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[NOTE: This transcript has behas been edited substantially by the narrator and does not closely match the 
original recording.] 
 
 
Interview 1:  May 1, 2002 
 
Garcia: 
Today I really wanted to discuss some of your experience and activity in Los Angeles prior 
to ’68. I thought we’d begin by maybe discussing some of your childhood and adolescence 
experiences in Los Angeles, in particular, your experience with the public education system. 
Then from there, I thought we’d maybe move on to some of your activity right after high 
school—your decision to go to [East LA], your enlistment in the U.S. Army. After that, I thought 
we’d go to how it was when you returned—how it felt when you came back, your decision to go 
back to school and to LACC [Los Angeles City College]. From there, going on to Cal State, and 
kind of compare the environment of the two schools and how the student community was at that 
point in Los Angeles at the universities. From there, some of your organizing efforts in the 
student groups—the formation of the student groups and their activities—their defining 
characteristics. From there, we’ll maybe go to discuss particularly how you began to organize 
around public education issues, particularly, the high school strikes. And then, if we have time at 
the end, maybe discuss how they played out. 

Muñoz: 
Sure. All right, we’ll do the best we can in the time we got for today. 

Garcia: 
All right. 

Muñoz: 
There’s a lot of ground to cover. I’ll try to flesh out the more salient aspects of those experiences. 
Let me preface it by saying that before LA, there was El Paso, Texas, where I was born. It’s a 
border town right across the bridge from Juarez, Mexico. I was born in the Segundo Barrio, 
which at that time was the largest barrio or ghetto in El Paso. I did my first six years of school 
there. There was an elementary school right across the street from where we lived—Roosevelt 
Elementary School. But since it was right in the middle of the barrio, with a lot of gang activity 
in that area, my parents did not want me in that kind of environment. So they made me walk 
across town to a largely white section of town to go a school called Moorehead Elementary 
School. El Paso has changed since then. Now it’s largely a Mexican American town. The whites 
have moved out, way out in the suburbs, the new suburbs. But at that time, there was kind of a 
dividing line. Once you passed the downtown area, you were going through the area where most 
of the white folks lived on the other side of the railroad tracks. 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
My schooling experience at that point in my life, in my youth, was very complicated. First, I had 
to walk across town. Then I would be living in a whole different environment in the Segundo 
Barrio, right, and my friends there, even though we were real small kids, there was already a 
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connection with gang life and all that kind of stuff. And then, going to school with a bunch of 
whole new kinds of kids, I had to do a lot of transitioning in terms of my school. We moved to 
LA in 1952. At that time, I was about twelve years old. I attended the last semester of elementary 
school there. The school is no longer there, I forgot the name of it even, it was right where the 
freeways out of downtown LA are now. When we first arrived in LA, we lived on Alma Street, 
in the east side of town. It was about half a block from where the Mercado is now on 1st Street.  

We did not live in East LA for very long. We moved to a barrio in downtown LA, the area is 
called Bunker Hill. There was a little streetcar called Angel’s Flight that went up and down the 
hill, from Hill Street below, to Olive Street above. 

It was shut down for about twenty years. But it was re-instituted in a different location about a 
block from where it used to be. We lived in an alley underneath the Angel’s Flight, on Clay 
Street. I was a single child, so there were only three of us: my stepmother, my father, and I. We 
lived in this one small room that was very cramped. No kitchen, only a bathroom. We were 
relatively poor. When I say relatively, I mean we were not on the streets, we weren’t homeless. 

My father worked as a carpenter. He didn’t work that often because he was an alcoholic. 
Therefore sometimes we’d pay the rent, sometimes we couldn’t pay the rent. So we didn’t last 
very long in one location, because we couldn’t pay the rent. So we did not live on Clay Street 
very long.  

We moved to South Central—toward South Central LA—and I started school at John Adams 
Junior High School. At that time, it was a mixed school—black, Latino, white, Asian—but I 
think mostly black, at that time, but not that much. I became a pretty good student.  

And, at the same time, I was kind of in a gang situation, because kids from El Paso—there was 
already a label attached to us: Pachucos. They were the original gang member type of guy.  
Although I was not in gangs in El Paso, I lived around them, so I was familiar with the language, 
and familiar with all the ways of being a “gang member.” And, so when I got to LA, of course, I 
fit right into that and continued to do that—hanging around with guys that were in gangs, 
although I did not technically belong to a gang, per se. I was kind of a “weirdo,” because I was a 
good student, I was an honors student, actually. And then I was an athlete, and then I was an 
honorary member of a “gang.” And so it created some tension for me. After a year or so, we 
moved from South Central back to the Bunker Hill area. I was still enrolled at John Adams and I 
had to commute. I had to get the bus—or the streetcar at that time—to continue going to the 
same school. To me—this was an important point in my development—because that school 
became the foundation, the bedrock, for me. I did not have a happy home life. My father was an 
alcoholic, and my stepmother didn’t treat me very nicely. She physically abused me a lot, and I 
didn’t want to be at home, so I was out in the streets. So school, for me, represented stability. 
And so I would never switch schools. We moved a lot, but I would stay at the same school. I 
would cross town, I’d get the streetcar, walk, whatever I had to do to stay at that school. So I 
stayed at John Adams, even though we moved after a year from that area. I would walk all the 
way to Adams if I didn’t have the money. Sometimes I didn’t have bus money, or streetcar 
money, so I would have to walk. But I was never late, I was never late. 
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Muñoz: 
Did your parents ever, like, object to that, you still traveling all the way to— 

Muñoz: 
They didn’t care. They didn’t care. 

Garcia: 
As long as you went to school, and— 

Muñoz: 
Right. As long as— 

Garcia: 
—you came home.  

Muñoz: 
School became my thing in the sense that I liked it, and it got me away from all the other stuff in 
the house and on the street. So I saw school as a way out at a very early age. A way out of my 
bad conditions. I was an honors student at John Adams High. I was motivated to continue to be a 
good student and athlete by a black teacher—math teacher and homeroom teacher. He would 
single me out as a role model. He said, “Here’s Carlos,” for example. Well, at that time, I was 
called Charlie, because—I’ll digress a little bit to El Paso. In the fifth grade in El Paso, I was 
asked by my white teacher where I was born. And I said, well, “I was born here in El Paso.” 
“Oh,” so she told me, “so you’re an American then, you’re not Mexican.” And I said, “Yes. I 
guess so.” [laughs] I was confused, because I was Mexican, but then she put that in those 
terms— 

Garcia: 
At such a young age, as well. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, fifth grade: “You must be an American, therefore, because you were born here, therefore, 
you weren’t born in Mexico, you’re not a Mexican,” that, kind of, is what she meant. And what I 
was starting to figure out, “Wait a minute, but I’m Mexican.” That was the first time that I 
started thinking about identity, and difference in culture, and all that kind of stuff. Not in a 
sophisticated way, obviously, but I kind of began to wonder about it. 

Garcia: 
Yes, naturally. 

Muñoz: 
When I said “Yes,” then she said, “Okay, then—” 

[interruption] 
 
Muñoz: 
So as I was saying, my fifth-grade teacher changed my name, on the school records, officially, 
from Carlos to Charles. So from that point on, I was Charles. 
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Garcia: 
I’ve heard a lot of stories like that. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, at that time, pretty classic. So by the time I came over to LA, I was Charlie. But my 
nickname was Chino, I was called “the Chino.” That was my, quote “gang nickname,” unquote. 
Though as I said, I wasn’t technically a member, but I hung around with them, so I got a 
nickname. 

Anyway, by the time I was in junior high, like I was saying, I was “Charlie.” So to get back to 
what I was saying, the black teacher—I got up there—and he singled me out and said, “Here’s 
Charlie,” for example, “you guys ought to be doing what he does.” Instead of hanging out in the 
streets, he’s out there playing ball. 

Garcia: 
Baseball? 

Muñoz: 
I did everything at that time—baseball, football, basketball, you name it. So he said, “He 
studies.” I said to myself, “Wow!” It kind of felt good, because my parents weren’t giving me 
acknowledgement and here’s a teacher telling me positive things. So that kind of moved me 
along.  

So, by the time I graduated from John Adams as an honors student—I was in the honors society, 
and all that kind of stuff. I still have my picture somewhere—or I had it, or my stepmother had 
it—I don’t know, I must have it, hopefully, somewhere. I remember my picture in the honors 
society, amongst all these mostly white kids, and some black kids and—me, the only Latino, and 
gang-looking—[laughter]—my leather jacket, and my long hair—at that time, long hair, duck-
tail was the, quote, “uniform”? My khakis, and there I was! [laughter]  

Garcia: 
Honors student, typical honors student— 

Muñoz: 
Right! [laughter] So then I graduated, and started at Belmont High School. Because at that time, 
we had moved again, but in the same area. I lived on Beaudry now, at that time. Temple—you 
know the Temple and Beaudry area—you know where the Civic Center or whatever it’s called? 

Garcia: 
 Yes, I know where that’s at. 

Muñoz: 
And, so I was about—oh, five blocks or so from Belmont High School. So I started Belmont 
High in the tenth grade. At that time, it was a different set-up than probably when you went to 
school, nowadays, it’s different. Here, now, it starts in the ninth grade, high school, but we were 
starting in the tenth grade at that time.  
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So I started tenth grade high school, and right off the bat, I started playing ball, became part of 
the football team, baseball team. At that time, we had to choose. We couldn’t play all the sports. 
In the fall, it had to be football or basketball. In the spring, it had to be either baseball or track. 
So I chose football and baseball to play. So, I made the transition, liking school and everything, I 
didn’t have any problems. I got right into school there, in the tenth grade, became one of the 
popular kids in my school. I started student government activities, right off the bat, and honors 
society again. But there was a little difference. By the time I was in Belmont—when I started 
Belmont—there was a very vulgar tracking system. If you were Mexican or black, you were put 
into what was industrial arts major, which was basically woodshop. And if you were a girl, you 
got put in the business major, to make the secretary track. And if you were white or Asian, you 
got put onto the academic track, to prepare for college.  

So that’s what I got into. So even though I was an honors student at John Adams, and at that 
time, in junior high school, I was doing really well in math, I was way up there, they put me in 
the woodshop, in the industrial arts major. Probably about the only thing that my dad ever did 
positive for me, in his own way, was that when I went home and told him that I was—I don’t 
want to keep backtracking, but the counselor, again, this white woman counselor asked me in the 
tenth grade, what does my father do. And I told her, “Well, he works in construction, works with 
his hands.” And then she says to me, “That’s a very honorable profession. You should follow 
your father’s footsteps”—big smile on her face. It made sense to me, I mean—what else? It 
sounded okay, great, so do it. So I went home and told my dad that, one of the few times he was 
sober. And I said to him, “Yes, I’m going to be like you, I’m going to follow in your 
footsteps”— “You’re not going to be like me,” he says, “you’re going to work with a pencil, not 
a pick and shovel. I want you to work with a pencil.” So I said, “Okay, Apa [Dad].”  

So I went back, and I told the counselor that my father told me that he doesn’t want me to be like 
him, he wants me to work with a pencil. So she said, “Ah, okay, well, we’ll put you in the 
business major then, there you work with a pencil.” At that time, by the way, I didn’t know 
anything about college other than its football teams, weekends, on TV, there was always a 
college game of the week on Saturdays. We didn’t have a TV, but at a buddy’s house, we would 
watch Notre Dame versus USC [University of Southern California] or whatever. And that’s 
about what I knew about college, right—it was a football thing! [laughter] No one ever told me 
about college! [laughs] So, to me, it sounded great, “Okay!”  Then I got into the business major, 
I was the only guy in the class—with all these girls! I liked it! [laughter]  

Garcia: 
It wasn’t a problem— 

Muñoz: 
Yes, right: “This is great, man, I got all these cute girls around me, and I’m real popular,” and so 
I had it made, I thought. So two plus two is four, hey—cinch. Straight A’s.  

But they didn’t give me algebra, they didn’t give chemistry, none of the academic, pre-collegiate 
courses. And I didn’t know any better—until I was a senior—it dawned on me. At that time, 
being a good athlete, people asked me, “Where are you going to play ball? What college are you 
going go play ball at?” Baseball, or football. “I’m thinking about going to UCLA,” I told them, 
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“to play at UCLA.” Yes, sounds good. I was a Bruins fan at that time, so that’s where I wanted to 
go. 

Garcia: 
Go Bruins? 

Muñoz: 
And, the time came when I was a senior and I went to the counseling office, so they sat me 
down, and went through my file, and told me I did not have the courses to go to UCLA, that I 
would have to go to junior college to make up those courses.” “Oh, okay”—well, it was too late 
to do it in high school. I graduated with honors, I made [California] Scholarship Federation and 
all that stuff, honor society all the way through, but it was not with an academic major. It was a 
business major. Yes, I took some academic courses, obviously—history, English, and all that 
stuff, but none of the math-based, science-based courses. So I had to look forward to making 
those up in community college to be able to go into UCLA. So, that’s what happened, but I 
enjoyed high school tremendously, because it was my thing. It continued to be the bedrock. We 
moved again; we moved to Lincoln Heights, a block away from Lincoln High School.  

Garcia: 
You had to deal with all that? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. Any other kid was, “Oh, I’ll just transfer and go to school here.” But by that time, my 
identity was already shaped at Belmont High. I was a big guy on campus, and I sure as hell 
didn’t want to sacrifice that to start over again at Lincoln High. So I stayed at Belmont, again, 
across town. And so I did that, for two out of the three years in high school.  

So I had to go through that, yes, but differently—I was not part of that new neighborhood, part of 
that “gang” process there. But by that time, I was pretty much out of identifying with gangs, or 
hanging out with gangs.   

Garcia: 
Yes, right. 

Muñoz: 
I was pretty solid, so I didn’t get picked on too much, but there were some very touchy 
situations, off and on, with gang guys. 

So I graduated from high school in Belmont in 1958. I started community college. I applied to 
East LA Community College. I’ll never forget when I got to the campus the first day, I was in 
shock. I could not see any Mexicans. 

Garcia: 
None at East LA? 

Muñoz: 
No, East LA College in 1958 mostly all white. 
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Garcia: 
It’s hard to believe. 

Muñoz: 
It is. And then, occasionally, I would bump into another Chicano or Chicana. Eventually there 
were some there, but I would say, at that time, my guess is that maybe ten percent, at most, of 
East LA College—actually five percent, at most, of the student body there were Mexicans. The 
college wasn’t as Mexican as it is now in terms of Latino student population.  

I took calculus, thinking I was good at math in junior high school but math became difficult.  I 
was hanging in with a C for the midterm, and from there I went down to a D grade.  I dropped 
the class. I was devastated. For the first time, I started questioning my intellectual capacity, and I 
started saying to myself, “Ah, maybe they’re right, maybe Mexicans are dumb,” because that’s 
what I always would hear. My teachers, all the way through high school, would always go out of 
their way to make me something other than Mexican because I was a good student: “You can’t 
be Mexican!” I would be told. “You must be—Italian? Or—Spanish?” 

So I took Spanish. “Oh yes—I’m Spanish!” [laughter] I speak Spanish, and I didn’t know any 
better, right? 

So I’ll get you back up to the time I was in college in East LA. I started really questioning and 
doubting myself. I was pulling a D in math and my grades were going down. I had lost my 
motivation, and my GPA went down to a D+ average, I guess. So I said, “You know what? I’m 
dropping out. I’m going to do what I have to do as a good American,” right? Join the army and 
serve my country. 

Garcia: 
So you enlisted, you weren’t drafted— 

Muñoz: 
Volunteer draft. At that time, you could volunteer draft, or wait to be drafted, or enlist. My 
thinking was, “I’m all screwed up, and I don’t know what the hell to do with my life.” For the 
first time, school was not a place of happiness for me, or stability, or whatever. I said to myself, 
“Man, I got to do something. I don’t want to go hang out in the streets with the guys I grew up 
with.” And so I volunteered. At the time, it was mandatory that you serve anyway, so I figured, 
“Why wait around?” So rather than be drafted, and I sure as hell didn’t want to enlist for three 
years—I’d rather just do two years flat time, get that out of the way, come back, and see what 
happens then. So, I did that. I was drafted in 1959. 

Garcia: 
Pretty quick after you volunteer, they took you? 

Muñoz: 
Oh, yes, about the next week! [laughter] And so I dropped out of school, and went in the army. 
And at that point, I had no idea if I would ever go back to college. In the Army, I continued to 
excel—I took IQ tests, and I scored high. So after basic training, they sent me to a very special 
school in New York—New Rochelle, New York, outside of New York City. 
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Garcia: 
What was it called? 

Muñoz: 
Army Information School. It’s not there anymore. It must be somewhere else if they still have it. 
But Army Information School is where they trained you to become a propagandist—a 
propaganda expert—meaning that you had the job speaking to the troops about the evils of 
communism, and that kind of stuff, okay? And to instill in the troops a super-patriotic fervor that 
you have to have as soldiers. 

Garcia: 
Were you pretty, like, receptive to all that, I mean— 

Muñoz: 
At that time, I said: “Oh man, this is great.” Oh, yes. I didn’t know anything about communism. I 
didn’t know I was going to go for that purpose. I said: “I’m in it for New York, man, I’ve never 
been in a plane before, man!” 

So they put me on the plane after basic training, where I excelled, by the way—basic training—I was a 
damned good soldier. I mean, I had that audacity as a kid. I was a natural leader. To this day, I do not 
know how it came about, but I was always a natural leader—I mean, I could have been a good gang 
leader, if I had chosen to go that route. But, in school, I was always identified as a leader, in sports, 
también. I wasn’t the best player all the time, but for some reason, the kids looked up to me too. 

And it continued in the army, so when I went to basic training at Ford Ord, California, arriving 
right off the bus. Those with prior military experience were told to step forward. I asked the guys 
near me, “What the hell do they mean by that?” They said “Guys that enlist in the army who 
have been in the navy, or the air force, or marines, and they want to try different path, you see.”  
Recruits with prior service were the leaders. And did not have KP duty. I thought, “Hey man, 
sounds good to me!” So guess what I did: I stepped forward as “prior military service.” Other 
guys are saying, “I was in the Air Force for four years, sir.” “I was in college ROTC, sir,” on 
down the line. Then the sergeant came to me, and I thought, “What am I going to say? I never 
did any prior military service.” I was in the Boy Scouts one year, when I first got to LA,” so 
that’s what I said. “Boy Scouts, Sir.” [laughter] Then the guy looks at me, and looks at the other 
sergeants, and looks back at me—“I want you. Get over here.” [laughter] 

They took me because it was an audacious thing to do, and they liked the way I looked, I looked 
like a soldier for some reason, and they picked me out—“This guy, he’s got to have huevos 
[guts].” 

[Begin tape 1, side B] 

Muñoz: 
They made me squad leader. I got my own room. [laughter] 

Garcia: 
Big plus in the army, yes? 
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Muñoz: 
Yes, but—then I had the challenge of leading guys who were older than I was, especially those 
guys who had prior military experience and were jealous that I got picked.  

Garcia: 
What was the makeup of the army—were there a lot of Mexicanos in the Army? 

Muñoz: 
A lot of Mexicanos, blacks, poor whites, at that time.  

I liked it, the Army—I loved it. So I thought about making the Army a career at that time. So 
when I got this assignment, and they told me what it was about, they didn’t tell me about 
becoming a propagandist, per se, but they told me about what I was going to do there. 

In addition to learning about communism, the evils of communism.  I learned about radio and 
television work, so my writing skills, my English skills came in real handy.  

After completing that school they shipped me to El Paso, Texas, Fort Bliss. 

Garcia: 
Back home. 

Muñoz: 
Wow, man, I was so happy, I went back home. [laughs] 

Garcia: 
You had a lot of friends still around? 

Muñoz: 
I had cousins, —not friends, but just family. Cousins—since I had no brothers, my cousins were 
like my brothers. 

Garcia: 
Still remembered you, like old times? 

Muñoz: 
Oh, man, they loved me, so I just became part of our extended family again. So I spent a lot of 
my off-time in Juarez, because at that time, my cousins were all in Juarez, Mexico. 

When I got to Fort Bliss, they put in me in Army Intelligence, in G-2.  

Garcia: 
And you were based in Texas? 

Muñoz: 
Fort Bliss. Yes. I did that for a few months. And then, the opportunity came to serve overseas — 
they sent me to South Korea. 
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They assigned me to Army intelligence in the Korean Military Advisory Group—called KMAG.  

I didn’t have to worry about pulling KP or the flunky work.  

Garcia: 
KP? What’s— 

Muñoz: 
Kitchen police. Kitchen police, meaning you work in the mess hall—the cafeteria as dishwasher, 
or peeling potatoes.  Guys that were assigned KP and hated it would pay others to do their job 
when they were off duty. When I needed money, I would do KP and also pull guard duty. I 
didn’t have to pull guard duty either because I had G2 special assignment—but I did it anyway, 
to make money. It was freezing cold weather in Korea, so a lot of guys hated to do guard duty. 
The more money one had in Korea, the more stuff you could do with it—partying, buying stuff 
at the PX (base store), specially cigarettes. I used to smoke like a chain-smoker because of 
nerves, basically, I started smoking two packs a day. 

I did the usual soldier thing—wine, women, and song— but I got bored with it,  So I went back 
to the library on base—had a nice library, actually. And I picked up a book entitled Crime and 
Punishment. You heard of that one? [Fyodor] Dostoevsky, the Russian writer. I picked that book 
up, and it was the most difficult book that I could find. I could hardly understand it. But I wanted 
to push myself. I wanted to find out…. “Am I really a dumb Mexican, or not?” I mean, being in 
Army Intelligence didn’t tell me that I was a smart Mexican—I didn’t see that as a big deal, it 
was pretty easy work. Plus, “Army Intelligence” is like an oxymoron. [laughter] In a very real 
sense. 

Garcia: 
But as far as intelligence, it was you passing on intelligence to the Korean troops, training 
them— 

Muñoz: 
Well, my job in Korea—I was only corporal—Specialist, Fourth Class at that time. So I wasn’t a 
big-shot, I was just one of the staff people there. And my job was to file incoming CIA reports, 
or other military intelligence reports, coming in. It was my job to catalog and file them and all 
that, and to determine which of these reports coming in was really, quote, “hot,” in which case 
then I would hand-carry it to the general’s office for his immediate attention. That was my job. 

Garcia: 
Doing a lot of clerical work? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, clerical work, mostly. 

Garcia: 
So when you decided to go back to the library? 
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Muñoz: 
So I started doing some reading, and I picked up this book, and man, I read it the first time, I 
didn’t know what the hell I was reading. I was down, but I kept plugging away, kept plugging 
away. Finally, by the fifth time reading, I understood it. “Wow!” I said, “I can do it!”  

So I started taking university correspondence courses in Korea, from the University of Maryland.  

I wanted to learn more Japanese, so I took Japanese. I took an English course. So I started getting 
back into intellectual, academic-type work. I learned Japanese pretty well, and when I went to 
Japan for R & R—rest and recuperation. I had a ball in Tokyo.  

Garcia: 
Got what you needed. 

Muñoz: 
I served time in Korea for thirteen months. Then, at the end of that, I had a choice. They said, 
“Well, we need to send advisors to Vietnam.” Hazard duty, this and that, extra pay. Man, I was 
dreaming about that.  

Garcia: 
In Vietnam? 

Muñoz: 
However, I learned first-hand what the situation really was in Vietnam, and it wasn’t good. Plus, 
during the time I served in Korea, I had witnessed a coup d’etat, so I had begun to question our 
presence in both Korea and Vietnam. 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
When I got to Korea, there was a civilian government. A duly elected, democratically elected 
government. The generals that we had trained in the U. S. took over the government and 
established a military dictatorship that went on to last for about twenty-five, thirty years, until 
they murdered the dictator, Pak Chung Hee. And so that got me to thinking, actually. I started 
thinking for the first time, “Wait a minute, what am I doing here? I was a soldier. Supposedly I 
was sent there to defend democracy, to protect democracy. And here we are, getting in the way 
of democratic government. I was pretty good at government, in social studies, so I had learned 
enough stuff. I started thinking “Wow, it doesn’t make sense to me that we’re doing this. So that 
was the first time I started thinking critically, in a way—oh, I was far from being a radical. I was 
trying to make sense of what was going on. But enough to, I think, help me reject the offer to go 
to Vietnam, because the same thing was going on in Korea. 

Garcia: 
Yes. 
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Muñoz: 
The way the South Vietnamese government was being controlled by us, a puppet government of 
the US. I changed my mind about a military career and decided to go back to college after 
discharge from the Army. 

Garcia: 
Was that nearly towards the end of you two-year term that you— 

Muñoz: 
Yes. I said, “I’m not going to make the Military my career after all. 

Garcia: 
So at that point, you had a choice to like, enlist, and continue service? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. Well at that time, I had the choice of going to Officer Training School, because I was such a 
good soldier. They told me, the officers I would work with, “you’d really make a damn good 
officer. We can nominate you for Officer Training School?” I said, Yes.  But up until that point 
of the coup d’etat, and Nam, and all that—I said: “Well I tell you, no, I don’t really want to do 
this.  

Garcia: 
Yes. Got out just in time, too— 

Muñoz: 
Right. So, then, Berlin crisis occurred in ’61 when I was about ready to get shipped off to get out 
of the army.  You remember the Berlin Wall and all that stuff. So what President Kennedy did at 
that time was to extend the service time of all military personnel, and we couldn’t get out. So 
they gave you four extra months to serve as a pretext to being prepared to fight a war in Europe 
as well. 

So, then I had the choice. They sent me to Fort Belvoir, Virginia, outside of Washington, D.C.  It 
was great, I had never been to Washington.   I was there for the four extra months, and I was 
discharged, finally, in ‘62—February or March of 1962. It was during the semester, so I couldn’t 
go right into school, anyway. So I started looking for jobs. I didn’t find any jobs. 

Garcia: 
Did you go back home? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, I was back in LA. 

Muñoz: 
You came home, moved back in with your parents? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, I moved back in with my parents, and again, same old stuff, even then. I didn’t like it, so I 
had to find a job to get out of there, get my own place. And I couldn’t find a job. So finally, I 
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bumped into an old high school friend of mine, Japanese American guy that I knew who was 
going to LA City College, and had a job in this engineering architectural international firm. And 
he was working as a “delivery boy.”  He said, “I can get you a job as a delivery guy.” So I said, 
“Okay.” I went down there, and I went to the personnel officer—he was a former FBI Agent. 
And I’ll never forget this—he says, “Okay—so you just got out of the Army?” “Yep.” “So what 
did you do in the Army?” I said “Well, I was in Army intelligence.” Wow, that impressed him! 
“Hey, I was in the FBI! Great, you got a job!” [laughter] So I got a job being a flunkey delivery 
driver! [laughter] 

Garcia: 
With your intelligence skills? 

Muñoz: 
We had a company car and had to deliver all over the city, and outside the city— 

Garcia: 
So you got to see a lot of LA when you were working? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, right—so I went beyond the East LA borders—[laughter]  

Garcia: 
Did that have any effect on you, seeing the different demographic, seeing where people lived? 

Muñoz: 
No, well, what had an effect on me was working at this place, because I was exposed to a whole 
different world, a professional world that I had never known. So here I was in the company of 
engineers and architects and lawyers. 

I worked my way up. I’ve always been a good worker. And so I went from the delivery 
department to the mailroom, where I worked my way up to second in charge, “second in 
command.” And then I got promoted to be what they called an administrative assistant, working 
in international contracts. So I started working with lawyers. So I was on my way up. And then, 
of course, I went back to school, and I was able to find a nice little apartment, and I moved out of 
my parents’ home. 

Garcia: 
You were still working while you were going to school? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. I went to school at night and I worked full time in the day. And the time came in 1964, 
when I was offered a big promotion. I guess I impressed the big shots so much, that they saw in 
me the potential to become one of them, in terms of leadership in the corporate structure. People 
in business didn’t need to have degrees, they just had to show— 

Garcia: 
The skills. 
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Muñoz: 
The skills. So they offered me the position of being the head guy in the Hawaii office.  

Garcia: 
‘64—you must have been about twenty-three? 

Muñoz: 
Twenty-five, probably, because I was twenty when I went in the army, I was about twenty-three 
when I got out. I guess twenty-five—I was there four years—so twenty-six, actually. After 
working there four years, and I was going to school at night. Then I had the choice to go to 
Hawaii: I said “Wow—that’s great, man,” but at the time I was married for the first time, okay? 
My first wife was pregnant with my first child. So that was an added incentive.  

Muñoz: 
Yes, so I said, “Wow, man—incredible!” So right off the bat, my gut instinct was “Yes, I’ll take 
it.” So I went home, and I thought about it, and thought about it. You see, by that time I had 
already become politically aware to the extent that I had begun to see things in different 
perspective. People in the Mexican American community had already identified me as a leader. 
At that time, there were no Chicano leaders to speak of, in terms of visible leaders. I had written 
a letter to the LA Times, a letter to the editor responding to some issue that had to do with 
Japanese Americans getting all kinds of money to do research on their experience by the Ford 
Foundation. How come they’re not doing that for Mexican Americans, I asked. That was my first 
“political act,” in terms of putting my voice out there, in public. I wrote this letter to the LA 
Times, saying “Where are the Mexican American leaders who should be out there pushing for 
something for Mexican Americans like this? We need to know about the Mexican American 
experience. Where are we in this?” 

And so they published it. And there was a counter-editorial from a Chicano lawyer, Carlos Bora, 
who wrote back saying that what I had said was off the wall, that there was leadership out there 
trying to do something. He wrote me a personal letter, inviting me to the next meeting of the 
Mexican American political organization he was part of. 

Garcia: 
Because there was already LULAC [League of United Latin American Citizens] and MAPA 
[Mexican American Political Association]— 

Muñoz: 
Yes, but they were very ineffective. 

Garcia: 
So this guy wasn’t really a part of— 

Muñoz: 
Well, he was MAPA, he was a MAPA guy, but he wrote to me not as a MAPA guy, but as a 
member of some professional Chicano group, Mexican American Lawyers, to go to the next 
meeting. He wanted to meet me, he said: “I want to meet you in person. I disagree with what you 
said, obviously from my response; I want to talk to you about the issues.” So I said, “Fine.” At 
that time, he worked in the Attorney General’s office. 
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He took me out to lunch. He turned out to be a nice guy, he was very impressed with me, and so 
he wanted me to go to a good college. He said “I think you got the potential to become one of 
our good leaders.” So he put me in touch with Occidental College, where there was a white 
sociologist by the name of Paul Sheldon, who was the only guy at that time who had done any 
research on Chicanos. I went over there, and he said, “Oh yes, I’d like to have you as my student 
here at Oxy.” Unbeknownst to me at that time, Ernesto Galarza graduated from Occidental in 
1926. 

Muñoz: 
That’s where he went? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. 

Garcia: 
Was he from LA? 

Muñoz: 
No, he was from Sacramento, he grew up in Sacramento—he was born in Mexico, but he grew 
up in Sacramento, but he went to school at Oxy for his undergraduate. So anyway, Sheldon knew 
Galarza, but at that time I didn’t know about him. Sheldon put me in touch with the admissions 
officer on campus. I was ready to transfer from LA City College—I was graduating in ’64 with 
my A.A.—to go to a four-year institution. I thought, “Hey, this is great, man! I’m going to go to 
a good college, a private college!” A scholarship and the whole thing.  

I went and they gave me these various tests. An hour after I took them, the admissions guy tells 
me “Your vocabulary is not quite as strong as we would like, so I’m afraid we can’t admit you.”  
I was writing memos and correspondence in professional circles already in my job with this 
corporation, right? And he’s telling me I don’t have the vocabulary, right?  

Anyway, that was what I was thinking about when I was made this offer by the corporation, 
(getting back to where I started, with the chance to go to Hawaii). Having the aspirations to be a 
Chicano leader—and by that time, by the way, I was thinking about eventually Congress—
stepping into that kind of a situation. 

Garcia: 
Political arena. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, right. I said, “Well, if I go to Hawaii, there’s no Mexicans there. What am I going to do in 
Hawaii? 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
By the way, as a footnote, there are a lot of Mexicans there now. 
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Garcia: 
In Hawaii? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. But at that time, it was—Japanese, Filipino, Chinese, for the most part. So after two days of 
really hard thinking about it, I went back to the guy, the corporate guy, and said “Sorry, but I 
have decided to finish college and prepare for law school and go into politics” his response was 
“Well—you’re turning down a great opportunity—Charles.”  

Garcia: 
Charles. 

Muñoz: 
So once you turn down the corporate structure, that’s it, you’re persona non grata, so I was no 
longer given promotions— 

Garcia: 
Were you still working there? 

Muñoz: 
I still kept my job, but eventually, I left. I started getting treated pretty bad. So I got another job 
with another engineering firm closer to Cal State LA where I started going to school. 

Garcia: 
And how did you choose to go to Cal State LA, just because you wanted to continue— 

Muñoz: 
Because that was my only choice. I mean, I didn’t know anything about applying to different 
colleges. I knew for a fact that I couldn’t get into UCLA—I didn’t have the background—
academic background, and so forth. I never did complete those courses, by the way—you know, 
the math courses that you needed to get into UCLA. 

 [End tape 1, side A [B?]] 
 
[Begin tape 2, side A] 
 
Muñoz: 
Where did we leave off? 

Garcia: 
Cal State LA—talking about your A.A., the summer classes you were taking at LA State. 

Muñoz: 
Right, right. So at that time, I don’t know how it is nowadays, but at that time in history, it was 
pretty easy to get into a state college. You didn’t have to have the courses required for UCLA or 
the UC system. If you had the A.A., you could automatically be accepted into state college—
that’s what happened to me. So I knew I could go in there, which I did. I applied, I encountered 
no problems, I got in. 
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I started school there in ’64, which was a very, very critical year for me. My father died in ‘64, 
and I got married in ‘64, the first time.  

Garcia: 
Which one was first—your father passed? 

Muñoz: 
When my father passed. It was a big blow. Even though he was an alcoholic, and he never was 
the kind of father that I wanted, it still was very painful, because, at that point, I had just begun to 
get to know him, to try to get to know him. I was older and more mature, and therefore I had 
begun to see alcoholism as an illness that it is. So I had begun to take a different slant on him. I 
started reading about it, about alcoholism, and was starting to understand him better, and I was 
looking forward to getting to know him—and then he dies, of alcoholism. 

Then, after that, this woman who was there for me—I thought I was in love—she was there for 
me, and I needed somebody, and so that’s why I got married.  

Garcia: 
Yes, a lot of things going on. 

Muñoz: 
A lot of stuff. For some reason, though, I said, “I can’t quit now. I got to keep on going. There’s 
got to be something out there for me that’s better for me.” And I still liked school, and so forth, 
and I started getting the idea of being a teacher, as opposed to law school, or getting into politics. 
Because, by that time, I started getting more and more into politics, and more and more turned 
off. I ran a campaign for a guy, actually, for State Senate in ‘64. 

Garcia: 
What was his name? 

Muñoz: 
Bob Mahoney. 

Garcia: 
And you were based there in LA, just running for the— 

Muñoz: 
Well, I was already married. I was married, and actually, he was related to my at-that-time wife.  

Garcia: 
This was for state senate? 

Muñoz: 
State senate. 

Garcia: 
Wow. 
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Muñoz: 
He was a high school teacher. I liked the guy. He was a real nice guy—had progressive ideas. He 
looked like a Kennedy type of a guy. He was from Boston, actually, originally. At that time I was 
a Kennedy fan. And he actually knew the Kennedys, and so that got me—not because he was 
related to my wife at the moment, but I found this guy intriguing and interesting also. And since 
at that time, I had political aspirations, obviously, it was a good connection, if you think about 
those things. 

So I ran his campaign. He lost. There was no money—high school teacher. So I learned a lot of 
stuff at that time about the corrupted nature of the system. How it really works, and all that—
beyond the books—beyond the book-learning. So I started getting turned off with electoral 
politics. Oh, also, I got to tell you this: that I went to school with Congressman Edward Roybal’s 
daughter, Lillian.  

Garcia: 
Cal State LA? 

Muñoz: 
I met the congressman through her—so I had an “in” with Congressman Roybal. I was being 
groomed by different political circles. But getting this campaign got me to think about, “Do I 
really want to go into politics?”  

Garcia: 
Yes, all the headaches— 

Muñoz: 
Mostly what I found was a lot of pretentiousness, a lot of phonies. And that wasn’t me—it’s not 
me. So I said, “Why don’t I pick teaching?” And this guy was a teacher, and he talked to me 
about teaching as well. And as I said, if I had had a Chicano teacher, I would have been better 
off, so I started thinking about teaching—getting back home, teaching back in the barrio, trying 
to inspire young kids to go to college, that kind of stuff. So I started thinking about those issues 
at that time. They came into play later on, in terms of why I got involved in the struggle.  

So I was thinking about high school teaching, but as I went on—and again, this is all night 
school still, right—I was still working, going to school at night—  

Garcia: 
Oh, so you were still at Cal State at night? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. Right. It took me almost ten years to get my B.A., because I graduated from high school 
in ’58, and I finally got my B.A.. But, by the time I was a senior, I really started getting really 
into intellectual work. I got more and more turned on, I studied Latin America, I began studying 
about revolution. 

Garcia: 
How was the community there at Cal State LA? Were there more Mexicanos there, or even less? 
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Muñoz: 
Well, there were more than East LA College. It was a bigger campus. But still, in the woodwork, 
so to speak. 

Garcia: 
Small little groups, organizations coming up— 

Muñoz: 
No. Let me get to that point, okay. So here I go to Cal State LA, right? With all this stuff going 
on. And I began to look around for Mexicans to hang out with, and I couldn’t find any. So then I 
started going up and asking guys, “Hey man, are you—Mexican?” I would get looks like “Ah, 
no—I’m Spanish. Sorry.” 

