


  
 

ABOUT US 
Formed in Jan 2003, the California Civil Rights Alliance (CCRA) is a statewide civil rights coalition, which includes 25 
mainstream organizations from diverse backgrounds, races, religions, and economic status, who have come together to 
protect the civil rights of all Californians. The CCRA coordinates state legislative campaigns on behalf of major civil 
rights legislation that promote the enactment and enforcement of effectual civil rights and immigration legislation.   The 
CCRA also compiles information for voters about where their representatives stand on civil liberty issues, works to 
protect immigrant rights, and seeks the repeal of provisions in the USA Patriot Act, warrant-less wiretapping, racial and 
religious profiling, and other violations to guarantees found in the Constitution and the Bill of Rights. 

 
CCRA PROJECTS 
1. Civil Rights Survey: In each election cycle, a Civil Rights Questionnaire is sent to all Presidential and California 
federal, state, and local candidates. The results of this survey are widely publicized through a scorecard, press release, 
press conference, newspaper ad(s), and multiple websites. 

2. State Senate Study: The CCRA recently spearheaded a successful campaign to get the Senate Office of Research to 
conduct a detailed study on the impact of the USA Patriot Act on all California minorities. Senator Liz Figueroa 
commissioned the study.  Researched directly by the Senate Office of Research’s Principle Consultant Max Vanzi. 

3. Multi-City Hearings: The CCRA is working with state legislators to organize multi-city hearings on the impact of 
unlawful detention, warrant-less wiretapping, and racial and religious profiling. 

4. Civil Rights Legislation: The CCRA successfully spearheaded a grassroots campaign to introduce and pass the 
largest state censure of the USA Patriot Act, warrant-less wiretapping, and other civil liberty abuses (SJR 10). 

5. Regular Town Hall Meetings, Forums, & Annual Convention: The CCRA organizes regular town hall 
meetings, candidate forums, and an annual convention.  The annual convention brings together activists from all over the 
state to unify and consolidate support for civil rights of all. 

Member Organizations 

1. Al-Awda 
2. Al-Kalam 
3. American Muslim Alliance 
4. Arab American Anti-Discrimination 
Committee (Bay Area Chapter) 
5. Blue Triangle 
6. Committees of Correspondence 
7. Council on American Islamic Relations 
8. Ecumenical Peace Institute /CALC 
9. Green Party of California 
10. Justice for New Americans 
11. Libertarian Party of California 
12. MSA-Berkeley 
13.Mexican American Political Association 
14. Muslim Public Affairs Council 

15. Mustard Seed Affinity Group 
16. Northern California Interreligious 
Conference 
17. Office of Public Policy and Social 
Concerns, The Archdiocese of   San 
Francisco 
18. Pakistan American Democratic Forum 
19. Peninsula Peace and Justice Coalition 
20. Sacred Roots 
21. South Alameda County Peace and 
Justice Coalition 
22. Strategic Research Foundation 
23. The Rt. Rev. William E. Swing, Bishop 
Episcopal Diocese of California 
24. United Muslims of America 

  

 



A THREE PRONGED RESOLUTION TO PROTECT CIVIL LIBERTIES 

SEC 1-CALL FOR FAIR CONGRESSIONAL IMMIGRATION LEGISLATION  
Whereas, the U.S Congress is debating legislation including S.B. 1348 which, if passed, will violate the human and civil rights of 

immigrant families, and 

Whereas, the proposed legislation, if passed, will place severe obstacles to an immigrant’s path to citizenship, including lengthy waits, 
requirements to return home, pay exorbitant fees and penalties, risk denial of a visa by the arbitrary judgment of the immigrant service, and 

 
Whereas, the proposed legislation, if passed, will allow immigrants to obtain work visas based on a point system of skills desired by 

companies rather than family needs and unification, and 

Whereas, the proposed legislation favors highly skilled and professional workers and therefore will do nothing to impact the unskilled and 
semiskilled workers of primary concerns according to all the polls, the hundreds of workers dying on the border every year, and 

the workers historically exploited by unscrupulous employers to the prejudice of other workers, and 
Whereas, the proposed legislation includes a guest worker program that is equivalent to extreme exploitation similar to conditions of 

servitude, and 
Whereas, the proposed legislation does little to preserve due process rights of immigrants, including use of secret evidence against 

immigrants and lack of legal representation, and 
Whereas, the proposed legislation does nothing to protect the physical well being of persons being deported and their citizen children left 

behind after deportation, and 

Whereas, militarization of the borders has proven a failed policy that will create increased deaths for immigrants as has happened the past 
ten years when the number of Border Patrol agents doubled and unlawful entrants doubled in lock step,  

