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 Redlands Unified School District 

Area 5 
Jim O’Neill also has been on the board 

since 2016. Area 5 is in the southeast 

part of the district east of University 

Street, south of Lugonia Avenue and 

northeast of Reservoir Road. 

 

Redlands City Council 

District 2 
Councilman Eddie Tejeda said he has decided to 

run for reelection in District 2, which covers the 

central part of the city between 

Tennessee and Church streets and 

from Citrus Avenue to the northern 

border. Tejeda came in second in a 

field of nine candidates in an at-

large contest in November 2016 

with 12.46% of the vote. Longtime 

Councilwoman Pat Gilbreath led the 

field with 17.86%. 

 

Redlands City Council, District 4  
Two more candidates have filed papers for the 

Redlands City Council race in District 4, 

Jenna Guzman-Lowery and Lane 

Schneider. 
 

Schneider is the founder of the Red-

lands Tea Party and was a leader of the 

No on Measure G campaign in March. 
 

Guzman-Lowery is a trainee pursuing clinical 

hours to become a marriage and family therapist 

at Christian Counseling Service. No picture of 

Guzman-Lowery is available. 
 

Redlands City Clerk and Treasurer  

Jeanne Donaldson has been city clerk 

since 2016 when she was elected with 

two-thirds of the vote, defeating two 

challengers.  

Redlands Unified School District  

Area 3 
Cristina Puraci was elected to the board in 2016 

in an at-large contest with eight 

candidates. The three incumbents 

up for reelection this year were led 

by Alex Vara with 19.02% of the 

vote followed by Jim O’Neill at 

18.24% and Puraci at 13.99%.  

Area 3 is in the northwest part of the district 

west of Orange Street and north of Barton Road. 

Redlands Unified School District  

Area 4 
Alex Vara has been on the board since 2016. 

Area 4 is in the northeast part of the 

district north of Lugonia Avenue and 

east of Orange and Church streets. 

 

 

David Nesamony has been issued 

candidacy documents, according 

to the county registrar. He would 

be challenging board members 

Cristina Puraci and Alex Vara. 

Nesamony is a former assistant 

principal at Canyon Springs High 

School in Moreno Valley. 

Local races in the Nov. 3 election* 

https://redlandsareadems.org/


Robert Dawes is also running for reelection as city 

treasurer. Dawes is an adjunct profes-

sor of accounting at the University of 

Redlands. Elected to the office in 2012, 

he defeated two other candidates with 

more than 61 percent of the vote. He 

ran unchallenged in the 2016 election. 

 

Roy George has filed paperwork for 

city clerk. George is a real estate 

finance specialist. George is a mem-

ber of Redlands Rotary Club and 

serves as a Redlands Police Citizen 

Volunteer. 

31st Congressional District  

Democratic incumbent Pete Aguilar won 61.15% of 

the vote in the March 3 primary. He will 

face Republican Agnes Gibboney, who 

captured 37.81%. Born in Fontana, 

Aguilar served as Redlands mayor from 

2010 to 2014, when he was elected to 

Congress. 

Agnes Gibboney is the Republican chal-

lengers to four-time Congressman Pete Aguilar. 

Gibboney was born in Budapest, Hungary. Her 

family lived in a refugee camp in the former Yugo-

slavia for 10 months, according to her 

website. They eventually immigrated 

to Brazil, waiting 13 years for the 

family’s U.S. immigration application 

to be accepted. She became a volun-

teer translator for the police depart-

ment in her hometown of El Monte, 

where she met Detective Mark Gib-

boney. They married and moved to Rancho 

Cucamonga. She earned a degree at Chaffey Col-

lege and became of U.S. citizen. 

23rd California Senate District 

This race will pit two school board members 

against one another. Abigail Rosales-Medina, a 

Democrat who led a field of five candidates (three 

Republicans and two Democrats) with 30.45% of 

the vote. She is a member of the San Bernardino 

City Unified School District board. 

 

 

 

 

Republican Rosilicia Ochoa Bogh, who serves on 

the Yucaipa-Calimesa Joint Unified School District 

Board, got 26.51% of the vote.  According 

to aroundthecapitol.com, the district is evenly 

split with 35.55% Democrats and 34.41% Repub-

licans as of October 2019. More than 23% claim 

no party preference. 