Because at that time people didn’t want to come out, because of the racism and the 
assimilationist orientation. “You got to blend in to make it” kind of thing, which in a way has 
come back again, nowadays. So I started looking and looking, and finally I bumped into a guy 
here, a guy there, a girl—you know, young women. I was already married by that time. My first 
kid was born in ‘65, and my second kid was born in ‘67. So by the time I was a senior, I was 
already a father of two babies. So that’s why I had to work, I continued to work.  

Garcia: 
The whole time still in night school? 

Muñoz: 
No. By the time I got to Cal State LA, I started night school, and then the GI Bill came through. 
Congress finally decided that those of us that served, or were serving during the Vietnam War, 
were eligible for GI Bill benefits. I was included with that group, even though I didn’t serve in 
Vietnam, when you have a GI Bill, it covers all military personnel, no matter where you serve, as 
long as there’s a war going on. The GI Bill—you don’t have to be a combat veteran to get it. You 
just got to be in the service at the time of war. So I became a Vietnam War—era veteran. I 
qualified for the G.I. Bill, which meant I got money from the government to go to school. So I 
stopped working full-time, so I only had to work part time.  

Garcia: 
You think that’s what might have helped you see more Mexicanos there on campus, because 
there were more daytime students? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. Right. A little bit more visible, but not at all political, and sort of like I said, definitely very 
conservative. 

Garcia: 
Just going through the motions? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, they didn’t want to be identified as Mexicans. So finally, in ’67, I bumped into a handful of 
guys that were beginning to question things like me. I learned about an organization called 
UMAS, (United Mexican American Students) that had just gotten started at UCLA, and then 
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MASA at East LA College. So these guys are thinking: “We got to start a chapter here, too.” “So 
hey, let’s do it. Sounds good to me.” So we started an UMAS chapter at Cal State LA.  

Garcia: 
What were some of the concerns that all of you together were kind of voicing? Just like 
representation at the college? Was it, like, the college issue, or— 

Muñoz: 
Let me go back to what I was saying earlier in terms of the Occidental experience. When I got 
denied admission there and then thinking about becoming a teacher I became convinced that 
education was the main issue that we had, as a community, to deal with. And so this is what we 
shared. We compared notes and, “Man, I went to school, and I had no god-damned Chicano 
teachers, man, white teachers all the way through.” So I said, “Well, I had one black teacher, 
man, but I never had any Mexican teachers.” People started comparing all this: “It’s not the way 
it should be, man”—because we all struggled to get to where we were. Some of us were older 
guys.  

Garcia: 
Do you think that had anything to do with it? I mean, it does do something to you, even now, 
getting into my early twenties, it’s a lot different than when you come at eighteen, nineteen years 
old. 

Muñoz: 
No doubt about it. I think that the Chicano movement as a whole—the leadership was older. For 
the most part. That’s what I think was different about my generation. We were the first 
generation actually to begin to question the status quo. Not to say that there weren’t people 
before us, but as a generation, I mean. There’s always been our history—the radicals and 
revolutionaries who question things. But in terms of the issue of college education—we hadn’t 
had that.  

And so we began to think about that: “Okay, there’s a lot of issues going on out there, —political 
representation issues, and all that.” But we sort of talked back and forth, over beers, whatever—
but we don’t have anybody out there, right now, advocating, in a public way, change in the 
system of education.  

Unbeknownst to us, there was something going on in the LA city school district—very, very 
low-profile stuff going on, community people here and there that had gotten organized to put in 
certain—not demands, but “requests” to change things in East LA schools to the point where it 
would be better for kids in East LA. 

Garcia: 
What—you mean like parents, community— 

Muñoz: 
Yes, parents, individual parents, Sal Castro, one of those high school teachers, was involved with 
that, professional people here and there, put together some kind of ad hoc effort to do this. And 
we didn’t know about it at the time. So, as we became organized and became a little bit more 
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visible out there, then these people that were involved, they looked to us, they came to us. Like 
Sal Castro—when we had one of our first UMAS meetings at Cal State LA he was one of our 
quote “guest speakers.” He came in—I had found out about him, we met in the community. He 
was involved with the Democratic Party, too. I met him, I invited him to come speak to the 
meetings. So he came and spoke and told us about those efforts. 

Garcia: 
Were you guys in communication with the people at UCLA and stuff like that? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, we started making contacts everywhere. Matter of fact, before we actually officially got 
organized, there was the UCLA chapter, and USC had a little chapter—they got a little picket 
line of ten kids! [laughing] Ten college students—well, they weren’t kids, like I said, they were 
“older” people—at a Rams game in the Coliseum down in LA. The first time that they went out 
with signs—I forget what the issue was—but they went out there and so the press picked up on 
that—this hand full of Mexican college students—“What the hell did they want?” [laughter] 

So then UMAS—people started getting the word that we were getting organized. It was 
impressive—it never happened before with college students—the few that we had, never got 
organized. Although, as I wrote in my book, I did find out that there was such a thing as a small 
“Mexican American Movement” in the thirties. 

So then one thing led to another. Sal Castro came and talked to us, we made connections with 
that effort and said “Hey, we got to help out with that.” And so everything began to get 
crystallized, with more and more campus activities on civil rights, black protest, we started 
connecting with that. I was elected the new UMAS president in spring of  ’68.  

Garcia: 
So you were already on your way out, graduating? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, I had already graduated, and I became a first-year grad student in ’68 in political science. 
And so I was elected the UMAS president. The first thing that I did was to make official 
connections with the community, so we would make sure to have representatives at UMAS at all 
the community meetings here and there, whatever there was. And then on campus, I started an 
alliance with the Black Student Union. 

Garcia: 
Were they more visible, were they kind of bigger? 

Muñoz: 
Yes.  And so we connected with them, and so we worked out a deal where I would go to all their 
meetings, and their BSU president would come to our meetings, which was unheard-of at that 
time. And then, we both jointly pushed for a black and brown house on campus. We needed a 
place to meet—just to hang out. Like fraternities had all their frat houses—we didn’t have 
fraternities, so wanted to have this. So that was our first political demand of the institution. 
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Garcia: 
You were a grad student at this point? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, a first-year grad student—full time by this time. For the first time I pretty much stopped 
working, trying to get by just being a full-time student. I had really gotten serious about grad 
school at that point. 

Garcia: 
Kind of had to. 

Muñoz: 
Yes. And then we went to the president’s office and the guy had never seen black and Chicano 
students organized like that, and so right off the bat: “Oh, you want a place? We’ll get you a 
house over here—”  

Garcia: 
Scared them, yes? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. We would hold joint campus protests, like at the free speech area here at Sproul, there was 
something similar there, we would have that—we would speak out on the issues, and races, and 
all that. And then more and more, I connected with the Student Nonviolent Coordinating 
Committee of the Southern Civil Rights movement. I’d met some guys and was working with 
that, so I was involved with solidarity stuff that way and protest stuff. And then UFW [United 
Farm Workers]—we connected with them.  

Garcia: 
And this was all like ‘67, ‘68 that you really started accelerating? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, by ‘68 we were in full blast. 

In’67 the board of education had turned down that modest request that this ad hoc community 
group had made to change the schools. 

Garcia: 
Was that where the survey already came—the survey in ’67, or did the survey come right before 
the— 

Muñoz: 
Survey? 

Garcia: 
Some of the surveys you were doing that you wrote in the book—you surveyed some high school 
students—some of their needs, and what were some of their experiences? 
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Muñoz: 
That was a year before. That was at that time before the walkouts. 

Garcia: 
In’67, families, communities were organizing— 

Muñoz: 
Yes, right, exactly. Around that time. So then we decided, therefore, in collaboration with people 
like Sal Castro, and with the people working on La Raza newspaper, An “underground” 
community newspaper. 

Garcia: 
Where was that based at? 

Muñoz: 
In a church, an Episcopalian—it was a radical Episcopalian priest that offered us his church. 

Garcia: 
Was he a Chicano, or— 

Muñoz: 
No, white. White guy. And —oh, there weren’t many Chicano priests either at that time!  

So this priest gave, friends of mine, comrades of mine, the whole basement area to do the 
newspaper.  

Garcia: 
They got set up down there? 

Muñoz: 
—he helped them with the money through the War on Poverty program. 

Garcia: 
I remember you talking about that in your book— 

Muñoz: 
The War on Poverty, unbeknownst to the power structures that set them up, got young people 
and community leadership involved in these agencies and they were able to be channeled into 
these type of activities.  

Garcia: 
Do you know who was, like, actually channeling them, like—I’m sure it was city officials and 
stuff— 

Muñoz: 
Yes, we had people in the city—mayor’s office, things of that nature. But see, the city didn’t 
have that much to do with it. It was a federal government program, or programs. So, people were 
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hired who were the more progressive-type guys. They were hired, so we made contacts, and 
through that, were able to channel some monies towards that— 

Garcia: 
So you, like, got in contact with the agent, and the agent would help— 

Muñoz: 
Yes, right, right. And also, like we did at Cal State LA, we also put the pressure on the institution 
to set up a tutorial center in the community. And they were also used for meetings to get the 
word out, organizing particularly for the walkouts. 

By January of 1968 we were pretty much already in full gear, in terms of deciding to do it—to 
organize a student protest. 

Garcia: 
So was it in response to the ‘67, like, course, like communication between the community and 
the school district in ‘67, kind of the school district brush-off— 

Muñoz: 
Yes. Right. Right. Exactly. We said, “Look. We worked within the system, we tried to work 
within the system to get things done, but it didn’t work, so now we’re going to take it to the 
streets.” That’s basically what happened. 

Garcia: 
And then you organized an effort in ‘67, ’68. How did you guys became more organized, and 
better organized—did the movement, like, start accelerating a lot more, or was it still the same 
group of people? 

Muñoz: 
By that time, prior to all of this, what we also started doing at Cal State LA was Semana De La 
Raza that connected students to the community. We brought the community onto the campus to 
celebrate Mexican culture. 

Garcia: 
That was all around this time? ‘67, ‘68? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, right. People started coming out of the woodwork, saying “Hey man, it’s okay to be 
Mexican after all.” 

Garcia: 
Support networks. 

Muñoz: 
Right, right. So people started coming, before we knew it, UMAS grew from say, a handful, to 
about sixty plus per meeting.  
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Garcia: 
God. 

Muñoz: 
We had like a little lecture hall full—jammed full of people. 

Garcia: 
And were they Cal State students? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. 

Garcia: 
So just these people coming out of the woodwork? 

Muñoz: 
So then, you multiply this by x number of different campuses, the same thing happening, I mean, 
we had quite a significant number of people out there—participating and all that stuff. So, that’s 
how the walkouts came about. So we said: “Okay, the number one issue is education.” We 
started writing newsletters and so forth—I think I quoted in my book the first newsletter that I 
wrote about what the issues were, and how we needed to give ourselves to the struggle. At that 
time in a very, quote, “liberal” context, I mean, we were liberals at most—we weren’t radicals 

Garcia: 
Is that where the Brown Berets were— 

Muñoz: 
No, let me finish with that. So there was UMAS, ah? It was all UMAS, by the way, at this time. 

Garcia: 
UCLA and Cal State, or was it mainly based at Cal State? 

Muñoz: 
I became faculty and started teaching a course. 

Garcia: 
And chair of the department. 

Muñoz: 
Chair of the department, man—I don’t know to this day how I did it. 

Garcia: 
But all this stuff was happening before the blowouts? 

Muñoz: 
Simultaneous to all this. Everything. 

Garcia: 
You started organizing for the blowouts in—you said—in about January? 
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Muñoz: 
Yes. 

Garcia: 
So was it like, late ‘67 or all through—kind of mid to late ‘67? 

Muñoz: 
Well, organizing little by little—like late ‘67, fall ‘67. Putting the planks out, putting the ideas 
out on it, but crystallizing by January—then things just got accelerated,  so that by March, we 
actually did it. 

But, but—it was an incredible period of history. I became convinced that working with the 
system wasn’t going to do it at that point—that we had to do something really radical, nonviolent 
radical. By the way—I mean, I never really did become—although some people did, but not me. 
I never became an advocate of any violent acts, because it was something that was self-
defeating—it was counter-productive. But non-violent “radicalism,” as presented by Dr. King at 
that time, and Cesar Chavez in the farm workers’ movement. That’s where I was coming from, 
and I still have, actually, that point of view. Although for a while, after all this happened—we 
got arrested and everything else—we’ll worry about that next time—but then, when I was in 
prison, then I really got to the point of going beyond Dr. King and Cesar Chavez, and I started 
thinking about Malcolm X, and Black Panthers, and The Brown Berets. Before—what time is it 
now? 

Garcia: 
It’s about fifteen ‘til. So maybe another ten minutes. 

Muñoz: 
Ten minutes. The Brown Berets emerged, therefore, out of these young kids—these were really 
young kids—that were high school cream-of-the-crop kids. And David Sanchez personified 
them. He was an eighteen-, nineteen-, year-old kid, when he was Mayor Yorty’s protégé.  

Garcia: 
So he was working on the mayor’s office? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, he was one of those kids that through the War on Poverty program was put into the mayor’s 
office as an intern. So then, they got connected to the people working on La Raza newspaper. 
And they got the idea at that time—this was when UMAS was already in full bloom. We were 
already organizing. A lot of them were UMAS members that liked the idea of a Brown Beret 
because, I guess: “Hey, look at Che Guevara!” —we started thinking about the Cuban revolution, 
and all that, and the Black Panthers. “That looks pretty sharp! Maybe we need something like 
that to really, really scare the power structure.” [laughter]  

Garcia: 
Kind of like intimidating— 
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Muñoz: 
It was all at first in jest, but some kids took it seriously, and they started wearing brown berets to 
the UMAS meetings as a symbol of more militant action, but not really having any kind of 
radical consciousness. It was kind of a—they wanted to be tough-looking, to tell the power 
structure, “Hey, man, you know you got to deal with us now.” 

Garcia: 
You think that had to do with some of the stigma attached to Mexicanos—like just docile 
workers— 

Muñoz: 
Yes, right. Sure it had something to do with that, of course, a lot to do with that. But the brown 
beret became a symbol of pride—“brown pride,” as opposed to the Black Panther—that became 
a symbol of revolution. 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
Whereas, in the brown berets, it was far from that, it was kind of just brown pride. And standing 
tall, and defending your community, defending your barrio. So, then when the blowouts 
happened, the Brown Berets were perceived by the police as Chicano “black panthers.” 

[End of tape 2, side 1] 

[Begin tape 2, side 2] 

Muñoz: 
During the blowouts, they wore the brown berets. So the police identified them as the “Uh-oh, 
they’ve got a Black Panther-type group now!” Yes, those are the bad guys!  

So they got a bad name right off the bat, and The LA Times featured them—I can still see that 
newspaper article: they’re trying to figure out what they are, are they like Black Panthers or not. 
And obviously, they like that attention, the guys that did become Brown Berets, and some 
women. So they went with it. That’s how the Brown Berets got started.  

After the blowouts, they became more of an organized group. Because then, people within 
UMAS—eventually they said, “Well, we’re the Brown Berets, too!”  

Garcia: 
So some of them actually out there in the blowouts may have been UMAS members, just in 
brown berets— 

Muñoz: 
Yes. Yes. 
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Garcia: 
—but once that the beret itself became connected to the Panthers, that’s where it grew as a 
group. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, then, almost about the same time, David Sanchez and a few others decided to actually, get 
“a uniform” Especially gang kids got into this: “O, wow, man, this is great.
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Interview 2: May 8th, 2002 

Garcia: 
Last week we left off right at the blowouts, and you were talking a little bit about some of the 
organizations before. I wanted to backtrack just a little, maybe about ‘66, ‘67, when the 
organization of UMAS kind of moved fast towards—seems like those were real critical years, 
between ‘66, ‘68, leading up to it. 

And just focusing, mainly on that—with the development of UMAS, just involvement, and how 
active you guys really became to really push into the community and start working with the 
people there and organizing around school issues. Then especially, I mean, just really with the 
establishing of the first Mexican American studies department there at Cal State and just kind of 
what went into that and what was behind that, especially it was a real big accomplishment and 
just what made the university— 

Muñoz: 
Right. Now, I don’t recall whether in the last interview I talked about the societal conditions that 
had an impact on our political consciousness. 

Garcia: 
Yes, but we didn’t talk too much about that. We were talking about more about the organization 
itself, and some of its activities. 

Muñoz: 
Okay, so let me first—I think it’s important to understand the emergence of UMAS and the 
eventual Chicano movement in the context of what was going on in the society—well, at large, 
really—because it would not have happened had not other things been going on in society. In 
terms of my personal development, for example, my first political activism was regarding the 
Vietnam War. As a veteran, I joined forces with the young people that were organizing the 
antiwar movement. Because by the time—I forgot—have I talked about my military experience, 
or didn’t I? 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
Okay, so when I came out, I was already pretty much critical of the military, given what I had 
learned. 

Garcia: 
Because of the special position you had in intelligence? 

Muñoz: 
Exactly. So that when I heard and learned more about it, in terms of what was going on recently 
in issues of foreign policy and so forth, I became convinced that I had to do something to include 
my voice in the protests against the war. Also, the other motivational thing was that people that I 
had known, fellow soldiers that went to basic training with me, were dying in Vietnam. And so I 
got motivated to be part of the very first protest action against the war in LA at Century Plaza, 
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1967. It was the first major mobilization against President Johnson, particularly. He was in town 
in those days, and this is why we decided to—well, the organizers—I wasn’t one of the 
organizers—but the organizers decided that that would be the site of the first major 
demonstration. I was just a participant, I didn’t have any leadership role at all. 

Garcia: 
How did you become involved and how did you— 

Muñoz: 
Well, I learned about it on campus through young, white anti-war activists that were part of the 
SDS— 

Garcia: 
Students for a Democratic Society? 

Muñoz: 
—Students for a Democratic Society, right. They were very, very instrumental in helping to 
organize this event. So I did not participate in SDS activities, but being on campus, I became 
aware of what they were doing, and so learned about their event from them. 

Garcia: 
You mean like flyers, probably. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, flyers and stuff like that. And so then I just decided I had to show up, so I went out there 
and there were hundreds—well, thousands of people were there. I don’t recall the exact numbers, 
but it was very, very massive. But, at the same time, I wasn’t quite aware, or put it this way, I 
wasn’t connecting to the war per se with Chicano issues yet. Although it didn’t take long to make 
that connection eventually. But, at this point in time, it was an issue that was very important to 
me as a veteran, that I speak out against the war, and so I participated in the demonstration. After 
that, I was on my way. I pretty much became part of all the antiwar activities in the LA area. And 
so by the time ’66 came around, between ’60 and ’68, I was already pretty much identified as an 
anti-war activist. And this also was happening with others, unbeknownst to me at the time, with 
other Vietnam-era Chicano veterans who were going to college on the GI Bill, like I was. And 
so, we kind of connected eventually. 

Then, by ‘66-‘68, obviously, the civil rights movement was going full blast, and I had become—
I had come to know people that were part of the Student Nonviolent Coordinating Committee, 
solidarity committees that were in the area. So I learned more about the civil rights movement in 
that regard. There were those two movements: the antiwar movement, and the civil rights 
movement. It was having an impact on me in terms of raising my political consciousness, and 
also others of my generation. Not that many, mind you, but enough of a critical mass that turned 
on young people—young men and women—mostly young men at that time, given the fact that 
they were either veterans or were draft age, so that the war resistance was becoming very key to 
generating the conditions that were necessary to start to launch our own movement eventually.  
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The civil rights movement, again, was the other event, or the other movement that had an impact. 
Not as much, necessarily, in terms of direct political action, because it was largely a black and 
white movement, although there were a handful of Chicanos involved, as I talked about in my 
book, in particular, two women whom at that point I did not know about yet. 

And so we, however, largely looked at a black movement, but as we heard and watched on TV 
Dr. King speaking, and became aware of all the issues surrounding the South, or involving the 
South, we began to think about: “You know what? A lot of those things also are in evidence in 
our communities, in our schools.” 

Garcia: 
Started making the connection between— 

Muñoz: 
Yes, like voter registration, voting and so forth—political representation. We didn’t have much 
at the time. And so we sort of began to become aware of those things. And now, on campus—I 
think I mentioned it before—there weren’t too many quote “self-identified” Mexican-Americans 
at Cal State LA yet. But, little bit by little bit, individually, I personally started doing outreach—
just kind of in class, or outside of class, or see someone look like a Chicano, I would go up and 
say, “Hey, man,” start kind of talking to that person. And it eventually got down to the identity 
issue or question, and the response when I would ask, like, “Hey, are you Mexican, man?” know, 
I got this response: “Oh, no, no—I’m Spanish.”  

Garcia: 
That was really common then, to say you were Spanish? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. And/or—even a few of them would say “Basque.” [laughs] 

Garcia: 
Basque? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, Vasco. You say, “Wow—okay.” [laughing] But the point here is that the ones that were 
there, the vast majority were assimilated already—they didn’t want to be known as Mexicans, 
period. They were either Spanish, or Americans of Mexican descent, but you know what I’m 
saying? That was the closest thing to coming out. So basically, in a nutshell, a lot of Mexican 
American youth at that time in college, the few of us that were there, were very much in the 
closet, in terms of coming out with our identity in terms of who we are.  

So—but little by little, between ’60 and ’68, given all that was going on in society at large, and 
also in the world—the Cuban Revolution took place in ’59, as you know, but by ten years later, 
people were getting organized in solidarity with the Cuban revolution. Basically all those 
brigades were in the process of formation. And so the more radical youth throughout the 
Southwest began to connect with that—especially in here in northern California.  

Garcia: 
After the Bay of Pigs and the Cuban missile crisis? 
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Muñoz: 
Right, yes, right. And so—but here there was a lot of—there was some activism here, solidarity 
with the Cuban Revolution—and then events in Mexico itself—a lot of struggles going on, 
people began to—I became aware of some of those struggles by word of mouth, as well as 
reading about it in newspapers now and then. And became aware of Africa—stuff going on in 
Africa, the revolutions there, and throughout Latin America, of course. And I, in particular, 
became very well informed of all this, because I was a political science major, but I also had 
selected Latin American politics as my focus. 

Garcia: 
I was going to ask if you were discussing some of these things, or reading about them, in class. 

Muñoz: 
Exactly. So, reading about it in class, and learning about the history recently, the domination of 
the United States in Latin America, I became more and more, educated about those realities. And 
again, there was a handful in that category here and there that became aware of those issues, and 
we began to make connections, and at least intellectually, if not physically, get involved in, 
protest action in that regard.  

But, so—between ’60 and ’68, it was a decade of very informative years, in term of my personal 
political consciousness. I made the jump from being apathetic politically, and just being 
concerned about my personal survival, and issue of “What am I going to do with my life?” after 
the army, and so forth, so that I became from that quote “apathetic” sort of “rebel,” to a more 
informed kind of— “Hmm, this stuff is interesting, politics is interesting, beyond just studying 
about it, like, there is something going on that I can bring to connect to my community.”  

And then, the more I studied, the more I learned, the more knowledge I gathered about political 
revolutions throughout the world, looking at the U.S. government, in foreign policy—like I 
mentioned in the last interview, being engaged as a military army Intelligence personnel in 
Korea, I had come to question things about what our role was in the third world.  

So all this began to sort of come together for me, intellectually and politically. So between those 
two years, I became a good quote “liberal.” I became a liberal, politically speaking, in terms of 
being knowledgeable, and I became a Democratic Party kind of an activist. Because my 
generation was very much affected by Kennedy when he was president. That generated a lot of 
enthusiasm in politics for the first time in history for our people, generally. 

Garcia: 
You talk about that in your book, about the Kennedy— 

Muñoz: 
Exactly, about the Kennedy campaigns—and they were out there, and though I had not myself 
personally gotten involved with those things, prior to the ’65-’68 year period. I was aware of 
them. And so, like Kennedy, of course, when he was assassinated, I cried, I really—this was ’63, 
I think, he was assassinated, right? And I had just come out of the army. I had been discharged 
in ’62. And so, like, my president, and a Catholic, and— 
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Garcia: 
Was that a big deal, too?  

Muñoz: 
Yes.  

Garcia: 
Was it why he got the support of a lot of the Mexican community? 

Muñoz: 
Going back, old Catholic family, and plus, his wife spoke Spanish, so that really—and she was 
lovely, right—quite a classy lady, right? And so Latinos in general just fell in love with the 
Kennedys. 

Garcia: 
When I see clips of it, it is really interesting to see how they tried to get the vote, and how they 
did get the vote, really, how they were very successful. 

Muñoz: 
Exactly. Right, right. So I became—I met along the way, between those years of ’65 and ‘68—
actually, ’64 and ‘68—I met at this time a lot of Democratic Party activists that were involved in 
the Kennedy campaigns. 

Ralph Guzman, in particular, was very key for me, because up until that point in college, in my 
junior year at Cal State LA when I transferred in my junior year in college—I think I spoke about 
that, right? 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
—going to community college. I had not had one single—or had seen one single—professor, 
anywhere, or teacher, from elementary to high school, that was Chicano or Latino. I mean, they 
were all white, primarily, and black here and there— So Ralph Guzman was on the faculty at Cal 
State LA. When I got to Cal LA, he had just been appointed to the faculty. He was a doctoral 
student at UCLA at the time, and he had been a long-time political activist in the Democratic 
party. He had been in the Peace Corps—he had served in the Peace Corps, and he was very 
liberal, and he knew the Kennedys, and so that was my connection, directly and personally, with 
the Democratic party apparatus. He encouraged me to belong to the Democratic party. 

Garcia: 
Was he teaching in your department— 

Muñoz: 
Political science—ah, I never took his class. I did take one of his classes, right. Well, as a matter 
of fact, that’s how I met him, I was in his class. When I signed up for it—it was an American 
politics class—American government class—and I saw Guzman—I said “Oh man, this can’t 
be—this cat can’t be one of us!” I was already kind of “At best, maybe he’s an upper-class, some 
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Latin American who’s here visiting,” because we had visiting professors from Latin America. 
And no, he turned out to be a Chicano, a Mexican American. Not only a Chicano, but someone 
from East LA! 

Garcia: 
Wow! 

Muñoz: 
Yes, born and raised in East LA. 

Garcia: 
Was he a lot older than you? 

Muñoz: 
He was about ten years older. He had started graduate school late—you know what I mean—he 
had gone through all this political stuff, and then finally had gone to graduate school. So he was 
about ten years older than I, más o menos. But what really turned me on about this guy is that he 
had talked about having grown up where Cal State was then—that’s part of East LA, right? 

“I used to play over here,” he would say, “You see where that football field is now? Well, we 
used to go over—that was our play area, just go there and play around as kids.” I said, wow, that 
kind of connected, right? So, I really got to like the guy and he liked me—he became my mentor 
at that point, and encouraged me to think about graduate school, and to think about becoming a 
professor. But, more important, he connected me with community activists of the older 
generation that I had not known, you see what I’m saying? 

And there were a handful of us in that kind of situation where I met here and there, at UCLA, at 
East LA College, or young guys around that part of the activity that were being mentored by the 
older generation activists, to get into the party and to become political activists. I began to go to 
meetings in the community, stuff like that, political meetings. This is like I  
said, ’64, ’65, ’66, ’67. But more and more—I started off as a very—did I talk about the letter 
that I wrote to The LA Times? 

Garcia: 
Yes, you were talking about that. 

Muñoz: 
Carlos Borja, that group? And so, my name became known amongst the older activists: “Oh, 
here’s a young guy, up and coming, with political leadership abilities. He’s articulate, blah-blah, 
“He’s a smart kid, smart young guy, veteran—” Man, I started getting pats on the back —“Yes, 
we need you to become one of our future leaders.” And I met Congressman Roybal—I don’t 
know if I mentioned that last time—I went to school with his daughter, one of his daughters. And 
so I was pretty much on my way in identifying myself as an aspiring politician. I wanted to be a 
congressman, man, for my—I was thinking— 

Garcia: 
Political aspirations. 
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Muñoz: 
Right, exactly. So, that’s when I became a good liberal, a good Democratic party kind of a guy. 
So—I think I mentioned that I campaigned last time. 

Garcia: 
Yes, you were campaigning for the senator. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, Senator Bob Lynch was his name. But there were a lot of other, like I said, here and there, 
emerging people in the same situation I was. As the civil rights movement gained more and 
more—well, it was pretty strong by ’65, actually, through ‘60-’65, and then came the split in the 
civil rights movement between SNCC and King. And so there emerged the black power 
movement, right, around ’67. And so then I was checking it out, because I had already been in 
touch, working together with the Black Student Union on campus— 

Garcia: 
Yes, you were talking about that. 

Muñoz: 
—and other activists, and so I was already tuned into that, and I began to think the whole black 
power—the identity thing came to be more pronounced. And so United Mexican American 
Students were into the identity question, but not that politically—we just kind of wanted to be 
Mexican Americans, but we had not yet rejected the dominant ideology of the dominant culture 
in that sense, you know what I’m saying? We were voicing criticisms of the dominant culture, 
and racism, mas o menos a little bit there— 

Garcia: 
It was more of an identity issue? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. 

Garcia: 
Self empowerment? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, right. So that as the black power movement accelerated, more and more, started looking at 
it, checking it out more closely, and then, also looking around in terms of our own community. 
By the time of the walkouts—again I talked about what happened there, right? Then simply more 
in terms of what was more or less the origins of that particular action of the walkouts, right? I’m 
saying, having been connected to all these various community organizations, and learning about 
the past efforts to get reform in the schools though ad hoc efforts on the part of the community—
parents and teachers to change things. So all of that was really what did it.  

By that time, between ’67 and the time of the walkouts, all these students like myself were 
already pretty much connected, made our connections before we made it a project in UMAS to 
go forth and organize—or help organize, really—we can’t take all the credit, because, like, there 
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were the other forces in the community. But we became really the leading force, though, in the 
context of the walkouts, or the blowouts. 

Garcia: 
Those community groups were already in place—about how long had they been in place? Had 
they been organizing since the early sixties? 

Muñoz: 
Well, of course, MAPA had been founded in ’59. I believe. And MAPA—Mexican American 
Political Association—those were the older generation leaders that I was thinking about. 

The LULACs were not too much around. They were very, very small in number, and very 
conservative. They were sort of like— [scoffs] 

They kept away from all of us, though. But MAPA was really a political organization—they 
were much more involved in the sense of supporting it. Actually, one member of MAPA was one 
of the thirteen indicted on conspiracy with us. Although he was not a leader of MAPA per se, but 
he was an activist in MAPA, a MAPA activist, and so he became involved with us. And so then 
there were like—esté—union— or labor unions— 

Garcia: 
CASA? 

Muñoz: 
No, CASA wasn’t around yet. Although Bert Corona was—I’ll take it back. CASA was, but it 
was a different CASA than the one that evolved later. There were two CASAs. The first phase 
was Bert Corona’s CASA that he had begun to organize around that time, for immigrant rights. 
Bert Corona was a definite source of inspiration for a lot of us, in terms of looking at him—this 
guy—talking about history—I don’t know if you’ve seen his biography or not.  

Garcia: 
No, I haven’t. 

Muñoz: 
But he’s one of these older generation guys that had been involved in politics for a long time—
Democratic party, and he and got more and more—eventually more and more radicalized in 
immigrants’ rights struggles. But he had also been involved with left-leaning organizations in the 
forties. And he was also, for that time, one of the first members of the 1930s’ Mexican 
generation that I talked about in my book. 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
And so the YMCA group that he had been part of—he had gone from that to become a 
Democratic Party activist as well as a labor-connected activist, although I learned later that he 
wasn’t a labor union leader, per se, as some people thought. But nevertheless, he had the 
connections. So I met also Esteban Torres, who you may know was a congressman from LA for 



37 

 

many years. He just retired a couple years ago. Esteban Torres was the president of one of the 
strong unions in the LA area who had been in Latin America off and on serving in the union 
capacity, organizing unions in Latin America. So those were the kind of people we connected 
with that became supporters of the blowouts in terms of adding support to it. But basically, it 
came down to UMAS, and I think I mentioned the group that was under the sponsorship of the 
Episcopalian priest?  

Garcia: 
The War on Poverty programs? 

Muñoz: 
Right, exactly. So basically, we were the ones—the primary source of the quote, “actual 
organization” and decision-making, along with a sprinkling of people from these community 
organizations. Sal Castro was a key guy, he was a high school teacher, and also a Democratic 
party activist, and a Kennedy activist. 

Garcia: 
Part of that generation? 

Muñoz: 
Right. So that’s where it was, man, that’s where the source of the—and again, everyone was 
perceived as nonviolent action along the lines of the philosophy of the civil rights movement—
Dr. King in particular and César Chavez, of course, who was emerging more and more as a 
leading force in terms of—not our movement, but in terms of inspiration for us. I think I 
mentioned in my book that I don’t consider the UFW as part of this movement, because it was a 
labor-organizing effort as a union, and I remember one of my first actions—probably my first 
action as UMAS president—was to send a delegation to Delano to meet with Señor César, to try 
to get him to support our efforts in the walkouts and all that and our struggles for educational 
change. They came back very disheartened, because they said, “Well, he expressed his support, 
individually, but he made it very clear that his struggle was to put bread and butter on the table 
for workers, and not for educational change.” He didn’t put it down, but he made it very clear 
that he was a labor organizer, and there was a union struggle. They needed our help, as opposed 
to him being in a position to give us help or support directly, because they had their own 
priorities. 

Garcia: 
It seems like you put it in the book, too, as like he really wanted to be this national leader, and he 
was in this struggle and it’s always good to support each other, but he was fighting his own 
struggle and that’s why he stayed focused. 

Muñoz: 
I don’t know, if he were alive today, what he would think about how he has become in terms of a 
symbol for us as the Chicano movement leader, or somebody like Dr. King. A lot of Latinos 
Mexican Americans primarily put him in that category. He never really personally wanted to be 
in that category. And he was not a King, objectively speaking. Symbolically, given that we never 
had anybody else emerge to receive the attention he got, the national and international attention 
he got as a Mexican American leader, that’s why we—in general people “romanticize” him, 
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unquote, in that sense. But he was a great man, of course, I mean, obviously, he’s a great labor 
leader: in my mind, probably the greatest Latino labor leader in the history of our country. But he 
was not into the issues of identity or political representation. 

Garcia: 
Strictly labor, then. 

Muñoz: 
Strictly labor issues, strictly. This is why he was successful, because he didn’t lose his focus. But 
amongst the rank and file, there was an interchange of roles taking place, there were UMAS 
people involved in the UFW and visa-versa. So they define the UFW as part of the struggle. 
Symbolically, at least. But again, the UFW was an important organization that was not directly 
involved with the walkouts and all that, but that was nurturing the emergence of a Latino—
Chicano in particular, because I don’t want to say Latino—at that time it was just strictly 
Chicano, Mexican American, in particular. 

##[3B] 

Muñoz: 
Okay, so we can go on to the next question. 

Garcia: 
So once you guys did start organizing, I mean, how was it that you were able to get in contact 
with a lot of the—I mean, were a lot of the parents already in the community organizations that 
were already in place? How were you really getting community support and really—more so, 
student support? I mean, once you guys did start organizing and everything? You can talk about 
the surveys with the students that you were kind of surveying—about their needs, or what were 
some of their concerns in the school. 

Muñoz: 
I think I mentioned, or if I didn’t, let me clarify that. The surveys that were being done, were 
done by the ad hoc community or parent groups that had been doing that in connection with 
people like Sal Castro, the teacher, among others. A handful of other teachers that were around, 
they wanted to come out visibly, like Sal did.  

Garcia: 
What is ad hoc? 

Muñoz: 
Well, ad hoc, it was like—what do I mean by “ad hoc?” You mean—? 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
Ad hoc means that you’re not an organization per se. You don’t have a structure, in other words, 
it’s not a permanent organization, but just people coming together to talk about issues that effect 
them—and their kids, and in particular, the schools. Some parents worked in the PTA 
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organizations, for example. Other parents, just individually, independent from that, meeting and 
talking about issues—just kind of concerned parents. So that’s what I mean by ad hoc. 

In other words, when you’re an ad hoc organizing committee, you don’t necessarily label 
yourself—well, generally you don’t. It’s sort of like, you’re just acting as the group of the 
moment on an issue. There is no, “Let’s name ourselves this,” or “Let’s—” you know what I 
mean, having organizational goals, and a philosophy, or whatever. You know what I’m saying? 
So that’s what “ad hoc” means.  

Garcia: 
They were the ones really doing a lot of the organizing—or not really so much organizing though 
ad hoc groups, but kind of bring these issues? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, individually, at the individual level, and stuff. And people from MAPA—a lot of people 
from MAPA were involved in that kind of stuff too. But they didn’t use MAPA as their 
letterhead, or, “This is MAPA doing this,” but people from these organizations, the more active 
people, outside of that, being MAPA activists, but not identifying as MAPA activists for the 
purposes of pursuing reform in the schools, okay?  

Garcia: 
And this where you mentioned what UMAS brought was organization and activism— 

Muñoz: 
Exactly. We were in a very real sense the first defined community organization dealing with the 
issue of educational change. And so we were based in the universities and colleges, but we saw 
ourselves at that time as community, simultaneously.  

Garcia: 
Because it was a lot of what I remember you were speaking about before—a lot of the original 
goals of UMAS were college admittance— 

Muñoz: 
Exactly. 

Garcia: 
—and then support networks for them there once they were there. 

Muñoz: 
Community tutoring centers, that kind of thing. So that’s what impressed individual parents and 
professionals out there that wanted to plug in and support us in that regard. But there was never 
any talk until after the blowouts took place, when an actual organization was created called—
este—oh my God, it’s in my book—EIC—Educational Issues Coordinating Committee—EICC. 
That became the umbrella organization that brought in UMAS, brought in MAPA, brought in all 
of the organizations—what little there was out there. But the blowouts generated, however, a 
revitalization process of the existing organizations like MAPA. MAPA was kind of like, at that 
point, not a really effective organization. So, it got more an effective through our struggle, 
through our movement effort.  
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So then—so to finish this off, yes, there was practically non-existent in terms—well maybe on 
paper there were organizations, but in terms of actual active participation—  

Garcia: 
There wasn’t one? 

Muñoz: 
—there wasn’t much at all. So we filled that void. UMAS filled that void. 

