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LULAC has now attained eighty years representing the civil rights of Latinos by 
collectively addressing the multi-faceted needs of the Latino community.  
LULAC is a great organization for the civil rights of Hispanics that is 
strengthened by members who continue to serve; who continue to dedicate 
themselves to its goals and who give time and resources to its endeavors.  
LULAC also remains immensely appreciative of the collaborative efforts 
maintained through sponsors and other civic groups all within a common 
purpose to uphold and to preserve the land of the free and of the brave. 

 
                                            Rosa Rosales, LULAC National President 

 
 

LULAC PROJECT:  PATRIOTS WITH CIVIL RIGHTS, Early History of the League 
of United Latin American Citizens in California (1929–1957) and Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. 
Westminster School District of Orange County et al. was accepted in its preliminary form by the 
LULAC National Board of Directors under LULAC President Hector M. Flores in 2004 at a 
meeting held in Los Angeles.  As stipulated in the motion by the Board, the research project 
report was recommended for entry into the LULAC National Archives at Nettie Lee Benson Latin 
American Collection, University of Texas Libraries, The University of Texas at Austin and other 
collections at colleges and universities and libraries and institutions of higher learning. In 
preliminary form the project report was presented to National LULAC for its 75th Anniversary 
National Convention, 1929-2004, San Antonio, Texas. Since first presented, extensive research 
was further done. The project report is now in complete form.  Official copies are hereby 
presented by the author to Honorable LULAC National President Rosa Rosales and immediate 
and esteemed past LULAC National President Hector M. Flores, National Vice President for the 
Far West, Angel Luevano, and others of LULAC National Board of Directors, and additionally 
National Executive Director Brent A. Wilkes, and Argentina Luevano, California LULAC State 
Director. 
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PATRIOTS WITH CIVIL RIGHTS 
 
 

To my family, with all my love– 
 

Thank you for your patience and loving support. 
 

I couldn’t have done this work without my husband Cory Anthony Aguirre Esq.  
I appreciate also the loving support of my children: my son, Sebastian Antonio Aguirre, a 
graduate of UCI who is close to my heart, has a keen mind and with whom I share my passion in 
the arts and music; and my daughter Corina Anne Aguirre who follows in her father’s footsteps 
in the law but is special in my heart as well because she is kind and beautiful and bright like her 
brother. 
 

In memory of my parents,  
Eleno Lopez  de la Torre and Micaela M. de la Torre 

 
Because of the love and values that they shared with me and my twelve brothers and sisters, 
I have always been inspired.  I remember them and am grateful that they allowed me to go to the 
University of California at Santa Barbara for now I share the same experience of my alma mater 
with my daughter and numerous members of my family who also received their college degree 
from UCSB.  Most of all I share my experience of UC Santa Barbara with my husband in a very 
special way for it is there that we met as students. Education matters.   My M.A. degree in 
Political Science from California State University, Fullerton provided me the opportunity to 
obtain further skills in research.   

 
Margie de la Torre Aguirre 
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LULAC PRAYER 

In tribute to the first President of the United Sates of America, 
LULAC’s official prayer is George Washington’s prayer– 

 
“Almighty God, who has given us this good land for our heritage, we humbly 
beseech Thee that we may always prove ourselves a people mindful of thy favor 
and glad to do Thy will. Bless our land with honorable industry, sound learning 
and pure manners.  Save us from violence, discord and confusion; from pride 
and arrogance, and from every evil way. Defend our liberties and fashion into 
one united people the multitudes brought hither out of many kindred and tongues.  
Imbue with the spirit of wisdom those to whom in Thy name we entrust the 
authority of government, that there may be justice and peace at home and that, 
through obedience to Thy law, we may show forth thy praise among the nations 
of the earth.  In the time of prosperity fill our hearts with thankfulness; in the day 
of trouble suffer not our trust in Thee to fail, all of which we ask through Jesus 
Christ our Lord. Amen.” 
 

LULAC CODE 
 

Respect your citizenship and preserve it; honor your country maintain its 
traditions in the spirit of its citizens and embody yourself into its culture and 
civilization. 
 
Be proud of your origin and maintain it immaculate; respect your glorious past 
and help to defend the right of all the people. Learn how to discharge your duties 
before you learn how to assert your rights; educate and make yourself worthy, 
and stand high in the light of our your deeds; you must always be loyal and 
courageous. 
 
Filled with optimism, make yourself sociable, upright, judicious, and above all 
things, be sober and collected in your habits, cautious in your action and sparing 
in your speech. 
 
Believe in God, love humanity, and rely upon the framework of human progress, 
slow but sound, unequivocal and firm. 
 
Always be honorable and high-minded; learn how to be self-reliant upon your 
own qualifications and resources. 
 
In war, serve your country; in peace, your convictions; discern, investigate, 
study, meditate and think; at all times be honest and generous.  Let your firmest 
purpose be that of helping to see that each new generation shall be of a youth 
more efficient and capable, and in this let your own children be included. 
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Note by author– 
  
 This research project was conducted because as an American Latina and a member of 
LULAC, I found it important to share the experiences of those who served LULAC, a great 
national civil rights organization and those who served in the cause to end the practice of 
discrimination and segregation of children whose national origin principally stemmed from the 
country of Mexico. It was difficult to undertake a study of this kind but not impossible. The way 
is always found when the journey is made in trust that the truth of God shall set you free. 

 
Sí se puede! 

 
Margie de la Torre Aguirre, 

Chair of California LULAC Heritage Committee 
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MISSION OF LULAC 
 
The mission of the League of United Latin American Citizens is to advance the economic 
condition, educational attainment, political influence, health and civil rights of the Hispanic 
population of the United States. 
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LULAC PROJECT: PATRIOTS WITH CIVIL RIGHTS 
 Early History  

of the League of United Latin American Citizens in California 
1929–1957 

And 
Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange County et al. 

Americanism and the struggle to end discrimination and segregation of people of Mexican/Latin 
descent by a convergence of forces: the right elements for change. 

 
ABSTRACT:   A SUMMARY OF CONCLUSIONS AND DESCRIPTION OF WORK. 
 

(1) This LULAC project documents the history of the formation of 
LULAC councils in California, that is, a history of patriots with 
civil rights. Of significant importance within this history is the 
origins of notable councils the first in Sacramento (1933), and in 
Orange County the longest standing, Santa Ana LULAC Council No. 
147 whose founders had a role in the organizing and ultimate success 
of the desegregation class action lawsuit, Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. 
Westminster School District of Orange County et al. (1946).  

 
(2) Previous works about LULAC and its role in the American Latino 

civil rights movement have offered simple explanations of LULAC as 
a patriotic and Hispanic middle class organization involved in issues 
pertaining to social and political affairs of U.S. Latinos. Because 
LULAC’s history in California has been lacking and because 
LULAC’s role in the lawsuit has not been examined, this research 
under LULAC PROJECT: PATRIOTS WITH CIVIL RIGHTS 
(abbreviated title) was conducted. In comparison to prior narratives, 
this compiled research of findings from a great amount of primary 
and relevant secondary sources contributes specifically verified 
information about how California LULAC councils of patriots with 
civil rights were organized and by whom they were organized and 
when they were organized and the exemplification of their civil 
rights activity. This comprehensive study covers the development of 
LULAC in California ending circa 1957, a year marked in LULAC 
history because never before had LULAC held its national 
convention in California.  

 
(3) In this project report, with respect to LULAC and the landmark 

lawsuit, conclusions are made that refute certain claims made known 
by seminal works frequently cited such as that by Carey McWilliams, 
North From Mexico: The Spanish-Speaking People of the United 
States. Reprint. [New York: Greenwood Press, 1968]. In contrast to 
contentions made by authors such as McWilliams, this original 
research reveals that the case was an organized occurrence inspired 
by the efforts of influential activist predecessors who responded to a 
greater call for action to combat discrimination and segregation 
further ignited by discriminatory school board letters sent only to 
families of children of Mexican descent residing in Orange County 
as shown by trial evidence. Multiple factors contributed to the 
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uprising thus a timeline based on any one factor or a particular 
individual’s oral history does not serve justice in conveying what 
happened in this case.  Hence these funneled multiple factors 
provided the background of the case in a more comprehensive 
manner.  Herein in light of the evidence all involved in contributing 
to the cause merit recognition.  

 
(4) The role of LULAC in Orange County in the formation and ultimate 

success of the class action, Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster 
School District of Orange County et al. 1946, is demonstrated in this 
study through the words and actions of founders of LULAC in 
Orange County supported by LULAC on a national level revealed by 
evidence shown in this report in numerous documentary sources and 
oral histories. Featured in this work are also of course the petitioners, 
the named plaintiff Gonzalo Méndez and co-plaintiffs, Thomas 
Estrada (in 2003 the only living father who served as plaintiff), 
William Guzman, Frank Palomino and Lorenzo Ramirez and spouses 
and all of the petitioners’ fifteen plaintiff children who represented 
5000 others similarly situated. Prior study of this landmark case has 
focused on brief summaries in published case reports, and oral 
histories that have yielded in some cases an outcome of non-
ascertained assertions. In contrast, this work consisted of 
interviews of leaders in the cause for social justice whose 
accounts or testimony were supported with documentation 
including the account given by the late Hector R. Tarango; 
greater review of transcripts of trial; greater review of relevant 
school board minutes and first time interviews of plaintiffs and or 
their families who provided their own supportive evidence. 
Transcripts of legal proceedings provided substantial 
information. Also important information about the plaintiffs and 
or LULAC was obtained by the oral histories of family members 
of the plaintiffs; examples are those contextualized by the late 
Felicitas Méndez in her 1975 in-depth interview by Alfredo H. 
Zúñiga (see pp. 18-24 which include excerpts); and by Virginia 
Guzman in interview by author (see pp. 80-82); and by Josefina 
Ramirez in interview by author (see pp. 71-75 ); and the words 
and action of the late civil rights leader Ignacio López editor of 
EL Espectador (see reproductions of this newspaper in 
documentary sources, and see also excerpt of interview by author 
of his wife Leonor Varela López). The case of Gonzalo Méndez et 
al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange County et al. was filed 
and won by David C. Marcus of the Mexican consulate for multiple 
parties, a great et al. on behalf of 5,000 children of families of the 
many patriots with civil rights of Mexican or Latin descent as ruled in 
1946 by the lower federal court in Los Angeles presiding judge, 
Honorable Paul J. McCormick and upheld with final judgment by the 
seven judges of the Ninth Circuit of the U.S. Court of Appeals in San 
Francisco in 1947. 
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(5) Interviews were held of the following LULAC members who 
provided collections of items that demonstrate their efforts to serve 
their respective communities as patriots with civil rights (listed 
alphabetically): Alfred V. Aguirre and Julia Aguirre, Ray Aparicio, 
Mrs. Cruz Barrios, Manuel Esqueda, Mrs. Bill Gallardo, Nash 
Garcia and Mary Garcia, Hector Godinez and Mary Godinez 
(Interview, 1996), John O. Gonzales, Edward Gonzales and Madeline 
Gonzales, Dora S. (O’Campo) Hanning, Mel Jurado and Rose 
Jurado, Tony Luna and Lucy Luna (Interview, 1996), Alex 
Maldonado, Joe O’Campo, Aileen Olivas,  Manuel Marquez and 
Vera Marquez, David “Red” Ortiz, Ralph Perez, Rudy Rodriguez, 
Jess Saenz and Nellie Saenz, Hector R. Tarango and Rebecca 
Tarango, Carol Torres, Eliseo Vargas and others held during the 
years of 1996-2008.  

 
(6) LULAC PROJECT: PATRIOTS WITH CIVIL RIGHTS (short title) is 

comprised of two parts. Part one consists of a narrative of the history 
of LULAC in California with extensive references to research 
material. Part two begins on page 101 and contains research materials 
of documentary sources, reproductions identified by detailed 
description that serve herein as pertinent evidence of facts and 
conclusions. As authorized under LULAC PROJECT: PATRIOTS 
WITH CIVIL RIGHTS, and for educational purposes, with 
permission by those who own copyright of various evidential items, 
reproductions for this project of pertinent data: court documents, 
school board minutes, LULAC newspaper articles, programs of 
events, certificates of recognition, other relevant documents and 
photos of plaintiffs, and of California LULAC participants in the 
cause of American civil rights for the people of Mexican and or Latin 
descent (Hispanic or Chicano), are thus included.  

 
(7) The author Margie de La Torre Aguirre has copyright 2009 of 

LULAC PROJECT: PATRIOTS WITH CIVIL RIGHTS, Early 
History of the League of United Latin American Citizens (1929-
1957 and Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of 
Orange County et al. Therefore permission is not given to anyone to 
reproduce it or any portion in any form including downloading from 
an online source. See the following website 
<http://www.copyright.gov/title17/> of U.S. Library of Congress 
Copyright Office for U.S. laws that cover regulations and violations 
of copyrighted material. The report will be available in the form of 
hard copy and educational online services, and website(s) of 
California LULAC under conditions of copyright. In the case of 
requests for hard copy a donation for reproduction cost is required. 
Interested parties are hereby asked to use the author’s current email 
address for information and for making their request: 
MAreflections@aol.com or obtain information on the website for 
California LULAC, currently <http://www.ca-lulac.org>. 
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All for one and one for all 
 
 

 
 

The struggle for equality for all people in America is a continuous one. 
For Latinos in California, 

LULAC has provided that needed leadership. 
People working together can do so much more than working individually. 

Many of us have profited from that leadership,  
be it school desegregation, 

political leadership, 
or social justice. 

        
        Cruz Reynoso (Justice, Supreme Court of California, retired) 
         Boochever and Bird 
        Professor of Law 
       School of Law 
                  University of California 
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PART I (NARRATIVE) 
 

HISTORY OF PATRIOTS WITH CIVIL RIGHTS 
 
The struggle to end discrimination and segregation of people of Mexican/Latin descent in 

America played a part in the development of LULAC in California. Latinos in California in the 
first half of the twentieth century responded to challenges encountered by adhering to the premise 
within the aims and purposes of LULAC that the means for a betterment of life for themselves 
and their posterity is through education and ultimately American patriotism: citizenship and civic 
participation encompassing active involvement in the social, political, cultural and ethnically 
diverse American way of life. As a result, the League of United Latin American Citizens spread 
from its original founding in Texas to other states, and councils in California were formed. Jacob 
I. Rodriguez formed the first LULAC council in Sacramento, California in 1933, others followed 
(see councils listed, p. 55). LULAC is bound to continue its legacy as a civil rights champion for 
American Latinos because as the late Hector G. Godinez once commented “the fight for civil 
rights is one with no beginning and no end.” In reference to the role of LULAC in the school 
desegregation landmark lawsuit, Gonzalo Méndez vs. Westminster School District of Orange 
County, Mr. Hector Godinez also made this comment on September 6, 1996, “Our work and 
success on the Mendez case was what formed the Santa Ana LULAC Council.” (Interview: 
Hector G. Godinez, 1996, patriot with civil rights, WWII veteran, early member of LULAC 
Council No. 147, regional organizer for LULAC in California, past National LULAC Vice-
President and past National LULAC President). 

The embodiment of the ideals and spirit of LULAC developed as a construct of 
associations and connections built on trust transpired through a course of action that although in 
some cases exigent, took years to occur. Embryonic when first formed, organized groups 
developed into chartered councils. The legitimacy of a national institution such as LULAC is 
built upon the legacy of the efforts of its membership and its accomplishments. California 
LULAC councils formed because certain patriots with civil rights became actively involved in 
issues that affected them and their families.  Political action for the purpose of ensuring civil 
rights in all aspects and in all circumstances is dependent upon legal protection.  This course of 
action, contingent on the laws of America, is the foundation for groups or organizations made of 
councils of individuals who converge to protect themselves and their people from violation of 
their American civil rights.  The members of LULAC accepted the truth expressed in the belief, 
we must remain forever vigilant of our freedom, a people free of maltreatment and negative 
restrictions as George Washington an American revolutionist and activist, and his predecessors in 
the American cause believed. The principle of organized groups explicitly stated is that with a 
greater support in numbers of people joined for one cause of social justice more can be 
accomplished; thus a people freely united can better defend themselves from antagonistic 
offenders of civil rights. American Latinos abide by this principle of liberty protected by the 
secured jurisdictional authority of American governmental laws; the history of LULAC 
demonstrates this point.  

With respect to the class action lawsuit, it has been claimed that the plaintiffs of the 
desegregation case, Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange County et 
al. were simply Mexican, Mexican American, American citizens, Hispanic, Latino or Chicano 
parents and not activists who had help from their respective activist group. The question that 
arises is when did these parents or simply individuals become actively involved and thus become 
activists for all who organize are activists. From research the connections of people and their 
activity are made visible. Research suggests they knew, heard, and or followed the example of 
predecessors who had knowledge, skill, and experience for the empowerment of people of 
Mexican/Latin descent. Predecessors were involved in the civil rights movement prior to the 
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highly acknowledged civil rights period of the 1960’s and its incipient Chicano movement.  
Included in these earlier efforts are members of LULAC on the national and regional level.   

Although LULAC is a non-governmental organization it is an advocate of civil liberties 
protected by the United States government and its laws and in some instances implemented by its 
departments and agencies. In the early 1940s the organization of LULAC interfaced with the 
Office of the Coordinator of Inter-American Affairs OCIAA (Craig A. Kaplowitz, LULAC: 
Mexican Americans, and National Policy [Texas: Texas A&M University Press, 2005]). Gilbert 
G. González devotes a great portion of his work in Chicano Education in the Era of Segregation 
[Philadelphia: Balch Institute Press, 1990] to the governmental agency of Office of the 
Coordinator of Inter-American affairs whose name changed to the Office of Inter-American 
Affairs OIAA that he claims contributed to the shaping of educational policies for the Latino 
community, and Americanization programs that in certain respects were meant to assist persons 
of Mexican descent living in the United States.  He identifies an overwhelming amount of 
evidence of the numerous OIAA sponsored projects of research studies, conferences, lectures and 
discussions and funding for Latino students such as fellowships etc.  González points specifically 
to a study by Wilson Little, titled, “Spanish-Speaking Children in Inter-American Relations” that 
he claims “defined the first Conference on the Education of the Spanish-Speaking as an 
educational program to meet regional, national, and international concerns” (1990, p. 127). 

The tangible link of LULAC and OCIAA and civil rights efforts in California is 
identified through the persons who were involved with OCIAA. The benefit of programs, grant 
monies and educational conferences sponsored by OCIAA, an agency that was formed after the 
Americanization programs of the 1920s and 1930s, has been outlined in the works of McWilliams 
(1949), Garcia (1989), González (1990) and others.  George I. Sanchez who served as president 
of LULAC from 1941 to 1942, coordinated his own endeavors for civil rights with the efforts of 
the Office of the Coordinator of Inter-American Affairs, a governmental agency then newly 
established by Franklin D. Roosevelt and headed by Nelson Rockefeller.  Dr. Sanchez eventually 
held the position of educational consultant to the Office of Inter-American Affairs (González, 
1990, p. 126). His formidable LULAC involvement dealt with the issue of discrimination and 
segregation in the schools.  

Educational efforts of the government for an integration of the Latino in the Southwest 
converged with those of LULAC leaders whose purpose was to promote social equality and 
advancement of the American Latino through education.  According to Richard A. Garcia in (The 
Chicanos in America 1540-1974, A Chronology & Fact Book [New York: Oceana Publications 
Inc., 1977], p. 10), “Carey McWilliams, commissioner of immigration and housing in California, 
Dr. George Sanchez of the University of Texas, C. J. Corrrean, a Chicano legislator in Arizona, 
and others submitted a plan for the improvement of Anglo-Hispano relations to the federal 
government.  As a result of this action and a further survey of the conditions of the Southwest, the 
Spanish-Speaking Peoples Division was established as part of the office of Inter-American 
Affairs.” The activity that stemmed from this special division of OCIAA melded with southern 
California civil rights activity in the early 1940s and set a political environment for change 
specifically with respect to the successful outcome of a landmark desegregation lawsuit in Orange 
County as pointed out by the historian Gilbert G. González (1990).  

 According to González the intercultural programs under OCIAA and earlier 
Americanization programs had an impact on the education of the Mexican and Mexican 
American. Gonzales explains however that Americanization programs were implemented as 
separate and distinct programs for the education of the Latino of Mexican descent as English 
classes, programs for minor-skilled vocations, hygiene, and educational classes for women 
oriented into domestic roles, in addition to ethnic programs of cultural heritage. These programs 
therefore maintained the status quo of segregation. A cultural transition toward assimilation into 
the mainstream of American society was ironically countered by the promotion of an identity that 



 

 15 

stemmed from Mexican heritage through these so termed Americanization programs of the 1920s 
and 1930s.   

Inquiry centered upon a synthesized cultural identity of the people of Mexican or Latin 
descent living in the United States remained dependent upon the cultural mix of cultural elements 
of American, Mexican and or Latino influence co-related to how they were educated with respect 
to their particular civil rights leadership background. Political consciousness draws from these 
sources of identity. Cultural exchange when implemented in a segregated setting made for a 
deviation away from an imposed full-fledged American identity. Nonetheless, in view of research 
from this study, the course toward integration of the Latino people continued.  But again ethnic 
identity explained simply as a measured course toward an American assimilation, in this instance 
characterized by that socially and politically demonstrated by Anglo Americans, fails because of 
the constant factor of ethnic and or race discrimination that continued to wreak havoc on the lives 
of the people of color no matter which generation they belonged to or place and date of 
immigrant status. The cause as social and political protest stemmed from the same reason, the 
maltreatment of people by others in some cases others that were in the same ethnic group.  
Blatant ethnic conflict elicited the need for organized groups that were called into action to 
overcome obstacles in the pursuit of happiness and prosperity.  The better way for patriots with 
civil rights to proceed was to socially and politically organize individuals as they were with 
shared problems and shared goals into politically active groups or councils.   

The people of mostly Mexican ancestry, citizens and or residents who were living in the 
United States, united as American patriots with civil rights. For the purpose of this report, it was 
found necessary to explain how this uniting effort occurred and how California LULAC was 
formed through such efforts.  Predecessors made a difference.  In the area of civil rights in 
education, the collaboration of efforts of leaders and groups and agencies that had an impact on 
desegregation is distinctly important.  Gilbert González in numerous examples refers to the work 
of the Office of Inter-American Affairs and the work of Dr. George I. Sanchez who did 
substantial work in the area of education for Mexican Americans in research as an educator in 
New Mexico and Austin Texas.  The work of George I. Sanchez was greatly acknowledged by 
Rodolfo Acuña in Occupied America: A History of Chicanos. 3rd edn. [New York: 
HarperCollinsPublishers, 1988].  Referring to Drs. George I. Sánchez and H. T. Manuel, Acuña 
states, “These early pioneers also called for bilingual education and an end to de jure and de facto 
segregation” (1988, p. 235).  González provides an analysis of the impact of the work of this 
national LULAC leader on social research, in particular, intelligence testing. This kind of testing 
had not yet been shaped in a form that considered the differing backgrounds and cultural 
experiences of students.  Sanchez’s work addressed the issue of diversity in testing.  González 
makes the point however that intelligence testing whether or not it takes into account the factor of 
cultural experience as advocated by Sanchez and others did not change the negative educational 
environment for Chicano children because testing itself resulted in the tracking of Chicano 
students into certain lower level classes. Chicano youngsters were segregated and placed into 
classes based on these tests.  Segregation continued because of this problem. 

The impact of social studies on the American Latino civil rights movement by social 
scientists who were activists such as George I Sanchez, Carey McWilliams Esq. and others 
mattered. In California, the segregation of Mexican American children who were compelled to 
attend public elementary schools according to arbitrary district boundaries created a majority of 
enrollment of children of Mexican descent in certain schools labeled Mexican schools.  Unlawful 
segregation maintained Latinos in a different educational setting, thus apart from the Anglo 
educational experience. Prior to the lawsuit brought forth by Méndez et al. with the assistance of 
LULAC intercultural programs were held that promoted an understanding of different cultural 
backgrounds of the Latino and of other ethnic groups but these efforts did not completely 
eradicate racial discrimination and segregation. Stirred by the empowerment of cultural 
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awareness and a strong ethnic identity that encompassed both the American and the Latino, 
American Latinos realized the need to do more to change the way children of Mexican or Latin 
descent were being educated.  Gilbert González highlights the progressive work of Sanchez in 
many ways and positively aligns some of his work with the most positive efforts including those 
of OCIAA in its promotion of cultural awareness and integration of various ethnic groups. 
Different organizing efforts were conducted through various forums.  No case study can present 
an entire history of them but studies bring into focus those relevant to the subject matter at hand.  
 Educational conferences sponsored by the Office of Inter-American Affairs in the early 
1940s and its national LULAC constituency of individuals with influence provided an 
opportunity for Latinos to meet and to engage in dialogue in different locales throughout the 
Southwest and to organize and sponsor additional conferences, programs or seminars that dealt 
with the educational needs and the identity politics of the American Latino and other ethnic 
minority groups. OIAA collaborated with leaders of community groups, pastors of churches both 
Catholic and protestant and educators at college campuses who in turn collaborated efforts with 
high school teachers and clubs. For instance, various high school clubs became prominent 
organizations providing experience to developing college student leaders who then sponsored 
conferences initiating further efforts promoting a specific organization by the name of the 
Mexican American Movement. MAM comprised mainly of Mexican American educators and 
students sprung from its earlier affiliation with the YMCA (Young Men’s Christian Association) 
and its California youth conferences.  The slogan of progress through education developed from 
such educational efforts, a slogan that may have first come from the organizing of an institute at a 
Baptist Christian Center and a conference in Griffith Park in this case organized by young 
Mexican American girls as indicated in The Mexican Voice (Vol. 2 No. 4, September-October, 
1939) edited by Felix Gutiérrez issued by the Mexican American Movement.  

Additionally, church youth groups also engendered leadership skills.  In Placentia for 
example, the Guadalupanos (name in honor of Our Lady of Guadalupe) at St. Joseph’s Catholic 
church had youth who were Mexican American as members who were also involved in various 
other groups such as MAM and who eventually became members of LULAC; thus the MAM and 
LULAC connection.  Alfred Aguirre, and his brother Joe Aguirre, Ted Duran, and Leonel 
Magaña, became members of Placentia LULAC. Isadore Gonzalez and Manuel Villalobos at one 
time lived in Anaheim and were members of the Anaheim MAM council and they joined Santa 
Ana LULAC (Interview: Alfred Aguirre, 2002) (Interview: Joe Aguirre Sr., 2007) (LULAC 
NEWS) (The Mexican Voice). 

In light of educational efforts in civil rights, and with respect to the landmark class 
action, particular identification of persons associated with the Office of Inter-American Affairs 
and persons associated with MAM and with LULAC is further delineated in this study and 
clarifies the following assertion introduced by Gilbert González in 1990 and further elaborated in 
his statement in Labor and Community, Mexican Citrus Worker Villages in a Southern California 
County, 1900-1950  [Illiinois: University of Illinois Press, 1994] p. 225: 

 
What has not been studied is that the minority’s civil rights campaign occurred 
during a national effort to promote voluntary integration. The state department’s 
office of the inter-American affairs, directed by Nelson Rockefeller, focused on 
social reforms as a means to encourage Latin American solidarity with the war, 
and later cold war effort.  Policy makers understood that the treatment of U.S. 
minorities at the hands of the majority would affect the United States ability to 
realize foreign policy objectives—especially in strategically critical regions of 
the world populated by people of color.  The OIAA then directed a campaign in 
the Southwest to ameliorate Mexican and Anglo relations though stimulating 
voluntary school desegregation efforts at the local levels.  That campaign 
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undoubtedly affected the thinking of the judiciary; it had significant impact on 
many educators, and it provided a positive environment for those opposing 
segregation. Unfortunately the OIAA effected little significant desegregation 
action. It is probably true that the Mendez case was filed at a propitious time due 
to international factors.   
 
González makes the point that it took legal action in wartime; during the time of need for 

international support; to make a difference in the course toward desegregation.  But how the class 
action lawsuit was formed was not greatly determined and the review of litigation itself is not 
brought into his analysis. The connections of individuals, groups and agencies were depicted in 
his works with much more emphasis in his 1994 work but not to the extent that they are revealed 
in this study as shown in the following finding that indicates a stronger role of OIAA and the 
positive outcome of a desegregation lawsuit.  With respect to the connection of the desegregation 
case and OIAA, from a review of transcripts of the trial of Gonzalo Mendez et al. vs. Westminster 
School District of Orange County et al. a social scientist expert and witness for the plaintiffs, 
Marie H. Hughes testifies before Judge Paul McCormick that her study was a “collaborative 
effort of the Los Angeles County School Office and the Office of the Coordinator of Inter-
American Affairs” that showed that segregation had a negative impact on learning (Méndez v 
Westminster, Transcripts of legal proceedings, Wednesday July 11, 1945 testimony: Marie H. 
Hughes, pp. 701-702).  The testimony of Hughes and that of another social scientist, Dr. Ralph L. 
Beals (Transcripts of testimony p. 660) had influence on the McCormick decision in 1946. If the 
practice of segregation had been decided by the court to not have a negative impact on children 
than segregation would not have been enjoined. Therefore, the contention of the defendant 
schools would have been supported. Segregation would then have been accepted as a legally 
sanctioned practice in the schools in Orange County California and California would then in due 
course would have changed its laws to allow in its mandate under the California Education Code 
in addition to the segregation of other minority groups, i.e., Indian and Asian, the segregation of 
those of Mexican or Latin descent.   

Research studies such as that done by Marie H. Hughes co-sponsored by OCIAA 
provided necessary information for Judge McCormick to rule on the matter in favor of the 
plaintiffs who sought an end to segregation.  If studies were not conducted and sponsored by 
schools and or governmental agencies developed by the efforts of persons such as LULACer 
George I. Sanchez, Carey McWilliams Esq. and others, the determination of the negative impact 
of segregation would not have been officially made.  The research work of social scientists 
encompassing that of Sanchez and his collaborative work with OCIAA, and his leadership role in 
LULAC were integral components of a complex of civil rights activity for people of Mexican or 
Latin descent in the area of education. Intercultural and educational programs made possible the 
many cooperative efforts brought forth by organized groups that were non-governmentally 
initiated with those that were governmentally sponsored because of a campaign in support of the 
war effort.  These programs and social studies that emanated from these programs did weigh in 
on the fight against discrimination and played a part in the outcome of civil rights leadership 
including that of LULAC.  The connection of OCIAA, MAM (indirect support) and LULAC and 
the civil rights case in desegregation became more apparent with further scrutiny and is shown 
further below. 

A portrayal of associations and of civil rights activity in education as done through this 
study expands upon the foundational work by Gilbert González but also offers information that 
presents a contrary view in few but nonetheless significant points made in his analysis.  An 
illustration of how research presented a point of contrast with the view offered by González is 
shown in the following. Although tangible connections with predecessors who guided civil rights 
efforts in Orange County are given by González in his scholarly works, in his 1994 work 
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González makes a distinction of civil rights activity based on specific differences in generations 
and gives emphasis to the self identified new generation of Mexican Americans rather than the 
portrayal of a continuum of civil rights efforts shared and passed on to the next generation. This 
kind of disconnection made in analysis can create unwarranted breaks in the overall historical 
analysis of LULAC an integral component of the American Latino civil rights movement.  The 
results obtained from research, see for instance reproduced article of LULAC NEWS in 
documentary sources written about LULAC in Orange County in 1947 by Isadore I. Gonzales 
titled, “Odds and Ends Down California Way” indicate that this active and younger generation, 
the children of immigrants did learn how to organize from predecessors labeled in Gilbert 
Gonzalez’s work as the old guard, (Gonzalez, 1994 p. 176).   Although some members of the old 
guard did not as citizens join LULAC some did.  For instance, the father of LULACer Manuel 
Veiga Jr., (Manuel Veiga Jr. was the first president of the Santa Ana LULAC Council No. 147), 
Manuel Veiga Sr., was an (1) immigrant from Spain (Méndez v Westminster, Transcripts of 
Testimony: Gonzalo Mendez, January 9, 1945 p. 449) and (2)  a LULAC member (LULAC 
NEWS, Vol. 13, No. 16, December 13, 1946) and (3) a recognized leader (Interview: Virginia 
Guzman, 2002). Manuel Veiga Jr. had the advantage of being an active leader with an active 
father as a guiding example.  The old guard was influential. 

Vigilance in the protection of civil rights rests upon the shoulders of those aware of their 
political rights.  In expressing and advocating civil rights for minority groups certain identifiable 
leaders made their presence known.  It was highly recognized for instance in Orange County that 
there was this kind of leadership by predecessors (Inteview: Felicitas Méndez by Alfredo Zúñiga, 
1975).  So when the school boards sent discriminatory letters that dictated the practice of 
discrimination to such a compounded degree an upheaval took place amongst the various active 
leaders in different school districts some whom were parents whose children were directly 
effected by discriminating policy based on national origin.  

Generational demarcations that cut off historic chains eliminate from historiography 
recognition of the important passage of learning obtained from exemplary role modeling such as 
that provided by LULAC leaders. Sylvia Méndez of Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District 
of Orange County et al. is an example of an active leader who most likely learned her leadership 
skills from her parents whom she says “were in LULACs and SPLA” and “In which they were 
active.” Sylvia Méndez, a representative plaintiff as a child along with fourteen other children of 
the school desegregation lawsuit (and 5000 similarly situated) has given special tribute to her 
parents who were both actively involved in the landmark lawsuit bearing the name of Gonzalo 
Méndez. She especially attributes her father as being as in the title of her article, “Gonzalo 
Mendez, First Chicano to Challenge Segregation” published in El Quetzal Vol. 1, No. 4 January 
1977 reproduced in part two in documentary sources. It is now better known through the activist 
work of Sylvia and that of activist and producer of a documentary film about Sylvia’s family, 
Sandra Robbie, Mendez vs. Westminster: Para Todos Los Niños/For All the Children (Huntington 
Beach: KOCE-TV Foundation, 2002) that Sylvia and her siblings Gonzalo and Geronimo, 
“Jerome” were taken by their aunt, Soledad Méndez Vidaurri to the Westminster school for the 
purpose of enrolling them into the school chosen by their parents because it was an integrated 
school.  The other school, Hoover school was a segregated school, known as the school where 
only Mexican children were enrolled.  The Vidaurri children had a French last name and the 
Méndez a Mexican name and the children were also different in their complexion. The Vidaurri 
children were allowed to enroll but the Mendez children were not. Additionally, Alice Esperanza 
Méndez Vidaurri was light in complexion guera and was allowed to enroll into the integrated 
school, Sylvia her cousin was not, she was more morena as described in an article by Vicki L. 
Ruiz, “(Morena/o, Blanca/o, y Café con Leche” (The Practice of U.S. Women’s History: 
Narratives, Intersections, and Dialogues edited by S. Jay Kleinberg, Eileen Boris & Vicki L. 
Ruiz [New Jersey: Rutgers University Press, 2007] p. 230).   Discrimination of this kind, based 
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on either a Spanish surname or physical characteristics, can come from outside of the particular 
ethnic group but it can also stem from prejudicial views within members of the same ethnic 
group. The conflict and discrimination based on national origin, the native versus the immigrant 
is an additional example. No matter the source this kind of prejudice has negative consequences 
for those injured in such manner for implications of discrimination have a detrimental effect 
especially on innocent children.  

Parents who learn that their children have been victims of the venom of prejudice and 
who are empowered and not afraid to step forward and who have guidance from predecessors 
become imminently motivated to rightfully respond and to join the cause to battle against those 
who inflict harm due to harmful prejudicial views.  According to Felicitas Méndez, Henry Rivera, 
a young man who picked up the produce at their farm--the Mendez had leased a farm from a 
Japanese family that was interned during WWII--referred them to the attorney, David C. Marcus. 
In a 1975 interview of Felicitas Méndez by Alfredo H. Zúñiga, Felicitas Méndez makes a 
statement about this referral and quotes Rivera as having told her husband: “‘This attorney is very 
good with the Mexican people, he fights a lot of cases for them, so he told my husband ‘why 
don’t you go see him and talk to him and see what can be done.’” 

The story of the Mendez children, that is children of Mexican or Latin extraction were 
denied enrollment into integrated schools is one that is shared by the many that were also denied 
enrollment because the schools modified policy that in effect ruled that they were not allowing 
the enrollment of any children of the families of Mexican descent into integrated schools even 
through an informal process of special admittance previously allowed through the transfer 
system.  This directive was sent in the form of a letter only to them and not to the parents of 
Anglo children (Méndez v Westminster).  Because of the impact of the directive issued in these 
form letters, these discriminated families throughout Orange County with the assistance of 
LULAC took cause with school administrators.   

Although the experience of discrimination against the Méndez children has been told, it is 
important to include this account of the history of LULAC in California because of the finding of 
a significantly clarifying connection of Gonzalo and Felicitas to LULAC in the cause to fight 
discrimination and segregation.  The connection and important role of the other plaintiff families 
and LULAC families involved in the formation and success of the class action will also be 
explained in a thorough and respective manner also because of research findings. These identified 
connections are considered in this analysis of findings with the understanding that multiple 
perspectives may on the surface conflict but deeper inquiry reveals how people were connected 
and came together for one cause nonetheless. Because a particular contingency of American 
Latino efforts for civil rights in education is identified by the experience of individuals who were 
actively involved in the cause to end segregation in their respective locales, their view is focused 
and perhaps limited to their localized sphere of involvement. For instance in the locality of 
Westminster, the perspective of the individual(s) of Westminster accordingly center their view(s) 
of how the case began and was won in what took place within their community. As a result of 
research and interviews, a conclusion made is that from the personal knowledge and experience 
or perceptions of the history of the case there are different assessments because different 
participants had the perspective from literally their own point of view, but one thing was in 
common.  In one form or another those involved from different parts in Orange County had 
tangible links to the involvement of the founders of LULAC in California, particularly Orange 
County that was centered in Santa Ana but had contiguous and extended elements of involvement 
demonstrated either personally or in relation to others in other locales.  In this light, the various 
perspectives of interviewees are presented herein. 

The following excerpt of the September 10, 1975 interview of Felicitas Méndez by Mr. 
Alfredo H. Zúñiga that took place at her residence 1804 W. 3rd St. Santa Ana, California indicates 
as known to the interviewee the involvement and experience in the Latino community of Gonzalo 
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and Felicitas Méndez and LULAC and others with the school case in Orange County California 
(indented italicized words indicate those of interviewee): 

 
He [Gonzalo] went to the school district there first [Westminster] and after they 
saw that we had an attorney they would, they would take our children too, you 
know. He [the superintendent] said, ‘well it’s alright then you can bring them 
here to this school’ but then we were already you know fighting for we 
 

What was the name of the superintendent there at the school district? 
 
I don’t remember the name of the superintendent there in that district there, 
because, see the trouble with me was that I, I didn’t uh, all I did was just 
encourage my husband to do things but I was working all the time.  I worked real 
hard in the ranch you know I used to take care of everything. We had a lot of 
workers, we had about thirty workers and uh field workers and we had packers, 
packing house and all that, and I had to see to it, you know, and cooking for the 
children, taking care of a family it was pretty hard for me, you know. So he, 
[Gonzalo] he was the one that did all the running around, you know, and 
  

Was there any help from the community like uh was there some kind of community organization 
that was helping back up your husband? 

 
Well at that time there wasn’t anything that would help us because uh 
everywhere that we would talk everything seemed negative, because uh the 
people was afraid to get involved at that time you know everybody was afraid to 
get involved. Everybody thought that uh, that if you, that nothing was possible no 
matter what you did, so we uh. 
 

Like you couldn’t fight the system. 
 
Huh? 
 

Like you just couldn’t fight the system. 
 
Yeah right. So everywhere you talked there was, everybody would say, ‘We-e-ell 
it’s pretty hard’ and ‘I don’t think that anything can be done.’  But then we uh 
kept on talking to the people, in Westminster especially, and organizing them and 
asking them well lets form uh like a club you know and uh get everybody together 
and we can discuss these things and, and talk about it, and see what we can do 
and with the help of the lawyer and all that, and then uh, then we formed this 
little club we used to call it the ‘Fathers of Mexican American Children’ you 
know, and uh, we formed this little club and we started getting together there in a 
place in Westminster, in a house, you know, and we made it like you know we 
had secretaries and president and, and all that, and then we’d discuss it and lot 
of people finally turned to it, you know, they said ‘Well it’s a good thing,’ you 
know, ‘let’s keep it up.’  Only thing it was that at that time the people didn’t earn 
very much money to live and they, they weren’t just about to, to quit their work to 
be going up and down and then if they missed work they’d fire them because, you 
know, things weren’t, not that good. 
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Were there people involved from, from Santa Ana also? 
 
Yeah there was a few people here from Orange County.   
 

My father-in-law,  
 
Uh huh. 

 
Used to tell me that he was involved with that group. 

 
Yeah, see because uh, my husband [Gonzalo Méndez] had belonged to the 
LULACs before, you know, and we were involved in this, you know, with the 
LULACs and, and uh so he knew mostly the people that, you know, more 
intelligent people here and, and he talked to different friends of ours that we had 
in here [Santa Ana] and he used to come around and I used to stay in the ranch 
and work and he was the one that used to come interview the people, you know, 
who more or less we thought that would be, you know, for it like uh, uh 
Guillermo what’s his name, [William Guzman] he was, he was interested in that 
because by that he had small children too, you know, and different people that 
wanted to better their, their standard of living, you know, they didn’t want to be 
living like that, but there was, seems like there was nothing for them to do but 
just accept the way they were treated, you know. 

 
Like the family of Natividad Garcia was already integrated into I think Willard School.  
 

Uh hum. 
 
The children were not going here to uh to Fremont because he had taken it, on him, on himself, to 
go, to go down and argue his case with the superintendent of schools here in Santa Ana and I 
guess his, his argument was that he wanted them to go to a desegregated school so, so there 
wouldn’t be any problems I think with them being accepted. 

 
Uh hum.  

 
So they were some of the few that were accepted into these 
 

Well,  
 
Integrated schools. 
   

You take like my husband, and uh three or four more boys from Westminster 
were allowed when they grew up, they were allowed to go to that other school 
where integrated, you know, they were segregated over there, because they 
considered them that their IQ was higher than the other children so it was just a 
few of them you know, that they, they, I think it was three or four that used to go 
to that other school. But then, I guess the system changed completely to the worst 
you know instead of allowing a few over there they, they just didn’t allow any at 
all you know they just wanted to send all of them to that school to the sixth-
grade, you know, and uh that’s when uh like when we went to, when we started 
fighting for that they wanted all our children to go over there and then uh they 
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said that we don’t belong even though we didn’t we really didn’t belong in that 
school we belong in the other school according to districts, you know, but they 
because they were Méndez they wanted to send them all to that other school. 
 
Determined by the results of this study essentially a review of transcripts of trial of this 

case carefully examined; and school board minutes and review of the 1975 interview of Felicitas 
Méndez by Alfredo H. Zúñiga and interviews of others directly involved as revealed also in 
excerpts; the central reason for the great uprising by Mexican families is the occurrence of the 
reception of letters about changes in the school system that no longer permitted enrollment of 
children of Mexican descent in integrated schools and the portrayal of evidence of this occurrence 
in court by attorney David C. Marcus for the plaintiffs in the landmark lawsuit. As Felicitas 
Mendez explained the system changed completely to the worst you know instead of allowing a 
few over there they, they just didn’t allow any at all.  School districts used to allow some or few 
children of Mexican descent into integrated schools on a transfer basis that enabled these 
exceptions. In the early forties, in Orange County, California, the transfer system was used in this 
way to the extent that complaints were made known to school boards that too many Mexicans 
were being allowed into integrated schools.  For instance, the minutes of the Santa Ana school 
board indicate this conflict as “the Mexican problem.” In response, in the fall of 1944 the school 
districts sent letters to only Mexican families that no longer children were allowed to go to 
schools outside of the arbitrarily set school district boundaries, boundaries that made for Mexican 
schools that were not in the proximity of where the families actually resided. Thus families 
against their will were compelled to send their children further to the location of the segregated 
schools, known as the Mexican schools in districts so designed as explained by Judge Frances 
Muñoz March 15, 2003 at the Reception in Honor of Champions for Civil Rights in Education, to 
the plaintiff families of the landmark case and to the LULAC families that helped them, held by 
California LULAC Heritage Committee and Hispanic Bar Association of Orange County.  

Various groups formed in different communities of Orange County including 
Westminster and Santa Ana and Garden Grove and El Modena and other communities that did 
not end up serving as named representative families on the complaint against school districts.  
More than the families of the above mentioned school districts protested, but attorney David C. 
Marcus rightfully limited the defendant schools districts hoping to end the matter with the worst 
case, that of the Garden Grove school district under Superintendent James L. Kent, known by his 
thesis to hold views of racial prejudice.   