 

Despite those numbers, 56.4% voted for John 

Cox over Gavin Newsom in the 2018 race for 

governor. More than 48.7% backed Donald 

Trump over Hillary Clinton with 46.7% 

 

Rosales-Medina and Ochoa Bogh are competing 

to fill the seat held by Republican state Sen. Mike 

Morrell of Rancho Cucamonga since 2014. He will 

be termed out at the end of this year. About two-

thirds of the 23rd district is in San Bernardino, 

the rest is in Riverside County, stretching to Ban-

ning. 

Rosales-Medina Ochoa Bogh  

40th California Assembly District  

 

 

Ramos 
Tullius 

James C. Ramos, a former San Bernardino Coun-

ty supervisor, was elected to the Assembly in 

November, defeating San Bernardino Councilman 

Henry Nickel with 59.53% of the vote. He suc-

ceeded Marc Steinorth. 

Ramos won the March primary with roughly the 

same percent of the vote, 59.37%. He will face 

Republican Jennifer Tulius, who received 

40.63%.  

More than 40% of voters in the district are regis-

tered as Democrats as of October 2018. Republi-

cans comprise 30.4% and 24.1% have no party 

preference, according to aroundthecapitol.com. 

Ramos, a lifelong resident of the San Manuel In-

dian Reservation north of Highland, was the first 

California Indian to be elected to the Assembly. 

He also served on the San Bernardino County 

Community College District board. 
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San Bernardino County School Board  

Area C 
 

Two candidates have filed declarations of candida-

cy, incumbent Laura Matcha and educator/writer, 

Jessica Camacho. Area C covers Chino Valley Uni-

fied, Cucamonga School District, Fontana Unified, 

Mountain View School District and Ontario-

Montclair School District, south of Philadelphia 

Street. 
 

Alen Ritchie, board trustee for Area E, is not seek-

ing re-election. Area E covers Bear Valley Unified, 

Colton Joint Unified, Morongo Unified, Redlands 

Unified, Yucaipa/Calimesa Joint Unified and Rim of 

the World Unified, east of Highway 138. 
 

David E. Raley, a member of the San Bernardino 

County Valley Water Conservation District, filed a 

declaration of candidacy for Area E. 
 

Alise Clouser, a community college grant adminis-

trator and Karalee Hargrove, a Morongo Unified 

School District, School Board Member, also were 

issued candidacy documents. 
 

San Bernardino Valley Municipal Water  

District, Division 1  

June Hayes represents Division 1 on the San Ber-

nardino Valley Municipal Water District. 

She led a field of three candidates in No-

vember 2016 with 38.51% of the vote. 

Division 1 is north of Interstate 10 taking 

in parts of Rialto, Fontana and San Ber-

nardino. She plans to seek re-election.  
 

San Bernardino Valley Municipal Water  

District, Division 2 

Gil Navarro led a field of three candidates 

in November 2016 with 47.88% of the 

vote. Division 2 covers Colton and parts of 

Bloomington, Fontana and San Bernardino. 

He plans to seek re-election. 
 

San Bernardino Valley Water Conser-

vation District, Division 1 

Richard Corneille has served on the board since 

2005 and it now president of the board. 

Division 1 covers the northeast part of the 

district. [As of July 6] He has not an-

nounced whether he will seek re-election. 

 
 

San Bernardino Valley Water Conservation 

District, Division 3 

Robert Stewart was appointed to the 

board  in 2018 after T. Milford Harrison 

was elected to the San Bernardino Val-

ley Municipal Water District. Division 3 

covers the southwest part of the dis-

trict. He has not announced whether he 

will seek reelection. 

San Bernardino Valley Water Conservation 

District, Division 3 

Robert Stewart was appointed to the board  in 

2018 after T. Milford Harrison was elected to the 

San Bernardino Valley Municipal Water District. 

Division 3 covers the southwest part of the dis-

trict. He has not announced whether he will seek 

reelection. 
 

San Bernardino Community College  

Distsrict 1  

Frank Reyes was elected in November 2016 to 

represent Area 1, which includes the areas of 

Bloomington, Colton and Grand Terrace. 

Reyes worked for 35 years in public 

higher education and workforce devel-

opment as a student adviser at San 

Bernardino Valley College, California 

State University San Bernardino, and as 

vice chancellor of governmental affairs at the com-

munity college district. He plans to seek reelec-

tion.  
 

San Bernardino Community College 

District, Area 3 
John Longville was elected to the board in 2008, 

at which time he retired from his adjunct 

faculty position at San Bernardino Valley 

College. He also is a member of the San 

Bernardino Valley Water Conservation 

District board (2007-present), and 

served in the California Assembly 

from1998 to 2004. Area 3 covers the 

central part of San Bernardino. He is seeking 

reelection. 
 