Therefore, be it resolved that members and supporters of the California Civil Rights Alliance (CCRA) call on the U.S. Congress to vote 
against current legislative proposals and pass immigration legislation that (1) protects human and civil rights (2) provides for issuance of 
work visas based on mutual needs of immigrant employees and employers. (3) Provide a just program giving immigrants the opportunity 

to become U.S. Citizens in accordance with existing U.S. Immigration Laws, (4) provide incentives for orderly entrance and exit of 
immigrants and protection of immigrant rights while in this country, especially in regards to labor rights. 

 
SEC 2- CALLING FOR CLOSURE OF GUANTANAMO BAY PRISON  

Whereas, the United States has set up the prison at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba for the purpose of detaining persons by use of secret evidence 
in violation of due process, and with lack of probable cause, and without the right of the writ of Habeas Corpus in violation of the U.S. 

Constitution, and 

Whereas, torture and coercion is used to obtain information from prisoners, which is permitted in the Military Commissions Act of 2006, 
and which violates the Geneva convention of 1949, and 

Whereas, legislation to require the President of the United States to close the Guantanamo Bay Detention facility has been introduced in 
the United States Senate and House of Representatives, and has been referred to the respective Armed Services Committees for action, and 

Therefore, be it resolved that members and supporters of the California Civil Rights Alliance (CCRA) call for the Congress of the United 
States to pass legislation requiring the president to close the U.S. prison at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba and upon closure to transfer the 

detained persons to an International court for determination of their legal status, and if found to be innocent of any crime, to be released 
from any further detention. 

 
SEC 3- CALLING FOR REPEAL OF THE MILITARY COMMISSIONS ACT OF 2006 

Whereas, since the adoption of U.S. Constitution, people who are arrested by U.S. authority have had a right to be brought before a 
civilian judge and informed of why they are being detained including the charges against them, the origins of which go back 800 years to 
the Magna Carta, and are in Article 1, Section 9 of the U.S. Constitution, which protects the right of the Writ of Habeas Corpus, and have 

had a right to be tried before a civilian judge and jury of their peers under the 4th, 5th, and 6th Amendments; and 

Whereas, current law is sufficient to apprehend and try those who commit acts against the United States and world peace; and 

Whereas, the Military Commissions Act of 2006 allows the President to designate people as “enemy combatants”, and (1) deny them the 
right to file a habeas corpus petition and (2) permit the executive branch to detain and try them without oversight by an independent 

judiciary, in violation of the 4th, 5th, and 6th Amendments and in violation of the UN Charter, articles 55 and 56; 

Therefore, be it resolved that the members and supporters of the California Civil Rights Alliance call on the U.S. Congress to immediately 
repeal the Military Commissions Act of 2006.  



FOUR MOST AGGREGIOUS ATTACKS ON CIVIL LIBERTIES 
 IN OUR “WAR ON TERROR”

1) Antiterrorism Act of 1996 Secret Evidence Law (Immigration Act)- In deportat ion cases,  a  violat ion of 
Due Process which is  in the 5 t h  Amendment which states that  no person “shall  be deprived of l i fe,  
l iberty ,  or  property  without due process of  law” and the 6 t h  Amendment which states that  each person 
has the “Right to be informed of the nature and cause of the accusation;  to be confronted with the 
witness against  him”- Violat ion of 1s t  Amendment r ights in accusing persons of  being guil ty  by 
associat ion with “terrorist” organizations.  

Status: “Secret evidence” law was about to be repealed by congress in the 

Secret Evidence Repeal Act before 9/11, but following 9/11 secret evidence has been used extensively by the Bush 
Administration. 

2) USA Patriot Act- October, 2001 law expands the scope of the Antiterrorism Act of 1996 expanding the powers of 
Federal Intelligence Surveillance Act of 1978(FISA) with more stringent laws violating individual civil rights by using (1) 
guilt by association, (2) inadequate due process, and (3) lowering standards for using illegal search and seizure and (4) taking 
action without probable cause, a violation of 1st, 4th, 5th & 6th Amendments. 

