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. Preface

Consciously or not, those of us involved in Border Studies
operate wthin a generally agreed paraneter about what
constitutes the U S. -Mexico Border and its study. Today,
representatives of various disciplines, as well as proponents of
different perspectives and individuals in both countries,
increasingly refer to a basic group of assunptions when
di scussing the region. Al t hough nmuch disagreenent surrounds
Border studies, sonme of it heated, research nostly departs from
the sanme nucl eus of prem ses. W nostly agree, for instance,
that the Border that joins Mxico and the United States
conprises far nore than the strip of |and contiguous to the
i nternational boundary. Most concur that it is a region whose
identity, economc activities, cultural life, etc., supersedes
its binational nature to be integrated in many respects.
Al though it appears to be a straightforward and self-evident
concept from our vantage point, many years of convol uted
research trails through parched deserts were necessary to reach

t hat point.



Cruci al to t he devel opnent of this intellectua
infrastructure of Border Studies was the work in the 1950s by a
mulitidisciplinary group of researchers organized by Dr. Charles
Loomis from his position as the chair of the Sociology and
Ant hr opol ogy Departnent of Mchigan State University. Loom s,
as the followng pages testify, used his personal and
prof essi onal background to plan and inplenment a long-term
research program on the Border. The network of academ cians
t hroughout the Southwest and Mdwest initiated research and
devel oped a line of inquiry that would be an extraordinary step
in the intellectual devel opnent of Border Studies, and one that
is not only fascinating and inportant but also relatively
unknown. This group of researchers produced sonme of the
literature that we now consider classics in the genre of Border
St udi es.

Dr. Looms, along with Dr. Julian Sanobra, an early and
i nportant collaborator in Border Studies and a pioneer in
Mexi can American Studies, graciously agreed to share their
recol l ections and perspectives about the 1950s and 1960s. The
participation of Dr. Gl bert Cardenas, presently director of the
Center for Mexican Anerican Studies at the University of Texas,
bal anced their points of view with his experiences of the | ast

fifteen years. These discussions were held at CEFNOVEX' in

1 El Centro de Estudios Fronterizos del Norte de Mexico, now
known as the Colegio de |la Frontera Norte, is a research
institution dedicated to the study of the U S. -Mxican Border.



Tijuana and proved to be even richer and nore stinmulating that
had been expected. In fact, ironically, the original idea for
the project was suggested by Dr. Jorge Bustanente, President of
that institution. Dr. Looms and Dr. Sanora brought to Iight
dat a about people, places and research during the early years of
Border Studies as we know it, that is sinply not available
t hrough normal docunentary procedures. Thi s nonograph contains
edited excerpts fromthese conversations.

W have also decided to include an introduction to place
the participants' acconplishnents into proper hi stori cal
perspective and a selective annotated bibliography reflecting

vari ous phases of Border literature.



[1. Introduction

United States-Mxican Border Studies, as it is generally
understood, is a relatively young discipline of about thirty-
five years. This is not to say that there was no literature or
research about the Border Region before 1950. On the contrary,
with little effort, even the nobst casual reader finds an
abundance of witten nmaterial, enconpassing all sorts of
information from specialized, technical reports to highly
enoti onal and personal narratives. However, during the 1950s
the academc comunity of the United States wtnessed sone
deci dedly remarkabl e strides in conceptualizing and studying the
United States-Mexican Border Region, such that they would help
to reorder the wunderstanding of the area and influence nuch
subsequent research. That is, it was this generation of
researchers in the United States that made conceptua
breakt hroughs and substantial intellectual advances leading to
somre of the tools of analysis taken for granted today, and
consi dered nost befitting to an understanding of the Border
Regi on.

This cadre of researchers and academ cians pioneering
Border Studies in the 1950s was organi zed and sponsored by Dr.
Charles Looms, who at the tine was head of the Departnent of

Sociology and Anthropology at Mchigan State University. °?

2 M chigan State University is the |and grant college for

M chi gan, these institutions of higher |earning are charged by
nati onal |egislation to research rural society and di ssem nate
information to and about it. These universities receive a |ot of



Prof essi onal background and training in various areas, as well
as personal life experiences at Las Cruces, New Mexico
facilitated in Dr. Looms a firm and rational understanding of
Bor der dynami cs. Mor eover, foresight and opportunity enabled
Dr. Loomis to spearhead a planned and organi zed effort ainmed at
a systematic, professional examnation of selected Border
I ssues. From his base at Mchigan State, Dr. Looms invited
col | aboration from academi cs all over the American Southwest, as
well as parts of the Mdwest. Al in all, this network produced
much incisive academc work on the Border Region, opening new
fields of inquiry and utilizing then innovative mnethodol ogies.
However, many of the personal and intellectual achievenents of
this generation remain unrecognized for their contribution to
Border Studies. This intellectual generation nmerits discussion,
if not for the sake of the breadth of their acconplishnments, at
the very least for their contribution to Border Studies. Dr.
Loom s' recollections augnent our know edge of the Border and
Bor der St udi es.

Anmong the academ cians Dr. Looms attracted to his Border
Studies projects was Dr. Julian Sanora, the first Mexican
Anrerican to earn a Ph.D. in sociology, and a trailblazer in
studyi ng Mexi can Anericans. Dr. Sanora collaborated with many
phases of Dr. Loom s's Border Studies projects, spent sone tine

at Mchigan State, and until recently was one of the few Mexican

support fromthe federal governnent and agricultural groups.



American professional scholars to pursue research within the
ranks of Border Studies. Dr. Sanobra's experience and perspective
regarding the Border is particularly perceptive in many
respects; therefore, it was deemed crucial that Dr. Sanora be
invited to interact with Dr. Looms in the proposed oral
hi stories.

Dr. Sanora's professional commtnent has remained that of
exploring and pronoting the study of the Mexican Anerican
people. In fact, his priority to understand the Border Region's
nost prom nent ethnic group, Mexican Anericans, has led himto
make val uable contributions to the discipline of Border Studies.
In turn, Dr. Sanora hinmself has fornmed an entire generation of
prof essional scholars in Mexican Anerican Studies. Ther ef or e,
Dr. G lbert Cardenas, a graduate of Dr. Sanora's Mexican
American Graduate Studies Program represents one branch of the

third generation of Border Studies in the United States.

The " Spani sh" Borderl ands.

However, before enbarking upon a discussion of the role of
this group in the evolution of Border Studies, it would be both
apropés and informative to consider briefly the notion of Border
Studies prior to 1950. Such a review is enlightening in view of
the subsequent devel opnent of Border Studies. It highlights
many still-useful pre-1950 publications and enphasizes the
significance of the work of Loom s and his col |l eagues.

The historian Herbert Bolton was the individual who in the

early 1920's coined the term "Spanish Borderlands"” to refer to



that area of the continental United States that had been part of
the once expansive Spanish Enpire in the New Wrld. In his

sem nal work The Spanish Borderlands, Bolton opined after nuch

research that having been a part of the Spanish colonial enpire
had left an inprint on that region of the United States; hence,
the term= If one does not find obvious cohesion in the area, at
|l east this shared |egacy distinguishes the region from those
others strictly wunder French or English colonial influence.
Mani festations and intensity of Spanish colonial policy and
culture certainly vary wdely wthin the region for many
reasons, but a commonalty renains.

Wthin the definition of "Spanish Borderlands,” Bolton
included all of the United States contiguous with the Mexican
border, that is, California, Arizona, New Mexico, Colorado and
Texas, plus Louisiana, Florida and Georgi a. Al t hough today we
nostly equate Spani sh Borderlands with the Southwest, it is true
that Spanish explorations also extended into the M dwest .
I ndeed, the first permanent settlenent in the United States was
established by the Spanish at St. Augustine, Florida in the
si xteenth century, thus predating the English foray in

Massachusetts and Virginia by sone years. Although the Spanish

3 Her bert Bol ton. The Spani sh Borderl ands (New Haven, 1921)
p.VIIl. Hereafter cited as Borderl ands. Even though our study
enphasi zes this particular publication of Bolton, he was

prom nent in his profession, and widely recognized in the United
States for his teaching and research of Latin Anerican history.
Bol ton was particularly known and soundly criticized for his
theory of Western Hem sphere history.




| egacy of Louisiana and Georgia is not really our concern here,
and does not touch on U S. Mexican Border Studies, it does bear
mention. *

The thrust of Bolton's historical treatnent of the Border
Regi on centers around t he Spani sh col oni al era--its
expl orations, mssions, presidios and settlenents. This then
meant that he neither discussed the effect of Mexican nati onhood
on the Borderlands, nor the consequences of its annexation from
the United States. But nost inportantly for our discussion,
Bolton did recognize that the relationship between Spanish
colonial policy and the American Southwest was deep enough to
help shape a region and culture within the United States, a

regi on whose distinctiveness has survived and naintained its own

identity. In the preface to The Spanish Borderlands, Bolton
alludes to particular facets of life in the Southwest clearly
attributable to the influences of Spani sh  civilization.

Architectural designs and building uses, as well as m ssions,
ranchos, and place nane all serve for Bolton as tangible
evi dence of this. Also cowboy culture, land titles and surveys,

| egal precedents for water and mneral rights, as well as

4 For a useful sunmary of the Spanish presence in the

Ameri can Sout heast and M dwest, please consult see Estados

Uni dos de Anerica: Sintesis de su Historia | by Angela Myano
Pahi ssa, Jesus Vel asco and Ana Rosa Suarez Arguello. Al so John
Tate Lanni ng, Spani sh M ssions of Georgia (Chapel Hll:
University of North Carolina Press, 1938, 1938), and Carl

Wal dman, The Land Called Chicora, The Carolinas Under Spanish
Rule (Florida: University of Florida Press, 1956).




anachronistic property rights for wonen--still comobn at the
time Bolton was witing--all bespoke of a_ Spanish legacy.® To
repeat, Bolton acknow edged the influence of Spanish colonial
policy and endeavors wupon the Southwest he observed, but
apparently assunmed it was static. He made no references to
either Mexican national policy or the establishment of the
i nternational boundary in relation to the Border Region.

Al though Bolton was the first to refer to the Anmerican
Sout hwest as part of the "Spanish Borderlands”, he was far from

the first witer to attenpt to interpret the Southwest for

American consunption. Indeed, in Bolton's words: "Not |east has
been the Hispanic appeal to the inagination. The Spani sh
occupation has stanped the literature of the borderlands and

furnished thenme and color for a nyriad of witers, great and
small."® The body of literature that was published in the United
States in the late nineteenth and early twentieth century about
the Southwest s rich, diverse and informative, although
sonetinmes naive and quite biased. Both fiction and non-fiction
with a few notable exceptions, were printed materials that were
nostly distributed by eastern publishing houses to eastern urban
mar ket s. Al t hough these books, panphlets, etc., cannot be

considered strictly Border Studies, their aggregate provided a

5 Bol t on, Borderl ands, p.Xx.

¢ Bol t on, Borderl ands, p.x.




certain anbiance and the informational bases from which Bolton's
thesis could depart. A few brief allusions to different segnents
of this literature will illustrate its content and significance
to the devel opnment of U S. Border Studies. 7

Much American fiction between 1870 and 1920 or so was
inspired by many aspects of the Southwest: the harsh beauty of
its rugged and unforgiving deserts; the alluring, exotic nature
of Mexican culture; the undisciplined and uncivilized energy of
cowboy life; and quite promnently, the tragic nobility of
Nati ve Anmericans and their severe deprivations. Cecil Robison
in his analysis of the treatnent of Mexico and the Hi spanic
Southwest in American literature theorizes that the American
reading public found an enotional respite in this genre of
fiction.?®

The East and M dwest wer e rapi dly and brutally

! Since this early Border literature often focuses on sone
aspect of Mexican culture, be it fiction or non-fiction, it
frequently provides a prismthrough which to view American
attitudes toward Mexi can people, and by extension, Mexico.
American society did not clearly distinquish between Mexico and
t he Mexican presence in the U S. Southwest. The generalizations
whi ch abound in Border literature tended to reinforce

st ereot ypes about Mexi co and Mexi can peopl e, including those
living in the US. . This body of witing, then, is also useful
in historical analyses of Anerican attitudes toward Mexi co.

8 Cecil Robison, Wth the Ears of Strangers. This analysis
corroborates our point above that American attitudes toward
Mexi co nerged with those toward the Border region and the
Aneri can Sot hwest .




i ndustrializing, attracting immgrants from "undesirable" places
(southern and eastern Europe) to support rapidly expanding
econonmies, and in the process dramatically altering the fabric
of "gentile society.” Fashion and taste in the Glded Age,
noreover, were Victorian and often baroque. Readi ng about and
vi cariously experiencing the seem ngly unconplicated life of the
bucol i c Sout hwest, sonetines through the eyes of a Mexicano or
Native Anerican, inevitably created a new public perspective,
al beit distorted, on the Border Region, and not a snmall anount
of curiosity. In fact, nmany conmon notions about the Wst that
| ater surfaced in cowboy novies and other forns of nmass nedia
date fromthis period.

The piece d' resistance of this fiction is the fanmous novel
Ranbna, by Helen Fiske Hunt Jackson. Publ i shed originally in
1884, Ranpbna was so successful that by the 1930's it had been
printed one hundred thirty-five times and had been interpreted
ci nemagraphically three tines.?® A native of the eastern
seaboard, Ms. Jackson was a witer and journalist, and she
earned a living from witing newspaper articles and selling
short stories, inspired by her travels around the United States.
In the md-1870's, she married for the second tinme and nade
Col orado Springs her pernmanent base, and although she had
already traveled around the Southwest, being situated in

Col orado all owed for nuch nore extensive travel in the region.

° Hel en Hunt Jackson, Ranpbna (New York, 1935), preface.



Particularly through her travels and personal acquai ntances
in California, Ms. Jackson found herself appalled by the dire
ci rcunst ances inposed upon the native Mexican people and Native
Aeri cans. Most especially, Ms. Jackson took the plight of
Native Americans in southern California to heart, and on their
behal f, she tried to |obby the federal government wth her
letters and testinonies before Congress and to reach the reading
public with her witing, nobst promnently through the novel,
Ranona. The book revolves around the deep and romantic
rel ati onship of Ranobna, a young Native Anerican girl, and her
| over Al essandro, and is set in a fictional rancho in southern
California. Al t hough nost experts feel that the locale is
intended to be a ranch in the nountains in eastern San Diego
County, Ms. Jackson was deliberately vague, intending instead
to provide a broad panorana of Native Anericans in California
In fact, the book does provide rich and accurate details about
life in late nineteenth century California, * and in that
regard, actively explores controversial thenmes surrounding her

topic, and touches what we would consider part of Border

Studies--land titles, cultural dislocation, etc. Nonet hel ess,
readers responded to this novel as literature; its politica
inmpact was limted. Certainly, Ranpbna did not generate the

political outrage that could |ead to substantive inprovenent for

10 Evelyn |. Banning, Helen Hunt Jackson (New York, 1935)
pref ace.




Nati ve Anmericans--to the di sappoi ntnent of Jackson.

