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Since the lead article in this pamphlet was wiitten in

spring 1988, the effort to defend language equality has

enter^ a new stage. In November 1988, Official English

initiatives passed in Arizona, Colorado and Florida. The

referendum passed narrowly in Arizona, while winning by
large margins in the other states. These setbacks were not
totally unexpected, given the financial resources of the

English Only forces, and the moral and political support they

have receiv^ from Ronald Reagan and a host of right wing

forces throughout the U.S.
But the fight is far from over. Despite the best
efforts of the English-Only forces, they have not been able to
implement their total agenda: the destruction of bilingualbicultural education, the complete elimination of the bilingual
ballot, and the passage of a national Official English act. In
fact, English-Only has suffered a few setbacks of its own:
the resignations of Linda Chavez fix>m the leadership of US
English because of that organization's anti-Latino bias; as
well as the resignation of Walter Cronkite, Gore Vidal and
others. In Colorado, both Denver Mayor Federico Pena and
Governor Roy Romer have issued directives prohibiting city

or state employees from discriminating against anyone on the
basis of language.
In California, US English has taken another tack.
They have organized a caucus called Learning English
Advocates Drive (LEAD) in the .United Teachers of Los

Angeles, the second largest teachers union in the country, in
a city with the nation's largest non-English speaking pop
ulation. LEAD is trying to pass a referendum to put the
union on record against differential pay for bilingual
teachers. This movida has touched off a storm of protest
within the union and from the Chicano-Latino community.

The UTLA leadership has come out strongly against the
LEAD referendum, along with a wide range of Chicano
organizations.

If this proves anything, it proves that the EnglishOnly forces are far ftom invincible. Democracy will ulti
mately triumph.
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' 'English-only"Right wing's
power of babbie
Theresa Montaho and Dennis Vigil

In recent years a new and extremely dangerous po
litical cloud has formed over the American landscape

which is threatening to drown this country in a flood
of racist hysteria and anti-Chicano-Mexicano, anti-

immigrant chauvinism. This storm cloud is the Englishonly movement, one of the more pernicious offspring
of Reaganism.

The English-only movement is seeking to pass a
constitutional amendment which would make English

the official lemguage of the United States. In 1988,

English-only ballot measures and related issues will
be hotly contested and debated in several states, in

cluding Colorado, Arizona, New York and Florida, all

of which have large non-English-speaking populations.

The English-only movement hopes to pass enough

Partidpants In April 6.1987, demonstration In Sacramento, Calif., for educational
rights. The sign says. The key to the future Is the education of our Raza, and culture
Is the strength of our people.*
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English-only bills in state legislatures to pressure Con
gress into proposing a U.S. constitutional amendment

making English the official languaga
The main organization advocating English as the
official language is "US. English." They were formed
in 1981 with considerable help from the Federation
for American Inunigration Reform (FAIR), an anti-

immigration organization largely responsible for the
passage of the Simpson-Rodino law. (U.S. English was

formed soon after the debate began about making sweep

ing changes in U.S. immigration law. Then Sen. S.I.

Hayakawa of California proposed an English-as-official-

language amendment to the proposed new immigra

tion bill.) U.S. English claims a membership of 300,000
dues-paying members. They constitute one critical arm

and social base for the right wing.
The English-only movement tries to appear iimocent
and harmless. They claim to want nothing more than
official affirmation that English is the primary language

of this country. But the fact is that it has caused an
increase in racial bigotry and intolerance, and further

inflamed the national divisions which tend to separate

the people of this country. It has contributed to the
racially charged political atmosphere which caused the

brutal murder of Vincent Chin in Detroit by white auto-

workers in 1982, the shooting death of Rub6n Romero

for speaking Spanish in Denver in 1986 and the bloody
massacre of 23 Chicanos and Mexicanos by an unem

ployed white laborer in San Ysidro, California, in 1984.

The movement to make English the official language
of the United States has indeed generated a tremen

dous amount of struggle and its success or failure has

far-reaching implications for the people In the final
analysis, the English-only movement threatens funda

mental rights of non-English-speaking minorities, in
cluding their rights to their language and culture, to

fiieedom of speech and expression, the right to vote
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and political representation, their right to an equal educa
tion, and for the Chicano-Mexicano people, their right
to self-determination.

The movement to defeat English-only therefore forms
one critical component of the anti-right united front.
This movement is largely spearheaded by Chicanes and
Latinos, but embraces a broad range of forces including
various Asian American nationalities, civil liberties ad

vocates, labor unions, and others. The working class
and progressive movements should support this effort,
because at its heart is a demand for democracy and

for the rights of oppressed peoples. These demands strike
deeply at capitalism's suffocating structure of national
oppression.

English-only an arm of Reaganism
The modem English-only movement is an outgrowth
of Reaganism and is one firont in an offensive which
includes anti-immigrant laws like Simpson-Rodino, mas
sive cuts in social programs, increased militarization
and military aggression abroad, attacks on trade unions

and women's rights, coupled with tax breaks and every
other kind of legislative and poliQr break for the large
corporations. English-only's ultimate objective is to
weaken the Chicano-Mexicano and Latino movements

for equality and political power, so that those movements
cannot threaten monopoly capitalist superexploitation

of Latino peoples, and especially the domination of the
Chicano Nation in the Southwest.

The basic philosophy of the English-only movement
is that the sole language of the U.S. should be English,
and that all nationalities should adopt the dominant

Anglo-American culture. In essence this movement de

mands that all minority nationalities abandon their sense
of distinct national culture and pride, and "accept their
place" in society, which almost without exception means
at the bottom of the socio-economic and political ladder.
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•Dade County, Florida — a bilingual ordinance was
overturned in the early 1980s.

•Monterey Park, California — English-only measure
passed by City Council in 1986; English-only proponents
lead a drive to oust the only Chinese American mayor
in the nation.

•1982 Tbxas Supreme Court decision allows an em
ployer to fire an employee who spoke Spanish on the job.
•The elimination of the bilingual ballot in Los
Angeles County in 1984. Los Angeles is home to the

largest non-English-speaking population in the U.S.

•Summer 1987 — a U.S. English subgroup, Learn
ing English Advocates Drive (LEAD), organized a fac
tion in the United Ibachers of Los Angeles, the largest
teachers union in the country. They succeeded in pass
ing a referendum which puts the union on record as

opposing bilingual education and favoring English Im
mersion programs.

W h o i s b e h i n d E n g l i s h - o n l y,
and why now?
Exactly who is behind the U.S. English organiza
tion, and why has it been able to flourish in such a

short period of time? What accounts for the specific
timing of its efforts?
US. English has had somewhat of a "kook" image
because it has been fi-onted by demagogic and eccentric
individuals Uke S.I. Hayakawa nationally, and Stanley
Dimond, a retired Army colonel and former Hayakawa
aide, in California. However, the organization also gained

some measure of legitimaqr because its membership
includes notables such as Alistair Cooke, Walter Cronkite,

and the "liberal" Gore Vidal (although Vidal has said

that "U.S. English is obviously out to get the Hispanics.
... I would disagree with (that).").
But make no mistake about it, behind the rabid

frontmen such as Hayakawa and Dimond stands the

5

cool, deliberative leadership of corporate America. U.S.
English is financed by companies like Coors Beer, op
erating through one of its political action committees.

The organization had a $2.5 million budget when it
launched its successful 1986 drive to pass an Englishonly measure in California, its biggest victory thus far.

