brown and
testinony he wote for MAPA President Eduardo Quevedo, Ruiz
frequently used terns such as "Spani sh-speaki ng Anericans” and
"H spanic Anericans,"” and, to a |lesser extent,

"Mexi can- Amer i cans. " *6

It is difficult to say whether the way in which Galarza and
Rui z expressed their identity--through these ethnic | abel s--was
nore a statenent about their perception of their ethnicity or
nore a reflection of the social and historical context. Yet it
is nore inportant to realize that both these forces were at work
than to decide which of themis primary. Each individual's
deci sion about what to call hinself and the ethnic group, then,
nmust be understood as the product of an array of considerations,
including the out-group or in-group context, the organizationa
context (i.e., a labor organizing neeting versus a neeting with

governnent officials, though both may be out-group settings), the

“l bid., Box 7, Fol der 18.
4646Ibid., Box 6, Folders 3 and 4.
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| arger social context, and the individual's own class position.
For Rui z, whose organizational world, like his legal world, was
political and formal, those terns which distingui shed anmong
various segnents of the Chicano popul ati on--those which

enphasi zed citizenship, class, and generation. For Galarza, his
enersion in farnmworker and |abor activities led himto enphasize

a direct, sinple termnol ogy--he was Mexican or mnexi cano.

Explaining Ethnic Eites

W have shown how Galarza and Ruiz had an inpact on Chicano
organi zations. Their status as ethnic elites gave them a great
deal of influence in the organizations in which they were active.
In addition to functioning as ethnic m ddl e-nen, they hel ped
shape ethnic identity through their own identity, as reflected by
ethnic |labels. As elites, however, they also took on the broader
role of chronicling and re-fashioning the group's experience in
this country and know edge of itself.”” In this sense, they have
led the ethnic novenent, as Anthony Smth describes it.

In his attenpt to explain the resurgence of ethnic
attachnments throughout the nodern world, Smth argues that
intellectuals, professionals and sem - professionals (these

segnments together, he |labels "the professional intelligentsia")

“This is not meant to inmply that Ruiz and Gal arza
consciously took such a role (though they may have), but that the
process of ethnic identity and ethnicity generally is conducive
to pressures fromelites or |eaders such as these two men.
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have led the ethnic novenent. Their educational and occupati onal
experiences gave themthe skills to fashion nmyths of origin,
docunent histories, formorganizations, and define political
agendas for the ethnic groups to which they belonged.48 And
their rejection--by nore established m ddle class nenbers and by
non-ethni cs--fueled their return to their ethnic comunities.
Smth refers to this as the "radicalization" of ethnic
intellectuals and professionals. At the sanme tine, an altruistic
force was at work, also leading themback to their ethnic
identity.

In the followi ng paragraph, Smth sumrari zes the cumul ative
affect of the radicalization and altruism strains on this class's
pronotion of ethnic identification and ethnic novenents.

"There were a nunber of reasons for the appeal of

this "ethnic solution' of the intellectuals. By

identifying their private concerns with those of

the wider community, ...the professionals could

overcone their lack of a worthy pedigree and claim

to speak for the whole collectivity...Yet career

aspirations tell us only part of the story. Equally

inportant are the 'ideal interests' of the intel-

ligentsia, their vision of the world as it should

be and their ideal of their ow situation in it.

The ethnic comunity provides not only the basis

of an alternative status system and power centre for

an excluded stratum but a resolution of their iden-

tity crisis through a revaluation of their function

and purpose. "™’

Radi cal i zation and altruismon the part of the profession-

al/intellectual contributed to the revival of ethnic communities

“8aqith, 1981, Chapter 7.
491,496d, pp. 125- 126.
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during a historical period in which many had predi cted such
prinordial ties would |ose significance.

Smth's analysis applies to the situation of Chicano elites
(intellectuals and m ddl e-cl ass professionals) who have renai ned
(or returned to actitivisn) active in ethnic organizations. In
sone ways, the notion of the influence of radicalization and
altruismis inline with Garcia's and de |la Garza's di scussion of
the factors which affect the strength of Chicano identity:
degree of assimlation, social class and experience of
di scrimnation. Experience of discrimnation, for instance,
applies the sane logic as the notion of radicalization. 1In a
study of several hundred H spanic elected officials and |eaders
of community organi zations, de la Garza and Vaughan asked respon-
dents to rank their reasons for "getting involved in politics."
More than hal f answered that "discrimnatory experiences" were
the main reason they entered poIitics.50