Charles Lumms, ** a journalist, exenplifies another facet
of this literature as dramatically as Helen Hunt Jackson.
Arriving in the Southwest as representative for a New England
newspaper, Lunm s becane enraptured by the region's peoples and

l ands. His romantic and sonewhat stereotyped books, The Land of

Poco Tienpo and Flores of Qur Last Romance, were published by

maj or eastern publishers for wurban audiences and sold quite
well. However, in the process of experiencing the Southwest,
Lunm s becane an avid photographer and advocate for the area
He docunented everything imagi nable with photos and notes, which
woul d become an extensive and fanmous collection of Native
American artifacts. In fact, it is his personal library and
coll ections that constitute the nucleus for the Southwest Miseum
in Los Angel es. 2

It will serve our purpose here to include a nmgazine that

Lunm s developed and edited in Los Angeles entitled Land of

Sunshine: Magazine of California and the Southwest. As a non-
1 Not to be confused with the sociologist of a later era,
Charl es Looms, whomwe w ||l discuss |ater.

12 The Sout hwest Museum i n Pasadena, California, is devoted to

preserving and publicly displaying historical artifacts of the
U S.'s Native American cultures. Although the Museum houses a
fine library, and holds artifacts fromnany Native Anerican
cultures, it is nost fanous for its renmarkabl e collection of
baskets, inplenents and other materials from Sout hern
California' s many Native American groups.



acadenmic research journal, the nagazine was inaugurated in the
1890's and included a nultitude of Border-related topics from
Coronado Island in San Diego County, to remnants of ranchos, to
the | ast Native Anmericans to have lived within mssions, to
penitentes in New Mxico, to Chinese brides in California.
Mor eover, each issue had many fine docunentary photos. But it
is significant to note that the magazine was intended to support
itself, as each issue was full of advertisenents pronoting
househol d goods, tourism 1in California, and real estate
devel opnent . = Lunms even sold his own house through an

advertisenment in Land of Sunshine. And apparently the magazi ne

was successful, because it survived for several years.

Herbert Bolton's nost imrediate antecedent for his theory
and academ c research, however, was Hubert Bancroft, the sem -
acadenmic entrepreneur of history, based in San Francisco.
Bancroft began his career in the East, witing and publishing
sem -popular literature. After he accunulated sone working
capital and finished an anbitious ten-year project to purchase
every book he could find anywhere on California and the Anmerican
West (including in Europe), Bancroft gathered together a |arge
group of conpilers, note-takers and witers to wite history.

Bancroft, furthernore, had the foresight to conduct ora

13 Ironically, real estate advertising in the Land of Sunshine
was part of a regional novenment to attract settlers fromthe
East, but at the cost of those individuals who held the original
| and grants issued by the Mexican governnent and all egedly
guaranteed by the Tratado de Guadal upe, Hi dal go.




hi stories and take statements from persons still alive who knew
sonmet hing of what had taken place in the Border region during
the previous fifty years or so, especially about the first few
years after the Treaty of Guadeloupe, Hidalgo was signed,
thereby generating a new source of primary historical data.
Bancroft even interviewed Mexicans who had decided to stay in
California after the Treaty of Guadel oupe, H dal go, the
experiences of whom are essential to understanding the Border's
hi storical formation. * The result of this project was his
famous thirty-nine volune set of histories, known as The Wrks

of Hubert Bancroft, and its span is enornopus. The vol unes

di scuss a wide variety of topics touching Mexico, much of the
American Sout hwest and even part of Canada, from colonial and
ancient times to contenporary tinmes, that is, to Bancroft's era,
or the 1880's, or so.

What is significant about The Wrks, noreover, is that they
wer e published by Bancroft's own company based in San Franci sco,
known as the History Conpany. Bancroft's enterprise later
publ i shed other historical treatises and works, and although not
instantly profitable, it survived. Like Lumm s in Los Angeles,
Border topics provided Bancroft with a living in the early years

of the twentieth century; Bancroft was as nuch a businessman as

14 The original transcripts of many those interviews are to be
found in the archives of the Bancroft Library at the University
of California at Berkeley.



he was a historian.

For the nost part, Bancroft's works are not analytical. The
bulk of the tonmes recount events and occurrences, wth snmall
bi ographi es of participants, with varying degrees of bias, and
with a few precious footnotes and references. But The Whrks do
succeed in relating and recording nmuch historical data. |n many
respects, The Wrks is in itself a primary historical source
because its publication is so close in tinmne to nmany of the
events it describes, and clearly reveals many nineteenth century
bi ases about Border rel ated topics.

But it was left to Herbert Bolton, a dedicated academ ci an,
to incorporate these disparate segnents of Border literature
into a broader understanding, and to conceptualize them

Incidentally, Bolton was one of Bancroft's successors in
directing the Bancroft Library in Berkeley. In fact, Bolton
cites the work of both Hubert Bancroft and Charles Lunms in the

bi bl i ography to his The Spanish Borderl ands. Bolton drew from

these lines of inquiry about the Southwest, as well as his own
training in Latin American history, to sketch the intellectual
paraneters of the Spanish Borderlands in the colonial era, and
to underscore the inportance of its study for United States
history. Simlarly, Bolton's avowed assunption underlying all
his research that one had to transcend national boundaries in
order to understand the historical developnent of any single

country led to his fanmous theory of Wstern Hem sphere history,



and consequently his notions about the Spani sh Borderl ands. **
Because of space limtations inposed upon Bolton by the

publ i sher of Spanish Borderlands, he was not able to fully

explore the historical question he was posing. And in fact,
Bolton states in the book's preface that he was required to
elimnate nmuch material.* Crcunstances, then, had forced Bolton
to be nuch nore superficial in his treatnment of Border history
than he had intended. Even so, his study of the historical bond
between the Anerican Southwest and Spanish colonialism is
provocative and for its tinme exciting.

Unfortunately, Bolton's notion of Border history was
neither well accepted by his peers nor further devel oped. Li ke
his nore gl obal hypotheses about the shared |egacy of Wstern
Hem sphere history, his ideas about Border history |ay dormant.
H s coll eagues in the historical profession in the United States
criticized his work,* and significantly continued to think of

him as a Latin Anerican historian, rather than one of the

15 Teaching at the University of Texas and living there early
in his career, as well as spending nmany sunmers exani ni ng
docunents in Mexican archives, enphasized to Bolton the urgency
of understandi ng that historical |ink between the Anerican

Sout hwest and Spani sh col onialism

16 Bol t on, Borderl ands. p.x.

17 For nore information, please see Lewis Hanke, ed. Do the
Anericas Have A Common History (New York, 1964).




American Southwest. ®* Perhaps the mlieu of the United States
was not propitious for Bolton's proposals. While Bolton was
suggesting a historical relationship between the United States
and Spain, and by inplication Mexico, many other Anerican
political and cul tural groups were demanding the forced
Anmeri cani zati on of European and other immgrants living in the
country, as well as other means of honogenizing and insulating
Anerican society. It hardly seens likely that the academc
community in the United States at that tine would enbrace
Bol ton's suggestions and their inplications. Further work on the

thesis would have to await Charles Loom s.

The Border: A Reapprai sal

That Dr. Charles P. Loom s should be considered the founder
of contenporary Border Studies comes as no surprise in |light of
hi s i nterests, acconpl i shnent s, and hi s per sonal and
prof essional conmtnents. His persistence in pursuing know edge
about his fellow nman and society at Jlarge, conbined wth
personal experience living on the Border and various encounters
with international work and life, equipped Dr. Looms with the
tools and frame of reference to approach significant academc

study of the Border Region. *

18 Essay by John W Caughey in Turner, Bolton and Wbb; Three
Hi storians of the Anerican Frontier (Seattle, 1965), p. 65.

10 Charles Looms was raised in a farmng famly in Las
Cruces, New Mexico, and although he later left to pursue his



Loom s devel oped his research skills early in his career
with a nine year professional association with the United States
Departnment of Agriculture (USDA). They enployed Dr. Loom s as
an agricultural economst and social scientist. He studied
rural life and applied social progranms within a rural context,
and for the last year, conducted extension work and training in
the Ofice of Foreign Agricultural Relations. Looms studied
i ssues such as the standard of living in rural South Dakota, 2
and in the Appal achia Muntains, # planned rural comrunities, 2
a conparison of African Anerican sharecroppers wth wage

| aborers in the Arkansas River Valley, 2 the role of governnent

education, that early experience on the Border seens to have

| eft deep inpressions on himabout the unique nature of the U S
Mexi can Border. Loom s earned his bachelor's degree at the New
Mexi co Col | ege of Agriculture and Mechanical Arts in 1928, his
Master's in Sociology and Econom cs at North Carolina State
College in 1929 and his Ph.D. in Sociology and Econom cs at
Harvard University in 1933.

20 Charles Looms, et. al. The Standard of Living of Farm and
Village Famlies in Six South Dakota Counties (Washington, D.C. ,
1938).

21 Charles Loonms, et.al., Standard of Living in Four
Sout hern Appal achi an Counti es (Washi ngton, D.C., 1938)

22 Charl es Loom s, "The Devel opnent of Pl anned Rura
Communities," Rural Sociol ogy, Decenber, 1938.

23 Charl es Loom s, "Negro Sharecroppers and Wage- Laborer
Famlies in the Arkansas Valley,"” Farm Popul ati on and Rura




agencies in rural society, 2 and the process of resettlenment in
a rural area. * But as early as 1938, Dr. Loonmis canme to
research and publish studies that could be considered precursors
of his later conceptualization of Border Studies, wth the

publication of Standards of Living in an Indian-Mxican Village

and on a Reclanmation Project, a report issued by the USDA

By 1941-43, however, alnost all of Looms's professional
publications dealt wth issues related to the Border and/or
Spani sh speaking in the Southwest. He published a series of
reports and articles during that tinme based upon extensive
research and field work anong the rural Spanish Anerican 2
popul ati on of New Mexico-including "Wartine Mgration from Rura

Spani sh Speaking Villages of New Mexico",? "Spanish Anmericans

Life Activities, April 15, 1939.

24 Charl es Loomni s, "Social Agencies in the Planned Rura
Communities,"” Rural Sociol ogy, Decenber, 1938.

25 Charles Loom's, "Measurenent of Dissolution of In-Goups in
the Integration of a Rural Resettlenent Project,"” Socionetry,
April, 1939.

26 Al t hough Spani sh-surnaned New Mexi cans use a variety of
self-identity terns (H spanics, Latin Anericans, etc.), we wl|l
respect those that Loom s used.

27 Charl es Looms, "Wartine Mgration fromthe Rural Spanish
Speaking Villages of New Mexico," Rural Sociol ogy, Decenber,
1942.




The New Mexican Experiment in Village Rehabilitation,"?® an
article about interagency cooperation in Taos, New Mexico * and,
interestingly, an article about inter-ethnic relations in two
sout hwestern high schools.*® Reflecting his transfer to the
Ofice of Foreign Agricultural Relations toward the end of his
stay at USDA, Looms published a couple of articles on
agricultural extension work in Latin Anerica, * and particularly
in Peru.

However, in 1944 Dr. Looms resigned from the USDA to
assume the chairmanship of the Sociology and Anthropol ogy
Departnent at M chigan State. Dr. Looms remained there at
M chigan State until 1971 and served as departnment head until

1957. During his tenure Dr. Looms was also the Director of the

28 Charles Loom s, et. al, "Spanish Anericans: The New Mexi can
Experinent in Village Rehabilitation,” Applied Anthropol ogy,
June 1943.

29 Charles Looms, et. al., "The Taos County Project of New
Mexi co- An Experinment in Local Cooperation Anrong Bureaus, Private
Agenci es, and Rural People." Applied Anthropol ogy, June, 1944,

%0 Charles Loom s, "Ethnic C eavages in the Sout hwest as
Refl ected in Two Hi gh Schools," Socionetry, February, 1943.

81 Charl es Loom s, "Extension work at Tingo Maria, Peru,"
Agriculture in the Anericas, February, 1944.




Social Research Service (1946-57) and the Director of the
University's Area Research Center (1947-1971). It was during
his stay at Mchigan State that Dr. Loom s pronoted his concept
of Border Studies and consolidated the network of scholars and
researchers nentioned earlier. The MSU Departnent of Sociol ogy
provided an ideal conbination of institutional support and
academ c infrastructure. * The MU Departnment of Sociology at
that tine annually received $30,000 in research noney from the
Coll ege of Agriculture, a substantial anmount of nobney in the
1950's, to be enployed as Loonm s deened appropriate, including
as seed noneys.

Moreover, while associated with the Ofice of Foreign
Agricultural Relations, Dr. Loom s was appointed to the board of
Directors of the Inter-Anerican Institute of Agricultura
Sciences in Costa Rica, a research and teaching organization
associated with the Oganization of Anmerican States, whose
foundation and developnment had been facilitated by sone
individuals in the USDA. This institutional connecti on
expedited a |large grant of $150,000 from the Carnegi e Foundati on
to study small agricultural villages in Turrialba, Costa Rica.

The funds from this project financed several graduate student

82 The Departnent of Sociology under Dr. Loom s's tutel age
devel oped studi es of |eadership patterns in local, rura
communities that could help the Agricultural Extension Service
per sonnel eval uate deci sion-making politics. Agricultura
prof essi onal s, such as Home Econonists, are often obligated to
I npl ement prograns in rural areas but frequently w thout the
tool s needed to be effective.



theses, but also enabled him to take a sabbatical |eave from
M chigan State in order to do on-site research in Costa Rica for
a year. He subsequently published several articles in academc
journals about field work there. Anong them are "Health Aspects
of the Community Developnent Project: Rural Area, Turrialba,

Costa Rica," in the Anerican Journal of Tropical Medicine and

Hygi ene (July, 1953), and "Class Status in Rural Costa Rica--A
Peasant Community Conpared Wth an Hacienda Comunity” in
Socionetry in 1949.

I mpl enmentation of the Costa Rica project was pivotal
for the later Border Studies projects. From Dr. Looms's own
rem ni scences we |earn that although the environnent in Costa
Rica furnished nuch naterial for research and analysis, he
recogni zed that they were operating in an insulated setting.
Li ke local rural societies in nost places, that of the area
around Turrialba was relatively isolated and its way of life
essentially the product of one cultural tradition. O course,
its study would produce inportant information and insight into a
local Latin American agricultural econony, i nt er - personal
relations in a rural setting, and nmany other issues. But such
| ocal rural areas, be they in Latin Anerica or the United
States, innately lack the potential for conparative research.
The "cutting edge"” is mssing; that is, a researcher would have
to use information from other data sets to devel op nost kinds of
conpar ati ve anal yses.

It was at this point that Dr. Loom s began to conceive of

the U S.-Mexico Border Region as an arena for potentially



prom sing and insightful research. The region's unique
character and dynamcs inherently provided raw material for
research not available in nbst other settings. Loomis's own life
experiences in the Border Region had taught him the distinctive
qualities of the area.