Garcia: 
And you stepped in about what—’67, when you guys started coming into the community 
meetings? 

Muñoz: 
We created ourselves in ’67 as an organization. As soon as that happened, like, wow, we were— 

Garcia: 
You guys were there? 

Muñoz: 
We were there, we were everywhere. We were wearing all kinds of different hats—student hat, 
community leader hat, anti-war hat, I mean— [laughs] 

Garcia: 
So how did the blowouts come to the forefront? I mean, if you guys are doing all these other 
things—the antiwar campaigns and— 

Muñoz: 
Well, at that juncture, we said, “Okay, we got to put all our energies into this.” I remember 
myself giving a speech—I forgot where I gave it—in the community, that we had to make our 
own revolution. The time had come for us to make our own revolution. I did that because—I 
remember now—it was at a junior high school event that we organized. It was a community 
issues event and it was a jam-packed audience, actually. By that time, we were creating a lot of 
visibility. And so I was one of the speakers, and that’s what I said. I came on, and I said, “We 
worked through the system, trying to get reform for the schools, and now we have to make our 
own revolution. We have to put all our time and energy into changing the schools—outside the 
system.” Meaning by that—it was pretty packed—we got to take action, like the people in the 
South were doing: nonviolent street action and protest. And there was a judge in the audience, 
Leopoldo Sanchez: a very conservative Republican Chicano judge. The guy was actually born 
and raised in East LA, had been in gangs, and had been into all that. 

Garcia: 
And he was a judge? 

Muñoz: 
And he was a judge. Quite a role model: I mean he got a lot of respect. And he got—I’ll never 
forget how pissed-off he was. He got up and denounced me, in front of all the cameras, that I was 
talking crazy, “That’s not the way to do it,” and this and that. I’ll never forget that. And so—but 
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that added fuel to the fire, in terms of projecting us even more, because—I mean, here we are. 
[laughs] 

Garcia: 
Something different. 

Muñoz: 
Something different. 

Garcia: 
Another ideology. 

Muñoz: 
And here is this conservative Republican judge getting uptight about what we were 
representing—This was good for us, in the sense that people saw, “Hey wow, that’s good”—that 
you get people angry who are already power-structure. And then, of course, the more militant 
amongst us began to denounce people like that as vendidos, which was a bad strategy, but it 
happened because of the response to that kind of criticism of us, and trying to change things. “So 
what have you done all these years?”—been part of the system.  

So we began to develop a cleavage, but it was not, quote, “radical” versus others, it was liberal 
versus conservative, in that sense. We were not yet radicals at that point, until after. After the 
blowouts, we got radical, primarily for those of us who were imprisoned. Did I talk about that 
last time?  

Garcia: 
Yes, no, I was thinking we were going to get into that next—how the blowouts fade out and 
some of that after. 

Muñoz: 
Okay. Maybe we should do it now—unless you want to flesh out something else. 

Garcia: 
No, no, we’re getting close to it, I mean—we’ve talked a little before how you guys were starting 
to organize and how it really accelerated, starting in January to March, it really picked up. It’s 
really, like, amazing just how fast those organizations—how successful— 

Muñoz: 
Yes, right. And that was the thing that—again, the reason for that being the politics of the times, 
you see. The conditions were such that made it possible. I mean, you couldn’t do it nowadays—
pull something like that off in a brief period of time—like a couple of months. [laughs] 

Garcia: 
So you think it was because everyone was sharing a lot of the same frustrations and could gather 
real quick? 
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Muñoz: 
Yes. Nothing else was going on out there other that the civil rights movement and the antiwar 
movement in terms of that, but nothing involving us—although there was, here and there—I 
remember in ’67 getting a phone call from Texas activists who were organizing a march in South 
Texas in protest of—one of the anti-war programs down there had been cut, or something like 
that, and so there was a lot of groundswell for that activity.  

So here and there, there were pockets of protest, small actions taking place. But not to the point 
of visibility, or saying, “Wow, man, this is something big,” right—as we were in the process of 
doing. And I’m convinced that it would not have been part of the historical moment, with regard 
to things happening in society and the world at large, we wouldn’t have been able to pull it off, 
because there was already this mindset: “Hey man, we have to create our own revolution, we 
have to at the same time in the context of what else is going on, in connection with all that’s 
going on.” For example, the black struggle was uppermost—what blacks were doing, we finally 
had gotten to the point of saying: “Ya basta, we got to do the same thing.” You know what I’m 
saying? And the time was long past due. 

Garcia: 
Had they already been organizing a lot in LA? The black community? 

Muñoz: 
Well, once the riots look place in ’65, that was a major, major event where definitely accelerated 
the black organizing efforts in that area. Which we kind of also got affected by, like spin-off, in 
terms of: “Wow, man!” We were kind of impressed with what was going on there. Impressed 
from the point of view of, geez whiz, being horrified about what happened—the shootings, the 
occupation of South Central with tanks—National Guard—and all that was going on. God, it was 
kind of scary. But by the same token, out of that came a lot more black organizing efforts in 
terms of connecting with the civil rights movement more directly, the emergence of militant 
black leadership—  

Another thing I didn’t mention maybe—I think I might have mentioned in my book, I don’t 
remember off-hand—that another motivation for us that was very key was how bad things were 
in the barrio schools with the dropouts. 

Garcia: 
Yes, you guys talked about that. 

Muñoz: 
It was incredible. And how we saw the issue in the context of our own personal experiences in 
the public schools. And also at that time there was this EOP—Educational Opportunity 
Programs—that were being created throughout California at all the colleges and universities, but 
it was very black-oriented, like blacks only. And these programs were being run by white 
liberals, for the most part, and a then few blacks. But they didn’t see Chicanos as part of the 
outreach. And that kind of was another motivation which, unfortunately, among some of us, took 
on an anti-black attitude: “Well, pinché mayates, they’re the ones that are taking all the goodies,” 
or whatever, “getting all the attention.” So some people, I have to admit, within UMAS, were 
also motivated by saying, “Hey, you know what? We got to claim our own, we got to demand 
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our own.” It sort of became kind of a black-brown kind of thing. Which led me, as a leader, to try 
to deal with—having the solidarity I had with the black movement, through my work with the 
Black Student Union, primarily—led me to try to mediate this process of conflict. I put together 
a plan to create—I think I might have mentioned it—a black and brown house on campus? That 
brought the Black Student Union and UMAS more directly together so we could socialize 
together, and share this house— 

Garcia: 
Was it pretty successful? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. 

Garcia: 
All this antagonism that a lot of people don’t really discuss between the Mexican community and 
the black community, especially in LA—especially in South Central now, I mean, the 
demographics really changed—it’s all Latino, but— 

Muñoz: 
It was successful, but I mean, not to my satisfaction, obviously. There was still a lot of bad 
blood. But again, it was very important, however, in the overall scheme of things in terms of the 
blowouts. Again, this issue is that we want to make sure that we are going to demand that our 
schools serve the community and prepare kids to college, and then the EOPs also become an 
opportunity for us to get kids into college, you know what I mean, into the university. So that 
was connected—all of this was connected.  

Garcia: 
These things like the drop-out rates—I mean, were you guys out looking at statistics, or was it 
just like it was such a known fact in schools that people were dropping out? 

Muñoz: 
Well, it was a known fact in that regard, man, kids were dropping out. But the early efforts that 
people involved, like I mentioned, in the ad hoc groups, had generated a database and— 

Garcia: 
It was out there? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, it was out there, it was being put out. And then we had people like Sal Castro come speak to 
UMAS meetings and to educate us about what was going on in regard to all this. Then other 
people came—I forget who they were off-hand, but Sal Castro was a prominent one, obviously, 
who would come to the UMAS meetings and report on the situation: “This is what happened: the 
board of education again rejected the efforts to implement the request for et cetera, et cetera,”—
school changes, the hiring of more teachers, and stuff like that. 



44 

 

Garcia: 
Did you see the situation at that time—like around ‘67-’68—as being worse than from when you 
were in high school, or did a lot of you start making those connections back to growing up right 
here in East LA yourself? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. 

Garcia: 
How was it for you? Was it worse at this point? 

Muñoz: 
Well, to me, I was probably one of the very few, if not the only one, that had not had a bad 
experience in high school as a Chicano. I went to Belmont High.  

Garcia: 
You were talking about that—I mean, you were always an honor student— 

Muñoz: 
Right. And Belmont High School at that time in the history of the LA city school district, was the 
only public school high school that was integrated—almost completely—because it was the only 
school at that time that was designated as being focused on foreign students. In other words, 
students coming from all over the world would get automatically placed there. I went to school 
in that kind of milieu—social ambience—I don’t know if you’d put it that way—where the 
atmosphere was such that we were not—  

Although there was, I think I might have mentioned, there was a tracking system in terms of, 
like, Mexicans and blacks automatically being put into woodshop major, versus white and Asian 
being put into the academic college-bound track, and then all women—white women, and young 
women of color—put into the business major [laughs] for the most part. 

Garcia: 
So how was the— 

Muñoz: 
That was happening, but in terms of the student body as a whole, I mean, my experience was 
different compared to Roosevelt or Lincoln. 

Garcia: 
And how were things there, what was the difference? 

Muñoz: 
There was much more of a Chicano-majority student body. And therefore, there was more of a— 
the problem was more observable, okay? 

Garcia: 
Because it was more of a large community? 
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Muñoz: 
Exactly, exactly. I think that had to do with it. But nevertheless, by the time I was in college, I 
had realized what happened to me in terms of the tracking system, see? So that kind of did it for 
me. I mean, that was the common denominator that all of us experienced, regardless of whether 
you were at a place like Belmont High, that was not a majority Chicano high school, to a place 
like Lincoln High and Roosevelt and Garfield. The common denominator was that all of us were 
being put into tracking systems, except in those other schools, because they were primarily 
Mexican, there were a few of us who got into the academic college-bound track—very few. So 
that was, I think, the kicker. That was sort of the difference—I mean the common denominator 
that everyone could relate to, and therefore make more of an agreement upon, about the action 
that we needed to take. Because that all resulted in the high school high drop-out rate amongst 
our youth. 

Garcia: 
Tired of the tracking system? 

Muñoz: 
Matter of fact, that was one of the things that I spoke about extensively, in organizing meetings 
throughout the community and other college campuses to get more and more supporters. I said, 
“We owe it to our young brothers and sisters, primos y primas coming out that are right now at 
this high school. We owe it to them—to make it better for them. To make the conditions better 
for them so that they don’t have to go through what we went through—having to struggle against 
the tracking system, have to struggle, going to college unprepared and not having the preparation 
necessary to survive academically.” Because a lot of us would get to community college, and 
then that was it, we’d drop out. It happened to me—I think I mentioned about it. 

Garcia: 
Yes, you got frustrated going to school— 

Muñoz: 
I got frustrated, and I volunteer drafted for the army! [laughs] So I could relate to all of that, and 
so I forcibly spoke to that issue, and successfully, so that everywhere I went, I got more and 
more support, so we were able to— 

Garcia: 
Were you mainly speaking to the parents and the community members, or students and high 
school students? 

Muñoz: 
Across the board. 

Garcia: 
And so how did you actually start getting into the schools and— 

Muñoz: 
Well, we never got into the schools. 
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Garcia: 
—so the teachers like Sal Castro— 

Muñoz: 
They would be outside of the school—obviously, no, we would never be able to get—we never 
got permission to speak in the schools.  

Garcia: 
And the teachers—I mean, they weren’t really organizing in the schools? 

Muñoz: 
Right. 

Garcia: 
Maybe those students would go back and organize themselves? 

Muñoz: 
Right, exactly. So that’s what happened. That’s exactly what happened, because as the 
momentum accelerated, the high school kids that went to our meetings in the community and all 
that, they got turned on, and they would go back and speak up and talk up and things with other 
friends and classmates. And so that created a critical mass of high school student leadership. 

Garcia: 
And did you guys feel you were getting a lot of support from the schools? I mean, as it got 
closer, maybe to March—did you guys have a date set? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, we set a date. We set a date, and Wilson High School that was a small—Wilson High 
School at that time maybe was about—I don’t know—20 percent Chicano at the most. It was 
primarily a white school, Wilson High, which is—you know Wilson High? 

Garcia: 
Yes, I know where Wilson is, I’m just trying to think— [laughs] —where did all the white 
people live? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. Well, at that time, it was— 

Garcia: 
Pasadena, and— 

Muñoz: 
Yes, toward that direction, and I think Alhambra and—I think basically near Alhambra, Wilson 
High, that area. And maybe there was another area. I forget what they used to call it, it’s been so 
long. But basically at that point and time in history, it was largely a white school, Wilson High. 

Garcia: 
Oh, that’s really strange. 
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Muñoz: 
Yes. And now it’s different. 

Garcia: 
That would be interesting—something to teach students, too, is just like the ground and just how 
different— 

[Speaking over one another] 

Muñoz: 
Yes. So anyway, the point is that they jumped the gun. [laughs] We had agreed on this date, and 
they did it, I think, one or two days earlier. They took off on their own—a couple hundred kids. 

Garcia: 
Sheeh. 

Muñoz: 
So that kind of took— 

Garcia: 
What happened with that, I mean, was it just— 

Muñoz: 
Well we—there was not much to do about it, I mean it was done, it was a done deal, right? So we 
were concerned for a little while that maybe it would take away the thrust of having a real, 
explosive city-wide, East LA-wide blowout. But it didn’t work out that way. We still had 
success, as I mentioned before. 

Garcia: 
How was that treated, though—the Wilson one, I mean? Did they get a lot of media attention— 

Muñoz: 
They didn’t get a lot, but they got some media attention. 

Garcia: 
And how did the school react to it? I mean, were they kind of— 

Muñoz: 
They kind of just did the typical response, suspended the kids, kind of just dealt with at that 
level. 

Garcia: 
And then they go back to school and walk out again with you guys, or was it just— 

Muñoz: 
I don’t remember that. I don’t think so. Well, it can’t be, because I think, as I remember, it was 
basically Lincoln, Roosevelt, and Garfield, and then Jefferson—some black kids in support 
walked out of Jefferson High School, which is in South Central. Pero— 
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Garcia: 
Was it as successful as you guys— 

Muñoz: 
It was beyond our fondest hopes. 

Garcia: 
Yes, because just even having seen the video, it’s just like: “Wow!” I mean, it looks like all the 
kids walked out. But I’m sure there must have been some that stayed in. 

Muñoz: 
Oh sure. I know there probably were, but I mean, Lincoln High—I know Lincoln High was the 
one that had the most—I would say maybe 90 percent—at least 90 percent of the kids walked 
out. And then maybe, like, 60 or 70 percent at Garfield and Roosevelt. 

Garcia: 
In the film, it shows one of the students—I think it was from Garfield—denouncing the walkouts 
and saying they don’t agree with it, that the students are saying they don’t agree with it. Was 
there a lot of that reaction at Roosevelt? 

Muñoz: 
No, it was about the only place, actually— 

Garcia: 
Garfield. 

Muñoz: 
Yes. 

Garcia: 
And why was that? What kind of— 

Muñoz: 
Well, because at Garfield, you did have—probably at Garfield, compared to other places, you 
had more Chicano kids that were on the academic college-bound track.  

Garcia: 
So they maybe couldn’t relate to as much the issues? 

Muñoz: 
Exactly.  

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
They were doing a lot of [schooling at all that?] So that was kind of a division in terms of that 
political division. Other factor were teachers—there were teachers who actively opposed us that 
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went out of their way to organize these kind of students against us to denounce the action that we 
were taking. It was beyond our fondest dreams. We didn’t expect it to be as good as it was. And, 
again, I think I mentioned in my book that we didn’t expect to launch a movement, either—the 
Chicano movement that came up—but that was what we did. Because being the first mass action 
like that in the history of this country—Mexican American action—it did have an impact across 
the Southwest that was followed up in Colorado by Corky Gonzáles’ organization, and in Texas 
José Angel Gutiérrez and those people who were launching the La Raza Unida Party. So they 
used the walkouts, also—the blowouts—as the organizing tool. So out of that, that’s what 
happened—that was the consequence of it. 

Garcia: 
Now, how did things play out? I mean, I was surprised: I always thought it was a couple days, 
but it lasted for about a week-and-a-half? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. 

Garcia: 
I mean, so the students—I mean, would they go back to school every day, or would they just go 
out right in front of the school every day?  

Muñoz: 
Well, they would stay out of school—most of them would stay out of school and just go up to the 
demonstrations. Some did go to school, and walked out again. [laughs] 

Garcia: 
Was it right when they walked out? I mean, figuring that, I guess, students from different schools 
all met up somewhere. I remember seeing in the film that at a park it seemed like they were 
having like a rally and stuff. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, that one that you’re speaking of, that particular one took place at the board of education 
office near Lincoln Heights. There was a park there, too, but it was one of the offices of the 
board of education there. It was not the main office, but it was the closest one to march to. 
[laughter] 

Garcia: 
And were police out there for the day? And stayed there the whole week? 

Muñoz: 
Oh, police were all over the place. I think I mentioned—did I mention that I was, matter of fact, 
selected to be one of the UMAS leaders to represent us with on the police. 

Garcia: 
I had no idea. 
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Muñoz: 
Oh, let me mention that. It is an important item. Yes, my job during the walkouts was to make 
sure that everything was done legal—what was legal to do in terms of protest. In other words, we 
didn’t want the kids to get in trouble. We didn’t want—beyond getting in trouble for walking 
out. [laughs] 

Garcia: 
So—little things like walking the street medians? 

Muñoz: 
Some places we could only walk on the sidewalk. We couldn’t walk on the street, so— 

Garcia: 
Little technicalities like that. 

Muñoz: 
Right, I would pass the word down through all the organizers down the line, “Okay, man, the 
next few blocks, the cops said only on the sidewalk, you can’t take the street.” So then, “Okay, 
we can take the street now,” in terms of, like, the cop would tell you, “Okay, this is all right, you 
can use the street.” And all the way down. That was kind of the thing that I was involved with. 
And obviously, don’t do—don’t have the kids doing any property damage, or whatever—burn 
down the school, or doing crazy stuff.  

So I remember, for example, having to get up—I think it was at Roosevelt. Yes. At Roosevelt, 
there was a little park across the street, as I remember, where we were speaking out—UMAS 
people were speaking out and getting the word out about the blowout, this and that, and then try 
to tell the kids why this is being done. I remember getting on top of—I forget what it was—a 
trash can, or something we had—[laughs]—getting on top and making it very clear: “Just be 
respectful, don’t cuss your teachers out, don’t break windows, don’t do anything crazy,” you 
know what I’m saying? You know what I mean: “Just be peaceful.” 

Garcia: 
Yes, control it. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, control it, and walk out peacefully. So this same cop, unbeknownst to me at that time, 
testified to the grand jury—you know what a grand jury is? 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
I mean, it’s a secret kind of a thing. It’s not open to the reporters, it just kind of takes place 
behind closed doors. The grand jury issues indictments for people who are doing unlawful 
things, generally speaking. So this guy went to—unbeknownst to us, there was already—even 
prior to the walkouts, there was already police intelligence at work. People amongst us were 
informants. 
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Garcia: 
How? I mean—you guys had just started in ’67, why was it— 

Muñoz: 
Well, because the COINTELPRO had already started. 

Garcia: 
They were just paranoid, is that all and they were just— 

Muñoz: 
Well, once the Black power—I take it back. The COINTELPRO first started with the civil rights 
movement, actually, as I remember where King was under strict FBI surveillance and other civil 
rights leaders—remember that? So part of this process had already started, and it was not just 
limited to the FBI, but every police department, in big cities in particular, had established a 
political intelligence division, okay? So that what would happen is that— 

##[4A] 

Garcia: 
So they were probably already in place in Los Angeles in, I guess, maybe ‘65— 

Muñoz: 
Oh, sure. The LAPD—I forget when—but it started really, really early on having this political 
intelligence and placing policemen—Chicano policemen. Matter of fact—did I mention the 
Brown Berets? 

Garcia: 
Yes, you were talking about that, how it was just the little beret that tipped them off to making 
the connection with the Panthers— 

Muñoz: 
Right, right. And I don’t know if I mentioned this, but the kid that became—well, kid—I mean, 
also he was a cop. Did I mention that? 

Garcia: 
Yes. I remember you telling me. I think you were telling me—it wasn’t here, wasn’t last week 
that you were telling me before—about—was it that you guys didn’t know until you were seeing 
him testify— 

Muñoz: 
Yes, right, right. Yes, okay, so that’s the example—did I say that on the tape?  

Garcia: 
No, it wasn’t. So let’s talk about it one more time. 

Muñoz: 
Okay, right, well let me make it for the tape here. When I would have meetings in my apartment 
of these young men who had decided to create the Brown Beret organization, who—two of the 
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leaders were my students in my first Chicano politics class at Cal State LA in ‘68. So they—no I 
take it back, they were my first students in ‘67, before we created Chicano studies. It was a class 
that Ralph Guzman set up for EOP students—the first EOP students that were coming in. And so 
that’s how I met him. Anyway, the point is, the important point here is that in these meetings, 
there was this kid who became the prime minister— 

Garcia: 
You were telling me—minister of defense? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, minister of defense, right. He was the minister of defense. He was the guy entrusted with 
the security and protections of the key leaders, right? And I’ll never forget, we would always, 
being young guys, have a beer—have a meeting, have a beer, and talk. And he would never take 
the beer, because he was always saying, “Oh, no, no, I have got to be completely on duty.” 

Garcia: 
Sheesh. On duty, sure. 

Muñoz: 
“I don’t drink while I’m on duty.” Oh, wow—that’s the cop! [laughs] But there were always 
provocateurs that were placed there. Like in the walkouts, for example, there were guys who got 
up there—never saw them before—that would start saying, “Yes—burn down the— do this, do 
that.” Trying to egg on the kids to do something illegal, so that the cops would have the 
opportunity, or rather, have the excuse of coming down physically on the kids, you know what 
I’m saying? 

Garcia: 
And they were already all in place by the time of the walkout?  

Muñoz: 
Oh, they knew what we were up to. It was not a secret thing, I mean it was open. We had 
community meetings, this and that, so it was not a, quote, “secret” action. 

Garcia: 
So they were already in place when you guys— 

Muñoz: 
Oh, sure. 

Garcia: 
—and the cops were out there waiting with you guys as well. 

Muñoz: 
Like I said, we created liaisons. We wanted to make sure we knew what was legal, so we 
definitely had to let the cops know ahead of time we were going to do this and do that. Of course, 
unbeknownst to me, I kept on seeing guys in suits with cameras, taking pictures of us. And I 
assumed at that point, “Well, they’re probably reporters but they looked like cops—but they’re 
probably reporters.” [laughs]  
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They were FBI agents or members of the LAPD political intelligence unit that were keeping—
we were under surveillance, unbeknownst to us, at that point, put it that way. So then, by the 
time the blowouts were over, immediately the grand jury started its proceedings against us. So 
we didn’t know about this, although the word came out. Somehow the word did come out, and I 
assume—I never got it documented—but I assume it was from people who were being invited to 
speak to the grand jury about what they saw, and being informants. But not assigned informants, 
although we had those people there too, like this cop, for example, that I was working with—
that’s just what I was getting at, that was very key. The Chicano cop that I was working with, in 
the grand jury testified against me. He singled me out as the guy that was advocating violence to 
the kids: “Do this, break windows—” But I was saying: “Don’t break windows, don’t—” 

Garcia: 
Was some of that going on though during the walkouts, with the kids— 

Muñoz: 
Oh, there were kids that were trying— 

Garcia: 
—tossing trash— 

Muñoz: 
Yes, there’s always that—trying to kid around or—they didn’t give a shit about the politics about 
it, but they just wanted to—[laughs]—just wanted to do something “fun,” unquote, right?  

So, definitely, there were those kids around, and there were some broken windows here and 
there, but not to the extent of doing extensive damage. But that’s what happened, so I was 
identified in the grand jury as one of the instigators—one of the outside agitators that had been 
advocating that the kids do illegal things. So that’s how I got indicted with twelve others, in 
terms of the role I played in the blowouts as one of the organizers. I was identified as one of the 
provocateurs, one of the instigators. 

Garcia: 
The way it did play out, the thirteen people that were indicted, were they actually the main 
organizers? 

Muñoz: 
No, no, no, no, they weren’t. Some of them weren’t. Matter of fact, there were four Brown 
Berets that were indicted—they weren’t at all.  

Garcia: 
Just because they were wearing that brown beret? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. I mean, they did show up at one—they showed up to Garfield, I believe, those Brown 
Berets. And they did—at that time, they wanted to do their thing—and so they did confront the 
cops at some point. But they weren’t violent, but they confronted them. The cops therefore 
identified them as— 
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Garcia: 
You were talking about how they really took off, I guess, after the blowouts—the Brown Berets. 
I mean, before, they were just kind of wearing their brown beret and— 

Muñoz: 
Yes, they were beginning to talk about becoming an organization with the support of the La Raza 
newspaper staff. I assume, though I never got it documented, I assume that that Episcopalian 
priest was egging them on, encouraging them to become an organization that would represent the 
defense of the barrio. But more importantly, which was a positive thing that they were being 
encouraged to do, is to become an organization that promoted brown pride, instill pride in 
culture, but also they would eventually become a force in stopping gang warfare. 

Garcia: 
I never heard that. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, and take on police brutality issues and get involved with the gang kids to keep them on the 
right path. And so that’s what they eventually got into, after the walkouts. So, their issue 
therefore was never really, “Oh, yes, we’re going to be like UMAS advocating educational 
change, blah blah blah.” Obviously, they supported it, but they were more into the issues of 
police brutality and stopping gang warfare. 

Garcia: 
Oh, I never knew about that. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, right. 

Garcia: 
And you said you were already organizing with them, too, before the blowouts? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, but see, before that, we began to talk about these things, and they were asking advice. I was 
kind of like their, quote, one of their “advisors,” unquote. 

Garcia: 
[laughing] I remember. 

Muñoz: 
I remember, right: their advisor, someone they respected, who they wanted to flush out some 
ideas about organizing on the issues and so forth. And so that’s what I was helping them with, so 
that’s how I know this is what they wanted to do. So eventually, they did recruit ex-gang 
members into the Brown Berets, and they started having an impact, actually, in a lot of ways. 
Taking on police brutality, taking on the police harassment of gang members in the community, 
they got a lot of respect. By that time, they got a lot of respect from the gangs—gang kids, street 
kids. So that became their focus of organizing, as opposed to joining UMAS in terms of those 
other issues. 
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Garcia: 
Were there a lot of older guys, too? 

Muñoz: 
Well, eventually. See, now what happened was that eventually, given their focus on gangs, the 
connection between the gang members and their brothers in the prisons took place. So then, the 
Brown Beret reputation got into the prisons. So guys coming out of prison got turned on to the 
idea of the Brown Beret, so they joined the Brown Beret’s. So before long, there was a bunch of 
pintos. You know what “pinto” means? Ex-convicts were becoming part of Brown Berets, which 
didn’t help the Brown Beret image, especially with the police, right—because this is what 
happened was happening with the Black Panther Party exactly. The Black Panthers were, in fact 
recruiting from the prisons as well. So, that did it: “So the Brown Beret is the Brown Panther 
Party!”  

Garcia: 
[whistles] Criminal activity and everything, they probably assumed? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, they assumed all that. But it was one of those things that—of course, being ex-convicts, 
they didn’t really have much of a—in terms of the community at large, they had no respect, 
because in our community, of course, the ex-convict doesn’t get much respect, I mean. Well, 
they don’t get much respect in the society at large, but especially, in our communities, because 
it’s such a— in terms of those issues, we’re [into] conservative politics, I think, in general. So 
the Brown Berets had very little to do with the walkouts, though they probably would argue the 
opposite. That was their reputation: that they were going to be the—whachamacallit—the 
militant arm of the movement. They would “by any means necessary,” defend the high school 
kids kind of a thing, you know what I’m saying?  

Garcia: 
Were they really needed in that respect that much, or did they just go out there? 

Muñoz: 
Well— 

Garcia: 
For a lot of show, maybe? 

Muñoz: 
I think it was mostly show, although I felt very uncomfortable with that, actually, for a while, 
because I didn’t see—when UMAS people started wearing brown berets I started—not from my 
chapter of this: they knew where I stood with my chapter at Cal State LA. See, I make it very 
clear, I argued that Brown Berets are brothers, and eventually young women were into this as 
well—brothers and sisters, we should support them and respect them. It’s a mutual respect type 
of thing, but they’ve got their own agenda and their own priorities, and we’ve got our own 
agenda and our own priorities. And so I don’t want to recommend that we also do brown berets. 
Everyone had to do their role. But in other chapters like UCLA and Cal State Northridge, there 
was definitely a change, and they would come to UMAS meeting with brown berets! [laughing] 
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Garcia: 
Yes. It must have been really appealing, too, I mean, after— 

Muñoz: 
Oh, of course, and the Che Guevara image by that time became much more out there. So it was 
that kind of radical image that was very symbolic. There was no ideological foundation to it, like 
the Black Panther Party. They started communism, they started—Mao Tse-tung—they sold red 
books! [laughing] 

Garcia: 
The Little Red Book. 

Muñoz: 
They armed themselves. They were really into some serious stuff, right? I mean, they were really 
into a well-defined Left, anti-capitalist, anti-imperialist ideology, whereas the Brown Berets were 
not. The Brown Berets never got to that point. 

Garcia: 
More of an identity issue with the Brown Berets? 

Muñoz: 
It was always identity, brown pride, and self-determination, of course: self-determination of the 
barrio against police brutality and harassment. They never really, as I remember—even you look 
now in terms of the documents, in terms of what their ideology was, you couldn’t see—I don’t 
remember seeing anything in there that would be close to classified as Marxist or socialist kinds 
of— 

Garcia: 
You think they might have had goals and stuff but not really ideology? 

Muñoz: 
No, they never really developed—they remained, in my mind, cultural nationalist in ideology, 
which was the first phase of UMAS as well—cultural nationalist, in the sense that identity was it, 
anti-racism and identity. So, they were, like UMAS, an anti-racist, Chicano identity advocate for 
self-determination, in my mind, they were never really revolutionary nationalist, meaning—what 
I mean by that ideology is it was combining the nationalist identity kind of Black Power thrust 
with socialist principles.  

Garcia: 
Actual political and social agendas [were their means?] 

Muñoz: 
Exactly, exactly. Whereas the Brown Berets never got to that point. But again, they did play a 
role, and their image was there to be part of the blowouts, eventually, and after that, they took 
off, because they became a very visible, militant barrio organization. 

Garcia: 
They took off on their own direction with their own agenda? 
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Muñoz: 
Right. Yes. 

Garcia: 
You said a lot of them were indicted as part of that LA thirteen, or a good number of them? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. 

Garcia: 
A good number of the thirteen were— 

Muñoz: 
There were four Brown Berets in that group that was indicted. 

Garcia: 
Were all of them—well, you said the four—I mean, none of them were really involved in the 
actual organization— 

Muñoz: 
No, they were not involved in the actual—I don’t remember going to a meeting where those guys 
were there, in terms of organizing the walkouts, no. 

Garcia: 
But they were present, right? 

Muñoz: 
They were present.  

Garcia: 
And they were part of the Garfield group that met in front of the police, and that’s why they were 
indicted? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, right. And therefore—let’s see, there was four Brown Berets, and then there was about three 
or four UMAS, and then there was a Mapista, and Sal Castro the teacher, and that was the 
breakdown, more or less. Thinking about it, there may have been more UMAS people, I don’t 
remember off-hand. 

Garcia: 
But were a good number of them actually, like, legitimate people actually organizing? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, well the question was—no, I would say out of the thirteen, I would say maybe seven had a 
direct role to play in the organizing.  
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Garcia: 
Were they actually, like—you were the police liaison—I mean, actual organizing aspects and 
duties that they had during the walkouts? I mean, that what these other people were doing as 
well. Sal Castro, of course in the school, speaking with students— 

Muñoz: 
Yes, but he was doing it not publicly, because being a teacher, you know what I’m saying? 
Although he did talk about it to kids on campus, obviously, and identified the kids who wanted 
to be part of it. He would—in turn, those kids would have friends at Garfield or Roosevelt. So 
that’s how the high school students got involved: basically, through Sal Castro. Yes, that was 
basically it.  

Garcia: 
How did it actually work out with the indictment? Did they pick all of you guys up at once? 

Muñoz: 
Okay, no, that was—  

Garcia: 
You said in the book it was around May, I guess—late May? 

Muñoz: 
Let’s see—Sal Castro and I were picked up and put in the county jail separate from everybody 
else. I guess they identified Sal and me as the key guys, because I guess we were older, I don’t 
know what it was. And so they threw us in the county jail with real criminals. [laughs] I mean, 
they put me in a cell, overcrowded cell—I don’t know about Sal’s experience in his cell that he 
was in. But they put me in an overcrowded cell with a murderer, a guy who had committed 
armed robbery, a guy who was a drug kingpin in the barrio, and somebody who forged checks—
a check forger, whatever. And then one undocumented young immigrant—a teenaged kid, I 
think—seemed like a teenager to me, really young-looking. But basically, there were six of us in 
that cell with only four beds. And so two got to sleep on the floor—it was that kid and me! 
[laughs]  

One of the criminals there—let’s just say, to be fair, “alleged criminals,” right? That’s what they 
were in for, I don’t know if they had been convicted yet, of their crimes. But they thought I was a 
plant—an undercover agent that had been thrown in there to get information, although I was 
really very scared—I feared for my life at that point—I don’t know if I mentioned before the 
incident when they arrested me? 

Garcia: 
I remember hearing a little bit about it in the documentary. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, where I for sure thought the cops were going to kill me, that’s what they wanted to do. After 
they found—I don’t know if I mentioned this, I think I did in the video—that I was in the process 
of working on a paper in a graduate seminar I was taking on international communism, and 
therefore I had all these books on my kitchen table—Karl Marx, Lenin, Trotsky. [laughs] So 
when the cops broke into my apartment, they saw all that, and that was the evidence: “This guy 
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is a Communist, this guy is subversive, this guy is dangerous and armed,” but they couldn’t find 
the arms, obviously, but that’s what they were looking for. So they thought I was a real bad guy. 
To the cops, they didn’t know any better. But the words “armed and dangerous”— 

Garcia: 
“Armed subversive.” 

Muñoz: 
“Armed subversive,” so these guys got to be— so I thought I was going to get killed, for sure, 
after the guy, the good guy, told me to take ten steps and make a run for it. I thought of various 
things: “I’m not going to fall for that one,” I thought to myself. I told them, “Okay, put the cuffs 
on me.”  

Garcia: 
How was it they actually broke down the door and went in? Did you come out at that point? 

Muñoz: 
Well, they didn’t break the door down, but what happened was that I had a—like one of those 
chain things? It was two o’clock in the morning, approximately. I’m working on my paper, I’m 
in my underwear— 

Garcia: 
Oh, so you were awake. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, I was working on my paper, and I heard a “Boom, boom, boom,” knocks on my door. I 
thought maybe a neighbor was in trouble, and maybe wanted some help or something, right? So I 
went in and opened the door through that crack, to see they were cops and all. “You’re under 
arrest! Blah blah blah,” and “Boom!” [with sound of hand slapping table] and then they just ran 
in. Of course the door snapped the chains—I remember being thrown to the floor, face down to 
the floor, guns pointing at me. There were quite a few cops that came in there—I didn’t get an 
exact count—it was chaotic. I was living in an apartment—you know those kinds of apartments 
that the bedrooms are upstairs? Studio kind of? I don’t know what they call them.  

And so my wife and two kids—young kids—were upstairs in the bedroom. Zoomed up there and 
scared the shit out of my family. They woke up crying and screaming. My ex-wife was crying 
and screaming, and there I was—being questioned and I was under arrest, and all that, and 
hearing this guy: “Hey, here’s evidence. God-damned commie bullshit,” and so forth. “Where’s 
your guns? Where’s your arms?” So I said, “I don’t have any” and so they went through all the 
closets. And then: “Put on your clothes!” whatever. So that was a real scary moment in my life. 
I’ll never forget it. If you’ve gone through that experience—take ten steps, or whatever—and go 
on in the squad car, and after to jail, I said, “Wow—I never thought in my worst nightmares I 
was going to go through this.” Here I was—I’d been an honor student in high school, I had been 
an athlete, I had served my country in the army, the U.S. army, and here I am: “What is this? Is 
this for being involved in a nonviolent protest against racism?” So that really radicalized me.  

Garcia: 
You were saying last time in the interview that— 
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Muñoz: 
I said: “You know what?” I said to myself, and then going through the scary thing with Sal? I 
said, “This is no democracy in this country. I’m going to have to fight to—“ 

[Interruption] 

Do you want to test it? It’s stopping. 

Garcia: 
It might be the batteries. I’ll keep an eye on it, make sure it keeps recording. 

Muñoz: 
Yes. Make sure you keep an eye on the red lights. If it doesn’t go off and on, then the batteries 
are okay. 

So anyway, where were we? So then— 

Garcia: 
How long did they actually keep you there in the cell? Were you there—? 

Muñoz: 
I think I was in there three or four days, maybe five days, before I was bailed out. But it was—
things seemed like an eternity to me. I was bailed. I learned later the reason I was bailed out had 
to do with the presidential campaign. Our supporters, after we were busted—oh, before I forget, I 
don’t want to forget—you asked me where everybody, whether everybody was busted or not. Let 
me get that first. Sal Castro and I, like I said before, were put into the county jail. And then there 
were about four or five that were also busted, and they were put in the glass house—the city 
jail—together in one cell, okay? And then there were—let me see, how many? That’s about 
seven, mas o menos, right? 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
And then there were about four more that were in Washington D.C. participating in the People’s 
March that Dr. King had organized—before his assassination it was organized and then 
Reverend Abernathy took the leadership over it. It was called The Poor Peoples’ March, on 
Washington. And so they were there, participating in that march. One guy took off to Cuba. 
Brown Beret—one of the Brown Berets took off to Cuba, which kind of further reinforced the 
notion that the Brown Berets were Communists, right? [laughing] But I guess that guy at that 
point thought he was, I don’t know. 