Kent’s views are revealed in transcripts of the case, Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. 
Westminster School District of Orange County et al. and in the following excerpt of the 1975 
interview of Felicitas Méndez by Alfredo H. Zúñiga for in this excerpt she also reveals the 
actions of attorney David C. Marcus in exposing his views (indented italicized words indicate 
those of interviewee): 
 
Going back to the Westminster case, este (uh), was your husband pretty confident that, that he 
was going to win that case? 

 
Yes, because the lawyer told us we was going to win because in this first place, 
see this lawyer is a pretty smart lawyer and at that age, you know, he had a 
bright mind at that time, and he was willing to, to work for it, that was the case, 
that the lawyer was willing to work for it because he went through everything he 
went through all Orange County, he went through all the school districts he went 
to see the superintendents of the schools that’s where he found that book, where 
that, this Kent had wrote that book that said that the Mexican people in, that was 
his own book his way of thinking of the Mexican people. 
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That’s when he was working for his master’s he wrote a thesis. 

 
That’s what, that was the way he, he thought, the Mexicans were. 

 
And his thesis was on, on why Mexicans should be segregated. 

 
Uh huh, uh huh, why Mexicans should be segregated, uh hum. 

 
And this, then he was the superintendent of schools in? 
 

The superintendent of El Modena [Garden Grove] I think and all that.  
 
 What was his name? 
 

Kent. 
 
Kent.  What was his first name? 

I don’t remember his first name.  See that’s, that’s the trouble with my memory, 
that it’s so bad and lot of things that I didn’t pay attention to because he 
[Gonzalo] was the one who was  

 
Yeah, it’s a master thesis that was written way back in 1939, I think. 
 

I think so, somewhere around there. 
 
I think from SC or one of these universities. 
 

And he uh, he wrote that the Mexican people were in his view, point of view the 
way he saw it was that the Mexican people should be segregated not even 
segregated in a barrio like that just in a, in a big-o corral like pigs and live like 
in a pig-pen, because pen because that’s the way, they, he saw them.   They 
didn’t have no more intelligence than a pig, to him and he, he gave that to 
Marcus and Marcus says, ‘well we got this case won,’ that’s when he said ‘this 
case is won’ because this is not supposed to, nobody even though they think, 
they’re not supposed to put it down on paper, you know, what they think of other 
race.  And so we were, the lawyer just, I guess he saw that we were determined 
and we had the money to start with. 
 

You were backing up your husband one hundred percent? 
 

Oh, yes, uh huh.  
 
Role modeling from parents and from inspirational leaders is something that is part of the 

legacy of families that cannot be severed by critical analysis of generational differences that are 
not deemed essential factors in the fight for social justice and in the continuum of the American 
Latino civil rights movement. Therefore in any account of the families of generations of leaders 
such as the Mendez family, the legacy of LULAC leaders such as Gonzalo Méndez ascribed as 
such by his wife Felicitas Gomez Méndez cannot be denied. LULAC continues in the struggle to 
end discrimination and in fair appraisal, LULAC does not take full credit for filing or for success 
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of the lawsuit but it shares in the credit for no individual or organization can take full credit 
including one that developed in Westminster as contextualized by Felicitas Méndez. LULAC 
defined here with supportive evidence in documented sources shown in this report as the founders 
of Santa Ana LULAC Council No. 147 with the designated name of Latin American Voters 
League or Latin American Voters Counsel or simply LAO, which stands for Latin American 
organization does take credit for its strong role of leadership in organizing and representing the 
people involved some whom were the representative plaintiffs and or witnesses, and in financially 
supporting litigation costs as a chartered LULAC council. Therefore as exemplified in this case 
and as shown in this report, the contextualized legacy of the influence of LULAC and its 
accomplishments in civil rights in this landmark case is confirmed. 

González makes an inquiry about the activism of Latinos when making an analysis of the 
political empowerment of persons in Orange County, especially that of Hector Tarango, a founder 
of LULAC Council No. 147 who was involved in the case based on his interview as he indicates 
in his published work in 1994. Gonzalez distinguishes between the politics and identity of 
Mexican immigrants from that of their children.  His distinction in separating generations was 
found to have insignificant bearing on the progression and outcome of civil rights activity from 
the perspective that families of immigrants identified through this study are presented as carrying 
further the social cause of the political struggle for civil rights of Latinos that began with earlier 
efforts of their predecessors or in quite a few cases ancestors. As determined by this study, Mr. 
Tarango’s father of Mexican lineage was a close friend of Mr. William H. Wheat, the LULAC 
regional organizer for California in the mid-forties (LULAC NEWS, 1945).  The Wheat and the 
Tarango family visited each other since Hector was a young boy in Los Angeles and the 
friendship continued when the Tarango family moved to Orange County as Mr. Tarango recalled 
in his interview in 2002.  Wheat was the son of an Irish immigrant who married a Mexican 
woman (Interview: Joe Cruz, grandson of William H. Wheat, 2007).  Mr. Tarango learned his 
civic involvement from his father and from his Baptist church affiliation and also from Mr. 
William Wheat who was also of the Baptist denomination (Interview: Hector R. Tarango, 2002). 
Thus, he was not self-empowered by his own generation nor was he a returning WWII veteran. 
Hector Tarango served in the California National Guard in Santa Ana and so did others under his 
command that were active in the community group (Interview: Hector R. Tarango, 2002). 
Discrimination was the principle cause for the political activism of American Latinos because 
violations of civil rights had been occurring and had been dealt with by predecessors since as 
Hector Godinez stated as if there was no recognizable beginning or end for it.  But discrimination 
was definitely augmented by the discriminatory school board letters. It is this analysis from 
review of transcripts of the trial that ascertains the cause for protest of such a large scale as a class 
action. 

Activism crosses generations. A micro separation or distinction of cultural differences 
among generations in an overall macro analysis serves little or no purpose in explaining political 
activism by Latinos. This point is made clear further by using two fields of study.  From an 
anthropological viewpoint the simple linguistic distinction between the immigrant parent in this 
example the Spanish-speaking parent and the English and/or Spanish speaking child is an 
important one. In the field of political science, political activism is viewed from a different 
perspective. Both the parent and child no matter at what age are of the same family unit, and 
regardless of their varying individual English language skills they as members of a family belong 
to the same Latino community affected by the same problem of discrimination.  Discrimination 
because of national origin identified by a Spanish surname and other physical characteristics 
occurs despite being categorized as members of the white race, despite being American born, 
despite the use of the English language and despite a devotion to the country shown by family 
members who served in the military during WWII as indicated by the actions of defendants and 
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therein proof in the suit Méndez et al vs. Westminster School District of Orange County et al, 
1946.  

Discrimination based on national origin was so prevalent that one principal of a school in 
El Modena, Orange County believed that the Negro (children) had more rights to attend the 
school under his administration than Mexican American children because the Negro according to 
history is more deserving of having more rights.  Mr. Lorenzo Ramirez a plaintiff in Gonzalo 
Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange County et al. believed he had the right(s) 
to enroll his sons, Ignacio, Jose and Silverio into Roosevelt Elementary School in El Modena but 
was unable to do so because of the school policy that changed since he himself had attended the 
school when it used to be for all children and was named Lincoln. In El Modena at the time of the 
trial, there were two elementary schools one Roosevelt that denied enrollment of his children of 
Mexican descent and the other Lincoln school, the school known as the Mexican school. The 
school principal believed that the Negro had more right to attend the Roosevelt school than the 
children of Mexican descent. In his testimony July 6, 1945, (Transcripts: p. 282) Lorenzo 
Ramirez testifies about his conversation with Mr. Harold Hammersten, (Superntendent of school 
district in  El Modena): 

 
And he says, ‘Well, let me tell you one thing. I tell you why a Negro is supposed 
to have a better rights. Because he was brought here during slavery days, and 
that was just the truth, and that is the reason I think they should have a better 
rights.’  
 
And, of course, I just told him that I should have the rights, and thanks the Lord, 
we live in a country that everybody was equal, and at the same time that I wanted 
my kids, or my youngsters, to go among the rest of them, and march through up 
until the end of the war like the boys be marching right along.  And he didn’t say 
anything no more, but we just separated. 
       
      Lorenzo Ramirez, Plaintiff 
 
The people whose civil rights were violated needed the kind of elements of 

empowerment that reflect the aims and purposes of LULAC to combat discriminatory views such 
held by Harold Hammersten. (Other pertinent background information of Lorenzo Ramirez and 
links between him and Manuel Veiga Jr. and others involved with LULAC and the case was 
researched and further revealed in a later part of this narrative). 

Americanization efforts, desegregation efforts, English instruction, civic participation, 
citizenship classes, voter registration, assistance of veterans and scholarship fundraising for 
Mexican American youth, and most importantly, organizing for civil rights comprised the 
fundamental activity of LULAC in California prior to 1957.  This activity is explained as 
involving the efforts of parents and students and organized community groups, some affiliated 
with churches of different denominations.  

There are many examples of family members some of whom were members of LULAC 
that served as role model leaders who were parents or grandparents or simply Latino elders in the 
fight for social justice. Pictorial presentations of generations of Mexican American families of 
barrios in California such as that by Yolanda Alvarez, “Fire in the Morning” show in photographs 
the history of Latinos as does this study. The activism of adult children of immigrants stemmed 
not necessarily from the fact that they were relatively young, spoke in English nor did it 
necessarily stem from a dramatic awakening of a need for civil rights from having served in 
WWII for many leaders did serve in the military and are identified as American war heroes hence 
they are highly recognized; but many leaders did not serve and as a result of this study they too 
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are highly recognized for their active leadership in the social cause to fight discrimination.  It is 
also true that activists who did serve in the military may have learned their leadership in activism 
from their predecessors as well, as indicated by the many whose background was examined in 
this study. Researchers studying the impact of WWII have strongly advocated a common view 
that the political consciousness of returning veterans of the great generation is the reason for the 
beginning of the civil rights movement by Latinos. But when the families of active Latinos are 
reviewed this generalized contention has questionable basis because there is a historical and 
tangible connection of activity that precedes the period of WWII. This will be evidenced through 
out this report.  This study reveals many connections of persons, groups, and agencies. Others 
will inevitably identify further connections of leaders and predecessors as they individually reveal 
their legacies in their own works or as other researchers discover.   

Findings from this study clarify other contentions made by González in reference to the 
formation of LULAC in California and the role of LULAC in the class action.  González in his 
1990 work (p. 14) cites Mendez v. Westminster as “one of the major desegregation court cases in 
U.S. legal history.”  González goes on to state, “The Chicano struggle to overcome segregation in 
schools has had a long history, and as Guadalupe San Miguel has recently shown, the League of 
United Latin American Citizens (LULAC) was at the forefront of that struggle.  Because this 
organization remained limited to Texas until the 1940s, its efforts resulted in a number of court 
cases that unfortunately had no major effect on segregation until the 1960s and 1970s when the 
Chicano movement made its impact felt” (1990, p.15). González specifically dates the active 
involvement of LULAC in the following statement, “The board (Santa Ana School Board, a 
school district sued in the 1946 case) knew that it could no longer sustain segregation nor 
tokenism against the organized protestations of the community and court rulings.  Shortly before 
the appellate court ruled, the Santa Ana LAO formed a League of United Latin American Citizens 
chapter, acting as an umbrella organization in the desegregation struggle throughout the county” 
(1990, p. 55). To clarify the account given by González, the following supported facts are 
presented here.  Original research conducted for LULAC PROJECT:  PATRIOTS WITH CIVIL 
RIGHTS indicates that LULAC was in the forefront in civil rights battles but the timeline of 
involvement precedes that offered by Gilbert González.  LULAC was already active in parts of 
California since the thirties.  The first council formed in Sacramento in 1933 and was followed by 
councils in Los Angeles and in San Bernardino as revealed in the account of councils provided 
further below and in primary source material in documentary sources of this report. An instance 
presented here is the following account of when one LULAC council was formed.  Patriots with 
civil rights in Los Angeles formed a LULAC council chartered in 1937 (see article, “LA 
Organizes LULAC Council,” as printed in LULAC NEWS, Vol. 4, No. 7, October, 1937 
reproduced in documentary sources).  This Los Angeles LULAC Council No. 125 headed by 
Felix W. Montoya is conducting classes in Americanization, English, and history and government 
in the 1940s (see article by Felix W. Montoya, “Citizen Education in East Los Angeles,” as 
printed in the LULAC NEWS in February, 1943 and reproduced in documentary sources).  There 
were other Los Angeles councils identified with different council numbers that formed and will 
be specifically identified as well. 

John O. Gonzales, a past national 1st Vice-President General of LULAC (title used in 
1946 for National Vice-President of LULAC) provided the following information in his (video-
taped) interview in 2003. Mr. Gonzales as 1st vice-president General of LULAC takes a 
contingency of about eight LULAC members from Los Angeles when he and William H. Wheat 
install the Santa Ana chapter (1946) with Manuel Veiga Jr. as president. Mr. Gonzales states that 
he joined LULAC to promote education and because of discrimination in labor and politics.  Mr. 
Gonzales states that the Santa Ana community group was already an organized community group 
and that he simply provided them with pins and a charter.  In his video taped interview held July 
28, 2003, John Gonzales clearly and firmly states: 



 

 27 

 
I’m sure that Manuel Veiga and that group started the school case. 
They got Marcus, they went to Marcus and when I found out about 
it why we naturally started working on the school case raising money 
for it and what not. 
      John O. Gonzales 

LULAC 1st Vice-President General, 1946  
 
John O. Gonzales, a LULAC member from Phoenix Arizona initiated a new and different 

Los Angeles council when he came to California.  He came to California (circa 1939 early 1940s) 
and worked in a shipyard (Los Angeles Harbor, Terminal Island).  He began this council because 
the other known Los Angeles council(s) had gone dormant although individual LULAC leaders 
like himself and Floyd Apodaca and William Wheat were still actively involved. This entirely 
new council in Los Angeles was formed soon after he came to California The following account 
explains the formation of this Los Angeles council.  In the LULAC NEWS of July 1946 Vol. 13, 
No. 1, p. 9 & 11, he is representing his council Los Angeles Council No. 125, Santa Ana Council 
No. 147 and Alhambra Council No. 137 as recorded in the Minutes of Seventeenth National 
Assembly of the League of United Latin American Citizens held in the City of Houston, Texas, 
June 15th and 16th, 1946. According to John Gonzales, (Interview: 2003) the way that he began his 
new Los Angeles LULAC Council was that he first conferred with a man by the name of Cuellar 
and they then start the council with John Gonzales as president and in this council are the 
following members: Cuellar (a man from Texas), Manuel Ochoa (realtor), Ibarra (accountant), 
Cruz (dentist), Solis (Lawyer) and two members (who have titles of being organizers as indicated 
in various issues of LULAC NEWS in 1945), and William H. Wheat and Floyd Apodaca.  John 
Gonzales recalled that Manuel Veiga Jr. was a member in the beginning years of the council. The 
same Manuel Veiga Jr. who started the Santa Ana chapter. Veiga Funeral Home was located 116 
West 17th Street in Santa Ana.   

The members of the Los Angeles council held middle-class positions and had the means 
to contribute to a fund that John Gonzales established for the lawsuit. They had no women in his 
council.  According to John Gonzales, Manuel Veiga as president of the Santa Ana LULAC 
Council No. 147 took him to see Marcus, the attorney for the case. John Gonzales wrote the 
article, “Calling All LULACS” to bring national attention to the Orange County school case in an 
effort to collect funds for litigation.  He states in his article in LULAC NEWS Vol. 13, No. 16, 
December 16, 1946, p.11: 

 
Since March 2, 1945 when this action was filed in the U.S. Dist. Court for the 
Southern Dist. of California and up to the present time there has been expended 
by council for plaintiff’s, (Us–Appellees in present appeal) a total of 
approximately $800.00, this sum represents costs exclusive of services of 
Counsel.  This sum has been paid by contributions from various persons and 
groups and has been gathered almost entirely through the efforts of Brother 
Lulacs, members of Council 147 of Santa Ana, California. 
 
According to John Gonzales the funds raised specifically for the appeal were raised 

locally.  He states in his interview “Just what we raised from Los Angeles and Orange County.” 
John Gonzales also said his Los Angeles council gave its “treasury” for the lawsuit. 

In the interview of John Gonzales held July 28, 2003 in his home in Dana Point, Ed 
Morga, past LULAC National President (1977) and Vicki L. Ruiz, professor of History at 
University of California Irvine with Margie Aguirre (author behind the camera) present Mr. John 
O. Gonzales with awards from regionally elected officials: Congresswoman Loretta Sanchez, 
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State Senator Joe Dunn and State Assemblyman Lou Correa for being a champion for civil rights 
in education.  (John Gonzales had been previously honored without his presence at an event that 
had been held on March 15, 2003, by California LULAC Heritage Committee and Hispanic Bar 
Association of Orange County.  Mr. Gonzales had not yet been located and so he was not present 
to personally receive his share of awards given to patriots with civil rights.  The Certificates of 
special recognition were given to all honorees that were plaintiffs of the lawsuit represented in 
person by actual plaintiff(s) or family representative(s) and the representatives of LULAC that 
helped in its success. Respectful credit was given to all of these patriots with civil rights).   

In making the presentations to John Gonzales on July 28, 2003, the distinguished Past 
National LULAC President Ed Morga made remarks of how John O. Gonzales energized the 
movement and he states:  “It is a great honor for me to present to you these memorializations of 
recognition.” The certificate of recognition given by State Senator Joseph L. Dunne states: In 
honor of your inspirational support to a cause that changed history.  The congressional 
recognition certificate from Loretta Sanchez states:  

 
‘I join with the community in recognizing your accomplishments in the 1945-
1947 Mendez [et al.] vs. Westminster School District of Orange County [et al.] 
California federal court case.  Your accomplishments will forever benefit all 
students of this great nation.’ 
 
Vicki L. Ruiz, professor of History at the University of California Irvine, makes the 

following statement as a tribute to John O. Gonzales: 
 
We are here today to honor Mr. Gonzales for his efforts in Méndez et al. vs. 
Westminster School District of Orange County et al.  His efforts with LULAC to 
secure the legal talent necessary to bring the case to court and to galvanize the 
National LULAC to support the case financially was instrumental.  We 
particularly recognize his December of 1946 of LULAC NEWS article ‘Calling 
All LULACs’ which eloquently attests to the conditions of segregation and the 
efforts of LULAC to bring legal redress to the situation.  His words today about 
the importance of education are as important in 2003 (and now) as they were 
when they were written in December of 1946. 
 
For the full text of the article “Calling All LULACs” see a reproduction in documentary 

sources of this report. 
In his interview, John Gonzales refers to those in Santa Ana to identify when the group 

under the same influence and leadership of Manuel Veiga began to be a LULAC active group.  
According to Mr. Hector R. Tarango a member of Latin American organization, LAO, the Santa 
group is the same group installed as the Santa Ana LULAC council (Interview:  Hector R. 
Tarango, 2002). This assertion has validity because the community group in Santa Ana started to 
form in 1943 led by the same persons, Manuel Veiga Jr., Cruz Barrios and Hector R. Tarango.  
The community group represented the nucleus of LULAC in its development in Orange County.  
Mr. Gonzalo Méndez was said to have been in this group.  This group is referred as the LULACs 
(Interview: Felicitas Méndez by Alfredo H. Zúñiga, 1975). This group made up of individuals 
mainly from Santa Ana but also representative of different barrios in Orange County was 
formally chartered on June 9, 1946. The identification of this group as an informal Latin 
American organization is a generic ethnic label provided by Hector R. Tarango as he stated in his 
interview with the author (Interview, 2002) that was abbreviated to LAO in the 1985 work by 
Mary Lisbeth Haas from her interview of Mr. Tarango and in the work based on interviews of 
Hector Tarango by Gilbert G. González as reported in his work of 1990 and 1994.  Therefore, the 
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2002 interview of Hector R. Tarango by the author provided a clarified account of the LAO term 
by Mr. Hector Tarango himself. (Mr. Tarango was present and received all the awards presented 
in March of 2003 to those honored as champions for civil rights in education by LULAC 
represented by the California LULAC Heritage Committee, chair Margie Aguirre, and National 
LULAC Vice-President for Women Mrs. Vera Marquez and by HBA of Orange County, 
President Fabio R. Cabezas, Esq.). The continuum of civil rights work by the founders of LULAC 
Orange County and hence of LULAC in California is portrayed by the identification of the 
activity done by Mr. Gonzales, Mr. Veiga, Mr. Barrios, Mr. Tarango and others including 
Gonzalo Méndez. 

Appropriate timelines are important. When research is focused upon the continuum of the 
American Latino civil rights movement and development of its integral part, namely LULAC in 
California, it is important to note: LAO is the informal Latin American organization that is a 
chapter of LULAC being led by the same leaders who used different names for this same 
community group until chartered. Classifications and definitions of groups matter because if 
groups are not appropriately identified history is not properly recorded. This updated account is 
made here from the information provided by Mr. Hector R. Tarango, a principle source because 
he was a leader of this group as he called it Latin American organization and a charter member of 
Santa Ana Council No. 147 (charter secretary) in interviews of him held by the author 
intermittently through the years of 2002-2005 and by supportive documentation of the group 
named differently in other accounts that serve as hard evidence. The clarification of this labeling 
of this group has not been made by other research and as a result the tracking of LULAC efforts 
has been offset. Hence, the account of the continuum of LULAC and its particular extension into 
California has not been appropriately identified prior to this LULAC study nor has the role of 
LULAC in the lawsuit.   

The following words of Hector R. Tarango taken from a video-taped interview of him by 
the author in December, 2002 is pertinent: 

 
My name is Hector Tarango, T A R A N G O.  I am one of the past presidents of 
Chapter 147 of LULAC back in the 40s and 50s. I am now no longer a member of 
LULAC but I still have fond memories of it when I was active with them.  We 
were one of the leading organizations that brought the case against the school 
systems and sponsored the families that fought for the desegregation of the 
schools in Orange County. 

 
    Hector R. Tarango 

 
Leading member of the Latin American organization with names 
of Latin American Voters League and Latin American Voters 
Counsel and as such founding member and Secretary of Santa 
Ana LULAC Council No. 147, 1946, National Trustee of LULAC 
1947 and President of Santa Ana LULAC Council No. 147 in 
1949 and LULAC photographer. 

 
LULAC’s history appeared to have been falling through the cracks in recent scholarly 

research because of the usage of different names for the informal Latin American organization. 
Other names for this group are clearly identified below, but one example of the use of name of 
this group as LAO and as such not identified as connected to LULAC will suffice to understand 
the failure of researchers to recognize LULAC efforts.  For instance, Matt Garcia in his work, A 
World of Its Own: Race, Labor, and Citrus in the Making of Greater Los Angeles, 1900-1975. 
(North Carolina: University of North Carolina Press, 2001) mentions LAO, as one-post WWII 
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grass root organization in explaining the regional Mexican American civil rights movement in a 
part of California known as the citrus belt but does not identify this LAO group with LULAC at 
all.   In his 2001 work, on p. 227 Matt Garcia makes the following statement (his footnote 16 
indicates reference to Gilbert Gonzales’s Labor and Community, 1994):  

 
The correlation between the creation of post-World War II grassroots political 
organizations such as the Community Service Organization (CSO), the Unity 
Leagues, and the Latin American Organization (LAO) and the return of veterans 
from the war cannot be understated.  In the brief period between 1945 and 1950, 
Mexican Americans, through these groups, helped Mexican candidates get 
elected to local and regional government bodies, desegregated schools in 
Southern California with the Mendez v. Westminster case, and registered 
numerous Mexican American voters.16  
 
According to Hector Tarango, this same LAO embryonic LULAC group is also the same 

documented group referred to in transcripts of legal proceedings and in school board meetings 
and in other accounts by different names, that is League of Latin American Voters, Latin 
American Voters League, Latin American Voters Counsel and also in a newspaper El Inspectador 
and LULAC NEWS as League of United Latin American Citizens Santa Ana Council No. 147 
further identified in various portions of this report.  Whether it is identified as a Council, chapter 
or previously informal group it is LULAC in development in Orange County California.   

Civil rights activity in the battle against discrimination and segregation continued to 
occur because of the negative element of discrimination and segregation based on national origin 
and because of the ramification of intelligence testing that resulted in placing Latino youngsters 
into subordinate classes.  Noted here also is the failing to fully integrate the Latino through 
Americanization. These negative factors did not disembark LULAC but instead elicited additional 
efforts of its emissaries to fight for civil rights in education for a better social, economic and 
political standing of American Latinos who made their home in California. LULAC took 
advantage of the social and political structure as defined by governmental programs set up by a 
convergence of efforts on a national level as exemplified by the coordinated efforts of OCIAA 
and LULAC and also the municipal level as demonstrated by the activity of the Los Angeles 
LULAC council and others that worked within the educational and political system that attempted 
to change the status of the segregated Latino.  Cooperative measures by LULAC filled in the gap 
for the need for English classes, history classes, and government classes such as those offered by 
LULAC councils that served to educate Mexicans and Mexican Americans in many ways. The 
volunteers of LULAC councils provided human resources for services because of the need for 
tutoring the families of Mexican immigrants and Mexican Americans.  The fact that some 
Mexican Americans could speak English and had gone to school and had children who could also 
speak in English and had been living in the United States, perhaps for generations, and perhaps 
had some or many family members serving as soldiers who fought for different reasons in 
different wars, does not preclude the fact that there was a need to serve those who did not have 
that kind of background. Attitudes towards the foreign born and the Spanish-speaking community 
positive or negative did not disengage LULAC an organization comprised of Latin American 
citizens from the American Latino civil rights movement because this organization continued to 
serve both the native and the foreign born whether or not it took positions on the issue of the 
bracero/worker program or the immigrant as many have previously noted and commented. 

The cultural and or more importantly the educational experience that comes with 
speaking in the English language, the language of the majority of the country did partially assist 
the English speaking Latino minority to adjust to different aspects of life in American civil 
society but in analyzing activism it is not an isolated factor. Activism that matters may have many 
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elements: background of persons, language, associations or connections, socio-economic factors 
and methods or means for overall political empowerment. For instance, Latino parents, some 
educated in integrated schools and many in segregated schools, and their children alike had the 
need to learn to communicate and interact in different forms to strive for social equality in 
education.  Educators and community volunteers served as the manpower or womanpower for the 
instruction of Latinos in English, citizenship classes and to learn how to register to vote and so 
on. This effort by LULAC to educate the people in community based classes offered in school 
locations open to the public and more importantly to the parents of Mexican American children 
served a purpose for this educational activity was part of organizing efforts to politicize Latinos. 
The goal was to improve upon the Latino’s usage of the English language, to inform the people of 
the rights that come with citizenship and with voting and that enable the Latino to protect his civil 
rights so that Latinos may better defend themselves in the political and social order.  Political 
consciousness deepened in this fashion. Ethnic identity studies may consider enumerations of 
how many and how often Latinos were patriotic to a country other than the United States, for 
instance the extent of patriotic events such as the well organized with well dressed dignitaries and 
participants who attended the Mexican Independence Day celebrations, Fiestas Patrias, but this 
data is less meaningful when the battle of civil rights is pertinent to all Latinos the recent 
immigrant and the descendant all of whom were affected by reprehensible discrimination.  

The civil rights activity of voter registration was important to LULACers.  John O. 
Gonzales was personally committed to registering Latinos to vote.  He was proud of this LULAC 
activity. John O. Gonzales recalled how he and his associates in LULAC were involved in 
electing Ed Roybal as a member of the Los Angeles City council.  He personally would tell 
prospective voters that your one-vote matters as he stated in his 2003 videotaped interview:  
 

You’re rich, I’m a poor man; I am equal to you in that respect.  There are more 
poor people than rich people and if you register them to vote you’re going to win.  
 
The democratic act of voting symbolizes American patriotism displayed by Americans of 

Mexican descent who at their council meetings recited the pledge of allegiance, listened to or 
sang the national anthem and recited George Washington’s prayer as an invocation, played a part 
in the efforts of LULAC now aligned with a new bloc of empowered Latino voters. Now leading 
in community affairs they personally and publicly demonstrated to others their own social and 
political progression as the relatively few Latino integrated members of American society. Some 
LULAC members had working class jobs and some members had employment in business or had 
small businesses of their own.  In particular cases, (Interview: David “Red” Ortiz, 2008) 
(Interview:  Alfred V. Aguirre, 2002), the once young orange pickers in Orange County 
California became the American Latinos specially dressed for LULAC functions such as 
glamorous benefit dances at Harmony Hall in Santa Ana, California, led by Ralph Perez and 
others improving upon their lot in life while wearing fancy clothes and fancy shoes dancing to the 
music of famous bands; selecting LULAC queens; and handing out more scholarships to young 
Latinos and Latinas than ever before.  

Education of the Latino was vital in the attempts to reach the goal of integration and 
assimilation of the vast numbers of Mexicans, some represented imported labor during the war 
years, so that as educated Mexican, Mexican American or Latino Americans, this sector of 
American society could best contribute to the functioning of the nation as a whole.  LULAC was 
supportive of groups that organized for the purpose of addressing disputes in labor because of the 
need to protect jobs for the American Latino but were much more active in the area of civic 
participation than for example in citrus labor movements. Desegregation efforts of the 1940s in 
education were not combatively violent political protests but were nonetheless actively organized 
protests in the social and political landscape of the American Latino civil rights movement. They 
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represent different measures of protecting civil rights in education as compared to efforts to 
unionize to improve conditions in labor that at times required such measures as major strikes and 
boycotts, a field of study not delved in here but in other works such as those by Gilbert G. 
González, Vicki L. Ruiz, David Gutiérrez, Matt Garcia, and others. 

A great deal of positive things came out of the educational efforts of OCIAA and its 
connection to LULAC’s endeavors to serve the needs of the Latino community as depicted in the 
work by authors such as Carey McWilliams, Mario T. Garcia, David Gutiérrez, and Benjamin 
Márquez.  McWilliams acknowledges the work of George I. Sanchez and the fact that he served 
as president of LULAC. González makes the connection of OCIAA with California and other 
states and provides an in depth critical account of Americanization, and OCIAA but certain 
tangible links with LULAC and its derivative civil rights activity in California in education did 
not appropriately surface in his work because again the separation of members of LAO as a 
distinct group fails to appropriately account for the antecedent LULAC efforts and guidance and 
the fact that these were the same persons all along who were the actively involved patriots with 
civil rights, the founders of LULAC in its development in California.  Craig A. Kaplowitz writing 
years later (1995) connects OCIAA with LULAC but does not make the connection of the 
OCIAA specifically with efforts of LULAC in California and prior to 1957.  

Authors of American Latino history (Chicano Studies) have brought into focus the 
distinction of social and political organizations that serve the needs of different classes of people 
specifically the non-English speaking, (El Congreso Nacional del Pueblo de Habla Española) that 
also formed to meet the needs of the foreign born or the immigrant (Garcia, 1989, 1994).  The 
conflict in attempting to represent both the needs of certain segments of the Latino population 
such as the foreign born (mainly born across the south of the U.S. border) and those that are born 
in the land governed by the United States (fenced in boundaries of America) has been addressed 
by David Gutiérrez (1995). However, researchers have not contributed specific explanations of 
who were the particular and named organizers of LULAC in California and how they formed 
councils, and how they conducted their efforts in civil rights and what in fact was their role in a 
landmark civil rights case in education.   

Past research has not provided illustrations of specific LULAC efforts in civil rights as 
done here with a compendium of documents.  As conveyed by other researchers, mainly those 
mentioned above the following efforts of LULAC coalesced with those of other groups and 
governmental agencies.  The Mexican American Movement, MAM that evolved from the 
(YMCA) and Catholic Youth Organization CYO and its conferences for youth at college 
campuses supported by Catholic priests and protestant ministers yielded potential LULAC 
members (Interview: Gualberto Valadez, 2003). In this manner, there is a connection between 
these efforts and those of LULAC.  The tangible links to members of LULAC and MAM are 
identified and presented in this study. There is also a connection with tangible links to the Unity 
Leagues with LULAC, Fred Ross and the American Council of Race Relations, although LULAC 
members of the Santa Ana Council and the El Modena council in the political climate of red-
baiting and the interference of the Associated Farmers of Orange County and the Roman Catholic 
Church did not become fully engaged within these respective structured efforts (Interview: Ralph 
Perez, 2003) (Interview: Alex Maldonado, 2003) (Interview: Hector R. Tarango, 2003) 
(Interview: John O. Gonzales, 2003) (Garcia, 1994, p. 174).  John O. Gonzales stated in his 
(2003) interview, “Fred Ross was sort of a person non-grata in LULAC (the view of Fred Ross 
since then changed as acknowledged by Mr. Gonzales himself in his interview).  Manuel Veiga 
knew him well and advised me about Ross.  He thought Ross was a terrible communist.” 
According to John Gonzalez LULAC “predates” the work of Cesar Chavez because in particular 
it predates the voting registration drives of the Community Service Organization CSO in 
California, an organization that began with the efforts of Fred Ross and Cesar Chavez.  All of 
these efforts are significant and more so all fall within the continuum of the American Latino civil 
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rights movement. LULAC nonetheless had the particular assistance, during the years of 1946 and 
1947 of Fred Ross as indicated in his relationship to Mr. Hector Tarango and desegregation 
efforts in Orange County a fact later further explained. 

In another instance, prior research has not led to the discovery of the connection of 
Ignacio Lutero López with the activity of LULAC and the Orange County school case.  Although 
a significant amount of scholarly work (Mario T. Garcia, 1989, David G. Gutiérrez, 1996, Matt 
Garcia, 2001) has been made about the editor and publisher of El Espectador, primarily through 
research of FBI records and of the Ignacio Lutero López Collection at Stanford University 
provided in 1976 by his wife Leanor Varela López after his death (b.1908–d.1973), none have 
conveyed what El Espectador reported about LULAC and its role in the landmark case inclusive 
of the role of Ignacio López himself. A specific review of issues of certain years of El Espectador 
that were within the scope of this study; and an interview of Leonor Varela López in 2008 was 
conducted for this research.  Mrs. Ignacio López offers insight into the character of her husband 
and his relationship with LULAC as she states in her interview in Spanish translated here in 
English: 
 

My husband fought for the civil rights of Mexicans and against discrimination his 
entire life.  His heroes were Abraham Lincoln a self educated man who became 
President of the United States and the Mexican leader Benito Juárez, who left his 
home in his youth to study with a priest and who did great things. Because he 
was also an inspiration to Ignacio we traveled to Mexico to track his life story. 
Ignacio was protestant and his father was also named Ignacio Lopez, a 
protestant minister. And I am a Catholic and that never changed.  We met in the 
campaign for Younger in 1964 when Eduardo Quevedo asked me to help and 
Ignacio was already working in the campaign, within months we married in Las 
Vegas.  I was working as a bi-lingual aide at Pasadena City College.  Nine years 
later, the day before Ignacio had his fatal heart attack, we finished our packing 
and made arrangements for our belongings to be sent to Washington where we 
planned to live for a few years. Ignacio always said that people were afraid and 
so he committed himself to civil rights work. Ignacio was a friend of LULAC.  He 
previously may have been a member, for they shared the same ideas. 

 
The words of Ignacio López inspired many.  For instance, Ignacio López spoke and made 

an significant impression at the first Annual Mexican-American Youth Conference of 150 
delegates from the vicinity held at San Bernardino Junior College on December 5, 1943 as 
reported by the editor of the Mexican Voice Felix Guitierrez, Summer Issue, 1944 who quotes 
him: 

 
‘The words segregation and discrimination have been worn thin.  They have 
given our Mexican-American youth an under-dog complex. You have no reason 
to have an underdog psychology.’  With these words Ignacio Lopez went on to 
enumerate the history of Mexico and the contributions Mexicans have made to 
the world, past and present.  His address was titled Our Responsibilities. 
 
In contrast to contentions made by authors such as researcher of multi-ethnic groups and 

legal counselor Carey McWilliams, this research reveals that the school desegregation case, that 
had final judgment in 1947 and that was reinforced by the legislature in a bill to end segregation 
in pubic schools in California signed in 1947 by Governor Earl Warren, was an organized 
occurrence that transpired also because of the inspiring efforts of activist predecessors and their 
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correlation to LULAC leaders involved in the American Latino civil rights movement prior to 
1957 as explained in the following points. 

Civil rights activity during the formative period of LULAC in Orange County beginning 
in 1943 indicates that others in addition to Gonzalo Méndez, who had had enough, contributed to 
the empowerment of Mexican and Mexican American families in the assertion of their civil rights 
and in the formation of the lawsuit.as revealed by the following: (Haas, 1985) (Garcia, 1989) 
(González, 1990) (Gonzalo Méndez testimony, July 9, 1945 in Mendez v. Westminister, a case 
filed March 2, 1945 and decided by Judge Paul McCormick, March 21, 1946, (Westminster 
School Board Minutes, September 19, 1944) (LULAC NEWS, various issues) (Interview: Felicitas 
Méndez, 1975 by Alfredo H. Zúñiga). During the formative years of Santa Ana LULAC Council 
No. 147, that is Orange County LULAC as represented by LAO, the informal Latin American 
Organization referred as such by Hector R. Tarango, but also referred as Latin American Voters 
League (Testimony of Gonzalo Méndez in Méndez v Westminster and as Latin American Voters 
Counsel, (Westminster School Board Minutes, September 19, 1944), the struggle for civil rights 
was also led by the leaders of the group Manuel Veiga Jr. Cruz Barrios, Hector Tarango, Isadore 
Gonzales and others. This effort is combined with that of litigants of former civil rights cases. A 
case in point is the guiding voice of Ignacio López. 

In California, the Office of the Coordinator of Inter-American Affairs also played a role 
in the movement for civil rights by Latinos through the specific efforts of Ignacio L. López who 
worked for this governmental agency in the early 1940s. López was involved in numerous 
Mexican and Mexican American community civil rights battles against discrimination and 
segregation in the San Gabriel Valley, the Pomona Valley in San Bernardino County since the 
thirties as reported by Enrique M. López (1986) and Mario T. Garcia (1989) and as found in 
review of his newspaper, El Espectador.  In Orange County, Latinos read about these efforts and 
those of others informing themselves of political issues in such newspapers as El Espectador 
published and edited by Ignacio López from 1933-1960 (America Rodriguez, 1999). (Beatriz 
Lopez acts as Director of El Espectador during the war years.  Beatriz as identified by Leonor V. 
López was Ignacio López’s first wife).  Latinos also heard by radio the commentaries of Ignacio 
López, a protestant like his father, minister at one time of El Buen Pastor (The Good Shepherd) 
church in Pomona and his guests on a religious radio program sponsored by the Catholic Church 
as reported in El Espectador. 

In the quest for civil rights in education and in civil rights in general, the presence of 
persons concerned about issues such as the negative affect of discrimination matter in 
determining solutions to problems.  Activists have been shown to make their presence known and 
voice their views at different meetings or events in some manner. This physical presence is 
important because if there are not any representatives from parties involved then matters are 
considered differently; issues are then subject to be dealt with arbitrarily by those in positions of 
power; therefore the outcome may significantly vary in degree of fairness. This symbolic voice of 
the people does make a difference in political situations that affect the civil rights of Latinos.  For 
instance, Ignacio López was a formidable civil rights activist and leader. As a representative of 
the Office of the Coordinator of Inter-American Affairs, March 14, 1943, he is present along with 
others including representatives of the Mexican Consulate at a meeting chaired by Mr. Clore 
Warne at a Conference for the Defense of Mexican-American for the Sleepy Lagoon case.  
[Minutes Conference Citizens’ Committee for the Defense of Mexican-American Youth held 
march 14, 1943, Belmont Studios 122 ½ South Vermont, Los Angeles] Sleepy Lagoon Defense 
Committee Records (Collection 107). Department of Special Collections, Charles E. Young 
Research Library, UCLA.  In this example, the presence of Mexican consuls also mattered. 
Additionally in another example, Ignacio López attends the Coordinating Council for Latin-
American youth [sic] of Los Angeles (whose first president was Eduardo Quevedo) for its third 
anniversary on Sunday October 7, 1945 at the Edison building in Los Angeles along with others 
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including LULACer Ernest Orfilia, (an attorney and president of Los Angeles LULAC Council 
No. 77 in 1940) to speak about postwar planning.   In this example, the presence of the LULAC 
representative also mattered. A notable speaker at this event was State Attorney General Robert 
Kenny (who submits the amicus curiae in support of the Méndez case in its appeal in 1946).  The 
presence of the State Attorney General also mattered.  It matters that persons participate in civic 
affairs. This last example was taken from an article “Prominent Group Holds Congress, in a 
publication of MAM titled Foreward, ed. Felix Gutierrez, Vol. 1 No. 1 Sunday, October 28, 1945 
as in Supreme Council of the Mexican-American Movement Papers (Box MAM 2, Folder 01) 
Urban Archives Center at Oviatt Library at California State University, Northridge.   

LULAC’s guest speaker at a LULAC special fundraising event named Mexico en 
Fantasia, held in 1946 for the Orange County school case was Ignacio López (see copy of 
program of event courtesy of Mr. Alex Maldonado in documentary sources). This event as 
reported by López in El Espectador in his article, “El Caso de Segregacion En Orange County 
Toma Proporciones Nacionales” November 15, 1946 Vol. XII No. 42 p.1 and p. 5 (see both pages 
in documentary sources) and as reported in an interview in 2003 by Alex Maldonado a founder of 
LULAC Council No. 147 a member of the committee to organize the event, was in support of the 
Méndez case for costs of court and lawyer (Interview: Alex Maldonado, 2008).  As translated 
from excerpts of the article in El Espectador p. 1 written by Ignacio López:  

 
The appellate school segregation case is now transferred to San Francisco and 
three judges, Stern, Matthews and Orr explained the lack of a decision because 
they prefer that the nine judges of the appellate court of the fifth district [sic] 
convene for a hearing so that together they can study the case because no matter 
the decision it will affect millions of children, not only of Mexican origin but 
also of other ethnic origins and races across the country. 

 
As translated from excerpts of the article in El Espectador p. 5 written by Ignacio López: 

 
From Santa Ana, Manuel Veiga president of Council No. 147 of the LULACs 
informs us members of the organization plan to attend the hearing when it is held 
in San Francisco at their own cost.  Other than Manuel Veiga Jr., others that plan 
to go to San Francisco are Isadoro Gonzalez, Cruz Barrios, and Alex Liebanos 
Hector Tarango and others.  
 
To help with costs of the lawyer and the court members of Council 147 will have 
an entertainment program, Friday the twenty second day of the month at Santa 
Ana High School Auditorium. Elisa Garcia Lopez, artist in film and theater will 
present a theatrical show titled, Mexico en Fantasia. The public is invited from 
the Pomona Valley and San Bernardino. 

 
(See, El Espectador as reproduced by permission from Mrs. Ignacio López for LULAC 

PROJECT: PATRIOTS WITH CIVIL RIGHTS in documentary sources and see program of this 
event as reproduced by permission by Mr. Alex Maldonado also in documentary sources).  

Ignacio López an activist publisher and his Spanish language newspaper were well 
known in the Latino community as reported by Alex Maldonado and others.  The expressed and 
active leadership of Ignacio López is made evident by his publication. “Its main function was to 
educate barrio residents in matters central to their political, social, and economic well-being.  It 
helped to instill pride in being Mexicano/Chicano and created a certain amount of consciousness 
within the Chicano community” as stated by Enrique M. López, in his article, “Community 
Resistance to Injustice and Inequality: Ontario, California, 1937-1947,” Aztlán (Fall 1986: Vol. 
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17, No. 2, p. 27). The following quote of Ignacio López taken from El Espectador of Feb. 17, 
1937 as reproduced in Mario T. Garcia’s book, Mexican Americans, Leaders, Ideology & 
Identity, 1930-1960, [New Haven: Yale University Press, 1989] p. 83 reflects the purpose of his 
work and his writing: “El Espectador is not a combative newspaper, but it is vigilant about 
reason and justice.”  

Not only did Ignacio López inform the American Latino community, especially those of 
Mexican ancestry of the need to assert themselves as a people with civil rights, he was also 
personally involved in securing them these liberties.  López was a patriot with civil rights and a 
defender of social justice who led or collaborated with other active Latino leaders.  Because of 
injustice and maltreatment, Latinos were compelled to take legal action requiring legal resources 
made available by the Mexican Consulate through its affiliated legal counsel.  Ignacio López had 
held positions in the Office of War Information and Office of the Coordinator of Inter-American 
Affairs and was the publisher and editor of El Espectador when he was a plaintiff in a lawsuit in 
1943. Information about him is offered by Stanford University in [Biographical Note] El 
Espectador: weekly Spanish language newspaper, M0255, Dept. of Special Collections, Stanford 
University Libraries, Stanford, Calif.  