The resources which Loom s had devel oped through M chigan
State set the stage for his Border Studies project. Uni versity
and USDA admi ni strative nachinery supported |arge scale research

pr oj ects. Moreover, Rural Sociology, an influential journal of

rural studies located at Mchigan State for sonme of Looms's
stay, served as a vehicle of dissem nation; funds and resources
fromthe Mchigan Agricultural Experinent Station and Col |l ege of
Agriculture at MSU, the United States Public Health Service, and
the MSU Center for International Prograns, as well as data
gathered through the Carnegie Corporation grants enabled Dr.
Loomis to establish his network of Border Studies. =

From Dr. Sanora's observations about those early years, it
appears that the Border Studies cohort was rather |oosely
organi zed and oriented toward the pertinent research interests

of its participants. The collaborators, as well as Looms

s The support for research generated by the |and grant
col l eges and universities such as Mchigan State cannot be
overesti mated. The USDA provi des annual noneys, as well as

nati onal and regi onal academ c networks and channel s of

di stribution, to the Colleges of Agiculture located at all fifty
| and grant schools. Each school also has an Agricultura

Ext ensi on Service that functions as a nmulti-purpose liaison wth
the rural community.



hi nsel f, encouraged their graduate students to do their Master's
and doctoral theses on Border related topics as a strategy to
generate nore data. A cursory review of sonme of the
contributors and their research activities will illustrate the
di versity and scope of their work. They all worked with Loom s,
receiving either financial or professional support. Loom s
sought to include a broad range of research about the Border
Regi on.

At the University of Texas, Roy difford and Arturo de
Hoyos were examning the awkward dilemm provoked by the
fl oodwaters of the R o G ande. Bill D Antonio and Bill Farm
were studying the power structure and decision-making processes
in the El Paso-Ciudad Juarez netropolitan area, resulting in the

book, Influentials in two Border Cities. Sigurd Johanson at New

Mexico State was doing a series of community studies along the
Rio Gande. Calvin Redekop was concerning hinmself wth the
Mennonite comunities in Canada and in Chi huahua.®* Lyl e Saunders
was col |l aborating through his position in the Mdical School in
Col orado, and by neans of a grant he obtained from the Russell
Sage Foundation to continue the innovative research he was doing
in the new academic field of nmedical sociology. Julian Sanora,
whom we' | | discuss later, also at the Medical School in Col orado

for a time, was working with Saunders and other nenbers of the

34 Roy A difford, The Rio Grande Fl ood: A Conparative Study
of Border Communities in Disaster. Washington, D.C. The Nati onal
Research Council, 1956.




group. * Edward Spicer published Hi story of the Indians of the

US. in 1969, a general overview of the Native Anmerican

experience from a synpathetic perspective, and significantly
i ncluded an analysis of the Native Anerican perspective of their
own history. In 1980, Spicer published a study about Sanora,

The Yaqui s: A Cultural Hi story, a richly illustrated

et hnohi storical exam nation of the Yaquis, partially based upon
personal observation of their culture and way of life. Most
telling for our discussion here, however, is a book of readings
edited by Spicer who nmakes a direct reference in the preface to
Loomis and his theory of system c |inkage, one which Looni s has
used to explain sone Border phenonenon.

Per haps the group's nost far-reaching publication was the

bi bl i ography published in Rural Sociology in 1960, devel oped and

witten by historian Charles Cunberland, but conceived and
subsidi zed by Charles Looms. Loom s recalls that he soon

realized that the discipline of Border Studies needed a

% See Julian Sanbra and Lyl e Saunders, "A Medical Care
Programin a Col orado Community", in Health, Culture and
Community, Benjam n Paul, ed., New York, Russell Sage
Foundati on, 1955. Sanobra and Saunders not only studied the broad
cul tural context of the delivery of nedical care but a specific
setting of the Border, i.e., the Mexican American comunity.

%6 Even a cursory revision of Spicer's work reveal s an

ant hr opol ogi st commtted to grappling with precisely those
cul tural phenonenon of the border, difficult to research but
nost characteristic of an arena of intense nulti-cultura
encount ers.



conpr ehensi ve bi bliography that would serve as a reference tool,
summarize the existing literature and perhaps pronote the
di sci pli ne. It required time and planning, but eventually Dr.
Loom s found enough funds to bring the Mexican historian Charles
Cunmberland % to Mchigan State for a year to develop this
bi bl i ogr aphy. Dr. Looms then literally purchased a 1960 issue
of Rural Sociology to publish and distribute the bibliography.

Cunmberl and's bibliography is quite long, over 100 pages,
and is divided topically, utilizing a wide variety of categories
enpl oyed today in Border Studies. For exanple, as a Mexicanist,
Cunber | and recogni zed t he I mportance of under st andi ng
transboundary interaction for Border Studies, so he included
many citations about and from the Mexican side of the Border
Regi on. The bibliography also contains references to a nyriad
of literature about various aspects of the area's culture. In
light of the nascent state of Border Studies, Cunberland's
bi bl i ography is a remarkable achievenment and is still useful to
t he Border Studies student.

Perhaps the inclusion of Julian Sanobra in Dr. Looms's
Border Studies projects denonstrates nost clearly how perceptive
hi s understandi ng of the Border Region was. According to Loom s,

Sanora's contribution to Border Studies was sought not only

87 Wil e Cunberland is nostly known for his research on the
Mexi can Revolution, it is no coincidence that Loom s included an
i ndi vi dual that had access to material about the region both

si des of the Border.



because he had multi-disciplinary training and experience but
nore inportantly because he was Mexican American, and as such

brought a singular and essential point of view to academ c study
of the region. Researchers and witers previous to Loom s who
studied Mexican Anericans in the Southwest considered their
subjects in a sonmewhat isolated fashion, that is alienated from
the Border mlieu of which they were a part, and detached from
econonmic problens, land control questions, and agricultural
devel opnent s. Dr. Looms was the first to act wupon the
real i zati on that understandi ng the Sout hwestern Mexican American
community is fundanmental to a solid grasp of Border reality.
Dr. Sanobra's collaboration with Loomis's network is significant,
along with his recollections about the devel opnent of Border
St udi es.

A few words about Julian Sanora are in order. A native of
Pagosa Springs, Colorado,*® he is the first Mexican American to
earn a Ph.D. in sociology. So large a part of his career
Sanora's dissertation studied the characteristics of bicultura
Mexi can Anerican-Anglo |eadership in a Colorado comrunity, one
of the first studies of its kind, and a forerunner of phenonenon

| ater considered to be intrinsic to Border Studies. Sanora al so

%8 After graduating from Adans State College in Col orado in
1942, Sanora taught high school and coll ege courses at Adans
State before receiving his Masters from Colorado State in 1947.
He spent a short tine in Wsconsin as a research assi stant
before studying and receiving a doctorate in sociology from
Washi ngton University in St. Louis.



proposed early in his career several fields of inquiry within
nmedi cal sociology as a point of departure for further academc
investigation and as a vehicle to challenge his colleagues.
They include investigating the inplications of traditional folk
medi cine wupon nodern clinical medicine, and exploring the
correlation between ethnicity and the delivery of health
servi ces.

Moreover, the field of nedical sociology permtted Dr.
Sanmora to perform certain kinds of applied and evaluative
research. So in 1955, Lyle Saunders and he published "A Medi cal
Care Program in a Colorado Comrunity"”, part of the book Health,

Culture and Community, and falling well within the paraneters of

Bor der St udi es. The study assessed problens and obstacles in
establishing a cooperative health care program in 1946 in a
Mexi can Anerican comunity in Col orado. In many ways, the
di scussion sunmarizes nmany issues germane to Border concerns--
the wunique position of Spanish speaking people, strained
rel ati ons between Mexican Anmericans and Anglos, the dubious
consequences of the introduction of Anglo nedicine upon |ocal
folk healing practices, and the difficulties experienced by
i ndividuals from outside the cultural anbiance in establishing
or gani zati ons.

Dr. Looms invited Sanmpbra to contribute to his Border
Studi es projects, and even brought himto Mchigan State for two
years as an Assistant Pr of essor in his Sociology and
Ant hr opol ogy Departnent. As well as continuing his own research

on Border related nedical sociology, Sanora also supervised



graduate student theses (for exanple, that of Julius Riviera)
and col | aboration with other individuals, such as Lyle Saunders.
Wiile at Mchigan State, Sanora cane into contact with Bill
D Antoni o, another one of Loom s's Border Studies researchers,
and a professor at the University of Notre Dame. Sanora and
D Antonio began a collaboration that would affect the rest of
Sanora's career. Not only did they publish an article together
in 1960, but Sanbra accepted a position in the Sociology
Departnent at Notre Dane, where indeed he remamined until his
retirement in 1985. The article which he and D Antonio co-wote
in 1962 is quite significant because it integrates severa
strains of Border related research, and its format shows
Sanora's subsequent pr of essi onal di rection. Entitled
"Qccupational Stratification in Four Southwestern Conmunities: A
Study of Ethnic Differential Enploynment in Hospitals", and

published in Social Forum in 1962, the data was drawn from Dr.

Loom s's Anglo-Latino Relations in Hospitals and Comunities
Project at Mchigan State. The study proposed to exam ne the
degree and quality of the acculturation of an ethnic group
through an anal ysis of enploynent patterns in hospital settings.
The authors develop a conparative study of Mexican American
enpl oynent in four Southwestern cities to contrast with Italian
American enploynment on the east coast, wutilizing professional

semskilled and wunskilled categories, as well as voluntary
positions. They then proceed to describe the Mexican Anmerican
community, in terns of recent changes and devel opnments peculi ar

to the Border Region.



Sanora's professional interests and pursuits thereafter--
after 1962 or so--becane perceptibly nore focused on efforts to
educate the dom nant Anglo society and make it aware of the
national inportance of Spanish speaking people. Hs work in
Border Studies supplied an appropriate and effective foundation
from which to launch his long-term project to pronote Mexican
Anmeri can studies. In the early 1970's, Dr. Sanora obtained a
|large grant from the Ford Foundation to develop a Mexican
American Gaduate Studies Program at the University of Notre
Dane. Al though he had already collaborated wth students
pursuing Mexican Anerican Studies enrolled in the graduate
program of the Sociology Departnment, the Ford noney and the
mat ching funds provided by Notre Dane enabled him to recruit
students in other disciplines, including economcs, political
science and history. In 1978 and 1981, he received grants from
the GPOP Program (Graduate Professional Opportunities Progran
of the U S Ofice of Education for several continuing graduate
fell owships with which he reinforced the program in econom cs
and sociology, and expanded it to law and psychol ogy. It
remains one of the largest and nost successful prograns in
Mexi can Anmerican Studies, with alnost fifty doctorates and/or
Master's in sociology, history, economcs, political science and
psychol ogy from Notre Danme, specializing in Mexican Anerican
St udi es.

The Mexican Anmerican G aduate Studies Program noreover,
has generated nmuch research in nmny areas wthin Mxican

Anerican Studies, nuch of it related to Border Studies. e



include here social Ilinguistics, the Mexican Anerican famly,
the history of nutual aid societies, the Mxican Anerican
experience in the Mdwest, drug use anmong Mexican Anmerican youth
and attitudes anmong Mexican Anerican children. Stri ki ng,
however, is the depth and diversity of data about Mexican
immgration to and within the United States. *

One of Dr. Sanpora's nost wel |l -known and acconpli shed
students is Dr. Glberto Cardenas, now Associate Professor of
Sociology at the University of Texas in Austin, and presently
Director of Mexican Anerican Studies. Cardenas chose to pursue
graduate study at Notre Dane in sociology because of Dr.
Sanora's presence and his dedication to the academ c study of
the Mexican Anerican peopl e. Jorge Bustamante and he
coll aborated with Dr. Sanobra in the award-w nning book on
undocunented Mexican migration to the United States, Los

Mbj ados: The Wetback Story. Cardenas, noreover, was one of the

first academcs to study the Mexican Anmerican conmunity of the
M dwest .

Dr. Cardenas was chosen to represent the third generation
of Border Studies because he personifies a third successive

acadenmic coterie in Border Studies, and because he represents

% The original research about Mexican inmgration to the
United States generated by those theses represents an inportant
contribution to the literature about Mexican inm gration. Topics
i nclude a Marxi st analysis of inmgration, the discretionary
power of the Imm gration and Naturalization Service, the bracero
program anong noney ot hers.



one especially inportant posture of studying the Border
Cardenas' perspective, in the discussions, noreover, differs
from that of Dr. Looms and Dr. Sanora since he is at another
point in his career. Whereas both Dr. Looms and Dr. Sanora
have retired from their university teaching positions and are
pursuing their research interests independently, Cardenas stil
has to balance his professional activities within a conpetitive
university setting. Cardenas hinself states in the course of
the dialogue that his student-nmentor relationship wth Dr.
Sanora at Notre Dane was crucial to his intellectual growth
even if it was and is a challenging, and at tines a demandi ng
one.

Moreover, we nust recognize the fundanental role that
scholars such as Dr. Cardenas, generally associated with Mexican
American Studies, play within Border Studies. Although the two
areas of study descend from related intellectual antecedents,
Border Studies and Chicano Studies have devel oped independently
of each other until very recently, with the notable exception of
some work realized through Dr. Loomis's network, and they remain
separ at e. But Mexican Anerican Studies and Border Studies
necessarily overlap in their discussions of many critical issues
and concerns, such as legal and undocunented mgration, |and
grants in the Southwest, and nmany nore. Individuals |ike Jorge
A. Bustamante of the Colegio de la Frontera Norte, Oscar
Martinez with the University of Texas at El Paso for a |ong
time, and Dr. Cardenas all illustrate this phenonmenon well.

Indeed, it bears repeating that understanding the Mexican



Anmerican people of the  Sout hwest and their hi stori cal
relationship to the establishnment of the United States-Mxican
Border is vital to the substance of Border Studies.“* As Dr.
Cardenas indicates in the interviews, one of the felicitous
results of the academ c Chicano Myvenment has been the increased

col | aborati on between Chi cano and Border schol ars.

Concl usi on

Rare, indeed, is it that students of a discipline have the
opportunity to have contact with the persons responsible for
cultivating the intellectual base from which an area of study
| ater departs. The set of assunptions, together w th personal
and professional experiences, that Dr. Loom s used to fashion a
trail bl azing generation of Border Studies created an innovative
franme of reference wth which to view the area. What Loom s
provides wus through the present format is objective and
subj ective information concerning how he went about doing it.
Further, the groundwork that first generation of Border Studies
laid partially opened the way for Dr. Sanobra to devel op Mexican
American Studies. From a purely historical perspective, we nust
consi der ourselves fortunate to have access to this genre of
i nf ormati on.

The careers of all three participants conmand respect. Dr.

Loomis and Dr. Sanbra were pioneers in their respective areas

% See Barbara A. Driscoll, " ", in El Ogullo de Ser




and had the stamina and foresight to persist in their endeavors.
Their areas of study were not popular or nainstream topics when
they began; belief in the nerit of their work undoubtedly
reinforced their conmtnents. Al of them Drs. Loom s, Sanora
and Cardenas alike, have been able to w sely use available
resources to generate new sets and sources of information. All
have realized the inportance of training scholars and have
pronot ed graduate studies prograns.