Linda Chavez is now the national spokesperson for
U.S. English.* She was selected because of her impec
cable right-wing credentials, having been a vocal oppo
nent of affirmative action and expanded civil rights
while a member of the US. Civil Rights Commission
in the Reagan administration. But most importantly
she was selected because she is Chicana U.S. English
needs a Chicano mouthpiece to spearhead a movement
which is fundamentally aimed at that particular com
munity. The U.S. bourgeoisie has targeted Chicanos
and Latinos not only because they "resist assimila
tion" into the Anglo-American culture; the fundamen
tal reason for this attack is because Chicanos pose a
strategic threat to monopoly capitalist control of the
southwestern United States.

The answer as to why the English-only movement
has picked up so much steam in the last ten years

lies in an understanding of some critical demographic
and economic changes which have occurred in the United
States in the past quarter century. A dramatic shift

in the U.S. economic center of gravity has taken place
— from the industrial Midwest and Northeast to the

Sunbelt, the South and Southwest.
The South is home to 16 million African Americans,

and the Southwest is home to a large and fast-growing
Chicano-Mexicano population. Of the approximately 23
million Latinos in the U.S., 70% live in the Southwest
*I,inda Chavez has resigned from the Board of U.S. English. Other Board
members who have resigned are Walter Oonkite, Norman Cousins, Saul Bellow,

Gore Vidal and Jacques Barzun. The new President is John Tanton. (See Richard
Castro's article "English Only movement hits new low".)
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and Californiai. The growth rate for the Chicano-Mexicano
population is 65% compared to a 9% rate for the general
population. Forty percent of Chicanos are under the
age of 18, and one-quarter are under the age of 12.
In other words, the Chicano-Mexicano "baby boom"
has not even come close to running its course. And
immigration from Mexico and Central America continues

to swell the Latino population. It is estimated that
by 1990 the Chicano-Mexicano population will number
22 million, and will be upwards of 35 million by the
year 2000.

A major part of the U.S. military and hi-tech in
dustries, as well as the greater part of its energy and
mineral supplies, are in the Southwest. The region also
contains lucrative service and agricultural industries.
The Southwest shares a 2000-mile border with Mexico,

the most important nation in Latin America for U.S.
imperialism.

Chicano empowerment struggle
is biggest threat
Anglo-American monopoly capitalism has staked
much of its long-term future on the Southwest It simply
cannot afford to have the status quo threatened by
a "rowdy and out of control" Chicano Movement, espe
cially one which is increasingly demanding political
power.

In recent years the movement for Chicano political
representation has grown especially strong. Since the
Voting Rights Act was amended in 1972 to provide
for bilingual ballots, the number of Latino elected of
ficials has doubled, from 1500 to 3000, including the
election of Chicano mayors in major Southwest cities
such as San Antonio and Denver, and a larger number
of Latinos to Congress.
This has given Latinos a greater voice in national
policy, such as immigration reform (where the Con-

7

gressional Hispanic Caucus led the opposition to the
Simpson-Mazzoli and Rodino immigration bills), the
passage of the 1974 Amendment to the Bilingual Educa
tion Act, as well as in a vast array of regional and
local matters from educational policy to the provision
of social and city services.
The powers-that-be worry about the profound im
plications of this movement. Having staked much of
their future on developments in the Sunbelt, they want
to maintain a strong corporate grip on all levels of
political power. The Chicano-Latino empowerment move
ment threatens to loosen this grip. Greater ChicanoLatino political representation could mean higher cor
porate taxes, stricter environmental laws, more stringent
health and safety legislation, etc, all of which could
ultimately affect the glittering profit margins of cor
porate America.*

But the greatest fear of U.S. English, the Englishonly movement and the monopoly capitalists is the
Chicano Movement for self-determination: for land and

political power (self-government) in the Southwest. In
the final analysis this is what lies at the heart of the
Chicano struggle — to overcome the legaQr of conquest
and annexation, and to wield political power, so that
the Chicano-Mexicano people can determine the type
of economic system they want, what type of educa
tional policies they should have, their political system,
etc. The English-only proponents say as much in one
of their "think pieces" entitled "On Creating a Hispanic
*Hoving more Chicanos elected into government office does not auto
matically mean any of these changes will occur. Capitalism has often
demonstrated its ability to buy off "leaders" of oppressed peoples. However,
it is also a fact that nearly all Chicano elected officials are beholden for
their power to a mostly poor and oppressed Chicano community. In many
cases, these officials must reflect* at least some of the progressive sentimenU
and demands of that community. Beyond this however, the empowerment
movement can open the door for the election of progressive and revolu

tionary candidate who could light for more far-reaching changes in govern
ment policies.
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America: A Nation Within a Nation?," by R.E. Butler;

it says, "Hispanic Americans have a fertility rate far
greater than the Anglo-American majority .. . This,
combined with the large numbers of illegal Hispanic
immigrants and cemented by a common linguisticcultural tie, could spell trouble for the United States
. . . the struggle for an autonomous Hispanic society
in the southwest. ... " It is this fear, that Chicanos
might win self-determination, and thereby critically

weaken U.S. imperialism, which gives the English-only
movement its deepest and most chauvinist impulse.

Why English-only targets
bilingual education
Another "threatening" component of the Chicano
Movement, and one expressly targeted by U.S. English
and the English-only movement, is bilingual education.
Nothing gets the juices of the English-only partisans
flowing like this issue. They have constructed a monu-
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mental disinformation campaign about bilingual educa
tion which has put supporters of those programs on
the defensive, and obscured the fundamental question
of democracy which is really at stake.
Bilingual/bicultural education was a demand of the
Chicano-Latino and Asian American movements of the
1960s. It was a demand for new and creative educa

tional programs for non-English-speaking children, as
well as a demand by Chicanos for programs that allowed
Chicano and Latino children to learn or retain Spanish.
These programs sought to have children leam English
and other academic skills in their native languages,
and develop a sense of pride in their own culture.
In Latino barrios throughout the nation, people de
manded language maintenance programs for Chicano,
Puerto Rican, Cuban, and other Latino children. Orig
inally it was hoped that at least one third of bilingual
classes would also include Anglo-American children,
allowing them to experience a broader sense of "Ameri
can" culture and history.

The first federal bilingual education act was passed
in 1968, allowing school districts receiving federal funds
to apply for monies for bilingual programs. The U.S.
Supreme Court in Lau v. Nichols had ruled that school
districts could not discriminate against pupils on the
basis of language, that they had to provide the pro

grams necessary to allow non-English-speaking children

to get . an education equal to that of English-speakers.
This ruling set the stage for the research and devel
opment of experimental bilingual/bicultural education
programs throughout the country. In 1974, due to in
tense pressure from Puerto Rican communities in New
York, Chicanos in Ibxas, and Cubans in Florida, much
of public education became truly "bilingual." Programs
were established which attempted to help develop the
native idiom of Latino and Asian children. They were

not set up to teach children English at the expense
of the parent tongue

1
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Bilingual education challenges
educational system
In a very fundamental sense, these programs im
plicitly challenged some of the basic premises of Amer
ican education. In the United States the educational

system is an institution for social control by AngloAmerican monopoly capitalism. The ideology, values,
ethics, and cultural dimensions of American education

are shaped by capitalism for the purposes of ensuring
the maintenance and growth of that system. Thus it
is no accident that American education makes heroes

of people like Thomas Jefferson, a slaveholder, or Davy
Crockett, a slavetrader who fought to steal Tbxas from
Mexico, or John D. Rockefeller, who slaughtered nearly
a dozen coal miners (including seven Chicanos) in the
i n f a m o u s L u d l o w, C o l o r a d o , m a s s a c r e .