Thousands of illegal detentions were initiated using this act, causing hardship. It expanded the powers of National Security 
Letters, which were excessively used by the FBI to obtain information according to a March 9, 2007 Inspector General’s 
report. 

Status: 404 Local jurisdictions and 7 states including California have passed resolutions calling for repeal of unconstitutional 
provisions of the Patriot Act. Congress has not acted except in stopping illegal library searches. The CCRA played a key role 
in working to get the California legislature to pass its resolution. 

Several court cases have had favorable results in defending persons such as Prof. Al Arian in Florida; however, the Bush 
administration find ways to counter this by holding Prof. Al Arian as a material witness. The 20 year old “ LA 8” case (1st 
Amendment rights to distribute literature) was revived using the Patriot Act and was finally thrown out of court by a judge; 
however, the administration has again appealed. 

Legislation has been introduced in congress to establish congressional oversight and set parameters for use of the NSL to 
prevent further abuse by FBI. 

3) Warrantless Wiretapping Program- Administration violated FISA by failure to use required FISA Court warrants for 
checking thousands of communications. 

Status: Congressional Investigations to determine extent of this illegal program. The administration is trying to become legal 
by enacting the legislation that would permit extensive wiretapping without FISA warrants. Legislation has been introduced in 
Congress to reinforce the requirement for FISA warrants; however, with some modifications to speed up procedures and 
expedite the review of the program by the Supreme Court. 

4) Military Commissions Act of 2006- Denying Habeas Corpus to “enemy combatants” Establishing the prison at 
Guantanamo Bay. Cuba. Use of torture and coercion at detention facilities to obtain intelligence information. 

Status: Legislation introduced in Congress to amend sections of MCA to restore Habeas Corpus and some other 
sections and for the Closing of Guantanamo Bay (See MCA Fact Sheets and Resolution on MCA and Guantanamo 
Bay, Cuba) 
 

SOURCE: The California Civil Rights Alliance (www.civilrightsforall.net), The Bill of Rights Defense Committee (www.bordc.org), 
Amnesty International (www.amnesty.org,), Center for Constitutional Rights (www.ccr-ny.org ) and ACLU (www.aclu.org )  

http://www.bordc.org/
http://www.ccr-ny.org/
http://www.aclu.org/


OP/ED 
 
Ti t le :   The  Revenge  of  Zorro  on  Immigrat ion  Reform 
By:   Nat ivo  V.  Lopez ,  Na t iona l  Pres iden t  o f  Hermandad  Mexicana  La t inoamer icana ,  and  the  Mexican  Amer ican  Po l i t i ca l  
Assoc ia t ion  (MAPA)  - -  na t ivo lopez@sbcgloba l .ne t  
 
Are you ready  for  the  Zorro  v isas?   I  mean Z,  as  cur rent ly  be ing  hammered out  in  the  U.S.  Senate ,  a  b ipar t i san  
ef for t  to  c raf t  new immigra t ion  reform legis la t ion  before Senate  Major i ty  Leader  Harry  Reid  (D-Nev)  imposes  h is  
a rb i t ra ry  deadl ine  to  in t roduce  leg is la t ion  s imi lar  to  tha t  approved by  the  Senate  las t  year .  
 
The  essence  of  the  current  immigra t ion  debate ,  in  fac t  rag ing  for  the  pas t  f i f teen  years ,  essent ia l ly  i s  the  
management  of  an  amble ,  but  vulnerable ,  labor  supply  for  corpora t ions ,  la rge  and smal l ,  u rban  and rura l ,  and  on  
the i r  te rms.   At  the  hear t  of  a l l  the  proposa ls  th is  i s  the  bot tom l ine .   And,  th is  can  be  observed in  the  in i t ia t ives  
submit ted  by  both  Republ icans  and Democra ts .  
 