VWhat do we know about the Border? The information
contained herein should provoke intellectual self-evaluation
wi thin each individual studying or researching any aspect of the
U. S. - Mexi can Border Region. W should exam ne and reassess the
assunptions and franeworks being utilized, the wvalidity and
suitability of data for probing the unique nature of Border
questi ons, and t he pertinence of vari ous t opi cs for
under st andi ng the Border. Per haps, nost inportantly, we nmust
reflect upon the process we used to acquire our research data
and tools of analysis for Border Studies, and evaluate their
ef fi cacy.

Finally, the research priorities and agendas of the first
two generations of Border Studies portended many aspects of the
subsequent spectacular growh of the entire Border Region. In
retrospect, for exanple, the R o Gande community studies done
by Loomis and his students, the application of the concept of
"system c |linkage" to the Border as well as sone of Dr. Sanora's
early work, presaged increased Border wurbanization and rural-

urban mgration and the inportance of organizations within the



Mexi can American community. Review of the Border literature and
research generated and produced by the Border Scholars of the
1950's and early 1960's provides us with a relatively untapped
source of data, sonetimes provocative, at tines with unfamliar
slants upon wi despread concerns. In fact, we stand to learn
much from Dr. Looms, Dr. Sanmora and Dr. Cardenas concerning
Border Studies and its maturation, its increasing inportance for
both sides of +the border and the present tenor of the
di sci pli ne.

Following are the edited discussions of these three
schol ars about the foundation of Border Studies in the United
States. W have divided their conmments into five general areas-
- Background, Consortium Mexican Anerican Studies, Definition of
the United States-Mexican Border, and Methodol ogy. Each section
opens with an introductory conment.

[11.A BACKGROUND

[Drs. Loom s and Sanora recollect about the factors that led to
their respective interests in studying the Border. Loom s
speaks of the Border region as a high problem density area for
researchers and of the potential of applying research results to
i nprove practices. Both Loom s and Sanora address the obstacles
they encountered in trying to collaborate wth Mexican
researchers. |

SAMORA. It is always difficult to get at the beginning of
anything. Wwen | was a young man and an academic, | would read
an article now and again by the late Dr. Sanchez, or by Lyle

Saunder s. But the first inkling that | had of Border Studies



cane from Dr. Looms, and | am convinced that Dr. Looms
probably was the originator of the concept "Border Studies.” M
first introduction into Border Studies per se cane in letter in
1955. When Dr. Looms invited nme to join the staff at M chigan
State University, where he indicated that he had a Border
Studies Project, for Border Studies and Latin America. I knew
of Dr. Loom s through his involvenent in studies related to the
Spani sh Speaki ng popul ati on. | believe his study in the 1940's
of El Cerrito, New Mexico, my be one of the first rural
community studies wunder the US. Departnment of Agriculture
sponsor shi p.

LOOM S. Well 1, indeed feel very honored to be in the

position here of talking a little bit about the beginnings as

you described them | don't know that | nerit the commendati on
that you' ve nmade, but | won't reject it. | wouldn't be a good
adm nistrator, inviting sonebody unless he knew an awful |[ot
about the border but | do think to explain, we need to go back

to give you the underpinnings of, reasons for getting into the
kind of adventure that you all have here. As an academ c, one
has several roles such as an adm nistrator. But he also is a
teacher and his nunber one objective has been to advance
know edge. Al so, nost of us start from a franme of reference
with which we plan to advance know edge. Most of these
conceptions, schenmes are nore or |ess assunptions that are nade;
| have always assuned that a sociologist deals wth human
rel ations as does sociology generally. These human rel ations

are structured into systens. If you' re going to understand your



own system of interaction as a scientist and team nenber, you
have to ask yourself what are your objectives.* | nerely say

that as these human relations are structured in both cultural

and sociol ogical contexts. You have the cognitive aspect, i.e.
the belief aspect. You have a sentinent or feeling aspect. You
have an evaluative or normative aspects, all cultural and

soci ol ogi cal components: status role, power and authority
el enents and the rank or status elenents. There are two very
i nportant processes involves in the way know edge is advanced.
One of them is boundary nmnaintenance. You can't have a good
organi zation (let's say a sociol ogy departnent) unless people in
that organization can say "I am a nenber of scientific
organi zati on and nobody can take that away from ne." In other
wor ds, you have boundary nmintenance; you have to have that to
have a good organization. How do you build high norale so that
everybody is proud to be a part of this organization?

In addition, if you're going to advance know edge you've
got to really reach out beyond the system boundary. Il like to
call this a systemc |I|inkage. Many ant hropol ogists call it
accul turation. Theses are two processes that were so inportant
in our efforts to understand borders.

SAMORA.  Well, if you are seeking know edge, which you have

“ Dr. Loom s and sone of his coll aborators devel oped a theory of
social systens entitled System c Linkage. Although today the
notion seens rather ol d-fashioned, the concept did apply easily
to the multi-cultural mlieu of the Border and did influence
early Border research



al ways been doing, what provoked you to start at the Border?
What provoked you to conme up with the notion of Border Studies?

LOOM S. Yes, that's a crucial question. The quest for
knowl edge led ne to search for the best areas for this. Thi s
led to search for areas with what | Ilike to call problem
density. Cross cultural situations are such areas.

Not only do borders supply arenas with high problem density
useful to the social scientist, we know that sonme of the
problenms of the world, the independence of India, South Africa,
Ireland, and all these places are extrene cases of border
probl ens. The suffering resulting from many forces, including
boundary nmi nt enance are boundl ess.

SAMORA. | have the feeling that you have always wanted to
do soci ol ogy. That' s nunber one. Nunber two, you have always
wanted to establish cross culture relationships. Nunber three,
you have always wanted to involve other professors and students
in a consortium kind of way. And nunber four, you' ve wanted to
change the situations.

LOOM S. It mght not have been in that order, but ny
earliest efforts were to advance inproved practices and increase
the quality of life. This has always been ny goal. Whenever
you get into that, anytinme you get in action prograns, it's not
j ust soci ol ogy, but al so soci al psychol ogy, cul tura
ant hropol ogy, economcs as a mninmm Several disciplines
becone i nvol ved and they nove you on out.

SAMORA. Dr. Loomis was very flexible. He would say, "if

you can use ny conceptual schene, please do, to add to the



know edge; if you ve sonmething better, use that. If you can
work one the border, please do; if you need to work sone place
el se, do that." Many tinmes he would pick up travel expenses,
sonetimes he would pay the sunmer salary expenses. | renmenber
while | was with the Col orado Medical School, | took a trip to
Mexi cali, Sonoyta, Yuma, San Luis, San Diego, Tijuana, at his
expense. | was supervising R viera, Frank Nall, who was doing
his Ph.D. research in El Paso, Juarez.

It was a wide open kind of cross cultural study to advance
know edge. That happened because of Dr. Looms and his
foresi ght.

A major contribution was that nost of the people who have
done border studies since 1955 probably did so because of your
i nfluence. Could you perhaps talk a little about that? H s
training and interests were not just sociology or just
ant hropology. H's cross-disciplinary training and interests |ed
himto go take the broad view.

LOOM S. | tried to get people, if possible, that would
have training in at least tw disciplines. That was always good
because | had an applied research approach. Most of our work
has been appli ed. You can't do applied work with blinders on

with only one discipline. You've got to be alert in nore than

one field.

I changed the nanme of the Departnent when | canme to
M chigan State University. It was the Departnent of Sociol ogy
when | cane. | changed that to the Departnent of Sociology and

Ant hr opol ogy, but nost of us also have a leg in psychol ogy.






[11.B BORDER STUDI ES CONSORTI UM

[W hear both Loom s and Sanora here relate the scope of their
Border Studies network, and how it operated. The researchers
explored many questions from nmany perspectives while enjoying
Loom s's intellectual and institutional support.]

SAMORA. We started this discussion with 1955. | happened
to go through a report which you sent nme in 1956. And just to
give you a notion of the extent of the participation, let ne
read a couple of nanes here, the report says that at the

University of Texas Roy Cifford and Arturo de Hoyos were doing

the Rio Grande flood study. In Juarez and El Paso, Bill Farm
and Bill D Antonio were doing the power structure, the
influentials study. In Sonoyta, Mexico, Julius Riviera was
doi ng sonet hi ng. Ivan Belnap at the University of Texas was

doi ng problens of hospital functions in cross cultural settings,
one conmmunity in New Mexico, two in Texas. | think it's
probably safe to say here you had two |arge projects: one was
the border project, the other was the Anglo-U S., Anglo-Latino
relations | think you called it, relating to health. So you had
a health project and a border project, which you conbined neatly
into really border cross-cultural. Walter Firey was doing
studies of the origin and devel opnment of conservation sentinents
and value; Tyrus Vain in a study the spread of 1570 acala cotton
in US. and Mexico.

LOOM S. Yes, this was a study community. You could get
much nore for your cotton if you had one variety of inproved

cotton so that at the cotton bin bales with a m xture were not



sent to market, this was going on in both Mexico and the U S
near Las Cruces.... Look at the differences of the problem you
have when you try to organize a one variety cotton community in
Mexico versus the U S | mght nmention that Calvin Redekop's
Ph.D. thesis done at the University of Chicago. He was studying

the Mennonites in Chi huahua and the Mennonites up in Canada with

our Carnegie Corporation support. He and | did an article on
status-roles in the systemic I|inkage process as Mennonites
linked with Mennonites in Chihuahua... (Sigurd Johansen did)

eight conmunity studies along the Rio Gande, which was his
Ph. D. dissertation.

SAMORA. And at Texas A&M and the Agricultural College of
Coahuila, you had a report on a Point Pour program where the
Mexi cans actual |y denonstrated and drove out the gringos.

LOOM S. One of our Ph.D.'s, Antonio Arce, a Costa Rican,
went down and did a nice study. Coming in as a Costa Rican, the
Mexi cans accepted him and the Gingos accepted him and he
obt ai ned unbelievably nice data. | nyself tried to look at it
by going to Mexico City and working through the U S. Enbassy
there thought and told ne it was a big Communi st plot. Arce got
a different and correct story.

SAMORA. Wiich O en Leonard was in on...... Yeah, and Paul
Walters a sociol ogi st at New Mexi co was col | aborati ng?

LOOM S. H's Ph.D. was based on two Hispanic villages near
Al buquer que. . .. Ed Spicer and Janes Oficer did the power
structure of Tucson... relating the ethnic groups there.

Oficer's dissertation, done with our financing, turned out to



be such a good job that the university president took it out of
circul ation. He did not dare to publish the study because it
i nvolved the president (of the university) in Tucson. It has
never been published, but its author, Janmes Oficer, is a dean
there at the university, | believe.*

SAMORA. Spicer, OAson and Oen Leonard at Tucson were
doi ng diffusion of inproved agricultural practice. At San D ego
State College, you had Jack Delora, Orin K app, L. Vincent
Padgett and Aubrey Wendl ey. They were trying do a study of

Tijuana and San Di ego. In Colorado there was Saunders and
nyself at the Medical School. I nvol venmrent in these projects
included primarily sociologists, but al so psychol ogi st s,

ant hropol ogi sts and agricultural types, and other people who
were interested in the border, but the border was never defined.
If you say cross culture, that nakes nore sense. That was in
1956.

BUSTAMANTE. But the point you are making is that is that
Dr. Loom s was behind all of this.

SAMORA. Al ways. For exanmple, at the University of
Col orado Medical School, Lyle Saunders had a grant from the

Russel |l Sage Foundati on. W were studying the delivery of

2 James Oficer is now Professor of Anthropol ogy at the

Uni versity of Arizona in Tucson, and has researched and
publ i shed extensively about Native Americans and Hi spanics. In
1987, for exanple, Oficer published H spanic Arizona 1536- 1856,
an exhaustive historical analysis of the Mexican Anerican
community of Arizona.




health systens to mnorities, Blacks, Wites and Mexican
Aneri cans. Julius Riviera and Bob Hanson worked with us, so
they were collaborating with us. Looms did not get that noney.
Saunders did, but it was related to Loom s's hospital studies,
and Saunders always had an interest in borders. That's the way
the rel ati onshi p began.

Then in 1956-57 you had an expansion into studies of
communi ty | eadershi ps. | saw a report that suggested that the
followng cities were involved in studies of comunity
| eader shi ps: El Paso, Cd. Juarez, Denver, Las Cruces, Harlingen,
McAl | en, San D ego, Tijuana and  Tucson. W were all
participating, which suggested that there were nmany people
i nvol ved working in these, graduate students. Could you say how
many Ph.D. students did you support?

LOOM S. About 15 supported by project funds.

SAMORA. Eri ckson, De Hoyos, Arce, Nal | , St abl er,
D Antonio, Blair, Proctor, Aers, Mntalvo, Powell, Norris,
Stoddard, O ficer and Riviera did Ph.D 's. The unpubli shed
report entitled "H story and Results of the Mchigan State
University Carnegie Corporation Border Project” provides in its
Appendi x a listing of dissertations and later witings. You had
this Anglo-Latino relations in conmmunity hospitals: Edwar d
Spi ncer at Arizona, Lyle Saunders at Denver, Paul Walter at New
Mexi co, Sigurd Johanson at New Mexico State, and Friedson at
North Texas State Coll ege.

. Dr. Loom s br ought Bradford from Brigham Young

University. Klapp from San Diego State, Spicer from Arizona,



Johansen from New Mexico, Stabler from North Texas State
Col |l ege, Belkap from Texas, Walters from New Mexico, Saunders
and ne from Col orado. W net in Denver, Colorado. The idea was
to establish a consortium of participating faculty and graduate
students to do hospital studies, but actually to do cross
culture research and Border studies.

BUSTAMANTE. | was going to ask you, in regard to a conmment
in passing you both nade this to bibliography on Border Studies
by Cunberl| and. Wose idea was that?

LOOM S. Vell, it was mne. I just knew then no great
border study <could get off the ground wthout a good
bi bl i ography. W needed to have a definitive bibliography done
by sonebody qualified and that neans an historian who is a good
bi bl i ographer, so | found one who had done sone definitive work
i n Mexico. He had one volume on Mexican history, and | knew
that he would be able to do it, if I could get him I finally
got enough salary to bring him

SAMORA. But that isn't the end of the story, you also then
subsidi zed the Rural Sociology journal, which was at M chigan
State and said, here it is, sonebody publish it. Who woul d
publish a definitive bibliography on the border? Nobody.

You had to cone up with noney. And so he bought an issue
of the journal.

LOOM S. That's the way we did. Julian was an editor of
that issue, which had the Cunberland bibliography as a
suppl enentary issue. That issue carried sone first rate

articles on the Border and on Latin American generally.



CARDENAS. What about the urban question in 19507 What
role did they have for Border Studies? | wonder to what extent,
Border Studi es included anal yses of urban life and lifestyles.