San Bernardino Community College 

District, Area 5 
Gloria Macias Harrison was elected to the board in 

2012. She was president of Crafton Hills College 

for 12 years and vice president of instruction for 

six; taught for 20 years at San Bernardino Valley 

College and was dean of humanities for 

three. She is clerk of the board. She 

plans to seek re-election. Area 5 co-

vers the northwest part of San Bernar-

dino. 

 
 

San Bernardino Community College  

District, Area 7 

Anne L. Viricel was appointed to fill 

a board vacancy in 2015 and then 

elected to the position in Novem-

ber 2016. She is a professor at the 

University of Redlands School of 

Business. . She is board chair Area 7 covers 

Highland and Lake Arrowhead. 
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Cont’d on page 5 

 At Intellectual Takeout we write a great 

deal on logical fallacies, of which there 

are many. 

Of all fallacies, the ad hominem is king (and 

probably always will be). From the Latin "to 

the man" or "to the person," it is a 

(fallacious) argumentative device that in-

volves attacking one’s opponent instead of 

rebutting their argument. 

 Though timelessly 

popular, the ad homi-

nem has found partic-

ular prominence in 

the current age, 

which combines plum-

meting intelligence 

with instantaneous, 

character-limited 

communication. (A 

toxic mixture, in-

deed.) 

 Despite the prolif-

eration of the ad hominem, there are serious 

reasons it should be avoided. Here are five 

of them. 
 

1. It Makes You Look Stupid 

 Smart people use ad hominem argu-

ments, it’s true. But ad hominem attacks are 

generally viewed as a sign of low intelli-

gence. Even Urban Dictionary—hardly a fo-

rum for high brows—recognizes that ad 

hominem arguments are generally used “by 

immature and/or unintelligent people be-

cause they are unable to counter their oppo-

nent using logic and intelligence.” 

 There’s no doubt that some ad hominem 

attacks can be clever. But to be viewed as a 

person of intelligence, one must learn to 

counter and debunk arguments, not 

simply deride or smear people. 

 

2. It Destroys Civil Discourse 

 People often forget that individual be-

havior shapes culture. Our choices mat-

ter. Calling someone a tree hugger, sex-

ist, Nazi, or SJW might offer a positive 

sensation. It might even be true. But us-

ing such rhetoric has a corrosive effect 

on society, says Glenn Geher, Ph.D. 

 “Avoiding ad hominem attacks is, in 

fact, a foundational element of civil dis-

course,” writes Geher, professor of psy-

chology at the State University of New 

York at New Paltz. “[As] 

hard as it may seem, 

most people, regardless 

of where they stand po-

litically, share the same 

goals of making this 

world a better place. In 

a climate beleaguered 

with disagreement, let’s 

remember that all dis-

course should be re-

spectful and civil. Avoid-

ing the ad hominem at-

tack is a basic aspect of best practices in 

political discourse.” 
 

3. It's Cruel 

 By their very nature, ad hominem cut 

individuals down. We all get angry, and 

in these moments it’s natural to want to 

lash out. 

 Neurotic dope! 

 When we do, it often feels good, at 

least temporarily. I showed her! We of-

ten forget that our words can cut, some-

times deeply. When you attack 

someone’s makeup, weight, looks or any 

number of personal traits in response to 

an argument they present, you don’t just 

look dumb. You look like petty and 

5 Reasons to Avoid Ad Hominem Arguments 

John Whitmore 
August 10, 2010 
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mean. This is true regardless of how many 

retweets and likes your comment receives. 
 

4. It Ends Fruitful Discussion of Ideas 

 I take ideas and the search for truth seri-

ously. One of the best ways to sharpen the 

mind and get closer to truth is to challenge 

one’s own ideas. This often involves dialogue 

with other people. Because people rarely see 

eye to eye on all matters, it’s not unusual for 

debate and disagree-

ments to occur. This 

is entirely proper. The 

fruitfulness of discus-

sion depends largely 

on how well people 

are able to listen to 

one another and re-

spectfully exchange 

ideas. Once a discus-

sion grows heated, it 

makes a fruitful ex-

change of ideas more 

difficult. When the ad 

hominem appears, it’s 

generally a sign that a 

healthy exchange of 

ideas is no longer pos-

sible. That’s usually when I make my exit. 

There’s little to be gained by engaging in 

such a discussion. If one’s goal is to “win” a 

debate by being the last man on the field, 

the ad hominem works fine. (Though Chris-

topher Hitchens was probably correct to view 

it as “a sign of victory” whenever his oppo-

nents moved on to ad hominem.) 