David C. Marcus an activist civil rights attorney affiliated with the Mexican Consulate, 
filed in 1943, and won in 1944 the lawsuit López et al. v. Seccombe et al. to end discrimination 
and segregation at the San Bernardino Municipal Plunge in Perris Hill Park on behalf Ignacio L. 
López, American citizen of Mexican descent, Reverend R.N. Nuñez, American citizen of 
Mexican descent, a Catholic priest and pastor of Our Lady of Guadalupe church in San 
Bernardino and Eugenio Nogueras, (incorrectly spelled Nogueros in case record) American 
citizen of Latin descent (Puerto Rico) publisher of El Sol de San Bernardino, Virginia Prado, 
American citizen of Mexican descent, a student and Rafael Muñoz, American citizen of Mexican 
descent, a student and 8,000 similarly situated (López v. Seccombe) (Garcia, 1989, pg. 88). In this 
lawsuit, American Latinos sue the Mayor, W.C. Seccombe, the city council, and the chief of 
police, and the superintendent of city parks of the City of San Bernardino, and others for 
violations in a public park of constitutional rights of persons of Mexican or Latin descent based 
on national origin. This case decided by Judge Leon Yankwich was cited as precedent for Méndez 
v. Westminster as determined by Judge Denman of the Ninth Circuit of U.S. Court of Appeals in 
his concurring opinion in Westminster et al vs. Gonzalo Méndez et al. 1947).   

López writes in El Espectador Vol. XIII, No. 17, p. 1, May 16, 1947, about a letter to 
Governor Earl Warren by Judge Denman who asks for the enforcement of the court decisions 
citing both cases in the letter as revealed in a speech given in San Bernardino by Drew Pearson, a 
columnist for the Washington Post. López gives acknowledgement for the success of decision in 
the Perris hill park to a Mexican American Defense Committee. In this same article, p. 2 he 
mentions that the noted “editors referred to in the public park case were himself, editor of El 
Espectador, Eugenio Nogueras, editor of El Sol of San Bernardino whom he says was in charge 
of the Mexican American Defense Committee and the beloved Catholic priest Reverend J.R. 
Nuñez from Our Lady of Guadalupe church in San Bernardino.” López propounded and 
manifested in words and in action the challenging call for political and legal action: Mexican 
Americans have to meet the challenge of discrimination and fight for their own dignity.   

The inspirational action of Ignacio L. López who served the nation in WWII in the Office 
of War Information as Senior Cultural Officer Foreign Language Division under Alan Cranston, 
and as the Director of the Division for the Spanish Speaking People of the Office of the 
Coordinator of Inter-American Affairs, (West Coast Rep. Washington, D.C. as well as the editor 
and publisher of El Espectador, an influential Spanish Language newspaper thus also contributes 
to the advancement of the American Latino civil rights movement and to the efforts of LULAC.  
He served as a speaker, and a writer and promoter and sponsor of LULAC events. 
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 Analysis of combined efforts reveals the connections and forms the narrative of the civil 
rights efforts led by LULAC emissaries.  During the formative period of LULAC in Orange 
County, California, civil rights efforts were also led by George I. Sanchez, (President of LULAC 
1941-1942), a strong advocate for desegregation who conducted extensive research on the subject 
and who was a consultant to the Office of the Coordinator of Inter-American affairs.  Sanchez 
was a person in the forefront of the struggle for civil rights through educational conferences that 
he co-sponsored that dealt with issues confronting the Mexican American student.  Seminars were 
held in various locations in the Southwestern United States including Texas, New Mexico, 
Arizona, and California. During this period conferences offered an opportunity for Chicanos to 
organize and to host speakers from different organizations such as the American Council for Race 
Relations, the President’s Committee for Fair Employment Practices (later, FEPC), the Mexican 
American Movement, MAM and the Congress for the Spanish Speaking People (EL Congreso) 
led by Luisa Moreno (and Josefina Fierro de Bright (Garcia, 1989).  LULAC’s national 
conventions provided major opportunities for the Office of the Coordinator of Inter-American 
Affairs to disseminate information to improve race relations for the purpose of unity and to 
assimilate minorities into a productive labor force during the war years (Kaplowitz, (2005). All of 
the above civil rights efforts were connected in some form or another by the support of the 1941-
1945 Office of the Coordinator of Inter-American Affairs OCIAA, established under Franklin 
Delano Roosevelt, appointed Coordinator Nelson Rockefeller and its derivative Division for the 
Spanish Speaking People created by the efforts of Carey McWilliams, George I. Sanchez and 
others (McWilliams, 1949, pp. 237-238).  

The Sleepy Lagoon Case and the Zuit Suit Riots of the early 1940s had social and 
political impact on the activism of Mexican Americans in the country and of course in southern 
California.  The campaign to defend the civil rights of Latinos was augmented by the battles 
against discrimination and police brutality led by civil rights leaders including the Mexican 
American Defense Committee chaired at one point by Carey McWilliams with Ignacio Lopez as a 
member in 1944 (Matt Garcia, 2001) and other notable Latino community leaders (Mario T. 
Garcia, 1994).  The Mexican Consulate provided moral support (McWilliams, 1949). 
 In 1945, politically aware Latino patriots with civil rights in Orange County filed a class 
action Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange County et al., 
represented by legal counsel and activist lawyer David C. Marcus, an employee of the Mexican 
Consulate.  There is not readily apparent a formal defense committee such as that led by Carey 
McWilliams in the Sleepy Lagoon case nevertheless, plaintiffs had help in organizing and in 
fundraising from the founders of LULAC. In examining the events prior to the lawsuit being 
filed, this assistance became clearly evident. The group of founders of LULAC in Orange County 
met under various names including informally as Latin American organization, LAO, League of 
Latin American Voters League and Latin American Voters Counsel as stated before (Interview: 
Hector R. Tarango, 2002). All of these different names used by members of this group in 
different settings and circumstances does not negate the fact that it was the same group of leaders 
including Gonzalo Méndez who is said to have been active with the LULACs (Interview: 
Felicitas Méndez by Alfredo H. Zúñiga, 1975) (Sylvia Méndez, “Gonzalo Mendez, First Chicano 
to Challenge Segregation” as in El Quetzal, eds. Larry Labrado et al. November, 1977 (same 
article written by Sylvia Méndez but without photographs once distributed in 1996 and given to 
author by The Hispanic Heritage Committee under Mimi Lozano Holtzman). Sylvia Méndez also 
states in her article, “My father asked the Chicano organizations to help him but they did not want 
to get directly involved although they did tell him he was doing a good job.”  Sylvia Méndez in 
another publication is quoted: “My father wasn’t an activist, he was just a man who wanted to do 
what was right” (as in A Family Changes History: Méndez v Westminster edited by Marjorie De 
Martino [University of California Irvine, Division of Student Services, Office of the Vice 
Chancellor–Manuel Gomez Ph.D., 1998] p. 4). But as this study shows and in support of earlier 
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statements her father was an activist.  He was a patriot with civil rights. In Sylvia Mendez: City of 
Santa Ana, an oral history, interview by Richard Heinemeyer April 2001, Oral History Program 
of California State University, Fullerton, Sylvia states on p. 4 “My father approached a Latin 
American association to request their assistance in our efforts.  They turned him down, and my 
mother said it is the first time she ever saw my father cry.  Later they did join him but it wasn’t 
the association that hired the lawyer, it was my parents.” Careful analysis of the founders of 
LULAC done as a result of information taken from primary sources some of them provided for 
the reader in this report in documentary sources, i.e., school board minutes and transcripts of legal 
proceedings and LULAC NEWS articles, and oral histories of persons who were involved and who 
had first hand knowledge including that of Felicitas Méndez in her 1975 interview by Alfredo H. 
Zúñiga, reveal that they did help in the matter and they did help him and others (in the beginning 
and not later as in Westminster school board minutes, September 19, 1945) in different ways and 
for that reason they are also responsible for the case being organized and filed and won not 
because they hired the lawyer. This fact is verified in articles provided in documentary sources of 
this report. The account of this fact is what has been obscure to other researchers for LULAC did 
form from this association or group in Orange County in this manner.  

The same LULAC group met at some time at Prado’s Barbershop at 429 W. 4th St. in 
Santa Ana (address shown in ACCION ed. Francisco Moreno, Saturday, April 22 of 1944, p. 4 (as 
in California Newspaper Collection, UCI Special Collections and Archives) (Interview: Tony 
Luna, chaplain and charter member of Santa Ana LULAC Council No. 147 held in 1996). Simply 
put this group was a politically active group that went through the same process of development 
in forming as a LULAC council as others, for a group of individuals meet when its members are 
concerned with at least one issue.  The central issue in this case was discrimination by 
segregation. Voter registration, veteran’s assistance and civic involvement with Boys Scouts of 
America and the sponsorship of youth sports clubs and many other examples of collaboration 
with community groups and educators were also reason to become involved. 

According to Hector Tarango, Mendez volunteered to be a representative plaintiff in the 
issue of discrimination at the schools at one of the earlier gatherings prior to the case being filed 
but did not relay to the group the specific details of the story involving his sister (Interview: 
Hector R. Tarango, 2002).  Mr. Tarango reported when asked about Méndez and the reason why 
Gonzalo Méndez was involved was that he was one of the men in the group who wanted to fight 
discrimination and segregation in the schools since the group began in 1943. As viewed by 
Tarango and others (Interviews: Tarango, Godinez, Maldonado, Perez), Méndez was a man 
concerned with Mexican and Mexican American political affairs who made his views known to 
others. Gonzalo and Felicitas Méndez had owned a café where they sold food and wine and beer 
in Santa Ana, named the Arizona Café before leasing a farm as revealed by Felicitas Méndez in 
her interview in 1975 by Alfredo H. Zúñiga). Gonzalo Méndez leased the farm of a Japanese 
family who was interned in a concentration camp during WWII for growing crops such as 
asparagus, and other vegetables as reported by his wife Felicitas in her interview by Gilbert 
Gonzales (Gonzales, 1990, p. 149) (Interview: Felicitas Méndez, 1975 by Alfredo H. Zúñiga). 
The Méndez had afterwards another café again in Santa Ana where Mr. Méndez debated different 
sorts of issues with others (Interview: Maldonado, 2003). The Leaders of the group that formed in 
1943 as further defined below consulted David C. Marcus who had an office in Los Angeles 
before the case was filed (Interview(s): Hector R. Tarango, held in 2002-2005).  This fact is not to 
disclaim in any form the assertion that Gonzalo Méndez learned of the civil rights attorney from 
someone else (Henry Rivera) as conveyed by Gonzalez (1990) and in the 1975 interview of 
Felicitas Méndez by Alfredo H. Zúñiga.  This one fact does not exclude the other from also being 
true. 

After Gonzalo Méndez volunteered to be a representative plaintiff along with others and 
after his affairs were settled with respect to the legal case he did not continue being as actively 
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involved with the issue of desegregation (Interview: Ralph Perez, 2002). Nonetheless, the group 
of people whose purpose was to fight segregation did exist, did contribute to organizing the case 
for great reason and did persevere. This group of founders of LULAC in Orange County who 
were engaged in the battle to fight discrimination were also registering people to vote or training 
other Latinos how to register to vote so that they could vote for better Latino representation in 
such positions of power as those who represent the needs of school children, the school boards. 
These LULAC members later joined by Fred Ross in 1946 (a person further identified below) 
continue to pressure the Santa Ana School Board as the representatives of Mexican Americans 
who demand integration and reject segregation as indicated in the Santa Ana School Board 
Minutes of 1943-1947.  Once they began in 1943 they continued to serve the Latino community 
as Santa Ana LULAC and their desegregation fight for civil rights in the 1940s has since been 
inspiring to others and other councils. They later help lead other desegregation efforts in 
Placentia.  

As determined by this study inspiring activism took place. This finding is contrary to 
claims made by Carey McWilliams in his seminal work, North From Mexico: The Spanish-
Speaking People of the Southwest (Original work published in 1949 [New York: Greenwood 
Press, 1968] p. 283).  McWilliams claimed that the filing of the Mendez case was not inspired. 
Findings as further revealed and examined below are also contrary to McWilliams’ claim that the 
case was filed simply because Gonzalo Méndez had had enough.  Carey McWilliams, a lawyer, 
provided invaluable leadership for civil rights for Mexican Americans as the chair of the Sleepy 
Lagoon Defense Committee in Los Angeles for a case that began in 1942, the case where multiple 
young Latinos were wrongfully charged and convicted for the murder of one as well as civil 
rights leadership in dealing with the Zoot Suit Riots. McWilliams was also a writer who wrote 
about social science research that indicated that in general segregation is harmful to people of 
different ethnic groups and that the courts have to address this issue and eliminate the legal 
sanction for it as in his article, “Race Discrimination and the Law,” National Federation for 
Constitutional Liberties, October, 1945 (article first printed in Science & Society, Volume IX, 
Number 1, Winter 1945).  McWilliams states, “In addition to challenging legal discrimination in 
the courts, lawyers and social scientists should explore the possibilities of a direct legislative 
attack.” It appears that at the time the focus of McWilliams rests on what lawyers and social 
scientists and the courts and legislation can do to end discrimination and not on what political 
activists can do or did for the school case.  As mentioned above an important factor, perhaps the 
most important factor that had influence on the decision by Judge McCormick was the expert 
witness testimony that declared that segregation was detrimental to a child’s ability to learn and 
to progress in school because of the need for social contact in learning and using the English 
language.  

Nevertheless, it appears that McWilliams was not involved nor did he have first hand 
experience in the Orange County school case itself that began to take shape in 1943.  His 
particular knowledge of the persons or groups involved in Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster 
School District of Orange County et al. as research suggests is apparently not extensive. He may 
have attended the hearings in Los Angeles, may have contributed to the brief by ACLU and been 
present in the appellate court in San Francisco, but it does not appear that he conducted any 
further background research on the case such as interviews of all plaintiffs rather than one if at 
all. He may have been busy with enquiry of other matters.  His brief summarized account in 
North From Mexico of the Orange County lawsuit filed in 1945 and decided in 1946, with final 
judgment in 1947 provides an overstatement of the part that one plaintiff had in the case and 
misappropriates by a severe understatement of the part of any other plaintiffs or does not explain 
the formation of the LULAC group that was involved in the formation and success of the legal 
case. Gilbert Gonzalez in his work in 1990 begins the inquiry about the formation of the lawsuit 
and expands upon it with new insights in his 1994 work in which he gives acknowledgement to 
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the community group referred to as LAO reinforcing the fact that LAO formed a chapter of 
LULAC. However further findings from this study indicate a stronger connection of the activity 
of LAO that is embryonic LULAC that helped organize the lawsuit as evidenced for instance by 
the information provided in the audiotape of the 1975 Felicitas Méndez interview by Alfredo H. 
Zúñiga. Additionally, testimony of Gonzalo Mendez and the minutes of the Westminster School 
Board meeting of September 19, 1944 are cross reference material that serve as substantial 
evidence of the role of LULAC founders, namely Manuel Veiga Jr., Cruz Barrios and Hector R. 
Tarango. Apparently, McWilliams did not consider this material because if he had he could not 
deny this history.  This important part of LULAC history in the sense of how LULAC came to be 
in Orange County California matters to those who gave their time, demonstrating their 
commitment to the cause of desegregation of the schools and the fight against discrimination of 
people of Mexican descent.   

The lack of recognition of LULAC, and its inspiring efforts and the inspiring efforts of 
others in the formation of the landmark case in the research work of McWilliams and other 
research is unfortunate.  In general, however, the significance of the work of Carey McWilliams 
remains extant for it reveals extensively the plight of Mexican-Americans for civil rights in 
historiography that is not in question here. W. Henry Cooke, in his article, “The segregation of 
Mexican-American School Children in Southern California” in School and Society. Vol. 67 (June 
1948) pp. 417-421 did interpret the legal case and the involvement of LULAC.  On page 419, he 
states: “A few parents and an organized group of Mexican-Americans, called the LULACS, 
initiated the action and supported it to try to clear up certain glaring malpractices in these four 
districts.” The year of this article is 1948 and therefore simply a year after the final judgment on 
the case.  The book North From Mexico was written by Carey McWilliams during the same 
period of time as the article written by Cooke and has been read by more people, and more 
students because of its greater content and distribution of its publication.  However, the 
explanation with respect to the Mendez case and the involvement of active groups that was given 
by McWilliams was found lacking by evidence found in primary and secondary sources. 

Findings from research further examined throughout this report indicate the inspirational 
influence of leaders on the formation of the school desegregation case.  Other than the 
inspirational leader, Ignacio López and others of earlier cases or situations, and the influence of 
LULAC, most prominent as example here is the inspired activism and leadership of the other 
important lead plaintiffs and activists also portrayed in this report, Lorenzo Ramirez, Frank 
Palomino, William Guzman and Thomas Estrada, and others who also had had enough. And in 
another form of influence, it is also important to note that evidence provided at the trial of acts of 
discrimination most importantly the changes in school policy that disallowed transfers or 
enrollment of children into integrated schools also represent an explanation of stimulus for the 
multiple parties who sought changes in local school policy.  

Overt discrimination against many American Latinos united many from local barrios in 
Orange County who were actively involved in one form or another and thus they converged. The 
local civil rights case became part of a national cause for American civil rights for persons of 
Mexican or Latin extraction that began since the protection of the rights under the status of 
granted citizenship provided in the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo were mitigated as conveyed in 
the work of Martha Menchaca, “The Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo and the Racialization of the 
Mexican Population” (as in The Elusive Quest for Equality [Cambridge, MA: Harvard Law 
Review, 1999] pp. 3-30). Mexican Americans as other minority ethnic groups have had to fight 
for their civil rights, the basis of struggle for LULAC whose members were citizens of the United 
States of America.  The civil rights movement of American Latinos was greatly strengthened by 
the California school desegregation case of 1946 because the decision was affirmed in 1947 and 
hence other activists were further inspired. The McCormick decision in Mendez et al. case, 
upheld by the appellate court strengthened the cause of civil rights for other ethnic groups also 
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already in existence that dramatically progressed with the landmark case of Brown v. Board of 
Education, 1954. 

Research from multiple sources substantially supports the argument that the case for 
ending segregation was won because of a progressive American Latino civil rights movement 
encompassing the efforts of established LULAC and members of the developing LULAC council 
in California during the period under review who were actively combating segregation as 
conveyed here and by Haas (1985). Local Hispanic media, augmented during this period by 
research activity in colleges and universities and conferences and programs sponsored by 
governmental programs conveyed that discrimination and segregation was detrimental toward 
strengthening the nation as a democracy as did the work of Carey McWilliams.  Centered on this 
subject, research for this report follows in certain ways the Latino, Mexican American or Chicano 
studies approach of works of Francisco Balderrama (1982), Guadalupe San Miguel (1987), Mary 
Lisbeth Haas (1985), Mario T. Garcia (1989), Gilbert G. Gonzalez (1990), Benjamin Márquez 
(1993), David G. Gutiérrez (1995), and Vicki L. Ruiz  (foundational research in Chicana/Chicano 
history) in many works and now Matt Garcia (2001).  Altogether that kind of research explores 
the role of advocacy of various civil rights groups including in some instances the role of the 
Mexican Consulate and Comisión Honorifica, and the integration of the Latino by the Office of 
the Coordinator of Inter-American Affairs (1941-1945). The connection of this agency headed by 
Nelson Rockefeller under Franklin D. Roosevelt with activists in the fight for civil rights in 
Orange County further delineates LULAC’s history in civil rights particularly in California; a 
finding that is further defined by the results of original research conducted for this particular 
LULAC project. 

In the early half of the twentieth century ways to inculcate democratic ideals for an 
integration of the American Latino into the mainstream of society were advocated even though in 
practical terms integration was not accepted in certain social and educational settings. American 
foreign policy under the administrations of Woodrow Wilson and later Franklin Delano Roosevelt 
called for the U.S. government to sponsor agencies for the purpose of the promotion of race and 
cultural relations in the domestic and international scene because formed groups might present 
the possibility of the formation of subversive groups. Americanization programs that dealt with a 
certain kind of instruction not that high on the scale of academics because it was more so based 
on vocational skills and domestic skills, and English classes presented social and cultural 
opportunities for a convergence of efforts for the purpose of having Latino citizens and non-
citizens function in a proposed hygienically cooperative and lawful manner. In Placentia the 
Americanization program was held at the site of the segregated Chapman Hill elementary school 
(Interview: Alfred V. Aguirre, 2002). However, the occurrence of social stratification of ethnic 
groups that stemmed from racist and prejudicial views held by many Anglo Americans, took 
place despite these on the home-front democratic efforts. Latino groups that formed functioned in 
a moderately independent manner converging with these pluralistic governmental efforts 
necessary for their survival as a result of red-baiting  (Mario T. Garcia, 1989).  Civic groups and 
organized labor groups were formed for the sake of social justice for Latinos and in some 
instances were formed with the assistance of leadership by progressively minded Anglo 
Americans such as attorney and writer Carey McWilliams. These groups of individuals including 
individuals associated with LULAC were held up to the test of American loyalty (Garcia, 1989) 
See letter from Associated Farmers of Orange County Inc. to LULAC in documentary sources 
that sanctions LULAC but shows that other individuals and organization were denounced and 
charged with practicing communism. 

Security issues were pertinent and most imperative during the two world wars. 
Surveillance of Latinos by the Federal Bureau of Investigations was the kind of measure taken to 
preserve the United States of America during WWII (Garcia, 1989). In Latino communities, 
LULAC was at the forefront of advocating a Latino political, social and cultural presence that 
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consistently demonstrated patriotism in service to country abroad and at home. Latino veterans 
took part in the formation of LULAC councils; notable examples are the Santa Ana LULAC 
Council, the El Modena LULAC Council and the Placentia LULAC Council. Latino and Latina 
veterans and non-veterans served their countrymen and women in the battle for civil liberties.  
But the practice of discrimination went on; and LULAC took its place in the fight to overcome it. 

Social studies have been conducted about this history of Latinos and presented through 
American history courses and the curriculums of subsequent Chicano studies hard fought for by 
Mexican American or Chicano activists (the author was instrumental in obtaining a Chicana 
course at her alma mater, UCSB in 1975). New research however does lend a hand in the 
examination of the history of the American Latino and LULAC.  Works although seminal may 
have for whatever reason omitted or have failed to take into account vital evidence of certain 
significant activity of civil rights for Latinos.  Other works fail to appropriately present civil 
rights activity by offering too little in numerous superficial accounts. The quantity and quality of 
material makes a distinct difference.  Approach also matters. Political and legal efforts without 
explanation simply categorized in timelines by the date of certain events specify particular 
activity in the social cause.  But without analysis much is left for speculation and false 
conclusions. Although timelines provided in brief reviews of lawsuits list for example, the date of 
a case, the name(s) of petitioner(s), the lead plaintiff, or plaintiffs, the amicus curiae and the 
defendant(s), the opposing party or parties within their respective synopsis they also fail to 
explain the role of the advocate, the activist who may have offered significant leadership, 
representation, assistance and inspiration to those who filed and testified. More than a synopsis of 
the case, transcripts of a trial or hearings of the case do offer more substantial information.  
Witness accounts however require even further investigation of people involved, people that 
perhaps were mentioned as active leaders by those who testify as the case in hand. The complete 
view of a case encompasses a review of all court records of it but as determined by research of 
this case and its place within the history of LULAC further examination of other reliable and 
veritable sources of information; cross reference material i.e. school board minutes, government 
records and other records in addition to limited in depth published accounts, and oral histories 
was warranted. 

Summaries in case reports although reliable for certain factual information fail to provide 
in full view the American Latino movement of social and political activism. Works with a myopic 
view do the same. Numerous and microscopic portrayals of the Latino story of Gonzalo and 
Felicitas Méndez and the recounted episode involving Soledad Vidaurri present this kind of 
singularly extracted and illuminated account, leaving under the mat the stories of almost all others 
involved including the organizers of LULAC. Even Carey McWilliams a great historian of 
Mexican and Mexican Americans failed to explain fully the active role of inspirational leaders of 
the founders of LULAC in California and of other important leaders in the social cause for civil 
rights of American Latinos as evident as a result of much review and again as portrayed by the 
following words about the Orange County school desegregation case.  In the words of Carey 
McWilliams (1949, p. 283), “The filing of this precedent-shattering case was in no sense 
‘inspired.’ Outside organizations provided valuable assistance in handling the trial and the appeal, 
but the case had been filed simply because Gonzalo Méndez had ‘had enough.’”  

McWilliams provides a reason why the case was filed, the claim that the case was filed 
because of an exasperated individual. This theoretical explanation made not so long after the case 
was over is what is at question. His words appear to be written for the ages, but this one shovel of 
discourse didn’t add up when further examined through the use of records. The stifled voices of 
those who were involved began to be heard when the evidence surfaced about the formation of 
the case, the filing of the case and support of the case. These others whose need is to be properly 
recognized and appropriately memorialized as shown in statements made by their descendants 
warranted specialized research of the matter and thus this study. Additionally, instead of relying 
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upon secondary sources, that stem from a source such as the account given by Carry McWilliams, 
whose summation of the contribution of supportive organizations confines an explanation to the 
mere words of valuable assistance although in his statement he does recognize them for assisting 
in handling of the trial and the appeal and rightfully should because recognition is truly merited 
for this valuable assistance was provided.  But the emergence of the lawsuit needed more 
investigation for information was submerged and almost lost in the purported tale of the case of 
one angry plaintiff.   

Hector R. Tarango once a founder of LULAC in Orange County California lived long 
enough to tell his first hand knowledge of how he was at that meeting when the petition was made 
to the Westminster school board by Manuel Veiga Jr. and Cruz Barrios representing Gonzalo 
Méndez, Felitcitas Méndez and the "Hoover School Mexican Colony" in September of 1944, how 
they consulted the lawyer and how the case was filed and how LULAC was formed and involved 
through the entire period of the matter: before the case was filed and even beyond its appeal. His 
date of involvement and of others is certainly not after it was filed and won. This fact must also 
be brought to light. Research in this report is based on additional sources of information (see 
documentary sources) that are more inclusive and thus more revealing of the leadership work of 
others that were so called outside organizations, as well as of patriot with civil rights Gonzalo 
Méndez of Mexico and his wife Felicitas Méndez of Puerto Rico because they are also presented 
here not in theoretical terms but by their actions and their associations including their Fathers of 
Mexican American Children (Interview:  Felicitas Méndez by Alfredo H. Zúñiga, 1975) named 
Associacion de Padres de Ninos [sic] Mexico-Americanos (Gilbert Gonzales, 1990, p. 152)  
(Méndez v Westminster, 1946).   

This case from review of research was not outside the realm of the American Latino civil 
rights movement, it was not an isolated incident that occurred because of the immediate passion 
and political and legal action of one man, but the reasoned passion and the course of political and 
legal action of many within an environment of distress, an upheaval involving numerous patriots 
with civil rights who unite under one social cause. To uphold an explanation that is so 
categorically and absolutely dismissive of inspirational influence as McWilliams asserted in his 
writing about the Orange County school desegregation case is to deny research a different 
outcome for he apparently failed to scrutinize the origins of it. To relegate others as marginal 
supportive actors, as he and others may have done in the past, as followers who are patronizingly 
characterized as immediately leading subsequent desegregation efforts upon the heels of one 
frustrated person no matter how sore, (the word sore appears in testimony of Gonzalo Méndez 
and Mrs. Méndez as in Méndez v. Westminster, 1946), misses the point in examining an event 
from the perspective that a great social cause may have had many inspiring leaders in its 
development rather than after its occurrence. An injustice of cutting off the legacy of others 
including other plaintiffs is iniquitous as portrayed by the words of a descendant of one of the 
lead plaintiffs of the landmark case, “my grandfather struggled with the story about Mendez, and 
the Mendez case as it is called, he always used to say “Who do they think we are, the stupid ones 
who did nothing.” The daughter of another plaintiff in the landmark lawsuit remarked, “When 
will they honor my father and my mother?” The research task was great.  How can their story, the 
story of co-plaintiffs in a landmark case, also be told and included in Chicano Studies and in 
American history.  This report offers contrary information to the assertion that the case was filed 
for no other reason than Gonzalo Méndez had enough and because as he said he was sore 
(Méndez v Westminster) that is interpreted as befitting another stereotypical role of the passionate 
and intemperate Latino who incongruently as he says did not want his children to grow up with 
hatred in their hearts (as in McWilliams, 1968, p. 281).  

Gonzalo Méndez veritably had reason to file, but he had help in taking legal action. He 
appears from his testimony to be a reasonable man and an articulate person who was fluent in 
English and who presented his arguments in a reasoned manner.  He and others alike had gone 
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through the process in seeking remedy of social injustice towards their children as he did for 
Sylvia, Gonzalo Jr. and Geronimo “Jerome.” Co-plaintiffs and patriots with civil rights, including 
William Guzman who represented his son “Billy” and Frank Palomino who represented his two 
school age children, Arthur and Sally, and Lorenzo Ramirez an educated and inspirational leader 
in his own right who knew and collaborated with the Minister of Foreign Affairs of Mexico, 
Ezequiel Padilla, (see copy of portion of front page of El Politico in documentary sources) and 
who filed on behalf of three school age sons, Ignacio, José and Silvino “Jimmy” and Thomas 
Estrada who filed on behalf of six school age children, Clara, Roberto, Francisco, Syria, Daniel 
and Evelina, had reason to file as well.  They had reason to fight for themselves and their families 
and thus their story is historic and an inspiring story of patriots with civil rights that is 
consequently also inspiring to others. Their actions in bringing the case through the courts were 
not disruptive protests but organized efforts with meaningful outcomes, as were lest, we forget, 
those actions of others, those patriots with civil rights who had organized and gone to court 
before them in similar fashion, in some cases earlier than the 1940s and also Alvarez v. Lemon 
Grove 1931 in San Diego County (as in article “Mendez v Westminster School District: How it 
affected Brown v Board of Education” by Honorable Frederick P. Aguirre, 2005). 

American Latinos had experience in legal affairs.  They had sought legal counsel and had 
already obtained legal counsel and the fact of this precedence is what has not been scrutinized. 
For this kind of historical account was not taken into consideration by the observations of Carey 
McWilliams in his statements about the Mendez case or by Christopher Arriola who incorrectly 
states that Gonzalo Méndez and a group of veterans filed the case and at its heels there arose the 
efforts of community leagues or groups as quoted specifically in research material presented 
below.  As further explained below the plaintiffs were not veterans of WWII, and moreover, the 
founders of LULAC in Orange County were already involved.  Experience in leadership or legal 
affairs is not taken into account by the explanations by Ruth D. Tuck for Latino political power 
was found lacking in her observations also further outlined below. Research however, suggests 
that the wheels of seeking justice were already in motion.    

Illustrative of inspired and informed and experienced leadership include the following 
historical facts of the matter but are not limited to the following points summarized here: 

(1) Information was greatly disseminated about how and whether or not to defend 
yourselves against discrimination, serving as examples are the work of Carey McWilliams 
himself, Mexican American leaders and others involved in protecting the rights of those involved 
in the Sleepy Lagoon case and Zoot Suit Riots and the inspirational case filed in 1943 by the 
inspirational activist leader Ignacio Lutero Lopez and his co-plaintiffs in Lopez v Seccombe that 
was also made known and that was represented by and won by the inspirational and activist 
lawyer David C. Marcus in 1944.  

(2) Also, illustrative of organized efforts to fight discrimination are the efforts of the 
Office of the Coordinator of Inter-American Affairs. Ignacio Lopez also worked for this agency 
(Lopez v. Seccombe, 1944). An educator named George I. Sanchez (President of LULAC in 1941-
1942) who did substantial work about segregation in education, collaborated with this agency in 
numerous ways (Gonzales, 1990). This agency participated in the national convention of LULAC 
in Albuquerque New Mexico in 1942 (Kaplowitz, 2005). According to Hector Tarango, LULAC 
council No. 147 was first organized as LAO in 1943 because Ramon Prado also a member of the 
informal LAO, (embryonic LULAC) had learned of LULAC stemming from New Mexico (Haas, 
1985) (Interview: Hector R. Tarango, 2002). (In 1947, Hector Tarango, Manuel Veiga Jr., Cruz 
Barrios and Isadore Gonzales attend the national LULAC convention in Santa Fe, New Mexico as 
delegates, see photo in documentary sources). Information was dispersed. 

(3) The work of David C. Marcus himself an activist lawyer and inspiring leader who 
represented the Mexican community was also inspirational.  Marcus was a man educated in New 
Mexico. According to his words in the transcripts of the case, Albuquerque was his hometown 
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and he was an employee of the Mexican Consulate in Los Angeles (Mendez v. Westminster, 
1946). His law degree was from USC, (See documentary sources). Judge Paul McCormick, an 
astutely fair judge was a USC graduate (information obtained from Tom Tomlinson, former Dean 
of Law School at USC in a phone conversation). Marcus was an attorney who practiced law in 
southern California, who was affiliated with the Mexican consulate and who had been under 
attack in Los Angeles as early as the 1930s for his passionate defense of civil rights (Balderrama, 
1982) (see photo with caption in documentary sources).  

(4) Previous activist efforts had already taken place as revealed in Santa Ana School 
Board Minutes (Gonzales, 1990).  For example, according to the research and review of school 
board minutes by Gilbert Gonzales the following information was taken from his (1990) work: in 
October of 1943 activists Mrs. Frank Garcia and Mrs. Leonides Sanchez first appear without 
counsel before the Santa Ana School Board, then followed in 1944 the activists efforts revealed 
by the appearance of legal counsel Charles Martin obtained and utilized by actively involved 
William Guzman and Virginia Guzman and other activists including Mr. and Mrs. Frank Garcia, 
Mr. and Mrs. Leonides Sanchez and Mr. Fuentes and Mr. Reyes before the school board in Santa 
Ana during the month of October of 1944 (Gonzales, 1990).  

(5) The leadership of the LULACs in Santa Ana and their co-involvement in the case as 
revealed by Felicitas Méndez in her interview by Alfredo H. Zúñiga in 1975 demonstrated 
inspiration.  These activist leaders consulted David C. Marcus in because they were fighting 
segregation and registering voters.  These activists were led by Manuel Veiga Jr. and Cruz 
Barrios and Hector R. Tarango whom Gonzalo Méndez was in association and who appeared 
before the school board of Westminster on his behalf and on the behalf of other complainants 
prior to the case being filed, prior to the trial and the appeal (see reproduced pages of transcripts 
in documentary sources). 

 (6) The fact itself that others other than Gonzalo Méndez served in 1945 as lead 
plaintiffs, William Guzman, Thomas Estrada, Lorenzo Ramirez and Frank Palomino a founder of 
LULAC (Minutes in Manuel Veiga’s handwriting (elected president), shown as originally typed 
by Hector R. Tarango, (elected secretary) of meeting to formalize the group as LULAC of May 8, 
1946) demonstrates inspiration and leadership of these individuals. 

 (7) The fundraising activity to pay for litigation costs and to disseminate information 
about the case by founders of LULAC (LULAC NEWS and other sources, including articles 
reproduced from El Espectador) (Interviews of LULAC founders and members) is another 
illustration of the commitment to lead in an inspiring cause. 

A wider source of information and a more in depth view did net more interpretive 
material about the involvement of these inspiring leaders in this case and updates research on this 
matter in certain respects so that others will not be remiss in their conclusions that have not taken 
into account these other and perhaps more substantial historical facts.  In this light those who 
have been satisfied with the unsubstantiated conclusion that one although mislabeled as a non-
activist parent allegedly did it all may have a second look and engage in a different dialogue and 
different review of the overall activism of patriots with civil rights who now present themselves 
in history without being left in the dust.  

Prior research has not been indicative of the development and formation of councils and 
the tangible links to the lawsuit, Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange 
County et al. The following summary portrays research material that was instructional.  This 
research is indicative of the specificity of the role of the Latin American Organization, a LULAC 
embryonic group abbreviated as LAO (Haas, 1985) that critically validates the argument that 
there was a concerted effort. Other connections of the founders of LULAC with previous efforts 
were identified that validate the argument that the case was inspired are indicated by connections 
between LULAC, Office of the Coordinator of Inter-American Affairs, plaintiffs, Minister of 
Foreign Affairs of Mexico Ezequiel Padilla and his relation to Lorenzo Ramirez a plaintiff in the 
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case representing El Modena and the Mexican Consulate (attorney David C. Marcus). 
Instructional of course was the interview of Felicitas Méndez in 1975 by Alfredo H. Zúñiga.  
Review of the work about school segregation by George I. Sanchez, a past national president of 
LULAC who collaborated with the Office of the Coordinator of Inter-American Affairs in 
holding educational conferences was also informative.  Review of the transcripts of testimony in 
the Méndez case of researcher and educator Marie Hughes who testified she had conducted 
studies about the detrimental effects of segregation that were sponsored by the Office of the 
Coordinator of Inter-American Affairs and the Office of the Superintendent of Schools, Los 
Angeles brought this to light.  Also review of a fundraising program Mexico en Fantasia, to 
benefit the education of children of Mexican extraction and specifically to cover litigation costs 
of the case (Interview: Maldonado, 2003 who served on the organizing committee) sponsored by 
LULAC as printed by the Mexican American Movement (MAM), was informative for the guest 
speaker was Ignacio López of López v. Seccombe, the former Spanish speaking Director for the 
Office of the Coordinator of Inter-American Affairs who also worked for the War Department 
and the editor and publisher of El Espectador.  Review of the case filed in 1943 López v. 
Seccombe, 1944 was informative. Review of the publication, El Espectador was informative.  
Review of the LULAC NEWS was significantly important because a substantial amount of the 
content of numerous editions is evidential about the formation of LULAC chapters, about the 
school desegregation case and the fundraising for it. El Expectador [sic], a Latino news 
publication co-sponsored an edition of the LULAC NEWS in 1946 (see documentary sources).  
Review of the appeal of the Mendez et al. case, in Westminster School District of Orange County 
et al. vs. Gonzalo Mendez et al., was also evidentiary of tangible links.  Judge Denman’s 
concurring opinion established that López v Seccombe, a case that claimed discrimination by 
segregation because of the national origin particularly of persons of Mexican or Latin decided in 
1944 by Judge Leon Yankwich had precedence in adjudicating the appeal of the McCormick 
decision of Mendez v. Westminster 1946, when the appellate court ruled to uphold it in 1947. 

In examining the civil rights activity of LULAC, the connection to Ignacio López and his 
civil rights activity was made evident.  Researchers have noted the forward written by Ignacio 
López in the work of anthropologist Ruth Tuck, Not With The Fist: Mexican Americans in a 
Southwest City [New York: Harcourt, Brace and Company, 1946].   It has been noted that Ignacio 
López and Ruth Tuck were friends (Matt Garcia, 2001).  To portray research points about 
LULAC and Ignacio López, a review of Tuck’s work was found useful.  A substantial critique of 
Tuck’s work by major Latino writers in Chicano historiography was found lacking.  In looking to 
find what kind of analysis would convey such a critique thus made here contemporary political 
theory was considered.  Briefly, theory based on the view of the postmodernist [A New Handbook 
of Political Science edited by Robert E. Goodin and Hans-dieter Klingemann, 1996] would 
negate as subject (matter) the focus of study on the singular group of Latinos, the Mexican or 
Mexican American by denying the significant relevance of a modern perspective such as one that 
conveys that identified Latino activists had the knowledge and the political will to represent 
themselves in leadership roles. The non-categorical and deconstruction of the subject of the 
particular study of Chicanos or Latinos negates historical research of the embodied relationship of 
a progressive leader such as Ignacio López and the active leadership of Latinos in California 
identified by their respective names, and labeled California LULAC. Thus postmodernist theory 
although popular political theory is instrumentally non-conclusive for a pragmatic study of this 
kind because this study is about real people, real individuals, identified by name when possible, 
who form groups to carry out their common mission to defend their civil rights. Other political 
research theory is useful in explaining events.  The manner that this study was conducted is thus 
presented by this contrast of different kinds of political theories to the extent that they are relevant 
and is shown by analysis of points made through out this project report in a varied application of 
theory and practice formulated from documented evidence. 
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American Latinos in California were actively involved in civil rights and LULAC was in 
fact active in California. Wrongfully portrayed in other past accounts patriots with civil rights of 
Mexican Latin descent were deemed apathetic, minimally skilled, and powerless whose children 
as determined by intelligence testing indicate the inferiority of their race.  Then anthropologist 
Ruth D. Tuck in her work Not With The Fist [New York: Harcourt, Brace and company, 1946] 
made her observations of Mexican Americans known by offering peculiar insights about their 
social and cultural characteristics and their habits interjecting throughout her text her newly 
acquired Spanish vocabulary. Perhaps by this new account, the Mexican American would be seen 
in a different light. Ignacio López writes in the foreword an astutely balanced commentary (as in 
Tuck, 1946, p. viii-ix):   
 

We Mexican-Americans will recognize it for the truth that it is.  Some of us may 
rise in defensive disclaimers of our faults, but it seems to me that the author 
could have hit us much harder on matters like timid leadership, class snobbery, 
an ineffectual press, and the role of the consulates. It would have been useful to 
us. 

 
This statement indicates that López was forever challenging not only himself but also his 

fellow Americans of Mexican ancestry to rise and stand up for themselves.  In the following 
statement (quote of Ignacio López taken from the foreword p. ix in Ruth D. Tuck, Not With The 
Fist, 1946) Ignacio López offers a profound critique of the maltreatment of the Mexican, the 
Mexican-American, and/or the Latino: 

 
And the author could have been harsher with the dominant community.  The 

conflict between Anglo and Hispanic groups in the Southwest is not as much the 
working of unconscious forces as she makes it seem.  There is deliberated action 
and premeditated cruelty.  
 
López does not fail to sharply point out the blame and the challenge to overcome faults of 

the Mexican Americans as conveyed above.   But Tuck has a different emphasis in her entire 
narrative. And it is her narrative particularly about the political activism of Mexican Americans 
or rather the failed political activism of Mexican Americans that is in question here and not her 
observations from her sociological or anthropological viewpoint.  Ignacio Lopez in the forward of 
her book forecasted the defensive disclaimers of his people that hereby will be made as a result of 
this study, LULAC PROJECT: PATRIOTS WITH CIVIL RIGHTS, for he himself is an example 
of an accomplished activist. The following critique made here by the author recognizing the 
advantageous historical view, illustrates this point.  In Tuck’s standpoint, the people of Mexican 
descent living in the United States in the symbolic town of Descanso have not done much to help 
themselves.  All the while that Tuck denies Latinos in descriptive detail the full powerful punch 
of political action she depicts them as a people that opt not to use the thrust of a fist for power for 
they are a people whose exercise of their political power is limited almost non-existent and who 
dwell within the political sphere of influence of the dominant Anglo American group. The 
practice of power confined within their political sphere of influence is seemingly portrayed as 
almost quixotic.  Subjugated and living as they do in their relatively powerless position they fail 
to fully empower themselves and hence make the change for social and political justice.  
Nonetheless they live here amongst fellow Americans, and because they dwell in the same land, 
Anglo Americans must take note of them despite their lack of true American grit.  The sentiment 
that appears is one given in the recent turmoil of a world war. Tuck in her 1946 work seems to 
say fear not for these people are not warmongering invaders of American territory who have the 
power to change the American landscape although their life histories provide new vistas of 
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potentialities on the matter of minority and race relations.  In her introduction she asks, “Why 
does one feel at home in certain situations and vaguely ill at ease in others?”  (Tuck, p. 14).  On 
the other hand, Americans can breathe more easily.  It appears that Hitler and fascism has been 
defeated and perhaps so have all of our other world enemies except those deemed so by red 
baiting.  In a serious assessment all that remains for fellow Americans to deal with are now these 
people of Mexican descent that live here in America.  Lets take a survey and give an account of 
these people for some have lived here for many generations and some for she reassuringly claims 
not many are transplanted people of Mexican ancestry who stem from a good neighboring 
country but who do try to emulate us in certain cultural ways.  And for this reason they are a 
people whom she beckons deserve social study and acknowledgement of their provincial 
existence.   

In review of Tuck’s work, and in contrast to her perspective and incongruently as 
forewarned by an exemplary civil rights leader Ignacio López, the disclaimers of the lack of 
significant Mexican American political action must be introduced here for the amount of 
significant activism has surfaced in various accounts and more will surface as indicated in this 
report.  The distinction of this new research from these past accounts of a lack of spirited activism 
is revealed within the framework of political analysis.  Much historical analysis has been based 
on the division of political thought of activists: those who fought in the social struggle as 
representing Mexican Americans, or Americans as some in LULAC emphasize as portrayed by 
the statement cited of Jake Rodríguez in (Gutiérrez, 1996) and in the articles by Jacob Rodriguez 
himself the first LULACer in Sacramento California that can be seen in documentary sources, 
from those who fought to represent the foreign born or the immigrant (Garcia, 1989) (Gutiérrez, 
1995).  The framework of analysis in this report formed from the results of research is based on 
the perspective of combined efforts that were made and were successful and now others can by 
this LULAC history in civil rights, now recount.  