LOOM S. It is true that at Mchigan State University we
had available sonme noney for research from the Agricultural
Experinent Station and woul d publish materials in the form of an
Agricul tural Experinment Station Bulletin. Thus, the Gallup
organi zation did a nodified probability study of all persons 21
years of age or over, rural and urban in the United States, an
exanple of about 1500. It's true that we included rural
Mchigan in the study wth something between 100 and 200
interviews..., but it canme out an inportant study of attitudes
of Mexicans, Anericans and U S. Hispanics or Mexican Anericans.
Conparable data from Mxico were paid for by the Carnagie
Cor por at i on. All this is available free because it was
published in the Mchigan Agricultural Experinment Station
Bulletin, No. 14. entitled Linkage of Mexico and the United
States (1966).

We studied the nature of decision-making inequities on both
sides of the border. Sonme eleven cities were studied with the
mai n focus bei ng Angl o- Lati no di fferences and inter-
rel ati onshi ps. Perhaps the D Antonio and Forum study published
in book form by the University of Notre Dane Press, 1965 about

influentials of Juarez and El Paso, entitled Two Border Cities:

A Study in Community Decision Making is the best know of these

studies. A short over-all description of this and others is to

be found in the Anerican Sociological Review, June, 1961, by




D Ant oni o, et al ., "Institutional and Qccupati ona
Representations in El even Community influence Systens.”

...Julian had already conpleted inportant studies along the

lines in which we were interested. Then, on trying to think
back about ny notivations, | came up with a thought which | hope
will not offend Julian. | nmust say that for Border and Angl o-

Latino Hospital studies, Julian's origin was of very great
i mport ance. O her nenbers of our research team and | believe
that we understand how non-Anglos in Border relations think, |
often have ny doubts. You can try to imagine yourself in the
role of the others but there are shortcom ngs. Julian had not
only the needed background, but also the excellent scientific
trai ni ng and experience.

There is another thing that has been of concern to ne.
There's a great wastage. Wen they want to have sonebody
negotiate, let's say in Latin America, who' s going down there?
Do they speak Spanish? There are mllions of people with this
background that could be enployed who are not a part of
i nternational negotiations. Should this not be considered in
the total effort to link and to inprove relationships between
the two cultures? It seens to ne that should be an objective of
t he border institutes.

VALDEZ. | was very interested in your health project, and
it seens to have opened so many avenues, even the consortium

DEL CASTILLO Dr. Loom's, in your description of how you
got into the business of Border Studies, you never nentioned the

overal | time taken for a U S -Mxican relations. | was



wondering, if back in the fifties the context of U S. -Mexican

rel ati ons was inportant for Border Studies.

LOOM S. At first, | always said we're interested in
finding the truth, and | mght not have said that we know if
that answers your question or not, but |[|'ve always been
interested in inproving relations. If a woul d-be scientist gets

the reputation of being a "do-gooder™ or if he is pushing sone
i deol ogy, how good a scientist would he be?

SALAS RCDRI GUEZ. Yes, in relation with Dr. del Castillo's
question | wonder in your experience in the mddle fifties,
while you were working with Border problens and cross cultural

problens, did you ever try to get involved in Mxican acadene.

They had an interest in anthropol ogical sociology, etc., kind of
sociology in  Mexico, psychol ogi cal , but mainly cul tural
probl ens.

LOOM S. Qur collaboration with Mexican social scientist
was rather superficial. W had sonme relationships with the
Interanerican Congress of Psychol ogy. Many of their nost
i nportant nenbers are Mexicans. At one tinme, because of our
work they wanted to nmeet at Mchigan State. | knew that they

had nmet previously in various Latin Anerican cities including

Havana. There such groups are entertained through w ning and
dining after a fashion that | <could not get away wth at
M chi gan State. | called a former college mate, Logan WI son,
then President of the University of Texas. From his vantage

point he arranged a very nice neeting and sone of us attended.

Sonme relations did develop but as | say, they were superficial.



Most of these Mexicans earned their bread and butter, not from
research and teaching, but in other ways. They were scientists
nore or |less as an avocation. In the years | have tried to
pronote Border Studies, | found that nost of the foundations I
approached wanted to get pr of essi onal coll aboration wth
Mexi cans. W and others have tried, but we did not succeed very
wel | .

SAMORA. May | nmake the statenent? It seenms to ne, if
you're talking about the fifties' and the sixties' and you're
| ooki ng for Mexican sociologist, for exanple, where would you go
to?

SALAS DE RODRI GUEZ. Well, | think there was an Institute
of Social Research at the University.

SAMORA. Oh, sure, there was Aguirre Beltran, for exanple,
the U S -Mexico Border Public Health, etc. | worked in Mexico

for the Ford Foundation about '68 and we were trying to get

urban studi es done. Luis Lenero seened to be about the only
soci ol ogi st who was interested in doing this kind of
i nvesti gation. But this was '68. I think probably the

i nportant thing about what Looms said is that professional, up
until very recently, it has been difficult in many places in
Latin America for an economist or sociologist to be a
prof essional academic full-time. Usually he's had three jobs.
What |I'm trying to say is, the system is different. "' m not
saying one is better than the other, the systens are different.
Now when you tried to collaborate in those days with this Kkind

of a system it posed a nunber of problens.



CHAVEZ. Yes, can | ask you to nmaybe step back for a second
and discuss a little bit about the inportant evolution of
probl enms, the ones you tackled in the beginning, back in the
fifties, vs. the kind of problens that are on the forefront of
border research today?

CARDENAS. One outcome of the 1960's and 1970's soci al
novenents in the United States was the insertion of Chicano
studies into Border Studies as an integral part, although it is
still a study in its own right. If you study the Border, you
have to take Chicano Studies into consideration. In that respect
a new area that Chicano researchers and others are studying in
Border Studies is the Chicano-Mxicano population of the United
St at es. Further, the new Border Studies is focusing attention
on Mexico as it relates not to just the United States, but to
political realities between Mxico and the United States.
Moreover, the new Border Studies is examning the relationship
bet ween Mexi canos and Chicanos, as another dinension of Border
dynamics, to that extent there has been nuch new research in
Bor der St udi es. Also, it seens to nme that there's a greater
enphasis on issues in social stratification and class analysis.
In this respect, Chicano acadenm cs have contributed to Border
Studi es, studying conflict, class relations on a nacro |evel,
such as farm workers, maquiladora workers on both sides of the

Bor der .



[11.C. MEXI CAN AMERI CAN STUDI ES

[Dr. Sanora recollects his early experiences in the evolution of
the Mexican American presence in the United States, not only in
strictly academic matters, but also in political questions, such
as the Southwest Council of La Raza and the U S. Gvil R ghts
Commi ssi on. |

CARDENAS. | was fascinated listening to Dr. Looms talk
about the |inkage that were established; the research you were
able to do, the contacts, the financial support. Julian Sanora,
who's ny major professor, and dissertation director, and who
al so was successful in securing support for research at a |ater
tinme. How easy were the entrances into Border Studies and
Sout hwestern Studi es? Wlat was the climate, or the reaction of
Anmeri can foundations, the federal Governnent or state-supported
institutions to funding research initiated by a Mexican American
researcher, who mght be approaching these studies, either the
same way, or slightly different?

SAMORA. It was particularly difficult to get research
noneys. Let nme tell you where | first got noney. About 1961, |
guess, | was approached by the U S. GCvil R ghts Comrssion to
do, mind you, a national study of Hi spanics. They had $12, 000
and three nonth's tine. So we did that study and they didn't
like it particularly, because nost of the people in the Gvi
Rights Conmi ssion were |lawers and their sense of data were
court decisions; that is real data. | came up with statistics
from the 1960 Census. There's discrimnation, or there's |ack

of access to universities. They just didn't think this was data



at all. Well, that was the first grant |'ve ever got, $12,000.

Then two or three years later | was invited to be a visiting
professor at U C. L.A In the neantinme the Ford Foundation had
deci ded that Mexican Americans were inportant. | don't know

that you want this for the record because | can't docunent it.
There was a fellow at the Ford Foundation who was chunmmy with
the chancellor of U CL.A He had about $400,000, and he said,
we want to do this, can you find sonebody who will do it. Now,
part of the story sounds true, because they came with a fellow
by the name of Gebler, unknown to nost of us. Gebler was in
envi ronnental studies, real estate or sonmething. Then they cane

up with Joan Moore, and this was the study team G ebler, having

read the Cvil Rights Report, invited ne to consult with him |
met him at D sneyland, | renenber. He wanted to see the study,
and | didn't want to show it to him because of what | had

heard; so he established a national advisory committee. And to
tell you how ludicrous that was: Grebl er and More announced
that they were going to take a six nonths trip throughout the
Sout hwest to get a "feel” for the Southwest. You can inagine,
what that did to sone of us who already had a "feel" for the
Sout hwest . He was getting a lot of criticism from Dr. Manuel
Guerra from Bert Corona. He put all these persons on a national
advi sory commttee. When he called these conmunity people they
started speaking in Spanish, he didn't wunderstand this. Then
they started witing letters to the Ford Foundation, so things
were going very badly. They needed a Mexican Anerican. In the

nmeantime, while doing the Cvil R ghts Study, | had run across



Ral ph Guzman, who was a Ph.D. student at UCL.A, so |
suggested Guzman, who could finish his Ph.D. and |end |egitimcy
and credibility to the study. I'"m sure other people would give
you a different story. Qut of that, we did get sone noney to do
a study in East Chicago, Indiana, to get at Mexican Anericans in
the industrial Mdwest which | did with Professor R chard
LaManna. In the neantine, Herman Gall egos who has al ways been
in and out of and very influential and inportant in Chicano
Studies, Hi spanic Affairs, was associated with the Rosenberg
Foundation. So he talked, I'm sure it was he, talked with Ruth
Chance, who was Executive Director of the Rosenberg Foundation
to ask me to do a study of Mexican Anericans. She asked ne if
would | do it in honor of a trustee who had died, and they would

bear the cost. Qut of that canme La Raza, Forgotten Anericans.

Now we knew we wanted to get a lot of noney for Chicanos to do
Chi cano t hi ngs. So Herman and | figured, why don't we have an
editorial conference of the people whom | had asked to wite
chapters for La Raza, and then we expanded it to get Galarza,
Manuel Quevedo, who was a big politician in Los Angeles at that
time, and people like that. Rosenberg bought it and we had a
big nmeeting in San Francisco, and then we said, why don't we
invite the Ford Foundation? So we invited Paul Ylvasker and
Lyl e Saunders. What we did was tell them how inportant we were
and that we needed noney. Qut of that, Ylvasker was convinced
that Galarza and Gallegos should be consultants to the Ford
Foundation to help them figure out what to do for, wth, and

about Mexican Anmericans. In the neantine, | had joined the Ford



Foundation in Mexico, but | was part of the consultant team and
the foundation paid for a neeting of the three of us every nonth
wherever we wanted, Mexico GCity, San Francisco, New York,
wherever we happened to be. That went on for two years and we
canme out with a notion of the Southwest Council of La Raza which
| ater became the National Council of La Raza. As a result of
that, Dr. Mller, at the Ford Foundation, approved the first
grant which | <called U S.-Mxico Border Studies. You won't
believe that, |I'msure; but it wasn't totally U S.-Mxico Border
St udi es because | had prom sed Gal arza, who had been pretty much
done in by the MCarthy Commttee, the Un-Anmerican Activities
Committee, the Di Gorgio Corporation. He was a person non
grata, he was allegedly our |eading Comruni st, and nobody would
hire him and Ernie was a great witer. He told ne, "l've been
trying to do some research but | can't get it published". And I
told him"you will wite three books for ne," which he did. It
took hima long tinme, but he did. And that was all that was out
of the U S.-Mexico Border Studies project. | got a hundred and
sone thousand from the Ford Foundation, and | think that was
just about that was thrown to Mexicans, you know.

And so when we put it together, | figured | ought to
support graduate students, Mexicans and Mexican Anericans. And
| ought to do sone Border research, and so | thought, there's
sonet hi ng about the undocunented that has not been witten. W
deci ded that was maybe the first project.

But we got a book, Los Mjados, which is criticized, well,

anything you wite is criticized; rightly a lot of tinmes,



wongly sonetinmes, and we got Galarza's Barrio Boy, and we got

his Spider in the House and Wrkers in the Fields. And many

years later we got his Agribusiness and Unionism but he had

been working on that for twenty years, that | know of. | went to
the University Press and asked if they wouldn't publish La Raza.
They said no, of course, La Raza, who knows about La Raza? |
then went to the Rosenberg Foundation, would they pay to get it
publ i shed? They said yes, so |I went back to the press, would
you publish it? Yes, if it doesn't cost us anything. It doesn't
make any difference, whether it's inportant or not. Qut of that
cane a series on Mexican Anerican Studies which has been rather
i nportant and influential....

That was published in 1966, and then went into paperback
about two years later, and then was picked up by university
cour ses.

CARDENAS. It was also the first publication in terns of

the new body of literature on Chicanos.

SAMORA. Kind of that, by Chicanos. In other words, this
was a beginning of Chicanos getting involved academically, in
research, in witing, and that sort of thing. The upsurge of

the inportance of the Mexican Anerican population, now the
H spanic population and the developnent of Chicano Studies
programs, during that period, changed ny enphasis from sheer
Border research to the inportance of the population in an
attenpt to nmke it known to the Eastern establishnents, the
foundations, the governnent. So I went off in a different

direction, with a foot still on the Border. Before the



publication of Los Mjados, there was very little material about

the northern frontier, about emgration. There was stuff that

was done in the 1930's by Manuel Gam o, Paul Taylor, but that

was a long tine ago. Mexico itself didn't have any particul ar
interest. There was one book that was an inportant tone, but I
am not aware of all the literature of course. It was Benitez

Cabrera. La poblaci 6n de Mexi co 1960, 1940 to 19607?..

It was denography, which was beginning to show the
devel opnent of the northern border, but there was little
interest in the Border on the part of Mexico. So that's the way
we started.

Well, actually, in ny wearly life experiences probably
there's no rel ati onship between that and the Border.

I got involved in doing things about Chicanos because of
the discrimnation that | suffered in going to school and in
trying to get jobs and things |ike that. Very early | decided

I["m just as inportant and just as good as the next Gingo and

I"m going to speak English as well as they do. | did all these
things and they still discrimnated against ne. You can't
figure it out. That | think was a big notivation for all ny
life. | have been involved and trying to do sonething about,

now | guess, Hispanics. Then in the sixties, Mxican Anericans

were unknown in the United States. |If they did know about them
it was in the Southwest, inmgration was Ilittle known or
uni nport ant. |'ve always have wanted to bring to the fore the

notion that Hispanics are inportant.

I"'musing a termthat in the w sdom of the Census Bureau,



we're all now Hispanics, so |"musing that termvery |oosely. |
wanted to bring to the attention of foundations, governnent and
several wuniversities that Hi spanics are an inportant segnment of
popul ati on. | think that's what notivated ne to do what 1've
done, but |'ve wondered if it's been worth it.