Garcia: 
Did he get in? 

Muñoz: 
Oh, yes, he was in Cuba for a while. But I don’t know how long, to be honest with you, but most 
of the time “in exile,” unquote, he was in El Paso. 
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Garcia: 
At that point—was it Bobby Seale who went over there, too? 

Muñoz: 
I don’t remember off-hand. 

Garcia: 
No Black Panther went over there? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, there were Black Panthers, there was one, yes—so anyway, the point is, that’s what 
happened, so not everybody was busted and served time, like we did. They were arrested later, 
afterwards, in time for the—I don’t remember, my memory is hazy here, I will have to check it, 
but as I recall, they were all present—after we were all bailed out, they were all present later on 
in terms of the preliminary trial proceedings. Except that guy who went into exile, one of the 
Brown Berets. It was Carlos—I forget his last name—Carlos Montez. 

Garcia: 
He’s the one who went to Cuba? 

Muñoz: 
And Carlos Montez, interesting, according to my attorneys, there was confusion between Carlos 
Montez and Carlos Muñoz on the part of some. [laughing] I think I suffered the consequences of 
being identified as Carlos— the other Carlos! Anyway, the point here now is that, getting back to 
what I was saying, we were bailed out by Senator Gene McCarthy, who was, at the time, in the 
primary against Bobby Kennedy for the Democratic party nomination for president in ’68. And 
we had gone—our supporters had gone to the Kennedy campaign for support to get us out of jail 
and support us. Bobby Kennedy had refused, on the grounds that, as a presidential candidate, he 
could not get involved in local issues, which was a real turn-off. 

Whereas Gene McCarthy clearly had that—he was approached by a member of his staff, who 
was Rene Nuñez, who was one of the guys that was one of our supporters—right off the bat: 
“Yes, get them out. Get the money out of our account”—I don’t know what account it was—
“and put the bail out.” Our bail, by the way, as I remember, was even higher than for a 
murderer—suspected murderer. I mean, we were really hot there! But we were bailed out by 
McCarthy. 

Garcia: 
All of them? 

Muñoz: 
All of us that were in jail at that time, there were about seven of us. With no strings attached—I 
mean, I wasn’t asked by the supporter that made it possible to get us out “Oh, you got to vote for 
McCarthy, or work on his campaign” or whatever—nothing, nada. I think I voted for him—
[laughing]—I was obviously grateful, after I learned about it, I mean. And I got turned off to the 
Kennedys. That was the last thing, after having cried after the assassination of Kennedy—when 
he was assassinated—that I told you, I think I mentioned? 
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I no longer had any sympathy for the Kennedys. [laughter] Because to me, it was really a 
contradiction, hypocrisy—here he was supposed to be one of the people advocating our cause in 
American politics. 

Garcia: 
And he doesn’t want to help you out? 

Muñoz: 
And he doesn’t want to help us out in this time of need. So that’s what happened. 

Garcia: 
Did the trial go on for— 

Muñoz: 
No, no—there was no trial. That was because—well, first of all, there was a split within the 
thirteen activists, in terms of the people who wanted to be martyrs, and the people who did not. It 
was very interesting. Let me explain. A guy by the name of Oscar Acosta—have you heard of 
him? 

Garcia: 
No. 

Muñoz: 
Oscar Acosta is a very famous literary personality in Chicano literature. He was one of the first 
writers to emerge. He wrote a book: The Brown Buffalo and The Revolt of the Cockroach People, 
he wrote later on. They’re classics, because they’re classics in Chicano literature. And he was 
also a lawyer and an activist who had been a dope-head up here in San Francisco, who got 
involved with the hippie crowd, who was in drugs and all that, and then cleaned himself up, I 
guess, maybe he did. He became a lawyer and then moved to LA when he heard all these 
walkout were going on, and so he got turned on to the whole “get down there right where the 
action is” kind of things. So he became the lawyer for a handful of the indictees, and convinced 
them: “If you guys can plead guilty, then it’s going to be a major thing for the movement, for the 
radical movement to really take hold in this country, the Chicano Movement. We need martyrs 
of the movement,” and the guys fell for it. I didn’t, and the Brown Berets didn’t either. It was an 
interesting breakdown: the Brown Berets, myself, and one other guy, I think the Mapista, on one 
side: “Hey, we don’t have time to be martyrs.” I think my response was, “I am needed out there 
right now as an organizer—that’s where I want to be.” Not to mention that I was the father of 
two young kids. So I didn’t see—[laughing] I didn’t want to be a martyr! 

Garcia: 
How about Sal Castro? 

Muñoz: 
Oh, he was with me, too.  

Garcia: 
He didn’t want to be any martyr? 
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Muñoz: 
He didn’t want to be a martyr either, so that was another guy. So, what happened is that the guys 
who wanted to be martyrs chose este, this guy to be their lawyer. The Brown Berets wound up 
getting a law firm that came to their support, that were known for their progressive credentials, 
and who had supported a lot of radicals over time, including Communists and so forth. Sal 
picked a Chicano lawyer, a personal friend of his, who was a very well-connected Democrat in 
public circles. And I picked ACLU [American Civil Liberties Union]—Ralph Guzman, my 
mentor, was a member of ACLU and asked one of the lawyers to represent me. So that’s how it 
broke down in terms of the legal defense team. So obviously, there was a lot of politics within 
the legal defense team. I remember bumping into Oscar Acosta in the barrio, and he invited me 
for a beer at the local bar. So we went and had a beer, and trying to convince me to let him 
represent me. By that time, I had known about—I got his background checked through my 
sources—through my “Chicano intelligence” sources! [laughter] I would always be cracking up 
when I was speaking—we have an “El CIA”—the CIA known as the Chicano Intelligence 
Agency!  

So I had found out about this guy’s drug habit back up here, and had found out that he was crazy, 
basically, and that he had lost a case—a very incompetent lawyer. And I told him, I said, “This is 
what I know about you, Oscar, and I sure as hell don’t want you representing me either—you’re 
a lousy lawyer, man. And you want us to be martyred? I don’t agree with your defense strategy.” 
I remember him being really tearful. Wow. And he was a big guy, too. And like, man, I had 
shattered his ego up there. I was just trying to be honest with the guy: “I don’t want you to be my 
lawyer.” 

 So—he was a real weird guy—real bad case, psycho kind of. As a footnote, he later ran for 
sheriff of LA County. 

Garcia: 
Sheesh. 

Muñoz: 
—and, of course, lost. And then he disappeared. There are two scenarios that people who knew 
him have. One is that he got killed in a drug thing; another one is that he was in the process of 
coming from Mexico with drugs—so I guess it had to do with drugs, both scenarios—that was 
one scenario, actually. The other scenario, I always remember, was that he had gone 
underground because he was afraid for his life. 

Garcia: 
Just disappeared? 

Muñoz: 
Disappeared. No one has ever known, even to this day— 

Garcia: 
Where he is? 



64 

 

Muñoz: 
—where he is, what really happened to him. It’s really strange. My take on that is that he was 
undercover. That’s my take on it, because this guy was out doing crazy things, in terms of— 

Garcia: 
That doesn’t sound— 

Muñoz: 
No. So anyway, so then we never came to trial because of all the political maneuvering going on. 
Plus, then the FBI decided to put all its resources into Chicago—defend Chicago, in any case. 
Also in ‘68, later on in ‘68, they had the Democratic party convention. Right. And so, it was the 
Chicago Eight, then Bobby Seale got—I don’t know what happened, but it was the Chicago 
Seven after that—very famous legal case that they brought to trial. So that took the line right 
away from us. I’m convinced to this day that that’s why we never got a trial, because they 
decided that that was much more of a critical thing to take on, to test that law—conspiracy. 

Garcia: 
So about how long did the whole—? 

Muñoz: 
It took two years. It was a two-year process of court maneuvering and stuff that we went 
through. So, technically, we were out on bail for two years. So I felt kind of like I had this ton of 
bricks on my shoulders, man, that— 

Garcia: 
You must have gone to grad school, right? 

Muñoz: 
I decided, hey, if I’m going to be in prison for sixty-six years—because at that time, I thought 
that we would be found guilty, I mean, I just expected the worst—I might as well develop my 
intellect, my intellectual capacity. But what a wreck—I was already a frustrated grad student, 
and I had gotten a lot of support after the indictment and prison experience. Even the president of 
the university came out in public in my support. 

Garcia: 
Yes, that’s what I was guessing. You talk in your book right after—was it after you got out of 
jail?  

Muñoz: 
Yes. 

Garcia: 
Well, it took two years, then the Chicano studies—I mean, not Chicano studies—Mexican 
American studies department was formed there at Cal State LA, and I guess what was going 
through my head is like, those traditional university structures—they’re not going to—they don’t 
want to develop these programs, and on top of that, someone coming out of jail? 
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Muñoz: 
Exactly. Time out. 

##[4B] 

Muñoz: 
—incredible period of time in my life, that I don’t know how I did it—being able to do all these 
different things simultaneously. Being a full-time graduate student, being a full-time father, 
being a full-time activist—I don’t know how I did it. I mean, to this day—I got very little sleep, 
obviously—one way I did it! [laughter] But, 1968 was a real incredible year for me personally, 
as well as for the society at large. I mean, 1968 was a historic year. A lot of things happened in 
‘68. Those people, historians, who are specialists of the sixties historical period all agree that 
1968 was the year that was the most significant of the late sixties, anyway, or the sixties in 
general, because so many dramatic things happened politically in this country and in the world, 
really. Even in the world, ‘68—my God, things were going on. 

Garcia: 
In Mexico— 

Muñoz: 
Mexico, France—Paris, France, Tokyo, Africa—all kinds of things. For some reason, 1968 was 
that kind of year. 

Garcia: 
The stars must have been aligned somehow, or something. 

Muñoz: 
I don’t know. And to me, in my mind, like I said, for some reason, I was able to simultaneously 
do a lot of different things. During the organizing of the walkouts, the idea had come about for 
creating a Mexican American studies program or department, because there was also afoot the 
same thing going on with the black studies—a movement for black studies that I connected with. 
By that time in my mind, I had already become convinced that we were ignored. Not only were 
we an “invisible minority,” unquote, in the society at large, but we were invisible in the history 
books, we didn’t exist! There was only one book, at that time that was—and it had to be 
reprinted, because it was out of print, and we had to—part of the reason it was reprinted is 
because of the demand that came out of our movement. Carey McWilliams, North from Mexico. 
Have you heard of that book? 

Garcia: 
No. 

Muñoz: 
A classic: a classic study—well, it was not a study per se, but it was a book about the history of 
Mexicans in this country. Carey McWilliams was a very progressive lawyer, who, by the way, 
founded the magazine The Nation—The Nation magazine that still exists today. But he did that 
afterwards, after he left California. But he did a lot of writing. Not only was he an attorney, but a 
writer, and an advocate of civil liberties, and who had become very involved with the 1940s 
having to do with the Zoot Suit Riots, and the Sleepy Lagoon case.  
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I don’t really know that history, but in World War II there had been white sailors that had gone 
into East LA and done a lot of damage. Jumped on kids, pachuco-looking kids, and beat them up, 
este, as I remember, even some rapes were reported of young women—Chicanas. And this was a 
time when our men were in the battlefields of World War II, right?  

So Carey McWilliams was one of the people that was a lawyer and a strong supporter of civil 
liberties for Mexican Americans. And his book was really the only one that I read, going through 
my undergraduate years as well as graduate years, about Chicanos, about Mexican Americans. It 
was Carey McWilliams’s North from Mexico. So I had become convinced that, as I continued to 
develop intellectually, that I wanted to what I could to rewrite American history and politics to 
include us in that. So the idea of a Mexican American studies program or department was 
something that I aspired to do as a first-year graduate student. I also got encouragement from 
Ralph Guzman, again, see, who was still trying to complete his PhD. in political science at 
UCLA. So anyway, that was already in play, and in regard to that, I was already having 
discussions with the administration.  

Garcia: 
Were they in a way pretty supportive, or did you get a lot of— 

Muñoz: 
I was very, very diplomatic, I was very respected by the white administrators that I dealt with, 
okay, in particular the vice president—the vice chancellor. At that time they had presidents—I 
don’t know nowadays, I think nowadays they’re chancellors también. But in those days, the UC 
system had chancellors, and the Cal State college system had presidents. And the vice president I 
worked with closely, we got along really well. And then even his secretary—a Chicano secretary 
he had—joined UMAS! [laughter]  

Garcia: 
Insider— 

Muñoz: 
You know what I’m saying? And so my reputation was excellent amongst the white faculty as 
well as the white administrators. I was a very good student, I was an honor student, and as a grad 
student, I was doing very well. So I had all their support. So when I was indicted for conspiracy, 
of course, there was an uproar. There was a lot of support on my campus for me—not for 
everybody else, but for me. And President Greenlee—may he rest in peace—I think he’s passed 
away—came out in the LA Times, saying “Carlos Munoz is an outstanding student leader, blah 
blah blah,” I forget exactly what he said. And so I had that support already. 

So when I came out of jail, and being under indictment, then the Mexican American studies 
proposal that I had asked Ralph Guzman to write, since he was a legitimate member of the 
faculty, with my input, had been completed. But there was a lot of politics. What happened with 
that proposal was that Guzman had written it from a very liberal point of view, and by that time, 
UMAS had kind of radicalized. [laughing] And so we didn’t like the proposal that came out, you 
know! So there was a split, not between me and Ralph Guzman—I tried to be the mediator 
between the radicals in UMAS and Guzman. Some of my younger UMAS—more militant 
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kids—they were little compared to me, they were juniors, I guess—typical junior age, and 
seniors, I guess. And, let’s see, they were your age. How old are you? 

Garcia: 
Twenty, twenty-one? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, twenty, twenty-one-year-old kids. They really got into it! And they couldn’t understand the 
need to sort-of compromise here and there and do that. They took on Ralph Guzman and blasted 
him. I remember the meeting to this day. I remember that it was a very, very bad meeting. He 
was put on the spot, and of course, being a member of the old guard, he didn’t like it. [laughing] 
He didn’t appreciate it! 

 It’s like a kid talking to his father, right, talking in those terms. [laughing] And so he took it that 
way. And so he just walked out. He said, “Forget it. Forget you guys.” So he dropped. He was 
going to be our first department chair. Actually, what he advocated was a center, and we wanted 
a department, that was one of the issues. But he was going to be our first director of the center, or 
first department chair, whatever be the case. So, in a very real sense, he was very much rejected 
by the UMAS majority, and I was asked to be the first chair. And coming right out of prison, of 
course, I had sort of a “credential,” now—not only was I the president of UMAS, but I was, 
quote— 

Garcia: 
One of the LA Thirteen? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, I was a big shot out there, and so they wanted me to do it. It was a role that was very 
awkward for me, being a big shot, being a celebrity, because I just wanted to get my education, 
provide for my family—and become a congressman and show them, know what I mean? 
[laughter]  

Garcia: 
Then you’d be the big shot? 

Muñoz: 
Right. Then all of a sudden I’m in this situation. So anyway, I couldn’t say no, I mean, it was a 
critical time. So I took on the responsibility. So here I was: the outgoing UMAS chair, 
incoming—June came to an end, the semester, and the proposal was approved during the 
summer, so I stepped down as UMAS president and became a first year grad student. No, I take 
it back, I was already a first year grad student. So, but I mean, I stepped down as UMAS 
president, and so then I became the first chair of the first department. And mind you, 
“department” in quotes. Technically a department—we were made a department, but there were 
only two of us—two part-timers. [laughing] 

Garcia: 
And was Ralph Guzman still teaching? 
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Muñoz: 
No, no, no—he was still teaching in political science, but he didn’t want—he dropped out of the 
whole thing, and so it became—. I recruited another grad student in history by the name of 
Gilbert González, who is now professor at Irvine, UC Irvine [University of California, Irvine], 
historian, to develop the course in Chicano history, and I developed the course in Chicano 
politics. And so that was the two courses, and we had no department. 

Garcia: 
That would be something interesting to learn about, too. I mean, that’s what I’m really concerned 
a lot about. I mean, in your time, we weren’t around at all, like you said, we were invisible in 
history. Now they might have put us in here, like you said, César Chavez, he’s the symbol, and 
that’s our representation in the books, but it’s about a lot of other experience. It does, I mean, 
history does always tie back to identity. 

And it’s about building that identity for our community, and different communities nowadays, 
there’s a lot of different communities. 

Muñoz: 
Oh yes, and also simultaneously, now going beyond identity, because times are so complicated, 
identity in and of itself isn’t going to do the trick, and we thought at that time it was—it was a 
major thing. 

Garcia: 
Like you say in your book, there’s a start there— 

Muñoz: 
Exactly. 

Garcia: 
—you need to identify yourself, need to place yourself in society before you can move beyond 
that. 

Muñoz: 
Exactly, exactly. No, you’re right. So the point here is that, getting back to that historical 
moment, is that—Did he really say that? Doesn’t make sense. 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
—is that I don’t know how I was able to do it, I mean, incredible. So, I was saying that— 

[interruption] 

Muñoz: 
It was a two-year period of being on bail, and so I said to myself, “If I’m going to go in for 
prison for sixty-six years, I want to be able to write books in prison.” At that time, one of my 
heroes was a guy named George—oh my God. I forget his last name now. He was a Black 
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Panther who was in prison, who—George Jackson. George Jackson, who wrote a book, Blood in 
My Eye. An incredible book, very, very inspiring in many ways, advocating revolution for blacks 
in this country, based on all the injustices that had been done to blacks. So I—not that I wanted 
to do the same thing given that book, but I wanted to be able to go to prison and be able to write, 
and be able to—at that point, thinking about what I was into, to write about the need to make a 
revolution in this country for us, too. And so that’s why I went into the PhD. program—to 
develop— 

Garcia: 
You went into that, yes? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, I wasn’t thinking of, “Oh man, I want to make an academic career my goal.” By the way, by 
that time, I had decided to forget being a congressman, because I had learned more about the 
political corruption in the system, and I was pretty much turned off now with that idea. 
[laughing] So I would say, “Well, I’m on my way to prison. That’s it, man, it’s going to be my 
destiny, maybe. I want to be prepared to do what I can in prison to make the revolution necessary 
to be made in this country.” So I wanted to learn about revolutionary theory, philosophy and so 
forth, so I decided—that was a major motivation to go into the PhD. program was to learn that, 
become more of a political theorist, and revolutionary theorist. And so that’s what I was 
preparing myself to do. I wasn’t thinking about an academic career, I wasn’t thinking about 
teaching, per se, although when I did get turned off to being a congressman prior to this 
happening, I decided to be a teacher. I wanted to be a high school teacher, or maybe a 
community college teacher. I wasn’t thinking about a university teaching job. So then it took two 
years, and in two years’ time, I completed all my coursework, and teaching simultaneously a 
course at Pitzer College at the Claremont Colleges to make money to survive with. 

Garcia: 
But you—so ’68, ’69 you were at Cal State LA in the master’s program? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. 

Garcia: 
And then ‘70-‘73 you were at Claremont? 

Muñoz: 
No, ‘68-‘69 at Cal State LA, and then ‘69-’70 at Claremont. ‘69-’70. Now, the nice thing about 
my having gone to Claremont, is that they accepted my first year of courses at Cal State LA, see? 
So it was a two-year—basically, anywhere you go, it’s basically a two-year coursework that you 
got to do for a PhD., although some people take longer, nowadays. But in those days, you could 
do a two-year coursework in a PhD. program, and then your dissertation after that. So I was 
lucky, this institution—I was also admitted to Stanford, I don’t know if I mentioned that. 

Garcia: 
No. 
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Muñoz: 
Yes, I was admitted into the Stanford PhD. program in political science as well. And I went to 
Stanford—they invited me to look at the campus and talk to me and all that kind of stuff, and I 
went there, man, and I’m like, “God!” All lily-white Stanford. It was a beautiful campus—I liked 
the campus—but there I would have had to have done not only two years’ course work, but 
probably more, because they wanted me to be a research intern, blah blah blah, a lot of things 
that they were talking about, so it was a longer duration, coupled with the fact that I was going to 
be the only Mexican American there. As I turned out to be at Claremont también, but at least at 
Claremont, which was also basically white, too, obviously, it was closer to the barrio—a stone’s 
throw from East LA. You can still live in the community and commute. But by that time I had 
moved. I did eventually move into El Monte, to be closer so the commute wouldn’t be as long. 

Garcia: 
Right down the [Interstate] 60? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. So anyway, this is the reason why I pursued my PhD. And so two years—I finished my 
coursework in ‘70, and in 1970—I think it was June ‘70, probably about the same time as I 
completed my course work, the case had gone up for review, or whatever it was, to the state 
appellate court, which is like the one below the supreme court. Pretty high up there. Where that 
court had ruled in our favor that there was no basis for a trial, because we were simply pursuing 
our rights as Americans—First Amendment rights of freedom of speech. But the cops had—or 
the attorney general—had the option of pursuing criminal charges separate from the main charge. 
So, in other words, that’s the way it was left. Of course, the attorney general decided they didn’t 
have that strong of a case, so they never pursued it. So we were quote, “sitting around free?”  

Garcia: 
With your PhD.? 

Muñoz: 
Not the PhD. yet, but with the coursework completed. An ABD— “all but the dissertation.” With 
job offers coming in. [laughing] And so, “Wow!” I had job offers from Berkeley—they had 
started their department here in ‘69—the Third World Strike took place in ’69. So, I was asked if 
I wanted to come and teach here, in Chicano studies, the Third World College, and all of that. 
San Diego as well—Angela Davis was a student at San Diego and she, along with the Chicano 
students there, had put together a proposal for a “Patrice Lumumba Zapata College”—Lumumba 
Zapata College. That’s when it turned—I had met Angela, and all that, I said “Yes, I want to be 
there.” Herbert Marcuse was there at that time—a very noted philosopher. Have you heard of 
Herbert Marcuse? 

Garcia: 
No. 

Muñoz: 
He was a guy that was credited with inspiring the New Left in this country, because he was a 
revolutionary philosopher. So I wanted to go to San Diego for that reason. So yes, man—I went 
to the interview. I interviewed there, I interviewed here, and at UCLA, and at Irvine. I decided 
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against Berkeley at that time just because I wanted—I was still very much, I’m going to say this. 
By 1970, I had gotten so involved and wrapped up in the movement, that I became also a founder 
of La Raza Unida Party. And as one of the founders and one of the main organizers of the party, 
my responsibility was southern California, so I couldn’t go to Berkeley at that point for that 
reason. UCLA—I didn’t want to go into the political science department. 

Garcia: 
That’s what they were recruiting for? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. And then San Diego didn’t have a political science department. It was a relatively new 
college still, UC campus, and they had not yet created a department of political science, but they 
had a sociology department that they were considering me for, and also with the proviso that I 
would be on the faculty of the Lumumba Zapata College, right? So I went for the interview, and 
I was shot down by the sociology—they were all very mainstream, conservative sociologists. 
Number one, they shot me down for being a radical, but also I was a political scientist, I wasn’t 
really a sociologist. 

Garcia: 
Politics of the university?  

Muñoz: 
Right. So I got shut down, so Irvine was the only place that I considered at that point in that 
chapter of my life. Comparative culture at Irvine—that’s what they called ethnic studies there—
so I decided to do that. It was ideal, because I was so close—I didn’t have to move too far! 
[laughing] So I moved from LA and moved to Santa Ana in Orange County—just a stone’s 
throw away. So that’s where I was for my first six years on faculty in the UC system. But, as a 
member of the faculty, I developed Chicano studies—obviously, that was my main 
responsibility. But also, I helped Bert Corona organize CASA in Orange County, the chapter in 
Orange County. Well, that’s my party chapter, of Orange County in southern California. So then 
I still stayed very much involved in the Chicano movement all the way up until ’74, mas o 
menos. By ’74, the movement had declined. It kind of got factionalized, and I got kind of turned 
off with it. I became involved with other issues. By that time I was still—by that time I was 
pretty much thinking along the lines of a socialist vision. I became one of the founders of a 
journal called Latin American Perspectives—a journal on capitalism and socialism. I became 
even more involved with solidarity struggles in Latin America and in the third world. 
Ideologically, I was moving from a cultural nationalist to internationalist, to independent 
socialist, is what I considered myself. I was recruited heavily by the Communist party, the 
Socialist party, you name it, but I didn’t like any of their sectarianisms. I didn’t want to get into a 
sectarian political situation. So I decided to be an independent leftist and radical, which I remain 
to this day in the sense that I believe some form of socialism is the way to go. Obviously, things 
have changed a lot. So basically, I have moved away from identifying as a socialist to identifying 
as a progressive, in the sense that I still have a very humanistic, socialist kind of vision, but I’m 
also very strongly Chicano and identity remains very important to me. I go beyond that in terms 
of, as you know, my teaching and all that to encompass a multi-racial, multi-ethnic, democratic 
politics in this country that is hopefully going to challenge the status quo. But all of this in the 
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‘68 development and all of that, is what made me who I am today in more ways than one, in 
terms of my politics, in terms of my teaching, my pedagogy, and my worldview in a sense. 

Garcia: 
We stopped right on time. 

Muñoz: 
[laughs] 

Garcia: 
I mean, we can end it there for today. 

Muñoz: 
Okay.  
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Interview 3:  September 25th, 2002 
 
Garcia: 
Today, Carlos, I thought we could talk about some of your family background in El Paso with 
your father and mother, and maybe some background on some of their histories and their places 
of birth. Were they born in Mexico, or did they—? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, my parents were both born in Mexico. My mother was born in Durango. She was the 
daughter of Calixto Contreras who became one of Pancho Villa’s generals in the Mexican 
Revolution. 

Garcia: 
Wow. 

Muñoz: 
And that is a history that I have been trying to over the years document, but has been really very 
difficult, because, regretfully, the Mexican Revolution destroyed a lot of records, in terms of 
family records and stuff. Plus, my mother died when I was three years old, so I lost all contact 
with my mother’s family at that time. My father remarried, and I became much more connected 
to her family in Mexico. So I lost, regretfully, all contact with my mother’s family.  My father 
was born in Valle de Allende, Chihuahua,. It’s a town outside of Parral. But to my knowledge, 
my father’s family were never revolutionaries. My grandfather, that is, his father, was a 
shoemaker, and according to my father, never really got involved in the revolution. His mother 
died giving birth to a sibling of my father. And so then the revolution hit, and when my father 
was a very young man—he was about, oh, maybe eight years old—he was dropped off in El 
Paso, and one of his uncles raised him in El Paso. His father did that to save him from the 
revolutionary times, which were very violent. So that’s how my father wound up living his youth 
in El Paso, Texas.  

And my mother—similar thing happened to her. My mother, because of the revolution, her 
mother dropped her off at a convent in El Paso, to also, save their children from the violence of 
the revolution. Other kids got spread around all over the place. Of course, at that time in history, 
the border wasn’t like what it is today. There was no border, basically. [laughing] 

Garcia: 
Pretty much just walk across? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, you just got a horse and went through it. You crossed the Rio Grande and there you were—
there was no bridge, actually. And of course, the Rio Grande, I guess, historically has been a dry 
river [laughing] so people just literally walked across. Or they got their horse and buggy, or 
whatever—that kind of a transportation mode. So, I haven’t researched this, but there might have 
been some kind of border patrol or something, or some kind of border station, I’m sure, but it 
wasn’t something like we see today—far, far from it.  

So consequently, there was back and forth daily travel and so it was not a difficult thing, for 
example, for my family to have done what they did—drop my father off in El Paso, and drop my 
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mother off in El Paso, because it was US territory, and so consequently the Mexican 
revolutionaries—whatever side they were on—didn’t dare go across the river and fight their war, 
their revolution in the US. I was born in El Paso, consequently, because at some point, my father 
met my mother when they were teenagers, and they fell in love, so she decided to not become a 
nun, right? [laughter] 

Garcia: 
How’d she ever get away from the convent? 

Muñoz: 
Right, right, right, right. Well it turns out, the convent wasn’t that good of an experience, too, so 
I suspect that it was not just the fact that she didn’t want to be a nun per se, as much as it was a 
response to the kind of conditions she was facing in the convent, which was basically, at that 
time in history, girls that were in convents were put to work as cheap labor in various places—
factories or whatever, that had some kind of connection to the church. They did work for the 
church, or they did the work for someone else that the church got money from, or whatever. She 
had to work as I remember in some kind of factory—I forget now—having to do with clothing, 
or maybe sewing, what do you call those sweatshop-type of factories. So I suspect that was a 
factor as well for her to factor in terms of her deciding not to pursue, quote, “a career” as a nun, 
unquote. So anyway, to make a long story short, they got married, and I was born in 1939 in El 
Paso. 

Garcia: 
Did they keep in contact with their family in Chihuahua and Durango at all? 

Muñoz: 
Well, like I said, to my knowledge, my mother was not able to keep in touch because of the 
revolution. She was pretty much disconnected during that time from her family. My father, of 
course, was able to continue being in touch, but also very limited, in terms of his family in 
Chihuahua. Though Chihuahua was closer than Durango to the border. So I think by the time she 
died, there was very little contact. Matter of fact, according to what I understand from my father 
and stepmother, my stepmother recalls meeting my mother’s mother—my grandmother—one 
time when she came to visit my mother when she was very ill. My mother died of TB—
tuberculosis. In those years in history, TB was something that was maybe like AIDS right now. 
They couldn’t figure out— 

Garcia: 
Deadly disease? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, they couldn’t figure out how to deal with it? So a lot of people died from TB in those years 
until they were able to figure out a way to fight it—fight the disease. So I—it was a tough, tough 
thing for me as a baby and as a young kid— I was born, and I don’t know exactly at what point 
after my birth that I was disconnected from her, because in those years, anybody who came down 
with TB was isolated—completely isolated—from everybody else, because their fear was that 
this disease could spread throughout the family, and whatever. So I was not able to be with my 
mother most of the time that she was alive.  
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My father remembers—this is what they told me one time—we were living, at that time, at my 
uncle’s house that raised my father in El Paso. It was a two-story house, and there was a room on 
the upstairs, and that was her room that was isolated. The only time she saw me, was able to see 
me, was when I was outside, and she would look through the window and wave at me. So it was 
a very sad story. I don’t remember my mother, consequently. I don’t remember her. 

Garcia: 
Such a young age to be apart from her. Did she have tuberculosis for a while? I mean, did the 
disease take her pretty quickly? 

Muñoz: 
I think for a while it lingered on. It didn’t take her that quick, as I understand. It lingered on, and 
then she finally died. So, of course my father, after her death—prior to her death, he didn’t drink, 
but when she died, he just went berserk and started drinking, became an alcoholic, and just kind 
of lost it. So, becoming an alcoholic, it made my life even worse—not having a mother, and then 
having him as an alcoholic. It was tough. 

Garcia: 
Was he still pretty young, though, also? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, he was around twenty-five when my mother died. She was about twenty-five, also. So 
consequently, I was bounced around from relative to relative, and none of my relatives wanted 
me too long because they were afraid that I had TB because my mother had TB. 

So I was kind of a persona non grata in the family. So finally my father therefore was forced to 
remarry, so I could have a mother, someone to take care of me, because nobody else wanted to 
take care of me. He couldn’t take care of me because he was a drunkard, an alcoholic. Then in 
World War II— 

Garcia: 
Did you have a lot of family there in El Paso? 

Muñoz: 
Not that much. There was an uncle whom I lived with for a while. And there was—I don’t know, 
I guess he was my uncle, too—my father’s uncle who raised him. So that was family. But they 
had their share of problems. They couldn’t take me permanently because they had a daughter 
who had come down with polio. So they had their hands full with tragedy in their family, so they 
just couldn’t do it—they couldn’t take me in. So then my uncle took me in for a while, and then 
my aunt. I had another aunt and uncle in Juarez, which is across the border from El Paso, but it’s 
Mexico. So finally, being bounced around, finally my father remarries—this is during World 
War II. He remarried, because he was going to go in the army, right? And so he said, “What’s 
going to happen to my son,” right? So he remarried, but the army rejected him because of his 
psychological condition, because, like I said, he lost his mind when my mother died. And so they 
rejected him, and instead, he joined the CBs. You know what the CBs are? 

Garcia: 
No. 
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Muñoz: 
The CBs were construction battalions: “C” construction, “B” battalion. But they were, in terms 
of slogans they were “CBs.” And they were men that during the war would go into military 
zones, both in combat situations as well as non-combat, to build fortifications or build war kinds 
of stuff, equipment, whatever. In my father’s case, he was sent to Vancouver, Canada, to build 
warships. So he became a worker there, building warships during the war. 

Garcia: 
And had he remarried, prior to doing that? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, he remarried prior to doing that, so I lived with my stepmother. 

Garcia: 
How many years was it from the time your mother died to when he actually remarried? Were 
you already a little older?  

Muñoz: 
I’m trying to remember. I think it was a couple years. I think I was around five when he 
remarried. So for two years, I was kind of like bouncing around. After, during the war—well, to 
put it bluntly, regretfully, my stepmother really abused me. I was—she beat me up all the time. It 
was one of those classic tales of a— 

Garcia: 
Evil stepmother? 

Muñoz: 
Evil stepmother. [Laughter] And I was the only kid. I had no brothers and sisters, right, so I took 
all the flak from her—anger over stuff. And in retrospect, I came to finally forgive her in my old 
age, because I came to realize she was very young. She was only about sixteen or seventeen 
when she married my father, right? Can you imagine? So she wasn’t really ready for 
motherhood. 

Garcia: 
Take care of the home, take care of a child. 

Muñoz: 
Yes. And so hell, I mean—and then on top of that, it turns out that she could not have her own 
kids. She could not give birth—some kind of—I forget what it was, but all I knew is that she 
couldn’t have children. And so that even added to her anger, and took it out on me, right? And so 
it was really, really tough. When the war was over, my father came back, it was kind of like—it 
was a little bit all right, but then he continued drinking, so I had to put up with an alcoholic father 
and an abusive stepmother. So I had a rough childhood, I really did. I was out on the streets a lot, 
and I didn’t want to go home. I mean, there was nothing to go home for, go home to. And so, I 
grew up in the streets, literally. I mean, I would finally go home late at night, to sleep, but I 
didn’t want to be there much longer than that. I mean, I was never, quote, “homeless” in the 
sense of that. 
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Garcia: 
Just kind of out of the home a lot? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, right, like that kind of a deal. 

Garcia: 
Did you have cousins your age at all?  

Muñoz: 
I had cousins my age in Juarez, across the border, but not in El Paso. 

Garcia: 
How was the neighborhood that you lived in? I mean, was it— 

Muñoz: 
It was pretty bad, I mean it was—Segundo Barrio, it was called, where I was born and lived for a 
few years, up until the age of twelve. 

Garcia: 
Because back then, I mean, Texas was really segregated, so I’m sure there was a predominantly 
Mexican community. 

Muñoz: 
Yes. Segundo Barrio was the Mexican barrio. For the most part, you’re right. And of course, in 
those years, El Paso—well, now it’s a big city. Now, man, it’s spread out, and Mexicans all over 
the place! [Laughing] But in those days, it was a smaller city and there was the downtown area, 
where everybody went shopping, obviously, but then the northern part of town was white, and 
the southern part near the border was Mexican. There were very few blacks, if any. I don’t 
remember any blacks when I was growing up in El Paso, actually. So we were all basically 
Mexicans and whites and Indians, here and there. And so it was a lot of gangs at that time. El 
Paso at that time was the place for gangs—that’s where they started, unfortunately.  

Garcia: 
A lot of pachuco culture there? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, that’s where pachuco culture came from. 

Garcia: 
So it was pretty much established when you were young, six—seven years old? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, exactly. Oh, I was already being recruited by gangs—the Seven Eleven, the Lucky Thirteen 
gang, one of the two gangs that were in constant warfare in my barrio. And I said, “Wow, whose 
side am I going to be on?” kind of a thing. But I was—I guess what saved me was sports, given 
that I loved to play ball, and that kind of thing, and so that kind of kept me away from gangs, a 
lot. 
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Garcia: 
And was there an arena actually for you to play sports—baseball or football? 

Muñoz: 
No. We did it on the streets. On the streets. 

Garcia: 
In parks? 

Muñoz: 
There were no parks, there were no ball fields. There was one. Bowie High School, but it was a 
high school, and no one was allowed in there. They didn’t open it up to the community, it was 
just for high school kids playing ball there, right? They could play ball. And then there was a 
boys’ club not too far either, where there was a basketball court, but there were a lot of gangs 
hung out around there, so I didn’t want to go there. 

It was kind of scary. I was only a young kid, under twelve, right? Most of the time, I was just 
trying to get out of danger, trying to escape that. So then what also saved me was that every 
weekend, I would go across the border to spend the weekend with my family across the border—
well, my stepmother’s family, actually. Or, I take it back, also with my father’s family, too, but I 
was kind of back and forth, and I got to know and love my stepmother’s family.  

Garcia: 
Her family was from Juarez also? 

Muñoz: 
Well, they were from all around Mexico, but her father, who I call my abuelito, worked for the 
Mexican railroad. He was one of the people that—what do you call it—not “driver”— 

Garcia: 
Conductor? 

Muñoz: 
No, no, the engineers. The ones that are in the front, running the— 

Garcia: 
Drivers. 

Muñoz: 
No, I’m trying to remember what they call them. Ferrocarrileros, what they call them in Mexico. 
But anyway, he’s a guy that actually got behind the, quote, “wheel” unquote of the big engine. 
Yes—those big engines in the old days that you see in movies. And so, consequently, he was 
able to—they would be deployed, every so many years, in different cities in Mexico. And Juarez 
was one place he wound up. 

But growing up, well, ever since my father married my stepmother, every summer they would 
send me away. She wanted to get rid of me, right? [laughter] So she would get rid of me—dump 
me with her family, which was great for me, because they treated me like one of their own. They 
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gave me all the love that I needed, and maybe that’s what did it for me. Maybe that’s what the 
difference was—that I didn’t get any loving—family loving in El Paso, but I got a lot of it in 
Mexico. 