This system also teaches most minority children to

accept their place in American society. One opponent

1 1

of bilingual education sununarized this philosophy when
he said, "If you give them so much education, they
(migrant farm workers) won't want to pick crops for
a living."
According to progressive sociologist Rolf Kjolseth,
"Bilingual education is a demand to tell the truth about
U.S. history, to broaden it to include all Americans —

Blacks, Chicanes, Asians, etc. For minority children it
allows them to feel a component part of society's culture;
for whites, it gives them a more balanced and democratic
perspective about their history and the collective heritage
of the United States. In the final analysis bilingualbicultural education is a demand to end the 'screening
out' process of American education." That is, screening
out minority histories, languages and cultures, and
screening minority children right out of the school
system.

These programs, then, pose a very real threat to
the system of national oppression which is such a critical

part of the U.S. capitalist structure. Thqr can help foster
a heightened sense of national identity and pride, and
call into question a system which makes such extrava
gant claims to democracy and abundance, but which
d e n i e s t h e b e n e fi t s o f b o t h t o t e n s o f m i l l i o n s o f i t s

hardest-working people. For Chicano-Mexicanos, this
irony is all the more painful when they become aware
that a large part of the Southwest is, after all, their
land, a land to which they have had claim for more
than 400 years.

Bilingual/bicultural education therefore begins to chal
lenge the basic structure of the educational system,
just as the demand for minority studies challenged many
of the premises of U.S. higher education. It is not at
all surprising then that the English-only movement has
made the elimination of bilingual education one of its
prime objectives.

1
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The profound confusion
of English-only
.The English-only movement has raised a confusing
hodgepodge of arguments to advance their causa It
is possible however to boil their main arguments down
to the following:
First, that bilingualism leads to national disunity,
and that only the imposition of a common (English)
language and (Anglo-American) culture can unify the
country. Second, that Latinos and other non-Englishspeaking peoples are being kept in "linguistic ghettos,"
refusing to learn the English language and refusing
to assimilata A third is that education in non-English
languages harms the interest of the children involved
in such programs. Let's look at each of these arguments.
First, the question of national disunity. This idea
has been most vividly expressed by U.S. Sen. Steven
S3nnms of Idaha Symms was the sponsor of the Englishas-the-ofHcial-language bill in 1986. Symms has stated,
"We have activists in our midst who dream of a separate
homeland, Aztlan, in the Southwest United States. Their

dreams are fueled by federal and state policies which
encourage maintenance of native languages and cul
tures among those who really desire to join America's
mainstream. ... English is the language which opens
America's doors to opportunity, creates a conunon bond,
£md helps to pull us together when times are tough."
Symms' argument is fundamentally wrong. Indeed,
the United States is a country deeply divided. On a
very basic level it is divided by classes — between
a small percentage of multi-millionaires and billionaires,
and tens of millions of poor and working peopla But
on another level it is divided by nationality, between
whites and minority nationalities. This latter division

is not caused by a proliferation of languages, but by
national oppression.

1
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What divides America is the social, political, economic

and cultural inequality which exists between AngloAmericans and Chicanos, Latinos, Asians, Blacks and
others. Chicano median family income is less than two-

thirds that of whites, even though Chicano families are
much larger. The Chicano high school drop-out rate is
m o r e t h a n 5 0 % , fi v e t i m e s t h a t o f w h i t e s . M o r e t h a n

30% of all Chicanos live in poverty, compared to 14%

for the U.S. population as a whole Although the Chicano
population is about 18 million, Chicanos have only 3000
elected representatives at all levels of government. This
is less than 1% political representation! Add to this
the fact that the Chicano-Mexicano language and culture
is denigrated and repressed, and you have a bleak por
trait of the factors which cause "disunity" between
whites and Chicanos.*
*11 is also a fact nf U.S. life that Spanish is considered a desirable
lanKuagc only where there are small numbers of Latinos. Where Spanish.spcakers. such as Chicanes or Puerto llicans, are a relatively large group,
the language is held in considcrahle contempt.

1
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The English-only movement has tried to obscure the
real causes of national inequality, and to blame the
victims for their own fate — for being outside the U.S.
political and economic "mainstream."

But their argument, besides being essentially false,

is also illogical. If language is the glue which unifies
all the people of the U.S., why isn't there more "unity"
between whites and African Americans? In spite of the
fact that both whites and African Americans speak
the same language, they are divided by a pervasive

system of national oppression and inequality. TTieir com

mon idiom has done nothing to unify peoples separated
by racism and national oppression.
On the contrary, it could be correctly stated that

what has actually served to unify whites and Blacks
and other minorities has been the struggle against na

tional oppression, the struggle for the equality of
minority peoples. It is that great struggle which joined
the hands of whites and Blacks in the historic civil

rights battles, and of whites and Chicanos in support
of the United Farm Workers union.

And if there is anything which is creating national

disunity at this moment in our history, it is the effort
of English-only to deny basic language rights to tens
of millions of people in this country. The surest guarantee

of national discord, as proven in the U.S. and in other
nations throughout the world, is to try to impose an

official language on an oppressed people (Canada, South
Afiica, India, etc.).

Must people be forced
to learn English?
We will now turn to the English-only movement's

second argument, about non-English-speaking-peoples
being kept in "linguistic ghettos," refusing to leam the
English language, and refusing to assimilate.

"Linguistic ghettos" are a fictional creation of the

1
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English-only mind. The truth of the matter is that most

Latinos and Asians want to leam English, not because
the language itself is superior or more "unifying," but
because it is necessary to function in the U.S. economic
system. The objective demands of economic intercourse

create a "common language." English is spoken through

out the world, not because of any special merits of
the language itself, but because the world economy has
been dominated so long by the United States, and Great
Britain before that It therefore becomes necessary to
leam English to participate in such a world. Thus coer
cion is unnecessary to get people to leam English. That

is why, in Los Angeles, with the largest non-Englishspeaking population in the country, more than 40,000
people were turned away from already overcrowded adult

English language classes last year. Demand for English

classes by Latinos and Asians far exceeds supply.
No law forces people to seek these classes. It is
their own recognition that English is the dominant
language of the U.S., and the one which is commonly
used in economic intercoursa Therefore one should learn

English. But the English-only advocates conveniently
ignore the facts in order to confuse people, and to create

the impression that non-English-speaking people are
deliberately segregating themselves from "mainstream
America" (and, by implication, plotting against it}.
But the real matter at stake is not whether people
want to or should leam English. The question is whether
they must give up their own language and culture. It
is whether they should be penalized for using a nonEnglish language. The Eng^sh-only movement says that
if you will not leam English, then you should be "pun
ished" by being excluded from the electoral process (no
bilingual ballots), from educational opportunity (no bi
lingual education), and from having equal access to other
fundamental democratic and civil rights.
The basic requirements of democracy should be to

- 1 6

facilitate the broadest possible participation of the peo
ple. We should desire a democracy which is as inclusive
as possible Bilingual ballots, for instance make it possi
ble for millions more people to participate in the U.S.
political process. Since they pay taxes and are directly
affected by the decisions made by all levels of govern
ment, why shouldn't they have a say in selecting who
governs them, and what government policies should be?*
Bilingual ballots are necessary to allow for the fuller
political participation of non-English-speaking peoples.
This country should not deny any democratic right,
including the right to vote, to any people simply because
*Thc English-only movement finally reduces its argument against bilingual
ballots to the vulgar question of expense. It argues that bilingual ballots
arc too costly. But looked at from this angle, democracy itself is u very
costly exercise. Why not eliminate absentee ballots? They too ore a costly
"extravagance" which could be easily eliminated. The reason Ihcy arc not
is because there ore many people who want to participate in the clcctorul
process, but who cannot get to a polling booth for legitimate reasons. Most
people understand that it is better to have absentee ballots, "costly" though
they are, than to exclude some voters from political life.