It seems reasonable to view these factors--
radi cal i zati on/ experience of discrimnation and altruism or
obligation to the comunity--as inportant in influencing the
individual's level of ethnic identification and form of expres-
sion of that identity. W can conceive of a continuumof |evels
of assimlation, affecting a continuumof |evels of radicaliza-

tion. Thus, the individual who has been able to assimlate to a

certain degree experiences a |like degree of rejection—an

>04e Ia Garza and Vaughan, 1984
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i mpedinent to their further assimlation. W mght also envision
a continuumof altruism which mght be influenced positively by
a physical (residential) and structural (class) closeness to the
ethnic group, but also positively influenced by novenent away
fromthe group. For instance, those noving "up" froma typical
position in the community mght feel nore of an obligation--an
altruistic pull--to the ethnic community fromwhich they cane.
In evaluating the Ruiz and Gal arza cases, we will consider the
joint inpact of the radicalization and altruistic intentions on
the direction their organizational involvenent took.

Ruiz's decision to begin his ow |aw practice was not one
isolated fromthe realities of Anglo discrimnation against
Mexi cans in the 1930s. In part, the decision reflected his
limted options after he was rejected as a partner in severa
prestigious Los Angeles |aw firms. - This rejection mght also
have been a factor in Ruiz's selection of a field of specializa-
tion. Hs private practice was geared towards internationa
busi ness law, a good deal of it in Mexico and other parts of
Latin Arerica. This was a decision Ruiz evidently nmade soon
after receiving his |law degree, as he was admtted to the
Chi huahua Bar in 1932, two years after being admtted to the

California Bar.52

> lagii; Papers, Collection M295, Qui debook.
>?| bid., Box 1, Folder 1.
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Unboubtedly this and ot her experiences influenced the
character of his involvenent in Mexican Arerican groups. Ruiz's
position as a respected Mexican Amrerican professional nade him
well -suited to be a founding nenber of CCLAY. n the surface,
the organi zation appeared to concern itself wth "the Mexican
probl eni anong youth in East Los Angeles, as the |ocal press and
politicians had framed it. The organization entered the scene as
a group of m ddle-class, respectable Mexicans, who had as one of
nine goals of "the organization of youth in a constructive

del i nquency prevention program"53

In carrying out this mandate, however, the CCLAY was carefu
to reject explicitly conformty to Anerican ways as the answer to
the problens of Chicano youth. According to one statenent of
pur pose, the CCLAY would not "indulge in a program of Anerican-
ization. . .it cannot support the hypothesis that the Anerican
way of living is a solution to the juvenile delinquency prob-
Ien1.."qh It is also evident fromRuiz's letters to police
officials, editors of the Los Angeles Tinmes, and others that the
CCLAY was in no way an apol ogist for the police, who, even in the
wake of the well-publicized Sl eepy Lagoon incident, had not
| essened their harrassment and physical assault of Mexican

yomrLERq Thus, while Ruiz's mddle class perspective suited him

5 bid., Box 3, Folder 15.
54Ib35d, Box 2, Folder 11.

I bid., Box 2, Folders 12-13; Box 3, Folders 7 and 12.
(Foot not e Cont i nued)
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to the job of representing the Mexi can community to Angl o author-
ities, he did not refrain fromcriticizing themwhen he felt is
necessary.

By the 1960's, Ruiz's organizational involvenment had noved
away from the advocacy role he played on behalf of Chicano youth
in the GOQLAY. Hs nmain interest was in electoral politics, at
both the state and national level. At the national level, Ruiz
appeal ed to the Republican | eadership; he was appointed chairman
of the H spanic D vision of the Republican National Conmttee for
t he Col dwater presidential canpaign. R At the state level, his
i nvol venent in MAPA was his enduring organi zational activity.

The character of Galarza's expression of his ethnic identi-
ty, as reflected in his organizational affiliations, was quite
different. A life-long interest in Mexican farmwrkers and | abor
i ssues, rather than a focus on electoral politics as in Ruiz's
case, nmarked Galarza's ties. As early as the late 1930's, he had
decided to concentrate on |abor issues. As chief of the Labor
Section of the Pan Amrerican Union from 1936 to 1947, he conducted
nunerous field studies of |abor situations anong Mexicans in the
U S. and workers in Latin Arerica. Hs international outl ook,

especially when it cane to |abor issues, was evident in a 1949

(Foot not e Conti nued)

Garcia, 1984, also concludes that the CCLAY was not as
conservative as it seened, with its range of political and
educational activities.