The following illustrates the combined efforts took place unrecognized in Tuck’s town of 
Descanso. Ironically, research from this study finds that successful political efforts with 
significant impact took place in Descanso, (San Bernardino California was the place written 
about in the 1940s by Ruth Tuck as conveyed by Vicki L. Ruiz in her article, “‘Star Struck’: 
Acculturation, Adolescence and the Mexican-American Woman, 1920-1950” (reproduced in ed. 
David G. Gutiérrez, Between Two Worlds: Mexican Immigrants in the United States 
[Willmington, DE: Scholarly Resources Inc., 1996] p. 138). López filed along with co-plaintiffs a 
lawsuit against the Mayor (Seccombe) of San Bernardino and his city council and Chief of Police 
(López v Seccombe). And won in 1944.  And this case and the work of Lopez are examples of 
successful political activism to change the circumstances of segregation and were inspirational to 
the activism of the founders of LULAC in Orange County.   

The founders of LULAC Council No. 147 provided leadership in educating Mexican 
families of their civil rights and how to proceed in dealing with the political power structure in 
the educational system and the legal support system as provided by the Mexican Consulate and its 
attorney David C. Marcus; a defender of Mexican families in different civil rights cases. As 
reported by interviewees, active Latino groups were well aware of their “Mexican lawyer who 
was not Mexican.” Support by the Mexican Consulate is well supported by the research and 
documentation included in Documentary Sources of this report. The Mexican Consulate did not 
as an entity file the lawsuit but it provided the legal resources for others to do so. Its role was not 
in the political forefront of the politics of a social cause, but nonetheless, as a service agency with 
organized institutional support services it provided a backbone of legal and social support.  
Contrary to Tuck’s contention of the noncontributing Mexican consulate to the cause of social 
justice for American Latinos, as an employee of the Mexican Consulate legal counselor David C. 
Marcus provided outstanding service for the Mexican people and hence their American offspring. 
Marcus represented López and co-plaintiffs in the San Bernardino case. 
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 Ruth Tuck’s observations in Not With The Fist (1946) about Mexican Americans in the 
Southwest in the fictitiously named city of Descanso, defines the social characteristics of a person 
who holds the title of Mexican Consul as ineffective figures.  However, Tuck fails to present the 
point, in her poignant critique of Latinos as those who should be acknowledged as Americans of 
Latin descent but nevertheless are not representative of American patriots with a full voice in 
political affairs, that under the Mexican consulate and its respective consuls, the Comisión 
Honorifica, sponsors and organizers of fiestas patrias (for the Mexican national holiday), the 
organizing of these public events engendered leadership experience for young Latinos who joined 
LULAC. They in turn organized their own civic affairs and in this manner they themselves 
become active leaders. The voice of the Latino community did resonate in many ways in 
American history and so the voice of LULAC began to be heard. LULACers were either 
personally involved with these fiestas or were the children who were raised by their organizers as 
oral histories and articles in documentary sources indicate. 

The Mexican consulate did well in incorporating the legal services of David C. Marcus, 
for LULAC and the Mexican and Mexican American community was well served by this great 
lawyer (Méndez v Westminster). As mentioned above a previous successful class action on behalf 
of 8000, for the civil rights of citizens in using public facilities in a city park (Perris Hill) in San 
Bernardino, was also filed by David C. Marcus for the people of Mexican or Latin descent, López 
v Seccombe, 1944.  Knowledge of this lawsuit and of David Marcus and of Ignacio Lopez aided 
the Latino community. Ignacio López was an early leader in the Mexican American Movement, 
MAM that formed in 1942 by Bert Corona and others (Mario T. Garcia, 1989).  Ignacio Lopez, a 
patriot with civil rights was an influential writer, editor, publisher and leader and an activist along 
with Eduardo Quevedo in the San Gabriel Valley (Garcia, 1989). His education including that 
from Chaffey College, Pomona College and from the University of California helped him in his 
speaking and writing skills and thus to organize the Latino/Mexicano community and Mexican 
American students in forming unity leagues (Garcia, 1989). Lopez an activist prevailed in his 
endeavors and inspired other Latino activists to fight and to prevail in their own social justice 
battles as evidence reveals (Enrique López, 1986).  

Tuck’s wreath of indictment of failed activism on the part of Mexicans and Mexican 
Americans placed upon the ashes of a local LULAC chapter (1946, p.162) was removed by 
perpetual efforts on the part of LULAC to form councils with leaders male and female, some of 
whom lead in the fight for civil rights in school desegregation, particularly in the fight to win a 
school case lawsuit. The fact that LULAC continued to evolve, developing new councils and 
resurrecting others, counters her account.  

In all, Ruth Tuck’s conclusion in her 1946 book is the same as echoed through various 
portrayals; the Mexican or Latino community didn’t do much for civil rights.  Moreover, in this 
work she maintains the underlying message that they should have and could have. Her work is 
cited over and over again.  The information in this report counters some of her points on politics 
for she casts LULAC as well as all Latinos as ineffectual.  The subjects of her study appear to be 
people who have elbowed their way into American society but yet remain disconnected from the 
Anglo American who maintains the power. Nonetheless they exist and should be taken into view 
as Americans of Mexican descent. None however (not counting the New Mexican colonists) are 
profiled in the category of pioneers of towns for they simply arrived at a resting place, a 
transitional locale that enigmatically serves as home for not one but two or three generations of 
their offspring.  With no ill intentions, they live in their colonias relatively impervious to 
aggressive political action a people without genuine representation in leadership roles, grateful of 
their country rejecting any claims for taking back their lands; satisfied with their lot in life and 
dependent on offspring that seek and obtain better employment opportunities thereby assimilating 
into the cultural aspects of life as Americans of Latin descent. With better paying jobs, young 
women are thus deemed able to have the better things in life including artificial accessories that 
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suit them and make them and their lives appealing. But the LULAC women as told by one of her 
interviewees, all became pregnant and politically inactive.   So the story of the lack of politically 
energized LULAC women who may serve as role models for others goes on. However, further 
information revealed in this study indicates that women in LULAC despite the extrapolated 
incidents of childbearing that kept those in Descanso from participating in political and civic 
affairs did have a part in the American Latino civil rights movement for other LULAC councils 
flourished in other locales and these serve also as examples of active leadership.  

Tuck’s portrayal of the person who serves as the representative Mexican consul whose 
social but powerless behavior reflects unwarranted self-pride is satirical and unsubstantiated but 
nonetheless resonates throughout her mostly deflating commentary. No wonder the Chicano 
movement had real cause to protest and to fight for genuine Chicano Studies.  Her work is both a 
provocation and testament for the need for research and hence validates the need for Latino and 
Chicano activism.  Accounts like this one written before those of Chicano historiography do not 
depict Latino patriots with civil rights as informed, active, and educated citizens.  In the least 
account, Latinos had the kind of education that reflects the political knowledge gained from 
reading newspaper accounts in English and in Spanish; the means for becoming knowledgeable 
of current political events that give cause for empowerment and consequently for political 
leadership. And we cannot discount the infamous radio announcers such as Ted Duran whose 
broadcast was in Corona.  Studies have not been made about these aspects of Latino culture that 
encompasses political action. Moreover, those living in Descanso are not portrayed of having 
their own brave and articulate speakers who initiated their own battles to overcome the obstacles 
presented by discrimination against them because they are a people of Mexican or Latin descent.  
This tale of Descanso with its wreathe for a dead LULAC council is what is still read in works 
that cite this book as reference for depictions of the lack of Latino political prowess and failure of 
Latino political movements and of LULAC. 

To some extent even now research under the subject of LULAC and civil rights is 
meager.  The published accounts portray the simple generalizations of the middle class Mexican 
American who assimilates, works within the social and political system and that has had the ear 
of presidents before Nixon, and is now compelled to incorporate the Mexican identity because of 
bulging immigration into its bureaucratic politics nevertheless still remains powerless in civil 
rights activity: the new myth presented as the overwhelmingly complex challenges for the 
Mexican American and for LULAC (Kaplowitz, 2005). As analyzed by Craig Kaplowitz, national 
policy change requires a different kind of political clout and LULAC has to adjust to this 
challenge for LULAC’s influence has relatively weakened. After reading the dimmed account of 
LULAC efforts as depicted by Kaplowitz the following question arises. If access to policy-
making is now lessened, what other means does LULAC have to effectively change governmental 
policy in order to respond to the needs of the American Latino community? The organization of 
LULAC has been severely criticized by many as it has been by Benjamin Márquez, whose 
disregard of LULAC accomplishments as demonstrated in his conclusions written in The 
Evolution of LULAC [Austin, Texas: University of Texas Press, 1993] p.109 is unequaled when 
compared to others. The appropriate response as determined by research of LULAC is that 
LULAC’s different avenues for leadership enable it to wage different political civil rights battles.  
When necessary LULAC has taken to the streets, in grass roots organizing, the way it began in 
Texas with its flying squadrons of leaders with a political message of empowerment who 
infiltrated towns with heavy Latino populations; the way it also developed in California (in 
Placentia the LULAC flying squadron arrived also in a vehicle, a hearse from McDougal funeral 
services carrying incongruently many energized leaders). LULAC civil rights leaders were 
organizing and conducting voter registration drives and leading various campaigns for social 
justice, a fact now overlooked by high-end analysis. With a different kind of political analysis, the 
following portrayal of the Latino community led or supported by LULAC is certainly 
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representative of the awakened giant still groaning in the midst of multitudes of vocal Mexican 
and Latino immigrants now having marched in the smoggy sweltering heat on the streets of 
bigger towns such as Los Angeles calling for civil rights through immigration reform raising high 
the national flags of their kinship and the American flag and holding up the many paid for signs 
mixed with the not commercially produced.   

Should one study further, there is bound to be discovered as does this study, genuine 
American Latino heroic leaders and their successful stories of how so many organized and 
showed their strength as a united people in a social cause and how LULACers marched along 
with them in support of a great civil rights effort as they appeared before school boards asking for 
social equality in education, moving forward through the courts in the 1940s in California.  This 
historic portrayal is also a part of the American Latino civil rights movement the other side of the 
story of the ongoing struggle all the way through the courts now conveyed in the accounts in later 
years because of efforts of the funding of key civil rights efforts.   For example the development 
of MALDEF (Mexican American Legal Defense Fund) first organized and led by the efforts of 
LULAC in Texas, namely Pete Tijerina, the first executive director who had been the State Civil 
Rights Chairman for the League of United Latin American Citizens has led to civil rights 
victories. Information provided in “To Have Our Own Lawyers Fight Our Own Cases”: The 
Origins of the Mexican American Legal Defense and Educational Fund by History Matters: The 
U.S. Survey Course on the Web, found in [http://historymatters.gmu.edu/] October 5, 2008, 
information from original source: [Oral History courtesy of U.S. Latinos & Latinas and World 
War II Oral History Project, University of Texas, Austin. Interview with Pete Tijerina, League of 
United Latin American Citizens (LULAC) and the Mexican American Legal Defense and 
Educational Fund, December 2, 2000, in San Antonio, Texas, by Maggie Rivas-Rodriguez and 
Maro Robbins]. The Mexican American Legal Defense Fund was first funded in 1968 by monies 
from the Ford Foundation and modeled after NACCP.  Mario Obledo, Esq, served as counsel 
(Kaplowitz, 2005, p. 131). Mario Obledo became LULAC National President in 1983 and served 
for two terms [http: www.LULAC.org] October 5, 2008.   

Looking in the past, LULAC a national civil rights organization has financially sponsored 
many programs funded by various sources including those from significant corporate sponsors 
because it is also a Latino community service organization with non-profit status. All of these 
facts eventually do unfold and are brought to light as those shown herein and that thus forecast a 
different future of LULAC based on its success in leading the American Latino civil rights 
movement. 

Analysis of the legacy of LULAC leadership identified as individuals representing a 
small percentage of persons in California does not necessarily minimize the significant work 
conducted by few major political players. For instance, the relatively few founders of LULAC in 
Orange County did remarkable civil rights work especially in desegregation.  Many others have 
followed in their footsteps.  This work is an apologist of LULAC activism prior to 1957 that 
specifically covers its fight for civil rights in California encompassing its history and its struggle 
for civil rights for Latinos in education.  It is revisionist by result rather than intent for new 
research provides new results. This conclusion when metaphorically defined is best expressed in 
the following manner: the world is not flat as once it was claimed to be. Study of activism about 
other particular struggles such as the labor movement is another great field of study in itself and 
authors have made major inroads on this subject, but this subject and these studies are outside the 
scope of this study. 

A different analysis, termed class struggle analysis that is based on economic and 
political conditions as reflected by the dichotomy of the exploited poor worker versus the 
advantaged wealthy owner of the means of production was also not appropriate to this study on 
civil rights activity. A Marxian analysis that asserts that the economic conditions alone created an 
upsurge of protest is also found insufficient when the element of an educated and inspired and 
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informed leadership, an educated and experienced elite, not necessarily by economic wealth, was 
also a contributing element in this case of the social struggle to end discrimination and 
segregation.  Analysis that the middle class created from those who have progressed socially and 
economically that LULAC presumptively represents does not fully represent the matter at hand.  
Analysis of the political action of Latinos on the basis of their national origin and not merely on 
their economic class is what does in conjunction with the operative formation of LULAC in 
California. 

The known view of LULAC as a patriotic middle class organization that is both seen as 
its strength and its weakness also fails to account for the full spectrum of LULAC and its efforts. 
LULAC endeavors are occasionally melded by government programs and more importantly 
elicited by the inherent politics of ethnic identity as brought forth by organized leadership and 
formidable grass roots organizing aimed to resolve issues for Latinos in all facets of life, 
including those of the new immigrant who struggles to survive and also hopes to attain the 
American dream. The duel between two worlds of identity; the acculturated Latino into American 
mainstream born through generations of time and the not so acculturated Latino but nationalistic 
towards Latin American countries of origin (Gutiérrez, 1995) serves no purpose when American 
Latinos as a whole defend themselves against social injustice through the work of organizations 
such as LULAC.   To contrast LULAC as a political organization that simply represents the 
segment of Latinos that are middle class with those that are not curtails the depth of study and 
focus of LULAC whose laborers served Latinos of different sectors; LULAC has often supported 
bilingual education; LULAC members provided English instruction for Spanish-speaking 
immigrants. Concentrated study on a particular aspect in a single dimensional manner misses the 
full gamut and essence of the multi-dimensional organization of LULAC not only in its exact 
evolution but dynamic entity and force. As note takers of history we can make certain conclusions 
but we cannot conclude that we have seen all what LULAC has done or failed to do for LULAC 
remains actively engaged in the civil rights of American Latinos; the American Latino civil rights 
movement continues. In this light, individuals become activists when they organize and from 
1929 to 1957, LULAC in California was formed by the organized action of many individuals who 
did many things because they organized, and yet failed to do some things nonetheless their effort 
took place.  

 World War II and the social impact of returning veterans on the active role of the Latino 
community is also deficient as a complete explanation specifically with respect to the legal case 
because lead plaintiffs were not veterans including Mr. Gonzalo Méndez, a man born in 
Chihuahua, Mexico, a naturalized citizen with an education in integrated schools (González, 
1990) (Méndez v Westminster, 1946). It did not appear that the inspirational Ignacio Lopez was a 
veteran but did advocate a great deal for Latino veterans. Ignacio López was also a man born in 
Mexico in the state of Jalisco (Interview: Mrs. Ignacio López, 2008).  He was also a naturalized 
citizen.  Ignacio López was highly educated and a lead plaintiff as mentioned before of a prior 
precedent case, López v. Seccombe for the Mendez case that was also represented by David C. 
Marcus as described by Judge Denman in his concurring opinion in Westminster et al. vs Gonzalo 
Méndez et al., 1947. Ignacio L. López was an inspirational figure for many Latino causes 
including those led by LULAC. 

Omission of important research material when making conclusions, although 
unintentional, is not inconsequential.  Because an important and historical activity did not surface 
or come to light, the legacy of leaders within Latino families is overlooked. In this light, 
education of American Latino children with respect to their heritage is deficient when this 
information about other leaders is unavailable and also when the role that the largest Hispanic 
organization had in the making of California history is found lacking in research material and in 
curricula.  Research of LULAC has not been definitive in how LULAC formed in California nor 
its leadership in a landmark desegregation lawsuit and other desegregation efforts of the 1940s. A 
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clearer historical perspective is essential and must be placed in plain view, with actual and hard 
evidence that altogether eliminates skepticism of findings and conclusions thereof. The history of 
LULAC shows American Latino leaders while forming LULAC councils converged with 
numerous efforts to help the social cause of Latinos; for instance, councils formed because their 
organizers were involved in the desegregation of schools in California. 

This work which is confined to certain years of early California LULAC history adds to 
the few previous works that also have made efforts to define what LULAC has done or not done 
for a clear and accurate portrayal of an American organization that spread to California to serve 
the people of Mexican and Latin descent of all classes.  LULAC aimed to give a voice to all 
through the voices of those who volunteer to serve in this civil rights organization even if they 
were not citizens who could not join LULAC as members (Gutiérrez, 1995).  Its civil rights 
history demonstrates the ability of an organization to converge efforts with different kinds of 
effective social and political action. Its civil rights history is also illustrative of its leading role in 
the cause for the American Latino: a cause as defined by the citizenry of the American Latino 
native and the immigrant whose ancestry stems from Hispanic or Latin American countries as 
well.  Further research will inevitably bring forth new insight. 
 People of Hispanic or Latin descent faced many challenges that manifested in different 
ways in the 1940s. A social admixture of people of diverse ethnic backgrounds of either, the 
white majority or the colored minority yet in one American domain presented a complex 
hierarchical, social and political structure.  How people relate and interact in different settings 
weighed in on issues of barriers for social mobility for Latinos. MAM contributed to LULAC by 
the fact that some of its leaders became LULAC leaders.  The slogan, progress through education 
of the Mexican American Movement (MAM) (1942-1950) was an ideal shared by members of 
this organization with LULAC.  MAM and its popular slogan also transpired within the larger 
scale Latino movement for civil rights. Education however, was the means but not the end to 
making social progress for the value of life experience outside of the classroom environment 
augmented the value of education provided by schools. Political experience brought forth by 
LULAC, the largest national organization for civil rights was vital to confront and overcome 
challenges that hindered the betterment of American Latinos in California. A more activist 
approach was necessary, one that had been voiced and acted upon by men like Ignacio Lutero 
López, a bilingual newspaper editor and publisher that began his work before 1940 in the 1930s. 
The course outlined by desegregation efforts brings into focus the organized activity of American 
Latinos. The influence of this kind of leader had impact on the organized leadership of LULAC 
as seen through the work of John O. Gonzales a Los Angeles LULAC member in the early 1940s 
who was a prior LULAC member in Phoenix Arizona. Mr. Gonzales, studied law and his words, 
when writing about the Orange County California school case, in his article, (see in documentary 
sources, “Calling All LULACS”) we have only to blame but ourselves when referring to the 
continuance of discrimination of the children of Mexican or Latin descent are an echo to those 
given by Mr. López.  

Organized leadership was deemed essential. Voter registration drives were needed to 
provide citizens the opportunity to elect fair representatives.  Experienced leaders and public 
speakers for school board meetings and for the organizing of fundraising events were needed. 
Money was needed to assist with the matter of the freedom of an equal American education for 
children of Mexican, Hispanic or Latin ancestry. Experienced legal counsel was imminently 
needed. All of these were provided.  The social explanation of the activism that occurred, clarifies 
that active efforts against discrimination and for civil rights won out in many instances, as based 
on the above and supported below.  

California LULAC fought the struggle for civil rights in the following ways. Stressing the 
importance of education LULAC fought for better standards and opportunities for the education 
of Latino children through legal means and by raising funds for the granting of scholarships to 



 

 54 

many youth.  Seeking equality in labor, LULAC advocated for better paying jobs for Latinos.  In 
a quest for better housing LULAC leaders informed themselves and others of discriminatory 
practices in purchasing property.  Protecting and maintaining voting rights LULAC conducted 
voter registration drives for better representation and sought to secure fair school board elections 
with fair school board candidates.  In a quest for better living conditions LULAC leaders led the 
struggle to have city lights, paved streets and drinking fountains; and in general LULAC patriots 
with civil rights fought for the overall social and economic betterment of Latinos.   

Numerous organizers since LULAC was first introduced in California in Sacramento in 
1933 made the presence and work of LULAC visible and are identified below in the narrative part 
of this report. In part two, as depicted in documentary sources, are copies obtained or collected 
from various sources of documents and photographs about these organizers and the formation of 
these numerous early California LULAC councils and their significant involvement in civil 
rights.  In June 1957, the first national convention of LULAC convened in California, is hosted 
by Placentia LULAC Council No. 174 and is held in Anaheim at the Disneyland Hotel.  The 
convention prompted the start of numerous LULAC councils in California. 

Tangible links of how people associate provided the key to understanding and explaining 
the involvement of LULAC founders and members in a social cause. LULAC founders in Orange 
County California shared their knowledge and experience in forming the class action lawsuit 
Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange County et al. (1946) that 
preceded the landmark case of Brown v Board of Education (1954).  Major illustrations of 
LULAC’s leadership in the struggle for social justice, most importantly in the realm of education 
and scholarship fundraising, are substantially presented. These illustrations are evidentiary of the 
role of founders of LULAC in Orange County California who instilled a political and civil rights 
consciousness in Latino parents and/or groups of Latino parents other than named plaintiffs some 
of whom were veterans of World War II against the kind of Anglo American prejudice that 
elicited the discriminatory practice of school segregation in the education of children of Mexican 
or Latin descent. 

In an interview, February, 15, 2003, Hector R. Tarango, a founder of LULAC in Orange 
County, California, and a patriot with civil rights who was involved in the formation of the 
Orange County school case, reveals the origins of the class action lawsuit:  

 
“We—formally of Latin American Voters League and founders of Santa Ana 
LULAC Council No. 147 –organized the class action lawsuit after we, Manuel Veiga 
Jr., myself and Cruz Barrios and another person with us consulted David Marcus 
(attorney for plaintiffs who was affiliated with the Mexican Consulate).  Mendez 
volunteered to be a representative plaintiff.”  
 
California LULAC founders, specifically patriots with civil rights of Santa Ana LULAC 

Council No. 147, helped organize the class action lawsuit of Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. 
Westminster School District of Orange County et al. and because they helped to organized it, 
LULAC founders are also responsible for its being filed on March 2, 1945 by David C. Marcus 
an attorney affiliated with the Mexican Consulate on behalf of Gonzalo Méndez (wife Felicitas) 
and children, Sylvia, Gonzalo, Geronimo, and William Guzman, (wife Virginia) and son Billy, 
Frank Palomino, a LULACer, (wife Irene) and children, Arthur and Sally, and Thomas Estrada 
(wife Mary Louise) and children Clara, Roberto, Francisco, Syria, Daniel, Evelina, and Lorenzo 
Ramirez (wife Josefina) and children Ignacio, Silverio, and Jose and 5000 similarly situated. The 
founders of LULAC in Orange County as shown specifically in documentation included in this 
report, helped lead the way to the courts of justice in the beginning of the formation of the case 
and were also instrumental in its eventual success in the time of its appeal. The encapsulated 
story of the family of lead plaintiff Gonzalo Mendez, a patriot with civil rights, and a sampling of 
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LULAC’s role is depicted in the documentary titled, “Mendez vs. Westminster: For All the 
Children/Para Todos Los Niños” by Sandra Robbie as produced for KOCE-TV Foundation, 2002 
that includes a sampling of LULAC’s role. The following is a quote taken from the transcripts of 
the legal proceedings on July 10, 1945 p. 468-469.  Felicitas Méndez testified: “We always tell 
our childrens they are Americans, and I feel I am American myself, and so is my husband, and we 
thought that they shouldn’t be segregated like that, they shouldn’t be treated the way they are.  So 
we thought we were doing the right thing and just asking for the right thing, to put our childrens 
together with the rest of the childrens there.”  

Information about the other four plaintiff families: William Guzman, Thomas Estrada, 
Frank Palomino and Lorenzo Ramirez, patriots with civil rights in their own right, is significantly 
and substantially revealed in LULAC PROJECT: PATRIOTS WITH CIVIL RIGHTS because 
these plaintiff families are equally important to co-plaintiff Gonzalo Méndez and family and were 
not featured in Robbie’s work, an award winning documentary. The omission of their history is 
something that this LULAC project also attempts to reconcile. The areas represented in the 
lawsuit are Westminster, Santa Ana, El Modena and Garden Grove.  After this case was won, 
LULAC continued to provide leadership and support to other desegregation efforts in Orange 
County California that were further determined by this study and demonstrated by LULAC 
efforts in Placentia, California.  

Research has not presented the Mexican Americans involved in LULAC in a manner that 
fully represents with primary source material in hand and in full view their inspirational efforts to 
win the social cause for justice.  Therefore, this study is an effort toward that end. 

 
FORMATION OF LULAC COUNCILS IN CALIFORNIA 

 
LULAC, a national civil rights organization, was established in 1929 in Corpus Christi, 

Texas (Ben Garza, first president) and then spread to other southwestern states, including New 
Mexico, Arizona and Colorado and California and later to others.  The LULAC motto is All for 
one, and one for all.  Research revealed that LULAC councils of patriots with civil rights 
expanded into California in 1933 via the work of a member of San Antonio, Texas LULAC 
Council No. 2 named Jacob I. Rodriguez who moved to Sacramento, California in December 
1932.  In 1933, Rodriguez is conducting LULAC work as noted in the LULAC NEWS of that 
year. Jacob I. Rodriguez writes an article while living in Sacramento, dated February 1933, titled, 
“The Spirit of LULAC” and declares the spirit of LULAC is the spirit of democracy. He further 
advocates, fall in line behind the glorious banner of LULAC that organization of real Americans.  
After a few years of residing in California, Mr. Jacob Rodriguez returns to San Antonio, Texas 
where he continued to serve LULAC as a dedicated founder and life-long member.  

 Following the formation of Sacramento Council (No. 61) other pioneer LULAC councils 
were formed. Patriots with civil rights organized a LULAC council in Los Angeles in 1937 
(number unknown) under M.R. Gameros, the California Organizer for LULAC who is elected as 
its first council president. Gameros had assistance in organizing this council by special organizers 
Henry A. Guion and Theodore A. Chacon. Accounts in LULAC NEWS of other existing councils 
in Los Angeles are the following: in 1939, Los Angeles LULAC Men’s Council No. 75 and Los 
Angeles LULAC Council No. 77.  Los Angeles LULAC Council No. 77 is also indicated as 
existing in 1940 (President Ernest R. Orfila). In the early 1940’s, Los Angeles LULAC Council 
No. 125 is noted in 1943, and is reorganizing in 1945 and is then listed in 1946 as Los Angeles 
LULAC Council No. 130 (President William Trujillo). As recorded in 1947, Los Angeles 
LULAC Council No. 125 is noted as represented by both Ernesto Cruz and Marco Ignacio M. 
Infante.  In 1947, Los Angeles LULAC Council No. 154 was organized and led by John O. 
Gonzales--determined by interview and correspondence collection of Alex Maldonado.  In 1950, 
a Los Angeles LULAC council is noted in LULAC NEWS as represented by Jess D. Soto. In 
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Alhambra, in 1945, Alhambra LULAC Council No. 137 is noted as represented by William H. 
Wheat, the Regional Organizer for California and George W. Ramirez, the Regional Governor for 
California. In San Bernardino, in 1943, the following councils are noted: San Bernardino LULAC 
Council No. 108 and San Bernardino LULAC Council No. 135 (President Roderick Flores). Prior 
to 1950, councils were formed in Orange County; and in Bakersfield (President Chris D. Perez, 
1950); and in Richmond (President Raul Martinez, 1950).  The first LULAC councils formed in 
Orange County were: in 1946, Santa Ana LULAC Council No. 147 (President Manuel Veiga Jr.); 
in 1949, El Modena LULAC Council No. 179 (President Alex Maldonado); in 1950, Placentia 
LULAC Council No. 174 (President Jack Gomez); and in 1954, Stanton LULAC Council No. 
245 (President Victor Zuniga). These councils soon led the way for others.  LULAC councils of 
patriots with civil rights were also formed in Corona, La Habra, Buena Park, Fullerton, San 
Ysidro, San Diego, Paramount and Sylmar and Anaheim.  Hence many have been formed.  

The founders of California councils organized themselves with the assistance and 
guidance from LULAC on the national level whose leaders specifically appointed LULAC 
organizers for California’s patriots with civil rights. LULAC organizers passed on the spirit of 
LULAC and manifested Americanism through generations of families as demonstrated in this 
report through friendships and associations. Again as an example, the family of founder of 
LULAC in Orange County Hector R. Tarango had a close family friendship with the family of 
LULAC regional organizer William H. Wheat in Los Angeles that continued when the Tarango 
family, originally from Clifton Arizona, left Los Angeles to move to Orange County. Hector 
Tarango’s father and William H. Wheat were close friends. William H. Wheat, half Irish and half 
Mexican and from Texas, his father born in Ireland then came to Tennessee then Texas, passed on 
his knowledge of LULAC to Californians. It is William H. Wheat a person involved in law 
enforcement, (according to grandson Joe Cruz, possibly F.B.I.), while living in San Gabriel a 
member of Alhambra LULAC Council No. 137, that officially organizes LULAC in Orange 
County and installs the Santa Ana LULAC Council No. 147 on June 9, 1946. Prior to this 
installation of officers, Wheat held informative meetings about LULAC at Ramon Prado’s 
Barbershop on 4th street in Santa Ana (Interview: Tony Luna, 1996).  John O. Gonzales came to 
California from Phoenix Arizona where he was a member of LULAC.  John O. Gonzales is 
present at the installation ceremony of the Santa Ana LULAC Council as 1st Vice-President 
General of LULAC on the national level and an organizer in California and a Los Angeles 
council member. Mr. John O. Gonzales, a law student who attended Los Angeles University 
College of Law, 1942-1944 wrote many articles. Please see in LULAC NEWS, an article of his 
“Calling All LULACS” advocating support for the Orange County school desegregation case in 
Documentary Sources, part two of this report. Mr. John O. Gonzales further organized other 
councils as California regional governor a position today recognized as state director. 

LULAC council founders demonstrated their leadership skills, their knowledge and 
experience learned from predecessors through civic participation. In Orange County for example, 
the parents of certain LULAC founders--community leaders themselves--imparted knowledge 
and experience in organizing heritage events such as the Mexican Fiestas Patrias.  Such events 
were co-sponsored by Comisión Honorifica a commission of the Mexican Consulate. These 
public events featured public speakers, parades, educational and cultural entertainment such as 
dances, poetry, music, both Mexican and American, beauty pageants, and Mexican historical and 
oratorical performances. These ethnic events were sanctioned and partly joined in by respective 
local officials and civic leaders from the Anglo American community. Additionally, although less 
in extent, LULAC leaders were indirectly supportive of efforts of activists who were involved in 
the civil rights of citrus workers who organized themselves as local labor movements. Moreover, 
LULAC as a civic organization contributed to the success of other American civic groups as well.  
LULAC was actively and visibly engaged in community efforts of the American Cancer Society, 
the American Red Cross, the Olympic Fund, the Boy Scouts of America and many more.  
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A significant marking point of civic participation of LULAC founders in the formation of 
the Orange County school case is briefly summarized here in the following.  At the Westminster 
Elementary School Board Meeting of September 19, 1944, patriot with civil rights, Mr. Cruz 
Barrios, a founder of LULAC in Orange County, California, asks the board “that the schools be 
united.”  His words and his presence and the words and presence of another patriot with civil 
rights and founder of LULAC in Orange County, Manuel Veiga Jr. are recalled by fellow patriot 
with civil rights Gonzalo Méndez as recorded in his sworn testimony of July 9, 1945 before Judge 
Paul McCormick. Mendez testified that Manuel Veiga Jr. stated (at this same meeting of 
Westminster Elementary School Board of Trustees of September, 1944) that “the Mexican 
people. . . are not as dumb as lots of people thought they were.” (See Documentary Sources in 
this report for Gonzalo Méndez testimony under oath, July 9, 1945 as reproduced from transcripts 
of Méndez v Westminster, 1946 personally obtained by author at National Archives and Records 
Administration, (Pacific Region), Laguna Niguel, California). The facts attest that American 
Latino patriots with civil rights and founders of LULAC in Orange County, no matter under what 
formal or informal ethnic group name they fell under, Cruz G. Barrios and Manuel Veiga Jr. and 
Hector R. Tarango of “Latin American Voters League” as Méndez testifies or of the “Latin 
American Voters Counsel as they are referred to in the Minutes of the Westminster Elementary 
School Board of Trustees of September, 1944 or Latin American Organization, LAO in other 
research, Hass, (1985) (Matt Garcia, 2001) were there co-leading the cause before the school 
board in the beginning of the formation of the class action lawsuit.  In his interview in December, 
2002 Mr. Hector R. Tarango additionally explained that Marcus advised them to do what was 
necessary because before legal action is taken administrative remedy must be sought. The 
Minutes of the Westminster Elementary School Board of Trustees, September 19, 1944 as taken 
by the secretary, Louis Conrady, have a misspelling of Tarango and he is incorrectly named 
“Diago.”  Without Tarango's explanation, no account of his actual participation was made. 

The research findings of Carey McWilliams, North From Mexico originally published in 
1949, (reprint, 1968), and other of his works and those of others including past works of Gilbert 
G. Gonzales (1990) (1994) do not indicate these important facts about the leadership of LULAC 
founders. It appears that what is lacking is careful and significant scrutiny of transcripts of the 
trial held in 1945 or review of minutes of the Westminster school board of 1944 and 1945 with 
respect to testimony of Gonzalo Méndez and his referral to Manuel Veiga Jr. and Mr. Cruz 
Barrios and the third person, Mr. Tarango. McWilliams a writer, and attorney who received his 
law degree from USC in 1927 was a person dedicated to social causes but in his works he does 
not state whether or not he was present at school board meetings in Orange County for an 
additional account.   

Gilbert G. González Ph.D. Chicano Education in the Era of Segregation (1990) offers 
years later a careful study of the Santa Ana school board minutes and material from his major 
interview of Felicitas Méndez, whose husband Gonzalo Méndez, along with others volunteered to 
be lead plaintiffs. In his 1994 book, he offers a detailed analysis that is well worth reading for it 
serves as foundational material about this subject matter but in this work he does not specifically 
connect the plaintiffs themselves with the activist work of the founders of LULAC who were in 
deed LAO.  He does not offer any information about how many were employed by or connected 
with Manuel Veiga Jr. or does not refer to what the transcripts say about him and Barrios and the 
third person (Tarango).  He does not indicate that LAO is the Latin American Voters League or 
the Latin American Voters Counsel and that it is the nucleus of this group with different names 
that is an embryonic LULAC Council later chartered and numbered 147.  Mr. Tarango was truly a 
person who could identify this group because of his activity as a member of it.  Mr. Frank 
Palomino was involved in the beginning of the case and becomes a plaintiff and is part of this 
group (Interview:  Hector Tarango 2002) (Minutes of May 8th transcribed by Tarango).   The 
earlier work of Hass (1985) does include a basic interview of Hector Tarango, but Hass fails to 
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make the point in her dissertation Barrios of Santa Ana: Community, Class, and Urbanization, 
1850-1947 that in 1943 the efforts of an informal activist group, Latin American Organization 
(LAO) were led specifically by LULAC founders, Manuel Veiga Jr., Hector R. Tarango and Cruz 
G. Barrios that Gonzalez (1990) (1994) does in his study. Mr. Hector R. Tarango (now deceased) 
provided numerous interviews for LULAC PROJECT:  PATRIOTS WITH CIVIL RIGHTS.    

Mr. Hector Tarango was present as a leader and witness and therefore had personal 
knowledge of what was said and done for the formation of the case.  Because Mr. Tarango 
participated in the struggle to end discrimination against the Mexican people and is a founder of 
LULAC in Orange County, he is a credible witness of the origins of the class action lawsuit and 
the formation of LULAC.  Moreover his overall perspective of the history of LULAC in 
California is valid and noteworthy. He further served LULAC as a national officer in the position 
of Trustee in 1947 and various positions after. (LULAC NEWS, Vol. 14, No. 2, August, 1947). 
(See Documentary Sources in this report for sworn statement by Hector Tarango as handwritten 
by him on a copy of the Minutes of the Westminster Elementary School Board of September 19, 
1944 (obtained at the offices of Westminster School District) attesting to the fact that he was 
present, his name is Tarango not “Diago” and he was also a member of Latin American Voters 
League, or Counsel and as such co-founded LULAC in Orange County, California, with its first 
council, Santa Ana Council No. 147).  

According to Hector R. Tarango, “Gonzalo Mendez was willing to volunteer to be a 
representative plaintiff because he was disturbed by what happened to his family.”  Mr. Tarango 
stated in another interview in 2003, “We weren’t afraid.” [Hector Godinez recalled Tarango’s 
bravado when LULAC members were harassed by officers as revealed in the work by Moises 
Sandoval, Our Legacy the First Fifty Years (Washington D.C.:  League of United Latin American 
Citizens, 1979)].   Furthermore, in interviews in 2002 and 2003, Hector R. Tarango emphatically 
declared, “We helped organize the lawsuit before the case was filed, all the way to the end, 
including the appeal.” Mr. Tarango never once accepted the notion that LULAC didn’t help in 
organizing the case in the beginning or another explanation that LULAC helped only at the time 
of the appeal; after it was chartered for his experience and evidence to back it confirm his 
statements. 

Because founders of LULAC helped organized the lawsuit they are also responsible for it 
being filed although Gonzalo Méndez primarily contributed to the initial hiring of the attorney 
David C. Marcus. The cost of the lawsuit was shared at various points in the duration of the case.  
Mrs. William Guzman stated that she thought: “We all pitched in.”  (Interview: Virginia Guzman, 
2003). This assertion is supported by LULAC founders and members interviewed, and further 
demonstrated in documented evidence provided in part two of this report.  The assertion is thus 
made here that Mr. Gonzalo Méndez did not pay for all litigation costs even though he might 
have had the means to do so as may have been previously implied by others (Gonzales, 1990) 
(Robin Harder and Manuel N. Gómez, p. 8 “Separate and Unequal: Méndez v. Westminster and 
Desegregation in California Schools” A Family changes History: Méndez v. Westminster, edited 
by Majorie De Martino, 1998) (Mendez vs. Westminster: For All the Children/Para Todos Los 
Niños by Robbie/KOCE-TV, 2002). 

Patriots with civil rights and founders of LULAC in Orange County: Manuel Veiga Jr. a 
World War II veteran inspired by his father Manuel Veiga Sr. also a founder of LULAC in 
Orange County California, the owners of Veiga Funeral Home; Cruz Barrios, a Santa Ana 
merchant (Barrios Market; Hector R. Tarango, an officer in the California National Guard; and 
others; were key leaders in uniting the various actively involved leaders from different areas in 
Orange County to bring them together for one cause to defend the rights of the people of Mexican 
or Latin descent. The consciousness of political issues of civil rights and legal rights was raised 
by these leaders and shared with others including Gonzalo Méndez who personally knew them 
and had knowledge of their experience in leading the fight for equality and justice and for that 
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reason referred to them to represent him and his wife Felicitas and others of their contingency of 
parents whose families were being discriminated against in the Orange County area of 
Westminster as he testified in July of 1945.   

The lawsuit was filed under a principle of law in civil procedure, that a class action 
would resolve the same claims raised by multiple parties in these four school districts of Orange 
County. Consequently this case was not one single lawsuit first filed by Gonzalo and Felicitas 
Méndez on behalf of their children for the benefit of all children and then later joined in by 
further efforts of Gonzalo Méndez in bringing forth to the court subsequent lawsuits by other 
plaintiff families. All plaintiff families were joint parties and all filed together in one large 
complaint with five fathers as named plaintiffs: Gonzalo Méndez, William Guzman, Frank 
Palomino, Thomas Estrada, Lorenzo Ramirez representing each of their children: fifteen children 
were named as plaintiffs and 5,000 un-named children similarly situated. Fighting discrimination 
was in deed a great cause that required more than one agitated force to challenge and overcome 
this serious and extreme maltreatment of Mexican families.   

In the hearing, David Marcus made the argument before Judge Paul McCormick and to 
opposing County Counsel that the court begin proceedings first with the representative school 
district in Garden Grove rather than the school district in Westminster or the other school 
districts; El Modena; and Santa Ana; because as Marcus alleged the most severe discriminatory 
practices under the hand of Superintendent of Garden Grove Elementary School District of 
Orange County, James L. Kent, would settle the matter immediately and thus would require less 
court time.  The representative plaintiff and resident of Garden Grove was Frank Palomino a 
founder of LULAC Council No. 147 and father of Arthur and Sally Palomino, children who were 
plaintiffs in the lawsuit. (See Documentary Sources for a copy of the minutes of a Meeting of 
fourteen persons held at Veiga Funeral Home, May 8, 1946 to form a chapter of the League of 
United Latin American Citizens in Santa Ana for record of Frank Palomino of Garden Grove as 
co-founder of Santa Ana LULAC Council No. 147). (The handwritten original in Manuel Veiga’s 
handwriting and the original minutes as typed by Tarango are shown in hands of Hector Tarango 
in photograph taken by author at one of his interviews as seen in documentary sources).  

 At issue in the trial was discrimination based on national origin by school districts that 
acted under the color of authority or jurisdiction of the State. Unjust discrimination by the 
segregation of children of Mexican ancestry was a violation of the civil rights of American Latino 
children and therefore was enjoined by the court under American laws, respectively the due 
process clause and equal protection clause of the Fourteen Amendment of the Constitution of the 
United States and pertinent California law. Marcus presented evidence of the school system 
practice of segregation that substantially supported his claim that only Mexican parents received 
letters from school districts denying their children the right to transfer and or enroll in certain 
schools. Witnesses, that were brought forth, provided additional testimony of discrimination 
because of inherent segregation practices in school board policies of enrollment that created 
separate schools for Mexicans (Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange 
County et al. 1946, transcripts of trial stored in National Archives and Records Administration, 
(Pacific Region), Laguna Niguel).   

However, enrollment of one hundred percent Mexicans in a school is not necessarily 
unjust discrimination. Within the political landscape of the good neighbor policy and its 
derivative pan-Americanism, the migration of people from Mexico and other Latin American 
countries continued in spite of the occurrence of heavy repatriation of Mexicans in the thirties and 
a second world war. The overriding hard evidence or proof of unjust discrimination by 
segregation consisted of those letters, limiting the enrollment of the children of Mexican families 
to certain schools sent by school officials to only these Mexican families as Marcus presented and 
not to other families of other ethnic groups that would have included, Anglo American, Jewish 
American or African American families. The complaint, filed by five non-veteran fathers of 



 

 60 

Mexican descent, on behalf of their respective fifteen children and 5,000 similarly situated who 
were of Mexican/Latin descent, and that proceeded through the courts of justice, was not based 
on a multi-ethnic cause of action that required relief for multi-ethnic groups, but a cause of action 
for relief for the class of children of Mexican/Latin descent--American Latino children. The 
children of Mexican descent were mandated to attend public schools under California law, yet 
they were not allowed to attend integrated schools with Anglo-American children.   The class 
action did have however amici curiae from other ethnic groups.  

The complaint was not brought forth as cause of action for a class action for the school 
children of Chinese, Indian, Mongolian or Japanese ethnic groups whom were considered 
excluded from protection from violations of civil rights because California laws, specifically 
under the California Education Code, then allowed segregation in the education of the children of 
these ethnic groups. Relief from the court in this particular legal case was therefore not sought for 
them. The allowance of segregation of these children was later outlawed by the State of 
California because their segregation was also unjust discrimination (See article by Ignacio López 
in El Espectador reprinted in Documentary Sources). The point here is that, the school case itself, 
although a class action, had no bearing on the segregation or then internment of Japanese or 
Japanese American families in Orange County. The internment of a particular Japanese American 
family who leased property to Gonzalo Méndez may have temporarily provided an opportunity 
for income for the Gonzalo Méndez family but not necessarily the payment of all litigation cost as 
claimed but refuted by evidence of other sources of funding. Nor did litigation of the Orange 
County California school case and consequent ruling directly or specifically effect African 
American families whose children already attended integrated schools in defendant school 
districts and spoke only in the English language; nor Jewish American families whose children 
also attended integrated schools because they also were not designated as having a specific 
problem in speaking in English; a problem that school officials alleged deemed the children of 
Latin descent as inferior in their capacity to learn and to progress in schools.  

Additionally, the school case was neither primarily or solely litigated upon the allegation 
and evidence of the denial of enrollment into an Anglo American school of Sylvia, Gonzalo Jr., 
Geronimo, children of lead plaintiff Gonzalo Mendez, for in this matter, one example was 
necessary but not necessarily sufficient as proof of the practice of segregation and most 
importantly unjust discrimination by all four school districts. And of course, the letters that served 
as hard evidence of segregation and school statistics that showed the disparity of enrollment in 
terms of ethnic composition also weighed in on the judicial matter.  Judge McCormick accepted 
to hear the case and heard substantial testimony of many complainants and that of social scientists 
as expert witnesses of how Spanish-speaking children learn the English language and learn in 
schools through informal contact and English immersion. Segregation would not provide 
American Latino children the opportunity to learn and to progress in school. Experts testified that 
segregation of the children of Mexican or Latin descent does cause them to feel inferior and 
negate their opportunity to learn. The court thus concluded that integration provides instead the 
positive outcome of social equality in education. 