1
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they speak a language other than English. It may be
true that all U.S. citizens over 18 have the right to
vote. But if it is impossible to exercise that right —
by eliminating bilingual ballots, or through literapy tests
or poll taxes, for example — then the "right" means
nothing.

Assimilation or democracy
As to the question of assimilation, here too Englishonly is dead wrong. The question for minority peoples
in the U.S. has never been whether to assimilate, but

whether or not this society would allow for truly equal
and voluntary assimilation. If minority peoples are

segregated, it is not by choice but because monopoly
capitalism has excluded them from full and equal pai>

ticipation in the economic, political, social, and cultural

life of society. The limits do not include full democratic

rights, equal economic opportunity, educational oppor
tunity, and so on. Even if Chicanes tried to completely
assimilate into Anglo-American society, they are pre
vented from doing so by racism, and by a myriad of
laws and customs. The same holds for other oppressed
minorities.

The Ibeaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo which concluded
the Mexican-American War (through which the U.S. an
nexed the Southwest), contained democratic guarantees
which could have allowed for an assimilation of Chicanos

into Anglo-American society. It contained provisions
to protect the land, language, and religious and po

litical rights of the conquered Mexicans living in the
Southwest.

But this treaty, like the U.S. treaties with the Amei>
ican Indians, was violated even before the ink was dry.
Millions of acres of Chicano lands were stolen, the

Spanish language was virtually (and in some states
actually) outlawed, Chicanos were excluded from political
representation, and were eventually relegated to the low-
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est socio-economic strata. This systematic (and usually

brutal) violation of Chicano rights created the "segrega
tion" which causes so much fear in the English-only
movement.

In a truly democratic society, assimilation is volun
tary, and include the right of any minority people to
retain their own language and cultura Such a society
would in fact recognize that "American" cultiue itself
includes the contributions of all its nationalities, and

that it is constantly being enriched and developed by

the contributions of all its peoples, as well as by the
new contributions of recent immigrants. Assimilation
then would mean a recognition that the U.S. is a hetero
geneous society, not simply an Anglo-American one.
We can take, for example, a society like Switzerland,
where there are three official languages, and two for
mally recognized dialects. This has been the case for
several hundred years, and Switzerland has none of the
national strife or "linguistic ghettos" so common to
the U.S. Switzerland could accurately be characterized
as a nation where its various nationalities have assimi

lated. But th^r have been able to do so because assimi
lation is volimtary, and accompanied by equality of
languages and cultures.
Of course, there are many important differences be
tween the U.S. and Switzerland, not the least of which

is the U.S. historical legacy of national oppression. But
Switzerland does prove that real assimilation is possi
ble if it is based on democracy, rather than coercion.

Bilingual education makes good sense
Let's now turn to the English-only movement's third
argument that education in non-En^h languages harms
the interest of the children involved in these programs.
They have unfortunately had at their disposal willing
Chicano vendidos like Richard Rodriguez, author of The
Hunger of Memory, who claims that bilingual educa-
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tion (not national oppression) delays English acquisi
tion, segregates Latinos from English-speaking children,
and causes them to fall behind their English-speaking
peers academically, and eventually, economically.
While one might legitimately question the "solicitous
concern" the English-only movement is showing for our
children, their motives in raising this argument are not
really important. What is important is that every scien
tific study proves them wrong. Study after study has
shown that bilingual education, in fact, facilitates the
acquisition of English, as well as improving the general
educational attainment of children in those programs.
According to a 1985 report by the U.S. Department
of Education, "Language minority students in bilingual
education programs actually learn English faster and
better than language minority students placed in English
Immersion programs." ("Longitudinal Study of Immer
sion Programs for Language Minority Children")
Key studies have concluded that bilingual main
tenance programs produce positive results in language
acquisition, language maintenance, and academic growth.
According to a report Jose E. Vega, bilingual students
tested equal to, or better, in reading, language, and
math than students who did not participate in such
a program.

Other studies on linguistic minority children in im
mersion courses have indicated poor performance on
tests in English, reading, math, and language art skills.
According to a report by Jim Cummings, Associate Pro
fessor and Director of the National Heritage Language
Research Unit, Ontario Institute for Studies in Educa
tion, "When we look at data on the academic achieve

ment of language-minority students, a striking pattern
emerges. The groups that tend to experience the most
severe underachievement are those that have experienced
subjugation and discrimination for several generations,
namely Latinos, Native Americans, and Aftican Ameri-
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cans. The same trend emerges in international studies."
The reality is that Anglo-American ethnocentrism

permeates the hierarchy of education. This hierarchy

been consistently resistant to the conclusions of
many studies proving the efficacy of bilingual educa
tion. Studies such as one conducted by the Center for

Applied Linguistics indicated that both Anglo and

Latino children enrolled in a bilingual program scored

higher in a readiness t^t and had better attendance

than those in a non-bilingual classroom. This study also
showed that Chinese students, while developing language
alfills in Cantonese, scored above the national norm in

English and math. Fiuiiher, it showed how English-

dominant children, and Spanish-dominant children in
a bilingual class, scored higher in English and reading
than those enrolled in a "regular" classroom.
Other studies have concluded that children have a

higher sense of motivation in a bilingual classroom.

In one New York study, bilingual students had better
classroom attendance and tended to have a better reten
tion record.

All of this makes logical sense as well. The use

of language is imperative to the intellectual develop
ment of the child. If a child is forced to "learn" in

an unfamiliar language, he or she will, of course, learn
very little or nothing at all. BilinguaUbicultural educa
tion programs the fear out of the educational system
for the non-English-speaking child. Imagine speaking
only Spanish and being asked to learn math, geography,
or science in a language with which you are totally
unfamiliar. Or being asked to leam in an environment
in which your own language and culture are considered
decidedly inferior.
One fact which the English-only movement conve

niently fails to mention is that English Immersion (the
sink-or-swim method) was standard educational prac

tice until the 1960s, and was considered a complete
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and absolute failure for the non-English-speaking stu
dent. The opponents of bilingual/bicultural education

have dressed up their recent English Immersion pro

posals in new clothing (primarily English as a Second
Language), but it amounts to the same old tried and

disproven method used in this country for more than
a century.

What U.S. English and the English-only move
ment want to do by eliminating bilingual/bicultural
education is foreclose the possibility of four million

non-English-speaking children (80% of them Spanishspeaking) getting any kind of effective education. And

of course, if they are unprepared to compete in a highly
technical job market, then th^ will just have to keep
on "picking the crops" for minimum wage and less.

English-only can be beat
As powerful and weU-funded as U.S. English and
the English-only movement is, th^ are not invincibla

In fact, English-only efforts have been defeated quite
a few times. English-only measures have been defeated

in 12 states, including New Mexico, Colorado, Oklahoma

and Ihxas. In New Mexico, the author of the proposed
English-as-official-language legislation ultimately voted

against her own biU because of strong public pressme
from the Chicano and other progressive communities.
In nearly every case where English-only has been

beaten, it has been the result of an effort by a broad
alliance of progressive forcea We can learn some valuable

lessons from the work of anti-English-only movements

in Colorado and California. Coloradans for Language
Freedom (CLE), for example^ prevented an English-asofficial-language bill fit>m getting through the state
legislature. In California, a coalition called Califomians

United fought a more difficult and ultimately losing
battle in 1986 against an English-as-official-language

ballot measura We will briefly famine the experience
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Coloradans for Langiiago Froodotn demonstration in Denver. January 19B8.

of both coalitions which, though operating under dif
ferent sets of circumstances, made important contribu

tions to the struggle for language equality.
Coloradans for Language Freedom formed in January
1987, after state legislator Barbara Philips (R-Colorado

Springs) introduced HB-1038 into the state legislature.