Especially on weekends when I would go and stay with my cousins and my tiós and tiás, and the 
summers when I went to stay with my stepmother’s family. They treated me like one of their 
own, I mean, there was a lot of love that I got growing up. It was sporadic, but I guess it was 
enough to keep me going the rest of the time. I never got to the point, like a lot of other gang 
members I knew, like the point where their family was so screwed up that they just wanted gang 
loyalty. You may not know, but studies have indicated that, and obviously I know from personal 
experience, that kids that have a lousy family or no family life, that’s what the gang becomes. It 
becomes their family. 

So I guess that saved me in those years from that, and I had a ball in Mexico in summers. I was 
able to get to know Mexico and Mexican culture very deeply, and become proud of being a 
Mexican and become proud of my revolutionary heritage—hearing more about my grandfather 
and stuff. Though I never really believed it. I always thought, “Well, everybody has a story—a 
story about the Mexican Revolution and their grandfather, or whatever, that they did this and 
that, they rode with Pancho Villa, and all.” And a general—“Oh, sure, yes, okay, he’s a general, 
okay.” [laughing] There he is—Pancho Villa’s looking at us. [laughter] I said, “Okay, fine” I 
mean—but Pancho Villa was my hero? And so was my grandfather, right? Although, the only 
one I knew for sure was my hero was Pancho Villa, because I kind of always doubted whether 
my grandfather was that big of a shot in the revolution.  

It was not until I was thirty-six, I believe, when a book on Zapata was published by this noted 
historian at Harvard, John Womack. In this book on Zapata, it also brings in the history of the 
Mexican Revolution, in particular how Zapata and Pancho Villa got together to jointly defeat the 
dictatorship. And it turns out that my grandfather and his—there were three of them, my 
grandfather and his two brothers—were generals in Pancho Villa’s army. And two of them, 
Calixto Contreras was my grandfather, had a role to play in the unification of the Zapata and 
Villa forces. It was called “El Plan de Aguascalientes”—a very important document in the 
Mexican Revolution that brought them together, and my grandfather and his brothers had a role 
to play in that. So it was promoted in Womack’s book, right?  

Garcia: 
You mean, the story you heard maybe from your childhood? 

Muñoz: 
Yes! So then—“Wow! It was true!” [laughs] 

Garcia: 
God! 

Muñoz: 
And another reason why I never believed it, is because growing up in El Paso and going to 
public school, I never heard anything about—anything good about the Mexican Revolution, you 
never learned about this stuff in school. It continued when I moved to LA at the age of twelve in 
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1952. Going through the school system in LA also, I never got to learn about the Mexican 
Revolution at all, right? And then going on through college, the same thing, right? [Laughing] 
So, you could go on and on. There was nothing published, or nothing to reinforce or verify my 
family history as taught to me by my family? 

So I was never able to verify that, and so consequently, given the kind of experience that we face 
in our society here—not thinking we’re important, not thinking that we have any role in history, 
in making history, I doubted it. I was very doubtful, until I saw Womack’s book. But that’s the 
good news. The bad news is after that, I’ve been trying ever since to make contact with my 
Yaqui family, the Contreras family, with no success. And so it’s been tough in that regard. So 
I’m at the point also of not being able to—although now I can read it, and it’s there in history, 
still, from my family point of view, I wanted to get more into it, to flesh out some of that stuff in 
terms of my own history, which I’m still trying to do. At least I got that going for me, I mean, it 
was true—it was true, but I have no, quote, “direct evidence,” like birth certificates, and all the 
stuff that you need to—you know what I’m saying? To actually confirm the facts that you learn 
about your family. So my endeavor will continue until I die, and hopefully someday, I will have 
a break somewhere, and find out more stuff I can write about for my autobiography. Anyway, so 
that’s from my mother’s family side. From my father’s side, I got to know more family, up until 
now, I mean, I’m in touch with cousins, and so that connection has been stronger in that regard. 

Garcia: 
You said it was almost every summer that you were across the border? 

Muñoz: 
Well, with my stepmother’s family in the summers. And then on the weekends, with my father’s 
family as well as my stepmother’s, who also had family there in Juarez, so both of them. Now, in 
reflection, I say, wow, I was lucky to survive all that stuff. And that was only the beginning. 
Moving from El Paso to East LA was another story altogether. [Laughing] Having escaped gangs 
in El Paso up until the time I was twelve years old, I got to East LA, and I couldn’t do it no more. 
Once I got to East LA, then, by that time, they had spread. The gangs started spreading to East 
LA and other parts of the country, I guess, by the time I got here in 1952. Then it became more 
difficult, because there were a lot more gangs, number one, and then the issue of territoriality. 
You either had to belong to a gang to survive, literally, or take your consequences, right? So I 
kind of stopped short of becoming, quote, “an official card-carrying member” of a gang, but I did 
hang out with them, in terms of— 

Garcia: 
As kids get older, there’s more and more kids involved— 

Muñoz: 
Yes, and so I made friends, and they were in, so I was considered by them an honorary member! 
[laughs] But I always kind of—something told me inside me, “You know what? This is not the 
thing to do. I don’t want to do this, because I want to survive. I want to go on with my life. 
There’s got to be better things in life than this.” Having to deal with an alcoholic and an abusive 
stepmother, and going through all that. And by the way, I think I mentioned earlier, but not to 
mention the fact that, obviously, it was a severe poverty situation, right? I mean, I was lucky to 
have a bowl of beans for a whole day to eat, for breakfast, lunch, and dinner, right? I mean, at 
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times. Although my father eventually got himself into a pretty good job situation as a carpenter, 
and got paid well. 

Garcia: 
Is this in El Paso? 

Muñoz: 
In El Paso, actually. So there came a time when he started making money, but his alcoholism got 
in the way. I mean, he would work, like, a couple of months, and bring in some damn good 
paychecks for example, and then, boom! Disappeared for weeks on his drunken binges, right. So 
then he would lose that job. So in other words, it was that kind of a cycle. So sometimes we 
would eat good when he brought a paycheck home, but most of the time, we were having beans 
and rice. And so we went to East LA. One reason we got there is because my father thought that 
there would be more work for him out here in California, which turned out to be true. So, for a 
time—well, not at the beginning, because at the beginning, our first place to live in was on First 
and— do you know East LA? Yes? You know where the mercado is on First and Alma there? 
Well actually, Alma Street is a smaller street, but there’s First Street and the mercado—I forget 
the other big street there. 

Garcia: 
What is it—First and— 

Muñoz: 
—that Stevenson Junior High School was on. It’s a block from the mercado. And what happened 
there is that we rented—get this—visualize a house, right, that has a patio on the side of the 
house that’s not fenced in, but it’s got—what do you call it—screen. Like a screened patio? 
That’s where we lived. We rented that space. 

Garcia: 
Only the patio? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, the owner of the patio put a bed in that space for us, and so we had one bed, and lived in 
that space, and we had the quote “privilege” of going to the kitchen, her kitchen, to cook our 
food, right? 

Garcia: 
God. Even more of a reason to stay out of the house?  

Muñoz: 
[Laughing] Damn, you know? So we were there for—that was our first place in East LA. We 
lived there about six months, I think, under those conditions. And then after that, we moved to 
downtown LA. You know where Angel’s Flight is, downtown LA, Olive Street and the tunnel at 
Bunker Hill? In those days it was a— 

[#5B] 
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Muñoz: 
Today it’s different from where it was originally. It was moved. It was taken down, and then 
after about ten years or so they moved it where it is now, because, you know all of Bunker Hill 
underwent a mass—what you call it—rebuilding or whatever—reconstruction. When I lived 
there, it was all houses, people—it was a community. Now, you go there, it’s like the music 
center— 

Garcia: 
It’s all big office buildings. 

Muñoz: 
Office buildings, hotels, luxury hotels, and that stuff. Matter of fact, the Intercontinental Hotel, 
there on Bunker Hill—real fancy hotel, where I stay sometimes when I’m in town on business, is 
a stone’s throw away from where I used to live. This is why I stay there, because I like to go 
there—“Wow, this trips me out, this is where I used to live!” 

Garcia: 
How much things have changed! 

Muñoz: 
Yes! Well, the Angel’s Flight, to get back to my story, was actually next to the tunnel. There was 
a tunnel that was under Bunker Hill that crossed town. And the streetcar would go up higher, 
because it was a higher hill before they remodeled and redid it. And so underneath the Angel’s 
Flight was an alley called Clay Street, but it was an alley, and we moved there from that other 
place on Alma Street. We moved there, into a one-room—into a house—it was a big house, but 
they were renting the rooms, right? So we rented a room. Again, one bed. And so how I would 
sleep—by that time, I was getting to be a bigger kid, right? I sleep up on the feet. My parents 
would sleep like that, right? And I would sleep at their feet, like this. Or the hard floor, whatever 
would be the case. And so we were there for about a year. And I was going to school—I started 
going to school there. 

Garcia: 
So by this time, you were already in junior high? 

Muñoz: 
Well, at that time I was twelve years old, so it was still elementary. Yes, it was a few months I 
went to elementary school, and then junior high started soon thereafter. So let’s see, twelve—
let’s see—twelve, thirteen, fourteen. Yes, at thirteen. At that time, at thirteen you started junior 
high, or middle school. 

Garcia: 
Did you notice, like, a big difference between El Paso and LA, since LA was obviously a bigger 
urban center? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, it was a lot. I mean, I didn’t like it, I mean, I was scared. It was a scary place for me, 
because going from a small city where you know all the streets, and basically all the people on 
the streets, and going to LA—my God, man! You know, a large metropolis, man. It was like a 
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jungle—especially with gangs. A lot more—like hundreds of gangs, versus maybe a handful 
[laughs] in El Paso, right? So again, sports were my way out.  

Even though I would hang out, I would know some of the gang members wherever I lived, 
because we moved to [Buenavar] that’s one of the first two places we lived in, but after that, we 
moved from there to up on top of Bunker Hill, Olive Street. That’s the only gang that I became a 
card-carrying member of—the Olive Street Gang, I remember now. And I was thirteen. My first 
year of junior high, middle school. By that time, it was getting tougher to resist. I was being 
forced more and more to do stuff in the gang. So the Olive Street Gang, I remember now. Now, 
what saved me from gang life was the Olive Street Gang, because I got to the point of accepting 
it. I said, “Well, I have no recourse, I guess, and to survive, I’m going to have to—” 

Garcia: 
Sure, you needed protection as well. 

Muñoz: 
I had no family support—I need to have some kind of defense, a guard mechanism or 
whatever—some people I can count on to come to my aid if I need it, right? So I was getting to 
that point of accepting that. And when I was finally asked by the guys, “Hey, man, are you with 
us, or are you not with us? We need to know.” I said, “Well, I guess I’ll be your friend.” “No, we 
need you to say yes, you’re a member of the gang, or not.” Oh shit! [laughs] So I said, “Okay, , 
I’m with you guys.” “¡Órale carnal!” 

Garcia: 
What was a lot of the gang activity, I mean, like back then? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, I was going to get to that. It was like the gang fights, raiding the other gang’s territory, 
beating up guys, and then they would do the same thing—raid us, and beat some of our guys up, 
so that kind of stuff, mostly. 

Garcia: 
Nowadays, a lot of it revolves around drugs and drug trade, who’s got control of that. 

Muñoz: 
Drugs, right. There was some of that at that time, but not like it is today, no. 

Garcia: 
More territorial? 

Muñoz: 
It was marijuana, at that time—everybody smoking pot. And I smoked dope. And then some of 
the gang members were into certain kinds—it was not hard stuff, it was more like, I don’t 
know—pills that got you high—what do they call those? I don’t know— 

Garcia: 
Speed? 
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Muñoz: 
Yes, speed, I never knew exactly. And I was scared to try those out, I didn’t want to do that. I 
didn’t want to become a drug addict, but I would get loaded a lot in terms of marijuana and wine. 

Garcia: 
Wine? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, at that time, the going thing was white port wine. And we’d get out there and hang out on 
the streets, drink up, raise hell, and terrorize people, and stuff like that. I never liked it. I was 
always very much—it was always ambivalence on my part. “What am I doing? I don’t even want 
this.” 

So luckily for me, though at that time it was pretty scary, luckily for me, there came a time 
within a year, maybe—by the second year I was a member, there came a time that they turned on 
me. The leader of the gang turned on me. And one time, it was across the street from my house—
there was like an empty lot there we’d hang out in. And everybody was smoking dope, and 
finally the gang leader for whatever reason decided to take me on. He started calling me names, 
and calling me “puto.” Wow, that was challenging my manhood, right? And that’s what he 
wanted to do. So like a macho, you’re given a challenge—so we went at it. He pulled out a knife 
on me, and luckily I got the best of him, and the knife didn’t bring harm to me. But I was scared. 
Just literally fighting for my life. I mean, this guy was older and stronger. At that time, I was 
about fifteen, more or less. I was scared, and the guy was about twenty-five. 

Garcia: 
God. 

Muñoz: 
Had been in prison—a dangerous guy. He was crazy, probably that was why he turned on me—
he was a crazy dude. So anyway, to make a long story short, after the fight was over, I kind of 
just had the courage to tell all the guys “You know what? If this is what the gang’s all about, I 
don’t want it anymore. I thought we were all brothers, I thought we were familia, and here you’re 
trying to kill me, man.” And so—four-letter words. [laughs] 

And I walked out—oh man, I was scared, because I said, “What’s going to happen now? They’re 
all going to jump me man, they want to kill me,” I thought. But I walked—I didn’t run, I 
walked—like a real macho man, “Rarr!”—like I wanted to fight. But inside, I said, “Oh my 
God!” I was praying, man. “Please, God, save me from this. I don’t want them to kill me right 
now.” [laughs] And I went home, bloodied up and all that, and instead of getting any kind of 
sympathy from my stepmother, she—by that time, I was too big for her to beat me up, but she 
cussed me out and screamed and yelled at me. So I said, “Ah, man, I don’t need this.” So luckily, 
again, sports were there. Plus, also, I was a good student. I was a smart Mexican, right? And at 
this very time that I was in this gang, I was making the honor roll— [laughs] Junior high school! 
[laughs] 

Garcia: 
Ironic. 
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Muñoz: 
To this day—I hope I have it—my stepmother had it, and she’s died now, and I’m hoping I can 
get it eventually—some of my photographs and stuff. But I’ll never forget this photograph of me 
in the yearbook that came out the year that I was in a gang. In those, gang members had “duck 
tails”—big hair, big duck tail in back? Worn leather jacket—brown leather jacket, brown 
khakis—low. And white t-shirts. And here I was, man, in the middle of this honor society 
picture—all these kids. 

The only Mexican in the whole group—they were mostly white kids, Asian kids, and some black 
kids. All clean-cut, nerd-looking type kids. And there I was, man! [laughs] That was me—here I 
was living different lives. At school, I was an honors student and a good athlete, on the streets I 
was a gang member, at home I was an abused child, but it was incredible. So I—after I left the 
gang, it was tough for me, because you never know about these guys, what they’re going to do 
next and all that, and I had no protection. 

So luckily, we moved from there to South Central LA, where I was going to junior high, because 
John Adams Junior High School was where I—Bunker Hill was a border between Virgil Junior 
High and John Adams Junior High. John Adams covers South Central to Downtown LA, and 
Virgil from Downtown to West LA, right? So I was just like a block in the district for John 
Adams, and it was a long haul going back and forth to school. So finally, my parents moved 
closer to the junior high school, so it took me away from that gang. 

Garcia: 
Did you go to school with any of the other gang members? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, I did, I did. There was a handful of them, but they kept to their own. They respected me, I 
guess, after I beat up the leader, right? I mean, they thought that “Hey, this guy—we don’t want 
to mess with him.” [laughs] Plus, I was a big shot at school, right? I was a big shot in terms of 
being a student and an athlete, right, so they kind of held back.  

But, in that school, I had the unfortunate experience of having to get in a fight with a black kid, 
because even though I was not in a gang, I still had, to some extent that mentality of survival, or 
whatever. And one time—I forgot how the fight started, but we were egged on—you know how 
kids are. And so the black kid got scared of me, because he thought I was still in the gang, and he 
started running from me. I—big macho guy—ran after him, right? And caught him, about a 
block away from school, off the schools grounds, which might be why I didn’t get in trouble, 
because it was out of school grounds, and I kept on beating him up. So by that time, the guys 
were around—black and Chicano. “Yes!”—everybody egging me on, or whatever. So finally, I 
was feeling so bad, I finally stopped. “What the hell am I doing? What am I doing?” And I felt 
really, really bad inside. Poor kid—I’m beating this guy up. He was a big guy, he wasn’t a little 
kid, I mean, I wasn’t being a bully, I was defending myself initially, but I got carried away, and I 
overdid it. So I got off him, and I said, “Okay, man—later,” and just walked away. The 
following week, I was a target to the black kids then, see? It became a racial thing. 

Garcia: 
And how was the ethnic mix of the school? Was it mainly black? 
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Muñoz: 
It was mostly black. Yes, the majority was black students, I think. So, man, here I was. There 
were black gangs, too, right? And I didn’t think about that. And so one time, I was in this 
classroom, and as I was leaving the classroom, and a black dude came right at me, started beating 
on me, caught me off guard. And so another fight—right in the hallway at that time. So anyway, 
we mixed it up pretty good, and then we both got sent to the office, right? And because I was a 
better student than that guy was, or whatever, I got a break for some reason. They believed—
well actually, he did attack me, so I was defending myself, so that saved me from being. Same 
guy, however, continued to harass me. One time I was in a playground where I lived, and we got 
into it again. 

Garcia: 
Same guy? 

Muñoz: 
Same guy. But by that time, I was pretty much tired of all this violence, and just didn’t put up 
with this. So finally, halfway through the fight, I said, “Hey, man, let’s stop this bullshit, man. I 
don’t want to fight anymore.” So, I put my guard down, and “bam!” he lets me have it. “Pow!” 
right on the nose, knocked me out, and let me have it. Pounced on me, beat the shit out of me, 
and I was all bloody. He takes off, he takes off running, right? But I said to myself, “You know, I 
got to change, I can’t—I don’t want to do this no more.” So there I was, fat lip—I wound up in 
the emergency room in the hospital. 

Garcia: 
God, that bad? 

Muñoz: 
Sewed me, they had to sew me, sewed my lip up. But part of me wanted to go after the guy, I 
started. But by that time, luckily I was pretty close to graduation, and that guy was going to 
another high school, and I went to another high school, so that did it for me. I decided to turn my 
back on all that stuff, and just concentrate on my schooling, and playing ball. So, I went to 
Belmont High School, which is downtown, and we move back to the Bunker Hill area, but below 
Bunker Hill, on the other side, Temple Street, which is another gang area. Temple Street—that 
was another gang area. But by that time, I was a big kid. Well, what I mean by big in those days, 
there weren’t too many tall Mexicans like you are. But I was on the bigger side, and I was 
getting stronger and stronger. I was a guy who grew up real fast—I was 5’8’’ when everybody 
was still 5’5’’, I mean— 

Garcia: 
Like my friends today, they see me and they go, “What happened to you?” 

Muñoz: 
Yes—right, right! [laughs] That’s what happens with the growth spurt. I didn’t get the growth 
spurt. So I went up to 5’9’’ but that was it. I think I’ve shrunk now since I turned sixty, right? 

Garcia: 
On your way down now? 
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Muñoz: 
Right! [laughs] But anyway, the point is, I went back and started high school at Belmont High, 
and right off the bat, I started playing ball—football and baseball, and continued being a good 
athlete and a good student. Eventually, I became student body president. I got involved with 
student government, and that became my whole— Well, school—that’s another thing. Sports 
kind of saved me, but also school did, too, because I was blessed with liking school. Because 
school to me represented the more positive, concrete, rooted place, as opposed to the home, you 
see? Home was hell. 

Garcia: 
Were your parents even aware of some of the trouble you were getting into—fights, things like 
that?  

Muñoz: 
No— 

Garcia: 
—any of the motivation for not being around? 

Muñoz: 
Well, they were aware when I got home beat up or whatever, yes, they were aware of it. But like 
I said, there was no sympathy—I mean, it was kind of like— 

Garcia: 
Fend for yourself? 

Muñoz: 
Fend for myself. And then I had a couple of good years, relatively good years, when I was in 
high school. My father decided to join Alcoholics Anonymous—what do you call that? 

Garcia: 
A.A. 

Muñoz: 
A.A. So he was sober for two years when I was in high school, so that made it better for me 
when I was in the tenth and eleventh grades. Home became more—  

Garcia: 
Stable? 

Muñoz: 
More stable, and not as much of a hell. My stepmother continued to be my stepmother, right, I 
mean, so when he wasn’t around, and she was around, “boom!”—we would always be—by that 
time— 

Garcia: 
Did he ever intervene, I mean— 
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Muñoz: 
Never. Never intervened— 

Garcia: 
—just didn’t want to be involved? 

Muñoz: 
—which always hurt me. “God, why doesn’t my father do something about this,” right? But I 
never complained to him—much, that I remember either, so—. But when I did complain, he just 
didn’t give a damn, it seemed to me. 

So to end this particular segment, I’m in high school, my senior year comes around, and my 
father becomes a drunk again. And here I’m playing varsity football, and they never went to see 
me play any games. But finally, they finally did go to see one game—football game. But he 
came drunk. When I was playing the ball, I mean, I was really happy to see him there—my 
father and my stepmother, for that matter. I thought, “Man, he finally came out to see me play. 
He does love me, does care for me,” right? And so I was playing a good game, too. I was kind of 
fired up for that reason, too, right? But then, after the game, I go up and my stepmother was still 
there, and I said, “Where’s my father? He’s drunk all the time, he left in the first quarter.” 
[laughs] He went back to the cantina, whatever he was doing. So it was back to that again.  

So, to cut it short, to put it bluntly, I had a very lousy family life, and I had a scary youth, as 
well. But thanks to my being able to play sports and like school, I was able to survive it. And as 
soon as I graduated, the first thing I did was move out of the house. “Goodbye!” [laughs] 

Garcia: 
Right out of high school? 

Muñoz: 
Right out of high school. The day after I graduated, I’m gone. So I left. Went on my own.  

Garcia: 
That was the end of one phase of your life. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, right—that was the end of one phase of my life, but I was on my way into my other phase, 
which we’ll get into next time. Okay? 
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Interview 4: October 9, 2002 
 
Garcia: 
Last time we talked about some of your early childhood experiences, and we discussed education 
a little bit, and your education experience, and kind of how that was something that you did 
value, and kind of an avenue to take you away from maybe the home life, and something to keep 
you off the streets in that sense. 

I was hoping maybe today we can get to some of the actual experience within the schools—the 
structure of the schools, I mean—what was being taught, the tracking system maybe, and some 
of the eventual effects on some of the identity issues with you. 

Muñoz: 
Sure. 

Garcia: 
Earlier we talked about one of your earlier memories of how education was affecting your 
identity was when your name was changed in El Paso, right, with a teacher? 

Muñoz: 
In fifth grade, yes, okay, so my name up until actually I went into the army was “Charles.” 
Because they changed it, like I said before, in the fifth grade. My white teacher changed it from 
“Carlos” to “Charles” in the school records. So then there was a process of being a “Charles”—
“Chuck,” “Charlie”—my friends called me “Charlie,” and so I was “Charlie Muñoz.” When I got 
to high school, like I was saying, it was about the time that I left the gang type of ambiente or 
ambiance, or whatever, that I had finally decided, “That stuff’s not for me. I’m going to keep out 
of that, stay out of trouble, and focus in on what’s good for me.” 

I think I mentioned that up until that point, and especially after that point, school was really my 
grounding in the sense that—my most consistent part of my life, in the sense that I could always 
count on school being the positive outlet for my situation in my life at that time. Home life was 
miserable, like I mentioned before. I no longer had a, quote, “family in the streets” any more, by 
virtue of not being in the gangs any more, and so school became my new “home,” in a sense, in 
quote. So I thrived in it. I was a good student, like I said before, in junior high school, and I 
continued that thrust in high school. I made the honor society just about every time, and I was 
not a star per se, but I was one of the good players in baseball and football. And then, I think I 
mentioned, I got very much involved in student government and extracurricular activities. 

But I think I want to backtrack today to start again so we can go over the ground when I got to 
high school. Unbeknownst to me, there was a tracking system—pretty concrete, although at that 
time, as a kid, you don’t really pay attention to it. You don’t really see it, you don’t understand it, 
and you don’t really care. You just want to be there and have fun, right—be with your friends 
and all that. 

When I went to the counseling office to set up my major and all that, the white counselor asked 
me what my father did for a living. And I said, “Well, my father works in construction, works 
with his hands. He’s a carpenter, a painter-type—he does just about everything in construction 
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areas—even dig ditches when he has to,” that kind of thing. So I remember the woman telling 
me directly, in a very flattering way, I thought, she says to me, “That’s a very honorable 
profession, very honorable work your father does with his hands. You should follow in his 
footsteps.” And, “Gee, that sounds good to me,” right? [laughing] 

Now, as a footnote to this, in junior high school, I think I mentioned, I was also an honor student, 
but I was very good in math. I remember in the eighth grade taking math tests where I scored 
really high, almost at the high school level at that time. I can think, for example, at least 
theoretically from the test that I took, I could do tenth grade math when I was in the eighth grade, 
okay? But that didn’t seem to impress the counselor, back to what I was saying. She looked at 
that and all that, and so she says, “Okay, well then I’m going to put you into the industrial arts 
major,” which we called the woodshop-auto shop major. And that sounded like fun, right, I was, 
“Sure!” Of course, after she tells me that it’s an honorable profession, right? [laughter] So, I 
gladly accepted that major, and I didn’t think about it, and it didn’t faze me one way or the other. 
So I remember going home after that, and again, like I said before, my father was an alcoholic 
and never really was around. There were two things, however, that he did impress upon me, that 
I’ll always remember—out of all the negativity there was some positives, of course, in my father. 
One was that he was very adamant about me being better than him. 

When I told him what my counselor had told me, he hit the roof. It was one of those seldom 
times that he was actually sober. He hit the roof and very angrily told me, “You go back and tell 
that ‘white bitch,’ unquote, that you’re going to work with a pencil, not with a pick and shovel, 
or a serruche”—a saw—“or martillo!”—a hammer. So I said, “Okay. All right.” So I went, and 
reported that to the counselor, and she said, “Oh! I see. Well, okay, with a pencil your father 
wants you to work with. Okay, we’ll put you into the business major, and that will prepare you 
for work with a pencil.” [laughing] So I said, “Okay, that sounds good to me.” 

Now, she never mentioned to me that there was an academic major, right? Not until a little bit 
later on, I finally learned on my own. Here and there—things happen and you begin to wonder, 
“Hey, how come I’m not in that class with my friends, and I’m in this other class?” And so I got 
into the business major. Well, I loved it, man, because number one, unbeknownst to me at that 
time, but what it was, was the place where all the women students got put into, right? 

Garcia: 
A lot of girls in your class? 

Muñoz: 
Secretarial pool. Yes! [laughing] So I was in class: “Man, all these women!” I was the only guy 
in the class—all these girls, and I love girls, and a lot of cute ones in there. So I took typing— 

Garcia: 
What kind of classes were you in? Typing and—? 

Muñoz: 
It was called “typing”—Typing one, typing two, advanced typing. And then I took business 
math—two plus two is four— 
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Garcia: 
Pretty easy remedial math? 

Muñoz: 
Pretty easy remedial-type math. Business Math One, Business Math Two, all the way to the top. 
And those were pretty much the thrust of that major. And then on top of that, you had to take 
definitely what you needed to graduate, which was history, English— 

Garcia: 
Were those tracked also, or were those where you might see some of your friends in them? 

Muñoz: 
No, those were—those, I saw some of my friends in those, because those were, like, mandated 
by the state for your graduation, right? But I wasn’t given algebra, I wasn’t given science, 
biology, all that kind of stuff. I wasn’t given any chemistry, any of the more academic courses, 
right? 

Garcia: 
Was that another track that there was, the other students taking those? 

Muñoz: 
It was another track. That track was basically the white students and the Asian students. 

Garcia: 
More like college prep? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, it was college prep. 

And so I thrived, obviously, in business math. What I was saying earlier, I should qualify that; I 
was an honor student still, but unbeknownst to me, I wasn’t getting ready for college, right? 

Garcia: 
Yes, they weren’t really pushing you past the— 

Muñoz: 
And so finally, until I was a senior actually, when I started thinking about going to college to 
play ball, right? I didn’t know about college really until I was almost a senior, because the only 
thing I thought about college at that time was, “Hey, colleges have football teams, right?” There 
was a game every Saturday, or at that time once there was game of the week that they’d show on 
television. And so I never thought beyond that. “What is college, man? What is it?” No one ever 
taught me about it—my family, like I said before, I was the first one that graduated from high 
school. 

So my father wanted me to work with a pencil, but he didn’t even know about college. He was 
going to be proud of me for finishing high school—that was what his big fantasy was for me, to 
finish high school, get a high school diploma. And my mother—the same thing my stepmother, 
at that time, she had very little education as well. Family wise I was never told about college, and 
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in the schools I was never counseled about college, or asked, “Do you want to go to college?” or 
whatever—nothing.  

So when I was a senior, like I said before, I finally realized I’m not taking courses that are 
acceptable to UCLA, for example, where I wanted to go to school to play ball. And then I was 
told, “You’re going to have to go to a junior college to make up those courses that you didn’t 
take in high school.” Okay, so it was put on me—I didn’t take them, like it was my fault, right? 
And I mean, I was counseled to not take them! 

So, here I was, a big shot honor student, student body president as a senior, first string football 
player and baseball player and all that, and I was a “big shot,” unquote, but I didn’t have the 
courses that I needed to get into college. So that was what I learned as a senior. 

But to backtrack a little bit, in the tenth grade, one of the things that was really, really positive at 
this particular high school—Belmont High School—at that time in history, they happened to be 
the only school in the whole LA city school district where all the foreign students went. 

Garcia: 
I was going to ask about, it sounds like it was a pretty integrated school—I mean, white, Asian, 
Latino students. 

Muñoz: 
Exactly, exactly. East LA schools are predominantly Mexican, whatever—South Central, 
predominantly black—Westside, predominantly white. 

Garcia: 
But Belmont is right there in the center of downtown. 

Muñoz: 
Belmont is in downtown LA, and this is where, like, we had students from all over Asia, 
obviously—a lot of Asians. We had from all over Latin America, we had from all over Europe. 

Garcia: 
So you were pulling kids from Chinatown, the East LA, Boyle Heights area— 

Muñoz: 
Exactly, right, exactly—and all the immigrant kids that age. And so I—at that age, at that time in 
my life, which I didn’t realize it at that time, but it had a lot to with later on becoming the man I 
became—very much inclined to a multiracial, multicultural, multiethnic tendencies with an 
appreciation of real “diversity,” unquote. At that time, it was happening to me—I was living 
through it, I was getting to know students from other countries. So that was really nice, because I 
was in a situation where I could maintain my pride in being a Mexican, without having to, quote 
“worry about assimilation,” unquote, as was the case with Chicano kids in a predominantly white 
school. Or even in a predominantly black school, or whatever. So I had that luxury at that time in 
my life, where, “Hey, I’m proud to be Mexican”—at that time “Chicano” wasn’t even known 
yet. So “Mexican” or “Mexican American,” but basically Mexican is what I went by. And then 
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simultaneously, learning about other cultures, but not in the classroom, mind you, but in terms of 
the social, sports life of the school. 

Garcia: 
Was that typical? Or do you think it was maybe just—like sports is obviously an avenue where a 
lot of kids can just come together because they play on the same team, but socially and like, 
around the school, was it still segregated within the school? 

Muñoz: 
Ah, good question. As I recall, it was not segregated as we know it now. You go to schools now 
and you got a lot of Asians hanging out in one corner, blacks, Latinos. Over there, there was 
more mixing, because there wasn’t a predominance of numbers in terms of that. But there were 
“cliques,” unquote, here and there. There were some Asians who hung together with Asians, but 
they were basically a very, very small percentage. It wasn’t like it is today but it happened, 
obviously. 

Garcia: 
You mean more regional cliques, as opposed to— 

Muñoz: 
Yes. Well, like, for example, amongst foreign students who still did not master the English 
language yet. They hung around with the kids they could communicate with. It was a language 
thing. So those kids that learned the English and progressed well, then there would be more 
mixing with them. We could communicate with them, you see what I’m saying? But it was not 
like today where it is even more segregated than before. 

I remember, for example, having friends of all types. I didn’t hang out just with Chicanos or just 
whatever, but basically I hung out with quite a diverse group. I had friends from all the racial 
groups—and close friends, too, not just acquaintances, or classmate acquaintance-type of kids, 
but friends that I played ball with, or hung around with, or whatever. In particular, I had three 
best friends: one was Chicano, one was black, and one was Japanese American, and we all hung 
together most of the time, or if I wasn’t with one of them, I was with the other guy, you know 
what I’m saying? We interchanged and did a lot of things. The black friend of mine lived in the 
black—in East LA, there was like a Dogtown area called—if you know where that is. Well, at 
that time, there was a large black population in those—como se llaman those places—there’s a 
word for it— 

Garcia: 
The projects? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, projects. And so he grew up very much in the context of the Chicano kind of process. 

Garcia: 
Yes, if you’re surrounded by Chicanos— 
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Muñoz: 
Exactly. But at that time, there were a sizeable number of blacks, but it was kind of like 
nowadays, Chicanos who hung out or grew up in black neighborhoods, or have black friends, 
they talk black, like—you noticed that. In those days, it was the opposite! [laughing] 

Garcia: 
The other way around. 

Muñoz: 
The other way around—black kids that had a lot of Chicano friends or Latino friends talked like 
us. They didn’t have the black expressions as much. And then with my Japanese friend—I used 
to go bowling with him and his Japanese friends and other friends, so I was able to go—matter of 
fact, I learned how to speak Japanese from his parents. 

Garcia: 
Wow. Where do they live? 

Muñoz: 
Well, they’re dead now, but it was in the Belmont, to the west of Belmont, which is, I forget—
Virgil Junior School—LA City College area there? 

Garcia: 
Is that up by Echo Park? 

Muñoz: 
Ah—no. More west, up due west toward Vermont Avenue. 

Garcia: 
Oh, okay. 

Muñoz: 
Vermont Avenue. And so that’s how my social life was. So again, given my experience with the 
gang-type kids. I didn’t want to hang with them no more! [laughter] I didn’t need any more of 
those kind of friends! 

Garcia: 
And these two friends, these two close friends of yours—did you meet them through school, or 
more through sports? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. Well, two were athletes, and one wasn’t. So, my Japanese friend wasn’t an athlete, and my 
black friend and my Chicano friend were. So, two yes, and one no. So anyway, there was no—I 
don’t recall one single racial incident in all the years I went to high school. There were fights 
here and there, now and then, but it was never racially-based. It was never a racial thing. I don’t 
recall ever, actually, seeing a black kid fighting a Latino kid, or visa versa. But there were so few 
fights that I remember seeing or knowing about that, it’s difficult to really remember exactly, but 
I don’t recall anything happening about, Oh man, there’s a tension in school up there nowadays 
with the black—you know what I’m saying? Or white, or whatever. It was the case in junior high 
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school—I think I mentioned to you—when I had fights with black kids with kind of a racial 
tension from there, in terms of Chicano and black. But not at the high school. It was a whole 
different experience for me. 

And so, I thrived in that high school. 

Garcia: 
Do you think Belmont was kind of an exception? 

Muñoz: 
It was the exception. No doubt the exception, no doubt the exception. Although, in comparison 
to now—nowadays, in your generation, or say after the seventies, from the eighties on till now, 
it’s a whole different world. I mean, the violence that was in the schools in my time was very 
small—it didn’t happen every day, it didn’t happen like it does now. It was a whole different 
world. That doesn’t mean to say that weren’t tensions. Those kinds of realities were there, but 
they never manifested like a big—they did later on, once race became much more a pronounced 
problem in the sixties and afterwards. 

Garcia: 
You talked about language a bit. Did both of your parents speak Spanish? Any English? 

Muñoz: 
It’s what I spoke in the house. My stepmother never spoke English—to the day she died, she 
never learned. My father spoke English, somewhat broken English. I mean, he had not broken—I 
shouldn’t put it that way—an accent. But he was raised in El Paso from the time he was a 
teenager until—well, actually, I never figured out exactly what year he came to El Paso from 
Mexico. The Mexican Revolution was what—1910 until ’21? So say—he must have been about 
eight or nine years old when he can over, so he was actually “Chicano-Americanized,” unquote. 
But El Paso in those days, was kind of like— 

Garcia: 
New Mexicanos— 

Muñoz: 
Yes, Mexicanos, there was always that, so even if you were US-born, you still spoke like a 
Mexican because it was a Mexican city in that sense. 

Garcia: 
When did you really develop a mastery of the language, really become familiar with it? 

Muñoz: 
Well, I spoke Spanish first, before school. I learned English later. Matter of fact, I remember, 
now that you ask, I remember that I used to pretend, playing with my playmates when I was a 
kid, I used to pretend that I knew English, and I didn’t know it. Up until the time I was in the 
first grade, right, I was saying “Wurwurwurwur” like I was—I’d see the movies and all that, it 
was like I was trying to imitate what I heard in the movies, like I thought it sounded? And so 
when we were playing cowboys and Indians, for example, out in the alleys or whatever, with my 
playmates, and I would pretend that I was speaking English. [laughter] And they would say, 



96 

 

“¿Dé qué éstas hablando, hombre?” “What you talking about, man?” [laughter] So I didn’t learn 
English until I was in elementary school. 

Garcia: 
How did that work out in the early schools, at least when you were in El Paso, were they 
segregated there?  

Muñoz: 
Yes. 

Garcia: 
Segregation was still prevalent? 

Muñoz: 
Oh Yes, El Paso was very segregated, definitely. Segundo Barrio was where all the Mexicans 
lived, for the most part. 

Garcia: 
And that’s where your school was? 