 The discriminatory segregation of school children of Mexican/Latin descent of the 
Caucasian race as authorized by four school districts was found to be a violation of the civil rights 
of the estimated 5000 children of Mexican/Latin descent, and was consequently, enjoined by the 
court. However, enforcement of the ruling became another obstacle to overcome. Measures taken 
by the four school districts for a transition to compliance were easier done in one case than in 
another. More challenging was the fact that the ruling had no binding on school districts 
elsewhere, other than those specified in Orange County. In sum, the case ruling did not settle the 
issue of discrimination and segregation for all the children and is not cited in Brown v Board of 
Education, 1954, although tangible links have been found.  Pressure placed on school boards 
prior to the lawsuit did in one instance eliminate the segregation of the children of Japanese 
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descent as indicated in the minutes of the Westminster Elementary School Board meeting of 
January 10, 1945. And hence, because of the actual lawsuit, pressure placed on school boards 
threatened with further legal action did have influence upon decisions to desegregate schools that 
were within the administration and jurisdiction of other school districts.   

Segregation of children did not entirely end in 1946. The struggle to end discrimination 
and segregation continued; pressure on school authorities and school boards continued. However 
one major legal battle was won and LULAC founders had a significant role in determining this 
landmark victory for the people of Mexican/Latin descent because they helped to organize the 
plaintiffs, witnesses, and pay for legal costs and because they followed the sought advice of 
attorney David C. Marcus, affiliated with the Mexican Consulate, in doing so.  

 The formation of the lawsuit begins in the early 1940s. Amicus curiae was filed by other 
groups at the time of filing of the case to aid the Judge and Judges in their consideration of the 
matter by providing other information, including a joint Brief of the National Lawyers Guild and 
American Civil Liberties Union, filed October 1, 1945 and notably later for the appeal, Motion 
and Brief for the National Association for the Advancement of Colored People As Amicus Curiae 
filed October 2, 1946. Others also filed amicus curiae but also were not parties and therefore not 
entitled to relief by the court.  Points of all amicus curiae are provided further below as they were 
filed for the complaint and after for the appeal. Points are also made further below for both 
decisions that are identified here simply by dates of legal proceedings. Decision by Judge Paul 
McCormick, U.S. Federal District Court in Los Angeles was granted to the plaintiffs, as 
petitioners, March 21, 1946, and against the school districts that were defendants, or respondents, 
who appealed the case March 30, 1946. The decision of the lower court was upheld April 14, 
1947 by appellate judges of the Ninth Circuit of the U.S. Court of Appeals in San Francisco.  

In sum, the class action lawsuit, Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of 
Orange County et al. was the result of a concerted effort of mainly and most notably Mexican and 
Mexican American and or Latino plaintiff families, LULAC founders and members and not only 
the firm resolve of Gonzalo, who was Mexican and a naturalized American citizen, a lead 
plaintiff and a trial witness, and or his wife Felicitas Méndez who was Puerto Rican and an 
American citizen, a trial witness but not a named plaintiff, as has been commonly accepted.  As a 
result of this study, the account of the founders of LULAC in Orange County, California, with 
respect to their work in this class action lawsuit is consistent with the discovered sequence of 
events and documentation of their efforts.  Any repudiation of these facts is therefore refuted. 

Great historic events provide exceptional opportunities to examine and to bring to light 
the human condition. Historical insight of human endeavor reveals the human spirit: hope that 
promises a better tomorrow and that persists without end.  It is often the case that to have great 
change there must be great forces to alter and to bring about a sense of peaceful equilibrium to an 
otherwise unstable social environment: an environment wrought with social and political 
antagonism; unwarranted fear created by the perception of the unaccepted other.  The birth of 
LULAC brought forth the strength in numbers to combat this type of antagonism for negatively 
perceived cultural differences create class distinctions among people. LULAC councils were 
formed in California beginning in 1933.  Documentation of the formation of these councils and 
information on the lawsuit is presented under the section of the report titled Documentary Sources 
I-V.  

Compiled evidentiary data does portray a people willing to organize themselves and 
others in order to have social justice; an equal social standing among their fellow citizens and/or 
residents in California.  It is they whom we can view as the leaders of the cause to fight 
discrimination against the people of Mexican or Latin descent in light of evidence found. For 
example, in the early forties, in Orange County California, the view that people with a different 
type of surname or that people with knowledge and/or use of another language, or that people 
who hold a different lineage, ancestry, or national origin, (darker in complexion who may belong 



 

 62 

to a different race) are to be seen as dirty, inferior in social appearance and in intelligence, 
presented the “Mexican problem” set to be handled in a different manner.  It is this perception of 
negatively viewed differences that led school authorities of the 1940’s in Orange County 
California to violate the civil rights of children of Mexican Ancestry (Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. 
Westminster School District of Orange County et al.).  Specifically, Mexican children were 
wrongfully perceived to fit into these negative categorical descriptions hence they required 
segregation from other children who were either considered White American or English speaking 
pupils of the Anglo Saxon race and whom were deemed to have the right characteristics to learn 
and to progress in schools.  Because of segregation, children of people of Mexican or Latin 
extraction did not share the same opportunity and educational benefits as Anglo American 
children; they did not receive their equal right to an equal American education under the principle 
of social equality, a principle now defined as Educational Equity in California Education Code, 
Chapter 2, and defended in Article 3, Prohibition of Discrimination.   

Research into the formation of LULAC councils in California led to the role of LULAC 
in the 1946 California landmark case of Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of 
Orange County et al. and into a deeper inquiry of what happened in this case. How people are 
associated provides the key in understanding and explaining the involvement of LULAC 
founders and members in a social cause. Hence, the depiction of the development of 
LULAC in California is historically interwoven and highlighted with the account of this 
lawsuit.  Although the focus of other investigative research has been on lead plaintiff Gonzalo 
Méndez and his wife Felícitas of Méndez v Westminster, a different approach to examining the 
historical background of this case was warranted for a more comprehensive and therefore a more 
complete view of the extensively large class action lawsuit listed purposefully in full title 
throughout this study as Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange County 
et al.  Part of this study in its purpose was to present an un-biased view of history through actual 
verification of LULAC’s history in California. 

Detailed research in this LULAC project report is comprised of the following: 
information obtained by interviews with persons who were involved in this case intermittently 
conducted in various months and years; historical documents such as minutes of school boards; 
court documents including original complaint; and transcripts of the testimony of witnesses 
before Judge Paul J. McCormick found and obtained from the National Archives and Records 
Administration, (Pacific Region), Laguna Niguel; and other court documents including copies of 
appeal; findings; conclusions of the court; and decision by appellate judges of the Ninth Judicial 
Circuit of U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals obtained from National Archives and Records 
Administration (Pacific Region) San Bruno, California, birth and death records at both Orange 
County Recorders Office and the County of Los Angeles Hall of Records; historical data at the 
Orange County Planning Department Office; the tracking of plaintiff families and others involved 
and their oral histories and documents and information obtained directly from them and finally 
information from LULAC NEWS of National LULAC and local LULAC publications and other 
Latino publications of the time.   

Findings from this research revealed a great amount of evidence of a convergence of 
forces that equaled the right elements for change, a better American way of living for Latinos in 
California, the mission of LULAC.  Particularly in the case of the lawsuit, this change in history 
was from discrimination and segregation of people of Mexican or Latin extraction from others, to 
an end of the administrative policies of four school districts in Orange County in the State of 
California that were in effect discriminatory by regulations, customs, usages and practices as 
ruled by Judge Paul McCormick in his decision in 1946. The facts clearly reveal that this change 
occurred because of a unifying common cause and a consolidated and effective result; the court 
decision in 1946 upheld in 1947. The credit goes to all: not only those who hail from Westminster 
but also to those whose life was centered in other areas and cities of Orange County, California. 
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And credit also extends to those in the judicial system whose work for social justice was outside 
of Orange County but still in California, namely Los Angeles and San Francisco. Other 
desegregation efforts have tangible links to this landmark case organized by LULAC founders.  
Efforts of Unified Veterans and Citizens of Placentia, Atwood and La Jolla, and their connection 
to LULAC serve as an example and are further explained and revealed below. 

In sum, from a historic and legal perspective, the right elements for change either 
purposely directed or inadvertently created came to the forefront as they converged in the early 
1940’s. As revealed in the study of the formation of LULAC in California and the class action 
lawsuit these elements for change consisted of the following: (1) the need to change the 
discriminatory conditions themselves, (2) the legal structure of the judicial system in place: 
attorney for the plaintiffs David C. Marcus and his affiliation with the Mexican Consulate and 
prior litigation (Lopez v Seccombe, 1944); and at the time of the appeal of this case, David 
Marcus joined by support counsel William Strong; the Southern Division District Judge Paul J. 
McCormick; and the seven appellate judges of the Ninth Judicial Circuit U.S. Court of Appeals; 
amicus curiae by American Civil Liberties Union, and the National Lawyers Guild in 1945 and  
in 1946, NAACP,  and others and finally (3) the people willing and able to organize themselves 
with the assistance of community leaders such as the founders and members of LULAC  and 
some support from the Roman Catholic Church, the Mexican Consulate and some although much 
less support from other organizations such as the Mexican American Movement (M.A.M.) and 
the connections to the governmental agency OIAA that had at one time a consultant, LULACer 
George I. Sanchez and a representative agent Ignacio L. López  both civil rights leaders. 
  

DISCRIMINATORY CONDITIONS: 
THE “MEXICAN PROBLEM” AND THE SEGREGATION OF CHILDREN 

 
Mexican children who were able to speak in the English language were denied the 

opportunity to learn American ideals and democratic principles as other children because they 
were segregated from others who were identified as English speaking pupils. Their ability to learn 
and to progress in their knowledge of the American way of life was hindered.  They did not share 
the same fundamental right to “life, liberty or to property” as protected by the Fourteenth 
Amendment of the U.S. Constitution due process of law and equal protection of civil rights. 
Consequently suspect classification by acts of discrimination because of national origin met the 
criteria for civil action by complainants who did not have social equality defined as educational 
equity in the California Education Code.  They were discriminated against by school officials 
who implemented school policies that did not allow them to enroll in the same schools as others 
who were mainly white or Anglo American children (some instances African American) whose 
ability to speak English was not in question.  School officials created these discriminatory 
policies because of complaints by the parents of White children and some others that too many 
Mexican children were being allowed via a transfer system into non-integrated schools.  The 
“Mexican problem” which was categorically explained by school officials who defended their 
discriminatory practice as having been caused by exacerbated crowded conditions is explained as 
the result of broadly pronounced and overwhelming prejudice against the people of Mexican 
descent. Latinos of primarily of Mexican descent consequently went before the school boards to 
remedy segregation in the schools (“Mexican Problem,” Santa Ana School Board, Minutes, 
1940’s) (Westminster Elementary School Board of Trustees, Minutes, 1944 and 1945) (Placentia 
Unified School District Board of Trustees, Minutes, 1946-1949).  

The clamor first initiated by Anglo Americans who pressured schools authorities to do 
something about the “Mexican problem” climaxed when Mexican and Mexican Americans 
applied their own pressure and went before school boards demanding that their children be 
allowed to attend the better and closer school(s).  Mrs. Virginia Guzman testified that letters 
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were sent out to Mexican parents. “And we said why didn’t the others, our neighbors right 
next door and across the street, that were going to the Franklin School, why they didn’t get 
any letters. And they said that those kids got a special permit, the white kids, as they call 
them. . .to be transferred to the Franklin (integrated school or school where White 
American children attended) that live in the Fremont District (non-integrated where 
Mexican American children attended—“Mexican school”), to go out of the Fremont District 
to the Franklin District.” Additionally in her testimony Mrs. Guzman makes the contention that 
colored people were also allowed to attend Franklin (school) and only Mexican children attended 
the Fremont School. (Virginia Guzman Testimony as indicated, Friday July 6, 1945, pp. 205 and 
206 in Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange County et al. 1946).  
(Interview:  Mrs. Virginia Guzman, 2003). 

Mr. William Guzman testified (Gonzalo Méndez et.al v. Westminster School District of 
Orange County et al., Transcripts of Trial, July 6, 1945, Testimony William Guzman: p. 170) 
about trying to enroll their son Billy into the Franklin school to no avail. He stated,  

 
So then I went and got myself a lawyer, Mr. martin, who was over there at the 
School Board. 
     William Guzman, Plaintiff 
 
Prior to the groups joining together from different parts of Orange County, the group led 

by William Guzman and his wife Virginia and others as recorded in the minutes of Santa Ana 
School Board during the Fall of 1944, hired their own attorney Martin, an attorney in Santa Ana, 
who did not pursue the case any farther than at the meetings of the Santa Ana School Board. 
More information than is included here about the others for instance Felicitas Fuentes and Mabel 
Mendez who were also actively involved is recorded in the transcripts of those who also testified 
and also those mentioned in the minutes of the meetings of the Board. Information about the 
discriminatory letters sent to the parents of children of Mexican descent is found in the testimony 
of various witnesses for the plaintiffs.  With respect to information about witnesses representing 
other locales such as Garden Grove and El Modena, that is also in transcripts of legal 
proceedings. 

In very few cases, the transfer system in schools had allowed some Latino parents to 
enroll their children into the schools where the white children attended. When Latino parents had 
knowledge that some Mexican American school children had enrolled in White schools and their 
own denied they complained to school officials whom were responsible.  One example is the 
testimony given by Gonzalo Méndez when he recounts that he asked Mr. Harris, (Superintendent 
of Westminster School District) “why was it that he had admitted other Mexican children there 
sometime.” Mr. Méndez refers in this account to a Mrs. Alarcon whose children were admitted 
into the integrated school whereas his had not been. Thus he infers that complaints to the school 
board about discrimination of his children were not resolved (Gonzalo Méndez testimony, as 
recorded July 9, 1945 on p. 452 in Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of 
Orange County et al.). And now in the early 1940’s, the Anglo Americans wanted a total end to 
transfers that allowed Mexican children to attend school with their own.  School authorities 
responded by executing a modification to their school transfer system whereby they first of all, in 
effect, prohibited Mexican children to enroll into integrated schools for English speaking pupils. 
Secondly, they stipulated that children (of Mexican descent) who previously had been allowed to 
enter on a transfer basis as exceptions were to return to the school within their school district 
boundary, i.e., Mexican schools although some children had already been accepted as transfers 
because they were approved by school officials in their ability to speak in English and were 
deemed presentable in appearance. But, letters informing parents of policy changes concerning 
transfers were only sent to the parents of children of Mexican or Latin descent in the fall of 1944.  
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(Specific reference to letters informing Mexican parents of the status of transfers follows further 
below). 

In Hector R. Tarango’s account, the heightened clamor in the Latino community 
prompted Manuel Veiga Jr., Hector R. Tarango, Cruz Barrios and a fourth person most likely 
Isadore Gonzales to seek legal counsel (Interview: Hector R. Tarango, 2002). These men of 
Mexican/Latin or Hispanic extraction went to Los Angeles to consult with David Marcus before 
the actual lawsuit was filed in March of 1945 as to what to do about legally waging a fight against 
discrimination of Mexicans whom they considered as having rights, and those of Mexican 
ancestry who were born in the U.S. and whom they considered to be equal Americans 
(Interviews: Hector R. Tarango, 2002 and 2003, 2004, and 2005). Gonzalo Méndez and others of 
the so termed Hoover school Mexican Colony were accompanied by these founders of LULAC as 
reported in Minutes of Westminster School Board of Trustees of September 19, 1944.  Gonzalo 
Méndez, sought the assistance of fellow activists in the fall of 1944 (Gonzalo Méndez testimony, 
July, 9, 1945, Gonzalo Méndez vs. Westminster School District of Orange County et al., 1946, 
transcripts of trial, pp. 447-449, National Archives and Records Administration, (Pacific Region), 
Laguna Niguel) and becomes a representative plaintiff when he learned from them the amount of 
discrimination against Mexican families, a common problem that his family also experienced 
through the efforts of Latin American Voters League noted as beginning in 1943 (Interview: 
Hector R. Tarango, 2002). At a special meeting of the Westminster School Board of Trustees held 
January 10, 1945, “The problem of the complaint from the Mexican speaking peoples was 
discussed at length.” As reported in the minutes of the Westminster School Board of January 10, 
1945, “Mr. Harris (Superintendent of Westminster School District) reported that David C. 
Marcus, suite 416, Spring and Second Building, 129 W. 2nd, Los Angeles, had called at the office 
with Mr. Gonzales [sic] Mendez on January 9, 1945. Mr. Marcus, attorney, at law indicated that 
in his opinion there was discrimination being practiced in this district.” (See documentary sources 
for reproductions of minutes). 

The outcry of social injustice that came from different cities, colonias or areas i.e., 
Artesia, Delhi, Logan of Santa Ana, Westminster, Garden Grove, El Modena, Placentia-Atwood-
La Jolla, and La Habra took roots and groups formed and one of those groups continued to exist 
as a Santa Ana LULAC chapter. Initially this chapter membership represented most of these areas 
or colonias of Orange County (Interview: Alex Maldonado, 2003, 2008).  The value in activism is 
the point made here.  Without those who step forward, progress would not be made in any 
endeavor. Particular leaders of barrios can narrate further their own specific battles.  The 
founders of LULAC stepped forward in this case and when asked for their organized leadership 
and support, it was provided and is well documented throughout this study. The spirit of LULAC 
prevailed because American Latinos in Orange County California were organized.  

Manuel Veiga Jr. is enlisted into the Army May 24, 1945 (U.S. World War II Army 
Enlistment Records, 1938-1946), and in May 8, 1946 he is present and elected the first president 
of the LULAC council in Santa Ana at a meeting held at his family business, Veiga Funeral 
Home.  Other officers are elected including Mr. Cruz Barrios, who is elected Treasurer and Mr. 
Hector R. Tarango who is elected Secretary. Mr. Frank Palomino, plaintiff in case seconds a 
motion to meet again.   Santa Ana Council No. 147 is then installed and chartered June 9, 1946.  

Understanding the practice of discrimination in its multiple forms is important in 
explaining the history of those whose lives were dedicated to fighting discrimination against 
people of their own ethnicity or nationality. Explaining various race categories does not fully 
explain the decision in Mendez et al. even though discrimination can be attributed to the color of 
the Mexican who in general terms is darker in complexion when compared to white Anglo-Saxon 
people and in particular cases whose complexion can be likened to that of African Americans.  
Underlying racism leads to discrimination when the perception of what is dark is unclean has 
been designated to persons of a different national origin.  In this light, descriptions of national 
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origin may inherently differentiate people by their physical characteristics, the defining 
characteristics of racial categories.  For instance the people from Mexico are in general different 
in physical traits and in type of language spoken when compared to certain people from certain 
European countries. Mexicans were discriminated against because of their national origin because 
they “speak Spanish” in their homes, they “don’t talk in English” and they are identified as such 
by their Spanish surnames.  National origin that inherently consists of these physical 
characterizations and language differentiations was the appropriately designated basis for 
litigation that claimed this kind of discrimination and consequently for the decision for the 
plaintiffs, all who were of Mexican/Latin families.  

As evidenced in Méndez et al., the actual legal cause of action that produced an entire 
class action was discrimination against a differentiated class of Mexican people; for example, 
those letters that were discriminatory on the basis of Mexican national origin.  Used as an excuse 
by school officials to segregate, national origin indirectly encompassed these differences in 
language, therefore, the need for “ability segregation” to compensate for allegedly inferior 
English language skills and physical characteristics, therefore, the need to segregate because of 
perceived distinctions of which children are unclean or dirty.  In some cases as indicated before 
colored children were allowed to attend with white children (Interview: Virginia Guzman, 2002). 
This is not to state that discrimination based on race did not occur and should not be reported or 
combated but in this legal case, ethnicity of the Mexican people as defined by school officials 
was at the crux of the matter.   

Race had already been put to rest as an issue for litigation in the pre-trial portion of the 
case because there was not a distinct separate category in terms of race for Mexicans who 
belonged in the Caucasian race category (Mendez v Westminster, Transcripts, 1945, at National 
Archives and Records Administration, (Pacific Region), Laguna Niguel). School officials were 
not restricted from segregating under certain California laws certain children of other racial 
categories. Because of such law, it is interesting to note a misinterpretation of the case that 
concludes Mexican and Mexican American plaintiff families won because they could not be 
discriminated against because they were Caucasian according to race, therefore they could not be 
legally discriminated against because of this kind of racism.  This contention identifies racism 
and then negates it as the single or independent variable and thus the determinant of the basis of 
the complaint. This explanation in considering whether or not the violations were based according 
to California law holds true.  However, the larger jurisdictional law includes another 
classification of discrimination and that is national origin according to the Fourteen Amendment 
of the United States Constitution. The case for instance was also and more significantly 
adjudicated on the issue of whether or not persons were discriminated because of their national 
origin or Mexican ethnicity or Latin ethnicity and not race as strictly defined in definitive racial 
categories. Ethnically and culturally Mexican Americans or Chicanos refer to themselves and 
other Latinos (some include in this category Afro-Latinos) as la raza, that is an ethnic and 
cultural and political group of people living in America; the general meaning of the term may 
indicate alternate meanings as differentiations to the category of race. In this sense an Anglo 
person who is white and Caucasion by race is not considered raza. 

The case of Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange County et 
al. was litigated and decided upon the fact that only the children of Mexican families could no 
longer even attempt to attend the schools which were allegedly outside of their fixed by school 
districts school boundary, through the transfer system. In El Modena the schools were next to one 
another (Interview: Jose Ramirez, plaintiff, 2003).  Children were kept apart in different schools; 
with different lunch schedules and play schedules so that interaction and social mixing could not 
take place. The primary factor for the struggle against discrimination was the discriminatory 
school district letters about enrollment and transfers that ignited the cause which were sent by 
school authorities in the Fall of 1944.  Some parents had previously tried to enroll their children 
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in integrated schools through the transfer system and failed.  These letters were presented as 
evidence before the court of the presiding judge, Honorable Paul J. McCormick of District Court 
of the United States Southern District Division Central Division in Los Angeles by attorney 
David C. Marcus, who was affiliated with the Mexican Consulate.  Litigation of the alleged 
matter of discrimination which took place in the five-day trial, Méndez et al. vs. Westminster 
School District of Orange County et al. brought before Judge Paul J. McCormick was 
significantly determined upon these letters sent to multiple Mexican parents in multiple schools 
districts in Orange County.  (Information about these letters including text of an exhibit letter is 
found throughout the legal proceedings as recorded in transcripts found in case files located at 
National Archives and Records Administration, (Pacific Region), Laguna Niguel, CA). 

School boards supported their practices and claimed that they in deed were not 
discriminatory but were based on valid school policy that did not violate any existing state laws 
for they claimed there were none that were applicable and therefore they were not jurisdictionally 
bound to and were not prohibited from using measures of segregation based on levels of ability of 
children to learn.  Once they were served with the complaint, school boards responded.  For 
example, the following is an excerpt of the response by Westminster School District of Orange 
County, May 5, 1945 p. 3, Méndez v Westminster, 1946, National Archives and Records 
Administration, (Pacific Region), Laguna Niguel):  

 
That for the purpose and for the benefit of said pupils, and to give them 
instruction in the aforesaid subject separate and apart from the English speaking 
pupils, the Board of Trustees of said District have determined that it is for the 
best interests of said pupils of Mexican descent and for the best interests of the 
English speaking pupils, that said groups be educated separately during the 
period they are in the lower grades.  
 

But their explanations and attempts to validate their actions throughout the legal case 
ultimately failed.  David C. Marcus, affiliated with the Mexican Consulate, attorney for the 
petitioners and as such attorney for 5000 children of Mexican ancestry repeatedly asked witnesses 
if and when they received letters that in effect enforced the school boards discriminatory school 
policies.  Hence the threshold for bringing a case to trial and having a prayer heard in court was 
met.  Marcus went beyond the question of did you ever see or speak with a principal, 
superintendent or ask at a school board meeting and or request at any time or place that your child 
be allowed to attend a school known to be for “Whites” or “Anglo Americans or “English 
speaking pupils”?  He presented to the court the evidence in black and white, those discriminatory 
letters: prima facie evidence of discrimination. 

 
THE RIGHT LAWYERS, THE RIGHT JUDGE AND THE RIGHT JUDGES 
 
School officials were wrong in separating children in schools because it is against the 

law. The following is an analysis of the judicial reasoning of Judge Paul J. McCormick that 
explains why.  Although the parent is the first teacher of the child, the ultimate responsibility of 
educating a child rests upon the schools.  The parents are dependent on schools and their 
respective teachers to educate their children so that they can become persons who can progress in 
society.  The education of Mexican children in the American way and in the English language 
could only be achieved in integrated schools.  The parents entrusted the schools with the ultimate 
responsibility of providing to their children an equal American education; not one that is separate 
and unequal. When school officials segregated and discriminated against their children the effect 
was that of detrimental reliance.  This premise was supported by the litigation skills of David 
Marcus.  Marcus allowed Charles F. Christopher of the National Lawyers Guild under amicus 
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curiae to bring before the court Mary Hughes who testified before Judge McCormick about 
conclusions based on a study of the educational status of Mexican children attending Pío Pico 
Elementary School in the El Ranchito School District of Los Angeles.  Mrs. Hughes stated that 
children learn better when they have “informal social contact” with their peers. This interaction 
between pupils is vital for a child’s education and the state with its representative educators has a 
compelling interest in providing a learning environment that enables children to learn and to 
progress and eventually become law abiding citizens of the nation.  (Méndez v Westminster, 1946: 
See Court transcripts at National Archives, Pacific Region, Laguna Niguel, CA of Hearings held 
July 1945 before Judge Paul J. McCormick of testimonies by witnesses brought forth by attorney 
for plaintiffs David C. Marcus and for the words of Judge Paul J. McCormick).   

Because school authorities were held responsible for educating children and therefore 
jurisdictionally bound to do so; and because of their discriminatory practices, they and their 
policies and practices were in violation of constitutional law that states as in U.S. Const., Amend. 
XIV §1: 

 
Section 1. All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to the 
jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the United State and of the State wherein they 
reside.  No state shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges 
or immunities of citizens of the United States; nor shall any State deprive any 
person of life, liberty or property, without due process of law; nor deny to any 
person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws. 

 
The law has been further defined in the Civil Rights Act of 1964, and states as in 42 

U.S.C. §1983:  
 

Every person who, under color of any statute, ordinance, regulation, custom, or 
usage, of any State or Territory or the District of Columbia, subjects, or cause to 
be subjected, any citizen of the United states or other person within the 
jurisdiction thereof to the deprivation of any rights, privileges, or immunities 
secured by the Constitution and laws, shall be liable to the party injured in an 
action at law, suit in equity, or other proper proceeding for redress, except that in 
any action brought against a judicial officer for an act or omission taken in such 
officer’s judicial capacity, injunctive relief shall not be granted unless a 
declaratory decree was violated or declaratory relief was unavailable.  For the 
purposes of this section, any Act of Congress applicable exclusively to the 
District of Columbia shall be considered to be a statute of the District of 
Columbia. 

 
The plaintiffs and community leaders had the right judge in 1945-1946 and the right 

seven appellate judges in 1946-1947.  And, of course, they had the right attorney in David C. 
Marcus (law degree from University of Southern California in 1927) who had the necessary and 
appropriate class action type of lawsuit experience.  (See Documentary Sources for further 
information and for photo of Marcus).  Marcus then asked attorney William Strong to join him 
after the decision was appealed by the school districts.  (See Documentary Sources for 
information and photo of Strong). 

The question of jurisdiction of the 1946 case, whether or not it belonged at the level of 
the federal judiciary, was at issue.  Jurisdiction was determined to be at the federal district court 
level and subsequently at the federal appellate court level.  In any state of the country, any 
responsible party, entity, or agent or institution with authority over conditions--the necessary and 
sufficient meaning of the operative term “State” that violates a persons civil rights and due 
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process of law was to be prosecuted under constitutional law.  Because discrimination based on 
national origin had occurred in the schools for this was a school case that involved the education 
of children of Mexican ancestry, and more significantly and importantly because the law that was 
allegedly violated was federal law, and the complaint was a class action involving four school 
districts, during pre-trial the case was referred to by Judge McCormick as “sui generis,” a Latin 
term meaning of its own kind.  

In his adjudication of the matter, Judge McCormick held to his beliefs of the tradition of 
a careful and lawful interpretation built through time that invoked legal principles of American 
law that were not to be subjected to the demands of some witnesses in this case who claimed 
equal rights in education for their children because family members had served in the military 
during WWII.  Rights and privileges and or protection were not to be granted by Judge 
McCormick because of “political winds” of the time.  He himself makes reference to this during 
the trial and elaborately addresses the foundation for his beliefs making reference to precedent 
cases  (Méndez et al. vs Westminster School District of Orange County et al., Transcripts of trial, 
1945).  American Latino children had the right to an equal American education because they were 
persons equally protected by the law under the fourteenth amendment of the United States 
Constitution; not necessarily born U.S. citizens whose family had earned them this right through 
any military service under conditions that were political in nature and subject to change.  School 
authorities that comprised the “State” had the ultimate responsibility to provide to all of these 
children of Mexican/Latin extraction the opportunity to learn and to progress as persons under the 
jurisdiction of supreme American laws tested through generations.  Judge McCormick rendered 
his decision based on one overriding issue, the equal protection of the civil rights of all people 
regardless of their national origin; the supreme law of the land. 

Concrete evidence was sufficiently provided by Marcus with his introduction to the court 
of the letters sent by school districts to only Mexican parents of children informing them that they 
could no longer use the transfer system: an indirect method that parents used to send their 
children to schools with English speaking pupils.  Because of this civil rights violation (and 
violations under California Education Code), school authorities were enjoined in the decision 
held by the Southern Division presiding Judge Paul J. McCormick of Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. 
Westminster School District of Orange County et al, 1946, and later unanimously enjoined when 
this decision was upheld in 1947 by seven appellate judges of the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Ninth Circuit: Honorable Albert Lee Stephens Sr., Honorable Homer T. Bone, Honorable 
William Denman, Honorable Francis A. Garrecht, Honorable William Healy, Honorable Clifton 
Mathews, Honorable William E. Orr, in Westminster School District of Orange County et al. vs. 
Gonzalo Méndez et al.  (See Documentary Sources for photos of Judges).  

 
PROFILES OF PATRIOTS WITH CIVIL RIGHTS:  PEOPLE WILLING TO 

ORGANIZE AND TO LEAD THE STRUGGLE TO END DISCRIMINATION 
 
As people of Latin descent living in the U.S. became more assimilated into the dominant 

Anglo American culture they became more Americanized in the sense that they learned to better 
assert their civil rights, they became patriots with civil rights.  These people living in California 
engrained in its American culture and its social and legal components benefited from earlier 
experience and knowledge of ethnic and civic affairs passed on to them by predecessors and or 
ancestors.  Jacob I. Rodriguez a founding member of San Antonio Council No. 2 of the League of 
United Latin American Citizens came from San Antonio Texas to Sacramento, California 
December, 1932.  In 1933 Jacob I. Rodriguez began LULAC in California with its first council, 
Sacramento LULAC Council No. 61. He stayed a few years then returned to San Antonio, Texas 
and to San Antonio LULAC Council No. 2. Heading California LULAC there were LULAC 
regional governors, LULAC regional organizers and LULAC District organizers. The following 
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persons served in such positions and resided in different locations: Modesto A. Gomez (Special 
Organizer for New Mexico, Arizona, and California lived in El Paso Texas when he served in 
1937), M. R. Gameros, (State Organizer, Los Angeles, 1937), Rolondo S. Gutierrez (Regional 
Organizer for California, 1940, Los Angeles), Felix W. Montoya, (Regional Organizer for 
California, 1940, Organizer General, Los Angeles, 1943), Nieves Pineda (Regional Governor for 
California, San Bernardino, 1941), William H. Wheat (Regional Organizer for California 1945, 
and Regional Governor for California, 1946, Los Angeles, San Gabriel and Alhambra) George 
W. Ramirez (Regional governor for California 1945), Floyd Apodaca (Regional Organizer for 
California, 1946), John O. Gonzales (1st Vice-President General Los Angeles), Hector R. Tarango 
(National Trustee, 1947, California Regional Governor, 1949, Santa Ana), Isadore A. Gonzales 
(Regional Governor for California, Santa Ana, 1947), Alex Maldonado (Regional Organizer for 
El Modena, 1947, and District Organizer for El Modeno [sic] in LULAC NEWS, Vol. 16, No. 4, 
April, 1950), Ruben Lopez, (Regional Organizer for Anaheim, 1947, Anaheim), Henry M. Nestre 
[sic, correct Mestre] (Regional Organizer for Brea, 1947, Brea), David Ortiz (Regional Organizer 
for Santa Ana, Santa Ana) and Manuel Esqueda (Regional Organizer for Santa Ana, 1947), 
Hector Godinez (Governor of District No. 1, 1956, LULAC National President, 1961, Santa 
Ana), Danny Olivas (Regional Governor for California, 1955, State Director 1961, Placentia), 
Stephen S. Lara (Regional Governor for California, 1955, Santa Ana) and Joe O’Campo 
(Regional Governor for California, 1956, LULAC National First Vice-President, 1957, Santa 
Ana). Data obtained from research of LULAC NEWS publications. 

In 1937 in the City of Los Angeles, a LULAC council was formed.  Alhambra also had a 
LULAC council, Council No. 137.  San Bernardino had LULAC councils, No. 108 and 135 
including a council for women. Others followed. (See Documentary Sources for LULAC NEWS 
reproductions from originals stored in LULAC Archives at Nettie Lee Benson Latin American 
Collection, University of Texas Libraries, The University of Texas at Austin and reproductions of 
Local LULAC NEWS publications from individual collections about councils identified through 
this work and refer to the above pp. 55-56 for a complete chronological sequence of councils 
formed). 

The history of LULAC in California can be seen as the continued spreading of LULAC.  
In the forties, patriot with civil rights John Gonzales originally a LULAC member in Phoenix 
Arizona moved to Los Angeles and eventually started a Los Angeles LULAC council.  A member 
of his council in its beginning years was Manuel Veiga Jr. (Interview: Mr. John O. Gonzales, 
2003 by Ed Morga, past LULAC National President, Vicki L. Ruiz, Ph.D., Professor of History 
and Professor of Chicano/Chicana Studies, University of California, Irvine and Margie Aguirre, 
Chair of California LULAC Heritage Committee). The Mexican American Movement that was 
founded in Los Angeles in 1942 by Bert Corona and others had spread into Orange County and 
efforts by LULAC and M.A.M. intermittently overlapped. The theme progress through education 
was shared some members were crossovers. (Interview: Gualberto Valadez, founder of Placentia 
CA chapter of Mexican American Movement, 2004) (Interview: Alfred and Julia Aguirre, 2003).  
Americanization achieved through progress in education became a valued ideal.  However, the 
obstacles of discrimination of ethnicity would interfere. This dilemma has continued for the 
people of Mexican/Latin descent including those who identify with the term Chicano as they 
continue to face this dilemma in their lives; in their own past or that of their ancestors who faced 
this same problem of discrimination with respect to their ethnic background; even though they 
may have been born in America. LULAC as a bridge for American Latinos provides relief for this 
enigma. It is a connection for people who reside in America who have roots from Mexico and or 
roots from other countries, with those who were born here, but yet have an ethnic background that 
is a target for those who practice discrimination and act out of resentment and hatred for those 
negatively perceived as a foreign element of American Society. Issues of ethnic identity continue 
to plague Latinos, especially those whose sanguine idealism expressed as Americanism is 
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demonstrated by heroes whose supreme patriotic sacrifice of death in war is negated when the 
ugly face of discrimination appears in either the omission of positive images or a portrayal of 
negative images of the Mexican American, the American Latino in the media. The quest to rectify 
this matter goes on and because of it so does LULAC. 

Associations of people and the relations that evolved provide a historic perspective of 
occurrences in California with respect to the Mexican and Mexican American community.  
Mexican American people living in Orange County were able to identify with both their Mexican 
identity and their American identity, an amalgamation that is distinctly recognizable.  Some 
leaders of Mexican communities (barrios) had been members of the Comisión Honorífica 
established by the Mexican Consulate. The Mexican government hired American lawyers to 
represent those who needed legal assistance, interpreters and so on.  Legal counsel was offered 
because the Mexican and Mexican American people were discriminated against in various ways.  
This kind of legal protection by the Mexican government was a valuable resource available to the 
Mexican community as a whole that encompassed Mexican Americans. During this period David 
C. Marcus, was the affiliated lawyer for the Mexican Consulate in Los Angeles  (Interview: 
Francisco Balderrama, 2003, author of In Defense of La Raza: The Los Angeles Mexican 
Consulate and the Mexican Community, 1929-1936, [Tuscon: University of Arizona Press, 1982]  
(Interview: Ralph Perez, 2003). Consuls had resources available although they did not themselves 
spearhead legal action that made for class action of the Mexican people against discrimination by 
Anglo Americans (Mendez v. Westminster, 1946). Marcus had the right kind of experience to 
represent plaintiffs in a class action lawsuit for civil rights in education for children who were 
also American though identified as Mexican children who prevailed with American civil rights.   

In early 1940’s, substantial social unrest manifested into pockets of activity by Latino 
individuals and Latino small groups in Orange County California  (Mary Lisbeth Haas Barrios of 
Santa Ana: Community, Class, and Urbanization, 1850-1947, Doctoral Thesis, [University of 
California, Irvine, 1985]). This political struggle of combined forces for social justice would 
culminate and thrust the development of the class action lawsuit and the development of LULAC 
in Orange County, California.  Example of activity is also identified by the Lorenzo Ramirez 
family which provided an account of a 1943 social and political struggle on behalf of Mexican 
residents in which Mr. Lorenzo a plaintiff in the Gonzalo Mendez et al. lawsuit was a participant 
as reported in a newspaper printed in English and Spanish in Mexico with coverage of affairs in 
Orange (including El Modena area) called El POLITICO. (See below for detail information) 
(Interview: Josefina Ramirez and family 2003).  Also, Latinos organized the effort to get out the 
then called, “Mexican vote” and thus gain seats on school boards by removing those who were 
known to be unfair to the people of Mexican descent and to practice discrimination through 
segregation (Interview:  Alex Maldonado, 2002 & 2003)  (Interview:  Ralph Perez, 2002 & 
2003).  Voting campaigns were held in order to change the composition of school boards and to 
change the political climate that one social and ethnic class remained above others.  LULAC 
continues to exist because of still presently uneven social and political fields of influence and 
power that dominant social groups enforce through social, political and educational institutions.  

The educational system is not immune to the politics that take place in the political 
domain. School boards share in politics because members are elected leaders. The political 
framework of a Mexican and Mexican American political force was set as a result of escalating 
discrimination against persons of Mexican or Latin extraction by school authorities who were 
themselves experiencing the dramatic influx of persons into Orange County. The perceived 
foreign segment of the population was comprised of people who spoke another language (in 
addition to English) and who were descendants of another country who practiced a different 
culture (in addition to the American culture), but nonetheless were growing in number.  How 
Americanized they were depended on a case basis and hence school authorities as brought to the 
attention of the court in 1945 by Marcus, classified them into one category, a people with a 
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different surname, language and culture and according to one superintendent named James L. 
Kent a people of a different and unclean and inferior race. 

Americans in Orange County California in the 1940s as they are today were comprised of 
white, black, Asian and, Hispanic or Latino (Chicano) ethnicity but the positions of power were 
held mainly by white Americans.  Divisions of power and limited social intermixing between 
people of different nationalities presented an outcome that was not to be tolerated by people of 
Mexican or Latin extraction in the 1940’s for it was their children who suffered the consequences 
of a division in social and educational opportunities. Segregation had been practiced 
intermittently and sporadically throughout California in different forms in such societal elements 
as housing and schools.  The findings of research revealed here deal only with discrimination in 
the schools in Orange County, California.   

 
The political forces that existed to combat discrimination strengthened because 
people felt compelled for whatever personal reasons to defend the civil rights of 
primarily Mexican, Mexican American people.  

Manuel Esqueda 
 
(Interview: Manuel Esqueda, 2002 and 2003, LULAC leader, 1947 LULAC District 

Organizer along with David Ortiz for Santa Ana and founder of Gemini Club for scholarships).  
Mr. Esqueda stated that he “recalled a collection for the school case that at times was made up of 
quarters.” 

Patriot with civil rights Manuel Veiga Jr. associated with civic leaders when he engaged 
others to join him in the cause to fight segregation and social injustice, a cause not identified by 
the work of Carey McWilliams in his article “Is Your Name Gonzales?” published in The Nation, 
March 15, 1947.  LULAC member and founder of Santa Ana Council No. 147, Manuel Veiga Jr. 
merits the recognition given him by the people who were his and his father’s followers because 
he was actually involved in organizing the case of Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School 
District of Orange County et al.  

Isadore A. Gonzales, First Trustee of Council No. 147, in his article, “Odds and Ends 
Down California Way” published in the LULAC NEWS Vol. 13, No. 8, February, 1947 wrote the 
following about LULAC member and founder of Santa Ana LULAC Council No. 147, WWII  
(U. S. Army) veteran Manuel Veiga Jr.:  

 
“And while speaking of Manuel it is only fitting to give him his due.  He is modest, 

honest, earnest and capable.  Before the war he struggled and sweated with the Voters League 
until called into the service with his dream half finished.  Upon his discharge he returned to 
the community and the problems that had dominated his thoughts during his military service.  
In his conversations with former G.I.s and members of the Voters League the possibilities of a 
Lulac Council were discussed.  On June 9, 1946, Council 147 was chartered and its officers 
installed by Regional Organizer Wm. Wheat. (Manuel Veiga Jr. President).  It was Manuel 
Veiga’s patience and initiative that made us all realize our community responsibilities and 
required services.  Three cheers for our Prexy and Buddy, Manuel.  It is unfortunate that not 
many of us are gifted with his tact, diplomacy, understanding, and helpfulness, but let us give him 
our undivided assistance.  Forward, Manuel, we are all behind you.” 

 
 Manuel Veiga Jr. was the leader who with others began LULAC in Orange County and 
who led the desegregation effort that resulted in the victory of a landmark lawsuit. 
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PLAINTIFF LEADERS WERE ACTIVE 

AS PEOPLE WHO STRUGGLED FOR SOCIAL AND POLITICAL JUSTICE.  
 
It is interesting to note the way others have described the involvement of LULAC 

founders and the plaintiffs of the lawsuit themselves as having become involved in the social 
struggle for equality in education from their participation in World War II. But in the 
desegregation struggle that began prior to the lawsuit mostly non-veterans were involved. And in 
some cases some of the involvement in the struggle to end discrimination and segregation 
preceded actual service in WWII, as indicated by the history of WWII veteran Manuel Veiga Jr. 
noted above.  Mr. Cruz Barrios was not a veteran of World War II.  Mr. Hector R. Tarango did 
serve in the military in the California National Guard but did not serve in territory engaged in 
battle and hence was not a returning WWII veteran. Mr. Alex Maldonado was not a veteran. 
Other founders of LULAC in Orange County did serve in the war and are thus veterans and they 
are properly noted as such in this report. The point made here is that the discriminatory conditions 
themselves contributed to the empowerment of those who had civil rights of their own to use in 
the battle against discrimination for they did not need to go to foreign lands to gain the 
consciousness to do so. A commonly accepted view is that the GI’s returned from the war 
demanding equality in all aspects of American life and that in 1945 Gonzalo Mendez and a group 
of Mexican American WWII veterans filed the Mendez lawsuit as depicted in article by 
Christopher Arriola, Esq, who hails from El Modena and the El Modeno(a) school district and did 
his research on the Mendez case for  “A Landmark Little Noted” as in (A Family Changes 
History: Méndez v. Westminster edited by Marjorie De Martino, [University of California Irvine, 
Office of the Vice-Chancellor, Manuel Gomez Ph.D. 1998] p. 15). Arriola and others before had 
previously failed to interview the Ramirez family, three of whom were plaintiffs, and children of 
Mr. Lorenzo Ramirez the representative father plaintiff in the class action lawsuit representing the 
injured party in the Mexican community of El Modena within the El Modeno school district in 
Gonzalo Mendez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange County et al.  In this particular 
legal case, with respect to the five father plaintiffs, who were of age to serve in the military, this 
assertion about the plaintiffs being veterans is entirely inaccurate.  None of the five father 
plaintiffs of Mexican descent in the Méndez et al. case went to war, or came back enlightened 
from their war experience particularly WWII for none served in the military. Therefore they the 
plaintiffs themselves were not veterans. The Méndez et al. case was thrust forward and won by a 
combined force of patriots with civil rights: the plaintiffs and the founders of LULAC some of 
whom were veterans and all of them mainly and notably of Mexican/Latin descent. Three of the 
plaintiffs were born in Mexico: Gonzalo Méndez, Tomás Estrada and Lorenzo Ramirez who did 
not become a naturalized U.S. citizen (Interview: Mrs. Ramirez, 2003). William Guzman and 
Frank Palomino were both born in the U.S. and are American citizens of Mexican descent. All 
however were represented by attorney David Marcus who was affiliated with the Mexican 
Consulate.   