 If one is genuinely interested in dialogue 

and healthy discourse, avoid the ad homi-

nem. 
 

5. It Can Get You in Big Trouble 

 As a personal rule, I work hard to avoid ad 

hominem arguments for the reasons stated 

above. But I also discerned long ago the pru-

dence of avoiding them for another reason: 

they can get you in hot water. This is espe-

cially true in the age of the internet, when 

today’s harmless (if rude) slang can become 

 

tomorrow’s hate speech. The “rules” that 

determine which words are acceptable and 

which are not—not to mention who can say 

them—are elastic, to say the least. Some 

might say they’re even irrational. 

 Increasingly we see celebrities, pundits, 

and athletes under fire for decade-old 

tweets and blog posts that for years had 

flown under the radar. Sometimes high-

profile figures get 

fired for a careless 

tweet. Sometimes they 

get sent to sensitivity 

training. Sometimes 

they miraculous-

ly emerge unharmed. 

 The truth is, no one is 

quite sure what the rules 

are today, let alone what 

they’ll be 20 years from 

now. But a prudent poli-

cy, if you wish to avoid 

the fate of Rosanne or 

James Gunn, is to avoid 

using ad hominem argu-

ments altogether. Learn 

to tailor your arguments 

against the ideas people 

espouse, not the people themselves. It will 

sharpen your mind, improve your argu-

ments, and create a healthier atmosphere 

of ideas. In the long run, it just might 

make you a better person, too. 
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A Driving Force: The past and future of Latinx voters. 

 When considering debates about political formu-

lations as nebulous yet as desperately crucial as 

“the Latinx vote,” it can be vexing to consider those 

Latinx who vote Republican. In the age of Covid-19, 

Black Lives Matter protests, and radical right 

Trumpism, how could they exist? What common 

ground could Latinx voters possibly find with the 

Republican Party and its current fusion of fascistic 

nativism and deadly bottom-line billionaire capital-

ism? After all, are Latinx not, in the eyes of the 

Trump faithful, the living embodiment of the dire 

threat that Samuel P. Huntington saw to “the dis-

tinct Anglo-Protestant culture of the founding set-

tlers”? 

 Viewed from New York City, the center of the 

Northeast left-liberal bubble, where Latinx politics 

has long been driven by Puerto Rican Democrats, it 

can be easy to forget that going back to the 1960s, 

a substantial number of Latinx voters nationwide 

have consistently voted for Republican presidential 

candidates. And while Hispanic Republican support 

peaked at 40 percent for George W. Bush in 2004, 

the sobering reality is that Trump’s Latinx support 

was somewhere between 20 and 30 percent in 

2016. This hasn’t waned considerably, even after 

three years of incessant immigrant bashing: In a 

poll conducted by Latino Decisions and published in 

late April, in the middle of the coronavirus crisis, 23 

percent of Latinx voters said they were either voting 

for Trump or leaning toward doing so. 

 Geraldo Cadava tries to shed light on this thorny 

subject in The Hispanic Republican: The Shaping of 

an American Identity, From Nixon to Trump, which, 

along with Benjamin Francis-Fallon’s The Rise of the 

Latino Vote: A History, illustrates just how compli-

cated this story is. Starting their narratives in the 

early 20th century, when most Latinx voters (like 

their African American counterparts) shifted away 

from the Republican Party during its rightward turn, 

both books discuss how the Democrats and Republi-

cans alike sought to organize disparate national and 

ethnic groups living in different regions into one 

“Latino” constituency by appealing to them through 

class interests—as workers/activists or as business-

men/property owners—as well as through their 

views (often stereotyped) on family unity and Chris-

tian morality. Situating the story of these voters in 

the context of a broader history of Latinx in the 

United States, both books offer important additions 

to this history’s growing canon, which is beginning to 

chip away at long-standing narratives by giving a 

fuller account of the ambiguous yet undeniable his-

torical reality of Latinx as a political constituency. 

 At the heart of any argument about “Latino” or 

“Hispanic” politics, of course, is also a discussion 

about those labels themselves, especially since politi-

cal strategists and advocates and marketing consult-

ants have played such a big role in creating the no-

tion of a monolithic Latinidad. By carefully examining 

archives from underutilized sources like the UCLA 

Chicano Studies Research Center and the Center for 

Puerto Rican Studies, along with the archives of His-

panic Republicans like Ileana Ros-Lehtinen and Ma-

nuel Luján, Cadava and Francis-Fallon show that 

Latinx voters in both parties embraced the idea that 

Latinx should envision themselves as a national con-

stituency in order to wield more power than individu-

al groups could. Both books also show what was lost 

by creating one constituency out of many and offer 

new historical insight into the evolution of terms like 

“Hispanic” and “Latino,” which remain contested in 

local communities and the mass media. 