This bill would have made English the official language

of the state, and it spurred an immediate reaction from
the Chicano community.

Within two weeks of Philips' announcement, more

than 100 people, mostly Chicanos, met to found CLF
and develop a strategy to defeat her bUl. Chicanos were
the core and main base of the CLF with a strong group

of parent and teacher grassroots activists who recognized
the need to take the initiative out broadly to all sectors

of society. Eventually CLF included elected officials,

professionals, para-professionals, students, and clergy.

The coalition built ties with a wide range of political

forces, including U.& Congresswoman Patricia Schroeder,
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state Congressmen Phil Hernandez, Tbny Hernandez and

Dennis Gallagher, Governor Roy Romer, city auditor
and prominent Black leader ^yiington Webb, and form»
s t a t e S e a R i c h a r d C a s t r a Ti e s w e r e a l s o e s t a b l i s h e d

with Asian American organizations. Native American

Indians, Jewish organizations, civil liberties organiza
tions, and Chicano organizations ranging from the
League of United Latin American Citizens, to the United
Mexican American Students, to the G.L Forum, a
veterans organization.
By April, Philips was forced to withdraw her bill
A letter from U.B English said that HB-1038 was

withdrawn because of "overwhelming opposition." Since
then U.S. English has pulled out of Colorado, leaving
Philips on her own. She has succeeded in a statewide

petition drive to get an English-as-ofRcial-language
measure on the November 1988 ballot.

Within a short period of time, the CLE generated

a whirlwind of activity that forced the generally con
servative, rural-dominated legislature to drop Philips'
bill like a hot potata The CLP was the broadest based

coalition the state had seen in quite some time, and
served to illustrate the leading and galvanizing role
that the Chicano Movement can play in developing pro
gressive politics in the Southwest.

Anti-Eng^h-only activity, which originated in Denver,
is now springing up all over the state, from Greeley
in the north to Durango in the south through a variety
of organizations.
While utilizing a variety of tactics, the CLE has

emphasized conununity education through petition
drives, training sessions, debates, press conferences and
rallies. The CLE has taken active part in education
conferences, student conferences, and the Colorado State

wide Parent Coalition, driving home the message that
Chicanos and other non-English-speaking people have
a right to their language and culture.
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The basic philosophy of CLF was succinctly sum
marized by Joseph Herrera, a founding member of the
CLF at a rally in September 1987: "We stand for na
tional unity and we firmly believe that the only way
to guarantee national unity is for the majority of Colo
rado's people to stand up and fight for pluralism, cultural
progress, language freedom and democratic rights."
The CLF was also able to make effective use of

the media, stealing some of the thunder from U.S.
English and the English-only forces with a number of
well-timed press conferences, and articles and features
in the local press. By March 1987, the CLF was rec
ognized as the principal opposition to the English-only
movement.*

Of course, not everything went smoothly in building
the CLF. It was hamstrung by an almost total lack
of funds, resources and staff. There were also varied

opinions about the best way to build the struggle, or
how to combine different tactics. Questions ranged from
whether to focus on "alternative legislation" to Englishonly, to corporate sponsorship for CLE's work, to the

relative emphasis to be put on lobbying work in rela
tion to conununity education, how much to emphasize

the question of language and cultural rights, and so on.
Ultimately, CLF was able to resolve these questions

and move forward by recognizing that different sectors
of the united front will contribute in different ways.
Of course some differences still remain, and others will

arise. The main thing is the recognition that they can

be resolved as long as the coalition functions on the
*]n November 1987, a coalition called Colorado Unity was formed at
the initiative of state Congressman Phil Hernandez. It was established mainly

to build support among upper echelon state Democratic Peu-ty leaders, in
fluential Republicans, and prominent leaders from the Jewish and Roman
Catholic religions. It hcu been able to do quite well, gaining the midorsement, for example^ of State Attomoy General Dwe^e Woodard who atr

tacked the En^h-only ballot as a racist bilL Colorado Unity and ^e

Coloradans for Language Freedom have established a close and cooperative
relationship.
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basis of understanding and mutual respect.
The struggle in Colorado is not yet over, and is
facing its most difficult challenges. The English-asofficial-language measure on the November 1988 state
ballot will be much more difficult to defeat. But as

anti-English-only activity expands statewide, it will be

in a strong position to meet the challenga

Harder struggle in California
The struggle in California was much more difficult.

In California, U.S. English made an all-out push to
get an English-only measure on the state ballot. It

spent nearly $2.5 million, hiring professionals to gather
the 600,000 signatures it n^ded on petitions to qualify
the measure (Proposition 63) for the November 1986
election.
Califomians United was a statewide coalition which

attempted to defeat Proposition 63. It too included a
wide range of organizations and prominent individuals,
from Asian American organizations, to civU liberties
organizations, state Sen. Art Tbrres, the Mexican Amer
ican Legal Defense and Education Fund (MALDEF)

and many others. Different from the Colorado experience,
Califomians United did not have strong and broad
representation from the Chicano and Latino community.
Califomians United was faced with the fact that

U.S. English had made California, with the largest nonEnglish-speaking population in the country, its main
target. And defeating a ballot measure requires a much
more extensive educational and organizational effort than
a fight focused in the state legislature

The Califomians United campaign was designed to
appeal largely to the existing voter population, which
in an off-year election in California largely means older

Anglo voters. U.S. English appealed to this group of
voters with the message that the demands of non-

English-speaking people are somehow threatening, divi-
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sive, expensive, and frivolous.
Given the difficulties of winning over this sector

of the population, more effort in voter registration needs
to go towards targeting Chicano-Latino and Asian com
munities. These are the communities most directly af
fected, and who could be motivated to register and

vote if they understood what is truly at stake in this
issue This is an issue close to their hearts because

it directly affects them through the possible elimina
tion of bilingualA)icultural education programs, bilingual
ballots and bilingual public services. The voter turnout

which passed Prop. 63 was the lowest since the 1950s,
way below 50%, so a strong voter registration effort
among Chicanos and Latinos with this type of political
emphasis might have made a differenca
Californians United also researched linguistic ques

tions, bilingual education, the positive impact of bilin
gual ballots, and others. This information was valuable
in debating and exposing the fallacy of the U.S. English
leadership. Californians United sent their research re
sults throughout the country, to organizations in every
state involved in a struggle against the English-only
movement.

Californians United is presently monitoring the ef
fects of Proposition 63, so that people can be alerted
to any effort to further erode their rights.
Political lessons from these struggles
The political lessons of these struggles go beyond
tactics and specific battles. They include some ideas
about the basic political issues involved in the struggle
for the equality of languages. Perhaps these can be
summariz^ as follows:
First, that all nationalities have a democratic right
to their language and culture. For the Chicano-Mexicano
people this means that it is their right to speak Spanish,
to utilize it without sacrificing their right to employ-
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ment, to political representation, to vote, or to quality
education. If English-only is successful. Chicanes would
lose this democratic right and face an even more dif
ficult battle for their right to self-determination.