The  genera l  f ramework of  a l l  leg is la t ive  proposals  to  sur face  on  both  s ides  of  the  a is le  a re  heavy  enforcement  
measures  in  exchange  for  some form of  regular iza t ion  of  the  es t imated  12  mi l l ion  undocumented  a l ready  in  the  U.S.  
and  a  mass ive  cont rac t -worker  program as  a  way  to  enrol l  fu ture  f low ent rants .   The  quibbl ing  be tween the  two 
par t ies  as  they  work  to  reach  a  dea l  i s  more  around the  edges  of  the  f ramework –  the  speci f ic  te rms,  the  parameters  
of  each  measure ,  and  the  “ t r iggers .”   But  the  equat ion  of  onerous  enforcement  for  regular iza t ion  has  never  been  in  
ques t ion ,  and the  Washington-based  lobbying groups  tha t  pre tend to  represent  the  in teres ts  of  immigrants ,  have  
never  ques t ioned i t  e i ther .   Why wouldn’ t  they  f ind  th is  Faus t ian  dea l  acceptable  when they  are  ac tua l ly  sponsored  
and subs id ized  by  the  very  corpora t ions  tha t  c lamor  for  the  low-wage cont rac t - labor  program contempla ted  by  the  
proponents?   And they  are  even refer red  to  as  the  “s takeholders”  by  some of  the  leg is la tors .    
 
Degrees  of  vulnerabi l i ty  and uncer ta in ty  in  th is  modern  era  labor  management  exper iment  can  be  observed in  the  
de ta i l s  of  the  debates  –  s ix  years  versus  e ight  pr ior  to  qual i fy ing  to  apply  for  permanent  res idency ,  touch back and 
re turn  or  ad jus t  s ta tus  wi th in  the  U.S. ,  vary ing  s teepness  of  mul t ip le  f ines ,  learn  Engl ish  and c iv ics ,  c r iminal  
background checks ,  a  tor tuous  poin t  sys tem premised  on  levels  of  educat ion  and sk i l l  se t ,  p roscr ibed  f rom rece iv ing  
any  socia l  safe ty  ne t  benef i t s ,  go  to  the  back of  the  v isa wai t  l ine  and wai t  some more ,  pay  a l l  back  taxes ,  cont rac t  
workers  recycled  out  of  the  count ry  af te r  comple t ing  the  te rm of  the i r  cont rac t  or  a l lowed to  remain  and s tumble  
onto  the  pa th  to  permanency ,  and  much more .  
 
These  are  a l l  puni t ive  messages  and measures  d i rec ted  agains t  acknowledged hard-working  immigrants  for  having  
entered  the  U.S.  wi thout  inspect ion .   Thei r  penance ,  notwi ths tanding tha t  they  were  drawn by  the  ever  increas ing  
demand for  the i r  labor  and  expel led  f rom the i r  count r ies  of  orig in ,  par t icu lar ly  Mexico  and Cent ra l  Amer ica ,  due  to  
the  fa i lures  of  neol ibera l  economic  pol ic ies .     
 
And,  the  proposed res t r ic t ive  enforcement  measures  wi l l  only  he ighten  the  tenuousness  of  the  immigrant ’s  exis tence  
in  the  fu ture .   For  example ,  enhanced employer  sanct ions  for  h i r ing  persons  wi thout  documents ,  mandatory  
ver i f ica t ion  of  a l l  prospect ive  employees  based  on  a  federal  cent ra l ized  da tabase ,  a  border  wal l ,  a  s teep  increase  of  
border  agents ,  loca l  law enforcement  col labora t ion  wi th  the  Immigra t ion  and Customs Enforcement  ( ICE)  agency ,  
s t reaml ined  lega l  removal ,  c r iminal iza t ion  of  fu ture  non- inspected  ent rants ,  and  rapid  expans ion  of  de tent ion  
fac i l i t ies .   And,  we thought  we defea ted  Sensenbrenner .    
 
The  surnames  of  the  authors  may  be  d i f ferent  –  Gut ier rez ,  F lake ,  Reid ,  Specter ,  and  the  b i l l  numbers  changed,  but  
the  parameters  of  the  dea l  a re  wi th in  the  same bal l  park  of  comprehensive  re form.   No mat te r  how many t imes  
comprehens ive  i s  repeated  in  the  press  re leases  of  the  advocates  of  th is  type  of  “ reform,”  i t  wi l l  never  make  i t  fa i r ,  
humane,  or  ra t ional .  
 
Whi le  Pres ident  Bush and At torney  Genera l  Alber to  Gonzales  were  conduct ing  immigra t ion  ra ids  throughout  the  
count ry  to  whip  a l l  par t ies  in to  l ine  to  accept  the i r  version  of  “gues t -worker”  serv i tude ,  thousands  of  grassroots  
immigrant  ac t iv is t s ,  a t torneys ,  and  immigrant  organizers  were  working  to  forge  a  consensus  on  a  fa i r  immigra t ion  
overhaul .   They  ca l l  i t  the  “Uni ty  Bluepr in t  for  Immigrat ion  Reform.”   And,  whi le  i t  may  not  have  a  leg is la tor -
author ,  i t  i s  an  hones t  re f lec t ion  of  the  aspi ra t ions  of  the  humble  immigrant  worker .   In  fac t ,  the  document  was  not  
comple ted  unt i l  i t  had  a  broad hear ing  amongst  the  immigrants  themselves .  
 