Muñoz: 
No—that’s where my school was, but I don’t know if I mentioned in my other interview, we 
lived right in front of Thomas Jefferson Elementary School—right across the street—but my 
parents didn’t want me to go there because of the gang stuff, so they sent me to the good part of 
town to go to school, to Moorehead Elementary School, which was in the white part of town. 
And the reason I was able to go there was because there was a relative that lived in that school 
district across town. So every day, I would get up in the morning early, and walk all the way 
across town to the other side of town to go to school. And there was a handful of Mexicans at 
that school, okay? And this is elementary school. So that’s how they were trying to keep me out 
of that “subculture,” unquote, which, I guess, worked to a certain point. 

Garcia: 
Do you remember how, like, the language issue was dealt with in that school, if you were in a 
predominantly white school? 

Muñoz: 
Well, I remember vaguely that, like I told you, since my English wasn’t that good, that they 
thought I was an immigrant kid from Mexico, right? So I was treated like an immigrant kid. 
Which, interestingly—and I always wanted to write about this, and I think I probably will at 
some point—with [Ernesto Galarza?] who’s one of my—who works on what I’m doing—in his 
biography—he told me the same thing. He was an immigrant, but he said that all the way 
through—he never became a citizen until way afterwards, and finished his PhD. He always got 
more respect being an immigrant than US-born Latinos got, you see? That was my experience, 
too, which is interesting. 

In those days, it wasn’t like now, where the cheap labor, so all the immigrants—so much of an 
anti-immigrant racism predominantly today. In those days, immigrants were really those who 
came over with money more, so the more educated. So that was the thinking, that if you’re an 
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immigrant kid, that means that you come from better “stock,” unquote, than the US-born Latino 
who comes from “the barrio,” unquote. So it’s kind of a dynamic that to some extent is no longer 
there in the public schools, but it is in the universities, still. In reality, even here at Berkeley, I 
would submit, that kids that are Latinos here from Latin America going to school here are 
perceived in a more positive way, because they happen to be upper class. They happen to be— 

Garcia: 
They have the money to come here to go to school. 

Muñoz: 
Exactly, exactly. So it’s a class question, you see what I’m saying? It becomes that way. So 
anyway, the point I was getting at, to go back to your question, was that I was accepted—I don’t 
remember too much of a problem in that school, the Moorehead School, with other students, but 
I did experience it in terms of the teachers. I remember up until the time that my name was 
changed to Charles. I remember getting spanked more than some of the other kids. I was one of 
those kids who was sent to the vice principal’s office more. It was mostly a language problem, 
whatever might be the case, but it was misinterpreted as my being rebellious, or whatever. 

Garcia: 
Unwilling to learn. 

Muñoz: 
Exactly. Man, in those days, I don’t know about when you went to school, but in those days, this 
guy had like a tennis racket, but it had like rocks, and taped over with rocks. So when they hit 
you, man, híjole, it hurt like hell. 

Garcia: 
This was back in the days of dunce hats and hitting students. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, exactly, exactly. So, my name was changed in fifth grade from—by that time I had learned 
English very fluently, so I was really very bilingual and expert in both languages until today. 
That’s when my name was changed, because my fifth grade teacher was astounded by how well I 
spoke English. So she asked me, “Where were you born, by the way?” And I said, “I was born 
here in El Paso.” “Oh, you’re an American, then!” [laughter] “So your name should be Charles!” 
That’s all the way through, of course. 

By that time I became a good student, so I was never one to get into trouble. Because the 
teachers always knew that I was a good student, so the image of me was more positive, even 
though I looked like a gang kid, like I told you, in junior high, with my leather jacket and my 
long hair and khaki pants and all that. I was still doing okay with the teachers, because I was 
always getting the honor roll. But the high school experience, then, in a nutshell, I guess, as 
we’re moving along here, was positive. Very positive—I never had a teacher I didn’t like, or 
who didn’t like me—coaches, same thing. I never got once into a fight, I was respected highly by 
all my classmates. I was only student body president my senior year, but before that, I was class 
president and I was student council representative. So I was always a kid that was held in high 
esteem. 
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Garcia: 
Real positive outlet. 

Muñoz: 
Real positive. If it wasn’t for that, Jesus—who knows, because when I left school, hey, it was a 
whole different world, man. [laughs] Go back home to what? Violence and alcoholism and all 
that stuff—and then I had to go to work? I think I mentioned that I worked in a lamp factory 
when I was in high school. 

Garcia: 
No, you didn’t. I’ll flip the tape so it doesn’t run out. 

##[6B] 

Muñoz: 
In high school I had to work, because again, the income wasn’t very steady on my father’s part, 
right? I would leave school and I would find side jobs. I would go to businesses: “Hey, you need 
any help?”—whatever. From digging ditches and driveways or whatever, the things they wanted 
me to do, I would do—taking out garbage or whatever, do errands for older people in the 
community. I was always looking for ways to get work. I had a paper route. 

Garcia: 
About how old were you when you started working? 

Muñoz: 
Oh man—I was in—gee whiz. When I started selling papers, man, I was a little kid. I was 
about—I would say nine or ten years old. Yes, I remember about that time—maybe even 
younger—at least nine. I remember—this is on Sunday mornings only, because that was my first 
job that I got selling the El Paso Times at Fort Bliss, Texas, which is right outside of El Paso—
the army base. And so the newspaper would pick up kids at the corner who wanted to work that 
day. So I would get up at five o’clock in the morning and be there at six o’clock sharp, or before 
six o’clock, to be picked up by the newspaper truck that went to Fort Bliss. 

I would be running, running, to the truck and get on it, and to me it was exciting, because that 
means I would eat a good meal that day. 

Garcia: 
They’d feed you also? 

Muñoz: 
It was part of the job. But you went and sold papers to the GIs, right, and they all treated you 
royally: “Hey man, here comes Carlitos, man! All right! Hey buddy, come over here!” And the 
cooks—I would sell my newspapers, and then they would feed me. The cooks: “Anything you 
want to eat, man, whatever.” At breakfast, at lunch? I remember to this day, the biggest thrill was 
lunchtime, man. They had fried chicken—oh man! Whew! [laughter] I mean, you’d get big 
pieces of fried chicken and I would just literally overeat, because I knew when I got home, there 
might not be any food. 
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So that was my first job. My first job—I mean, my first quote, “official” job, unquote. Since I 
was a little kid, I remember always being told, “Go see if you can get some money helping out 
so-and-so—la señora—quien sabe que—el señor—” whatever. My stepmother would send me: 
“Go ask Doña Lupe whether she needs errands today to the store,” and all that.   

I was always working. Summertimes, I worked as a house painter apprentice. I would go to 
construction jobs, factories, looking for work. And then when I was a senior in high school, one 
of the most heartbreaking things I had to do was drop out of the baseball team—the varsity 
baseball team. I was looking forward to having a great year, my last year, and I wound up having 
to drop out because we needed money. And I got a real good job at a factory a block away from 
home after school, but the working hours interfered with the practice time, so I had to drop out of 
that. And that was heartbreak, because baseball was my first love in sports—still is—and so that 
really hurt. That was really hard, but I had to make some money for the family, pay the bills. 

Garcia: 
What type of factory was it? Lamp factory? 

Muñoz: 
Lamps, yes. Interesting, now that I’m thinking about it—that was the first time that I got to know 
ex-cons very well, because that factory hired nothing but guys out of prison! [laughter] 

Garcia: 
And already towards you, obviously being an older ex-con, and you’re a young kid from high 
school. 

Muñoz: 
Yes. So here I was a young kid, picking up on a lot of stuff, right, because all these ex-cons were 
in there. I have to admit, though, I don’t remember any real bad incidents, really. There were 
some real tough guys in there, that were scary looking, man. You didn’t even want to get close to 
them.  

But there were some that really treated me nice, really respectful. They didn’t try to get me into 
their lifestyle. And so that’s where I worked for my last year of high school, at the lamp factory. 
And then for that summer after that, I became a full-time worker there and all that.  

And that was my very first scary moment in a cop car. Up until that point, when I was hanging 
out with gang kids, I always managed to run faster than the cops, or whatever, [laughing] so I 
never got caught! Not that I was doing anything serious—they were just harassing you, or 
whatever, so we ran like hell. 

But I remember working at the factory, going through a very bad experience. There was a little, 
like a greasy spoon restaurant at the corner of the factory where, man, I would love going to 
work on Saturdays, because I worked part-time during school days, and on Saturdays, I worked 
the whole day. And on Saturdays, man, I used to go out there and buy me a big breakfast, at the 
first break. And I would run over there and get ham and eggs and all that stuff that I couldn’t 
have at home. 
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And one day I went to eat there, and I was eating there, and then the cops showed up, and they 
took me out—threw me in the car. I said, “What’s going on?” and they said, “Just get in,”. And 
they put me in the back seat of the squad car, and I was scared—what the hell is this. Here I was, 
student body president, by the way, right? 

Garcia: 
And they hadn’t told you why they are taking you? 

Muñoz: 
No, they didn’t tell me. They didn’t want to say anything. They said, “Keep your mouth shut, 
you damn Mexican,” or whatever—real racist comments. Then they took me to this house up a 
block away from there, and the lady was there at the house in the front and said, “Yes, he looks 
like him.” Evidently, there had been a robbery, or something, someone had done something bad 
that fit my description: Mexican, right? 

Garcia: 
Some description. 

Muñoz: 
[laughing] Khaki pants—I wore khaki pants at work. I didn’t wear them to school, but I wore 
them to work. And then they took me from there to downtown LA, I forget—Broadway 
somewhere—where somebody worked, I guess who lived in that house. And then they called her 
out. I was handcuffed by that time, sitting in the back of the squad car, looking out the window, 
and to this day, I’ll never forget, my heart almost stopped, because the woman that had been 
asked to identify me was going, “Yes.” So “Oh my God, man—what am I in for? What is going 
to happen to me?”   

And then finally, a big sigh of relief, man. I was ready to pass out when I finally saw her going, 
“No, no, that’s not him, that’s not him.” [Sighs] Aw, shit! I almost, like—my heart came to a 
stop and then it started pumping again. 

But they didn’t apologize, they just took me back to where they picked me up and threw me out 
of the squad car. [laughing] So, wow, man—and I had to go back to work after that, right? I 
didn’t want to get fired. So— 

Garcia: 
That was your first run-in with the police? 

Muñoz: 
That was my first serious run-in like that. I’ll never forget it. So I was kind of shook up for a 
long time after that. I mean, I came this close to messing my life up. I mean, because I had 
known so many guys that that happened to them—wrong identification. A lot of people in prison 
today are innocent of whatever crime. 

And so I came real close. And at that time, I was seventeen years old, soon to be eighteen, I 
guess. I turned eighteen after I graduated. But I’ll never forget that experience. 
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Garcia: 
Was there a pretty—like, heavy police presence back then? I mean, I know now— 

Muñoz: 
Oh, there’s always been heavy police presence, but I would submit probably more nowadays, 
because, see, in those days, like I mentioned before—I don’t know if I did or not—but when you 
were in a gang, you weren’t carrying guns. There were drugs—you asked me about drugs last 
time and it was no big deal. There was no big “drug problem.” The people who were on drugs, 
on heroin and all that—they were just like islands unto themselves. Nobody even hung with 
them. It was all marijuana, or getting drunk on wine, cheap wine, that kind of thing, and those 
pills that you popped, whatever it was—“reds” or what you call them. So the police presence was 
there, always, but not as it is now. 

Garcia: 
Was there still a lot of harassment? 

Muñoz: 
Oh, there’s always been a lot of harassment. Just walking down the street, the cops always 
checked you out, or whatever—stopped you, and questioned you: “What are you doing?” or 
whatever—that kind of thing. So that was always there. 

Garcia: 
Were you in LA already when the whole Sleepy Lagoon incident— 

Muñoz: 
No. That was in the forties. 

Garcia: 
That was in the forties, so you were still—? 

Muñoz: 
No, I was still in El Paso. I didn’t get to LA until 1952. So the Sleepy Lagoon happened in the 
forties, as well as the famous incident—what was it called—when the pachucos were beaten up 
by the military. 

Garcia: 
Pachuco riots, Zoot suit riots? 

Muñoz: 
Zoot suit riots. That was after the Sleepy Lagoon. First I think the Sleepy Lagoon happened, and 
then that—. So that was before my time. 

Garcia: 
The Zoot Suit was maybe a generation before you? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, exactly. Yes, I was a “second generation pachuco,” unquote. [laughter] 
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Garcia: 
Remnants of the pachuco— 

Muñoz: 
But I remember when I was fifteen years old, I finally made my first communion. That was a 
little late. Are you Catholic? 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
Well, how old were you when you went to first communion? 

Garcia: 
Six, seven— 

Muñoz: 
Yes, see, right. So I, because of my family instability, they never got anybody to get me ready. 
So finally, when I was fifteen, I got ready, right? I remember I was the oldest kid taking first 
communion. So guess what I wore? My uncle’s Zoot suit! [laughter] We were too poor to buy 
anything new for me, whatever, so I had to wear the old Zoot suit that he had hanging up in the 
closet! [laughter] But I liked it—loved it, I mean, “Oh, this is great.” 

Garcia: 
Especially shark suits. 

Muñoz: 
Right, right, right. So I guess, back in high school—when I got out of high school, it was 
incredible in terms of the confidence that I had what it took to go to college eventually. Because 
I knew I was a smart Mexican. The principal gave me, out of her own pocket, a hundred-dollar 
scholarship. And then I got another scholarship, I forget from where, for the books, and so I 
thought I was on my way, man, I was flying high. In spite of the fact that by then, I hadn’t 
realized that I had to go to junior college, right? 

So, to continue my education out of high school, I decided to go to East LA College, because I 
figured, East LA, man, a lot of Mexicans there. So I wound up going there, and no Mexicans, 
hardly—all white students at that time. 

Garcia: 
Just a white college? 

Muñoz:  
Drew from Monterey Park, Alhambra, all those white areas—at that time white areas. They’re no 
longer white. 

Garcia: 
They’re all Asian. 
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Muñoz: 
Right. And so, my God, a handful of Mexicans there. And most of the ones that were there, they 
wanted to ignore that they were Mexican—they’re all Spanish, or whatever. So I decided that, 
“Hey man, I’m a smart Mexican,” and not thinking about it, I said, “I’m going to take”—there 
was a class, I was looking for an algebra class since I never took it—so I saw—and nobody 
counseled me, I just saw in the books, an algebra type of class or whatever. So I signed up for 
that class, and unbeknownst to me, it was not introductory algebra, it was—what was it called? 
What’s after algebra? 

Garcia: 
Trigonometry? 

Muñoz: 
No. 

Garcia: 
Geometry? 

Muñoz:  
Geometry, before, there was something else— 

Garcia: 
Pre-calculus, trigonometry, math analysis? 

Muñoz: 
Something like that. But anyway, it was dealing with—already geometry. It was for students 
who already had taken— 

Garcia: 
The algebra. 

Muñoz: 
—a couple years of algebra and geometry, right? So I took it, not knowing any better, right? So 
man, I was in there studying my ass off, and, “Oh man! This is hard!” [laughing] And I studied 
like heck, and finally, the first midterm, I was getting a “C-minus.” That’s not bad for not having 
introductory algebra! So I was really: “Man, I’m going to pass this class.” And after that, I just 
couldn’t understand the material. So I got my first “F” ever in school, right? And that was a 
bummer. So by that time, I was living alone, I told you I left school—I left home as soon as I 
graduated from high school, and so I had nobody to go to kind of get me straightened out. I 
didn’t know about tutoring, I didn’t know about anything. 

Garcia: 
Yes, you were on your own. 

Muñoz: 
I was on my own. And so I just got really depressed, because, “Man, so maybe they were right. 
Maybe Mexicans aren’t smart after all. Maybe I don’t have what it takes for college.” And I got 
depressed about it. My first semester, I ended up with that “F;” I ended up with a “D” average. 



104 

 

Garcia: 
What other classes were you taking? 

Muñoz: 
Oh, I was taking government, I was taking English, I was taking that algebra class—at that time, 
three units was a full load. And I dropped out. I said, “Man, I don’t have what it takes.” I though 
I was a failure, like I flunked out. Well, technically, I didn’t; I had a “D” average, but to me that 
was like flunking out. So I did the best thing I could think of at the time. I needed to get away, 
sort of deal with the pain and the depression, so I volunteered for the draft. I said, “Well, as a 
loyal American, I better do my country’s duty,” responsibility to my country, and in the 
meantime, I’m trying to figure out what the hell to do—[laughter]—about my situation. “What 
do I do now, man?” I said, “I’d better go to the army, get that out of the way, and then after I do 
two years and come out, maybe by that time, I’ll know what I want to do with my life.” So that’s 
what I did. Volunteered draft—this was 1959, okay? So I went in the army. I’ll never forget that 
experience. It was an incredible experience, good and bad. Mostly good for me at that time, 
because it was exciting. At that time, there was no war. It was in between Korea and— 

Garcia: 
Vietnam? 

Muñoz: 
—and Vietnam. I had never traveled, I had never been anywhere except for Mexico. El Paso, 
Mexico, and LA. [laughs] 

Garcia: 
Yes. It’s pretty much the same in Monterey. 

Muñoz: 
And so I said, “Man, if I get in the army, I want to travel.” So I signed up for, whatever, I put 
down there, whatever, I wanted to travel, whatever. And then I took the IQ test that they give you 
and all that, and I scored real high. And so they sent me to—after basic training—well, that’s 
another story I want to tell you about basic training, but I don’t want to forget this. But, even 
though in terms of intellectual stuff and all that, I was down, I was still kind of a confident guy. I 
wasn’t cocky per se, but I had overcome so many obstacles by then, I was strong physically, I 
was strong mentally, otherwise, in terms of who I was. And I was in damned good shape. So I go 
in the army, right, and I’ll never forget the first night at basic training. We arrive at Fort Ord for 
basic training, down the road here?  

And middle of the night, it would seem like it was real late at night, they kind of line you up. 
And then they yell out, “Okay, all of those of you with prior military experience, step out.” Some 
guys who had been in the marines before, lot of guys who didn’t have a life, so they go in the 
army; they get out of the army and then they join the navy, or visa-versa. So a lot of those guys 
stepped out. College ROTC, high school ROTC was considered military experience, and I didn’t 
have any of that. So then I said, “Shit, man—I was a Boy Scout at one time.” [laughter] 

And I didn’t tell you about my being a Boy Scout, though—remind me—when I first got to LA 
in ‘52. Okay, well, let’s do it now. I went up in LA, right? Looking around for things to do, right, 
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and right next to my elementary school at that time—it doesn’t exist any more, because they 
built a freeway there—there was a cop station. And one day, I bumped into a cop coming out—a 
Chicano cop. He had some kind of signs about camping kind of stuff—“Hey, what is that 
meaning, camping?” I didn’t know about camping. “Oh, man, it’s a lot of fun. You want to go 
camping?” “Yes!” “Okay then, come tonight. We’re going to meet tonight after school, the kids 
that want to go camping.” “Okay!” 

So after school, I went to the meeting, and it turned out to be a Boy Scout meeting. “You want to 
go camping?” “Yes!” “Well, join the Boy Scouts, man, join my troop, my boy scout troop.” 
“Okay, fine.” [laughter] “How much does it cost?” after he told me about it. “I don’t have any 
money.” “Ah, don’t worry about it. We’ll get you in.” So I joined the Boy Scouts. I was in Boy 
Scouts for about eight months or so, and I became first class, whatever—I was pretty highly 
ranked. [laughs] 

Garcia: 
Little badges— 

Muñoz: 
And then I remembered that night in Fort Ord, in basic training my first night, I remember this 
guy, the cop, telling me that what we were learning as Boy Scouts was what the soldiers learned 
in the military in terms of how to tie knots, how to do this, how to fix fox holes, and how to do 
this kind of stuff—set up camp, and all that. So no se quedó. 

So then I asked the guy next to me, “Hey, how come they ask you for this; ask you to step up?” 
He said, “Well, those guys are going to get the juicy jobs, like, if you got prior military 
experience, they’ll probably give you a good job, or whatever.” “Shit, I’m stepping out, man.” I 
stepped out. “¡Órale, man!” I stepped out, and the guy comes up to me, the big, World War II 
decorated war hero with all his medals, the sergeant. [in gruff voice] “Okay, God damn you, 
what is your rank?” and they all started screaming in line, cussing you out. I said [in gruff voice] 
“One year Boy Scouts, sir.” [laughter] The guy looks at me: “Did I hear right?”—kind of a 
puzzled look—then turns around to the other sergeant, and he looks at him, and they got up and 
looked back at the other guy—the head chingón there—and the guy says, “I want him!” 
[laughter] 

Garcia: 
Your boldness— 

Muñoz: 
“He’s got the balls,” he says, “to step out and do that—he’s a damned good leader,” or whatever. 
I stepped out, and I got the best—I got to be a squad leader, right? And that presented 
problems—that was great, but—I got my own room, I didn’t have to bunk with all the other GIs, 
the other recruits. I had my own office, my own room. [laughs] And I had—I forgot about how 
big the squad is, about forty-five guys—reporting to me, right? And some of these guys were 
veterans, they had been in other services—older guys—and they were pissed. Oh, they were 
pissed. And rightly so. I mean, here the guy had been in the marines before, and I was in the 
army, and all of a sudden you’ve got a Boy Scout—[laughter] 
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Garcia: 
Boy scout leading them. 

Muñoz: 
—being the squad leader, the whatever, and so I came really, really close to getting beat up 
pretty bad by these guys, because they kept on egging me on, testing my manhood, and all that 
kind of stuff, but I hung in. And I was scared shitless of these guys—older than me, and probably 
stronger, whatever, and I guess—I’m not gonna back off, and so I just called their bluff, and they 
would back off.  

Garcia: 
This was all through basic training? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. 

Garcia: 
During the exercises and everything? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. And then so finally came the time they finally got respect for me, when I was in such good 
shape, that I was asked by the commander of the whole whatever, part of that squadron, 
whatever they call—I forgot now—to be one of the guys to lead all the troops in PT. You know 
what that is?  

Garcia: 
No. 

Muñoz: 
Physical training. So I was the guy that would be up on top. Several of us guys that were 
strongest, and in shape and all that, would get up on top, and lead all the exercises and all that 
kind of stuff. You get out there, man, you got to show them, kind of lead them—[laughter]—
literally, up high! And before that time, of course, we used to have to run back and forth to the 
rifle range. I don’t know at one point—if you go to Monterey, the right hand side is a lot of sand 
dunes. 

 
We’d have to run up those sand dunes, man! With all full equipment! And those M1 rifles, those 
old M1 rifles were heavy, also. So back and forth. I was the guy who was yelling out—you’ve 
seen those war movies, right? 

[Sings military marching song] “Dah-dah-dah-dah, dah-dah-dah!” Well, I was the guy who 
would lead that for all my squad—[barks the same marching song] “Rah-rah-rah-rah, rah-rah-
rah!” [laughter] So a couple of times, some of the guys passed out, so I would pick them up. I 
don’t know how in the hell I did it—I would pick them up, carry them, and still—[laughs]  

So all of that, these other guy checked that out, said, “Hey, this guy is a good soldier, man.” So 
by the time basic was over, they were pals of mine—I’d won them over. But it was stressful. 
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What really did it for me, though, was just before you finish your basic training, you go through 
actual military maneuvers and exercises where, like, live ammunition is fired at you, right? So 
you got to go through all the trenches and all that stuff, and [imitating machine gun fire] “burr-
ga-ga-ga!” It’s kid of scary. And I excelled in that, and then I wound up being the commanding 
general for all of the military maneuvers. They put me up on top of the—with the real general, to 
see how I was acting—I didn’t know what the hell I was doing. 

Garcia: 
[laughter] Playing general. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, playing general. [In gruff voice] “Hey—General Muñoz!” “Yes, sir!” [In gruff voice] 
“What do you think we should do—should we attack on the left flank or the right?” “Well, sir, 
I—[to self]—what would John Wayne do?—left flank, sir!” “Good answer!” “Shift the cannons 
over there!” So I had a real good time in basic, I mean, I proved my “manhood,” unquote, in that 
regard. 

Garcia: 
How long did basic training last? 

Muñoz: 
I’m trying to remember. 

Garcia: 
About three months, six months? 

Muñoz: 
I think it’s about two months—at least two months, if not longer. It may even be three months. 

Garcia: 
You get any off-base time? How was that, being up in Northern California? 

Muñoz: 
Ah, we finally got off-base time after two months, or whatever, toward the end, and man, came 
to the city, wow, first time—oh, let me tell you what happened the first time. I’ll never forget. 
We were—let’s see—I forgot exactly how we got there—probably bus—probably Greyhound 
bus or whatever. Got off at the Greyhound station, and, “Man, let’s go party, man—hit all the 
bars and stuff.” At that time, I wasn’t twenty-one yet, right? 

Garcia: 
Was that in San Francisco? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, San Francisco.  

Muñoz: 
But after that, man, came exciting times for me. Here’s a Chicano kid from the barrio, man, like I 
said, never seen anywhere except LA, El Paso, and Mexico.  And I get put on a plane to New 
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York—New York City, man, the big apple, wow! My first airplane ride. And because of my high 
test score, they sent me to this Army Intelligence school that was called the Information School. 
So there I go—I was trained for television work and radio work, speaking to the troops as a 
propagandist—anti-Communist propagandist. I learned about Karl Marx for the first time, and 
communism, the evil. I was stationed at Fort Slocum, which is a little island off New Rochelle, 
New York, which is on the subway about twenty-five minutes from New York City. I really 
enjoyed it. 

Garcia: 
How long were you there for? 

Muñoz: 
That was another two months or so. It was cold, wintertime. But, man, luckily my best buddies 
were one black buddy, and one white buddy—a southern white, by the way. And we hit it off 
really good. Jerry West was his name, believe it or not, and Joe Hubbard, the black guy. I lost 
track of Jerry West as soon as basic training was over, or whatever, but Joe Hubbard, I had kept 
in touch with—he was from LA, South Central. And he became a big-shot rock-and-roll 
promoter. But the three of us were into music, right? Well, they more so than me, so I went with 
them, so we went to Broadway, man, and here I was, a nineteen-year-old kid, man, God, man, 
just an incredible experience, going to New York City and Broadway. Of course, it wasn’t 
baseball season—but I still wanted to see Yankee Stadium from the outside! 

Garcia: 
Had to! 

Muñoz: 
It was a wonderful time for me, but again, it was cold as hell, we had to shovel snow to get into 
our dormitories where we were, and stuff like that. So then after that—and we are running out of 
time I think? 

Garcia: 
Probably about an hour more. 

Muñoz: 
How much more you got time? 

##[7A] 
 
Muñoz: 
—New York, Fort Slocum, New York, gave me that experience of being back East for the first 
time, in New York City. Up until this point, nothing but new experiences, now, right? So I was 
getting away from my disappointment of, quote “flunking out of college,” unquote, right? 
Rebuilding my ego and my confidence in myself in terms of that. Intellectually as well, because 
here I was, doing this kind of school, where you have to be articulate—you have to read, you 
have to present, you have to, you know what I’m saying, use your intellect. And so I did, and it 
was a good feeling for me. So that was a good experience. And then, to make it even better, then 
I get shipped back to Fort Bliss for my first assignment. 
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Garcia: 
Back in Texas? 

Muñoz: 
In Texas, home, in a sense, to El Paso. Never in my wildest dreams did I see myself going back 
home in an army uniform, right? Back to the same barracks where I used to sell newspapers, 
right? 

So that was exciting because of that. I went back, and I was assigned to Army Intelligence there, 
G2. My job was to translate Latin American newspapers and reports into English. 

Garcia: 
Reports to the generals? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, in other words, the CIA or whatever people wanted to keep track of developments, political 
developments in Mexico and Latin America. 

Garcia: 
What type of things were coming through? 

Muñoz: 
Basically reporting who was in political office, what the PRI was up to—the Partido—the main 
political party in Mexico. Other stuff that they thought was important, they would hand me to 
translate, and stuff like that. But I remember nothing really, really, quote, “profound,” really—I 
was always thinking about, “This is kind of Mickey Mouse, why are they wasting their time with 
this stuff?” It didn’t make sense to me, most of the time. 

Garcia: 
In ‘59, Castro had already been in Cuba, he was already there with his correspondents— 

Muñoz: 
You see, that’s why. In other words, how the revolution, the Cuban revolution, had an impact on 
other Latin American countries. Basically, that’s it, now that you reminded me. So that’s what 
basically I would be doing. And so I was there, stationed there for, oh, I think it was six months. 
Yes, around six months, more or less. 

And then I got my overseas assignment. I put in for overseas assignment, and I got assigned to 
Korea—South Korea. I said, “Wow, man, Asia, man!” I never thought I would be going there. 
So they put me on another plane—I had already flown to New York, been kind of all over the 
country in a way. Now I was going to go overseas, man! Wow, man, big-ass plane, to get over 
there. We stopped over in Hawaii, then the Philippines, and then on to South Korea. That was a 
great, great duty, man. It was both exciting and dangerous, more dangerous than ever, because 
when I was stationed there, there was—well, there was always a lot of tension between the North 
Koreans and South Koreans, in terms of the border there, what you call it, the—there’s a name 
for it—DMZ. The DMZ—the Demilitarized Zone. All the time you were stationed there, you 
were always prepared to engage in war against the North Koreans. 
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Garcia: 
You were really close to the DMZ? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, right. I was in the capital of South Korea, Seoul, which wasn’t too far from the DMZ. Pero, 
it was a great assignment, because being in Army Intelligence, I had my own jeep—they gave 
me my own jeep. Not my own jeep, per se, but in other words I could, any time I wanted, I could 
get a jeep from the— 

Garcia: 
You had access to the— 

Muñoz: 
—from the carpool, what do you call it, the garage, whatever. And my job for military 
maneuvers was to actually drive a quarter-ton truck to carry troops and stuff. So I had a driver’s 
license, and so man, so they told me, “Whenever you want to get away, man, just go ahead and 
get yourself a jeep and take off.” So, man, I got that jeep, I took off. So, it was great—I mean, it 
was great duty. And then in my actual job was that I was in charge of the intelligence reports 
coming into general headquarters from the field, from the CIA agents and Army Intelligence 
agents. And my job was to catalog them and decide whether they were top secret, or confidential, 
or unclassified, or whatever. So I had top secret clearance, for myself. So that’s what my job 
was, it was kind of a clerical job. The hot stuff, the hot top secret stuff that I thought was really, 
really critical, then I would walk it over to the general himself. One of the famous generals in 
army history, that led the invasion of the 101st Airborne, General [Howard] I think his name was. 
And so it was kind of like, “Wow, man, this guy is a big war-time hero,” right? 

So he would go, “Hey, Muñoz, how’s it going, man?” “Fine, General.” I didn’t think I was a big 
shot, but I felt like, “Man, this is great.” 

So I was far from being, at that time, a liberal or radical, or whatever. I was a number-one 
soldier. I mean, had I stayed at that level, where I was, I would have made the military my 
career, and then maybe become like a Colin Powell-type of guy eventually, because I loved the 
army. I mean, I loved it man—I was good at it. 

Garcia: 
You hear a lot of stories about how there’s no place for colored people in the army. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, yes. But at that time, I had no promise. What I discovered at that time, unbeknownst to me 
until I was in the army was that being Chicano, Mexican, we were highly respected, because we 
were good soldiers. And then later on, after I got out, I learned why, because we got the most 
medals of honor in World War II, and all that kind of stuff. We have engaged—we’ve always 
been in the trenches as soldiers, and fighting, and we’ve always been brave soldiers, and this is 
what got me where I got, in the army too. Which, I guess, is kind of a thing that is picked up a lot 
on, to romanticize it. 
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And that time, I fell right into it, because I was a product of our culture which is a warrior 
culture, right. I mean macho—going in there and in society as well. The gender stuff, being 
prepared to be a man, stuff like that. You don’t question war, and fighting for your country, 
fighting for democracy, you’re doing this and that. 

So then, finally, the point came, however, in Korea, when I finally began to think somewhat 
critically. There was a coup d’etat when I was there. You know what a coup d’etat is right? 

The overthrow of a civilian government by the military. Well, it doesn’t have to be technically 
the military, but generally it is. In this case, it was. 

Garcia: 
South Korean? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, South Korean military, the top generals who had been trained all over here, right—they’re 
all products of the War College here, and West Point, and our institutions here—conspired to 
overthrow the civilian government of South Korea, with our help. But at that time, of course, and 
even to this day, I don’t know if there were any books ever written about it or not, but I’m sure it 
was then, that the US let them do it, right? But as I learned later on from studying history, and 
Latin America in particular, those things happen all the time. 

So at that time, though, what struck me was, “Wow, wait a minute, why”—and I was in the 
middle—being in Army Intelligence, I was right in the middle of that stuff, right? I said, 
“What—it doesn’t make sense to me.” I started thinking, “Wait a minute. I’m here to defend 
democracy, right? Or so I’ve been told”—that’s what I what I learned—“But overthrowing the 
civilian government? It doesn’t make sense.” 

Garcia: 
And it was a democratic government that had been established after the Korean War. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, it was a democratic government. And so I started to think. Mind you, not too profoundly, 
but I started for the first time trying to make sense of things. “What am I doing here as a US 
soldier?” “Here I am defending democracy, and here we are overthrowing a democratic 
government.” And it didn’t make sense to me. So it bothered me a lot. Anyway, the coup d’etat 
was over, and everything was done. 

Garcia: 
It was pretty quick that it happened? 

Muñoz: 
It was about—it was a tense moment, I would say about a couple of weeks. 

Garcia: 
Was there any US military action directly involved in that? 
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Muñoz: 
No. See, that’s the thing. The way they set it up was that, as I recall, they made it seem like it 
was all Korean military, we had nothing to do with it, so that they—we wound up being told, and 
preparing ourselves to fight, against South Korean military. In other words, they surrounded our 
compound, our military compound—the South Korean tanks and military. So we were 
surrounded, right? But it was a setup. They weren’t seriously going to do that, but basically 
telling us, “Keep out, it’s none of your business,” supposedly that’s what we were told at the 
time. But in retrospect, obviously it was a setup. 

But anyway, so after that I started thinking, it started to bother me a lot, and I didn’t know why 
exactly, other than what I just told you, wondering, “Why are we doing this?” And that got me 
to—for some reason, it got me back to reading, and I went back to the library, and I stopped all 
this going to bars and drinking and women, and all that kind of stuff. I got tired of that stuff, and 
I started reading, going to the library in my spare time. And one of the first books I picked up 
was a book by a guy by the name of Dostoevsky. You ever heard of him? 

Russian writer who wrote Crime and Punishment, amongst other things. Crime and Punishment 
was one of his most famous. I didn’t know what it was—“Crime and Punishment?” I said, 
“Sounds interesting—read up on that.” I couldn’t understand it—hard reading—God! I mean, it’s 
a Russian writer being translated into English. Usually, most translations happen kind of steep. 
So I couldn’t understand it the first read. I read it again, and finally by the fourth reading, I 
finally understood it. I said, “Man, I’m a smart Mexican after all!” [laughter] 

Garcia: 
You got it, yes? 

Muñoz: 
“I’m going to go back to college, man!” So when I was there, I went ahead and enrolled in the 
University of Maryland extension division, and I took a couple of courses—as I recall 
Japanese—I took one on Japanese language, and maybe one on English, I think it was. And I 
started going to class at night, in the extension division there. And so I was on my way. So then I 
was offered—. 

Then Vietnam came up, during the time I was in South Korea in 1961. See, I was there from ‘60 
to ‘61. I was there thirteen months, actually—thirteen months. And Vietnam was actually going 
on already, I mean in ’59, because there was a lot of stuff going on. The French were getting 
kicked out, and the US was taking over, unbeknownst to the general public, people didn’t know 
this. People thought that the Vietnam War started in ’64, more or less, but it actually started 
in ’60, the first military actions going on over there. I was asked to volunteer as a military 
advisor to ‘Nam, and given the coup d’état stuff, and then going through information I was given 
about Vietnam, it didn’t sound right either? [laughs] 

Garcia: 
Lot of information passing through Korea? 
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Muñoz: 
Yes. So I was asked to volunteer, and I declined. I said, “No, I want to get out and go back to 
college.” “But man, we can send you to officer training school, you’ll make a great officer.” “I 
know that”—and part of me wanted to do that—become a great officer, and like I said, go on the 
Colin Powell track. And I thought about it, gave it some thought, but said, “No, no, I want to get 
out of this, I want to go back to school.” 

So then after that, then the Berlin crisis happened when Kennedy was president in ’61. The 
Berlin Wall issue came up and—I think that was when the Berlin Wall was built, or something 
like that, I forget exactly. But anyway, the point was that East Germany had made a move, so 
here we were, preparing to go to war against East Germany. So they had Vietnam going on the 
sideline, but then the front page was Berlin Wall. Vietnam wasn’t even in the papers yet. So then 
everybody in the military at that time got extended. So I didn’t get discharged when I was 
supposed to, so instead they extended me for four more months, but they shipped me back to 
Washington, DC—from South Korea to Washington, DC. Another trip. 

Garcia: 
Another long trip. 

Muñoz: 
Another long trip, and man, I had a ball in the capital—I went to all the museums, and that really 
added on to my thirst for knowledge and wanting to go back to college. 

Garcia: 
How long were you there? 

Muñoz: 
About four months. I was in Fort Belvoir, Virginia, not in DC per se, but Fort Belvoir is really 
like a stone’s throw from DC. And so I did that, and— 

Garcia: 
What kind of work were you doing there? 

Muñoz: 
No more G2. No, they took me out of that. I guess once I declined the invitation to be a military 
advisor, I kind of became a persona non grata. So that’s why they put me to—I forgot what I 
had—some kind of clerical work as I recall, not the G2 office though, some kind of clerical 
work. At the time I was a corporal, well, a specialist fourth class.  So I had good duty. I was in an 
engineering battalion. So I had a great time. 

Garcia: 
What’s that? An engineering battalion? 