 Hispanic Republicans, Cadava argues, trace their 

origin to the shift in American politics in the New Deal 

era. When many African Americans transferred their 

allegiance from the Republicans to the Democrats, 

many US Latinx did so as well. But some grew disen-

chanted with the Democrats: Starting in the 1950s, 

small but noticeable numbers of Mexican Americans, 

frustrated by their perception that the Democrats 

were more concerned with African American votes, 

began to move back to the Republican Party. Groups 

like Latinos con Eisenhower and Viva Nixon (a group 

cochaired by I Love Lucy star Desi Arnaz) garnered 

support, mostly among the Mexican American–

dominated Latinx populations in Texas, California, 

and the Southwest and offered a counterpoint to cen-

trist groups like the League of United Latin American 

Citizens and progressive workers’ groups like El Con-

greso de Pueblos de Habla Española. 

 Likewise, years before the Cuban Revolution, re-

cent South and Central American immigrants—

particularly those who identified with Spain and were 

opposed to anti-American nationalism in Latin Ameri-

ca—embraced some of Cold War conservatism’s anti-

communist politics. At the onset of the Cold War, 

John Flores, a public relations representative whom 

Cadava credits with being “the first Hispanic to artic-

ulate a national vision for Hispanic Republican mobili-

zation,” founded Latinos con Eisenhower. Despite be-
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ing slighted by the president, who dismissed his re-

quest to be considered for the position of deputy assis-

tant secretary for inter-American affairs, Flores argued 

that Latinx could play a key role in fighting com-

munism in Latin America. Thanks to their knowledge of 

the “language, customs, and traditions of Latin Ameri-

ca” as well as his “relationships with “anti-Communists 

south of the border,” they could help the United States 

more efficiently stave off leftist populism there. As Ca-

dava shows, this anti-communist politics, far from be-

ing the sole province of Miami Cubans, was prevalent 

among a much wider range of Latinx. 

 Hispanic Republicans, while still a minority of Latinx 

voters, also began to craft an identity for themselves 

around Republican principles—in particular, small-

business entrepreneurialism, patriarchal family values, 

and the rejection of the welfare state in addition to an-

ti-communism. Their movement intensified in the late 

1950s and early ’60s around Eisenhower’s vice presi-

dent, Richard Nixon, when he ran for president in 

1960, and it reached an apex with his victory in 1968. 

This support was premised on a politics of social con-

servatism and anti-communism, but Nixon was also 

willing to appeal to Latinx voters as part of his strategy 

to make up for his lack of support among African 

Americans. Public relations campaigns that painted 

Nixon, a native of Whittier, Calif., as “once a poor 

white man who worked alongside poor Mexicans in the 

orchards and fields” only further solidified this relation-

ship. At the same time, some New York Puerto Ricans 

became supporters of the state’s liberal Republican 

governor, Nelson Rockefeller, and were brought into 

the party by his softer strain of conservatism. Others 

were attracted to even more extreme right positions 

and supported Arizona Senator Barry Goldwater’s pres-

idential campaign in 1964. Cuban exiles in Miami, who 

felt betrayed by the failure of the Bay of Pigs invasion, 

were especially drawn to Goldwater. 

 The realization that Republicans needed Latinx vot-

ers because black ones had mostly abandoned the par-

ty shaped an evolving so-called inclusion policy after 

Nixon’s election in 1968. In a highlight of the book, 

Cadava examines Cuban American and Mexican Ameri-

can involvement in Watergate, which was not limited 

to the “plumbers” who raided the Democratic Party’s 

offices but also included the “Brown Mafia,” a group of 

Mexican American and Japanese American operatives 

who managed the patronage politics for the GOP in 

California and became involved in the tangled web of 

financial transactions associated with the Committee to 

Re-elect the President. The Brown Mafia was led by 

William Marumoto, a Japanese American raised in the 

LA barrio, and Benjamin “Boxcar” Fernández, who 

founded the Republican National Hispanic Assembly in 

1974 in order to gain influence in the GOP as well 

as to encourage Hispanic participation in local party 

politics. Besides handing out federal contracts to 

supporters in pay-for-play schemes, these men 

tried unsuccessfully to bribe people like New Mexi-

co land-rights activist Reies López Tijerina, an in-

fluential Chicano leader and the founder of La Ali-

anza, a land rights group, to get them to blunt 

their anti-Nixon stance. 