The  b luepr in t  proposes  a  ra t ional  a l loca t ion  of  v isas  on  an  annual  bas is  based  on  both  the  need for  labor  and the  
des i re  to  reuni fy  fami l ies  –  re la t ive  and employment  der ived  v isas .   The  government  knows wi th  a l l  cer ta in ty  what  
these  numbers  look l ike ,  but  a l loca tes  a  fa r  infer ior  number  of  v isas ,  thus ,  the  creeping  growth  of  the  undocumented  
popula t ion  over  the  pas t  twenty  years .   Why not  meet  the  demand wi th  a  corresponding number  of  permanent  
res ident  v isas?   But ,  tha t  would  be  too  reasonable  and ra t ional .    
 
The  permanency  of  the  v isa  guarantees  the  worker  a  be t te r  prospect  of  pro tec t ion  under  federa l  and  s ta te  
employment  s ta tues ,  and  makes  h im less  mal leable  in  the  eyes  of  the  employer .   This  would  be  the  rea l  revenge  of  
Zorro ,  though.  



OP/ED  
 
NATURAL ALLIES  
Hazem I .  Kira   
 

If blacks challenging institutional racism defined the civil rights era of the 20th century, then perhaps 
historical annotations of the 21st century will be of a Brown-Black era challenging an evolved, yet similar, 
status quo.  

A natural alliance between Latinos, Muslims, African Americans, and other minorities has flourished since 
September 11th; as government measures increasingly seek to curtail civil liberties, privacy rights, and 
immigrant rights.  

“Latino-Americans and Muslim-Americans are natural allies”, said CSU Hayward Professor Agha Saeed,  
because, historically, in the United States any attack on civil liberties has invariably been accompanied by 
attack on immigration of Third World people.  

For example, “the draconian National Security Act of 1950, introduced by Sen. McCarran, led in 1952 to 
the Eurocentric and anti-third world McCarran-Walter Immigration Act.”On the other hand, passage of the 
Civil Rights Act in 1964 led to first non-racist immigration act of 1965. The passage of the USA PATRIOT 
ACT is now accompanied by HR 4437, which seeks to criminalize 11 million undocumented workers and 
implicate priests, teachers and social workers who may try to help them exactly the same way as those 
helping run-away slaves.”  

Today, “the passage of the USA PATRIOT ACT has been accompanied by HR 4437, which sought to 
criminalize 11 million undocumented workers and implicate priests, teachers and social workers who may 
try to help them exactly the same way as those helping run-away slaves.”  

Speaking at a coalition meeting organized to mobilize Latino and Muslim communities during the 
2006 midterm election, Juan Castro declared to the audience, “I am here to represent MAPA’s national 
president Nativo Lopez. We are delighted to work with our Muslim brothers and sisters in getting Mr. 
McCloskey elected. We believe that minorities can only succeed by participating in the political process and 
by exercising their priceless privilege of voting in the elections. Working hand in hand with the American 
Muslim Alliance, we plan to turn out the largest number of Latino, Arab and Muslim voters. …Therefore, 
we need to bring honest and efficient people…in the Congress.” 

Earlier this year, the National Association for the Advancement of Colored People (NAACP), endorsed a 
successful effort by Muslim and other civil rights groups, progressive political and social organizations 
in getting California to censure provisions in the USA Patriot Act  as well as warrantl-less wiretapping and 
racial profiling.  

Highlighting the coalition’s general national efforts, Hilary Shelton, federal and legislative affairs director 
for the NAACP, declared, "There are an awful lot of places where our issues and interests converge, and on 
which we find ourselves working together." "The NAACP", said Shelton, “has an interest in standing with 
American Muslims,” adding that “the fastest-growing religious membership in the African-American 
community is Islam". 

Time will tell how fruitful this Brown-Black coalition will turn out; but just as the nation as a whole 
benefited from the 20th century’s civil rights movement, the accred benefits from this century’s movement is 
already becoming clear: ending government spying of all its citizens, opposing all forms of religious and 
racial profiling, and ensuring humane treatment of all immigrant laborers who work and live in our midst.  