Muñoz: 
Those are the army units that build military fortresses and stuff in war areas. But I wasn’t an 
engineer, I was just part of the clerical staff. So anyway, that’s what happened. When I got out of 
the army, I came back to LA, and I couldn’t find a job, couldn’t find work. I wanted to go back 
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to school, but it was in the middle of the semester, so I had to wait. First thing is I got signed up 
and I went to LA City College, instead of East LA—I went to LA City College.  

Garcia: 
Where did you come back to when you came back to LA? Did you find your own apartment? 

Muñoz: 
No, like I said, I had no money. Well, when you get discharged, you get a thousand bucks, 
something like that, but that doesn’t last very long. So I moved in back with my parents—back to 
my dad’s alcoholism and stuff, and it was bad. But being older, I had more—not tolerance, but I 
wasn’t a young kid any more, so I could deal with it better in terms of that. But it was just 
temporary until I could get a job and move on, which eventually I did. I started LA City College. 
I started going to school at night, working at—I had a full-time job in the daytime, eight hours a 
day, working in an engineering firm—a very well known engineering firm. And I got that job 
through my Japanese high school friend, who was working there as a “delivery boy,” unquote, 
and so I got a delivery boy job. But when I got the job, the personnel guy was a former FBI 
agent, and he was impressed with my Army Intelligence background, right? So the first chance 
that an opening happened in a better job, he put me in it—he thought I was one of his boys, 
right? So he put me into that, so I was on my way. I rose pretty fast in the corporate structure. 
That was another change. I had the opportunity to make a military career, right, and I turned that 
down. Then I got another opportunity to be a corporate man—a lot of money—and I turned that 
down eventually because I got pretty high up there. I was offered, after two years—three years—
working there, I was offered to take over their office in Hawaii at $60,000 a year, which at that 
time was a lot of money.  

Garcia: 
Yes, real good money. 

Muñoz: 
Wow! And I was married for the first time already—had one kid already. I said, “Man, this is 
great—yes!” So my first thing was I was, of course, flattered. The big corporate guy, the CEO, 
comes in, and calls you into his office, you go in there—man, it was like a presidential office 
there. Sits you down and says, “Well, Charles, you’ve done a hell of a good job, and we want 
you to stay with us permanently,” and blah blah blah. And man, you’re feeling like a million 
bucks, right? “Wow, this is great.” So I said, “Yes, sir, man”—it sounded like a good job to me, 
and so I accepted it. 

I went home, and I said, “Oh shit, what am I doing here, man?” All of a sudden, it hit me: “What 
am I doing? I wanted to go back to back to school to get education, and serve my community.” 
This is what I was thinking at the time. I wanted to become—by that time, I knew I was a leader 
and I wanted to be a Chicano leader, and help all my people and all that. A few days went by, 
and then I finally decided, “You know what? If I do this job, forget college”—because I was in 
junior college at that time, right? Forget college, and forget about being a Chicano leader and 
serving my community. There were no Mexicans in Hawaii—at that time there weren’t—there 
are now.  
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And so I went back in, I said, “You know what, Mr. So-and-so, after thinking it over, I have to 
finish my college education. Then, after that, I would probably be more interested.” Of course, 
when you turn down the boss, forget it, man, persona non grata again. There I go again—first 
I’m army persona non grata because I didn’t become a military advisor in ‘Nam, and then this 
happened—so two strikes, and then you’re out. So he said, “Fine,” so I left the company, and 
graduated from LA City College. Not very distinguished—I went all night school, for three 
years, night school. I think I came out with a C+ average. Maybe a “B-” average, I forgot. I was 
at a critical time in my life, first of all: “What am I going to do now?” And by that time, I was 
getting more politicized, because I finally changed my name back to Carlos. I finally realized 
what had been happening in terms of all the assimilation stuff. I started becoming more mindful 
of the problems in the community, started talking to political activists and began to open my 
eyes. 

Garcia: 
Political consciousness? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. Became a “good liberal,” unquote, became a diehard John F. Kennedy fan. I was one of 
those people who cried when he was assassinated. What he said in his speech—that he never 
wrote, I found out— “Ask not what your country can do for you, ask what you can do for your 
country.” Wow, man, that’s what I— 

Garcia: 
Got you ready to go into the political arena? 

Muñoz: 
Exactly. Go in the political area, become one of the first Mexican American congressmen. 
Roybal was already in Congress then, and he was a friend of mine—he still is, but I haven’t seen 
him in years. I went to school with his daughter, one of his daughters. 

Garcia: 
I remember you telling me that. 

Muñoz: 
Yes. So I was on my way—good liberal, right, progressive guy.  

I think we’ll stop there at this point. 

Garcia: 
Yes, next time we’ll pick up on your trip down that path. 

Muñoz: 
Right. Yes! [laughs] 
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Interview 5: October 16, 2002 
 
Garcia: 
Last time we were talking, we left off with you coming back from the army, getting back into 
school in LA, some of the leadership qualities you became aware of yourself when you were in 
the army, some of your new goals, some of your political aspirations as you came back into the 
LA area. So I thought we would maybe dive into that today.  

I remember last time we were speaking, you spoke on your involvement with Congressman 
Roybal, and I thought we’d maybe start there, talking about how you met him, began to work 
with him. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, okay. Well, let me backtrack just a bit. Getting back to high school, that’s when I first 
became politically aware, given that I was in student government and also an honor student. That 
kind of helped me get into the door or be introduced to politics. My actual first introduction to 
politics was when I was selected to be a judge for the day, a superior court judge, in LA. Like I 
don’t know when you went to school if they still had this, like “All Boys Government Day,” or 
something like that? 

Garcia: 
I don’t know. 

Muñoz: 
Something like that, where once a year—there was also for girls their own day. Once a year, they 
would select top students, top student leaders, and some people would be Mayor for the Day, 
other people would be Congressman for the Day, other people Assemblyman for the Day—you 
know, different levels of political offices. I was really honored, I felt great about it, that here I 
was selected to be Superior Court Judge for the Day, right? 

Garcia: 
Was this like district-wide, or just based at your school? 

Muñoz: 
It was all-city school district. So I sat in for the whole day in an actual court, sitting next to the 
judge. It was really quite a fascinating experience for me, because I said, “Wow, man!” I really 
saw it from the inside, how it goes in court, and all that kind of stuff. That convinced me that, 
man, maybe I wanted to be a lawyer, thinking about it, in terms of a career. I was a senior by this 
time, and knew about college! [laughs] 

Then after that, around that time, Edward Roybal was running, or had run for city council. He 
had been the first Mexican American to be elected to the LA City Council since the 1800s, way 
back when. So I met him, and I participated in, like, voter registration drive, whatever, get the 
vote out. 

Garcia: 
This when you were still in high school? 
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Muñoz: 
Yes, high school, I was a senior in high school, yes. But that was the extent of my, quote, 
“political activism,” right? I mean, I wasn’t that politicized yet. I went in the army, like I said 
before, and that got me to thinking about, primarily, when I went through that coup d’état 
experience, I started thinking more about things in terms of politics. So by the time I got out, I 
reconnected to Edward Roybal, interestingly, by virtue of the fact that I started going to school 
with his daughter, one of his daughters—Lillian Roybal—and we became good friends. She 
would invite me to the house, and I would go over to the house for dinner. Unbeknownst, to her, 
probably, I had a crush on her anyway and not because she was a politician’s daughter—by that 
time, he was in Congress. When I was in college, he had gotten into the Congress. So it was 
great for me to meet the first Chicano to make it big in American politics in California, right? 
Nationwide, one of the very few at that time—handful—literally handful—of people in the 
Congress. There might have been actually less than a handful—maybe three or four. 

Garcia: 
Do you remember if he was the only one in California? 

Muñoz: 
The only one from California, period. Then there were two from Texas, as I recall, and there 
might have been one from Arizona, I’m not sure. But that was it, at that time, in the early sixties, 
in terms of the US Congress. Nobody in the Senate, obviously. Even in state politics, even at that 
time, it was like, very, very—there was really a handful at that time, even in the California 
legislature. 

All these things I became mindful of after I came back out of the army, and I committed myself 
to going into politics and becoming a congressman. I was inspired by Roybal, and I was really 
turned on to politics at that time. Then John F. Kennedy’s campaign was really the height—well, 
I was in the army then, when the campaign was going on in 1960, but I followed it very closely 
when I was in the army. And when I came back out, obviously, Kennedy being the president had 
generated an awful lot of active participation, for the first time in history, of Mexican Americans 
in the political system. Like, MAPA was revitalized and the LULACs and all the local and 
nationwide Latino organizations—well, at that time, basically Chicano organizations; except for 
New York and Chicago, they were Puerto Rican organizations. But that was the extent of Latino 
political visibility at that time in the early sixties, of just mostly Chicanos and then Puerto 
Ricans, and that was it. 

I started tuning in more and more. By the time I got to—well, before I go on, let me backtrack a 
little bit about what happened to me—well, I got married for the first time in 1964, and the 
reason for that was that my father died in 1964. I was at that time, I think I told you, I was 
working full-time and going to school at night at city college. My father died in ’64, and that 
meant that that was it, I mean, in terms of my family, because my stepmother and I, there was 
really no love between us. 

Garcia: 
How was it that your father passed away? 
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Muñoz: 
He passed away in ‘64. 

Garcia: 
How? 

Muñoz: 
Oh, alcoholism. He drank himself to death. I think I mentioned to you he was an alcoholic. So it 
finally caught up to him. He was forty-nine years old, and he just had one binge too many. His 
stomach ruptured from all the alcohol all the years, and died a terrible death. 

Garcia: 
You said you weren’t living with him at the time? 

Muñoz: 
No, I wasn’t—wait a minute. I was back with him, I hadn’t yet moved out again because I was 
still basically getting reestablished with the job and everything. One time I went home, and he 
was just pouring blood out of his mouth, nonstop. So I took him to the emergency hospital over 
there at LA County Hospital, where he died. So that was a major, major—here I was trying to 
finish junior college—in two years I’d be going to the university—and this happens, right? It 
happened right around final exam time. 

I was in a bad situation there, and then again, I was very lonely, I was all by myself, basically. I 
had no family to deal with my grief and stuff. So a woman friend of mine who I had met at work 
started being there for me. To make a long story short, I married her. I just needed somebody—it 
wasn’t the kind of marriage where you sort of fall in love and you want to get married. So that 
was my first mistake, in terms of marriage. [laughs] So I was married in ’64, after my father 
died, and had two children quickly, one after another, because at that time, we were both 
Catholic at that time, the Catholic Church was very strong on the what’s-it-called method—some 
kind of birth control method that you couldn’t use any pill or whatchamacallit—condoms, or— 

Garcia: 
Natural planning? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, it had to be natural [rhythm method]— 

Garcia: 
So outdated— 

Muñoz:  
[laughing] Yes, right—so outdated. So anyway, I had two children, one right after another. The 
first one was born in 1965, and right around the time that I was really getting active in the 
political process. And so there I was, a young father of two in an unhappy marriage, and then 
things started happening.  

I’ll never forget my first published political piece was a letter to The LA Times. I read in a front-
page story The Times published about how at UCLA, the Asian American scholars—there was 
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no, at that time, Asian studies, at that time, nothing like that. But there was a couple of scholars 
at UCLA of Japanese American descent that had gotten a lot of money—I think it was about a 
million dollars—from the foundations to do a study of Asian Americans in American society, 
right? I thought that was great, because my best friend, I had told you, in high school, one of my 
best friends, was Japanese American, so I was really happy about that. But by the same token, it 
hit me for the first time, I said, “Wow, what about us? What about Mexican Americans?” Here is 
the largest visible minority group, and Japanese at that time were like 1 percent or 2 percent of 
the population. Here we were, like, at that time, 9 percent, which was at that time a lot. Well, I 
guess proportionately speaking, it’s always been big. 

So I wrote a letter to The Times commending, praising the Asian community for getting the 
money, and then criticizing the heck out of Chicano leaders: “Where are our leaders?” in a way. 
You know what I’m saying—where are our scholars, why aren’t they putting together an effort 
to get funds to do the research about the Mexican American experience, about the problems in 
our community, et cetera, et cetera, et cetera. So at that time, I was just finishing junior college, 
right? And my father had died, like I said, I had just gotten married, so I was really starting to get 
involved with politics.  

And then a response was published by a guy named Carlos Borja, whom I did not know, but at 
that time was one of the leading attorneys—Chicano attorneys—in LA. Matter of fact, he was 
not the attorney general, but the deputy attorney general for the state of California in Los 
Angeles—pretty high-up level in the government process, right—government institution. And he 
blasted me in response—something to the effect that, “Well, we’ve tried”—it was very 
defensive—“We’re not wasting our time, we are mindful,” blah blah blah, “We need to do this, 
do that.” Anyway, make some excuse why we haven’t been able to it, blah blah blah. And 
“Perhaps Carlos Muñoz will want to generate something that we can’t do, blah-blah-blah.” But it 
was kind of in a defensive—combination defensive and apologetic and lashing back. “How dare 
you?”—“Who in the hell are you to question our motives?” or whatever, “We, the top leadership 
of the Mexican American community,” right? That was basically the kind of response. 

So anyway, then all of a sudden, I get a letter from him. I guess through The LA Times and his 
contacts, he was able to get my home address. He sent me a letter saying that perhaps his 
response was a little bit harsh, and he wanted to make up for it by taking me out to lunch and 
introducing me to the folks, the activist front. So, I took up his invitation, and we hit it off, 
actually, very well. He was real nice to me, and took me to the state government cafeteria there. 
[laughs] Rubbing elbows with all these top-notch politicians and new judges, and everyone else.  

So he was impressed with me, and so he gave me the name of a sociologist by the name of Paul 
Sheldon at Occidental College. And he said, “You know what? What are your plans? You’re 
planning to go ahead?” “I want to be a lawyer, like you,” I told him. I said, “I want to be a pre-
law major, and yes, I’m planning to go to Cal State LA, or UCLA, whatever.” And he said, “I 
think you should go to Occidental College, because it’s a small liberal arts college,” blah blah 
blah, “and Paul Sheldon’s there, who’s an expert on the Mexican American experience,” blah 
blah blah. “Okay.” 

So, to make a long story short, I followed up on it, and I met Professor Sheldon—very, very nice 
white guy, and very, very supportive. And so right off the bat, he got on the phone, and he got 
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me an appointment with the admissions office to give me the entrance test, and all that kind of 
stuff. And so I went down there, and took the test. That very same day—I didn’t prepare, in other 
words, it was kind of like, you know what I’m saying, “Boom, boom, boom,” right? 

Jesus, I mean, usually when you have to take an entrance exam, you have time to prepare and all 
that. But I was so excited, and I was so—I didn’t think about it. “You know what, Professor, let 
me—.” It wasn’t his problem, it was the guy at the admissions office that had told me to come 
down. I should have told that guy, in retrospect, [laughing] “Give me a couple of weeks, and I 
will come back and take it.” But I didn’t, I was so excited. Anyway, I went and took it, and I 
didn’t do that well, obviously, because I hadn’t prepared. So I’ll never forget, this was a young 
white guy who comes out and he tells me, “Well, you did really well on some parts of the exam, 
but the one you did poorly in, which is the reason we can’t admit you, is the vocabulary. Your 
vocabulary isn’t up to par.” 

And, oh, my heart was broken. Jesus Christ. There I had come so close—private college, full 
scholarship—but man, you know what I’m saying, I had been dreaming about it since I had met 
Borja and he told me about it and all that. So it went down the tubes. So, I wasn’t angry at that 
moment, I was just very heartbroken. So I left. And then, eventually, after a few days, I had been 
thinking about it later, and it wasn’t quite—you know. Here’s another white guy telling me that 
Mexicans don’t have the vocabulary, don’t have the smarts, and here I’ve been working my way 
through college, proving to myself that I was smart. And so I was really—it started agitating me 
to the point that, “You know what? I’m going to do something about this. I don’t know what, at 
this point, but I want to do something about it.”  

So then I wound up going to Cal State LA, because at that time, in comparison to now, the state 
college was the next—for poor, working-class kids of all colors—the UC system was kind of like 
the privileged class, right? 

Garcia: 
More of an elitist institution? 

Muñoz: 
At that time. So then you have like a three-tiered educational system, which it still is on paper 
now, but it has become more like a two-tier now because the state colleges have become state 
universities, and now it’s almost as hard to get into them as it is to the UC system.  

So at that time, community college was the place where all of us went, which, by the way, 
interestingly enough, still is. The majority of new Latino students in college are still in the 
community college, and they don’t ever get out of there. And at that time, state college was 
pretty—you know, I didn’t have to worry about math, they didn’t have any kind of requirement 
that you got to have so much algebra and all that. It was a matter of, automatically, if you are a 
graduate of a community college, you were automatically admitted with a C average. I got in. I 
had almost a—I had like at B- average, but still. I got into Cal State LA, and that was in 1964, 
the fall of ‘64. 

Garcia: 
So all this with Occidental College was happening between in the summer?  
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Muñoz: 
Yes, during the summer. So then I continued working part-time at another corporation near the 
university—state university, state college. And then becoming more and more difficult at home, 
with the marriage. 

Garcia: 
So you had gotten married over the summer as well? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, I had gotten married. I forgot the exact date, but it was around the summertime, sometime. 
So anyway, to make a long story short, my first two years at Cal State LA were very, like, 
critical ones. I mean like personal life, as well as my studies, as well as my politics, kind of all 
lumped together—a lot of this going on. 

So, again, I continued to excel as an undergraduate, and little by little, at that time, in 1964, ’65, 
the civil rights movement, of course, is going full blast, and the anti-war movement was 
emerging. The Vietnam War was going full blast, and you would see it every day on the 
television—at that time in history, there was no censorship like there is today. I mean, you would 
see everything going on, reporters were everywhere, cameras were everywhere. It was not like 
the Persian Gulf War and what’s going on now, where you just get—you get the news, but the 
reportage that the government wants you to get. [laughs] 

And at that time, it was wide open, I mean, they were capturing everything in the South as well, 
what was going on with the civil rights movement. And so I would go home after work, after 
studying, or whatever, going to class, and there it was on the boob tube, the news hour, my God, 
all kinds of stuff. Every channel, mind you—you would just surf the channels, and every 
channel, it seemed like, was talking about the civil rights movement, Dr. King, the Student 
Nonviolent Coordinating Committee, all the stuff going on in the South. You would see the 
racists attacking the nonviolent civil rights protestors. And then the Vietnam War—[innocent 
people getting napalmed and everything. I said, “What?”—and given where I was at that time in 
my life, I said, “Jesus Christ! I have to do something about this, this is ridiculous.” 

But where were we as Chicanos in this whole process? We weren’t anywhere visible. I mean, 
like there was black and white in the South, activists, anti-war was all white at that time, 
university students in particular, the Free Speech movement, of course, happened here in ’64, 
and you could see that on television as well, there was a lot of stuff going on—but they were all 
white kids. So there was nowhere out there that I could see us. So my initial response—and then 
on my campus, like on most campuses at that time, big campuses, things began to take place 
called “teach-ins,” whereby antiwar, civil rights type activists, white guys would get up there and 
rap away about the evils of what’s going on in Vietnam and all that. And as a veteran, I was kind 
of caught, at that time, in a way: “Gee whiz, these punks, they don’t know what they’re talking 
about!” 

I mean, “They haven’t been in the army, and here they are resisting the draft, and here I did 
service to my country,” blah blah blah. So I was caught in between. Part of me was antiwar, I 
could see the message, whatever, and the other part of me was not pro-war, but proud to be a 
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soldier, or having served my country militarily, proud to be an American, blah blah blah— Part 
of me was waving the flag in a way, and part of me was waving the anti-war flag, I guess. 

In 1964—between ‘64 and ‘65, that was going on with me. I became more and more turned on 
by the civil rights movement message, because I could relate to that. In that one year, I started 
thinking about, “You know what? Why don’t we have our civil rights movement? Why don’t we 
have something going on? We got a lot in common with what the black folks are experiencing. 
We also experience racism, we also experience—we are being systematically excluded from the 
university.” The only reason why I was there at that time, by the way, was because I was on the 
GI Bill—being, a Vietnam Era veteran, I got the GI Bill. 

Garcia: 
You said at that time it allowed you to go to school during the day more? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. I was able to cut down my work and be able to concentrate more on my studies because of 
the GI Bill, right? And most of us, at least [Latino] males, at that time, were in that category. The 
few of us on the college campuses at that time—there were very few of us—were there because 
of the GI Bill. We were all veterans. 

Garcia: 
Probably Korean War veterans were there, too? 

Muñoz: 
Korean, even World War II, still, some older guys, but I mean, mostly Korean and Vietnam, 
more and more Vietnam-type veterans. So that’s why I was able to go to college. I mean, having 
to work to support a family, and all that.  

And then I started thinking about these issues that were facing us. And still our leaders—
although I had made connections with Borja and this lawyer group—I was disappointed, because 
I went to their meetings, and man, these guys are just—excuse me, but they’re just masturbating. 
And they’re not doing their real thing. 

Garcia: 
What type of work—I mean, what would they be doing in there? 

Muñoz: 
Talking basically about political appointments and how many of these guys can get appointed to 
a particular office, whose campaign they’re going to work on, mostly that kind of process that 
takes place. 

Garcia: 
Getting people elected— 

Muñoz: 
Yes, getting in campaigns, getting up in the hierarchy, getting appointed they were just running 
for office themselves—that’s where the focus was on. And I went to MAPA meetings, the same 
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thing. It was very, very mainstream kind of two-party—mostly Democratic party—but two-party 
politics. 

Garcia: 
A lot of, like, assimilation ideology? Become part of the system? 

Muñoz: 
Oh, yes. Oh, yes, exactly. Very, very assimilated kind of guys. I mean, they would give lip 
service to being Chicano or Mexican. “Chicano” wasn’t “in” yet. 

Garcia: 
Within their terms— 

Muñoz: 
No, it wasn’t in their vocabulary. And so they were “Americans of Mexican descent,” mostly, 
okay? That type of vocabulary that I talk about in my book, where they’re talking about, “How 
are we going to get ourselves appointed?”  

Garcia: 
Get a piece of the American dream, kind of? 

Muñoz: 
Exactly—get a piece of the pie. So I was turned off with that, and so I kind of stopped going to 
those—well, I did, I discontinued it. I said, “You know what? There’s got to be something better 
out there.” And I started thinking more and more. Then finally, I bumped into civil rights 
activists, black students who had gone to the South, and were part of the Student Nonviolent 
Coordinating Committee [SNCC]. I got allied with them very directly, and I started doing stuff 
with them, solidarity stuff, on the campus. 

Garcia: 
So was there a pretty visible presence of some civil rights groups? SNCC and— 

Muñoz: 
Yes, they were visible, yes, to me. But still, see, blacks and Mexicans were very few. Cal State 
LA was located, as in East LA. 

Garcia: 
Right in the heart of East LA. 

Muñoz: 
[laughing] Right! I mean, it was a mostly white campus. So then I started getting really turned on 
to the civil rights movement, and I started doing what I could, solidarity-wise, given my time 
limitations. And then, finally, the anti-war movement “came to town,” unquote. In a sense, in 
1965, that’s when I really decided, “You know what? These guys may be white young punks, 
middle class ignoramuses or whatever, but their message is true.” And so I went ahead and 
started working with them as well. And so my first major protest action, participation in the 
protest action, was in 1965, when President Lyndon Johnson came to town to attend some kind 
of—I don’t know what it was, I don’t remember off-hand. But he stayed at the Century Plaza 
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Hotel, which was in West LA somewhere, towards Westwood. It was the first major, massive 
demonstration in the country against the war, and I was there. 

Garcia: 
How’d you hear about it? On the campus? 

Muñoz: 
Well, yes, through my connections with the anti-war activists on campus. 

Garcia: 
Were they pretty visible at the time around Cal State LA? 

Muñoz: 
Well, like I said, they were doing teach-ins, remember? They were doing teach-ins, and the 
crowds were getting larger and larger and larger, so then I got to know them, yes. 

Garcia: 
Was it a pretty big demonstration? 

Muñoz: 
Oh, yes. I’m trying to remember how many thousands there were, but it was the first major one. I 
would say at least thirty thousand, more or less. 

Garcia: 
A lot of media attention? A lot of media out there? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, a lot of media attention. The LAPD was in full force, and then they came down on us, some 
people got hit by the cops and all that. And that really angered me. That did it for me. From that 
time on, I was a very, very militant activist. I said, “You know what? I got to do something about 
this. I got to really get involved, and I got to really, in particular, bring Chicanos into this 
struggle, because we’re out there dying in the Vietnam battleground, and we’re nowhere to be 
seen in terms of any active opposition to the war.” 

And in the civil rights movement as well. I mean, hey, being there with the blacks in solidarity 
was fine, but at the same time, where are we? We should be there in solidarity with many more 
people in solidarity with the civil rights movement, but more importantly, begin to organize 
ourselves into our own movement. Matter of fact, my first speech that I gave on the campus—I 
finally got to the point of just—I said, “Hell with it, I got to speak out.” There was a Free Speech 
Area, they called it, that was there on the campus. And I got up at one noon rally that was against 
the war, and also supporting the civil rights movement, and so on. I got up there and lashed out 
and said—you know, my first major speech—and I made the point that the time has come for us 
as Mexicans to join our brothers in the South and our brothers in the North and everyone else in 
the country against the war, and play a role in the struggle. “More importantly,” I said, “the time 
has come for us as Mexicans to make our own revolution in this country.” 

“Boom!”—I mean, I was walking around campus, and there were kids coming up to me, says, 
“Why are you so angry, man?” Other Chicanos—at that time, they didn’t want to acknowledge 
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that they were Mexicans. They were still in the “Spanish-American” thing, or Americans of 
Mexican descent. I had one friend in particular, his name was Oscar Martinez, who is now one of 
the noted historians in the academy—at that time, came up to me—he’s a Mormon, very, very 
low key, kind of—  

Garcia: 
Conservative, kind of? 

Muñoz: 
Conservative kid, yes. He came up to me—we were classmates—says, “Gee, Carlos, I didn’t 
realize you were that angry inside!” [laughs, claps] “What’s gotten into you?” [laughs] And so, 
anyway, he became one of the first people, a handful of people, who joined me afterwards. Out 
of the closet came some—look, I remember very distinctly, and this is kind of funny in a way, 
but also sad. There was a handful of us that were saying, “You know, we got to get organized.” 

##[8B] 

Muñoz: 
So as I was saying, at that time, we didn’t know whether to laugh or cry—because what I mean 
is, it was that situation. We would be, like a couple of us, like Oscar and I and other people 
would look at, “Yes, that guy looks Mexican. Man, let’s go over there and sound him out” or 
whatever. And so we would go, and the guy would say, “No, no, I’m not Mexican, I’m Spanish, 
man.” But he was darker than me, so [laughs], “Okay, brother, all right.” And then one day, I’ll 
never forget, a guy by the name of Jaime Sena-Rivera—he became a Chicano sociologist 
eventually, but at that time was completely whitewashed. He looked white. I went up to him. He 
never spoke Spanish, he never learned Spanish—very assimilated. And I said, “Hey man, your 
last name is Rivera, right? I mean, aren’t you Chicano? Aren’t you Mexican, man?” And he said, 
“No, no, man, I’m Basque.” Wow! That a real— 

Garcia: 
Basque. 

Muñoz: 
—to me, that was the epitome of “Oh my God!” “Basque! Jesus, what’s a Basque?” At that time, 
I didn’t know what a Basque was! [laughter] 

So that was the situation, man. 

Garcia: 
Really hard to start getting contact with people. 

Muñoz: 
Oh, yes. Very, very hard, yes. So it was a combination of there were so few of us on campus, and 
out of the few that were there, maybe just a handful had the audacity to “come out of the closet,” 
unquote, and announce their identity as Mexicans. So anyway, that took place between ‘65-’66. 
By ’66, having been out on the streets already in the anti-war movement and doing solidarity 
work with the civil rights movement, I was convinced that there has got to be a time now to get 
organized. I started talking about getting organized to people. 
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Unbeknownst to me at that time, there was a group from UCLA and [Loyola] Marymount 
College and East LA College that had already decided to get organized. And they put together a 
little picket demonstration—maybe about ten of them, [laughs] at a Rams game at the LA 
Coliseum. And I saw that in the news. They covered everything, actually; even that was covered. 
And so when I saw them on the news briefly, I said, “Wow, man! [laughs] We got to get in touch 
with these guys,” and we did, eventually. So then UMAS was founded out of this group—a few 
of us from Cal State LA, a handful there, a handful at UCLA, a handful at Marymount College, a 
handful at Loyola University, East LA College—and that was it, I think. 

Garcia: 
And were you guys pretty much all organized around the same type of issues? 

Muñoz: 
Well, people were very kind of—it was uneven. Not everybody was—the common denominator 
was that everybody was angry, and we were listening to the messages, and we were individually 
here and there participating as activists in the anti-war movement, or the civil rights movement, 
in terms of that kind of connection. But we didn’t know—there was no real concrete idea about, 
“Hey, what exactly do we want to do here?” So out of the preliminary talks and meetings that we 
had came the idea for education being the priority, that education’s got to be the place where we 
start. I remember talking about, “Yes, we have a racist system, and this is why I had to struggle 
so much to get where I’m at, even though I was an honors student, I wasn’t given the right 
courses—“ And I sort of reflected back on my experience, and everybody was doing the same 
thing, and it was kind of like a lot of different stories, but kind of the same story, you know what 
I’m saying? 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
That everybody had experienced. So then, finally, UMAS was founded in 1967. 

Garcia: 
About how many people would you say were going to these meetings? 

Muñoz: 
Well, it varied. At Cal State LA, we got a big turnout, all of the sudden. By the time—in ’67, the 
first meeting as I recall that we had was maybe about fifteen, okay? This is like very early ’67. 
And then the first thing that we did was organize what we called a community day for the 
purposes of making the spiel about college for Chicano kids. Kind of like a first—I don’t know 
what you call it nowadays—where you bring kids from the high schools to the campus kind of a 
thing? So we did that, and we brought some high school kids and parents to the campus, and we 
had speakers and entertainment. 

Matter of fact, I remember vividly that one of the first people that we invited was Luis Valdez 
and the Teatro Campesino, because their farm worker struggle was another thing I didn’t 
mention that I should have. The farm worker struggle was also beginning to capture the 
imagination of a lot of us as well. Although in my personal case, it was mostly the anti-war stuff 
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that I was doing, and then some solidarity work with the civil rights movement. I was never a 
farm worker—we were all city slickers. We would read about it and all that, but it didn’t really 
turn us on per se until eventually, then, by the time that—I guess in ’66 there was a march from 
Delano to the capital around that time. So we said, “Well, we got to start giving some attention to 
this.” So then, unbeknownst to us at that time—I talked about it in my book, but unbeknownst to 
us at that time, was that there was a conflict between César Chavez and Luis Valdez, because 
Luiz Valdez with his Teatro Campesino had gotten too political, right? [laughs] And so they had 
a parting of the ways.” So then they started getting to word out that they were available for 
entertainment, or whatever. So we called on them, and they came over and did one of their 
scenes and all that. It was fun, but there was a serious message as well, about the identity crisis 
and this and that. 

So it went great. It went great. By the next week, we had fifty at our meeting, the UMAS 
meeting. And then—I wasn’t the first president, actually. A guy by the name of [Phil Castrito?] 
was the president of our UMAS chapter. But he didn’t last very long, and so I was elected the 
second president. So then with my election came even more people, because by that time, I had 
been kind of out there, speaking out, and so everybody knew who I was, and I attracted all kinds 
of people. So people came over and half of them kind of like halfway curious as opposed to 
really committed. 

But then, I started coming up—not I myself, but I mean a group of us that were kind of the 
leadership—started coming up with ideas about what we can do to continue building UMAS. 
And so we started thinking about stuff. And one of the things that I did that I was very proud of, 
and I remember to this day—I think I was the about the only guy in the ranks of the emerging 
Chicano movement that did something about strong alliances with the blacks, the Black Student 
Union [Black Student Union]. So I set up a policy that at every BSU meeting, I would be there, 
or if I couldn’t make it, I would appoint someone to go to the meeting to make sure that UMAS 
was represented in their meeting, and then they did the same thing with us. Their president would 
come to our meetings, and so forth. So we started having a real good, strong unity—“black and 
brown Unity,” unquote, we called it. 

Garcia: 
Did their organization, the Black Student Union, arise around the same time as UMAS was—? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, around the same, right. It was about the same process, because in their case, out of the civil 
rights movement, more so than anything else, came the Black Student Union. Because by the 
time that we got organized in ‘67, there was already a process of development of black power 
within the civil rights movement.  

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
You see what I’m saying? They were kind of like, Dr. King and Stokely Carmichael and those 
people had come into the process of ideological conflict, right? And so the Black Student Union 
emerged out of that—not necessarily the integrationist philosophy of King, but more so the 
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Black Power militancy of the SNCC people, the fashion of SNCC that became the basis for the 
black power movement, right? 

So that was about the same time. So in other words, by the time that we started this process of 
black and brown unity, it was black and brown. In other words, it was kind of like, not “Mexican 
American” and “African American”—or at that time, it wasn’t “African American” even at that 
time, it was just “black.” So, one of the first joint things that we did, myself as president, and my 
counterpart, Robert Smith was his name—who went on to become a communist, came to 
Berkeley, actually. He left Cal State LA, came here to this campus, right after the Third World 
Strike—became a communist, right? And now he’s a conservative political scientist at SF State 
[San Francisco State University]! [laughing] 

Garcia: 
Things change. 

Muñoz: 
Well, these things happen, though, see? I mean, people—really it’s incredible. A book should be 
written about that. But, so anyway, Bob Smith and I went to see the president of the college, and 
said, you know what? It’s important for this college to have on campus here a place where black 
and brown students can go and meet and socialize, and have some kind of a mutual supportive 
mechanism, whatever, where we could—you know what I’m saying? Do tutoring, and stuff like 
that. So of course, we’re talking about tutoring, right? He didn’t know that our hidden agenda 
was politics, was political, but we put it in terms of tutoring. 

So the president was persuaded by our arguments, and so they gave us a house owned by the 
college, up on the hill. I don’t know if you know the East LA campus or not, but there’s like a 
hills area where those houses sit. So we got one house, and we called it the Black and Brown 
House. We would have our UMAS meetings there, our BSU meetings, dances or parties, 
speakers coming in from the community, and that kind of thing. 

Garcia: 
Was there pretty good solidarity between the two groups? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, it was great solidarity at that time, yes. But we were the only ones, right? I mean, that I 
remember, that had that kind of day-to-day solidarity. Whatever else there was, at other 
campuses, it was mostly symbolic. There was no tension or friction, but it was mostly symbolic. 
There was still now growing the thrust that I talk about in my book, about the Chicano identity, 
the Chicano-power kind of thing was beginning to emerge. It was kind of a nationalist sentiment. 
So then the next action—in between here, we also succeeded in establishing a tutoring center in 
the community, in East LA on Atlantic and the main drag—what’s the main drag, I forget now, 
but during the riots—but I think they changed the name of the street. I think it’s Chavez Street 
now, actually. [laughing] 

Garcia: 
Oh, yes, César Chavez. 
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Muñoz: 
Yes, it used to be something else, I can’t remember. 

Garcia: 
Was it [Brooklyn Ave?] 

Muñoz: 
No, not Brooklyn. 

Garcia: 
Yes, but now it’s César Chavez? 

Muñoz: 
It might have been Brooklyn. But anyway, the point is, it was right there at the corner of what is 
now Chavez and Atlantic. We rented—well, the university, for us, rented a storefront. And so we 
set up a tutoring center there for high school kids. And obviously, we did both: we tutored them, 
and at the same time, we talked about UMAS and we talked about politics and so forth. 

Garcia: 
Did you get pretty good turnouts there? 

Muñoz: 
Oh Yes, yes. 

Garcia: 
From high school students actually attending? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, it was pretty good. And so we established our name in the community, right? All of a 
sudden, man, “UMAS, UMAS,” everybody was talking about UMAS. And I’ll never forget that 
where I went as president representing UMAS, my God, I was like, “Man!” Big guy—I mean, it 
was hard for me. I was always kind of an awkward “hero,” unquote. I mean, being a young 
father, I had family responsibilities, right? I didn’t really want to be out there, and saying stuff, 
you know what I’m saying? Getting a lot of attention. But I had to, someone had to do it at that 
time, so I spoke up, and I spoke up, and people heard me and they really were impressed with 
this young guy. They never heard anybody talk like that—our own politicians, right? Everybody 
was very conservative, very cautious. 

And we started getting more and more support. So then, by the time that we finally got the idea 
about the blowouts, the walkouts, we had already established ourselves as a very—not 
“powerful”—that’s too much to put it that way, but a very, very definite “leading” Mexican 
American organization, okay? And especially once—myself being an “older guy,” unquote—a 
veteran, and most of us were that—I mean, they weren’t just real young freshmen, young kids 
going out there. They would see that we were young adults—we were really—you know what I 
mean? We had, like, a head on our shoulders, we were smart, we were, quote “brave,”—we were 
courageous. And so it got us a long ways toward the success that we had in terms of the 
walkouts—the first major political protest action taken in the history of this country by Mexican 
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Americans. Although we didn’t know that at the time that we did it, right? [laughing] I’m just 
talking about it in hindsight, like I talk about it in my book.  

So we decided that we would organize something in the community that would launch a real, 
quote, “our revolution,” unquote. And in between this time, there had been, unbeknownst to us, 
some grassroots efforts with the board of education to make positive changes in the barrio 
schools, right? And they had gotten nowhere—it was kind of like a stonewall type of thing, 
always. And one of those people was a high school teacher by the name of Sal Castro, at Lincoln 
High School. I bumped into him, and I told him, “You know what? Why don’t you come talk at 
the next UMAS meeting about your ideas, and what can be done to make things better in the 
high schools.” So he came to one of our UMAS meetings, and that’s when he first talked about, 
“You know what? It would be great to have some kind of an action—wake up these assholes.” 
Sal had been active in the Democratic party. So he had been one of those young politicians, but, 
like me, had gotten disenchanted, although he was ten years older than I was at the time—or he 
still is! [laughs] So he gave a spiel—and very charismatic guy, very low key, but charismatic. 
Good-looking guy—he looked like a—you know, he just turns on a lot of people. And so we 
listened to him carefully, and so the walkouts idea came out of that process of talking and all 
that. 