6 bid., Box 1, Fol der 1.
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report on Bolivian mners and the negative inpact Anmerican
conpani es had had on their lives. %7

Al t hough he was based in Washington, D.C during this
period, he nade several studies of |abor conditions in the
Sout hwest and in the M dwest, chronicling the working and |iving
condi tions of Mexican National's and Mexican Americans. %78
Criticismof the inportation of agricultural |abor from Mexico,
under the Bracero program was a common notif in Glarza's
reports and testinony of this period. The theme came up
frequently in his PAU reports, testinony before Congress, and
correspondence. H's visionary solution to the "catch-22" of the
Bracero program from Anerican workers' point of view, was an
international outlook which enbraced |aborers without regard to
nati onal borders. It was expressed in a speech given in
Al buquerque in 1950:

"V do not propose to let the diplomts of either

or both countries force the workers of Mexico and

the United States to share a deepeni ng poverty.

W as workers and citizens of the Anmericas wll
find the way toward a nore decent life for all

nJ7
Reflecting on his work as a | abor organizer in California,

he commented that it was the continuation of the Bracero program

whi ch prevented his union frombeing effective: "From 1948 to

1959 | participated in probably twenty strikes and always that

375Gl arza Papers, Col | ection M224, Box 1, Fol der 8.
8 bid., Box 1, Fol der 8.
| bid., Box 1, Fol der 8.
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[the presence of plentiful braceros to replace Anerican workers]
was the problem"m And yet Gl arza, who knew the traumas of
comng to a foreign land and of working at back-breaking jobs,
expressed a deep enpathy for these Mexican workers and | abored to
i nprove their working conditions. This viewwas expressed in an
interview Gal arza gave in 1974.

"The whol e strategy of our union was based upon
three concepts. One, we had to bring about the
term nation of the bracero program W figured
it would take ten years, and it did. Qur view
was that when that was acconplished that we next
woul d have to undertake a simlar canpaign to
bring to the attention of the country and to
bring about |egislation concerning wetbacks.

Qur viewwas that the so-called wetback is a
product of the political and social conditions
of Mexico and consequently we favored a cam
pai gn of publicity, confrontation, docunenta-
tion, protest and so on that would zero in not
on the wetback as a person but on the Mexican
governnment and its policy that created such
terrible poverty conditions that the wetback
was natural product of this burgeoni ng Mexican
capitalism..The strategy of the union was

cut off half way. W, never got to the wetback
issue, not really...""*

As elites, Glarza and Ruiz were subject to the pressures of
radi calization and altruism which gave nonentumto their ethnic
identification. At times, it seens that their organi zationa
activities were propelled by the discrimnation they had
experienced. At other tinmes, they seemto have been notivated by

a self-inposed obligation to the Chicano conmunity. In both

%) bid., Box 3, Fol der 6.
%1 bid., Box 3, Fol der 6.
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cases, they had a significant inpact on the organi zations with

which they were affiliated and, thus, on Chicano ethnic identity..

Concl udi ng Renar ks

Attenpting to conbine the nethod of primary archival
research on individuals with a sociol ogi cal perspective has at
times been a bunpy road to travel. There are frequently extrene
choices to be made; do we over-generalize to nmake a soci ol ogi ca
point or risk drawing too broad of a significance from an
i ndividual case? Yet it is a fertile conbination in terns of
generating new ways of |ooking at Chicano history and Chi cano
ethnic identity. In exploring these topics, sone interesting
i ssues have been uncovered and illum nated, and, inportantly,
many new questi ons have been rai sed.

A wi de range of Chicano organi zations were the setting for
the interchange which occurred between Ruiz and Gal arza, as
elites, and the ethnic group as a whole. Their roles as
spokesnen and m ddl e-nen were evident in the organizational
context. In this same context, we suggested that each
individual's identity is expressed through self-referents and
ethnic | abels he uses to describe the ethnic group. In turn,
their personal preferences influenced the term nology used by the
| arger society, the ethnic comunity as a whole, and the ethnic
organi zation. Finally, theories about why elites chose to
enpasi ze their ethnicity discussed, focussing on Smth's

radi calization and altruistic explanations. It seens that both
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these forces were involved in shaping Ruiz's and Gal arza's
specific organizational affiliations as well as the nore genera
types of ethnic activities they pursued.

Thus, in situating Galarza and Ruiz in both an historical
and social context, by enphasizing their position as Mexican
American elites, this paper suggests sonme new ways of approachi ng
their involvenent in ethnic organizations. |In such a way, we are
better able to understand both the social significance of the
positions they occupied as ethnic m ddl e-nen and the personal

stanp each made on Mexi can organi zati ons.
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