Chicanes (and other non-English-speaking nationali
ties) also have a right to maintain and develop their
cultura Chicanes have helped build the Southwest. They
have been there for more than four centuries. They have
a highly developed democratic, scientific and artistic
tradition. Not only should they be allowed to know

and nurture this culture, but all the peoples of this
country should know of and benefit from it. (This ap
plies of course to all oppressed nationality peoples. All
have a right to equality of language and cultura) The
English-only movement would effectively deny this right,
and thereby bar millions of people from participating
equally in society, and deny the broad general public
the benefit of a truly inclusive and democratic cultural
heritaga

Secondly, the basic contradiction of the English-only
position should be exposed. The very people who claim

that their basic intent is to "help people learn English"
are the same ones who support Reagan's slashing of
the federal educational budget and his poiuing of billions
of dollars into the military. As has been mentioned

previously, making English the official language, and
eliminating hilingual/bicultural education programs is
the worst possible way to get people to learn English.
Research has shown that children more effectively learn
a second language, such as English, when they are
taught its basic structure, syntax, grammar and vo

cabulary in their native languaga What this proves,
in fact, is that English-only's real intent is not to help
people learn English, but to maintain and intensify the
second class (oppressed) status of Chicanos, Latinos,
and Asians.

The basic stress in our work should be on the qiies-
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tion of democracy, that all peoples are entitled to
language rights and to their own cultura The achieve
ment of such rights for Chicanos and others will allow
for their fuller participation in all aspects of society,

and help to break down the barriers of inequality which
cause national disunity.

What should our program be?
The struggle for equality of languages (which in
cludes the struggle for bilingual education) has pro
duced a set of demands which can serve as a basic

program for the struggle against the English-only move
ment. This program could include at least the following:
•Equality of languages in the U.S. For Chicano-

Mexicanos in the Southwest, that means all legislative,

educational, judicial and other governmental institutions
must be able to serve the Chicano people in their own

language. It means being allowed to use Spanish on
the job, and without any restriction in daily Ufa
•Bilingual/bicultural programs which help students
maintain and develop their native language and culture,
while helping them to learn English. These programs
should be provided from kindergarten to 12 th grada
•Bilingual ballots should be provided for all nonEnglish-speaking voters. No locality should be allowed
to eliminate bilingual ballots.

•Compensation for bilingual tecushers should be increased, to encourage a greater quantity and a higher
quality of such instructors. All bilingual teachers should
be required to complete a comprehensive program of
minority studies.
•Educational enrichment programs should be pro
vided for Chicano and other non-English-speaking
minority studenta

•Spanish Immersion programs should be made avail

able in the schools, to help Chicanos maintain their

native language, and to overcome a historical legacy
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of attempts to suppress the Spanish langauge. Similar
immersion programs should be made available in other

languages, such as Chinese and Tbgalog.
This program is of course far from complete It is

meant as a suggested starting point for the develop
ment of a more comprehensive program and to help
stimulate discussion and debate. Such debate is neces

sary to bring about the greatest clarity, and to develop

a program which can eventually unite the broadest
numbers of peopla
Conclusion

The English-only movement has been on a roll since
Ronald Reagan first took office English-only is a move
ment which tries to link together the questions of lan
guage equality/bilingual education, "ill^al" immigration,
and the question of foreign policy to try to scare the
public into believing that a separatist movement is about
to divide the Southwest from the United States.

English-only claims that bilingualism encourages the
creation of "linguistic ghettos" into which pour millions
of undocumented immigrants, who further stimulate the
development of, for example, a distinct Chicano-Mexicano
identity. This identity inevitably leads to the desire
to separate the Southwest from the United States, and,

they maintain, such a desire will inevitably be seized
upon by the Soviet Union through their Cuban surro
gates, who will help to arm and finance such a move
ment, ultimately posing a serious threat to the national
security of the United States.*

In the face of this type of rabid, anti-democratic,
and certainly racist movement, Chicanos and other nonEnglish-speaking minorities need to build the broadest
♦This is not an exaggerated interptetation of the English-only rationale;
it is taken nearly verbatim from R.E. Butler's "On Creating a Hispanic
America: A Nation Within a Nation?." (Council on Inter-American Security,
Special Report, July 1986), a paper which has an introduction by US. Sen.
Steven Symms.
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possible front, with special emphasis on developing the
leadership and initiative of the working people.
The Chicano and other progressive movements have
proven many times that English-only can be beaten,
no matter how hefty their financing, and how much
official and unofficial support they get from the Reagan

administration. There are important lessons to be learned
from this for the entire working class and progressive

movement. It certainly illustrates the present and poten
tial power of the Chicano Movement and why it is one
of the key strategic allies of the working class in its
own struggle for emancipation and social progress.

English-only is aimed primarily at undermining and
weakening the Chicano Movement for self-determination.
But the Chicano Movement is more than a century

and a half old. It has undergone many severe trials

in its time; including the Ismch mob, arson, and massacre.
It will surely survive the desperate attacks of Linda
Chavez, Coors, and the English-only crew. And it will
inevitably come out of the struggle all the stronger.

There is no doubt that the Chicano-Mexicano people

are determined to preserve their langauge and their
culture, and to one day win the historical legacy of
self-determination which th^ have earned with their
blood, sweat, and tears.

Theresa Montaho is a bilingual teacher in the Los

Angeles Unified School District, a member of the Board of the

National Rainbow Coalition, Inc., the Los Angeles Coordinator
of Latinos for Jesse Jackson, and was a founding member of

Coloradans for Language Freedom (CLP) in Denver. Dsnnls

Vigil is a bilingual educator in the Boulder Valley (Colorado)

School District and chair of the steering committee of CLP.
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English Only
movement hits
new low
Richard Castro
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politicking for English as the official language of
Colorado and other states, is concerned that

minority groups could take jobs and political
power from whites, according to a memorandum he wrote
in 1986.

"As whites see their power and control over their lives declin
ing, will they simply go quietly into the night?" Tanton wrote
in an October 10, 1986 memo. "Or will there be an explo

sion? Why don't non-Hispanic Whites have a group identity,
as do Blacks, Jews, Hispanics?" I would suggest the KKK,
the Skin Heads, and the Aryan nation have a White identity.
Is this what Thnton wants?

The Washington, D.C. group which Tanton founded, US.
English, has contributed $100,000 in support of the controver

sial Amendment ffl on the November 8 ballot that would make

English Colorado's official language On politics, Thnton wrote,

"Is apartheid in Southern California's future? The demographic
picture in South Africa now is startlingly similar to what we'll
see in California in 2030. In Southern Africa, a White minority
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owns the properly, has the best jobs and education, and speaks
one language. A non-White majority has poor education, jobs
and income, owns little property, is on its way to political
power and speaks a different language."
Tanton went on to state "In the California of 2030, the

non-Hispanic Whites and Asians will own the property, have
the good jobs and education, speak one language and be
mostly Protestant and 'other.' The Blacks and Hispanics will
have the poor jobs, will lack education, own little property,
speak another language,, and will be mainly Catholic. Will
there be strength in this diversity? Or will this prove a social
and political San Andreas Fault?"
Former Governors Richard Lamm and John Love co-

authored an editorial last month that basically took the same
position. The article was called "Apartheid American Style."
Both the Ihnton memo and the Lamm/Love article blamed

the victim for difficulty assimilating.

The fact is that Blacks came to this country in ships like
other immigrants, but they came in slave ships. Once in this
country, not only did they suffer the indignities and inhumanity
of slavery, but also Jim Crow laws that forced the separation
of the races by color.
For Hispanics, it was not much different. Almost im

mediately after the Southwest became part of the US. in 1848,

following the U.S.-Mexican war of 1846-48, laws were set up

to segregate the races in classrooms, in the workplace with
separate pay scales, in politics by gerrymandering legislative

districts to strip Hispanics of political power and use of govern

ment to rob Hispanics and Native Americans of their land.