To get Reagan to do sonmething about the border is not
really what | had in mnd

CARDENAS. It was a very wuncommon thing though for a
Mexican to have a Ph.D. in the United States. Wre you not the
first Chicano sociologist? To what extent was the work
i nterdisciplinary, perhaps with George Sanchez, with Galarza and

or Anerico Paredes?

SAMORA.  Well, | didn't nmeet Galarza until 1964. | already
knew Sanchez, | knew Saunders, and of course, had known Dr.
Loom s. | didn't neet Parades until later but | knew of his

wor k. There was so few of us who were Mexican, had Ph.D s, and

were working in acadene. Wen | took a Ph.D., | think there
were five Chicanos with a Ph.D. | knew who they were: Gl arza
Sanchez, Arturo Canpa, etc.. And they were in different fields.

So, you al nost necessarily got into interdisciplinary work. But

then some of ny training has been interdisciplinary work. M

Ph. D. from Washington University was in Sociology and
Ant hr opol ogy, or the European and American. But for the few
Chicanos who had Ph.D s.. Sanchez was in education; Arturo

Canpa, Literature, at the University of New Mexico and |ater at
the University of Denver. Par ades was English, Anthropol ogy,

Fol kl ore and so it went. In those days we would junp at the



chance to read anything that was published about Mexican
Aeri cans. You go to the library to find Johanson, Johansen's
di ssertation, or Paul Valter's dissertation. These were done in
the 30's, | guess, or the 40's. The first big inportant book

that canme out was Carey Mc WIllianms, North from Mexico about

1949. Gee, that was sonething. Sanchez has Forgotten Peopl e,

that was in New Mexico on education. | went to the University

of Wsconsin. and said | wanted to do a dissertati on on MeXican

Aneri cans. Where are they? And you have to understand these
things, | think. So I left the University of Wsconsin, not
because | couldn't find a director but because | ran out of
noney. | found at a place where | was teaching in Colorado,

that there was an ant hropol ogi st doing research in Del Norte, 30
mles away, on the Chicano community, that's how conme | ended up
goi ng to Washi ngton University.

Undocunent ed? | don't mean to offend anyone. And. ..
Jorge, | don't renenber how you and | got involved, but it was
clear that you were amazed that you were |earning sonething
about the northern Mexican border at Notre Danme. And | was very
pl eased, so | guess you and | put the total project together and
figured out, |I'm sure that it was your suggestion that you do
the partici pant observation. | think that the grant was for a
hundred and sone thousand doll ars. | already had Galarza in
there for three books. | hired himas a research associate. He
did his work in San Jose. Then | had just about enough noney
left for a couple of fellowships to do this research, but wth

no continuing wuniversity support. The U.S.-Mexican Border



Studies Project ended with the termnation of the grant, but we
did get the interview ng done.

Then it was in "70 | believe, then the Ford Foundation
awarded us a half mllion dollar grant to set up the Mexican
American Graduate Program or nmay be '71.

That hel ped continue the fellowships. The idea was to try
to get some sort of descriptive account of the undocunented
wor ker . The bias, that | operated under, went back to the
earlier literature, Lyle Saunders and Ceorge Sanchez used to
wite little articles here and there about the exploitation of
t hese workers. That was ny bias, a real bias, | nmean, you can
see it throughout the book, well, we all have biases. | was
really concerned that these workers were being exploited so
much, that it ought to cone out. It ought to be public
knowl edge which it is now.

| didn't go into it in terns of value free sociol ogy. I
think I knew what | was doing. I was trying to expose the
situati on.

BUSTAMANTE. But at the sanme time with a view that
enphasi zed gathering data, follow ng a nethodol ogy that could be
openly discussed and criticized. You stressed the notion of
emgration in terns of the whole border, and a research design
of traveling to various places throughout the Border. For this
you obtained permssion fromINS to enter the detention centers,
and then later for G| the following year. | renenber the first
time you sent me to this area. That was 1968, no ' 69.

SAMORA. Vell it mght be interesting just as an aside.



Jorge canme and did the participant observation, got caught and
was put in jail and all that. It occurred to us, after we had
the report, that nmaybe sone day Jorge mght want to be a |egal
immgrant to the United States. So | called up the Immgration
and Naturalization Service, to ask for permssion to do what he
had al ready done. | told them what was going to happen. So
they set up a special file for himin Chicago, and all that...

That's real cooperation. And after waiting two or three nonths,
we had already witten the report, | called them back and said

he arrived safely. Then they started calling ne. Wen, what day

did he go, because the Border Patrol had shot at him | think
they wanted to reprimnd the Patrol. | told themthat | really
didn't renmenber. Then, another <call, you can't print this

report because it says the Border Patrol shoots at people and

that's not supposed to happen. | said, well, that's the way
it's going to Dbe. We cooperated with you, why don't vyou
cooperate with us. Well, but | can't be censured. | told them

I'"d give them a footnote, and you see a footnote that the Border
Patrol Conmi ssioner said the Border Patrol is not supposed...
but we had to protect those two other guys, and we had to
protect Jorge. In case sonething ever happens, he is perfectly
clear. | think I.N.S. would kill me if they knew how I did it,
but that's the way to do it.

They wanted to know the day, where, but they didn't read
the report carefully, because this was done in Agosto, naybe? -
Yes- yet | always tell them that this was done in Decenber. But

we had to protect the Mexican subjects. So you have to tell



lies. | don't mnd |vying. But now the I.N S. would never
cooper at e.

I think as a social scientist you have to protect your
peopl e, your research. These two fellows who canme across wth

you, what woul d have happened to them

Vell,... | learned from Ernesto Galarza a long tinme ago in
a talk, at a bar somewhere... That the people who seek power are
very dangerous. Ernesto Gal arza has never amounted to anything
but he never sought power. | could have taken all these
fell owships and said to a student, let's do this, because |I'm
supporting him | could have had ten books, with ny nane, and
your worK. But | never sought power, because | always figured

what is inportant is what in the best interest of the students.

If he wants to go out and do sonething dunb, let him go do

sonmething dumb or good or what have you. But 1've known
prof essors who have used students in this way. |I've had about 55
students cone through that | have supported in one way or
anot her. 1 have never sought power, and | think if I had sought
power |1'd be a very different person, and things would be very
different...

CARDENAS. You've also had a very inportant role in the

devel opnent of the political presence of Mexicans in the United

States, in terns of your involvenents wth sone of the
organi zations, ... whether it be the Census commttee, or the
Nati onal Council of La Raza, or before that the Southwest
Council of La Raza. So you haven't been personally but vyou

certainly have been involved collectively. | think Professor



Joe Scott of Notre Dane, referred to Julian Sanpbra as a silent
warri or because of that kind of activist-scholar role.

SAMORA. One has to get involved in what Dr. Rodolfo
Alvarez calls the scholar activist role. In the first place,
there are so few of us that you don't have the luxury to do pure
soci ol ogy. And particularly at a time when the population is
becom ng inportant in the eyes of other people. For exanple, in
the National Institutes of Mental Health where you want Chicanos
and Anmerican Indians and Bl acks and wonen to be getting grants.
So you join those review conmttees, which is a lot of work.
And you insist that Indians be considered, that Blacks be in
prograns, where noney is given to whites in Al abana. You have
to do that, to the point where they hate to see you coning
because they know what you're going to say. Then you have to
be, from their point of view, a safe person, which is not very
conplinmentary. They wouldn't invite you because you'll tell
them to go to hell. But they'Il invite me because | tell them
to go to hell in a nice way, and they can stand it. They have
to consider you safe and professional, | guess. But your name
gets bandied around and people know that you' ve done this, or
they' ve read sonething that you' ve witten

CARDENAS. And neither for Chicano academ cs. [t wasn't
until the late seventies that Chicano academ cs took an interest
in the Border, at |east to the extent today.

In the late sixties in East L.A, to assert ethnic
identity, one's Chicanisnpb, was considered to be a mlitant act.

It was a stance, a position. That was not only synbolic but in



a concrete way, inplied many things. At that tinme, we were very
critical of people who referred to thenselves as Mexican
Anericans or Latinos, etc.. Therefore, we were critical of
people who wused the term Spanish-speaking Anericans in the
forties and fifties. W didn't understand the context in which
to assert oneself as a Mexican in the United States was al nost
mlitant. We considered ourselves mlitant in the late 60's
because we used the word Chicano. We criticized those persons
active with the 50's, naybe even the 60's, who used other
identifiers to refer to thenselves, and using naybe different
ki nds of academ c concepts in studying Chicano behavior, wthout
under st andi ng the context in which they were forced to operate.
LOOM S. There are so many problens that any tines you try
to answer one about a thousand others place thenselves in night.
One thing that has fascinated nme is the Mexican Anerican
comunity. For nme, the energing U S. -H spanic or Mxican-
American conmunity and attendant change is of interest. There
been great changes anong U.S. Hispanics. Their concept of self
and their identification and the kind of pride that goes wth
this is increasing. This is one of the things that needs to be
| ooked at, wunderstood and sonehow furthered. That would be one
thing that I would like to do because it's a great change that
we know has taken place and we know it's extrenely inportant. |
don't know if they would follow the sane pattern that's
happening with the Bl acks. Blacks voting for whole cities, |ike
we have in Chicago and other cities, but sonething is in the

offing that we need to know nore about. That would be an



appr oach. As we nentioned, our study also showed sone
differences in the two cultures, although nost of these seened
to kind of evaporate wupon investigation. Several of them
haven't evapor at ed. I'd like to know nore about those

di fferences.



[11.D. POLITICS

[AIl three scholars present different experiences in regard to
the political dinmensions of their research, referring to
"political” in the broadest sense. University politics have
bot h hel ped and hindered the devel opnent of research projects.
Loomis in particular shares sonme politics of fund-raisinig.
And, audi ence nenbers pose the problem of the effect of broader
politics on the devel opnment of Border Studies.]

LOOM S. Cultural differences were crucial. W got our
first grant form the Carnegie Corporation because | was tied
into the Interanerican Institute of Agricultural Sciences in
Costa Rica. | had been a colleague in the Departnent of
Agriculture with the Director. W ware able to bring the vice-
presi dent of the Carnegie Corporation down to Turrial ba and show
him how we were trying to advance inproved practices in the
community. He was interested, and we got a grant, a little one,
$ 30,000. As Costa Ricans and Anglos did Ph.D. dissertations on
the Turrialba Project, | felt that the research |acked a cross
cultural dinension. W needed to be in an arena where at | east
two cross currents, were evident. Having lived on the border,
having tried to understand problenms County Agents had in New
Mexi co getting inproved practices accepted, led nme to think the
U S. Mxican Border would provide the arena we needed. The
peopl e at the Carnegie Corporation saw our need. Because we had
been productive in the first five years they upped the total
amount to $150,000 for the next five years. In the interim |

becanme a nenber of a Screening Commttee for financing research



in hospital organizations throughout the country and as nenber
of that conmittee | was able to get $ 150,000 which we used to
study hospital organization in different settings. This brought
in border-like relations. This led to a kind of way of tying and
maki ng for system c anal ysis.

BUSTAMANTE. At a time when the border was not inportant,
never mnd its culture and perhaps society, how did you nanage
to establish these |inkages, that enabled you to give support to
so many people? |If the border was not inportant, you probably
were nore inportant than the topic to get the noney to fund the
st udi es. How did you nmanage to convince foundations,
universities, to support, sonething that was not in the
mai nst r eanf

LOOMS. Well, getting the noney is sonewhat different than
getting scholars to collaborate once you get it. Maybe none of
you have confronted the publish or perish problem so preval ent
in American acadene. | f you have supporting funds, it is quite
easy to talk social scientists into cooperating. Schol ar s

living along the Border have had an interest in inter-ethnic

rel ati ons. They just haven't thought of Border relations as
sonmet hing to study. It was not difficult to find able scholars
who were glad to cooperate in our larger effort. We did offer

sonme opportunity for scholars to get together and conpare notes.
That may have been a notivating factor.

After getting funds, it requires that the applicant know
what the grantors want to acconplish

SAMORA. But consider that back in the fifties a grant of



$150, 000 was a | ot of noney.

LOOM S. It's about a tenth of what it would be now.  You
have to have a mllion dollars.

SAMORA. But you were able to develop a very powerful
departnment of sociology at Mchigan State University, wth a
rural sociology conmponent, an anthropology conmponent, and you
tied into the noney fromthe agriculture people.

LOOM S. Yeah, | always had that research and extension
Kitty.* That was a great help, because we always had about
$30,000 that was sort of seed noney. When the Carnegie
Corporation would cone and | ook, we could say all | wanted was
just to match what | already had, to inprove it. That hel ped.

BUSTAMANTE. The University of Notre Danme in South Bend,
I ndi ana, doing Border studies. and U.S. Mexico border studies.
Didn't you get a reaction from scholars in the Sout hwest because
you were working in Indiana but getting grants to do studies on
the United States-Mexico Border?

SAMORA. That doesn't have to be rationalized. When
sonebody asked nme, what do you know about the Border two
thousand mles away and why are you doing research? M answer

is because you're not doing it and you're living right on the

43 Loomi s provides nore details, "Wien | left the Depart nent
of Agriculture and went to Mchigan State there were probl ens.
How am | going to get sociology off the ground? It was really on
the ground at M chigan State. Social work was part of the
departnent and curriculum and Ags there hated social work. They
told ne."



bridge, that takes care of it. To be sure, they're right. I

don't know much about the border two thousand mles away, but

that doesn't bother nme a bit. | do the best | can. But the
University of Texas, UTEP, Arizona, California, all, 50 years
ago they should have been doing it. For exanple, | did a study

of the Texas Rangers. Who at the University of Texas is going

to do this? Anmerico Parades? But politically, I've never had
any great university support. | had to get ny own noney. I
haven't really had a university that says: "O K, let's go", not
like Mchigan State. It's all been pretty nuch an individual

effort, trying to get students around you and support them and
all that. Now the university has hel ped, but never.....

Institutionally that's too bad because they're mssing the
boat, really. It's a Catholic university and they're talking
about 25% of the Catholics in the United States being H spanics.
One would think that the University would have established an
H spanic research institute, if nothing else, to study the
Church and Hispanics.* So, the wuniversity has been not as
hel pful as they could have been. At another school it would
have been nuch easier.

CARDENAS. Coul d you describe that Border Studies project

* The University of Notre Danme nust have |istened to Dr.
Sanora's suggesti on because Dr. Jay Dol an, a wi dely recogni zed
schol ar of Anerican Catholic history and nenber of the
university's Department of History, is presently studying U S
Hi spanic Catholics as part of a larger project about Anerican
Cat holicism



in alittle bit nore detail? That's when Jorge Bustanante, cane
into Notre Dane becane a very inportant part of it. That was
certainly one of the first projects.

SAMORA. Wl l, you have to help ne. Menories cone and go.
| wanted to do a study of Mexican inmgration, particularly
Mexican illegal. Are you bothered with the term illegal
i mm grant ?