 STRATEGIC PERSPECTIVES: MEXICAN AMERICAN POLITICAL ASSOCIATION 
 

JOIN US TO PREVENT THE BETRAYAL OF IMMIGRANT RIGHTS –  
NO TO THE U.S. SENATE “GRAND BARGAIN AND TO GUTIERREZ-FLAKE 

IMMIGRATION BILL (STRIVE ACT – H.R.1645)  
 

      
The Mexican American Pol i t ical  Associat ion (MAPA) and the Hermandad Mexicana Lat ino Americana cal l  on  
a l l  organizat ions  concerned about  the  r ights  of  immigrants ,  concerned about  the  growing in tensi ty  of  
immigrat ion ra ids  and deporta t ions ,  which target  predominant ly  Lat ino communit ies  and workplaces ,  concerned 
about  the  forced separat ion of  famil ies  and the  abandonment  of  chi ldren by undocumented parents  deta ined by 
ICE,  concerned about  the  increased mil i tar izat ion of  the  border  and the  cont inued incidents  of  death  on the  
border ,  and concerned about  the  increase  of  in ter ior  enforcement  and cooperat ion between local  pol ice  
author i t ies  and ICE – to  jo in  us  in  opposing the  U.S.  Senate  “grand bargain” and to  def ini t ively  declare  to  the  
par ty  leaders  that  the  Gut ierrez-Flake Immigrat ion Bi l l ,  known as  the  STRIVE ACT –  H.R.1645,   does  not  
ref lect  the  legi t imate  aspira t ions  of  immigrant  famil ies  throughout  the  U.S.    
 
In  2006,  mil l ions  of  famil ies  marched to  demand LEGALIZATION FOR ALL,  NO TO THE BORDER WALL 
and NO MILITARIZATION OF THE BORDER, NO BRACERO/GUESTWORKER programs,  and PROTECTION 
OF LABOR AND CIVIL LIBERTIES.   Today we add demands to  STOP IMMIGRATION RAIDS,  DEPORTATIONS,  
and NO FORCED SEPARATION OF FAMILIES through the  depor tat ion of  undocumented parents .  
 
The grassroots  immigrant  coal i t ions  and membership-based organizat ions  represent  the  backbone of  the  
immigrants’  r ight  movement ,  and we must  urgent ly convey to  the  Democrat ic  Par ty ( the  DNC) and the  nat ional  
federal  legis la t ive  leadership  –  House Speaker  Nancy Pelosi  and Senate  Major i ty  Leader  Harry Reid  -  that  the  
Gut ierrez-Flake legis la t ion represents  an  incredible  betrayal  of  the  immigrant’s  in teres t ,  a  rank s t ra tegic  
concess ion to  the  r ight-wing of  the  Republican Par ty that  emphasizes  enforcement-only or  enforcement-f i rs t ,  
over  any form of  fa i r  and ra t ional  legal izat ion of  the  es t imated 12 mil l ion undocumented persons  current ly  in  
the  U.S. ,  and the  creat ion of  a  massive  bracero- type program dubbed fa lse ly  as  the  “new worker  visa .”   This  
in i t ia t ive  surfaced f i rs t ,  and now,  leaders  of  both  part ies  in  the  U.S.  Senate  have cooked up their  “grand 
bargain ,”  which presents  a  s imilar  faul ty f ramework of  heavy enforcement  in  exchange of  some form of  
regula t ion and contract-workers .   This  is  nothing shor t  of  a  massive  labor  management  exper iment  to  supply 
corporate  America ,  large  and smal l ,  urban and rural ,  but  on their  terms,  low-wage vulnerable  and exploi table  
(and in  the  case  of  the  contract-workers ,  recycled and disposable  migrant  workers)  labor  force  of  a  second-
class  category s ta tus .  
 
We wil l  not  be  int imidated by the  argument  used by Congressman Luis  Gut ierrez  that  i f  we don’t  accept  his  
legis la t ion the  immigrat ion ra ids  wi l l  not  only cont inue,  but  in tensify .   We wil l  not  be  bul l ied into  accept ing 
the  argument  that  the  only way to  s top the  separat ion of  famil ies  and deporta t ions  is  to  embrace his  proposal  
and,  and the  “grand bargain .”    We refuse  to  accept  the  ra t ionale  that  in  order  to  obtain  a  fa i r  legal izat ion 
program,  we must  accommodate  ourselves  to  a  loss  of  due process  r ights  and the  cr iminal izat ion of  our  
famil ies .   This  is  not  a  fa i r  exchange.   I t  i s  an  unfair  bargain .  
 