It was only a little over 40 years ago when signs could be

seen in Colorado that read, "No Niggers, Mexicans, or Dogs
Allowed" in restaurants. Mexican Americans and Blacks had

to sit in separate sections in movie houses. Swimming pools
in Colorado had "Whites Only" policies on certain days of
the week. Mexican Americans and Blacks could only swim
just before the pools were to be cleaned. The question for
Thnton, Lamm, and Love is, who was refusing to assimilate?
Assimilation works both ways.

Lamm received money from Ihnton last year (1987 — ed.)
for mailing to 5,000 potential funders to help found a "think
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tank" for Lamm to continue his xenophobic movement against
immigrants. The Federation for American Immigration Reform
(FAIR), a sister organization of U.S. English, helped publish
and promote Lamm's book. Immigration Time Bomb.
In his book, Lamm stated, "Some Americans doubt
American culture. Some are embarrassed by it. Why would
some Americans be reluctant to defend our common culture

against the divisiveness of pluralism? First, we Americans are
tolerant of the differences among cultures, more open to ac

cept the values of other cultures than any other society on
earth, and reluctant to impose our own culture on others.

That's laudable — unless it prevents us from preserving our
culture for our own descendants."

The flaw in this type of thinking is that it presumes that
Hispanics, Asians, and other people of color are not part of

American culture. It is contrary to the demographic changes

that are going on in this country, at this moment. If assimila
tion is what Lamm wants, then it must include intermarriage

and consequently a slight change of color in the melting pot
s t e w.

On culture, Ihnton wrote, "Will Latin American immigrants

bring with them the tradition of the mordida (bribery), the
lack of involvement in public affairs, etc.?" The answer is sim
ple. Hispanics, like all other ethnic groups, seek political par
ticipation. For example, in 1975, there were an estimated I,5(K)
Spanish-surnamed elected officials. In 1988, according to the
National Association of Latin American Elected Officials

(NALEO), there are now over 3,(XK). This is not the record
of a group that is on the verge of setting up a "Hispanic

Quebec," a Lamm theme used by U.S. English. Rather, it
speaks to the fact that Hispanics want to participate and con
tribute to the United States, politically and otherwise, and
will continue to do so.

Thnton, however, in his memo, refers to earlier writings of
Lamm when the former governor stated, "We're building in
a deadly disunity. All great empires disintegrate; we want
stability." In my opinion, it is this type of racial hysteria that
will ensure division in our country based on ethnic diversity.

Lamm ironically has now come out against Official English.
He stated in a recent news article that the amendment is too
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vaguely drawn and is not worth the divisivcncss it apparently
c a u s e s .

I'crhaps the most outlandish statement by Tanton in his
memo had to do with religion. Tanton wrote, "What are the
implications of the changes for separation of church and state?
The Catholic church has never been reticent on this point.
If tlicy get a majority of the voter.s, will they pitch out this
concept? Same question for parochial schools versus public
schools. Same question with the role of women." 'Rmton asks,
"Will Catholicism, brought in from Mexico, be in the
American or European model?" With respect to Asians, he

ponders, "Keep in mind that many of the Vietnamese com

ing in arc also Catholic." He closes by stating, "Is there
anything to be said about the Eastern religions that will come
along with the Asiatics?"
David Chalmers, in his book. Hooded Americanism: The

First Century of the Ku Klux Klan, covers the Klan's activity
in Colorado during the 1920s. The themes the Klan used were
anti-immigrant and anti-Catholic, particularly with respect to
parochial schools. During that period, the governor and both

3

6

houses of Ihe state legislature were controlled by the Klan.
A few brave souls stood up to this racism and a few were
ruined politically.
Veteran CBS broadcaster Walter Cronkite resigned last week
(October 1988 — ed.) from the advi.sory board of U.S. English.
In his letter of resignation to Linda Chavez, president of U.S.
English, Cronkite wrote, "For your information, I remain
firmly opposed to bilingualism in the Canadian pattern, but
I also cannot favor legislation that could even remotely be
interpreted to restrict the civil rights or educational oppor
tunities of our minority population."
This is not the first resignation from the U.S. English Board.
"Bvo years ago, the Los Angeles Times, in an article dated
October 16, 1988, quoted author and editor of the Saturday
Review, Mr. Norman Cousins, in his resignation letter.
Cousins wrote, "Not until we provide educational facilities
for all who are now standing in line waiting to take lessons
in English should we presume to pass judgment on the non-

English speaking people in our midst."

In that year, according to the Times article, an estimated
40,0(X) adults were turned away from adult English proficiency

classes. The charge that immigrants are refusing to assimilate
and learn English is not based on fact.
Other Board members of US. English at that time were
authors Saul Bellow, Gore Vidal, and Jacques Barzun. When

interviewed by the Times regarding Proposition 63, the Califor
nia English Only initiative, their remarks were interesting.
Bellow was quoted as saying, "lb my knowledge, 1 am not
a member. It's news to me." Vidal said, "They didn't ask my

advice about the language of this proposition — if they had,
I would have advised against it." Vidal added, "Obviously
this amendment is out to get the Hispanics — that's clear,

and 1 can't support it." Barzun said he was not familiar with
Proposition 63 nor the arguments for or against the measure.
Most recently, Linda Chavez, president of U.S. English,
resigned from the group because of some of the extreme hid
den agendas of its members. Chavez has been one of the ma

jor spokespersons around the country for U.S. English, but
can no longer support some of its extreme positions.
What is apparent is that even some of the Board of U.S.
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English, and now the President of the organization, are begin
ning to question the philosophy of the organization. Unques

tionably there is a need for a common language: That language

is English, but we don't need a law to tell us what we already
know. Amendment ffl will not bring us together. It, in fact,
has already divided Colorado along ethnic and religious lines.
1 agree with ... religious leaders such as Bishop William
Frey and Archbishop Francis Stafford speaking individually,

in the Colorado Council of Churches and the Rocky Moun
tain Rabbinical Council, collectively urging defeat of the
Amendment. Archbishop Stafford has said, "It will be a light

ning rod for prejudice." {Denver Post, November 22, 1987).
English Only is not only unnecessary, it is UNAMERICAN.
I say English-Yes, Only-No, and urge a no vote on Amend
ment #1.

Richard Castro is the executive director of the Agency for
Human Rights and Community Relations for the City and
County of Denver, Colorado.
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The paradox of
English-Only
Ramon Del Castillo

Then
a
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has left They are not aware that the play is not

over. There remains one last act (acto). This act

may last a long time. For as one of our greatest
civil rights leaders Martin Luther King said, "When in

justice prevails in one community it presents a threat to
justice in all communities."
The travesty I am referring to is the play entitled: "English
will become the official language of the State of Colorado,"
also known as the "English-Only Bill." What has been one
of the most controversial issues in the State of Colorado has

culminated in the passage of this legislation.
What is the true nature and paradox of the English as the
official language amendment? Perhaps, those who control the
social apparatus of our state do not really want Chicanos to

speak English, lb be able to speak, read, and write English
means that Chicanos will be able to compete in the labor
market for those privileged positions that have traditionally
been held by the power structure. No longer will Chicanos
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be relegated into menial positions, once they acquire the tools
to effectively communicate with the system.