BUSTAMANTE. There were other kinds of things that were of
interest. Poor comunities that existed at that tine don't even
exi st today. They're ghost towns, for exanple, La Garita.
Ant hropol ogi sts did case studies in New Mxico |looking at the
| egacy from the Spanish period and the village structure. Well,
today the village structure is still inportant in Border
Studies, but equally inportant are studies of major, urban
netropolitan areas, i ndustri al sweat shops, etc. I ndustri al
sweat shops didn't exist at the time Charles Loom s was doing his
resear ch. There were other kinds of sweatshops--mnes,
railroads. It was a different reality. 1In this respect, Border
studies has three generations in the United States, but not even
one in Mexico. W have still few answers about nost border
realities of the two countries. Al t hough we have inportant
knowl edge particularly regarding cross-cultural phenonenon and
i mportant information about particular problens, if we can
incorporate the research on immgration that we have done,
specifically on immgration that we have done, specifically on
immgration, in terns of the rel ationships between those studies

on emigration with Border studies. But | think that for ny



part, from ny perspective in Mexico, our research on inmgration
has hel ped to shape a consciousness that hadn't existed before.
"' m not suggesting that we created it. Far fromthat. But that
the consciousness didn't exist in the past, we did research, we
produced data, and that consciousness exists now. Again, |
insist, it's not a causal link that I'"minplying.

SAMORA. When we set up the Sout hwest Council of La Raza
we put in noney for research and advocacy although we didn't use
the terns. And our idea was to incorporate noneys for a
researcher to do quick and dirty research. They publish it, and
then go | obby Congress. That's the notion we had, but it never,
got off the ground because they had to do sonething else. In
other words, do research, spread it out to the people who are
affected by it and then go out and get a |law, passed, whatever
Certainly there's not enough of it, and hopefully there will be
nor e.

CARDENAS. W th the respect to the question, | was a little

cynical when | said there was no direct inpact of Border
St udi es. It mght be nore appropriate to look it as a process,
in which you also have very contradictory currents. Just | ook

at ny graduate studies at Notre Dane, after being a very strong

activist in California, Notre Dane seened to nme to be the

epitone of the ivory tower. There was a disparity between how
the University operated and how the ways to which | was
accustoned comng from Cal State and East L.A. College. In a
sense, | was problem

Julian's goal from his vantage point was to devel op Chi cano



Studies, to train scholars, to teach people to get noneys, to do
publications, and to develop that infrastructural support that's
necessary, not just to enhance thenselves, but to nurture that
which was his goal to educate students, in this case, 55
students. Al t hough representing different political interests,
and ways of aligning thenselves, we were there because of
Julian. | wanted to be there in the first place because he was
t here. After | left Notre Dane, | went to the University of
Texas, perhaps the first Chicano sociologist, certainly one of
the few Chicano academ cs at the whole university. I, in turn

have students, one of whom aligned hinmself with working class
organi zation on the Border and did critical studies of the |egal
process, then he had others students. Through a process
initiated the University of Texas, for exanple, | was consulted
by a working class organization because of ny expertise,
legitimacy and perhaps prestige, in the area of inmgration
research. to work on a nmgjor lawsuit in Texas to try to get
children of non-docunented parents back into the schools. The
Suprene Court then uses the research that | presented in ny
testinmony to nake the decision. No one can ever trace this back
at Julian but | would.

....The role we had in the Suprenme Court decision would not
have been possi bl e had Chi cano acadenmics not really had the idea
to develop a Chicano presence that mght have a long term
political consequence. That's a full tinme job, nore than one
i ndividual can do it, certainly nore than just one individual's

responsibility and role. Peopl e outside of acadene wll point



the finger that you're not doing enough because you' re not
concretely aligned an i medi ate basis at the conmunity | evel.

| often get that criticism even though I do a lot of work
wi th communi ty-based organi zations, but it's never enough. If |
worked to align nyself totally at the community level | would
make everybody happy, but | would be shortchanging ny |ong range

goals, that is, keeping up with the literature, and working to

train students, etc.. It's a very contradictory kind of
situati on.

SAMORA. It's very anbival ent. | do very little comunity
wor k because | don't have tine. And then |I always felt | could

do nore at a national neeting for the comunity whether they
know it or not, than by devoting hours and hours to |ocal
nmeet i ngs. I do very little work wth wundergraduates; for
exanpl e, | decided to concentrate on graduates.

CARDENAS. A good exanple would be Ernesto Galarza, who's
been identified as an activist scholar. He is a scholar by
training but his main interest has been his alignnment with the
| abor novenent especially farm |abor. In the 1970's, @l arza
publi shed a nunber of works, the majority of those who know
Mexicans in the U S. know Galarza, but very few know him on a
direct face to face basis, or realize the extent of his
alignnent with farm worker's organizations. Wthout the noney
that Julian got at Notre Dame, Galarza's work nmay not have been
published. So Galarza receives credit, rightfully so because
he's always been aligned with the organizations, and gains

visibility with his Iliterature. Many people benefit from



reading his account of those struggles, but there had to be a
process behind it for Galarza to get published, | think sone
acadenmics that are not directing involved in comunity
organi zation, don't receive the proper credit.

SAMORA. Gal arza had published one book and he did it on

his own. That was W©Merchants of Labor. If it hadn't been for

our involvenent and working with the press | don't know whet her
Gal arza woul d have published anot her book.

CLEMENT. And Fernandez, that's a good exanpl e. You know.
he's been, for a variety of reasons, pretty nuch dismssed
within the main stream of discussion. He's been dism ssed as
not very good historian.

LOOM S. Yeah, | think you say sonething here.

CLEMENT. One of the things that political scientists study
is the national security. That's a very inportant ingredient in
| ooki ng at Border Studies.

We have a Border that has been relatively pacified for over
a hundred years, in terns of national security. Mexi co however
is having trouble controlling her border with Central Anerica in
terms of mgration. Wo is the general that made all the
statenments about 25 mllion undocunented? (Chapnman) It's these
kinds of elenments that have nolded Border Studies into a
legitimate field of study.

SAMORA. There's no security in terns of the border. I
hear we don't have a Chicano anbassador to Mexico precisely for
that reason. We had one, Julian Nava. He told ne when he was

anbassador that they were just waiting for himto nmake a m st ake



and get rid of him In other words, you can send an Engli shnman
to the court of Saint Janmes as anbassador, but a Chicano to
Mexi co, a very inportant enbassy, you don't know what he m ght
do. That's very interesting. Wy doesn't the US. wuse all its
resources? That's one reason--national security.

CARDENAS. | suspect though that the intelligence comunity
doesn't at present fear Chicanos no matter how things are.
They're not concerned about the Border. Because they have it
under control from a security point of view, even though there's
| eakage of commodities going north and south illegally. | think
the people that invoke national security as an issue, that is,
the academics from New York, and the political comunity, are

basically people outside the intelligence community, people who

know not hing about security. They use the excuse to attack
United States transnational influences that occur along the
border region. To invoke national security issue is a mask to

keep the Mexican population subordinated and to regulate the
press. Questions |like national security are nore effective ways
to realize control t he nor e traditional means i ke
di scrim nation or racism

LOOM S. I was thinking of the Mexican American conmmunity.
This is something that gets me in trouble here with the group.
| think the U S -Mexican American community or U S. Hispanic
community has its own Border and if | am going study the Border
I want to see what kind of problenms they will have in the
Mexi can Anmerican conmunity.

CARDENAS. The Mexican American comunity is sufficiently



econonmically and politically integrated, even though they may be
di senfranchi sed from the whole process. It is not fundanentally
a security issue. Rather it's a group that's so oppressed and
so marginal, one could fear that in tinme they may turn against
the country in which they reside. Even if Chicanos are
politically oppressed, economcally they are so dependent upon
the country, that there's just no possibility for or the
viability the Mexican Anerican community to initiate a
separati st novenent that would be a security problem I think
the tendency leans toward even nore integration despite
mlitancy, political pronouncenents and transnational |inkage,
etc., etc., that's not going to alter these fundanental and
i ntegrated kind of changes.

LOOM S. I think that as a sociologist you have to
recogni ze that any time a power structure changes people are
going to put masks on and point with fear at those to whom
social justice brings power.

SAMORA. W have to secure our border, we've got to do
this, and those Mexicans, They're pa'lla y pa' ca. But | don't
think that at the macro level, not anything really inportant is
going to happen. Neither country can afford to close the border,
i.e., to solve the problem I think the U S. needs Mexico.
Mexico needs the U S. and they make pronouncenents about the
border from Washi ngton and from Mexico city, but the border wll
go on. Life on the border will be better or worse, not because
of research or anything like that, but sone policy devel opnent.

But the U S wll have to spend noney to devel op a bureaucracy



to regulate, say enployer sanctions. Amesty will go through
but I don't think it will affect nany people one way or the
ot her, because of this trenendously inportant interdependence of
the two countries.

VALDEZ. I'"'m returning to the idea of recapturing the
begi nning of Border Studies, and its involving nore people. I
was a little frightened by the recent statenment by Kissinger.
He, on national television two days ago, said that if sonething
isn"t done in Central Anmerica, the United States-Mxico border
a 2,000 mle border, would have to be arnmed. On ABC N ghtline
This is a situation which would have nore political inpact than
it would have directly on the border. If you consider this in
relation to a cultural border that | think still exists between
Mexi cans and Chicanos, and the Chicanos and Anglos, the
situation becones clearer. This is one problem

CARDENAS. That's deceptive because he (Kissinger) inplies

that it is not armed already. Mlitarily this border is well
ar med. There are many bases along this border. They are not
being dismantled; if anything they're being reinforced and

that's what we know. What we don't know mi ght be another story.
VALDEZ. Moreover, the Hispanic population, the Chicano
popul ation as well as the Anglo population is being affected by
statistics that are been popularized, about the undocunented
worker. The tension created by reduction in enploynent for the
first tinme-not only people are noving to the Border but plants
are leaving. This phenonenon inplies another border--the gender

bor der . It's culturally acceptable for some wonen to work,



they're only tenporary, they're not that necessary to the
econonmi ¢ process and they always can get husbands. Enpl oynent
patterns on the Border are changing the inmage of the United
States heavy industry, power situations all being challenged.
Men are also being affected heavily by unenploynent. But the
H spanic position in the United States is also being affected,
heavily by unenpl oynent. But the Hispanic position in the United
States is also changing especially in ternms of Dbilateral
rel ati onshi ps. If we could elimnate this rigidity that has
devel oped in the sciences and return to the best of the early
years of Border Stories, that is, a nulitidisciplinary approach,
per haps we coul d better understand Border dynam cs.

CARDENAS. This has been particularly inportant. Di stinct
from past efforts their work is primarily an attenpt to
reconstruct Border history a reanalysis of available data, and
thereby generating new kinds of data not previously available
concerning the realities of the U S. -Mxico border. So many
third-generation the researchers, Chicanos as well as others,
have attenpted to seek out hitherto ignored individuals and
hi stori cal phenonmenon to docunment their experiences on the
Border such as |abor |eaders, so that the sum total adds to the
body of know edge we have on Border studies. For generalization
purposes, |'d like to take the liberty of overgeneralizing by
suggesting that the class origins of the new Border study
peopl e, Chicanos and maybe others, in conparison to past
researchers, are nore likely to be from working class origins,

which pronpted them to ask different kinds of questions, that



may or may not be in the interests of the groups that they're
studying. They have tried to integrate their research into past
work and fill in the gaps. | ndeed, their working class origins
have helped them to do research that would lead to neani ngful
soci al acti on. In sone cases, they are aligned wth
organi zations that are affected by the research. This does not
nmean that the new research is any less objective than the
previ ous research. | think that it as sound as the past
research, if not better, better to the extent that they have the
past research to build upon, and can avoid errors and problens
that beset past researchers. This is not to say it's error free
or value free, but it does have the old body of literature to
draw from and reflect upon and perhaps go beyond. The question
of the oppression for exanple arises from 1960's. Poverty is
not a conjunctural phenonmenon, not just accidental or peripheral
but integrated into the structure of the Border and the
rel ati onship between the United States and Mexico. Chicanos are
apart from Mexico and the United States. The definition of the
soci al problemtakes on a different analysis.

SAMORA. | would like to disagree with the hypothesis

of the working class origin of present-day researchers, either

di sagree with the hypothesis or ask for docunentation. I think
about 90% of the old order researchers that | know were
preci sely working class origin. | think you were working class
origin. I think you were precisely working class origin.
(referring to Looms) | was, | wasn't even working class, |ower

that that.



CARDENAS. Let me just nake a respond to that, if | nay.
There's a simlarity in class origin, but it seenms to ne that
there's a much nor e consci ous acknow edgnent of and
consci ousness about those working class origins.

SAMORA. Yeah different tines, different places, all those
sorts of things. W rking class origin is an inportant variabl e,
it is sonething else. Mexico has offered a nunber of
fellowships to a nunber of Chicanos, and |'m wondering. How
many Chi canos have cone to study in Mexico and what effect has

that on border research?



[11. E. DEFINTION OF THE BORDER

[A dynamic and challenging aspect of Border Studies is the
di scussi on about the definition of the Border. Loom s's cohort
began to ask the questions that wuld lead to a nore
conpr ehensi ve understandi ng of the region. In any event, any
definition of the U S.-Mxican Border is necessarily evolving
and fluid and depends on the particular research question. The
cooments of the audience reflect this peculiarity of Border
St udi es. ]

CARDENAS. Let ne raise a question. W talk about the
Border, but we're certainly not talking bout the sane kind of
border that we see today. It was a very different reality in
1950. The Border region, the Southwest and northern Mexico was
not as popul ated. Could you perhaps talk a little about that?

LOOM S. This is very difficult and in each person's nmnd
it's different, but it also has changed over tine. My own
interest in the border centers on the |inkage that are involved

from different systens, and it's always relative but it keeps

changi ng. So it is something that's very difficult for ne to
defi ne. | go further because you notice there that one of ny
early studies was of the Add Oder Am sh in Pennsylvania. [''m

interested in borders, period; but the border for ne is the
Mexi can- Areri can border.

SAMORA. May | interject? In those days the Border was not
consi dered inportant the Southwest, Mexicanos, Mexican Americans
wer e considered uninportant. You were really doing sonething

that wasn't nminline sociology. Who cared about the border in



19557 O Mexicanos, who are they? But today it's very
different.
LOOMS. | think you're probably feeling for a problem As

a social scientist, you couldn't have lived in Las Cruces and

have relatives all along the border, as | did, wthout wanting
to understand it. My famly in Las Cruces were farm ng. W
were constantly in contact with all kinds of problens. ' m

al ways driven back to try to understand the energing Mexican
American comrunity. All the attitudinal materials about the
Mexi can Anerican community stands between those of Mexico and
the U S. This is sonething that's of trenendous interest to ne.