The immigrat ion proposals  recent ly  re leased by Pres ident  George W. Bush are  ten s teps  to  the  r ight  of  the  
Gutierrez-Flake Bi l l ,  but  the  f ramework is  essent ia l ly  the  same.   The “grand bargain” is  only to  the r ight  of  the  
STRIVE ACT by degrees .   The emphasis  is  on enforcement  and the  creat ion of  a  massive  guest-worker  program 
– guaranteeing cheap and vulnerable  labor  for  corporate  America  and depress ing the  prevai l ing wage for  
domest ic  labor .  
 
We wil l  not  be  forced to  accept  the  supposedly less  onerous legis la t ive  proposal  due to  the  exis tence of  a  more 
draconian and extremist  measure .   In  fact ,  Congressman Gutierrez  has  a lready used the  White  House proposals  
to  but t ress  h is  own.   “I f  you don’ t  l ike  my legis la t ion,  jus t  look what  the  White  House has  in  s tore  for  you.”   
Nei ther  proposal  i s  a  good choice  for  our  famil ies .  
 
While  the  major i ty  of  Lat inos  are  Democrats ,  and were  incredibly loyal  to  the  par ty in  the  November  2006 
e lect ions ,  which resul ted in  i t  assuming control  of  the  U.S.  Congress ,  the  par ty has  not  demonstra ted 
equivalent  loyal ty  to  the Lat ino electorate  and immigrant  communit ies  of  America on the issue of  immigrat ion.  
 
The Lat ino and immigrant  communit ies  expect  more f rom the par ty  leadership .   We must  demand ful l  
legal izat ion for  our  famil ies  wi thout being hooked into  a  massive  bracero-type program,  not  be  forced to  
voluntar i ly  depor t  ourselves  and waive our  legal  r ights  ( re turn  and touch base  to  our  countr ies  of  or ig in  and 



then apply for  legal  permanent  res ident  s ta tus) ,  or  be  cr iminal ized for  having entered the  country without  
inspect ion.    
 
I f  we do not  act  immediately  to  s top the betrayal  represented by the Gut ierrez-Flake Bi l l  and the senate’s  
“grand bargain ,”  and the  surrender  of  our  legal  r ights ,  i t  wi l l  too la te .   We must  impress  upon the  Democrat ic  
Par ty  leadership  that  we wil l  not  be in t imidated nor  bul l ied .  
 
WHY FOCUS ON THE DEMOCRATIC PARTY? 
 
We have been asked -  why focus  on the  Democrat ic  Par ty?   The answer  is  s imple  –  i t  i s  the  par ty  in  power  and 
has  the  votes  to  prevent  passage of  any legis la t ion that  is  not  fa ir ,  humane,  and ra t ional .   The repeated use  of  
the  term “comprehensive” does  not  mean fa i r ,  humane,  or  rat ional .   In  fact ,  the  recent  debate  demonstra tes  that  
the  use  of  the  term “comprehensive” real ly  means harsh enforcement  combined with  some form of  
regular izat ion.   The Washington DC-based lobbying groups  and foundat ion-f inanced immigrant  “advocates”  
have inherent ly  accepted this  proposi t ion or  “bargain .”   They only quibble  about  aspects  of  the  f ramework,  but  
do not  chal lenge the  f rame-work i tse lf .   They present  the  “ lesser-of- two evi ls”  and “something is  bet ter  than 
nothing” arguments  to  convince the  mass  of  immigrants  to  not  oppose the  current  momentum bui ld ing in  the  
U.S.  Congress  that  wi l l  u l t imately  cr iminal ize  our  communit ies  and pi t  nat ive-born against  fore ign-born,  and 
mortgage our  future  in  th is  country.  
 