Gonzalo Méndez in explaining a request made in the Fall of 1944 possibly September 6, 
1944 as in question to him by Marcus (Méndez v Westminster, Transcripts of Trial, July 9, 1945, 
p. 432) to unite the schools made by first of all himself, his wife Felicitas, Mrs. Bermudez and 
Mrs. Peña to Mr. Richard Harris, Superintendent of Westminster School District, states the 
following in his testimony of July 9, 1945 (Transcripts of Trial p. 443): 

 
She (Mrs. Peña) brought again the same story that she told Mr. Atkinson (Ray 
Atkinson, County Superintendent of Schools), about her sons being in the United 
States Army. So Mr. Harris did not pay very much attention to that.  So he, too, 
said he sympathized with her in that matter. But then I interrupted them, and I 



 

 74 

said that by sympathizing with her in that matter did not do us any good, that we 
were not—that the main point was not that we were going to discuss about our 
children in the armed forces, that the main point was we wanted to see if we 
could not come to some agreement where we could unite the two schools 
together. 
 
Gonzalo Méndez a patriot with civil rights recalled in his testimony July 9, 1945, 

(Transcripts of Trial pp. 455-456) that in speaking with Mr. Harris:  
 
Then I told him that still, regardless of everything, that we were going to insist, 
either by keep going to the School Board meetings, or if we wouldn’t get no 
where by that, that the only thing that was left for us to do would be sue the 
School Board of Education. 
 
In his testimony July 9, 1945, (Transcripts of Trial pp. 437-438) Gonzalo Méndez also 

explains the way his children were mistreated: 
 
I said, ‘Yes, Mr. Harris, but that wouldn’t benefit us at all, as to your having a 
nice cafeteria for you here in the main school and a health room, while we over 
there in our Hoover school have nothing but a small building, and without any 
trees, or benches for my children to come and have their lunch at noon.  To the 
contrary, at noon, when they go out to eat their lunch, they have to sit down on 
the ground or on the stairs, and the teachers do not even ask our children to go 
in the room and eat their lunches, but they stay in the rooms and eat their 
lunches there.  They do not care about our children.’  
 
The testimony of Gonzalo Méndez of July 9, 1945 was also informative of the words 

made by Manuel Veiga Jr. and Cruz Barrios as indicated before in presenting the petition to the 
Westminster School Board meeting of September 19, 1944 for the purpose of uniting the schools, 
in this instance, Westminster School and Hoover School.  Gonzalo Méndez did seek and obtain 
their help as revealed previously by his testimony and by Felicitas Méndez in her 1975 interview 
by Alfredo H. Zúñiga and by school board minutes.  Gonzalo Méndez became a naturalized 
citizen two years before testifying as he expressed in his testimony July 10, 1945, Transcripts of 
Trial, p. 459.  

Associations of people involved in civic affairs reveal their connections with LULAC 
founders and others.  According to Mrs. Lorenzo Ramirez, (Interview: Josefina Ramirez, 2003) 
her husband Lorenzo Ramirez was involved in the struggle to end discrimination in the schools in 
El Modena, Orange County California as a Mexican citizen but also as a resident of the U.S. with 
American civil rights, along with “Manuel Veiga (Founder of Santa Ana LULAC), Bobby 
Torres--El Modena Council charter member who learned from his father Rosario Torres  who is 
also the father of Carol Torres--and Mr. Antonio Montoya and Manuel Esqueda” who was an 
early member of Santa Ana LULAC, 1947, (LULAC NEWS Vol. 14 August, 1947 No. 2 pg 13) 
and elected president 1949-1950, (The Latin American, Vol. II No. 29 May, 19, 1949). As 
citizens and/or residents who abide by American laws and serve the needs of those who suffer 
injustice these leaders are all thus recognized as patriots with civil rights.   

As indicated below in “LIDER de LIDERES” (Leader of Leaders) in El POLITICO 
written as a memorial a year after his death in 1967, patriot with civil rights Lorenzo Ramirez was 
actively involved and actually led in the struggle against discrimination of Mexicans.  The 
following excerpt of an article dates his involvement to 1943, two years prior to serving as a 
plaintiff in Mendez et al. case filed by Marcus in March of 1945):  
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In 1943, Mr. Lorenzo Ramirez was active in exposing the numerous cases of 
discrimination and went to San Francisco with ‘Licenciado General de Mexico, 
Sr. Ezequiel Padilla’ to a hearing of those testifying about discrimination against 
the Mexican people.  
 
(See Documentary Sources newspaper article titled, “LIDER de LIDERES” which means 

leader of leaders in El POLITICO courtesy of Lorenzo Ramirez family). 
According to Ralph Perez, a WWII veteran and LULAC charter member of the El 

Modena Council and early member of Santa Ana Council No. 147, Manuel Veiga Jr. knew the 
attorney David C. Marcus. Marcus represented the five father plaintiffs and children, and the 
5000 similarly situated of whom Ralph Perez’s daughter Janis is one. Mr. Perez explained that 
because Manuel Veiga Jr. and his father Manuel Veiga Sr. were in the mortuary business in Los 
Angeles and had expanded the business into Santa Ana that is the reason why the Veiga’s knew 
of Mr. Marcus personally.  Mr. Perez reports that for the appeal part of the case Manuel Veiga 
and Cruz Barrios came to El Modena to lead them to legal help and that they took him and 
Alexander Lievanos along with Isadore Gonzales to see Marcus in his office in Los Angeles. Mr. 
Perez also reports that both he and Alex Lievanos also on a second occasion “went to see David 
Marcus at his office in Los Angeles and each one of us paid him one hundred dollars, money 
collected by the families in El Modena because the school district in El Modena was not 
enforcing Judge McCormick’s ruling and they wanted Marcus to defend the civil rights of their 
own children among others.” 

In interviewing Mr. Perez, he indicated he was not involved until the fall of 1946 when as 
he says “the school case exploded in El Modena.” As he recalled families from El Modena went 
to the court hearings before Judge Leon Yankwich (Judge Yankwich had previously ruled in 
favor of plaintiffs in Lopez v Seccombe in February of 1944). The citation filed by Alexander 
Lievanos of LULAC to enforce Gonzalo Mendez et al., Petitioners vs. Westminster School 
District of Orange County et al., Respondents, (National Archives And Records Adminstration, 
(Pacific Region), Laguna Niguel, No. 4292-M in civil records) was filed September 27, 1946. 
(Interview: Ralph Perez, 2002 & 2003).  Mr. Perez recalls that David Marcus advised them that 
as representatives of the people of El Modena that comprised the civil rights group actively 
involved in the effort to win the school case, and as representatives of LULAC leaders that sought 
to fight the case in the courts “It is best to incorporate their complaints in the legal proceedings 
of its appeal and to proceed with the case at hand instead of starting all over with an entirely new 
lawsuit.”  So the people of Mexican or Latin descent of El Modena also financially supported the 
case by collecting funds and paying Marcus to win the case to its final conclusion (Interview: 
Ralph Perez, 2002 & 2003). All legal efforts under the direction of LULAC founders to end 
discrimination were to conclude in 1947 not in Los Angeles but in San Francisco. But how did 
these efforts for social and political and legal justice first begin? 

 
ASSOCIATIONS OF LULAC FOUNDERS WITH THE “SCHOOL CASE”  

 
The origins of the lawsuit are defined as beginning with the associations of LULAC 

founders and members who have been referred in the following terms as explained by Mr. Hector 
Tarango:  as a Latin American Organization, an informal ethnic label given in an interview in 
1985 of Mr. Hector Tarango by Mary Lisbeth Haas abbreviated as LAO  (Haas, 1985), as Latin 
American Voters League  (Gonzalo Méndez testimony of July 9, 1945 in Méndez v Westminster, 
1946 page Zv448, see copy in this report in Documentary Sources), and as Latin American 
Voters Counsel (Minutes of the Westminster Elementary School Board of Trustees, September 
19, 1944, see copy in this report in Documentary Sources).  As Latin American Voters 
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Counsel, the founders of Santa Ana LULAC Council No. 147 Manuel Veiga Jr. and Cruz 
Barrios and Hector Tarango attend the Westminster School Board of Trustees meeting on 
September 19, 1944 before the case was filed. All of these associations formed the chapter of 
Santa Ana LULAC No. 147.  Felicitas Méndez identifies them as LULACs in her interview by 
Alfredo Zúñiga in 1975. Therefore these leaders as patriots with civil rights and founders of 
LULAC are involved in the beginning of the formation of the lawsuit, that is, in its 
organizing as they represent the “Hoover School Mexican Colony” (in Westminster) 
including Gonzalo and Felicitas Méndez with their group petition. Gonzalo and Felicitas 
Méndez were associated with them in this matter (Felicitas Méndez, interview by Alfredo 
Zúñiga, 1975).  The notable representatives of Hoover Mexican Colony include Mr. and Mrs. 
Gonzalo Méndez, Mrs. Bermudez, Mr. and Mrs. Peña, and Mrs. Viduarri as related by Mr. 
Méndez in testimony. The petition shown below and presented here as in transcripts of Méndez v 
Westminster case National Archives and Records Administration (Pacific Region) Laguna 
Niguel) direct examination of Gonzalo Méndez on Monday, July 9, 1945 pp. 434-435: 

 
Mr. Richard Harris, District Superintendent, and 
Mr. Ray Atkinson, County Superintendent of Schools, 
Court House Annex, 
Santa Ana, Calif. 

 
  “Dear Sir: 

We, the undersigned, parents, of whom about one-half are American 
born, respectfully call your attention to the fact that of the segregation of 
American children of Mexican descent is being made at Westminster, in that the 
American children of non-Mexican descent are made to attend Westminster 
grammar school on W. Seventeenth Street at Westminster, and the American 
children of Mexican extraction are made to attend Hoover School on Olive and 
Maple Streets.  Children from one district are made to attend the school in the 
other district and we believe that this situation is not conducive to the best 
interests of the children nor friendliness either among the children or their parents 
involved.  It would appear that there is racial discrimination and we do not 
believe that that there is any necessity for it and would respectfully request that 
you make an investigation of this matter and bring about an adjustment, doing 
away with the segregation above referred to.  Some of our children are soldiers in 
the war, all are American born and it does not appear fair nor just that our 
children should be segregated as a class. 

   
  “Respectfully submitted”.  

 
The association with Gonzalo Mendez and these LULAC founders is clear. Gonzalo 

Méndez a lead plaintiff in the case testifies that Manuel Veiga Jr. and Cruz Barrios and a third 
person (Mr. Tarango) the founders of LULAC that he names as the Latin American League of 
Voters attend the meeting of the Westminster School Board of Trustees.  In his testimony, the 
same day the petition was read into the record by David Marcus, July 9, 1945, Gonzalo himself 
quotes what Manuel Veiga Jr. and Cruz Barrios state at the Westminster School Board of 
Trustees meeting of September 19, 1944. (Although Mr. Méndez testifies that he of course is 
present, the minutes themselves do not mention or indicate his name or that of Felícitas Méndez 
at this particular meeting of the Westminster School Board but they do mention Barrios and 
Veiga spelled as Vega and “Diago” who is Tarango). Gonzalo Mendez remembers and recites 
what the founders of LULAC in Orange County state at this meeting.  One of them Cruz Barrios, 
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a founder of LULAC in Orange County, made the request that “the schools be united.” The 
following is testimony of Gonzalo Méndez at trial, as sworn under oath, July 9, 1945 (Transcripts 
of Trial, p. 448) when asked about the Westminster Elementary School Board of Trustees, 
Meeting of September 19, 1944:   

 
And the first one to talk, I think was Mr. Barrios.  He thought that it would be a 
very good idea to have the schools united, that that would create a better 
democratic way of living among those districts, as being segregated up to that 
certain extent. And he did not discuss very much about that.  Then he changed his 
subject, that that is why they had formed this Latin-American League of Voters, 
to see if they could by means of making—of societies or groups, or farming 
groups among the Mexican quarters, as we may say, and having interviews with 
the superintendents, that perhaps that we could come to some understanding. 
 
Then Gonzalo Méndez sworn under oath states what Mr. Veiga–a founder of LULAC in 

Orange County--states to the Westminster School Board (Méndez v Westminster, Transcripts of 
Trial, July 9, 1945, p. 449): 
 

And Mr. Vega [sic] talked after that, and he told Mr. Richard Harris that he thought that 
the Mexican people were not as, in other words, he put it as he named it, as dumb as lots 
of people thought they were.  

 
(Please see reproductions of transcripts of Trial of pages 447-449 of direct testimony of Mr. 
Gonzalo Méndez for above quotes in documentary sources of this report). 

As presented in the summary: these facts attest that these patriots with civil rights, 
founders of LULAC in Orange County, Manuel Veiga Jr., Cruz Barrios and Hector R. Tarango, 
of the Latin American Voters League as Méndez refers to them (or Latin American Voters 
Counsel as referred to in Minutes of the Westminster School Board of Trustee, September 19, 
1944) were there leading the cause before the governing school board in the beginning for the 
formation of the class action lawsuit because before legal action is taken administrative remedy 
must be sought. Their association with others is evident. They followed the advice of attorney 
David C. Marcus and they guided and represented many others who also fought for their legal 
and civil rights in the inevitable lawsuit.   Any repudiation of these facts is therefore refuted. See 
again sworn statement by Hector Tarango as handwritten by him, in presence of author, on a copy 
of Westminster School Board Minutes, September 19, 1944 obtained at the Offices of 
Westminster School District, attesting to the fact that he was present, his name is Tarango not 
“Diago” and he was also a member of Latin American Voters League, or Counsel and as such 
another founder of LULAC in Orange County, California (Interview: Mr. Hector R. Tarango, 
December, 13, 2002).  

The common link in connecting the organizers of the case is Manuel Veiga Jr. whom 
with his father, also named Manuel Veiga (Sr.), ran a funeral parlor, and for whom Mr. Hector R. 
Tarango worked for sometime to “pick up the bodies” (Interview: Hector R. Tarango, 2002).  
Isadore Gonzales also worked there as mentioned by Mr. Tarango, Mr. David Ortiz and Mr. 
Maldonado in their interviews.  Mr. William Guzman, a plaintiff and also a witness in the 
Méndez et al. case also worked for a brief period of time in the funeral home as recalled by 
Virginia Guzman.  Mrs. Guzman recalled Mr. Veiga in her interview (Interview: Virginia 
Guzman, December 28, 2002 wife of William Guzman and the mother of child plaintiff Billy 
Guzman).  William Guzman, a father plaintiff in the case had a long lasting friendship with Frank 
Palomino (Interview:  Arthur Palomino, child plaintiff and son of Frank Palomino, December 26, 
2002) (Interview: Mrs Virgina Guzman, December 28, 2002).   
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The association of these lead plaintiffs with the LULAC founders and members is now 
further clearly defined.  Noteworthy as a result of our research is the fact that Frank Palomino, a 
father plaintiff on behalf of his children, Arthur and Sally Palomino, is a charter member of 
LULAC Santa Ana Council No. 147 under Manuel Veiga Jr. as indicated in the minutes of the 
first meeting in establishing the LULAC council provided by Hector Tarango, charter member 
and first secretary of Santa Ana Council No. 147.  Frank Palomino seconds a motion to meet 
again after the group elected its officers (See Documentary Sources: Minutes of meeting of 
formation of Santa Ana LULAC Council No. 147, 1946). 

Plaintiff LULACer Frank Palomino was a leader in the cause to end discrimination and 
segregation in the schools, his son also a plaintiff recalls: 

 
My father spoke with a big voice, he spoke like a man in politics. I remember 
going to court with my father.  I didn’t know why. 

      
Arthur Palomino, Plaintiff as a child  

(Interview: 2002) 
 

The following is a quote from the testimony of LULACer and plaintiff Frank Palomino 
before Judge Paul J. McCormick: 

 
Being in this country, as I am, I want to live and I want to raise them as a good 
American, if they give us a chance. 

 
Frank Palomino, Plaintiff 

(Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange County et al). 
(Transcripts, July 5, 1945, p. 48)  

 
The above leaders had the right characteristics to fight and win the struggle for social and 

political justice and they worked together toward that end.  Pointing to Manuel Veiga Jr. as a 
leader in the cause for social equality, is a witness in the hearing of Méndez et al, by the name of 
Carol Torres. Ms. Torres, was about thirteen years old when she testified.  She recalled sitting in 
the courtroom near Lorenzo Ramirez and Ramon Prado whom she recalls were both very active.  
Her parents Rosario and Esperanza gave the group representing them permission to bring her to 
the court because her father who worked seven days a week to bring food to the table could not 
take the time off from work.  In her interview she recalls how her family experience with 
discrimination in the schools in El Modena.  In El Modena, the Lincoln elementary school was all 
Hispanic children. Even Japanese children attended the other school, Roosevelt Elementary.  
Carol Torres states in her interview that her father tried to enroll his children at Roosevelt: 

 
My father Rosario Torres went to the school to try to enroll my brother David 
who is six years younger than I am and in so doing he had to speak to Mr. 
Hammersten, who was the superintendent. ... Mr. Hammersten said, ‘Well, you 
know, we don’t have any seats, we don’t have any more desks and there isn’t any 
room.’  My father Rosario pointed to an area in the room and said, ‘There’s 
room there.  There’s room there.  If you don’t have any desks I will buy the desk.  
I will pay for the desk’ and he said, ‘but I want my son David to come to this 
school.’  So they finally gave in, they wouldn’t, they didn’t let my dad pay for it 
because that would be against them I suppose but they let him go to school there. 
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Carol Torres said that she went to the court in Los Angeles for three days of the hearing.  
In her interview, she recalled her experience: 

 
I remember testifying.  I remember the judge asking me questions and I 
remember the opposing lawyer asking me questions and the judge directing 
himself to the lawyer saying that’s not appropriate, don’t speak down to this girl, 
I mean those kind of were his words.  Don’t speak down to this girl, this girl 
understands and she knows. She can answer you in her way.  
 
The way they told me was that the reason they took me there, they asked me to 
go, was they wanted to show the judge that we were intelligent that we Mexican 
Americans were not stupid.  I was the brightest that El Modena Lincoln School 
had, if you can believe that. ... At that point, I didn’t understand everything that 
was being said back and forth because there was a lot of legalese in arguing.  
 
 I had permission from my parents Rosario and Esperanza to go to Los Angeles 
to be a witness--or a specimen as I’ve called myself all of these years--to the 
court and the reason that they chose me was because I was very intelligent and 
my vocabulary was very good you know for being in a Hispanic family.  And I 
was in awe.  I didn’t know what it was going to be. I don’t remember being 
afraid once I got there. Mr. Marcus was very good to me and the judge defended 
me a couple of times. In the testimony it shows that the judge at least what I 
recall, it shows that the judge told them that I was smart enough to understand 
what they were talking about. 
     
      Carol Torres, Witness 
 
Carol Torres graduated from Lincoln Elementary in 1945.  In her interview, Carol Torres 

recalls that her own father Rosario Torres was a civic-minded leader and was involved in the 
struggle against discrimination. The Torres family knew both Manuel Veiga Jr. and Mr. Lorenzo 
Ramirez (Interview: Carol Torres, 2003).  Carol Torres became Junior LULAC council president 
under the adult El Modena LULAC Council No. 179 under the guidance of its president Alex 
Maldonado (Interview: Alex Maldonado, 2003).  

Isabel Ayala as a representative of the families in the Garden Grove School District that 
wanted their children enrolled in the integrated school, Lincoln Elementary, was also brought in 
to testify for the plaintiffs in the Mendez v Westminster case as were many others. Her testimony 
is on Wednesday July 11, 1945. For an example of her testimony about the way enrollment was 
handled by Kent, the Superintendent of Garden Grove School District the following quote from p. 
642 of transcripts of legal proceedings is presented here: 

 
I said, ‘My little sisters speak English.  They speak very good English, all of 
them.’ He said, well, he couldn’t do very much about it, and he says, ‘If I let your 
sisters come here, most of the children, most of the Mexican children would want 
to come in here, too,’ and he says, ‘You are not the first one that has been here.  I 
have had other complaints, but I can’t do anything about that.’  He says, ‘All 
Mexican children have to go to the Hoover School.’ 
       
       Isabel Ayala, Witness 
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In Garden Grove, the Hoover school was the Mexican school and Lincoln elementary 
school was the integrated school. In El Modena, Lincoln school was  known as the Mexican 
school and the Roosevelt school was the integrated school. In Westminster, the Hoover school 
was known as the Mexican school and Westminster school was the integrated school.  In Santa 
Ana, the Fremont school was known as the Mexican school and Franklin School was the 
integrated school.  

LULAC’s involvement in the legal case also included financial support.  LULAC, under 
President Manuel Veiga Jr. hosted fundraising events for the “school case.”  One event presented 
above “Mexico en Fantasia” was held Friday, November 22, 1946 at Santa Ana high School 
Auditorium with “Proceeds to Be Used for Educational Betterment of the American Youth of 
Latin Extraction.”  The program printed was compliments of the Anaheim Council of the 
Mexican American Movement, M.A.M.  The guest speaker at this event is Ignacio Lopez of 
Lopez v. Seccombe, 1944 the desegregation case noted above and editor of El Espectador. The 
chair of the organizing committee is Henry M. Mestre from Yorba Linda (Brea) and a LULAC 
member.  Committee members were: Manuel Veiga, Jr., (Veiga Funeral Home, Santa Ana), 
Isadore A. Gonzales (Employee Veiga Funeral Home, Santa Ana and also at one time resident of 
Anaheim and employee at JC Penny), Manuel Villalobos (mason from Santa Ana also at one time 
resident of Anaheim), Alex Maldonado (employee of a beer company, resident of El Modena), 
Hector R. Tarango (member of the California National Guard and various employment, 
including, Veiga Funeral Home, Santa Ana), David Ortiz (Santa Ana), Steven Lara (Santa Ana), 
Joe Salcedo (worked at J.C. Penny, resident Santa Ana), Luis Ortiz, (employment in printing, 
Santa Ana), Frank Robles, and finally Cruz Barrios (Barrios Market, Santa Ana).   

The listed officers of Santa Ana LULAC Council No. 147 at the time of this event for the 
children of Latin extraction of the Orange County school case (Mendez case) were: Manuel 
Veiga, Jr., President, Isadore A. Gonzales, Vice-President, Hector R. Tarango, Secretary, Cruz G. 
Barrios, Treasurer, Alex Maldonado, 1st Trustee, Frank Robles, 2nd Trustee, Evaristo Dias, [sic] 
3rd Trustee and Tony Luna, Chaplain.  Additionally, Mr. Alex Maldonado led a fundraising effort 
for the then called “school case” that since is known as the Méndez case, with the raffle of a 
refrigerator.  A third fundraiser was a dinner. (See Documentary Sources for photos and info on 
fundraising events provided by Alex Maldonado Collection). 

In sum, the tangible links of associations and collaborations of the plaintiffs in the 
Mendez et al. lawsuit with LULAC founders under leader Manuel Veiga Jr. are now evident. 
These links were cross-referenced by interviews with Mr. Hector Tarango, Mr. Alex Maldonado, 
Mr. John Gonzales, Mr. Ralph Perez, Mr. Hector Godinez, Mr. Manuel Esqueda, Mrs. Lorenzo 
Ramirez, and Mrs. William Guzman.  

Mrs. William Guzman, wife of plaintiff William Guzman and mother of child plaintiff 
Billy Guzman who also appeared before the Santa Ana School Board and was a witness in the 
trial made the following statements in her interview in 2002 (indented italicized words are those 
of interviewee): 

 
It started out with my husband (and) my first child.  We didn’t want to send him 
to a Mexican school, it was far from where we lived. Why couldn’t he go to the 
school that is closer?... He was born in April of ’37.  We sent him to school to 
kindergarten. And naturally we wanted him to attend a school that was closer to 
the house. ... We went to enroll him to the nearest school (Franklin Elementary) 
but they turned it down that he had to go to the old Mexican school which was 
real far (Fremont). And we said, ‘Oh no we just can’t let this happen.’  
 So we went to St. Anne’s school which they were building and so we waited until 
they finished the school, and so we enrolled him in St. Anne’s Catholic church 
and therefore he attended (school there) because he was not allowed to go to the 
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nearest school where we lived. We used to live on (208) Rait Street (used to be 
Artesia) in Santa Ana. He went to that school until he graduated to the junior 
high school where everybody was mixed. 
 
 So that is how it happened.  They wouldn’t allow him to go to that school, so my 
husband went to see this lawyer (Martin). From then on he thought he was going 
to help us but he was going to help just us (so) that Billy could go to any school 
that he wanted to.  My husband said, ‘Well no, now it’s not only my son, I’m 
going to fight for everyone so that they can attend the school, with other 
children’ you know. So there is where we got hold of Marcus, I don’t know how 
my husband found out about him. We all got together, nobody wanted to help us, 
they didn’t want to do nothing so we just went ahead and talked to Palomino, and 
he was willing right away to help us, and others I think there were five families, I 
can’t remember the other ones.  
 
 And we raised money to pay Marcus as he fought the case and we went to LA to 
the court six days in a row. And Marcus did a very good job. . . They put the 
school board to shame really. ... And Marcus said, ‘Do you know these people 
don’t belong to the yellow race, they don’t belong to the red race or another one 
he said the black race, they are from the white race’. ... All of us are from the 
white race. ... And they didn’t know but he really told them off there and so we 
won the case and they didn’t settle for that.  They thought they were going to take 
it to the higher court in San Francisco and they lost it there too.   
 
 Any they [Mexican Americans] said, ‘any other time they would start 
segregation like that we’re not going to tolerate it no more’. ... In Orange County 
they didn’t know that all of this segregation was going on.  They wouldn’t hire 
anybody to work in offices, attorneys, like they’re doing now with nurses and 
everything and lawyers and everything.  They send them out to pick oranges, and 
work in factories, fields. ... Nobody wanted to say anything, they were afraid. ... 
Ever since this happened it just turned everything around and helped everybody.  

 
Can you tell us about Frank Palomino? 

 
He was our best friend. He visited us all the time we used to visit him. He was 
really friendly.  The most thing I remember, was his voice.   It was real loud 
never heard anybody talk so loud like that, a voice so strong. 
 

Do you remember who went to the court?  
 
To the court? The families?  Palominos, ourselves, there was a family, Campos 
and she spoke out and she said that how we’re segregated over here and her 
boys were out there in the front fighting, she brought that up.  How come they 
were not segregated they put them in the front to fight.  
 

This case was filed under Mendez can you tell us anything about Mendez? Gonzalo Méndez? 
 
Gonzalo? I don’t. I don’t remember, Gonzalo, but I really don’t remember 
clearly. 
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Do you remember Felicitas Mendez? 
 
No, I don’t remember.  But I remember Manuel Veiga. My husband used to, I 

think he brought it up one time about Veiga, Veiga.  I think he worked for awhile 
there with him.  But I don’t remember the other.  

 
Where were you born? 

 
I was born in Santa Ana in 1917, April the 18th. 
 

Tell us about your husband William Guzman?  
 
He was born July, 1913.  He was born in Chino all his relatives were born there.  
His dad’s name was Fernando he was a bounty hunter for the San Bernardino 
police.   
 

What did your husband do for a living? [Mrs. Guzman had mentioned in her interview that she 
made her husband quit working at Veiga mortuary because she didn’t like him working there. 
Mrs. Guzman also commented that he worked in construction until he could no longer work 
because of his health and that he passed away March 1979].  

 
He worked in construction in the AFL-CIO.  He worked for Disneyland when 
they were building the matterhorn. He worked for Consolidated Aircraft Corp. 
building parts for airplanes while the war was going on.   He didn’t go.  He took 
an exam here. He had been in an accident and he had a broken leg and he had a 
pin in his leg. They didn’t accept him to go to the war.  

 
Virginia Guzman, wife of Plaintiff William Guzman and 
mother of Billy also a plaintiff as a child.  
 (Interview:  2002) 

 
Mrs. Guzman identified the connection in terms of employment between her husband 

William with Manuel Veiga Jr. of Veiga Funeral Home. Mr. Guzman like Mr. Tarango enjoyed 
the hobby of sending signals and receiving signals or messages by means of (ham) radio.  

Mrs. Virginia Guzman and her husband William Guzman and others represented by legal 
counsel went before the Santa Ana Board of Education in Fall of 1944 (Santa Ana School Board 
of Education Minutes, 1944) (Vickie L. Ruiz, “’We Always Tell Our Children They Are 
Americans:’ Mendez v. Westminster and the California Road to Brown v. Board of Education” 
College Board Review (Fall 2003): 20-27) (Transcripts of trial: Méndez v Westminster, 1946).  

The paper trail to LULAC’s leadership in the case and in financially supporting litigation 
costs is in the LULAC NEWS where Manuel Veiga Jr. himself states in 1947 that he has given his 
Council No. 147 funds to the “school case” fund and has no money to offer to pay an organizer as 
proposed at the national LULAC convention in Santa Fe, New Mexico. (See Documentary 
Sources for full copy of Veiga statement). 

In the Westminster area the leadership of Gonzalo Méndez is noteworthy.  The active 
role of Gonzalo Méndez who volunteered to be a representative plaintiff is not questioned here 
but assumed in the fact that he is named lead plaintiff in the case.  His personal family story of 
discrimination as told by Felicitias his wife and his children has been frequently portrayed in 
newspaper articles and is shown as indicated before in the   documentary: Méndez v Westminster: 
Para Todos Los Niños by Sandra Robbie/Koce, 2002. 
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A pocket of activity in the Westminster area involved the leadership of a group of parents 
and grandparents and close family relations that included Tomas Estrada, a plaintiff.  Mr. Thomas 
(Tomás) Estrada (now the only living plaintiff father who represented his and his wife’s--Mary 
Louise--six children in the class action lawsuit of Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of 
Orange County et al. is a tall man with great strength of character who speaks with a strong voice 
in a forthright manner.  To be in his presence is a remarkable experience.  He was present when 
the California LULAC Heritage Committee honored him and his family along with other 
champions for civil rights, March 15, 2003. Mr. Estrada, did not serve in the war but like Gonzalo 
Méndez he became a United States Citizen.  He has pride in speaking English and Spanish and 
particularly of his leadership role in the case to end discrimination against the people of Mexican 
descent.  A noteworthy leader in this area was the esteemed Aurelia (Delia) Peña wife of Ernesto 
Peña and mother of Mary Louise.  Gonzalo’s brother, Dolores Méndez, who actually worked the 
farm because of his knowledge and experience was married to the Peña’s other daughter, Sophie.  
Sophie and Mary Louise were sisters and daughters of Delia Peña, the charismatic leader in the 
cause to end discrimination (Interview: Amanda Mendez Martinez, 2003) (Interview: Norma 
Mendez, 2003). 

There were many active participants in the case who testified about the discrimination 
practices in areas in Orange County.  Acknowledgement to all who testified and helped is greatly 
merited. Certainly research of their histories is also important.  The transcripts of legal 
proceedings of Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange County et al. should be 
reviewed by any one interested for a complete listing of all who testified.  The scope of this report 
reveals the hidden historical account of LULAC founders and members of such councils as Santa 
Ana Council No. 147 and their role in the struggle for social justice that has not appropriately 
come to light in academic and public records.  More can be done to bring appropriate light to this 
particular LULAC history and respective legacies of LULAC families.  This research report can 
serve as guidance toward that end. 

Throughout its history LULAC has claimed a role in the success of the Méndez case. In 
1955, National President George Garza writes in his article, “The Founding and History of 
LULAC” that “in Orange County California, Lulac won a federal court decision condemning 
segregation.” (See Documentary Sources for reproduction of this article from LULAC NEWS).  

 LULAC member Ralph Perez recalls the victory of their “school case” with great 
American pride. “My wife (Ruth) and I and others in El Modena, collected money to pay Marcus 
(attorney for case) so that he could go on and continue the fight in the appeal. Alex Lievanos and 
I went to see Marcus ourselves.” Marcus filed a Contempt complaint against the school districts 
of El Modena for Alexander Lievanos that is then responded to with a stay of execution because 
the appeal decision was still pending and enforcement of the McCormick decision was not yet 
possible. Ralph Perez, his wife Ruth, Alex Lievanos and Mr. Alex Maldonado and others went to 
the Los Angeles court for this matter before Judge Leon Yankwich (Interview: Ralph Perez, 
2002) (Interview: Alex Maldonado, 2003).  Collections of money from a door-to-door campaign 
took place in El Modena as fundraising for the school case as it was known then.  

 David Marcus conferred with LULAC members about actions of the Orange County 
Office of the Superintendent with respect to the problem of enforcement of the McCormick 
decision.  Mr. Alex Maldonado personally recalled the forthright manner of attorney David 
Marcus.  David “Red” Ortiz in his interview, 2008 also recalled David C. Marcus coming to 
LULAC meetings and that LULAC paid him for representing the case that particularly “grew big 
in LULAC efforts in El Modena.” The battle for enforcement continued until schools were 
actually desegregated. Hector Godinez also recalled the LULAC meetings with David Marcus at 
the Community Center on 8th Street (administration building and site of former military barracks) 
in Santa Ana. The communities in Placentia, Atwood and La Jolla were assisted by LULAC 
members in their fight to end discrimination and segregation.  Mr. Godinez stated that Jackie 
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Gomez told him “lets go to Placentia.” And they did as further revealed below. Various accounts 
of different circumstances in different cities make it difficult to ascertain the extent and date of 
actual desegregation in terms of all schools in Orange County. LULAC’s struggle for civil rights 
in education continues today (Interview: Alex Maldonado, 2003, 2004, 2005, 2006).  

 
LULAC, THE MEXICAN CONSULATE –Comisión Honorifica 

AND CONNECTIONS BASED ON CHURCH AFFILIATIONS 
 

Another aspect of this landmark case in the lower court is the presence and support from 
the Mexican Consulate. The founders of LULAC had interaction with those who managed civic 
affairs of the Mexican community sponsored by the Comisión Honorifica.  David Marcus on the 
first day of trial, July 5, 1945 asks Judge McCormick to have “permitted within the bar of this 
court Mr. Santiago Campbell of the Mexican Consulate in Los Angeles and Mr. Alcozar (First 
name “Jorge” as reported in El Espectador, in 1945) the Consul of Mexico in Santa Ana, Orange 
County, as a matter of courtesy to the Mexican government.” Judge McCormick states “That is 
perfectly agreeable” and thus they are seated along with their employee Mr. David C. Marcus. 
(See Documentary Sources for direct quotation as provided by two pages of transcripts of July 5, 
1945 in this report). The Mexican Consulate had a supportive part in the legal aspect of this 
landmark case.  This point is further amplified with the material presented in this report with 
respect to the background of civic leaders of the social struggle to end discrimination of people of 
Mexican descent by civic participation as expressed in the organizing of the Mexican community 
for distinct purposes that bears fruit evoked by upright citizenship, either Mexican or Mexican 
American, the protection of patriots with civil rights. 

Associations of founders of LULAC based upon a common struggle for civil rights for 
Latinos produced the right elements for the historical development of the class action lawsuit of 
Gonzalo Méndez et. al vs. Westminster of Orange County et. al.  Latinos in Orange County and in 
Los Angeles sought legal assistance as early as the 1930’s when it was provided by the organized 
efforts of the Mexican Consulate for Mexicans and Mexican Americans who also benefited from 
such service. “David Marcus since the 1930’s assisted the Mexican Consulate in legal matters” as 
stated in (Gilbert Gonzales, Mexican Consuls and Labor Organizers [Austin, Texas: University 
of Texas Press, 1999] p. 113). The Mexican Consulate established the Comisión Honorifica and 
“appointed to the post to represent the Mexican population in Orange County was a man named 
Lucas Lucio” (Balderrama, 1982).  The organizers notably LULAC founders and members were 
inspired by their predecessors who had experienced the struggles for social justice.  In 1946, 
Lulacer Isadore Gonzales writes, “Our hats are off to old-time residents such as Eduardo Negrete, 
Solomon Gonzales, Lucas Lucio, and others who are not with us in body but ever abide with us in 
spirit.” These men were known leaders in the Mexican Consulate Comisión Honorifica. These 
men as indicated by Isadore Gonzales were the same men who inspired the founders of LULAC 
to lead the cause for the betterment of Latinos, the mission of LULAC. (See article written by 
Isadore Gonzales titled“Odds and Ends Down California Way ”of LULAC NEWS Vol. 13, No. 8, 
February, 1947 reproduced in documentary sources). 

 How people are associated provided the key to understanding and explaining the 
involvement of LULAC founders and members and also heir fight for social justice and equality.  
LULAC member Manuel Veiga Jr. who led the Latin American Voters League the base for the 
Santa Ana LULAC Council was the person in the forefront and a common unifying element that 
brought the plaintiffs under one cause, social justice for the people of Mexican, Hispanic or Latin 
extraction. LULAC member Manuel Veiga Jr. and his father Manuel Veiga Sr. (a native of Spain, 
Death Certificate, Los Angeles Hall of Records) also a LULAC member, and others were battling 
discrimination along with the Mexican Consulate prior to 1943. The cost of funerals is one of the 
reasons why families joined together to help one another. Certain ethnic groups utilized certain 



 

 85 

funeral businesses for their own family needs depending on who managed the business.  The 
Veiga’s owned a funeral home and white Americans in general would not utilize their services as 
indicated by several LULAC members in their interviews, (Hector G. Godinez, Hector R. 
Tarango, Tony Luna and others) but Latinos did. Business associations such as the funeral 
business affiliated with church associations brought people together. Isadore Gonzales, a charter 
member of Santa Ana LULAC Council No. 147 worked at the mortuary (in the front) under 
Manuel Veiga Jr. according to another charter member of Santa Ana Council 147 Alex 
Maldonado. The meetings of the Santa Ana LULAC Chapter took place there at Veiga Funeral 
Home located at 116 West 17th Street, Santa Ana, California (Interview: Alex Maldonado, 2003). 
Before chartering of this council informal meetings or gatherings for information about LULAC 
by William H. Wheat, Organizer for California, were held at Ramon Prado’s Barbershop 
(Interview: Tony Luna, 1996) (Interview: Mr. Hector R. Tarango, 2002). William H. Wheat from 
San Gabriel and a member of Alhambra LULAC Council No. 137, was an Organizer for 
California on the National LULAC level that had the backing of all Texas LULAC leadership and 
experience, and as such, he and John Gonzales as Vice-President General installs the Santa Ana 
LULAC Council. According to Mr. Hector Tarango, Mr. Wheat was a close friend of Mr. Hector 
Tarango’s father first in Los Angeles when Hector Tarango was a boy and then continued when 
the Tarango family moved to Orange County (Interview: Hector R. Tarango, 2003).  

LULACers Manuel Veiga Sr. and his son, Manuel Veiga Jr., who managed a business for 
funeral services in Orange County California were devoted to the cause to improve social 
relations and conditions with respect to the treatment of Latinos.  They were inspirational leaders 
who were devout Catholics.  The fact of their Catholicism contributed to their willingness to help 
others but in the case of accepting collaborative efforts from Fred Ross of the American Council 
of Race Relations this fact was also a reason for the alienation of the new LULAC chapter in 
Santa Ana from Mr. Fred Ross as further explained below. In the mid-forties, Fred Ross a 
compassionate leader who worked for the American Council of Race Relations, a nationally 
funded agency, had a significant role in guiding Hector Tarango further in the struggle for social 
justice (Interview: Mr. Hector R. Tarango, 2002).  Mr. Fred Ross was informative on the general 
strategy of the fight for civil rights by various ethnic groups, including a national campaign for 
legally fighting discrimination and segregation of African Americans.  LULAC helped in El 
Modena. The El Modena Community League helped organize the Mexican vote and succeeded in 
electing two candidates on the school board without formally coming under the actual 
organizational structure of the American Council of Race Relations or the unity leagues 
(Interview: Alex Maldonado, 2002).  

 The LULAC leadership under the helm of Manuel Veiga Sr. and Manuel Veiga Jr. was 
closely allied with the Roman Catholic Church. Burial services were often done in affiliation with 
the church. The lack of trust based on a false perception of the communist background of Mr. 
Fred Ross and others created an internal struggle within the LULAC group and Mr. Fred Ross 
withdrew his efforts from Orange County.  Mr. Fred Ross, went on to assist Cesar Chavez, the 
great leader of Mexican farm workers who set up the Community Service Organization, CSO that 
was organized first in Los Angeles (Interview: Hector R. Tarango, 2002). 

 Upon the departure of Ross, LULAC leaders, patriots with civil rights were reviewed 
and sanctioned by Associated Farmers of Orange County, Inc. as indicated by their 1947 letter to 
Isadore Gonzales of LULAC.  In this letter the Associated Farmers of Orange County identify the 
California Council for Civic Unity, the American Council on Race Relations and Progressive 
Citizens of America (PCA) and as shown by the following excerpts they state: “we suggest that it 
would be to the best interest of your splendid organization to refrain from any association 
whatsoever with the above mentioned groups.” They also state: “they have become subservient to 
the aims and purposes of the Communist Party.”  In this letter they also make reference to “lists 
in the various reports of the Joint Fact-Finding Committee on Un-American Activities (Tennev 
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Committee) and several by Dies Committee.”  In their letter they specify many names of persons 
who have spoken at meetings sponsored by the groups in question or have served in an official 
capacity for these organizations. Some of the names listed include: Orson Welles, Carey 
McWilliams, Lena Horne, Loren Miller, Edward G. Robinson. (See copy of this letter from the 
Associated Farmers of Orange County to Isadore Gonzales, May 5, 1947 in Documentary 
Sources). Nevertheless, the work of LULAC in fighting discrimination and desegregation 
continued. 

After LULAC assisted in winning a court decision in Westminster School District of 
Orange County et al. vs. Mendez et al. efforts magnified to change social circumstances and end 
segregation for Latinos some of whom were veterans. LULAC helped to organize and win the 
landmark lawsuit and then LULAC continued the struggle to improve social relations and 
conditions for the betterment of Latinos communities in Orange County including the areas of 
Placentia, Atwood and La Jolla.  Guidance from the Catholic church was again apparent in the 
formation of Unified Veterans and Citizens of Placentia, Atwood and La Jolla, a group first 
organized with the help and guidance of a priest named Father Gabino Taboada, pastor of St. 
Joseph Roman Catholic Church and Ted Duran working for Catholic Youth Organization a 
parishioner and LULAC member who at one time worked for Hector R. Tarango, a publisher, as 
a feature writer for Tarango’s The Latin American.  Jack Gomez, a member of Santa Ana LULAC 
Council No. 147 and Alfred Aguirre of Placentia helped organize the Placentia LULAC Council 
with the support base that stemmed from this earlier group. (See article on the formation of 
Placentia LULAC Council in Documentary Sources). (See photograph of former members of 
Unified Veterans and Citizens of Placentia, Atwood and La Jolla and others gathered to form 
Placentia LULAC Council taken by Mr. Hector R. Tarango, LULAC photographer and California 
Regional Governor in Documentary Sources of this report).  According to Mr. Alfred V. Aguirre, 
as a result of this recruitment effort held on a Sunday afternoon, (1949) “all of the men pictured 
in this photograph joined the Placentia LULAC Council” (chartered in 1950) (Interviews: Alfred 
Aguirre, 2002 - 2007) (Interview: Eliseo Vargas, 2007) (Joseph V. Aguirre: article, “The 
Veterans And Citizens of Placentia,” July 24, 2000).  See below for further information about the 
members of the group that formed Placentia LULAC Council No. 174 after the following that 
includes more detailed and substantial information about LULAC founders and the lawsuit. 

Associations of LULAC founders with each other and with others revealed by documents 
and made visible by interviews highlights the formation of LULAC councils.  In Placentia, 
patriots with civil rights Jack Gomez, who joined the Santa Ana council of LULAC in March of 
1949, (The Latin American, Vol. II No. 23, March 24, 1949 pg. 1) and Alfred Aguirre who with 
Sal Zavala attended a few meetings of the Santa Ana council formed Placentia LULAC Council 
No. 174, and led the struggle for social justice under the LULAC banner.  Jack Gomez was the 
first president of Placentia Council No. 174 chartered June 11, 1950 as recorded in (LULAC 
NEWS, a publication of Orange County, Vol. 1 No. 12 July, 1950). These patriots with civil rights 
learned civic participation from their fathers. In 1927 as children, Jack Gomez and Alfred Aguirre 
and others are pictured in clothes honoring their Mexican heritage with red, white and green 
ribbon sashes over their shoulder and over their chest. In another photo of same year and same 
event Mr. José Aguilera Aguirre, Alfred’s father, is pictured with other civic leaders honoring 
their Mexican heritage.  According to Alfred Aguirre, his father José Aguilera Aguirre was the 
treasurer of the Comité de Festejos Patrios (better known as a committee that organized the 
Fiestas Patrias under the Comisión Honorifica--in Orange County led by Lucas Lucio). Alfred 
Aguirre’s father’s involvement in civic affairs of such kind taught him civic participation through 
his Mexican culture and ethnic identity.   