SAMORA. That's they way we got started in Border Studies,
and to be sure, | had this background from Loom s, Saunders,
George Sanchez. Never really conceptualized and crystallized as
Bor der . But from the questions | was asking Charlie, you can
see that we were involved in health work, we were involved in
Bor der t hi ngs. That was ny background and what | wanted to do
was to get Mexican Anmericans to take Ph.D.'s. get trained, and
do research about Mexican Anerican things. Luckily, you two
(referring to Bustanante and Cardenas) decided on the Border.
And immgration. So did Hnojosa. So did Victor Rios. So did
Juan Garcia in Arizona.

BUSTAMANTE. When you don't have a challenge to your work
in terns of a constituency, as was the case in Mexico for a |long
time, to whom your studies are addressed, your notions, your
concepts about Border Studies, are not challenged. Then they go

snoothly in quotations, but all of a sudden that subject becones



i nportant and people begin playing a role. But suddenly they ask
you what's the neaning of Border Studies? Are you suggesting
that border is a honbgeneous entity? To ne this is one of the
nost inportant changes, because as Dr. Sanbra said in the early

sixties there was no interest in the Border on the part of

Mexi can schol ars. That's a true statenent. There was no
i nterest whatsoever, in Border Studies per se. That notion
becanme legitimte several years later. In this respect, the

chal I enge didn't exist.

Al'l these realities, were changing in the late sixties and
early seventies, with their own particular dynamc. The Bor der
has becone nore inportant for other historical reasons. It's a
legitimate field now. But then we have to ask ourselves if
these academc activities have affected any <changes in a
hi storical perspective. \What have been those changes? To what
extent has research nmade a difference in the lives, particularly
in the realities of the contrast, and contradictions between
conmunities on either side of the border? How nmuch difference
have we academ ci ans nade, historically speaking, regarding the
Bor der ? The production of information, data, know edge and
consequently wunderstanding has been very |imted. It is a
pervasive notion that realities begin or end at the border, wth
the other side blank. You find maps, in both the United States
with border maps include data or enploynent, on health
conditions and other things, but the data stops at the Border.
Then, the question, does reality stop there? People that use

this information do not have the tools to understand the



connection, the continuation of realities and the process of

interaction between the two sides of the Borders. You however

were talking about interaction, and the relationship of
communities on either side of the Border, in fact, many of your
studies actually enphasized that. Nevert hel ess, when you see
the data in those years, the data still stopped at the border.
VALDEZ. In back of all presentations Dr. Looms, Dr.

Cardenas, Dr, Bustamante, there was an interest in culture,

exchanges, quality of life as it has now been called, activist
scholars, but at the same tinme | think this is where the
greatest problem is. W have had a situation that is very

definitely related to the inportance of know edge in all
countries that can develop a relationship with the Hi spanic,

Mexi can- Aneri cans, Chicano popul ation, but at the sane tine, at

the physical Border itself. W're still lacking a trenendous
amount of everyday know edge about one another. W are still
schizoid;, we don't trust one another; we don't know one

another. The elites, particularly banking, who are involved in

transnational industrialization prograns, have caused that.
Scholars still don't have the type of contact we have now.
We're beginning to have a collaboration in dynamc way. | would

say that in 1940, in 1950, in 1960, in 1970, and now going to
the 80's. Mexi cans know Anmerican hones nuch better than
Anericans know Mexican hones, and that's because there's a |ot
of non-docunented workers. ..

CLEMENT. There's been nmuch on economics on the Border.

When | first becane interested in Border Studies as an outgrowh



of studying Mexico, | read bibliographies on econom cs, but very
little actually having to do with an analysis of the systens at
the intersections on the Border. But that's only becone
necessary, since there was an interruption in the relationship
of the peso to the dollar in 1976. There's two factors that |
want to kind of weave in here, one is the economcs. | also
look at it from a political economc perspective. That's ny
nmet hodol ogi cal position. It is significant to |look at the fact
that the Border econony has been relatively neglected up unti
the time peso devaluations of recent vyears... |ooking at
Galarza's work as an exanple of political econony from a
system c perspecti ve. Qur dial ogue of the last few m nutes has
inmplied, but not stated, an ideological dinension, sonething
that Galarza examned in his work. That's why he was bl ocked
from participation in the academc process. He was
i deol ogically not acceptable to the people who gave grants who
publ i shed books, who gave | obs.

The only real attenpts to integrate this kind of systemc
point of view were case studies, e.g., Baird and MCone's book

on Beyond the Border. I know you that you' ve used politica

econoni ¢ perspectives in many of your things, but there are very
few econom sts who | ook at the border econony from a systemc
point of view David Barkin is another one that has, but he has
not done a book on the border..

BUSTAMANTE. Noti ons such as of social security, which are
somewhat renoved the daily lives of those living at the border

are often voiced by people far away. You see this nore often



far away fromthe Border, in the capitals of the two countri es.

It has to do with inmediate problens for people at the
Border, problens of everyday |ife that require sone sort of a
har noni ous rel ation. O rather, that adjoining conmunities
across the border devel op conpl enentary structures.

The challenge to accommodation or rather adaptation is so
dynamic at the Border due to tremendously intensive processes,
such as migration, a salient feature of living on the Border,
problenms in unenploynent, in sewage, in transportation, in
education and in other areas nust be enphasized in the
devel opnent of harnonious relationships, not necessarily in
agreenent, but harnonious ones; that's a feature of the Border
You understand many things in ternms of accomobdation if | tell
you the area is a Border region. This intense contrast at the
Border between the two countries makes you wonder how har noni ous
these networks will be, and how this process of accomdation at
the Border related to the devel opment of an unequal relationship
between the people of the two countries. It makes nme wonder
about the future of our notions of sovereignty as a dogma, and |
still believe in it. I ndeed sovereignty is a very inportant
notion and concept but in many respects it is a notion that is
not consistent with every day life at the border, and my
interfere with the maintenance of nany networks. Sonmehow we
have to integrate the notion of sovereignty as your legitimate
right to define what you want to be as a country, as a people
and as a nation with the effort to increase opportunities of

contact between the peoples living on either side of the border.



SAMORA.  Isn't there another elenent here? There's such a
tremendous i nterdependence between Mexico and the United States.
United States capitalism needs a country |ike Mexico and Mexico
needs capitalistic technology, notions, know edge, etc.. I f we
were really serious about solving the problens of the Border,
don't you think the U S. could close the border tonmorrow? The
i nt erdependence, however, is so great. Does the United States
want anot her Cuba? Mexico is a border. M feeling is that the

rhetoric will continue at the macro | evel.



[11. F. BORDER STUDI ES METHODOLOGY

[ Researching a region as conplicated as the United States-
Mexi can  Border presents a host of chal | enges- - | anguage,
i nconpati bl e dat abases, |ack of information, two social systens,
etc.. However, as all of the participants explain, the arena
provides much material for the developnent of innovative
nmet hodol ogi es in many disciplines, as all have done.]

LOOMS. Wll, as | tried to indicate, we were in quest of
know edge. You can't be in quest of know edge w thout paying
attention to your instrunents. W were using the Border quite
consciously in an effort to test various kinds of instrunments.
| can renenber that a couple of us nmade a special trip to
Princeton to talk with Hadly Cantrell about their self-anchorage
scal e which they had devel oped. W used it. But this was the
first time it was ever used in this manner. This so-called
sel f-anchorage scale was not only an effort to quantify but to
renbve and to place back on the respondent as nuch
responsi bility for evaluating as much as possible w thout making

it conpletely open-ended. *

45 Loom s el aborates, "Let's assune you are an interviewer
approaching an Anerican. You hand the interviewee a card on

whi ch wor ds desi gnating peoples of various countries are
printed. You also show the interviewee a card with a | adder with
steps on it, saying that you would like himto indicate which of
the peoples are the nost friendly and pl ace the designation of
this group at the top. Then you find what group will be pl aced
at the bottomin terns of perceived friendliness. You then get
the interviewee to put the other groups in terns of
friendliness. For a given universe one may get an average score
(step on the ladder) for a given country. Americans can be
conpared with Mexicans as informants for one country/rate, the
other in termof |adder.”



Nonet hel ess, we did use it and we did find sonme difference
between Mexico and the United States reflected by these
i nstrunents. In what [|'ve been calling the U S Mexican-
American or Hispanic comunity there has been sone differences
between Mexico and the United States reflected by these
i nstrunents. In what 1've been calling the US.  Mxican
American or Hispanic community, there has been some rather great
changes as indicated by the use of the instrunent. Anmong al |
those interviewed in 1963, not one informant nentioned ethnicity
as a neans of identifying hinmself. In one study done in 1970,
one out of four Hi spanic |aborers in the Yakima Valley in
Washi ngton State nentioned ethnicity when the sanme procedures
wer e used. W believe the civil rights novenent involving
Bl acks and Chi canos have been acconpani ed by increased reference
to ethnicity as a nmeans of identification.

Anot her instrument we used the so-called social distance
scale, which was nore effective in reflection of differences in
informants' attitudes in Mexico as conpared with the United
States. Over the last forty years this scale, developed by the

soci ol ogi st, Bogardus*, has been wused to ascertain to whom

% W should note that Enory Bogardus was a researcher active in
the 1920s and 1930s, known as nuch for his publications on
immgrants and immgration as his nore strictly sociol ogica
research.



vari ous groups desire or are willing to relate thenselves to one
anot her .

Suffice it to say that our use of the social distance scale
reveal ed inportant differences in Mxicans, U S. Hispanics and
ot hers. Those interested may read about this in Jeanne

@il l ahorn"s and ny study, Conparison of Soci al Di st ance

Attitudes in the United States and Mexico. The use of the

scales denonstrates the inportance of finding culturally
equi valent ternms. For instance, citizenship nust nean sonething
different in Mexico than in the United States; the sane holds
for neighborhood. Mexicans tend to be nore prejudiced than
Anericans in ternms of whom they will accept a fellow citizens
and/ or neighbors from a different culture. Use of the social
di stance scale shows that Mexicans throw up higher barriers or
boundaries to other cultural groups than do Anericans, when such
terms as fellow citizens, neighbors, work group nenbers and
famly nenbers are used to find out the acceptability of non-
Mexi cans to such groups. However, w th Mexicans' prejudice
scores measured in this manner decrease nore wth increased
education than they do with Americans. In general, if Mexicans
had the same |evel of education as Anericans, their prejudice
scores as neasured by the social distance scale would not be so
great as those reveal ed in our study.

SAMORA. The nethodology we used on the study of the
undocunmented workers was a fairly sinple, straightforward kind
of methodology. | think in the first place, we didn't know what

the universe was. W worried a little about the sanple, but if



you don't know what the universe is you worry about the sanple.
W did sone pretesting of some internents in Illinois. The
undocunmented got into difficulty, and we got into difficulty.
Finally, we decided we'd develop an instrument that basically
gave you certain variables |ike age, education, sex, and that
sort of thing. Then we wanted to know, where the people cane
from how long they'd been in the United States, whether or not
they'd worked, if they were caught, all these things, fairly
st rai ght f or war d. Then we decided to go to three detention
centers and having |earned that they processed about 300 people
in a day, we could take in EIl Centro one day, one day in El Paso
and one day in Port Isabel. That's basically what we did. Over
and above that, we did two other things. W did a lot of
library research to get at findings. There weren't any books
that I know of, a few there and then when we got a fairly decent
notion of what the problem was Iike. W went wth our
instrument, and went out and gathered information. Then Jorge
t hought, we ought to do one nore thing, participant observation,
to reinforce the data that we already had. That was fairly
sinpl e, straightforward.
CARDENAS. It seens to me that the recent trend in al

di sciplines is toward quantification. There's been refinenments
in analytical tools that are available for researchers such that
the refinenment requires greater rigor and training, a nore
sensitive statistical type of analysis greater reliance on the
comput er. In many cases, at least in sociology there's a trend

toward the use of large scale national data sets. If research



proposal conmes in either froma student and to a research center
or agency that funds research, the often |ook at the analytic
conmponent of the research proposal nore than the statenent of
the problemwith a weak anal ytic conponent and the proposal wll
get shot down. They're really interested in the analysis and
with the product, and what comes out of it in a quantitative
manner .

In Border Studies there seens to be a diverse set of
dat abases avail abl e for research..

Peopl e do | ook at that today, perhaps nore than in the past
but there's other areas of concern that are equally inportant.
For exanple, availability of diverse kinds of data and the
ability to significantly utilize databases and do an anal ysis of
a particular problem It's not just a lack of data anynore but
now it's a question of the selection of certain kinds of data to
use when analyzing a particular problem you mght have five or
six different kinds of databases available or if a researcher
wants to integrate them it becones a technical problem of how
best to synthesize that data, how best to nerge the data set
records, and natch them appropiately. That is one problem in
terms of the field work data gathering question we have a big
interest in decent generation. Also in the past there was
concern about the use of bilingual interviewers or interviewers
of the same cultural background or ethnicity. W spent a |ot of
time having experts and people on our staff translating the
instrument in English and Spanish not just for a |oose

translation but for very precise one. Wth all the problens we



encountered in translation we spent about 509 hours in
establishing |anguage equivalency in the instrunent. It was
very inportant. We knew that previous research on the Border
woul d nmerely have a research instrument that was in English but
translated into Spanish sinultaneously at the tinme of the
interview which allows for a lot of slippage. Wth going back
and forth sonetinmes you have an instrument witten in Spanish
but admnistered in English, especially if the respondent
doesn't understand Spanish, and again there's simultaneous
transl ation. Sonme of the new research along the Border has to
take this into consideration. Even within the sanme | anguage,
there are all sorts of variation in Border Spanish as opposed to
what m ght be useful in the interior of Mexico.

LOOM S. There mght he a tine dinmension there. When |
first began cross-cultural research, it was an insult for ne to
speak Spanish to U S. Hispanics; for ne to go up with ny Gingo
appearance and try to talk Spanish. W used school teachers who
spoke Spanish for interviewing in what |'ve cone to call the
U. S Mexi can- Anerican or Hispanic conmunity. As they
interviewed illiterate and other Spanish speaking informants, a
probl em of social class difference presented itself. I think
that the training of interviewers is extrenely inportant. They
nmust be made sensitive to those and ot her probl ens.

I would nention another nethodol ogical problem that of the
stereotype. Dworkin used it in his Ph.D. thesis at Northwestern
University and in interviewwng Mxican immgrants to the US.

over time; i.e. longitudally. At the beginning, the procedure



is open-ended and non-directive. As the results of such
interviewing are processed, a list of descriptive words stand
out, for exanple, you mght get the word thrifty to describe
Aeri cans. You mght get Iless desirable ternms to describe
Mexi cans. One result and conclusion was that attitudes of
Mexi can immi grants changed over tinme. The first interviews used
many positive words to describe Americans and negative words to
describe Mexicans. In later interviews of the same universes,
this was reversed, Mexicans used nore positive words to describe
Mexi cans used nore positive words to describe Mexicans and nore
negative words to describe Americans. Their reference groups
had changed. In a way, you can say they had "joined" the U S

H spanic or Mexican American community that |'mtal king about.
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