 Postwar Hispanic Republicanism never won over 

a majority of Latinx voters, and as Cadava shows, 

it eventually found a home in neoconservatism. But 

even as President Ronald Reagan slashed social 

spending and used the War on Drugs to massively 

incarcerate poor people of color, he still courted 

Latinx voters with offers of immigration reform. In 

the 1990s the anti-immigration extremism of fig-

ures like John Tanton, the founder of the Federa-

tion for American Immigration Reform; the nativist 

presidential campaign of Pat Buchanan; and a se-

ries of anti-immigration laws passed in California 

and Arizona began to erode this support. 

 But “compassionate conservatism” returned 

with George W. Bush (whose brother Jeb Bush had 

married a Mexican national), who openly courted 

Latinx voters and won over 40 percent of them in 

2004—a peak in the success of the inclusion strate-

gy. In the 2008 election, however, this strategy 

could not be sustained by Arizona Senator John 

McCain (who, Cadava notes, declared “Build the 

danged fence!” in one of his campaign ads) as the 

Republican anti-immigration wing gained ascend-

ancy, and Latinx voters showed just how vital they 

were to the Democratic coalition by helping to put 

Barack Obama in the White House for two terms. 

 Cadava’s book deftly makes clear that there is 

not one type of Hispanic Republican but rather 

many: Cuban American, Mexican American, Central 

and South American, and to a lesser extent Puerto 

Rican. He reminds us that each of these groups of 

Republican voters, while often a minority in their 

own communities, were drawn to conservative poli-

tics for different reasons—historical, cultural, politi-

cal, or economic. Cadava also does a good job of 

telling the story of the many different Hispanic Re-

publican activists on the ground, writing compel-

lingly about Fernández and his forgotten presiden-

tial campaign; Linda Chavez, who worked in the 

Reagan and George H.W. Bush administrations and 

once campaigned to make English the official lan-

guage of the United States; and two US treasurers, 

Romana Bañuelos and Katherine Ortega. (The for-

mer suffered the indignity of an Immigration and 

Naturalization Service raid on her tortilla business, 
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and the latter was roundly criticized for her uninspiring 

speech at the 1984 Republican National Convention.) 

  Yet Cadava largely does not address the way ques-

tions of race within and outside the Latinx community 

were manifested in Hispanic Republican politics. While 

it’s true that Mexican American politicians had a history 

of seeking to define their communities as legally white, 

by the time Hispanic Republicans came on the scene, 

many Mexican Americans were shifting away from an 

assimilationist understanding of their identity toward a 

Chicanismo that stressed indigenous roots. The Cuban 

migration to South Florida and the subsequent rise of 

the Cuban Republican voter also had a strong racial 

dynamic to it, since many of the middle- and upper-

class Cubans who fled Castro’s revolution had a rela-

tively easy path to citizenship through the Cuban Ad-

justment Act and avoided the racialization of noncitizen 

status. 

 The labels “Hispanic” and “Latino,” while often used 

synonymously, have sometimes also been encoded 

with racial undertones that can at times explain the 

differences between Hispanic Republicans and Latino 

Democrats. In the context of politics, “Hispanic” is 

sometimes used as a way to signal Spanish (hence Eu-

ropean) origins, while “Latino,” a somewhat more re-

cent term, is often used to allude to a mixed Afro-Indio

-Iberian identity and has represented a kind of Bolivar-

ian melting pot of mixed-race Caribbean and South 

American migrants—although in the Southwest it has 

also been used as a label that avoided the indigenous 

identity of Mexican Americans, or Chicanos. (Recently 

two new terms have come into use as well: “Latinx,” a 

label that proposes a new inclusivity for gender-

nonbinary folks, and the acronym “BIPOC,” for “black, 

Indigenous, and people of color.”) 

 Likewise, despite the fact that many US Latinx iden-

tify as people of color, the mestizaje ideologies that 

both of these terms promote have, in many countries 

in Central and South America as well as in the United 

States, supported a notion of inclusion that does not 

disrupt a culture of white supremacy. The gains made 

by people of color during Latin America’s pink tide have 

been checked by a recent surge of right-wing racism in 

countries like Brazil, Guatemala, and Bolivia. In Brazil, 

which has historically claimed to be a racial democracy, 

a right-wing nationalist like Jair Bolsonaro has been 

able to take power and avow a racialized politics with a 

striking resemblance to Trump’s America, while in Gua-

temala a former blackface comedian, Jimmy Morales, 

took office, and in Bolivia, the coup against Evo Mo-

rales was carried out with the use of anti-Indigenous 

rhetoric. 