IMMEDIATE NEXT STEPS 
 
The debate  on and the amendments  to  the “grand bargain” in  the Senate  wil l  cont inue th is  week,  but  shor t ly  the 
debate  wil l  move to  the  House.   In  real i ty ,  th is  is  where  we wil l  have more leverage.   The main  focus  of  our  
a t tent ion should be  on the  House Subcommit tee  on Immigrat ion,  chaired by Congresswoman Zoe Lofgren.   The 
major i ty  of  the  members  are  Democrat  and a  number  of  them are  considered lef t -of-center ,  and are  general ly  
f r iendly to  our  endeavors .   These are  the  members  who wil l  have the most  to  say in  re la t ion to  any House 
vers ion.   While  the  general  marches  throughout  the  country  have had the  effect  of  mass  pol i t ical  pressure  to  
prevent  the  passage of  onerous immigrat ion legis la t ion,  the  pol i t ical  target  and direct ion of  our  marches ,  
protes t ,  and movement  NOW must  be specif ic .   They must  be d irected to  the  specif ic  members  who wil l  have 
everything to  say about  any future  immigrat ion legis la t ion.   The major i ty  of  these  members  are  Democrats ,  and 
we must  not  be  shy about  pressur ing them for  what  we want ,  not  wi thstanding pol i t ical  par ty  aff i l ia t ion,  
loyal t ies ,  or  pat ronage funding.   We would be shy a t  the  expense of  our  const i tuency.   This  is  what  we 
recommend,  and what  we have a lready begun implementing in  Cal i fornia :  
 

1 .  Launch a  mass  le t te r  and v is i t  campaign to  each  indiv idual  member  of  th is  subcommit tee  in  the  
respect ive  d is t r ic t .   In  o ther  words ,  co l lec t  tens  of  thousands  of  le t te rs  wi th in  the  d is t r ic t  addressed  to  the  
member ,  but  s t rongly  encourage  the  indiv iduals  who s ign  the  le t te r  to  take  i t  personal ly  to  the  member’s  
of f ice  to  demand fa i r ,  humane,  and  ra t ional  immigra t ion  reform (June ,  Ju ly ,  and  August ) ;   
 
2 .  For  those  who do not  have  congress  members  f rom th is  subcommit tee  or  the  House  Judic iary  
Commit tee  (chai red  by  Congressman John Conyers ,  a  h is tor ic  a l ly  and  f r iend  to  immigrants )  in  the i r  s ta tes ,  
the i r  le t te r  and  v is i t  campaign can  be  d i rec ted  to  the  Democra t ic  members  wi th in  the i r  reach;  

 
3 .  Organize  mass  mobi l iza t ions  (marches  and protes ts)  dur ing  the  la t te r  par t  of  June  and ear ly  Ju ly ;  
genera l  marches  are  good,  spec i f ic  marches  d i rec ted  a t  the  members  are  be t te r ;  

 
4 .  Launch a  KNOW YOUR RIGHTS and DEFEND YOUR RIGHTS campaign wi th in  the  immigrant  
communi t ies  to  educate  and organize  agains t  the  ICE ra ids  and depor ta t ions  and separa t ion  of  fami l ies ,  or  
cont inue  i f  such  has  a l ready  been in  ef fec t ;  

 
5 .  Pressure  the  unions  in  your  area  to  ac t ive ly  oppose  any  unfa i r  immigra t ion  leg is la t ion ,  par t icu lar ly  
any  tha t  proposes  def ic ient  lega l iza t ion  provis ions  and/or  mass ive  cont rac t -worker  programs;  the  unions  
must  put  up  and make th is  a  pr ior i ty  as  they  have on  o ther  i ssues ;  the  unions  are  the  ins t i tu t ion  tha t  
t rad i t ional ly  advocates  in  suppor t  to  s t rengthening  the  prevai l ing  wage ,  and  therefore ,  have  the  most  to  lose  
i f  a  mass ive  cont rac t -worker  program is  approved;  addi t ional ly ,  th is  i s  the  ins t i tu t ion  tha t  has  the  most  
leverage  and inf luence  on  the  Democra t ic  Par ty  ( in  addi t ion  to  the  corpora te  f inanciers ) ;  

 
6 .  Present  the  Uni ty  Bluepr in t  on  Immigra t ion  Reform to  the  Democra t ic  members  as  the  most  ra t ional  
a l te rna t ive  to  the  current  debate  and proposals  in  Congress .  

 
Well ,  based on our  years  of  exper ience in  the  f ight  to  defend the  r ights  of  immigrants ,  these  are  bes t  
recommendat ions  that  we can make about where  and when appropr ia te  pol i t ica l  pressure  can be appl ied to  get  
what  we want .   I t  is  only a  quest ion of  conduct ing the  campaign.   We wish you luck.  
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