 
I was my dad’s shadow, wherever he went I would go along with him. That is 
why I learned so much because I would always follow him. He’d close his 
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barbershop early to go to the meetings of the Comisión Honorifica with such 
leaders as Don Alejo Diaz, Don Luis Vargas, Ed Negrete, Don Lucas Lucio, Don 
Domingo Gomez, Don Lucio Martinez, and Don José Diaz. They were the same 
men who were involved in everything.  
 
     Alfred V. Aguirre 
   Co-founder of Placentia LULAC Council No. 174 
 
See copy of program of a 1933 Mexican Independence Day Celebration for content of 

this type of civic participation in Documentary Sources.   See also two photos of September 16, 
1927 event by Comité de Festejos Patrios with a photo of José Aguilera Aguirre and other 
distinguished leaders and a photo of Alfred Aguirre and Jack Gomez as boys sitting with other 
children at this organized civic event.  

An examination of the background of the formation of the Placentia LULAC council 
illustrates the kind of individuals specifically identified by their associations that join LULAC 
councils. Alfred Aguirre and his brother Joe Aguirre and Louis Sandoval and Ted Duran and 
others were members of the Guadalupanos of St. Joseph’s Catholic Church in Placentia. (The 
pastor of this parish was Rev. Gabino Taboada). These men became leaders in the Mexican 
American Movement founded in 1942 by Bert Corona along with Ted Duran who held various 
officer positions including vice-president and Gualberto Valadez who also held various officer 
positions including president and Paul Colonel who also held the position of president. Gualberto 
Valadez a member of the Orange County MAM council later established the Placentia MAM 
council, on October 22, 1944 at an MAM meeting held for this purpose in the City of Anaheim as 
reported in minutes of MAM meeting under President Paul Colonel in Los Angeles for November 
12, 1944 (Records of Supreme Council of Mexican American Movement Box and folder 01-25).  
Mr. Valadez was very actively involved in the Supreme Council of the Mexican American 
Movement. Joe Aguirre once served as Vice-president under Gualberto Valadez. Joe Aguirre was 
an outstanding athlete at Valencia High School in Placentia and attended the community college 
in Fullerton. Alfred Aguirre and Ted Duran organized the sports activity of youth in Placentia at 
Chapman Hill along with Joe Aguirre, Ted Duran, Freddie Aguirre, Ross Chavolla, Albert 
Guerrero, Ismael Vargas, Chris Duran, Joe Zavala and G. Valadez.  In the area of La Jolla, youth 
clubs were organized and led by Leonel Magaña and Celso Casas (Box and folder 01-33). Mary 
Chavolla and Romie Raya supervise the girls clubs.  Louis Sandoval becomes president of the 
Anaheim MAM council and as president he prints the program for LULAC for the fundraising 
event for the Mendez case held at Santa Ana High School auditorium, titled Mexico en Fantasia 
in November of 1946. Ted Duran, Alfred Aguirre and Julia Aguirre, and Joe Aguirre, Eddie 
Gonzales and Madeline Gonzales, Leonel Magaña and Ismael Vargas, Joe Zavala, were leaders 
who become LULAC members and of course leaders for they were founders and charter members 
as such of Placentia LULAC Council No. 174. Isadore Gonzalez and Manuel Villalobos, 
members of the Anaheim MAM council under Louis Sandoval (Box and folder 01-20) become 
members of the Santa Ana LULAC Council No. 147.  Isadore Gonzalez becomes an active leader 
who at one point edits the local edition of the LULAC NEWS. 

The connections are clear and to differentiate amongst groups to the point of severing 
connections detracts from the legacy of leaders and their role in the American Latino civil rights 
movement.  When explaining the formation of LULAC councils; the organizers of LULAC 
councils who become the founders of LULAC chapters in California; the history of this 
connection is imperative.  A further explanation of the formation of the Placentia LULAC council 
is presented below. 

Formative years of civic participation led both Alfred Aguirre and Jack Gomez, who both 
served in World War II, to involvement in LULAC and to become Placentia city councilmen and 
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mayor--mayor pro-tem in Aguirre’s case.  These activists (including the leadership of Ted Duran) 
and WWII veteran Joe Aguirre II, brother of Alfred also had a role in desegregation in Placentia 
after the Mendez et. al case was appealed and finally won by the support of Santa Ana LULAC 
Council No. 147 in 1947.  The leaders of Santa Ana LULAC had personal knowledge of the 
desegregation efforts and so the group Unified Veterans and Citizens of Atwood, Placentia and 
La Jolla name used as in the meeting of the Board of Trustees for the Placentia Unified School 
District minutes of June 9, 1947 (later recognized with variations of title) had an advantage 
because of knowledge and experience gained from this successful lawsuit in combating 
discrimination and segregation in their own areas.  LULAC’s battle for civil rights was an 
ongoing struggle. Alex Maldonado of Santa Ana LULAC met and knew and provided support for 
the Placentia contingency of civil rights efforts and became aligned personally with Alfred 
Aguirre beginning in 1947 then 1948 and so on through the desegregation efforts that were going 
on because of lack of enforcement in Placentia of the McCormick decision. The composition of 
the Placentia school board was in question.  About this time, potential candidates for the school 
board included Harold Hammersten from the El Modena school district and Placentia Latinos, the 
founders of Placentia LULAC Council No. 174 did not want him and his discriminatory practices 
in their school district either for he had been a defendant in the Mendez case in 1946. (Interview: 
Alex Maldonado, 2008).  Nine LULAC members (including): Hector Godinez, Hector Tarango, 
Isadore Gonzales, Alex Maldonado and “Red” (David) Ortiz later went to a special meeting of the 
Placentia school board with Superintendent Glick to close Chapman School.  

Ted Duran was involved in the Catholic youth organization and the activities at St. 
Joseph’s in Placentia (and also a feature writer on the staff of the monthly newspaper of Hector R. 
Tarango publisher, The Latin American) about the time when he and Alfred Aguirre traveled to 
Los Angeles to consult with an attorney named Dan Marshall president of the Catholic Interracial 
Council about the situation of segregation and the Mexican schools in Placentia, California after 
final judgment of the Mendez case (Interview: Alfred V. Aguirre, November 17, 2002) (Forward, 
Vol. 1, No. 1 October 28, 1945 edited by Felix Gutierrez, MAM publication, Los Angeles). 
Marshall followed up as legal adviser for the organized efforts thus led by Ted Duran and Alfred 
Aguirre and others for an end to segregation in their community that required the threat of another 
lawsuit (Interview: Alfred V. Aguirre, November 17, 2002). 

Jack Gomez of Placentia officially joined the Santa Ana LULAC Council No. 147 in 
1949 (The Latin American, published by Hector R. Tarango, March, 1949) before co-establishing 
the Placentia LULAC chapter. Jack Gomez was a charter member of the Unified Veterans and 
Citizens of Placentia, Atwood and La Jolla, a group circa 1946 to 1949 that fought segregation in 
the schools comprised of the following original members and those that became members of 
Placentia LULAC Council No. 174.  An article written in 2002 by Joseph V. Aguirre III 
(Councilmember, Placentia City Council) titled, “Veterans and Citizens of Placentia” offers the 
following basic information about them: 

 
Lucas Raya-President (citizen), Vincent Raya-Vice-President (U.S. Army Air 
Force veteran) Joe V. Aguirre-Secretary (U.S. Army veteran), Robert Moreno-
Treasurer (U.S. Marine Corps veteran), Ismael Vargas-Sergeant-At-Arms 
(citizen), Reverend Gabino Taboada-Advisor (St. Joseph Church pastor), Alfred 
V. Aguirre (U.S. Army Air Force veteran), Raul Casillas (U.S. Navy veteran), 
Ted Duran (citizen), Mr. Gaona (citizen), Jack Gomez (U.S. Army veteran), 
Edward T. Gonzales (U.S. Army veteran), Art Moreno (U.S. Army veteran), 
Jesus Vargas (citizen), and Sal Zavala (U.S. Navy veteran).   
 
The following persons as mentioned in article by Joseph Aguirre are those who 

gradually joined:  
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Richard Aguirre (U.S. Army veteran), Henry Castro (U.S. Army veteran), Ben 
Cervera (U.S. Army veteran), Lupe Cervera (U.S. Army veteran), Ruben 
Escarcega (citizen), John LaBorde (U.S. Army veteran), Danny Lee Orozco (U.S. 
Army veteran), Charles Moreno (U.S. Army veteran), Gilbert Moreno (citizen), 
Reggie Ponce (citizen), Alfonso Rangel (citizen), Peter Rodarte (U.S. Army 
veteran), Fred Rodriguez (citizen), Jackie Rodriguez (citizen), William 
Rodriguez (U.S. Army veteran), Rodolfo Ruiz (U.S. Marine C. veteran), Albert 
Tafolla (U.S. Army veteran), Eliseo Vargas (U.S. Army veteran) and Joe Zavala 
(citizen). 
 
A photograph of a meeting to form the Placentia chapter was taken by Hector R. Tarango 

(See photograph in documentary sources). Most of the men listed above by Joseph Aguirre are in 
this photograph. The persons in the photograph are all charter members of Placentia LULAC 
Council No. 174 as identified by name by Alfred V. Aguirre in his interview by the author, 
November 17, 2002 and Jackie Rodriguez, interview by the author in 2008 and finally identified 
by date and by name and corrected veteran status by Charlie Rodriguez Moreno by a phone 
interview by the author in 2008.  Charlie Moreno identifies the date of this Tarango photograph 
and states they meet at the restaurant in Fullerton to form Placentia LULAC Council No. 174 the 
end of January 1949. He said that “Jackie Gomez was the true leader and that they all followed 
him.” He also stated “Freddie Aguirre was also a leader who brought them together.”  He 
explains that this date as the correct time of year by recalling his military service.  In the photo he 
is the only man in uniform. He also recalls that it had snowed in nearby Yorba Linda and because 
of that fact he had walked on that day in the cold with his hands in his pockets. Charlie Moreno 
stated that the photo was definitely taken after he enlisted in August 1948, and had completed 
basic training in Fort Ord for he has no wings on his cap.  He also determined the date by 
recalling that he was in town before going to Fort Benning for jump school and glider training 
from which he graduates, April 1, 1949. He does combat training in Fort Bragg, North Carolina 
from where he is discharged in 1952.  

The following information serves as further reference of the connection between Alfred 
V. Aguirre, Ted Duran and LULAC. Alfred Aguirre recalled: “Ted Duran came to me and said: 
‘I talked to Tarango and I need a place.’” This is an example of one of the ways that Ted Duran 
was leading in efforts (Interview: Alfred V. Aguirre, November 17, 2002). Ted Duran was a 
LULAC member and is a member of the organizing committee along with Blas Marron, Rudy 
Rodriguez, Aileen Olivas, Sara Aguirre Miranda (First female LULAC president of a council in 
Orange County, Placentia, and later first district director), Julia Aguirre, Mike Mena, Ray 
Aparicio, Fred Aguirre and Ray Castillo for the LULAC National Convention in Anaheim under 
convention chairman Danny Olivas and is in charge of entertainment. 

Ted Duran served as emcee for numerous LULAC events.  Ted Duran was a radio 
announcer in Corona and had once lived with Stephen Reyes who was in charge of the Pasadena 
Settlement House when active with MAM.  

Ted Duran was on the Grand Jury of Orange County in 1949 (Reports of the Grand Jury: 
County of Orange.  Volume Two.  February 9, 1931 - March 18, 1953, a Centennial Project of 
the Grand Jurors’ Association of Orange County, Santa Ana, California, 1989).  Ted Duran was 
on staff as a feature writer for Mr. Tarango of LULAC for his publication, The Latin American, as 
indicated in issues of 1949 stored in category of California Newspapers in Special Collections 
Archives, University of California, Irvine.  

A comment by one of Ted Duran’s sons is informative about him and his experience of 
being actively involved and defending the civil rights of others: 
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A knife on his door with a threatening note made my father withdraw from the 
forefront of civil rights activity for awhile and more into behind the scenes 
involvement. 

    Gerry Duran [Musician and son of Ted Duran]  
(Interview, 2008) 

 
Patriots with civil rights were actively involved citizens. A background of civic 

involvement combined with the leadership of patriot with civil rights Manuel Veiga Jr., president 
of Santa Ana LULAC Council, provided the molding of those who lead others to exercise their 
civic duties and responsibilities.  According to Alfred V. Aguirre, Manuel Veiga Jr. showed him 
and other LULACers the “process of how to register people to vote.”   

  
They [also] explained LULAC to us what it was, constitution, aims and purposes, 
education, Americanization. I’m really a Mexican American.  It is a national 
organization for American citizens like me who were born here. I like that. 
     
      Alfred Vargas Aguirre 
      (Interview: 2003) 
 
 The guidance that stemmed from the knowledge and experience and political 

consciousness of Santa Ana LULAC Council No. 147 president Manuel Veiga Jr. to Mr. Aguirre 
occurred between the years of 1947, 1948 and 1949 because Manuel Veiga Jr. sells his business 
and leaves Orange County and is no longer in Orange County in 1950 as reported to the author by 
Mr. Alex Maldonado, 2008.  Mr. Alfred V. Aguirre was an official LULAC member since 1950 
when the Placentia LULAC Council was chartered but had been attending the meetings of the 
Santa Ana LULAC council as others from different parts of Orange County had done. A 
convergence of forces was evident.  The LULAC leadership in Santa Ana was fruitful. The 
tangible links to LULAC can be seen as a continuum of the leadership of the founders of LULAC 
in California as LULAC spread from Texas to California and particularly as highlighted in this 
report to Orange County California. See article on formation of Placentia LULAC Council, 
“GROUPS ARE ADDED TO LULAC, Install New Council in Placentia Area,” in LULAC 
NEWS, July, 1950 a local publication of published by LULAC in Orange County as reproduced in 
documentary sources. 

Civic activity is further illustrated by the following.  According to Eliseo Vargas, from 
Placentia, LULAC held a dance to benefit the March of Dimes for polio in 1954. Art Castillo was 
chairman of the dance committee from Placentia, Stanton, and Santa Ana that included Esther 
Felipe, Raul Ortiz, Joe O’Campo, Rudy Rodriguez, Alfred Castillo, Daniel Orona, Nash Garcia, 
Jess Saenz, Jim Miranda and himself (Interview: Eliseo Vargas, 2007). Stanton council was very 
active in citizenship.  Citizenship classes were provided under LULAC in Our Lady of Guadalupe 
Hall in Stanton with Nate Rosales, Albert Hernandez and Trino Roman, and with Mike Mena of 
the Placentia LULAC Council (Interview: Manuel Marquez, 2007). 

The history of Mexican Americans and their struggle for civil rights cannot be written 
without an account of the League of United Latin American Citizens.  This civil rights 
organization began in Corpus Christi Texas in 1929 when three organizations joined to form one. 
It’s motto is all for one and one for all.  In all LULAC has been a champion for civil rights.  In 
California the members of LULAC worked in similar efforts for social justice and equality and 
for the betterment of Latinos as those patriots with civil rights who are in Texas and other states: 
in education, housing, street improvements, better jobs, and so on.  Who are these people who 
dedicate their lives to fighting for civil rights in America?  Some of them are military heroes who 
have gone off to other lands to fight for freedom, some immigrants, some natives of different 
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generations, but all with the courage, the perseverance and true grit to withstand the turmoil from 
political divisions that occur in the struggle for economic and political power.  All of them are 
persons with courage and integrity; they are true heroes and champions of people in their own 
land.  Veterans fight and the wars come to an end and they are honored for their services and for 
their lives by their own military personnel and leadership and by the public on Veteran’s Day or 
remembered and honored on Memorial Day and by medals of honor, parades, benefits and 
monuments.  Some are asking for more medals for deserving heroic acts in the time of war.  But 
what about those who serve in the military and in their own personal and civilian lives as leaders 
in the fight against the oppression of their people, la raza, la gente el pueblo, the Latino 
community, the people of Mexican or Latin descent or extraction, the Mexican Americans; whom 
are also Americans?   Some of their stories have been lost in the changing circumstances of their 
lives.  Few however have kept their records, the dusty trophies and awards from the many 
banquets and or dances for charitable causes, work with Boy Scouts of America, various sports 
groups for youth, and most importantly and notably scholarship fundraising. They have held 
countless conventions at local, state and national levels that have resolved many issues and 
problems faced by Latino Americans. Some have videos of numerous fundraising activities.  And 
some kept their LULAC newspaper clipping which preserves a history to be passed on through 
this research here to generations of LULAC’ers, and to students and the general public. 

The list of LULAC activity and dedication to the Hispanic community and the public at 
large is endless because as their leader the late Hector Godinez, a past LULAC national president 
has said the fight for civil rights is one with no beginning and no end.  In his interview held at his 
home September 6, 1996, he attests to the organizing work of LULAC and the “school case” and 
many other LULAC activities including efforts to get streetlights in barrios. Mr. Hector Godinez, 
a patriot with civil rights a WWII veteran and early member of Santa Ana Council No. 147 who 
became a United States Postal Service District Manager also said: 

 
I wouldn’t be who I am without LULAC. I could never repay LULAC for what it 
did for me.  
       Hector G. Godinez 
      Past National LULAC President 
 
Tony Luna, a charter member of Santa Ana LULAC Council No. 147 first chaplain of the 

Santa Ana council, stated in his interview held in fall of 1996: 
 
Hector Godinez came up to me at a Chamber of Commerce meeting and touched me on 

the shoulder and said, ‘I am who I am on account of you and LULAC.’  
 
       Tony Luna 
  Charter member and past Chaplain Santa Ana LULAC Council No. 147 
 
The consciousness to seek and attain better conditions for Hispanics is the purpose of 

LULAC.  Mr. Godinez in his interview stated, “In Delhi there was no cement, plumbing or 
electricity.” (See also Documentary Sources for article on Hector Godinez with respect to this 
endeavor).  

LULAC members such as patriots with civil rights Nash Garcia and Mary Garcia, were 
part of the early organizing of LULAC in Orange County. Hector Godinez invited Nash Garcia--
who later became National LULAC treasurer under Godinez--to a meeting to join LULAC as 
recalled by Nash Garcia in his interview, “He impressed me with wanting to have paved streets 
with curbs.” Nash Garcia who later served as National LULAC Treasurer was referred by the 
words, send the cash to Nash. After Victor Zuniga was founding president of the Stanton LULAC 
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Council in 1954, (he later becomes Mayor of the City of Stanton), then Nash Garcia stepped in.  
Later he and Hector Godinez, Steve Lara from Santa Ana and Alex Maldonado from El Modena 
(who at one time held the title of District Governor) traveled to such cities as Corona, Buena 
Park, Anaheim, Fullerton, Orange, Pomona, Norwalk, Paramount, and Sylmar forming councils 
(Interview: Nash and Mary Garcia November 1, 2002). Nash equates an organized LULAC to the 
metaphor of worker bees and their protected beehive. “Disturb the beehive in any way, the bees 
will sting you back into order and justice.” Nash Garcia also recalled how Victor Zuniga was 
strict on rules of order.  He said that when the Stanton LULAC Council first started a lot of 
people joined, a roster indicates a listing of two hundred members in 1954. (See a copy of roster 
in documentary sources.  This roster of the Stanton LULAC Council is noteworthy.  The names 
are of people in Orange County who belonged to LULAC in that one council.  The families of 
these LULACers could see the names of themselves or of family members on this list). The 
president of the Stanton LULAC Council No. 245 was Victor Zuniga. Nash Garcia commented 
about his first experience with the Stanton LULAC Council in his interview: 

 
Victor Zuniga was the first president of the council and he knew about rules and 
most members didn't.  He wanted everything to be according to the rules so 
everybody was always out of order. When anyone wanted to say anything, or 
raise their hand, Victor would quickly point and say, ‘You’re out of order.’  For 
that reason, we lost a lot of members. When I became president of the council, I 
let everyone talk. We were new at parliamentary procedure so at first the 
meetings were rough but we all learned. 
 
      Nash Garcia, 
    Cofounder of many LULAC councils, 
    Past National LULAC Treasurer 
 
And from the Santa Ana LULAC Council, Joe O’Campo joined LULAC in 1949 (The 

Latin American, edited by Hector R. Tarango, March 24, 1949).  He was Regional Organizer of 
California (now titled State Director) and he became a leader on the national level.  He served 
LULAC as National Vice President under Felix Tijerina. Mr. O’Campo was brought into Santa 
Ana LULAC Council No. 147 by his older brother Ray O’Campo who was already in LULAC 
and who knew Hector Tarango well for Hector Tarango and Ray O’Campo both shared an 
interest in photography. Joe O’Campo was a member of Our Lady’s Crusaders, shortened to the 
Crusaders, of Our Lady of Guadalupe Catholic Church in Santa Ana. Joe O’Campo did two terms 
in the Navy.  His activity in LULAC began during the period between his years of military 
service. Members of the O’Campo family were early settlers in Santa Ana and are also native-
American.  

Joe O’Campo a past Natinal LULAC Vice-President stated in his interview: 
  
I learned about how bad discrimination was from the elders, especially those 
who talked about why LULAC started in Texas. I listened to them and the stories 
they told about their experience and how we needed to register voters and get 
involved with politics to make things better and to educate our children. 
 
      Joe O’Campo,  
     Past National LULAC Vice-President 
 
His older brother, Ray O’Campo was an active member of Santa Ana LULAC and at one 

point worked for Douglass Aircraft (Interview: Joe O’Campo, 2008). 
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WWII veteran Jess Saenz and wife Nellie were early members of LULAC as well.  Mr. 
Saenz also played a strong role in organizing various LULAC councils in Orange County.  Jess 
Saenz has said this numerous times:  

 
I wanted to support my people.  I would never go against that principle no matter 
what party I vote for.  I carry LULAC in my heart everywhere that I go. 
  
    Jess Saenz,  
    Cofounder of many LULAC councils 
 
Jess Saenz, also helped to register people to vote and has held numerous positions in the 

LULAC organization especially in serving the needs in educating Latino youth and in the 
granting of scholarships (Interview: Jess Saenz, 2003). Both Jess and Nellie Saenz have hosted 
numerous fundraising events for LULAC at their lovely home.  (They have lived in the City of 
Garden Grove for many years and they tend to their award-winning garden).  

Patriots with civil rights, Manuel Marquez a World War II veteran and his wife Vera 
Marquez, are proud of their over fifty years duration of service to LULAC in Stanton in Orange 
County. Both became in later years California LULAC State Directors. Manny served as State 
Director (under National President Oscar Moran) and he, with the support of his wife Vera, 
founded the California LULAC Educational Foundation.  In speaking with Manny Marquez, you 
learn of his commitment to LULAC.  His experience as a LULAC leader and an officer prompted 
others to do the same.  He is truly a man with administrative skills necessary to lead in many 
causes. Manuel Marquez stated: 

 
Stanton Council has always been a strong council. Our council sponsored all 
kinds of sports for little kids and teenagers.  We tried to help out with many 
issues. I’ve been president, district director and state director.  I’ve been a 
LULAC member for more than fifty years.  When I started the California LULAC 
Educational Foundation I started with a good board of directors. It was a dream 
come true to recognize with awards and serve Latino students, many of them 
Mexican or Mexican American.  
 
     Manuel Marquez, 
   Founder of California LULAC Educational Foundation 
 
Manny Marquez, an early leader in LULAC in Orange County, in many ways has been 

an inspirational to many because of the numerous scholarships given by his foundation through 
funds from corporate sponsors and of course an inspiration to Vera Marquez. Mrs. Vera Marquez 
followed in his footsteps as California LULAC State Director and then became a national 
LULAC  officer when she was elected as National LULAC Vice President for the Far West and 
then National LULAC Vice President for Women. In speaking with Vera Marquez she made the 
following comment: 

 
Providing scholarships for our future leaders is the best way to help our youth. 
       
      Vera Marquez 
   Past National LULAC Vice President for the Far West 
   Past National LULAC Vice president for Women.  
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In the El Modena area, the activism of patriot with civil rights Alex Maldonado is made 
clear for he was a founder of Santa Ana LULAC Council No, 147 (and member of it for many 
years) and first president of the El Modena LULAC Council, a council that did not continue but 
Mr. Maldonado continued his membership in the Santa Ana Council for a few more years, then 
retired from LULAC activities. He became active again as a member of LULAC in Anaheim. He 
recalled his earlier LULAC service. He helped people to register to vote and thus gain the 
“Mexican vote.” Mr. Maldonado states: 

 
In El Modena during the late forties we were struggling with the school case and so we 
had to try to correct the school districts. ... We needed to put into office within the school 
districts people who would be able to do something for the children of Mexican descent. 
... We have established the fact that we can actually do now what before, back in the 
forties didn’t seem possible, to get representation for the people, our people, that LULAC 
certainly tries to help.   
 
      Alex Maldonado 
    Charter member of Santa Ana LULAC Council No. 147 
    Cofounder of numerous councils 
    Fundraiser Organizer for school case 
 

Mr. Maldonado was in charge of fundraising for the appeal part of the case as mentioned above 
(Interview: Alex Maldonado, 2003).  [Mr. Alex Maldonado earned the title of “LULAC Man of 
the Year,” more than fifty years later in 2007].   

LULACer Ralph Perez of El Modena, a WWII veteran, also organized the Latino vote 
and sponsored many dance programs (promoted by posters) throughout Orange County to support 
various LULAC causes in addition to financially supporting the legal case through a collection of 
funds (Interview: Ralph Perez, 2002) and assisting Alex Lievanos with the filing of a contempt 
citation against the School District in El Modena under the case number of Mendez v. 
Westminster for their lack of enforcement of the McCormick decision.  This legal action put more 
wood into the fire for the school case that was appealed. This was not a separate legal action with 
a different case number but one that was taken by the efforts as led by Mr. Perez and Mr. 
Lievanos both members of Santa Ana LULAC Council No. 147 and both residents of El Modena 
to keep the dynamics of the class action (the same case number so therefore the same case titled 
Mendez v Westminster) in play so that the school districts would know that there was a combined 
united front in fighting discrimination in Orange County.  Marcus had advised the LULAC 
members that the demand for justice had to be contained in one lawsuit rather than to accept a 
new and different lawsuit by other parents who also had reason to complain of discrimination.  
Additional lawsuits at this point in the legal process were not warranted because the decision by 
the appellate court was pending.  The contempt citation was denied for the same reason but 
nonetheless Marcus had the strategy of jamming the court for the sake of applying pressure.  

Dedicated and committed people formed LULAC councils and played a major role in the 
struggle for civil rights.  LULAC has always had the political role of a pressure group.  It was not 
surprising to find that the leaders of LULAC played such a dominant role in school board 
meetings in fighting discrimination and segregation of the people of Mexican and or Latin 
descent and in a class action filed in 1945. Members of this political organization knew the great 
scope of this social battle for justice because they had been fighting the same discrimination in 
other states, most notably the great state of Texas. LULAC in the Mendez et al. case did not file 
an amicus brief like other groups but LULAC founders organized its formation as a class action 
lawsuit.   LULACers were involved as plaintiffs themselves as Mr. Ralph Perez explained: in the 
appeals process, it was their own school case and they were thus not in the position of friend of 
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the court but plaintiffs at large represented by Marcus whom they also paid.  The law applied to 
personal violations of the rights of their own children in the status of petitioners who needed 
relief as determined by the court.  As WWII veteran Ralph Perez explained:  

 
When my daughter Janice was sent home from school with a note from 
Superintendent Hammersten that she was to now attend the Mexican school and 
could no longer attend her school which was the Roosevelt School we didn’t 
want her to have to go there so we kept her at home while we fought the case and 
my wife taught her at home for the entire school year from the fall of 1946. 
 
 
 
David Marcus was our lawyer. We hired him to represent us because our 
children were also being segregated that is why it was also our own lawsuit. 

 
     Ralph Perez, 
     
   Charter member of El Modena LULAC Council, 
    Early member of Santa Ana LULAC Council 
    Leader in the ultimate success of 
  Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District et al. 
      (Interview: 2002) 
 
 Marcus was an activist as well as a defense attorney.  Profiling of activist lawyers who 

defended the civil rights of Latinos in major roles explains further the development and the 
progression of this part of the American Latino civil rights movement. Presented earlier was the 
profile of Carey McWilliams an attorney and his leadership in the social cause shown in records. 
Attorney Dan Marshall another civil rights lawyer and activist was also introduced earlier in this 
report. Also shown in records as well is the support of the Mexican consulate an agency that 
provided legal services. Another activist attorney in Los Angeles Paul Sweetser had been, as 
David Marcus at one period of time been affiliated with the Mexican Consulate, before engaging 
in the development of MAM, the Mexican American Movement that contributed to LULAC with 
its members. As legal adviser to this organization, Paul Sweetser assisted Gualberto Valadez and 
other leaders of MAM, those who became LULACers such as Joe Aguirre and Alfred Aguirre, 
Manuel Villalobos, Isadore Gonzalez, and Ted Duran, with its constitution and by-laws, and 
provided general counsel.  He thus provided a great amount of service to the Mexican American 
community and to their cause. In this capacity he served the Mexican and Mexican American 
community in the American Latino civil rights movement (as in collection titled, Supreme 
Council of the Mexican American Movement held at California State University Northridge, 
Special Collections and Archives). Paul Sweetser assisted many with immigration matters in 
addition to what he did for MAM when he had his law practice in Santa Barbara, California 
including representing the author’s family. As an example, and a small personal note by the 
author: Sweetser was the attorney for the family of Eleno and Micaela de la Torre, the author’s 
parents.  Eleno, the son of Antonio de la Torre who was a copper miner during the period of 
WWI when America needed laborers for mining of essential minerals and Petronila López, was 
born in 1917 in the mining camp or town of Sonora, Arizona.  The de la Torre family immigrated 
into the U.S. in 1916 and repatriated to Mexico when Eleno was a small boy not yet five because 
of discrimination due to national origin the family had suffered after they migrated from Arizona 
and settled in the citrus and oil town of Santa Paula, California; Santa Paula is the same home-
town of Martha Menchaca’s The Mexican Outsiders: A Community History of Marginalization 
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and Discrimination in California, [Austin, Texas: University of Texas Press, 1995].  Voluntary 
repatriation compelled by such discrimination was an issue for Latinos.  The sons and daughters 
of immigrants who were mainly from Mexico, like those of the de la Torre family had need of 
legal representation for many reasons. Immigration or repatriation back into the U.S. was one of 
the reasons that legal assistance was needed as it was for Eleno de la Torre. Many Mexican 
consulates provided legal services such as those provided especially in the 1940s through the 
assistance of the lawyers, Marcus, Marshall and Sweetser. 

 The El Modena contingency of the American Latino civil rights movement also needed 
legal services as they also took part in the appeal period of the class action of Mendez v 
Westminster then titled Westminster School District of Orange County vs. Gonzalo Mendez et al. 
as represented by the activism of Lievanos and Perez and others who hired David C. Marcus.  Mr. 
Perez referred to Marcus as our lawyer, the “Mexican lawyer.”  John Gonzales in his interview 
thought that Marcus was Mexican or half Mexican and Jewish. But as said before he was not 
ethnically Mexican neither was McWilliams, Marshall or Sweetser. Nonetheless, the members of 
LULAC and the Mexican and Mexican American community benefited greatly from important 
legal advice.  In the larger picture the activism of the civil rights lawyer David Marcus and these 
LULAC civil rights leaders and their activist lawyers promulgated the movement for civil rights.   

Explaining who comprised the membership of councils was important in learning about 
how councils were formed.  For further documentation of the formation and membership of 
numerous LULAC councils and their activity please see Documentary Sources in part two that 
includes selective articles and photographs. The need to fight for civil rights in terms of education 
and the instruction of citizenship was a dominant focus of activity for LULAC and was essential 
to the formation of LULAC councils.  LULAC spread in some cases from neighbor to neighbor. 
In Fullerton, LULAC member Iola Gallardo recruited her neighbor Rose Jurado, (who later 
served for many years as Anaheim LULAC Council president) and others into the Fullerton 
LULAC Council (Interview: Rose Jurado, 2008). Mel Jurado became a California LULAC State 
Director. Dora S. (O’Campo) Hanning long served LULAC Council No. 147 until she passed 
away in 2008. Some LULAC councils for women began because councils had first started only 
with men as members. In many cases these councils would then merge. In some cases when 
councils became inactive, members joined others that were still active or stronger in membership.  
Councils then joined and represented their respective district(s). Social gatherings occurred 
because of the underlying need for persons of Latin descent to be included in civic affairs as 
others who were members of known civic groups but more significantly because of the need to 
combat social discrimination based on ethnicity.  

LULAC activities and political issues were not being covered as much in the main 
newspapers so LULAC had its own publication(s) (Interview: Alex Maldonado, 2003).  Because 
they had their publication or organ that served the purpose of informing the Latino community of 
the issues and of publicizing various fundraising events for various causes, their activism was 
memorialized and is now presented in this study. The importance of research on the history of 
Latinos that depend on such archival material is hereby reinforced.  The past editors and 
publishers of newspapers such as ACCION, El Espectador, El Quetzal, The Latin American and 
most importantly in this report, LULAC NEWS are greatly appreciated.  The work to produce 
these American Latino newspapers is also an important part of civil rights activity and serves us 
all as a record of the efforts of LULAC patriots with civil rights. 

How were we to explain the significance of political action as a mobilized force against 
opposing individuals or representatives of institutions who practice discrimination either 
intentionally or through systematic oppression?  Our methodology for our research effort was 
simple.  First of all, because we were compelled to research the history of LULAC in California 
and its relation to the class action lawsuit we went to those who were present, who were involved, 
the oral historians, or relatives (and also historians) and asked them meaningful yet elegant 
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questions.  We simply began with such questions as:  What is your name? Where did you live?  
Were you a member of LULAC?  When did you join?  How did you become a member of 
LULAC?  How did you become involved or interested in being active in the fight for civil rights?  
The answers to these questions allowed interviewees to tell us themselves about what happened at 
the time of their involvement.  Also we obtained all pertinent documents and present them in their 
entirety or have extracted and presented what is relevant material. So, in the second part of this 
report we have documentary sources that demonstrate how we obtained this important history to 
share with all. 

In sum, this report is about the history of LULAC and within that history its role in what 
happened before and around the time of the filing of the desegregation case and the decisions that 
came at the district court Level and at the appellate level in San Francisco Ninth Circuit U.S. 
Court of Appeals.  Mexicans grew to significant populations and local schools, specifically Anglo 
school administrators, impacted by their numbers, and because of prejudice and identifiable 
difficulties and conflicts of interest, failed to meet the needs of families and failed to offer the 
children of Mexican descent the freedom for an equal American education.  Thus, it was found 
necessary by different leaders in the Mexican, Mexican American and or Latino Community to 
end the discrimination and segregation of their children of Mexican and or Latin descent.  The 
right elements for change were required. When alone a struggle is a great deal more difficult--the 
obstacles appear greater and they were. LULAC once honored David C. Marcus who had the kind 
of experience needed to make the Méndez et al. case into a class action lawsuit as he directed the 
legal proceedings with founders of LULAC and/or plaintiffs. When LULAC wanted to honor him 
as Hector Godinez stated “Marcus was ill at the time and we had to ask his son if it was okay for 
us to go ahead and honor him” (Interview: Hector Godinez, 1996).  In addition to a great attorney, 
honorable judges as shown later in this report were also vital to the success of the Méndez et al. 
case. This case is one of the great civil rights in education class action lawsuits. Because LULAC 
is part of a larger struggle to end discrimination in the United States it shares in the fight with 
other organizations such as the N.A.A.C.P, the National Association for the Advancement of 
Colored People. The litigation of a 1946 case would serve as a guide for a higher-level landmark 
case of 1954. The following is a comparative view although very brief of the two landmark 
decisions so that the 1946 case could be seen from a different perspective. 
 The 1954 landmark Supreme Court case of Brown v Board of Education shares a 
commonality with the still not as known 1946 case of Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster 
School District of Orange County et al.  Both class action lawsuits were filed to end segregation 
of children in schools in order to have social equality a term now specified as educational equity 
in the California Education Code and a principle first applied in trial in the 1946 case.  The case 
of Méndez in this respect precedes the case of Brown even though Méndez is not cited in Brown.  
The Mendéz et al. case was organized by parents with the assistance of founders of LULAC in 
Orange County and was filed by David C. Marcus, March 2, 1945.  Most highly recognized as 
legal counsel for Brown vs. Board of Education was Thurgood Marshall. Thurgood Marshall and 
other lawyers of the National Association for the Advancement of Colored People (NAACP) by 
the name of Robert L. Carter and Loren Miller at the branch office in Los Angeles contributed to 
the ultimate success of Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange County 
et al. by filing an amicus brief on behalf of NAACP in the fall of 1946 when the case was 
appealed by the school districts and at that point Westminster School District of Orange County et 
al. vs. Gonzalo Méndez et al.  LULAC Council No. 147 was already a formalized LULAC 
chapter at this time and LULAC paid the attorney Marcus who had follow up contact with 
representatives of NAACP under Thurgood Marshall (Interview: Hector Godinez, 1996).  

In 1946, the plight of Mexican Americans in Orange County California coalesced with 
the civil rights movement led by Black Americans to end segregation. Mr. Marshall and his 
fellow NAACP lawyers were overwhelmed but not overcome by the struggle to end the 
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segregation of Black Americans or African Americans in all aspects of society. Five plaintiff 
fathers of Mexican ancestry and their children and on behalf of 5000 similarly situated had won 
the decision by Judge Paul McCormick of the District Court of the United States, Southern 
District of California, Central Division, in Los Angeles, to end segregation of children of 
Mexican ancestry from other children who were labeled and identified as English speaking 
pupils. Judge McCormick rendered his decision on March 21, 1946. 

In Judge McCormick’s “ FINDINGS OF FACT and CONCLUSIONS OF LAW,” 
p. 11 in Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange County et al. 1946. 
Civil Case 4292-M he states: 

 
‘The equal protection of the laws’ pertaining to the public school system in 
California is not provided by furnishing in separate schools the same technical 
facilities, textbooks and courses of instruction to children of Mexican ancestry 
that are available to the other public school children regardless of their ancestry. 
A paramount requisite in the American system of public education is social 
equality. It must be open to all children by unified school association regardless 
of lineage. 

 
In Judge McCormick’s “JUDGEMENT and INJUNCTION” p. 2, in Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. 
Westminster School District of Orange County et al. 1946. Civil Case 4292-M he orders: 

 
It is further ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the regulations, customs, usages 
and practices of defendants and each of the segregating persons and pupils of 
Latin and Mexican descent in separate schools within the respective districts of 
the defendants and each of them in the City of Santa Ana California and 
elsewhere in the County of Orange, ‘State of California, are and each of them is 
arbitrary and discriminatory and in violation of plaintiffs’ constitutional rights 
and illegal and void; And it is further ordered, adjudged and decreed that the 
defendants and each of them are hereby permanently restrained and enjoined 
from segregating persons and pupils in the elementary schools of the defendant 
school districts, respectfully, of the defendants and each of them within the City 
of Santa Ana, California and elsewhere in the County of Orange, State of 
California.  
 
However, the case was appealed to a higher level, the United States Court of Appeals for 

the 9th Circuit in San Francisco.  Although Judge McCormick’s decision in Mendez et. al was 
based on the legal issue of the violation of civil rights in terms of  “national origin” and not in 
terms of “race” as in Brown v Board of Education as both are protected rights under the 
Fourteenth Amendment of the U.S. Constitution for residents and for citizens of the United 
States, the legal argument in both landmark decisions was determined by an underlying issue of 
whether or not children could learn better in a segregated environment or together in shared 
classrooms. In the 1946 case, as mentioned above, one social scientist, Mrs. Marie H. Hughes, 
from the Los Angeles County School office testified about a study she in cooperation with the 
office of Inter-American Affairs had done about children of primarily Mexican ancestry of a Los 
Angeles elementary school, Pío Pico of the Ranchito School District, which revealed that students 
learn better when they practice speaking in the English language when provided instruction in a 
shared setting that includes informal contact (Méndez v. Westminster, Transcripts of Legal 
proceedings: Testimony of Marie H. Hughes pp. 687-703, Wednesday July 11, 1945). Questions 
under direct examination of this witness were by Mr. Charles F. Christopher representative of 
Amicus Curiae of National Lawyers Guild. The testimony supported the intent of legal counsel 
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including attorneys for the National Lawyers Guild and ACLU to convey to the court that 
students who have a shared social and educational experience showed a higher measurement in 
their progress in learning than those who did not interact with other students.  Judge McCormick 
accepted the argument as reason for integration of students in their beginning school years. 
Students learn from each other and from school instructors in a socially equal school environment 
than when segregated (Méndez v Westminster, National Archives and Records Administration, 
(Pacific Region), Laguna Niguel, California). 

 Mrs. Marie Hughes was a public figure in the legal and educational affairs of the Latino 
community.  Representing Los Angeles County Schools she served the Mexican American 
community along with others including representatives from the Office of the Coordinator of 
Inter-American Affairs on a panel for the annual Mexican American Movement Convention held 
in Los Angeles, October 8, 1944 at the Edison Bldg. 5th and Grand (MAM records Box and folder 
01-07, Urban Archives Center, Oviatt Library, California State University, Northridge).  

When Méndez et. al was appealed and was adjudicated by the seven judges in San 
Francisco, Thurgood Marshall of the NAACP had a large civil rights battle to end segregation and 
discrimination of Black Americans in the military in San Francisco.  Overwhelmed Thurgood 
Marshall had assistance in the writing of the friend of the court brief for the case Westminster 
School District of Orange County et al. vs. Gonzalo Méndez et al. by Robert L. Carter an attorney 
and associate in New York.  Loren Miller was the NAACP representative of the Los Angeles 
area.   

Because the appealed 1946 case was based on the issue of discrimination of national 
origin, the NAACP filed a brief and referenced the Good Neighbor Policy established by 
President Hoover for U.S./Mexico relations.  The NAACP filed a friend of the court brief on 
October 2, 1946 and declared (p. 8): “Thus, since the Civil War a body of constitutional law has 
developed which proscribes both our nation and state governments from making distinctions and 
classifications and from discriminating on the basis of race, color or national origin.”  

Also the American Jewish Congress filed an amicus brief on October 17, 1946 in which 
they state (p. 2): “We are convinced that the treatment of minorities in a community is indicative 
of its political and moral standards and ultimately determinative of the happiness of all its 
members. In arguing in favor of the rights of one ethnic group we are certain to serve the interests 
of all Americans.” Other Amici Curiae have been mentioned before. 

The 1947 United States Circuit Court of Appeals for the 9th Circuit upheld Judge 
McCormick’s decision of Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange 
County et al. to end segregation based on national origin in regulations, customs, usages and 
practices by school districts and provided a restoration of due process of law and the civil rights 
of children of Mexican or Latin ancestry with respect to their right to make social progress and to 
thus become successful American citizens through an equal American education.  The formidable 
civil rights movement led by African Americans had another arm, the victory of the 1946 case to 
raise the banner for social justice and for an equal American education for all children no matter 
of what race or national origin. The commonality of “social equality” ruled by Judge McCormick, 
the guiding principle of argument that David C. Marcus, the National Lawyers Guild and ACLU 
had determined was essential in the 1946 case with a great et al., Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. 
Westminster School District of Orange County et al. and its reaffirmed victory in 1947, was 
essential in the case before the U.S. Supreme Court in 1954, Brown v Board of Education, a 
landmark case with a great et al. as well as brought forth by the NAACP. 
 

CONCLUSION OF PART ONE 
 
Part one includes the narrative portion of the history of the formation of LULAC councils 

in California, that is, the primary purpose of this report and within this history its secondary 
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purpose, LULAC and the Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange 
County et al. case information and respective references. This report simply in its secondary 
purpose answers the question for those who want to know what is the hidden truth behind the 
class action lawsuit of Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange County 
et al.  That is, that LULAC, through the efforts of founders of LULAC in Orange County 
justifiably merits acknowledgement for leading in the struggle to end discrimination and 
segregation of children of Mexican or Latin descent in California and for their struggle for an 
equal American education for Latino children. LULAC was responsible for fundraising and for a 
community public appeal for bringing social justice to the primarily Mexican people and to other 
Spanish surnamed individuals and families.  The case of Méndez v Westminster was not appealed 
all the way to the Supreme Court of the United States, therefore, the Ninth Circuit of United 
States Court of Appeals was the court of last resort for the people who stemmed from Mexico 
and for their fight for justice in California because of discrimination in the education of their 
children based on their national origin. The issue of the constitutionality of the doctrine "separate 
but not equal" that had been the law for several years since Plessy v Ferguson was not directly 
dealt with in the 1946 case but was reintroduced in Brown v Board of Education, 1954, when the 
ruling of separate but equal was overruled.  