 By taking on the full spectrum of political history 

and examining the far larger majority of Latinx Demo-

crats and left-wing activists, Francis-Fallon’s book 

helps fill in the other side of the history that Ca-

dava explores, charting some of the tensions 

among Latinx voters who were loyal Democrats 

and found Republicanism antithetical to their ide-

als, as well as the GOP’s determination to convert 

some of these voters to its cause. The Rise of the 

Latino Voter takes us back to the jockeying for 

position between Mexican Americans and Puerto 

Ricans during the John F. Kennedy, Lyndon John-

son, and Jimmy Carter years. While Francis-Fallon 

weaves fascinating details about the careers of 

Democrats like San Antonio’s Henry Gonzalez, Los 

Angeles’s Eddie Roybal, and New York’s Herman 

Badillo into a broader story about the formation of 

a political constituency, he also considers the role 

of Latinx movements that worked outside electoral 

politics. 

 Providing insight into the way that attempts to 

organize Latinx nationwide resulted in these 

movements seeking to foreground class- and race-

based oppression as well as reject American ex-

ceptionalism and imperialism, Francis-Fallon 

shows how Latinx voters helped change not only 

the Democratic and Republican parties but also 

the egalitarian and internationalist politics of the 

American left. He cites El Congreso de Pueblos de 

Habla Española in the 1930s, which was inspired 

by other multiracial Popular Front groups and “fus

[ed] class and culture consciousness…[and] advo-

cated for striking workers as it demanded an edu-

cational system that nurtured its members’ lan-

guage and heritage.” 

 Francis-Fallon begins his story with the United 

States’ annexation of Mexican territories in 1848, 

which created an emerging sense of collective 

identity among Mexican Americans. He then tracks 

the formation of a “Hispano” identity with New 

Mexico’s statehood in 1912, the establishment of 

the League of United Latin American Citizens, and 

the move by the majority of Latinx voters to the 

Democratic Party in the 1930s. Taking us into the 

post–World War II era, when Mexican Americans 

formed important political bases in Los Angeles 

and San Antonio, he charts the Viva Kennedy 

years, the civil rights movement, and the attempts 

to arrange a “shotgun wedding” between East 

Coast and West Coast groups in the late 1960s. 

The last few chapters discuss the limits of Latinx 

liberalism and the emergence of Hispanic conserv-

atism, neatly intersecting with the subject of Ca-

dava’s book. 

 The most compelling part of Francis-Fallon’s 

analysis comes when he documents the efforts by 

early Latinx Democrats to build multiracial constit-
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uencies by invoking the notion of a pan-Latinx identi-

ty, which helped bring together a variety of Spanish-

speaking communities and connect them to other ra-

cial, ethnic, or social struggles. These efforts proved 

to be a potent political force in many cities, including 

New York and Chicago. But Francis-Fallon’s story of 

how Latinx voters and organizers helped shape a na-

tionwide agenda is also telling for the present mo-

ment. Recounting the first Unidos Conference, held in 

New York in 1971, he shows how Badillo, a Puerto 

Rican congressman from New York, and Roybal, a 

Mexican American congressman from Los Angeles, 

helped lead a discussion on the creation of a national 

Latinx agenda that tried to significantly influence the 

Democratic Party. 

 Yet even in the midst of a unity conference, divi-

sions were hard to transcend. While Badillo and Roy-

bal were largely successful in their efforts, the frac-

tures that appeared at the conference exposed prior 

divisions—ideological, cultural, and historical—that 

remain unresolved. For example, despite New Mexico 

Senator Joseph Montoya’s passionate plea for unity, 

Badillo was repudiated by Puerto Rican independence 

activists, who insisted the conference endorse their 

demand to decolonize Puerto Rico. “What seemed to 

have been most disquieting to the congressmen who 

had brought them together, was that many who re-

mained until Sunday seemed genuinely poised to re-

ject Democrats and Republicans alike,” Francis-Fallon 

writes. 