The impetus of the 1960's Chicano Movement paved the
way for some of the contemporary Chicanos to acquire some
of those "token" positions. In other words, we demonstrated
that we have the intelligence and the ability to learn and out-

maneuver our Anglo counterparts. This in itself is a threat
to the system. The only remedy the system has is to keep us
"ignorant." Groups are kept ignorant by depriving them of
democratic rights. Assuming that bilingual education is a
democratic right, it stands to reason that groups lose this right
once remedial programs are obliterated. Ignorant people then
are filtered out of the educational system and into the labor

market, only on the lower echelons. Class systems need
workers, don't thqr?
If English as the official language is true to its word, the
next move is to actively build methods and systems to teach
Americans the language. Are the legislators willing to pump
dollars into such programs? The proof is in the pudding.
Chicanos need to scrutinize Barbara Philips' (state representative
who introduced the English-Only legislation — ed.) next move

and push her to introduce further legislation that will allow
non-English speaking persons methods of learning the English
language.
If Colorado follows the footsteps of other states where

English has become the official language, we are in big trou
ble. Currently, in the State of California, two minority women
have filed a lawsuit against the University of California at
San Francisco because they were reprimanded for speaking

a language other than English while on the job. Are Coloradans going to face similar types of discriminatory practices?
If the answer is yes, then the State of Colorado stands to spend
bundles of taxpayers' dollars to fight similar types of lawsuits.
The other side of the paradox has to do with the xenophobia

that is rampant in America. History has shown us the ex
tremism that can follow fear. In the 1940's, Japanese Americans

were placed in concentration camps because America did not
know whether or not Japanese could be loyal to America dur

ing a time of war. Let us analyze this further. Where is America
currently in conflict? In Latin America, where taxpayers'

dollars are being used to support the Contras, right? What
happens if the conflict should escalate? Somebody's children
will have to fight the war.

In the past, it has been America's poor and minorities who
have fought America's wars. Should we repeat the error of
Vietnam, Chicano and Latino youth will fight yet another
war for American democracy. How is it that Chicano/Latino

youth will be brainwashed into the ultimate destruction of
their own kind? Right!! The system needs to deculturate them.

Groups are deculturated by taking away their cultural values,
language, and other elements that constitute their personality
structures. Thus, English as the official language will serve

the purpose of cultural annihilation. Human beings need to
rationalize their behavior during times of war and conflict.

Hating the enemy is important. In the final analysis, it will
be Chicano youth incorporating self-hate as they rationalize
conflict with their history and traditions.
Catch 22? It sure seems that the system has worked itself
into a dilemma? Every conceivable argument was used to at
tempt to penetrate those old attitudes that transform them

selves into anger and hate. These ideas of "superiority"
accompanied many voters as they hid behind closed curtains
and small voting booths and acted out their prejudices. And
although every major legislator spoke out against this amend
ment, voters anxiously pulled down the "yes" levers,

simultaneously closing the curtains in their minds. Such is
how prejudice works, forcing people to hide behind the
quagmire of racism.
How can Chicanos respond to English as the official

language? Out of bad things, good things can emanate, if you
are willing to look hard enough. The organizations and the
groups of people who spoke out against English-Only need
to keep working. New relationships were built that need to be
nurtured. Positive energy moved the community forward. We
can thank Barbara Philips for helping us reorganize our com
munities. Yes. If you decide to look hard enough, you too,
can see the benefits.

English as the official language is now law. Americans have
traditionally had the notion that law is supreme. There is a
supreme law, but it is not manmade. Manmade, in this case
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womanmade, laws that represent the denial of human rights

are just reflections of the insecurities that human beings have.

It is our responsibility to struggle against those laws that have
the interests of only a few in mind. The Chicano and Latino

communities need to continue to organize for the rights of
themselves and their children who stand to suffer the ill ef
f e c t s o f t h i s l a w.

For the proponents of this bill, the play will end in a tragedy.
The tragedy has to do with young Anglo children perpetuating
the racism that has divided this country. It has to do with
the perpetuation of fears that in the end cause disunity in
society. For la Raza, the play is not over. Tragic existentialism
is not new to us. We will only continue to play the role of
the watch dogs in society as it attempts to unmangle the
paradox of English-Only.

Ramon Del Castillo is a professor of sociology at
Metropolitan State College in Denver, Colorado.

4

2

Back issues stiil available

Forward
JOURNAL

OF

4

SOCIALIST

THOUGHT

■ Amiri Baraka's penetrating analysis of
Jesse Jackson's '64 presidential campaign
■ More on the Jackson campaign

$3.50 plus $1.00 postage and handling

1 9 8 5

■ William Gallegos examines the rise of the

5

1 9 8 6

"Sunbelt" and the implications for the
Chicano and progressive movements
■ Amiri Baraka on nationalism, national
consciousness and internationalism

■ John Stark on the Catholic Church in

Nicaragua's revolution
S3.S0 plus S1.00 postage and handling
■ Round-table discussions with leaders of

7

1 9 8 7
No 1

the victorious Walsonville cannery and the
militant Hormel meat-packing strikes

■ Farm activists and agricultural experts
chronicle the destruction of the family farm
and anticipate its political and economic
impact
■ Amiri Baraka on Miles Davis

S4.00 plus S1.00 postage and handling

7

1 9 8 7
No

2

■ An analysis of the Japanese labormanagement system in the context of
Japan's post-WWII history, the role of the
U.S. occupation, and the development of
the Japanese working class movement

■ Why import controls and protectionist
legislation miss the mark for U.S. workers
lighting lor jobs
■ History of the Puerto Rican workers'
movement in the U.S.

$4.00 plus $1.00 postage and handling
Send order to GT Publications, P.O. Box 29293, Oakland. OA 94604

I Without a doubt
AOELANTE.' is the best doc

umentary that I have seen on the
Chicano experience. It is very well
documented from pre-Colombian
times to the present. It's enlight
ening to see the Chicano stri/ggle
for self-determination and for

political power presented in

a very objective manner. .../
Oscar SomozG
Pro'^sot of Cfiicono Liwaturo, Uivv«r».ry of Dtnvor

This 40-minute slide show/nariaiive has over 3S0 slides.

The narrative Cassette tape Is available in English or
Spanisn and includes music from ihe Chicano Nation.
Also available m video cassette (VHS).

For sale or rental inlormailon, write P.O. Sox 29293, Oakland, CA 94604

Education

is a right not
a privilege
Bilingual and cultural programs
fi n a n c i a l a s s i s t a n c e * C e n t r a l A m e r i c a

immigration* self-determination
In five articles this new pamphlet
hits the key issues facing
Chicano students. Featuring:
i Program of Struggle for Chicano Students

by the League of Revolutionary Struggle

For a copy of Educalion is a ri^iu riof a priwilege send
St plus SI shipping to; P.O. Box 29293. Oakland. CA 94604

From the point
of view

of the people
in struggle

nique
Newspaper:
m m
m
is there with inside coverage from the peoples' movements
lor peace, justice, equality and socialism.

Subscribe now
at our special
Introductory rates
$8/13 months $5/6 months

or write for a sample copy
Umry IS published every other week in
English and Spanish

Unity, P.O. Box 29293, Oakland. CA 94604

P

O

E

T

R

Y

from

AZTLAN
Broken Concrete

Broken
Concrete

Ramon Del Castillo shares
scntlmientos and
conocemientos In this

newly-released collection.
Adynamic poet,
Del Castillo draws his

Inspiration from the Issues

of dally life In the Chicano community.

tremble purple
Seven new poems by Alurlsta,
poet laureate of Aztlan.
His fiery Images take
direct aim at Reaganism,

t r e m t ^ l o

p u r p l e

exploitation and world

hunger. Alurlsta
scores a political and artistic knockout.

R e fl e c t i o n s o f a n
AZTUNECO
J o e N a v a r r o ' s fi r s t v o l u m e

hits home with poems

conveying Chicano pride
and hope, combined
with a vision of a

new society
based on equality and justice.

<1 ■■

AZTLANECO
»

•>

»■• • • !

St

J O E N AVA R R O

To order, send $3 plus $1 postage/handling (or each booh to:
Unit/ Publications, P.O. Oo* 29293, Oakland, CA 9-1604