LULAC stands firm in its historic effort to win the judicial decision in Gonzalo Méndez 
et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange County et al.  In past accounts, others have failed 
to account for this concerted effort to end discrimination and segregation providing recognition to 
the sole contingency of parents and others in Westminster.  The struggle for social and political 
justice was imminent in more than one pocket of activity.  The hidden story behind Méndez et al. 
is the et al.  And it is only now that it has begun to come into light.  More is bound to be 
uncovered so that all may learn about all of our champions for civil rights in education.  

It is much more valid to make a report by presenting copies of actual documents than to 
surmise every aspect of the history of LULAC and of the unique and charismatic will of 
individuals who led the struggle in civil rights by forming active and committed LULAC councils 
of patriots with civil rights in California since the first council was formed in Sacramento. 
Therefore, in PART TWO we have further documented evidence for our points made here.  

 The compiled information for this work titled LULAC PROJECT: PATRIOTS WITH 
CIVIL RIGHTS: Early History of the League of United Latin American Citizens in 
California 1929-1957 and Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange 
County et al. is dedicated to these heroes whose battle for justice continues in the social and 
political arena of today with new heroes who have hope of creating a better world for themselves 
and for their posterity; the new face of America. 
 

The following section includes documentary sources with detailed description of 
compiled information and references. 
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PART TWO 
 

DOCUMENTARY SOURCES 
 
 

 
I. EARLY HISTORY OF LULAC—ORGANIZERS AND FORMATION OF 

COUNCILS. 
 
II. EARLY CONVENTIONS—REGIONAL, DISTRICT, NATIONAL. 
 
III. LULAC AND THE CLASS ACTION LAWSUIT. 
 
IV. CALIFORNIA LULAC HERITAGE COMMITTEE EVENT: RECEPTION IN 

HONOR OF CHAMPIONS FOR CIVIL RIGHTS IN EDUCATION HELD 
MARCH 15, 2003. 

   
V. RESEARCH INTERVIEW INFORMATION. 
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DOCUMENTARY SOURCES 
 

PRIMARY SOURCES: ARCHIVES AND INTERVIEWS 
 

Archives 
 

LEGAL CASES AND DOCUMENTS 
 
National Archives and Records Administration (Pacific Region) Laguna Niguel, 
California.  
 
 Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange County et al. 
 1946. Civil Case 4292-M (Box 740). 

Transcripts of legal proceedings: July 5, July 6, July 9, July 10, and July 11 of  
1945.  1946 Decision.  Other court documents and correspondence. 
 
López et al. v. Seccombe et al. 1944.  Transcripts. Civil case 3158-Y (Box 578). 
 

National Archives and Records Administration, (Pacific Region) San Bruno, California. 
Westminster School District of Orange County vs. Gonzalo Méndez et al. 1947. 

 
LULAC ARCHIVES AND LULAC NEWS PUBLICATIONS 
 
Nettie Lee Benson Library Latin American Collection, University of Texas Libraries,  

The University of Texas at Austin. LULAC Archives. 
       
LULAC NEWS.  Publication of National LULAC (1929-1957). 
LULAC PRESIDENTS-COLLECTION.  (Ben Garza Collection). 

 
LULAC NEWS.  Publications of Orange County LULAC. 
 
            Dora S. Hanning (O’ Campo) Collection. 
            Alex Maldonado Collection. 
            Manuel and Vera Marquez Collection. 
            Joe O’Campo Collection. 
 
OTHER SPECIAL COLLECTIONS AND ARCHIVES 
 
California State University,  

Urban Archives Center, Oviatt Library, CSUN. 
 

County of Los Angeles Hall of Records. (Birth and Death Certificate Information). 
 
Ninth Judicial Circuit Historical Society  (Mr. Brad Williams, Archivist).  
 
Orange County Law Library. 
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Orange County Planning Department. 
 
Orange County Recorders Office.  
 
Placentia Public Library (History Room). 
 
Placentia Yorba Linda School District: Office of the Superintendent; and Records  

Department. Minutes of meetings of Board of Trustees, Placentia Unified  
School District (1940 – 1950). 

 
Stanford University Special Collections and University Archives, Green Library, 

 Stanford, Calif. 
 
Santa Ana Community College History Room.  
 
Santa Ana School District Archives. Minutes of the Santa Ana School Board (1940s).   
 
University of California, 
 Special Collections and Archives, Langson Library, UCI. 
 
University of California,  
 Department of Special Collections, Charles E. Young Research Library, UCLA. 
 
University of California, 

Colección Tloque Nahuaque, (Chicano Studies Collection) Ethnic and Gender 
Studies Library, Davidson Library, UCSB.  

 
Westminster School District.  Minutes of Westminster Elementary School Board of  

Trustees (1940s).  
 

NEWSPAPER PUBLICATIONS  
 
ACCION.  Francisco Moreno, editor. 
Saturday, April 22, 1944. 
UC Irvine Libraries Special Collections and Archives, California Newspapers 
Collection, MS-R 70, Box 28, OS, Folder No. 3 and Folder No. 4. 
 
EL ESPECTADOR.  Ignacio López, editor and publisher. 
Personal courtesy of Leonor Varela López. 
Pomona College Special Collections (microform). 

 
EL POLITICO. Printed in Mexico. 
(A Spanish and English bi-monthly publication with coverage of City of Orange) 
Vol. II No. 5, November 3, 1967.   
Courtesy of Lorenzo Ramirez Family Collection.  
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El Quetzal. Larry Labrado, editor and publisher and also 
courtesy of editor and publisher Enrique Zúñiga. 
 
The Latin American. Hector R. Tarango editor and publisher.  
 (April 7, March 24, 1949, May, 12, 1949, and May 19, 1949). 
UC Irvine Libraries Special Collections and Archives, California Newspapers 
Collection, MS-R 70, Box 28, OS, Folder No. 3 and Folder No. 4. 
 
The Mexican Voice.  Felix Guitierrez, editor. 
Published by the Mexican American Movement. 
California State University at Northridge Special Collections and Archives. 
Los Angeles Public Library (Microform). 
 
LA OPINION. I.E. Lozano, editor and publisher.  
No. 20, Friday, March 22, 1946. 
Los Angeles County Public Library: East Los Angeles (Microform). 
 
Not cited Newspapers: 
 
Los Angeles Times. 
Orange County Register. 
San Francisco Chronicle. 
 

INTERVIEWS 
 

(1) LULAC Founders and/or Members or Contacts for Information 
 
*Mr. Alfred Aguirre, Collection & Interviews, 2002-2007, *Mrs. Julia Aguirre, 2002-
2003, (residence in Placentia, California). 
 
*Mrs Cruz Barrios, Interview, (residence in Santa Ana, California, 2003). Honored at 
event LULAC Champions for Civil Rights in Education in 2003. 
 
Mrs. Alice Gallardo Carlson, daughter of Amado “Bill” Gallardo, Collection & 
Interview 2008 (held at Law Offices of Cory Anthony Aguirre). 
 
Mr. Joe Cruz, Collection & Interview August 13, 2007 (residence in Orange, California). 
 
Mr. Gerry Duran, son of Ted Duran, Collection & Phone Interview, 2008. 
 
Mr. Mike Duran, son of Ted Duran, Collection & Phone Interview, 2008. 
 
*Mr. Manuel Esqueda, Interview by phone, 2003. 
 
*Mrs. Dora S. (O’Campo) Hanning Collection & Interview, (residence in 2003). 
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Mrs. Bill Gallardo, Collection & Phone Interview, 2008. 
 
Mr. Nash Garcia & Mrs. Mary Garcia, Collection & Interview 2002 (residence in 
Riverside, California). 
 
*Mr. Hector Godinez and Mrs. Mary Godinez, Interview September 6, 1996 (residence in 
Santa Ana, California).  Honored as LULAC Champions for Civil Rights in Education. 
Present at event Mrs. Mary Godinez. 
 
*Mr. Jack Gomez Family Collection (J. & B. Gomez Collection, B. Gomez interview 
(residence of author in Yorba Linda, California). 
 
*Mr. Edward Gonzales and Mrs. Madeline Gonzales, Interview 2002 (residence in 
Placentia, California). 
 
*Mr. John O. Gonzales Collection & Interview, 2003 (residence in Dana Point, 
California). Honored as a LULAC Champion for Civil Rights in Education in 2003 at the 
time of his interview. 
 
Mr. Rosalio Gonzales and Mrs. Margaret Diaz Gonzales, Collection and Interview 2002 
(residence in Placentia, California). 
 
*Mr. Tony Luna and Mrs. Tony Luna, Interview Fall, 1996 (held at Law Offices of Cory 
Anthony Aguirre, Fullerton, California). 
 
Mr. Alex Maldonado, Collection & Interview 2002 (residence of author in Yorba Linda, 
California, and after that year, more interviews in person and by phone up to 2008). 
Honored as a LULAC Champion for Civil Rights in Education in 2003. 
 
*Mr. Manuel Marquez and Mrs. Vera Marquez, Interviews 2002 - 2008 (residence in 
Stanton, California,. 
 
Mrs. Diane Olivas Montano, (Daughter of Danny Olivas and Aileen Olivas) Collection & 
Interview 2002 (residence in Brea, California).  
 
Mr. David Ortiz, Collection and Interview, Friday August 1, 2008 (residence Orange 
California). 
 
Mr. Charlie Rodriguez Moreno, Interview by phone 2008 (residence of Carmen Moreno, 
in Placentia, California). 
 
Mr. Edward Morga, Past National LULAC President Collection & Interview(er) 
(residence of John O. Gonzales). 
 
Mr. Joe O’Campo Collection & Interview(s), by phone in 2003, and personal interview at 
residence in Santa Ana, California in 2008 and at business residence Broadway Billiards 
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225 ½ Broadway St. Santa Ana, California where Council No. 147 held installation 
ceremony June 9, 1946.  Collection articles obtained with the assistance of Mrs. 
Milagros “Millie” O’Campo in 2003 (residence Santa Ana, California). 
 
Mrs. Aileen Olivas, Interview 2002 (residence in Placentia, California). 
 
Mr. Ralph Perez, Family Collection & Interview 1996, 2002 (held at Law Offices of Cory 
Anthony Aguirre, Fullerton, California). Honored as LULAC Champion for Civil Rights 
in Education in 2003. 
 
Mr. Jackie Rodriguez, Interview, 2008 (residence Placentia, California). 
 
Mr. Rudy Rodriguez, Collection & Interview 2007 (residence, Placentia, California). 
 
*Mr. Hector R. Tarango and *Mrs. Rebecca Tarango, Collection & Interviews 2002- 
2006, (residence in Santa Ana, California). Honored as LULAC Champion for Civil 
Rights in Education in 2003. 
 
Ms. Carol Torres, Collection & Interview 2003 (residence in Orange California). 
Honored as LULAC Champion for Civil Rights in Education in 2003. 
 
*Mr. Gualberto Valadez, Interview 2003 (residence in Placentia, California). 
 
Mr. Eliseo Vargas, Collection & Interview 2007 and 2008 (in person in Placentia, 
California and phone interview). 
 
Mr. Frank Veiga, son of Manuel Veiga Jr., honored representing family of Manuel Veiga 
Jr. at event LULAC Champions for Civil Rights in Education in 2003. 
 
Other Special Interview: 
Margarita “Leonor” Varela Lopez, Collection & Interview July 26, 2008 (in Pomona, 
California).  
 

(2) Plaintiff Families of Class Action Lawsuit–Special Interviews 
 
Mr. Thomas Estrada, plaintiff: Interview, (phone conversation) 2003 and personally 
honored by LULAC as Champion for Civil Rights in Education in 2003. 
 
Ms. Evelina Estrada, plaintiff: Collection and Interview, 2003 in Anaheim and at 
residence of author in Yorba Linda, California. Honored by LULAC event Champions for 
Civil Rights in Education but did not personally attend event. 
 
Mrs. William Guzman: wife of plaintiff *William Guzman and mother of child plaintiff 
“Billy”: Family Collection and Interview, 2002-2003 and personally honored by LULAC 
event Champions for Civil Rights in Education in 2003. 
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*Gonzalo, plaintiff and *Felicitas Mendez Family–Sylvia Mendez, Gonzalo Mendez Jr. 
and Jerome Méndez: Honored by LULAC Reception to Honor Champions for Civil 
Rights Education but were not present. Representing the Mendez family at event was 
their relative Mrs. Amanda Mendez Martinez. 
 
Mrs. Amanda Mendez Martinez, daughter of Dolores Mendez and Sophie Peña and 
niece of Gonzalo and Felicitas Méndez and of Thomas Estrada and Mary Louise Peña: 
Collection and Interview, 2003 and personally acknowledged as family member of 
honoree family of Gonzalo Méndez, at LULAC event Champions for Civil rights in 
Education in 2003. 
 
Ms. Norma Mendez, daughter of Dolores Méndez and Sophie Peña Méndez, niece of 
Gonzalo, plaintiff and Felicitas Méndez and niece of Thomas Estrada, plaintiff and 
*Mary Louise Peña Estrada: Interview, 2003. 
 
Mr. Arthur Palomino, plaintiff & *Frank Palomino Jr. (Sons of Frank Palomino): 
Collection & Interview, 2002-2003 personally honored by LULAC as honoree family of 
Frank Palomino, event Champions for Civil Rights in Education in 2003. 
 
Mrs. Syria Estrada Pimental, plaintiff. daughter of Thomas, plaintiff and Mary Louise 
Estrada: Collection and Interview (phone conversation) 2003 and personally honored by 
LULAC event Champions for Civil Rights in Education in 2003. 
 
Mrs. Lorenzo Ramirez wife of plaintiff *Lorenzo Ramirez, and mother of three sons also 
plaintiffs, Ignacio, Jose, & Silverio “Jimmy”: Family Collection & Interview, 2003. 
Mrs. Ramirez and her family were personally honored by LULAC event Champions for 
Civil Rights in Education in 2003. 
 
Mr. Ignacio Ramirez, plaintiff: Personally honored by LULAC as Champion for Civil 
Rights in Education 2003. 
 
*Mr. Jimmy Ramirez, plaintiff. Interview, 2003, and personally honored by LULAC as 
Champion for Civil Rights in Education in 2003. 
 
Mr. Jose Ramirez, plaintiff:  Interview, 2003 and personally honored by LULAC as a 
Champion for Civil Rights in Education in 2003. 
 
*Now Deceased.  
 
All formal and informal interviews in person or by phone conversation were held 1996-
2008. Interviews for fiftieth anniversary celebration of Santa Ana LULAC Council No. 
147, 1946-1996, “Que Viva LULAC” which took place in Fullerton, California were 
those held first: Mr. Hector Godinez and Mary Godinez, 1996, and Mr. and Mrs. Tony 
Luna 1996, and Mr. Ralph Perez in 1996 additionally interviewed 2002 and 2003. 
Because informal interviews were held there are no transcripts.  Transcripts of videotaped 
interviews are presented in the narrative.  The content of report is comprehensive and 
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thus no separate and additional transcripts of interviews are available. As cross reference 
of statements made by interviewees, documentary sources were extensively provided. 
 

Historians 
 

Francisco Balderrama, Ph.D., Professor of History and Chicano Studies, California 
State University, Los Angeles. (Interview held at CSULA, 2002). 
 
Vicki L. Ruiz, Ph.D., (Presently Dean of School of Humanities, UCI), Professor of 
History and Professor of Chicana(o)/Latina(o) Studies, University of California, Irvine. 
(Interview by author at residence of author in Yorba Linda, California and co-
interviewer in 2003 with author, and Ed Morga, Past National President of LULAC of 
John O. Gonzales, Past National Vice-President General of LULAC, held at residence of 
Mr. Gonzales in Dana Point, California). 
 
Thomas Tomlinson, (Former) Dean of USC Gould School of Law. (Interview by phone 
2003). 
 

Legal Consultants 
 
Cory A. Aguirre, Esq., Law Offices of Cory Anthony Aguirre, Fullerton, California 
California LULAC Adviser, Placentia LULAC President, Interview and Interviewer, 
2002-2008. 
 
Corina A. Aguirre, law student, Trinity Law School, Santa Ana, California, Bachelor of 
Arts in Law and Society, University of California, Santa Barbara, 2006, member of 
Placentia LULAC Council No. 174. 
 

Researcher 
 
Margie de la Torre Aguirre, Owner of Abrazo Productions, Bachelor of Arts in 
Combination Social Science, Emphasis, Political Science, University of California, Santa 
Barbara, 1975, M.A. Political Science, California State University, Fullerton, 2000, 
Chair of California LULAC Heritage Committee–member of Placentia LULAC Council 
No. 174. 
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249-251. Transcripts of Testimony of Gonzalo Méndez, July 9, 1945. 
252.  Photo: Gonzalo Méndez and friend (no date). 
253-257. Newspaper: El QUETZAL published and edited by Larry Labrado and 

Enrique H. Zúñiga Vol. 1 No. 4 January 1977 (contains photos and article 
written by Sylvia Mendez “First Chicano to Challenge Segregation.” 

258. Photos: Delia (Aurelia) Peña and Ernesto Peña and child (no date). 
259.  Photo: Dolores Méndez brother of Gonzalo Méndez (no date). 
260. Photos: Event at University of California Irvine, Harvard Educational 

Review Forum, 1998.  In photos are Sylvia Mendez, Alicia Mendez 
Vidaurri, Manuel Gomez Vice Chancellor for Student Services, UCI, and 
Santana Ruiz of UCI Division of Student Services. 

261. Photos:  California LULAC 13th Annual Black and White State Ball and 
Recognition Awards, April 13, 1996 Hyatt Hotel, Anaheim California.  In 
photo are Honoree Felicitas Méndez, Emcee Jess Araujo Esq. and 
California LULAC State Director Vera Marquez. 

262. Photo:  Felicitas Méndez, Congresswoman Loretta Sanchez, Cory Aguirre 
Esq. and Margie Aguirre, author at groundbreaking ceremonies for 
Gonzalo and Felictas Mendez Fundamental Intermediate School, 
December 3, 1997. 

263. Photo: First Day of Issue of Commemorative Stamp MENDEZ V 
WESTMINSTER 1947. September 14. 2007.   In photo are Sylvia 
Mendez, Geronimo “Jerome” Mendez, Sandra Mendez, Gonzalo Jr. 
Mendez and Phillip Mendez.. 

264. Photo: Class photo of Hoover School First Grade Class, 1944 with teacher 
Mrs. Alice Johnson. 

265. Photo: Thomas Estrada, plaintiff of Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster 
School District of Orange County et al. 

266. Photo: Mary Louise Peña Estrada, wife of Thomas Estrada and daughter 
of Delia and Ernesto Peña . 

267. Photo: Delia Peña and Frank Estrada, plaintiff in Gonzalo Méndez et al. 
vs. Westminster School District of Orange County et al. 

268. Photo: Plaintiffs of Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District 
of Orange County et al.  In photo are Clara Estrada, Robert Estrada, Frank 
Estrada, Syria Estrada, Daniel Estrada (missing Evelyn Estrada also a 
plaintiff) and their Uncle Richard Peña. 
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269. Photo: Plaintiffs as adults Clara Estrada, Robert Estrada, Syria Estrada, 
Daniel Estrada and Evelyn Estrada. 

270. Photo: Lorenzo Ramirez, plaintiff of Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. 
Westminster School District of Orange County et al. 

271. Photo: Plaintiff Lorenzo Ramirez and Josefina Ramirez with two of their 
children. 

272. Article: “Lider de Lideres” in EL POLITICO and written to commemorate 
Lorenzo Ramirez and his civil rights leadership of 1943 upon the first year 
in 1967 of the anniversary of his death in 1966. 

273. Photo: Josefina Ramirez, wife of Lorenzo Ramirez and mother of three 
plaintiffs, Jose, Ignacio and Silverio. 

274. Photo: Josefina Ramirez and three plaintiff sons, Jose, Ignacio and 
Silverio, “Jimmy.” At event Reception in Honor of Champions for Civil 
Rights in Education, March 15, 2003 held by LULAC and Hispanic Bar 
Association of Orange County. 

275. Transcripts of Testimony of Harold Hammersten, Superintendent of El 
Modeno [sic] School District July 6, 1945 (Mendez v Westminster). 

276. Photo:  Mrs. Josefina Ramirez holding photo of her husband Lorenzo 
Ramirez in her own beautiful garden, spring 2003. 

277. Prayer card (Funeral) of Lorenzo A. Ramirez, 1910 (Mexico)-1966 
(Riverside, California). 

278. Photo: Plaintiff Jose Ramirez at home of author Margie Aguirre, Spring 
2003. 

279. Photos: Graduation photos of plaintiffs Ignacio Ramirez and Silverio 
“Jimmy” Ramirez. 

280.  Photo: Plaintiff Ignacio Ramirez in football uniform. 
281.  Photo: Plaintiff Siverio “Jimmy” Ramirez in military uniform. 
282.  Photo: Elementary schools (Roosevelt and Lincoln) in El Modena. 

Photo: El Modena school children with teacher in late 1940s. 
283. Photo: Frank Palomino and son Arthur Palomino, plaintiffs in Gonzalo 

Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange County et al. late 
1930s. 

284-285. Testimony of Frank Palomino, plaintiff (Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. 
Westminster School District of Orange County et al.) July 5, 1945. 

286. Photo: Plaintiff Frank Palomino and Irene Palomino, parents of plaintiffs 
Arthur and Sally Palomino. 

287. Photo: Plaintiff children Arthur and Sally Palomino of Gonzalo Méndez et 
al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange County et al. 

288.  Photo: Arthur Palomino in later years at his work. 
289. Photo: Arthur Palomino, plaintiff, and his brother Frank Palomino Jr. at 

Reception in Honor of Champions for Civil Rights in Education held 
March 15, 2003. 

290. Photo: Mrs. Frank Palomino, Mr. Frank Palomino and Mr. William 
Guzman.  Both Frank Palomino and William Guzman were plaintiffs in 
Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange County 
et al.  They were also friends. 
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291. Photo: Plaintiff William Gusman and plaintiff Frank Palomino of class 
action Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange 
County et al. 

292. Photo:  William Guzman, plaintiff, and Virginia Guzman, parents of 
plaintiff Billy Guzman of Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School 
District of Orange County et al. 

293. Photo: Class picture with teachers and priest of St. Anne Catholic 
Elementary School in Santa Ana of Billy Guzman, plaintiff in Gonzalo 
Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange County et al. 

294. Photo: William Guzman, plaintiff and wife Virginia Guzman, parents of 
Billy Guzman. 
Photo: William Guzman Jr. “Billy” as an adult, a child plaintiff in Gonzalo 
Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange County et al. 

295.  Photo: Mr. William Guzman with ham radio at home. 
Photo: Mrs. Virginia Guzman and daughter Beverly Guzman Gallegos at 
interview by author, and Cory A. Aguirre Esq. held at residence of 
Beverly Guzman Gallegos December 28, 2002. 

296.  Photo: William Guzman Jr. “Billy” serving in U.S. Navy. 
297. Photo: Mrs. Lorenzo Ramirez, Mr. Thomas Estrada, Mr. Hector Tarango, 

and Mr. Arthur Palomino at event Reception in Honor of Champions for 
Civil Rights in Education held March 15, 2003 by LULAC and Hispanic 
Bar Association of Orange County. 
Photo: Plaintiff, Thomas Estrada and daughter also a plaintiff Syria 
Estrada (Mrs. Syria Estrada Pimental) in Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. 
Westminster School District of Orange County et al. at Reception in 
Honor of Champions for Civil Rights in Education, March 15, 2003. 

298. Photo: Judge Frances Muñoz explains case of Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. 
Westminster School District of Orange County et al. to plaintiff families 
and LULAC families involved at Reception in Honor of Champions for 
Civil Rights in Education March 15, 2003, Garden Grove California held 
by LULAC and Hispanic Bar Association of Orange County. 
Photo: Maria T. Solis-Martinez, member of California LULAC Heritage 
Committee under Chair Margie Aguirre preparing U.S. flag for display at 
Reception in Honor of Champions for Civil Rights in Education March 15, 
2003. 

299. Photo:  Margie Aguirre explains chart of the case, Gonzalo Méndez et al. 
vs. Westminster School District of Orange County et al., to the plaintiff 
families and LULAC families involved at Reception in Honor of 
Champions for Civil Rights in Education March 15, 2003. 
Photo: Margie Aguirre greeting plaintiff as father of six plaintiff children 
Thomas Estrada, in Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District 
of Orange County et al. at Reception in Honor of Champions for Civil 
Rights in Education March 15, 2003 as Maria T. Solis-Martinez looks on. 

300. Photo: Margie Aguirre, Chair of California LULAC Heritage Committee 
and organizer of event Reception in Honor of Champions for Civil Rights 
in Education March 15, 2003 welcomes honorees. 
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Photo: Plaintiff from Westminster, Thomas Estrada and daughter Syria 
and son Daniel in forefront and in background Mrs. William Guzman and 
next to her, Mrs. Vera Guzman wife of Billy Guzman and others in 
attendance at event Reception in Honor of Champions for Civil Rights in 
Education March 15, 2003. 

301. Photo: Group photo of honorees with Margie Aguirre at event Reception 
in Honor of Champions for Civil Rights in Education March 15, 2003.  In 
photo honorees are Arthur Palomino, Virginia Guzman, Carol Torres, 
Alex Maldonado, Mary Godinez, Ralph Perez, Norma Mendez Martinez, 
and Frank Veiga, son of Manuel Veiga Jr. 

302. Photo: Honoree family of the late Cruz Barrios who represented LULAC 
efforts in Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of 
Orange County et al. event Reception in Honor of Champions for Civil 
Rights in Education March 15, 2003.  In photo are the wife of Cruz 
Barrios, Ruth Barrios, and daughter Genevieve Barrios Southgate and son 
Russ Barrios. 

303. Photo: Honorees at event Reception in Honor of Champions for Civil 
Rights in Education March 15, 2003.  In photo are Ruth Barrios, wife of 
Cruz Barrios, Josefina Ramirez, wife of plaintiff Lorenzo Ramirez, 
Thomas Estrada plaintiff, and Hector R. Tarango. 

304. Text of Comments by Judge Frances Muñoz and president of Hispanic Bar 
Association Fabio Cabezas at event Reception in Honor of Champions for 
Civil Rights in Education March 15, 2003 to honor the plaintiff families 
and LULAC families involved in Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster 
School District of Orange County et al. 

305. Photos: Vera Marquez, National LULAC Vice President for Women 
congratulates Mrs. Lorenzo Ramirez at event Reception in Honor of 
Champions for Civil Rights in Education March 15, 2003 to honor the 
plaintiff families and LULAC families involved in Gonzalo Méndez et al. 
vs. Westminster School District of Orange County et al. 
Photo: Cory A. Aguirre Esq. past president of Hispanic Bar Association of 
Orange County explains the case at Reception in Honor of Champions for 
Civil Rights in Education March 15, 2003 to honor the plaintiff families 
and LULAC families involved in Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster 
School District of Orange County et al. 

306. Photos: District Court of U.S. for the Southern District of California where 
Judge Paul J. McCormick presided and made his decision for Gonzalo 
Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange County et al. and 
Ninth Circuit of United States Court of appeal for hearing of Westminster 
School District of Orange County vs. Gonzalo Mendez et al. 

307. Photo:  David C. Marcus, attorney for petitioners in Gonzalo Méndez et al. 
vs. Westminster School District of Orange County et al. and for appellees 
in Westminster School District of Orange County vs. Gonzalo Mendez et 
al. 

308. Photo: William Strong co-counsel for appellees in Westminster School 
District of Orange County vs. Gonzalo Mendez et al. 
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309-310. Transcripts: First day of trial of Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster 
School District of Orange County et al. July 1945 indicates the personal 
privilege request of David C. Marcus to have entered into the bar of the 
court, the representatives of the Consulate of Mexico in Los Angeles Mr. 
Santiago Campbell and for Santa Ana Mr. [Jorge] Alcozar. 

311. Photo: Judge Paul J. McCormick, Chief Judge, U.S. Dist. Ct., 312 N. 
Spring St., Los Angeles who ruled in favor of the plaintiffs in Gonzalo 
Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange County et al. 

312. Photos: Judges of the Ninth Circuit U.S. Court of Appeals (San Francisco, 
1947) are Honorable Homer T. Bone, Honorable William Denham, 
Honorable Clifton Mathews, Honorable William Healy, Honorable 
William E. Orr, Honorable Francis A. Garrecht (shown in picture with 
other judges) and Honorable Albert Lee Stephens, Sr. 

313. Article: Excerpt of “Founding and History of LULAC” by George J. 
Garza, LULAC National President in LULAC NEWS pg. 6 February, 1955 
a publication of Orange County. 

314. Photo: Margie Aguirre, Chair of California LULAC Heritage Committee 
presents banner titled LULAC PROJECT; PATRIOTS WITH CIVIL 
RIGHTS that shows history and photos of plaintiffs and LULAC families 
involved in Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of 
Orange County et al. before Hector Flores, National LULAC President 
and National LULAC Board at National LULAC Convention, Orlando, 
Florida, 2003. 

315-327. References. 
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INDEX 2. 

 
List of names in alphabetical order and page number shown in report in Part I Narrative 
and or Part II Documentary Sources identified in Index 2 by classifications A-F [brackets 
indicate shown in article or photo or other item].  
 
A. Attorneys (Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange County  
           et al.). 
 
David C. Marcus, Esq., 10, 19, 22, 26, 36, 38, 44, 45, 48, 49, 52, 54, 59, 61, 63, 65, 67,  

68, 71, 74, 75, 76, 77, 81, 83, 84, 94, 95, 96, 97, 99, 122, 362, [complaint, 247], 
[chart:  

timeline of case, 248], [article in El Espectador, 238, 240],  [photo, 307]. 
William Strong, Esq. 362 [photo, 308]. 
 
B. Judges. 
 
Judge Paul J. McCormick, U.S. District Court, Southern District of California, Central 

Division, Los Angeles, (Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of 
Orange County et al), 10, 17, 34, 39, 40, 45, 57, 59, 60, 61, 62, 63, 67, 68, 69,  
75, 84, 98, 99, [chart: timeline of case, 248], [article in El Espectador, 238, 239, 
240], [article in El Quetzal, 253-257], [photo, 311]. 

 
Judges of the Ninth Circuit U.S. Court of Appeals (San Francisco, 1947) Westminster 
School District of Orange County vs. Méndez et al.:  
 
    Honorable Homer T. Bone, 69, [photo, 312]. 
    Honorable William Denman, 36, 46, 52, 69, [article in El Espectador, 241, 242], 

[article in El Quetzal, 253-257],  [photo, 312]. 
    Honorable William Healy, 69, [photo, 312]. 
    Honorable Francis A. Garrecht, 69, [photo shown in picture with other judges, 312]. 
    Honorable Clifton Mathews, 69, [article in El Espectador, 238], [photo, 312]. 
    Honorable William E. Orr, 69, [article in El Espectador, 238],  [photo, 312]. 
    Honorable Albert Lee Stephens, Sr., 69, [article in El Quetzal, 253-257], [photo, 312]. 
 
C. Plaintiff families (Gonzalo Méndez et al. vs. Westminster School District of Orange 
County et al). 
 
Plaintiff: Thomas Estrada, 10, 40, 44, 45, 54, 55, 59, 73, 83, 244, 304, 362, [complaint, 

 247], [chart: timeline of case, 248], [photos, 246, 265, 297, 299 (Reception in  
Honor of Champions for Civil Rights in Education, March 15, 2003), 300, 303]. 
 
Spouse: Mrs. Mary Louise Estrada, 54, 83, [chart: timeline of case, 248], [photo, 
266]. 

 



 

 341 

Plaintiff Estrada Children (6): 
    Syria Estrada, 44, 54, [complaint, 247], [chart: timeline of case, 248],  [photos, 268,  

269, 297, 300]. 
     Robert Estrada, 44, 54, [complaint, 247], [chart: timeline of case, 248], [photos, 268,  

269]. 
     Clara Estrada, 44, 54, [complaint 247], [chart: timeline of case, 248],  [photos, 268,  

269]. 
     Daniel Estrada, 44, 54, [complaint, 247], [chart: timeline of case, 248],  [photos, 268,  

269, 300]. 
     Frank Estrada, 44, 54, [complaint, 247], [chart: timeline of case, 248], [photos, 268]. 
     Evelyn Estrada, 44, 54, [complaint, 247], [chart: timeline of case, 248], [photo, 269]. 
 
Plaintiff: William Guzman, 10, 40, 44, 45, 54, 55, 58, 64, 73, 77, 80, 82, 244, 304, 362, 

[complaint, 247], [chart: timeline of case, 248], [photos, 290, 291, 292, 295] 
      

Spouse: Mrs. Virginia Guzman, 10, 18, 45, 54, 58, 63, 64, 65, 77, 80-82, [chart:  
timeline of case, 248], [photos, 246, 292, 295, 300, 301]. 

 
Plaintiff Guzman Children (1): 
    Billy Guzman, 44, 54, 77, 80, 304, [complaint, 247], [chart: timeline of case, 248],  

[photos, 293, 294, 296]. 
 
Plaintiff Gonzalo Mendez, 10, 18, 19, 28, 29, 33, 34, 37-40, 42, 43, 44, 45, 52,  

54, 55, 57, 58, 59, 60, 61, 62, 65, 73, 74, 75. 76, 77, 81, 83, 122, 244, 304, 362, 
[complaint, 247], [chart: timeline of case, 248], [article with photos in El Quetzal,  
253-257], [photo, 252], [testimony, 249-251]. 

       
Spouse: Mrs. Felicitas Mendez, 10, 18, 28, 34, 37, 38, 40, 41, 43, 45, 46, 54, 55,  
57, 58, 59, 61, 62, 73, 74, 75, 82, [interview by Alfredo H. Züñiga, 19-24 (link to  
LULAC in case, 21], [chart: timeline of case, 248], [article with photos in El  
Quetzal, 253-257], [photos, 261, 262]. 

 
Plaintiff Mendez Children (3): 
    Sylvia Mendez, 18, 37, 44, 54, 60, [[complaint, 247], [chart: timeline of case, 248],  

[article with photos in El Quetzal, 253-257], [photos, 260, 263]. 
    Gonzalo Mendez Jr., 18, 44, 54, 60, [complaint, 247], [chart: timeline of case, 248],  

[article with photos in El Quetzal, 253-257], [photo, 263].  
    Geronimo Mendez, 18, 44, 54, 60, [complaint, 247], [chart: timeline of case, 248],  

[article with Photos in El Quetzal, 253-257], [photo, 263]. 
 
Plaintiff Frank Palomino (also listed as LULAC member), 10, 40, 44, 45, 54, 55, 57, 58,  

59, 65, 73, 77, 78, 81, 124, 244, 304, 362, [complaint, 247], [chart: timeline of  
case, 248], [photos, 283, 286, 290], [testimony, 284-285, 291]. 

     
Spouse: Mrs. Irene Palomino, 54, [chart: timeline of case, 248], [photo, 286]. 
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Plaintiff Palomino Children (2): 
    Arthur Palomino, 44, 54, 59, 77, 78. 304, [complaint, 247], [chart: timeline of case, 

 248], [photos, 246, 283, 287, 288, 289, 297, 301]. 
    Sally Palomino, 44, 54, 59. 78, 304, [complaint, 247], [chart: timeline of case, 248],  

[photo, 287].  
 
Plaintiff Lorenzo Ramirez, 10, 25, 40, 44, 45, 54, 55, 59, 71, 73, 74, 75, 78, 79, 80, 244,  

304, 362, [complaint, 247], [chart: timeline of case, 248], [article with photo in El  
Politico, 272], [photos, 270, 271], [funeral prayer card, 277], [testimony, 25] 
 
Spouse: Mrs. Josefina Ramirez, 10, 54, 71, 74, 80,  [chart: timeline of case, 248],  
[photos, 246, 271, 273, 274, 276, 297, 303, 305]. 

    
Plaintiff Ramirez Children (3): 
    Jose Ramirez, 44, 54, 65, 304, [complaint, 247], [chart: timeline of case, 248], [photos, 

 246, 274, 278]. 
    Ignacio Ramirez, 44, 54, 304, [complaint, 247], [chart: timeline of case, 248], [photos,  

246, 274, 279, 280]. 
    Silverio “Jimmy” Ramirez, 44, 54, 304, [complaint, 247], [chart: timeline of case,  

248], [photos, 246, 274, 279, 281]. 
 
D. LULAC Councils. 
 
Alhambra 56, 70, 111, 117, [photo, 117]. 
Anaheim, 56, 92, [program 223-224]. 
Bakersfield, 56, [Agenda/program, 172]. 
Buena Park, 56, 92, 204, [article, 195] [California Regional Convention programs, 164,  

214]. 
Corona, 56, 92, [article, 199], [photo, 199]. 
El Modena, 56,172, [photos, 169, 170]. 
Fullerton, 56, 92, 204, 223, [articles, 196-198], [California Regional Convention  

programs, 214] [photo, 196- 198]. 
Norwalk, 92. 
Orange, 92, 204, [California Regional Convention program, 214]. 
Paramount, 56, 92, [photos, 162 ]. 
Placentia, (precursor: Unified Veterans and Citizens of Placentia, Atwood and La Jolla, 

56, 90, 144, 172, 174-182, 185, 202, 203, 204, 208, 211, [articles, 174, 178, 182],  
[California Regional Convention programs, 214, 164], [Certificate, 187],  [1957 
National Convention delegates/alternates, 200], [photos, 175, 176,177, 178, 180,  
181, 213], [District Convention, 213]. 

Pomona, 92. 
La Habra, 56, 185, 202, 204, 208, 211, [article, photos, 193-194], [California Regional 

Convention programs, 164, 214]. 
Los Angeles Councils: 26, 55, 70, 112, 113, 114, 172 [articles, 107, 109, 110]. 
Richmond, 56, 172 [announcement of first state convention, 171]. 
Sacramento, 26, 55, 111, [articles, 102, 103-104]. 
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San Bernardino, 26, 56, 70, [articles, 108, 109]] 
San Diego, 56, 184, [Bulletin article, 204] 
San Gabriel, 114. 
San Ysidro, 56, 185, 204, 208, 211, [articles, 205, 206] [California Regional Convention 

programs, 164, 214]. 
Santa Ana, (precursor: Latin American Voters League, Latin American Counsel, Latin 

American Organization), 9, 24, 26. 29, 30, 34, 37, 39, 45, 56, 57, 58, 65. 72, 78,  
80, 82, 83, 85, 86, 87, 88, 90, 91, 94, 118-168, 172, 185, 202, 203, 204, 208, 211,  
223,[articles, 119, 125-126, 135, 143, 146, 150], [California Regional Convention 
programs, 214, 164], [certificates/awards, 148, 152, 159, 183], [fundraising  
programs, 133, 137, 145, 149] [photos, 118, 120, 127-130, 132, 134, 156-158,  
160-163, 212], [letters, 136, 141] [minutes, 123-124] [1957 National Convention 
 delegates/alternates, 200]. 

Stanton, 56. 90, 144, 185, 188-192, 202, 203, 204, 208, 211, [articles, 188, 190], [photos,  
191], [California Regional Convention programs, 164, 214], [Charter, Stanton 
Junior LULAC Council, 192], [membership roster, 189], [1957 National 
Convention Delegates/alternates, 200]. 

Sylmar, 56, 92. 
 
E. LULAC Members and Other Items. 
 
Acevedo, Onias, [photo, 199]. 
Aceves, James 189. 
Acosta, Amador, 223, 224. 
Acosta, Liono, 189. 
Acosta, Joe, 188. 
Aguilar, Annie, 189. 
Aguilar, Mary, 188. 
Aguilar, Eutimo, 189. 
Aguilar, Richard, 189. 
Aguilera, Leo, 189. 
Aguilera, Marcus, 189. 
Aguilera, Michael, 188. 
Aguilera, Trini, 189. 
Aguirre, Alfred V., 11, 16, 31, 41, 70, 86-90, 95, 174-176, 178, 180, 185, 200, 214, 215,  

[photos, 177, 181, 217, 221, 229].  
Aguirre, Corina Anne, 5, 174. 
Aguirre, Atty. Cory Anthony, 5, 174, 244, 362, [photos, 228, 236, 262, 299, 305, 314]. 
Aguirre, Frank, [photo, 198]. 
Aguirre, Honorable Frederick P., 44. 
Aguirre, Gabriel, 189. 
Aguirre, Joe (Stanton resident), 188, 189. 
Aguirre, Joe V., II, 16, 87, 88, 95, [photo, 177]. 
Aguirre, Julia, 11, 70, 87, 89, 178, 180, [article, 215, 221, [photos, 201, 217]. 
Aguirre, Margie de la Torre, 3, 4, 5, 7, 11, 27, 70, 244, [chart: timeline of case, 248],  

[photos, 228, 235, 236, 262, 299, 300, 301, 314]. 
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Aguirre, Richard V., 89, [photo, 177]. 
Aguirre, Sara, 174. 
Aguirre, Sebastian Antonio, 5, 174, [photo, 245]. 
Aguirre, Virginia, 189. 
Aldama, Frank, 185. 
Allen Jean, 189. 
Ambris, Frank, 189. 
Aparicio, Ray, 11, 89, 221, [photo, 199, 217]. 
Apodaca, Floyd, 27, 70, 111, 114, [photo, 115]. 
Araujo, Atty. Jess,  [photo, 226, 261]. 
Arcinaga, Frank, 224. 
Armendariz, Albert, 202. 
Armendariz, Mrs. Albert, 202. 
Armendariz, Louis, 131. 
Armenta, Steven, 189. 
Avalos, Martin, 189. 
Avalos, Virginia, 188, 189. 
Bailey, Harold, 185, 189, 200. 
Bailey, Eunice, 189. 
Baltierra, Gabe, 214, [photo, 182]. 
Banda, Natividad, 189. 
Bande, Ralph, 189. 
Barba , Annie, 189. 
Barron, Pete, 224. 
Barragan, Daniel, 223, 224. 
Barrett, Kathleen, [photo, 198]. 
Barrios, Cruz G., 28, 29, 34, 35, 40, 43-45, 57, 58, 65, 73-76, 77, 80, 119-121,  

123-124,131, 133-134, 143, 304, [article in EL Espectador, 239], [photo,  
118, 134]. 

Barrios, Mrs. Ruth Barrios, 11, [photos, 246, 302, 303]. 
Barrios, Russ, [photos, 246, 302]. 
Belasquez, Bill, 178. 
Bojorquez, Bob, 143. 
Butterbaugh, Wayne, 189. 
Caballero, Able, 224. 
Caballero, Andrew, 189. 
Calderon, Johnny, 189. 
Candelaria, Edward, 189. 
Campos, Gloria, [photo, 201]. 
Campos, Joe, 164, 185, 193, 208. 
Cano, Tony, 224. 
Cardona, Alice, 200. 
Carrillo, Charles C., 119, 123. 
Carrasco, Ray, [photos, 118, 138]. 
Casserly, Bernard, 188, 189. 
Casserly, Virginia, 188, 189. 
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Castillo, Alfred J., 90, 200, [photo, 182]. 
Castillo, Art, 90, 188, 200. 
Castillo, Ray, 89, 221, [photo, 217]. 
Castro, Henry, 89, [photo, 177]. 
Castro, Jess, 178. 
Castro, Lupe, 178. 
Celiceo, Richard, 165, 185. 
Cervera, Ben, 89, [photo, 177]. 
Cervera, Lupe, 89, [photo, 177]. 
Chacon, Theodore A., 55, 107. 
Chavolla, Mary, 87. 
Chavolla, Ross, 87. 
Contreras, Robert, 189. 
Conventions,  

[National LULAC Conventions, 166, 215, 216-221]. 
[California Regional Conventions, 164, 214].  
[California State Convention, 171]. 
[District No. 1 (Orange County), 202] 
[San Diego District Convention, 184]. 

Corral, Alicia, [photo, 225]. 
Correa, Marcelino, 189. 
Correa, Margaret, 200, 208. 
Cortez, Raul (National LULAC President, 1948, *2 terms), [photos, 169, 170]. 
Cruz, Ernesto, 55. 
Cruz, David, NBC, [photo, 236]. 
Cruz, Gloria, [photo, 201]. 
Cruz, Ladislao G., 185, 200. 
Cruz, Ruth G., 185, 200, [photo, 201]. 
Cruz, Mr. (Los Angeles Council member under John Gonzales), 27. 
Cuellar, Mr. (Los Angeles Council member under John Gonzales), 27. 
Delgadillo, Ray, [photo, 199]. 
Delgado, Ed, [photo, 235]. 
Delgado, Hector, [photo, 162]. 
Del Rio, Anita, 231, [photos, 225, 230, 232]. 
Diaz, Benny, 229. 
Diaz, Boyd, 224. 
Diaz, Evaristo, 80, 119, 133, 143. 
Diaz, Ray, 205. 
Diaz, Tony, 224. 
Donnel, Elva, [photo, 232]. 
Dorame, Raul, 194. 
Dreizen, Samuel, 188, 189, 203, 208. 
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