 Badillo and Roybal managed to smooth over most 

of these differences in the short term, especially 

those between West Coast Mexican Americans and 

East Coast Puerto Ricans, and in the years that fol-

lowed they were able to develop a national Latinx 

platform that connected the injustice of Mexican im-

migration crackdowns, US colonial economic policies 

in Puerto Rico, and the need for normalizing relations 

with Cuba. But the Democratic Party did not appear 

ready to take up this pan-Latinx program, and many 

Latinx Democrats found themselves frustrated with 

what they saw as Carter’s unresponsiveness on nu-

merous national issues because of his “color-blind” 

refusal to address “special interests.” Yet Latinx Dem-

ocrats continued to stick by the party, even as it in-

creasingly took their votes for granted. 

 The struggle to create a pan-Latinx identity and 

politics has posed challenges ever since. Latinx voters 

are regionally disconnected, with greatly varied class 

backgrounds and citizenship statuses. They are also 

racially dispersed: There are white, black, Asian, In-

digenous, and multiracial Latinx. Yet it is also clear 

that Latinx voters play a vital role in contemporary 

electoral politics. One of the major driving forces be-

hind Vermont Senator Bernie Sanders’s early sup-

port in the Democratic primaries this year came 

from Latinx, with 50 percent voting for him in Ne-

vada and California and 39 percent in Texas. More-

over, Joe Biden’s success in the upcoming general 

election will depend, in part, on ensuring that he 

has their votes. 

 During a moment when it’s clearer than ever 

that the extreme rightism of Trump must be defeat-

ed, Latinx voters have seemingly no choice but to 

support a centrist Democrat running on an agenda 

that has traditionally neglected their concerns. But 

even if this is the case, the lessons of the Unidos 

Convention remain: The best hope for Latinx is a 

more radical politics that seeks a broad multiracial 

and multicultural coalition aimed at reversing the 

growing economic and racial inequalities found in 

society today. Likewise, we need a politics that 

seeks to remake US foreign policy, which has been 

a key driver of Latin American crises and immigra-

tion to the United States in the first place. Mean-

while, there’s the problem highlighted in Cadava’s 

book—of your tío or prima who believes that the 

best hope to get through the coronavirus crisis is a 

revival of Trump’s “record-setting economy.” Maybe 

Hispanic Republicans can provide them with the 

important insight that while the Democrats have 

failed in innumerable ways, the Republicans have 

been even worse. It’s no accident that many of us 

have never heard of Benjamin “Boxcar” Fernández 

and Katherine Ortega. After all, their party did 

nearly everything it could to put them on the wrong 

side of history. 

 https://www.thenation.com/article/politics/latinx-cadava

-francis-fallon/  

# # # 

Just for laughs! 
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Welcome, new members 

 We would like to take this opportunity to 

welcome the following new members to the 

Redlands Area Democratic Club. 

 They are: Nancy Glenn, Linda Chaplin, Debra Kathryn 

Douglas, Jacque Emel, Geraldine Stahly, Chelsea 

Hanchett, Anne Larsen, Raajkumar Ethiraj, Virginia Evans-

Perry, Jo Bollen, Sharen Wilbur, Ellen Gruenbaum, Helen 

Tran, Stephanie Liggins and Julia Hill. As a reminders, 

dues run from January 1 through December 31. 

 We also thank those members who have brought their 

2020 dues up to date.  

 For those of you who have not renewed your 

membership and with the hope that you wish to remain a 

member, we’ve made it easy for you to renew. Just visit 

and pay by credit card or PayPal with ActBlue at our 

Website at redlandsdems.org. Note: If you select “Couple 

$35,” please email us at redlandsdems@gmail.com with 

the names for whom you are purchasing memberships.  

 We encourage our new and existing members to seek 

out our officers or trustees to serve on one of their 

committees. In the RADC Club Leadership section below, 

their committees are listed by their names. If you have 

questions, just email us at redlandsdems@gmail.com. 

 Remember to ask your Democrat friends, family 

members, and acquaintances to join the Redlands Area 

Democratic Club. 

     John Coley 

Membership Chair 
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*Information for Local Races article were excerpted from Redlands Community News written 

by James Fomer, Editor, (July 2, 2020) and  Dina Colunger, Reporter (August 6 and updated 

August 7, 2020).  All candidates may not be listed. 

AUGUST GENERAL MEETING  DATE 

AND SPEAKER 
 

 The RADC General meeting will be 

held on via Zoom Sunday, August 23, at 

7:00 PM. You will be notified on how to 

access the meeting. 

 The speaker for this meeting will be 

Anthony Pallente, President, National 

Association of Letter Carriers in San 

Bernardino. 

 Have your email-in ballot questions  

and others ready! 
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