So it was underway—the process for the organizing of the blowouts. We would have meetings in 
the community in the basement of a church—this Episcopalian white priest gave us the space. So 
we met there, and people started talking, separate from us, other young guys talked about starting 
an underground newspaper called La Raza. And so out of that came the idea for the Brown 
Berets as well, although at the time there was no Brown Beret organization, you see? 

But all these things were happening and going on—the Cuban revolution, man, all kinds of 
things. It was just an incredible time in history where things were happening, not only in our own 
country, but elsewhere in the world. Not only Vietnam War, but there was a lot of stuff going in 
Africa, a lot of stuff going on in Latin America, in Cuba, the Cuban revolution— 

Garcia: 
The whole Cuban missile crisis had been—tons of stuff had been on TV— 

Muñoz: 
I’m telling you man, yes! I mean, it was impossible, really, at that time in history—to be modest 
about it—in other words, we wouldn’t have become who we became, as founders of the 
movement, if all of these things hadn’t been happening. It was kind of just, “Wow!” It was just 
like a mind-blowing kind of process. I mean, everywhere you turned, “Boom, boom, boom!” 
And if you had any kind of anger in you, like we did, it was just logical that we wanted to act and 
do something, and we did. 

Garcia: 
And like the group you guys had established in UMAS and all these other community organizing 
just kind of gave people an avenue to release some of their anger? 
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Muñoz: 
Exactly, exactly. We filled a vacuum, in other words, because MAPA, LULAC, and all these 
other—whatever there were out there—organizations were mostly paper tigers. They were just 
talking about getting elected and getting appointed and all that, and here we were talking about 
mass action and getting the grassroots going to speak up and speak out against racism, against 
discrimination— 

Garcia: 
Everything that was being addressed at the time.  

Muñoz: 
Everything, exactly, right. So it was that kind of thing going on, and so it was just exciting as 
hell. 

Garcia: 
You said there were a lot of people coming forward from the community? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, right. It was very exciting, and scary, too, eventually, because we became targets. We 
became, like wow, the radicals, the revolutionaries, which we—[laughs] we welcomed that 
image, too. [laughing] “Yes!” We were making our own revolution, right? That was always my 
model: we’ve got to make our own revolution. Now mind you, I wasn’t talking about violent 
action, or whatever, but basically, along the civil rights, nonviolent path, right? But at that time, 
you get carried away in the emotion of the time, and you don’t go out of your way to make those 
distinctions. But sort of like, the press picks up on revolution, or the cops are, “Man, these guys 
are violent—These guys—you got to watch out for these guys.” And I remember that after the 
blowouts, we even got catapulted more into the leadership of the community, really. I was 
invited to speak at a community speak-out event that was organized where I went out of my way 
and really, really made it very clear—and at that time, I was really getting politicized and 
radicalized. I was really going from being a good liberal to being a good radical, because I had 
already been in prison, and all that kind of experience that maybe we’ll talk about next time. 

But at this particular event, I went out my way to say, “You know, the time has come for us to 
put things on the table for what they are, and that is that the system doesn’t work. We’ve learned 
that in history. But by the same token, we are willing, at this stage in history, we’re willing to 
work with the system one more time, to make possible equal opportunity in education and 
elsewhere—and make that possible, us becoming first-class citizens.” By that time, Chicano—
we’re talking about Chicano—the walkouts brought out that term and popularized it. “But if this 
fails, then we have no other recourse but to take a more revolutionary path to make changes in 
this country.” “Wow, man!” 

And I’ll never forget this Chicano judge named Leopoldo Sanchez, who was about the only 
Republican at the time, there was—well, there were other Republicans, but he was one of those 
conservative Republicans. Came from the grassroots, former gang guy himself, he had gone 
through a lot of stuff, but he had gone into—in that route. And we got a lot of those around— 
more so, now. And he got angry—oh man, he got up in the audience, and he got up with his fist 
shaking: “You’re crazy! Anybody who talks about revolution is full of you-know-what!” My 
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God, that guy was so angry, he wanted to beat me up. And of course the news flew back and 
forth. It was being televised, although we never got that on film, I guess. One thing, as a footnote 
about why there wasn’t that much attention paid to our movement, compared to the civil rights 
movement or other movements in society is that we weren’t deemed that much of an important 
minority, even— 

Garcia: 
Or identifiable, at least. 

Muñoz: 
Yes. Television stations just didn’t keep that footage, you know what I mean? The only one that 
kept the footage was the Spanish-speaking channel, 14, KUMX, I think, in LA. 

Garcia: 
So most of these events, the media was there? I mean, the cameras were there, people were 
there? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. But it was just not kept. It wasn’t considered that big of a deal compared to other stuff that 
was going on. And I guess, objectively speaking, yes, other stuff was much more dramatic than 
what we were doing, but by the same token, it was dramatic, and there were historical kinds of 
things happening, but they didn’t think at that time it was going to be that important. Anyway, so 
the point is, that brought the wrath of the Mexican American political establishment on me once 
and for all. [laughing]  

Garcia: 
You started feeling a lot of the heat, or criticism from them? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. But see, I didn’t care, I didn’t care. I was so angry, and I was so committed to a different 
path. And then to make things “worse,” unquote, for myself, later on in ’68, after the blowouts, 
there was like a Mexican American Unity Congress that was created by the Mapistas and other—
as a response to our movement, right? They wanted to sort of like co-opt it in a sense, and put 
our energy into, again, the electoral process, right? 

Garcia: 
And this was after the blowouts? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. So then, I remember distinctly, it was at Roosevelt High School in the auditorium on a 
Saturday. And Ralph Guzman, who was really a guy very responsible for me also succeeding 
academically—he was the first Chicano professor I ever had in my life—first Chicano teacher, 
period, at Cal State LA. He didn’t have his PhD. yet. He was still a grad student, an all-but-
dissertation type at UCLA. 

Garcia: 
You spoke about him. 
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Muñoz: 
Yes, we spoke about him. But he was already out there in terms of being visible in the 
establishment. 

Garcia: 
As far as an academic? 

Muñoz: 
Right, as an academic and political activist of sorts, as well, because he had been involved in 
MAPA and all these other places. But he was one of the more progressive guys. 

Garcia: 
So he had helped you? 

Muñoz: 
Right. 

Garcia: 
One of the guys who had helped you organize UMAS. 

Muñoz: 
Yes. He was kind of our first faculty advisor, actually. But he wouldn’t agree with everything 
either, because still he was more progressive than most establishment Chicano political leaders, 
but still—you know what I’m saying? 

Garcia: 
Still a little more mainstream? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, still a little more mainstream. But the point is that he decided to run for Congress. So we 
talked about, “It’s okay, I’ll support you, yes. You commit to doing—.” “Oh, yes, I’m gonna 
raise hell and blah blah blah.” So we had a deal. So then, this Mexican American Unity Congress 
was organized by the Mapistas to be able to generate support for Latino candidates—well, 
Mexican candidates. At that time, we’re still Mexican American, really—candidates at the next 
election, right? Sixty-eight was the election year, right, for that election year. So they were all 
talking, all of a sudden, they start talking a different language, a little bit more militant in terms 
of their symbolic kinds of verbiage. But that turned me off. So then I got up—I couldn’t take it, 
so I got up and started yelling out that this was a bunch of bullshit, that the track record didn’t 
reflect what they were saying, and that the time has come to engage in radical politics, and that 
we should only elect people like Ralph Guzman who are committed to taking us in a different 
path. 

At that time, we weren’t talking about our own party; we were talking about the Democratic 
party, but within the Democratic party, becoming more and more vocal and involved in terms of 
changing things for the better. And not to look at the political system as a place to get your share 
of the crumbs of what I considered to be a corrupt system. And at that time I believed Ralph 
would be one of those that could get in there and challenge the power elite, the power structure, 
to not take us for granted at election time, but to move more beyond that in terms of making 
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possible changes in the community, and stuff like that. So man, I put all that together, and so like 
everybody was— 

Garcia: 
Was it that you felt that the politicians that were speaking there were just kind of giving you guys 
lip service—just to get some of your support for their vote? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, exactly. Oh, yes, because UMAS was, like I said, we were up there, everybody—we had 
done the walkouts, we were in the news, we were— 

Garcia: 
You had a lot of support. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, we were strong. And young people, and more and more coming out at this high school level 
also, we started establishing UMAS chapters in high schools. So, God, everybody was really, 
“Hey, we got to get these—this energy in here.” So I’ll never forget, I met somebody by the 
name of Rudolf Acuña, whom we now know as Rodolfo Acuña, right? The famous historian. At 
that time, he was a brand-new PhD. He was teaching at community college—Pierce Community 
College in LA. And he was sitting in the aisle in front of me, and after I gave my spiel 
denouncing everybody there basically, he turned around and sheepishly gave me his business 
card. [laughter] [whispers:] “Hey, man, I think you got a good point.” [laughter] So, he was in 
three-piece suit or whatever, I remember. And that was the last time I ever saw Rudy in a three-
piece suit. 

And so it was an incredible time again, in that we had made ourselves known, that we wanted 
something different, but still focused on education, the educational system, to make it better, 
because that was where we were going to succeed or fail in the future. If we could get more kids 
into college, more kids educated, we were going to eventually produce a leadership that was 
going to have a vision. 

Garcia: 
Different from the mainstream— 

Muñoz: 
Exactly, right. 

Garcia: 
—mainstream Mexican American one. Do you remember while this was going on, or last time 
we spoke about kind of the falling out between UMAS and Ralph Guzman after, I guess, when 
you guys were drafting a proposal for the new Mexican American studies department there. So 
was this before that had happened, or was it after? 

Muñoz: 
This was before it happened. In other words—then after that, of course, we, on campus, we 
decided one thing we’d have to do was just like at that time the Black Student Union started to 
talk about black studies, okay? And then, “Oh wow!”—it started dawning on me, working 
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closely with them, I became aware of it, and I said, “I like the idea of a Mexican American 
studies program as well.” And so they were, “Yes, that would be great. Let’s put a proposal 
together, and everything, let’s do that.” 

So I went ahead and brought it to the UMAS constituency, and everybody liked the idea, and so, 
“But who’s going to do it?” “Hey, well, there’s Ralph Guzman, man. He’s the only faculty we 
got here, and he’s our faculty advisor, let’s ask him to do it.” So we went to Ralph, and Ralph: 
“Oh, yes, of course, I’d be happy to help out,” at that time, and all that. So, we went ahead and 
did this very, very lengthy proposal, but he couched it in terms of very mainstream criteria. In 
other words, his idea of what we envisioned was not the same thing. And he was basically 
talking about, as I recall, creating a Mexican American studies program, or center, that would, 
quote, “train” policemen, social workers, and teachers, making them sensitive about Mexicans. 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
[laughs] Ooh, well, that didn’t fly very well, obviously! 

Garcia: 
Especially after the walkouts and all that. Radicalizing. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, exactly, after going through what we went through and all that, we were really shocked that 
Ralph had decided to do his own thing without incorporating our perspective into it. So people 
were really, really angry at him, the younger people. And so I had to sort of step in the way and 
get between them and say, “Okay, look, man, yes, I agree with you that Ralph is off-base here, 
but he’s the only guy we got to work with. Let’s try to resolve the issue. Let’s sit together and 
talk it over and come to the point of compromise, just so that we can get this damned thing 
approved.” I prevailed—I set up the meeting with Ralph and the UMAS leadership. So we sat 
around the table, and it started off well, but then, eventually, the more militant kids, guys started 
blasting Ralph. And Ralph got defensive and he started— 

##[9A] 

Muñoz: 
And then there was the new militant generation emerging—more younger kids that were coming 
up, that we, the transitional generation, had— 

Garcia: 
Really recruited, and— 

Muñoz: 
—recruited and mentored. So there was a lot of unity between my generation and the young 
generation, but the old guard generation more and more just becoming the target. They were 
getting the wrath of our combined critique. But again, being one of the “older guys,” unquote, 
my whole thinking at that time was that, “You know what? We can’t do it overnight. The 
revolution—we’re building our own revolution, but it’s not there yet. We still have to look at the 
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complexity of the situation.” But when I would talk about those things, then I could see that the 
younger kids weren’t listening to that any more.  

Garcia: 
Really attracted to a lot of the militancy and radicalized? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, because by that time, things had gotten even more and more militant, much more of a 
Chicano power versus civil rights—symbolic actions and stuff like that. And then the Brown 
Berets emerged, and I knew the leadership because they were my students at my first class that I 
taught at Cal State LA as a graduate student, because Ralph Guzman made it possible. I 
remember Ralph—this was before the breakup—I remember Ralph, when we started talking 
about creating a Chicano studies, a Mexican American studies—we didn’t call it “Chicano 
studies” at that time—it was still Mexican American studies department. Oh, that was another 
issue too, whether—we wanted a department, the students, and he was proposing a program or a 
center. Department has got more power, right? 

So before he actually wrote the proposal, it was a summer class as I remember, an EOP class that 
was there to bring kids from high school—incoming class, freshman class, like they have now? 

Garcia: 
Summer bridge? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, although they didn’t call it that. And so Ralph was asked to teach it, and he didn’t want to 
do it for whatever reason, and he told me, “Carlos, you can teach it. You should teach it.” “Hey, 
no man, I’m not a teacher, not yet, I’m still—No, no—” He convinced me I could do it, and 
supported me, and so he got me the job, right? So that’s when I met David Sanchez and [Fil 
Guerrera?] soon to be Brown Beret— 

Garcia: 
So they were pretty young guys—eighteen, nineteen? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, they were out of high school. They were out of high school, and matter of fact, David 
Sanchez had been one of those high school kids, like I had been earlier, who had participated in 
the Boy’s Day government, or whatever it was called—he had been selected to be the mayor for 
the day. So Mayor Sam Yorty, one of the most right-wing, conservative, racist mayors we ever 
had in LA—he mentored him. I think he was really like trying to make him a protégé. [laughs] 

So this was a clean-cut kid, right? So then after that I think he got involved with the War on 
Poverty program of some sort, and he began to open his mind. By that time, things were a lot 
more radicalized, and sort of after having gone through that—and so then he took my class, and I 
met him in my class and all that. And then I met him in one of the meetings later on at the 
church, where the idea of the brown beret was emerging. Basically the Che Guevara image of the 
beret, and kids kind of “Wow! That looks sharp, man.” So that, outside of UMAS, other stuff 
was going on, that people were coming into the process, and also militant activists, radicals. So 
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David Sanchez was convinced and the group around him were convinced. “You know, we got to 
be—we’re going to start wearing the brown beret.” They started wearing a brown beret to 
symbolize pride in being Chicano at that point. It wasn’t like a Black Panther-type of a situation 
at all. It was just really to reflect and symbolize how proud we are at being Mexicans, being 
brown, by having a brown beret! [laughs] 

Garcia: 
And being more visible in the community. 

Muñoz: 
Yes! So that’s how it started—at that level. So they, eventually, after the walkout—I mean, they 
had no role to play in organizing the walkouts. But as we were organizing the walkouts, that’s 
what came up, the brown beret, right? So not only the people who became Brown Berets really 
later on, but also UMAS people started wearing a brown beret, too, to symbolize brown pride. 
And so I remember—I’ll never forget Montezuma Esparza, who at that time was a young student 
at UCLA, always coming to meetings with a brown beret. You know now who Montezuma 
Esparza is? He’s a multi-millionaire, Hollywood producer of movies, right? I can see him now, 
looking really militant with his brown beret. And in response the press gave him— 

Garcia: 
More attention? 

Muñoz: 
More attention than it deserved—so that in police circles there was talk: “Hey man, the big 
Brown Beret organization,” when it was actually UMAS people who were wearing them. 
[laughing] And then the ones that were really going to be Brown Berets—there was four of them 
at that time! [laughing] A four-man organization, young men organized together that started it. 
Then they put on a brown, military-looking shirt. 

Garcia: 
Khaki? 

Muñoz: 
Khaki shirt. And “Boom!” The LA Times took their picture, and I’ll never forget, I can see the 
picture now, “Boom!” Four—David Sanchez, Ralph, Carlos Montes—I forget the other kid’s 
name. And that got the attention. Not UMAS, but Brown Berets! [laughs] 

Garcia: 
Yes. I remember even seeing in the video of the walkouts and stuff, they were—I don’t know if 
more people kind of followed in their example or what, but they all kind of had the uniform on, 
marching up and down the street— 

Muñoz: 
Yes, but that was after the walkouts, that was after the walkouts. And so then they drew in more 
kids, I mean, they were exciting, right? By that time, the Black Panthers had emerged, very 
notoriously, and so a lot of people began to see the Brown Berets as the counterpart—the 
Chicano counterpart—to the Black Panther Party, which was not at all true. 
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Garcia: 
But they were really recruiting a lot of young people into their organization? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. Now, what they did decide to do, which was wonderful, I thought then and still do today, 
was they went ahead and started organizing gang kids in East LA, and started doing what they 
could to prevent gang fights and conflict, and they succeeded. They were really bringing these 
kids into the Brown Beret organization on that basis: “We’re all brothers and sisters.” It was 
really a great, great thing they did. So they took on the police directly, they took on the issue of 
police brutality in the community as their number one issue. So I supported all that, I mean, I 
was— 

Garcia: 
Did you feel like you guys were losing membership in UMAS to them, or kind of you guys were 
sticking together? 

Muñoz: 
No, no, we saw them as part of the movement. Matter of fact, I was one of their first speakers at 
their first Brown Beret conference, or whatever they had, they called it, in the Brown Beret 
headquarters in East LA. Actually, I was their keynote speaker. 

Garcia: 
Were you ever yourself a member of the Brown Berets? 

Muñoz: 
No. No, I never joined. I was kind of like their advisor, actually. [laughing] I kind of become 
their unofficial advisor. 

Garcia: 
Do you think that was a generational thing, too? I mean, as far as you were already a grad 
student and going in that direction. 

Muñoz: 
Yes. And we had meetings in my apartment to talk about organizational stuff and all that. So I 
was more of an advisor. I never saw—I was too old for that. It was kind of like a young thing. 
Che Guevara was one of my heroes, but by the same token, having been in the military already, 
having been antiwar, I didn’t want to do anything or wear anything that would make me look like 
a soldier—[laughs]—again. [laughs] 

Garcia: 
Done your soldier term already. 

Muñoz: 
Right! [laughs] Although ironically, one of the photographs taken of me at the walkouts, I looked 
kind of military. I had a shirt that had lapels on it, and shit, man, I was standing next to—it’s in 
my book—I was standing next to a sign that said “Chicano power”—[laughs]—that this kid, this 
ROTC kid, was holding! [laughter] You had ROTC kids walking out, también, so it was really 
incredible. But it was a process whereby the Brown Berets emerged as the most revolutionary, 
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radical image of a burgeoning Chicano movement, right? Rightly and wrongly, I mean, in both 
cases—they were taking the police right on, head on. And consequently, they were bringing the 
wrath of the police down on themselves, you know what I mean? Now what happened to them, 
eventually, was that by virtue of organizing gang kids, they started making connections with 
former gang members, or gang members in prison. 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
Okay? And that was their downfall. So what they called the “pintos” started coming in to the 
Brown—when they got out of prison, they would come in to the Brown Beret organization, right, 
with a whole different perspective, and a whole different mindset. And some of them were 
sincere, but most of them weren’t. One of the things that I learned in the short time I was in jail, 
is that prisons don’t rehabilitate you. [laughing] 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
They make you worse. And by virtue of that, I mean, when I got in, my first time I was ever in 
jail in my life. There I was for doing something that was my constitutional right to organize 
nonviolent protest against the state, right? And I’ll never forget this, but when I was in prison, I 
was in there with, quote, “real” criminals, right? I learned about the drug traffic, I learned about 
prostitution. I was told by one guy when I was in there, “Hey man, when you come out, look me 
up, man. I’ll set you up with some women, man, and get you high,” blah blah blah. And hey, 
young kids that go in, you give them that kind of spiel, “Hey, right on, sounds good!” right? I 
mean, why not? But I knew better. But so I was always—at that time, then I started getting all 
detached from the Brown Berets. When I saw that happening, I started pulling back, because I 
didn’t like it. I didn’t like that element of the Brown Beret organization. 

Garcia: 
Maybe that’s something to talk about next time, about the kind of fractioning of it— 

Muñoz: 
Sure. Yes. 

Garcia: 
And being a different movement after the blowouts, the different organizations. 

Muñoz: 
All right. Okay. 

Garcia: 
But maybe right now, to wrap up we could talk about your personal life through all this— 

Muñoz: 
Yes. 
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Garcia: 
—I mean, being married in ’64, with this intense kind of political organizing and activism, how 
was your family life? 

Muñoz: 
Well, my family life, as you can imagine, was not quite stable, but to this day, I don’t know how 
I did it. I don’t know how I was able to be a father, how I was able to be a good student, continue 
my academic work, and do my political work. I mean, nowadays—well, I look at nowadays, and 
there’s very few people who are out there that are doing it. I mean, at that time—I wasn’t the 
only one, mind you, there were a lot us who were doing it, so I don’t want to just pat myself on 
the back about it. We were in a historical period, a historical moment when we had to do it. I 
mean, if we wanted to see something happen, we had to put our lives on the line, literally. And 
then that’s what I did. 

My personal life was up in the air, because—well, reflecting on how it happened when I was 
arrested, they came for me after the walkouts, I was writing a term paper that was due for a 
graduate seminar on international communism, okay? [laughs] First time I ever studied or 
learned about communism since the army, because I told you when I was in the army that I 
learned about it, but I never did any kind of a substantial study of it until I was a grad student. 
And so I was taking this course on international communism, [laughing] taught by an anti-
communist, obviously. And so I had all these books on Marx and Lenin on my kitchen table. 
And hastily writing all my paper up because it was due the next day, right? 

And it was about two o’clock in the morning, “Boom, boom, boom!” at the door, banging. And I 
go to the door, “Well, maybe a neighbor is in need, or something’s going on—” So I rushed to 
the door, and I opened it up, without even looking out. “Boom!” Cops just came in, knocked me 
to the ground, guns pointed at me. “You’re under arrest!” I said, “What?” I was shocked, because 
I didn’t expect this at all. My family was upstairs. It was one of those apartments with the 
upstairs and downstairs. The bedroom was upstairs. So they rushed up, some of them rushed up 
there, man, and they woke up my kids. At that time, my oldest son was about two, three years 
old. And my daughter was about a year, year and a half. And they woke them up, they started 
screaming and crying, and my wife—my wife at that time—was crying. It was a shocking 
moment. I mean, this is America, right? I mean, what’s going on here, man? So after that, my 
God, I mean my family life was nonexistent.  

Then I went into jail, and I remember the only thing that I could think about was my kids, 
because the marriage wasn’t doing too good anyway. But my children, my God, what’s going to 
happen with them? And that was the biggest fear that I had. Listen, I’m just saying it because 
that’s what—I didn’t have a “family life,” unquote, that you can call a family life in terms of 
going home after studying, going home after work and then sitting down with your family and 
your kids and having dinner—no, none of that, no. 

Right after that, actually, it kind of got worse. I mean, every night, when I got out of jail, every 
night I was in a meeting or whatever, or at demonstrations. Sometimes I would take my kids with 
me to demonstrations. So, that was basically it, so that by the time that all this was taking place, 
my family life was nonexistent in terms of that. And, like I said, I don’t know how I did the 
academics. I just was very, very fortunate that I could still focus on my academic work. But I 
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guess, in retrospect, also, I had to give credit to some of my professors who gave me extensions! 
[laughter] I missed the deadlines for some of the papers because I was in jail and all that, but 
they gave me extensions, and they were supportive of me. Matter of fact, even the president of 
the college came out in The LA Times supporting me when I was in prison, that I didn’t deserve 
to be there, that I was a good leader and a good student. 

So I was on my way—I thought at that time—into a death and life process. I thought for sure 
that, “Hey, something’s going to happen to me.” I mean, the way the cops were going after you 
and all that, and the violence that was taking place between Brown Berets and police. The stuff 
going on in society, assassinations, killings, and Dr. King being assassinated, Bobby Kennedy 
being assassinated in ‘68—both of them. And here I was, targeted, unbeknownst to me at the 
time, by the FBI counterintelligence program as well. And people were following me around, my 
phone was tapped. I would get calls saying, “Watch out! You’re going to be next!” 

Garcia: 
Was your wife aware of a lot of this, and kind of feeling that fear a bit, too? 

Muñoz: 
Well, like I said, there was very little communication between us. Things weren’t going right, so 
she was and she wasn’t. But she had her own stuff that she was going through. But yes, and then, 
family-wise, like I said, my stepmother— [laughs] 

Garcia: 
Were you still in contact with her at all? 

Muñoz: 
I was, yes, I was. I felt obligated for my father’s sake to stay in touch. 

Garcia: 
What was your stepmother’s name? 

Muñoz: 
Lupe—Guadalupe—actually, talking about it as a footnote, how people get to this country, she 
was here illegally all the time. I learned later on that her real name—I thought it was always 
Guadalupe—Lupe, right? Guadalupe Muñoz—Guadalupe Díaz Muñoz. Her real name was 
Consuelo. And it turned out that way back when, before she was born, she had an older sister 
named Guadalupe who was born in El Paso, but they went back in deportations, back in the early 
fifties or whatever. And then when she was born, her older sister had died. And so her parents 
gave her the birth certificate to pass as an American citizen, right? [laughter] 

Garcia: 
A lot of those stories. 

Muñoz: 
A lot of those stories, yes, and so that’s how she came to this country. So I stayed in touch with 
her, and then my, quote, “family” on her side, that I call cousins and all that—but very 
superficially. They never really became part of the movement or took part in my day-to-day life. 
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Garcia: 
So I guess your father was also Carlos Muñoz? 

Muñoz: 
Right—Carlos Garcia Muñoz. I’m Carlos Muñoz, Jr., that’s why I’m junior. Although 
technically I should not be, because on my birth certificate, they put down “Carlos Muñoz, Jr.,” 
but when you look at it legally, it’s supposed to be the same exact name as your father, but I 
don’t have “Garcia.”  

Garcia: 
You got Garcia in your family, too? 

Muñoz: 
I got Garcia in my family, I got Contreras in my family, that I know of—these two. [laughs] 

Garcia: 
Right. And your first wife’s name? 

Muñoz: 
First name—Anne. She is Irish-German, from Boston. I wound up with my first wife being 
white. And then later on, I was becoming more and more critical of white folks. So that was kind 
of another aspect to my marital relationship. And her family were all racist, they didn’t accept 
me, so— [laughs] 

Garcia: 
Was a lot of her family still in Boston, or were they in LA? 

Muñoz: 
No, they were all in Boston. She was the only one that came out. So that’s—so we were divorced 
in 1970. 

Garcia: 
Just a couple years after the blowouts? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. So I was only married, what—‘64, ‘65—about what, five years? 

Garcia: 
You just had those two children? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. 

Garcia: 
And their names? 
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Muñoz: 
Carlos and Marina. And then, this is another story—I became a single parent, because she didn’t 
want the kids. That was another problem of our marital relationship, was that she wasn’t a good 
mother. She couldn’t be—some women can’t be mothers. That’s just the way it is. I had to be 
mother and father to my kids, and there was all this going on, and God, it was just incredible. 
Changing diapers— [laughs] “Oops, got to run!”  

Garcia: 
Writing term papers, and— 

Muñoz:  
[laughs] So I don’t know how I did it. I was just blessed to be able to do it. It was a combination 
of luck, perseverance, having the ability to stay focused when I had to, in spite of all going on 
around you. So that’s what happened. That was part of the story. [laughter] 

Garcia: 
That was that chapter. Okay, the next for next time. 
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Interview 6: October 30, 2002 
 
Garcia: 
People were organizing activities after the 1968 blowouts, some different directions that some of 
the leaders of the blowouts took. 

Muñoz: 
Okay, so after the blowouts, obviously, there was a lot of unity in terms of the emotional 
aftermath. Everybody was on a high: Wow, it was a great success. We had envisioned a large 
number of students walking out, but not the thousands that came out. I mean, incredible. So from 
that point of view, it was just kind of a real high, emotional high that we were on. Everybody 
was in a celebratory mood. No doubt about it, that’s a fact. And it lasted for, I would say, several 
weeks, that kind of emotional high. 

But again, there had always been, prior to the blowouts, those individuals who had their own 
agendas. For example, there were people that saw the opportunity to maximize their individual 
recognition, for example, as leaders in the community. There were politician types, MAPA-type 
people who saw that as the opportunity to profit in terms of campaign support for their 
aspirations to get electoral office. 

Garcia: 
Was there a lot of MAPA involvement or support? 

Muñoz: 
Not really, no. There was one of the thirteen indicted subsequently—the so-called “conspirators” 
that I was part of—there was one individual who was a MAPA member, but not a leader—
MAPA member, who was the oldest guy, actually, at that time, of us all. He was in his forties, 
and he had just gotten caught up in the identification process on the part of the COINTELPRO. 
They saw him there, and they took his picture, and so he was indicted, but he had no real role to 
play in the actual organizing of the blowouts. Nevertheless, he was indicted along with the 
twelve of us who were more involved then him. So he, in a sense, brought MAPA into it, by 
virtue of him being a MAPA member, right? 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
But there had been no real direct participation by MAPA prior to the blowouts. Like I said, after 
that, wow, they were there. They were out there, proclaiming solidarity, and everything else. And 
then again, there were the small handful of off-the-wall militants who are always there trying to 
generate more—you might say—not violent politics, per se, but very much on the borderline—
trying to provoke the young people, in particular, to do something more dramatic, more 
“militant,” unquote. So there was that going on during this whole time of unity politics amongst 
those of us who participated and those who supported. But like I said, in particular, I remember 
distinctly the politician part. It was, number one—and I’ll underscore this—it was in an election 
year. It was a presidential election year, in particular, right? 
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Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
So that the [Robert F.] Kennedy campaign, obviously, had the full support of the Latino 
community, by virtue of John F. Kennedy—the 1960 “elect Kennedy” clubs and all that, and 
carried over to the Robert F. Kennedy campaign. And then there was also a handful of people 
involved in the McCarthy campaign, Senator Gene McCarthy, the progressive liberal from 
Minnesota. Those were the leading Democratic party candidates at the forefront at that time. So 
that the Kennedy campaign people wanted to maximize their leverage, in terms of getting the 
vote out, getting the Latino vote out. So those people in particular saw the blowouts as the 
opportunity to make some hay, political hay, and they did. 

And I remember distinctly one time soon thereafter, I was called in the middle of the night by 
one of my supporters sounding very urgent—a very urgent kind of a tone. And he says, “Carlos, 
Carlos, you got to go to the”—I forget exactly off-hand which community center it was—but, 
“You got to go to the community center, right away. There’s a meeting going on there that you 
should find out about, and see what’s going on.” So I got dressed, and I rushed out to this 
community center in East LA. I walked in, and sure enough, people were kind of surprised to see 
me there, because I was one of, quote, “the radical leaders.” “What would he be doing here in a 
Democratic party, behind the scenes, smoke-filled room?” And that old stereotype of smoke-
filled rooms where all the corruption takes place, where politicians get together and make deals, 
right? Sure enough, we walked right into that. They were surprised to see me, but given who I 
was, they didn’t dare lock me out, right? So they allowed me to come into the meeting. 

And, sure enough—cigar smoke, and all kinds of smoke. I was coughing like heck because I 
don’t smoke. And there was one of our leaders—one of our student leaders by the name of 
Alberto Juarez, who was the president of UMAS at—well, not UMAS, but it was, at the East LA 
College campus, it was called MASA—Mexican American Student Association, which was the 
UMAS equivalent, and who had participated in organizing the blowouts as well—they had 
representation. And Alberto Juarez was a very respected Chicano student leader. He was about 
my age, one of the “older,” unquote, student leaders who had been in the military as well. Very, 
very articulate—he had this Zapata moustache, and was a very charismatic guy. And so there he 
was, in the middle of this discussion. 

That was the first time that it hit me about how the blowouts were being co-opted by the 
politicians. I mean, here is one of our of our key leaders who, unbeknownst to us, was involved 
directly in the strategy to co-opt the emotional energy of the blowouts and redirect that energy 
into the political campaigns that these other guys were involved with, these other politicians—
political type, MAPA type guys. And I was very, very pissed. My first reaction was anger! “My 
God, a sell-out!” [laughs] 

Garcia: 
[whistles] 
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Muñoz: 
But he and I had been very good friends, we were very, very close comrades, and so to see 
someone like that being part of this whole political process of co-optation really, really hurt me. I 
was angry, and I didn’t talk to him after that, actually. But that particular night, I saw for myself 
how we were being used and manipulated as the emerging student movement, right? And I 
remember distinctly one of the classic-looking politicians—fat, cigar-smoking—[laughs]—a 
Chicano politician, getting on Alberto’s case: “You promised this, and you promised that, and 
you didn’t come through. We wanted to get a picture with Kennedy, and we put you in that spot 
as a student leader to make sure that Bobby Kennedy was going to take pictures with us”—that 
type of thing. And it was sickening to me at that time.  

So that was a clear example, and I was so angry, I denounced the whole group. I spoke up and 
said, “This is bullshit.” “The blowouts and the student movement that’s emerging here is not 
about involvement in Democratic party politics. You all should be talking about organizing the 
community—this is what we have to do, to organize the community, and take advantage in that 
regard. To continue to develop more of a Chicano politics, an independent Chicano politics.” 
And so I walked out. And everybody was quiet after I blew up at him. So that was the extent—
that was the primary example, for myself, that I saw. 

Garcia: 
What was the source of the animosity between the student group leaders and the Democratic 
Party? Was it just that they were too mainstream, just maybe not addressing the real needs and 
issues within the community but kind of wrapped up in electoral politics? 

Muñoz: 
Well, no. I mean, yes and no. I think it was a whole bunch of things, but primarily, it was that we 
were fed up with how the Democratic Party took advantage of the opportunity at election time to 
come around the community and get the vote out, but then after the election, nothing happened. 
So that was basically the number one criticism that we had. We understood the nature of politics, 
I mean, we understood that it’s mainstream, obviously. But more and more, we were coming to 
that point of the radicalization process, whereby we began to see the nature of the two-party 
system, which was bankrupt in our estimation in regard to Chicano representation. And so that 
token political representation to us was not what the struggle should be about in terms of—by 
that time—this is just prior to our being indicted for conspiracy. By that time we knew that it was 
a serious thing that we were involved in, by virtue of the fact that there had been, here and there, 
threats to our lives. We knew that this was not a game. We knew that this was something serious. 

And, of course, given what was going on nationally and internationally, revolutionary politics 
was there for us to be influenced by and motivated by. For example, what was going on in Latin 
America, in Mexico in particular. There had been a lot of struggle there, and some of us had 
made contact with the Mexican student movement. So we were being influenced by, also, those 
kinds of events. We were very much into the process of becoming radicals at that time. We 
weren’t quite there yet, but we were getting there.  

I mean, there were individuals who already were there. In particular, now that I remember, there 
was one individual, the youngest kid, a high school kid, who had been one of the thirteen 
indicted, who had been influenced by Communist Party Chicanos. I mean, the Communist Party 
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[CP] was around, as was the SWP, the Socialist Worker’s Party, Trotsky’s counter—not 
counterpart, but opposing part. They were the opposition. They were trying to recruit from our 
ranks all the time. But it was very small—they had no part to play, really, but there was one kid 
who had been influenced by the CP by virtue of the fact that his girlfriend was the daughter—
[laughs]—of CP Chicano parents. Well, their mother was Chicana, their father was white, but 
they were both members of the Communist Party, we learned. And he had, by virtue of being 
indoctrinated, a “revolutionary political perspective,” unquote, that deviated from the 
mainstream political process. 

But the rest of us, the more critical, were in the process of getting radicalized to the point of view 
of not necessarily becoming a Communist, or, quote, “revolutionaries” even, but rather 
beginning to take a very critical look at the nature of the system, the corruption of the system. 
Being disenchanted by it, and wanting to move in the direction of independent politics, away 
from—we weren’t talking about our own party as yet, but it was there. It was kind of there in 
our—how may I put it—in our subconscious. Later on, the following year of course, it became 
more and more of a concrete idea that was finally expressed at the Crusade for Justice 
Conference in Denver the following year. Although, even at that time, not explicitly a 
Communist Party concept, but rather, an independent political institution concept. 

So we definitely—getting back to the question you posed—it was a question of, first, coming to 
a critical awareness of the nature of the political system in this country. And the longing to have 
our own independent thrust in a process whereby the community could benefit from that, in 
terms of not necessarily being automatically put into the hip pocket of the Democratic Party. 

Garcia: 
Would you say that most of the other groups, campus-wide, were also getting politicized and 
developing different political agendas? 

Muñoz: 
Oh yes. Yes. This was very definitely across the board—all the UMAS chapters and MASA in 
East LA, and also the San Diego chapter. There were different nomenclatures at that time. There 
were UMAS as the primary—the largest student group. Then there was MAYO, there was 
MASA, and one or two others that were not necessarily UMAS, per se. Yes, all across the board, 
regardless of which nomenclature they used, they were being politicized. But again, being very 
drawn into the Kennedy campaign, by virtue of the fact that one of our leaders was involved with 
it. And there was no concrete alternative at that time, in terms of electoral politics, right? So 
logically, they were not going to go into the Republican Party, they were going to go into the 
liberal Kennedy campaign, or the McCarthy campaign, but primarily the Kennedy campaign. 

Garcia: 
And was it pretty shortly after the blowouts that you guys started becoming involved with 
student leaders in Texas and Colorado— 

Muñoz: 
Well— 
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Garcia: 
—and just even throughout the state, northern California and down to San Diego? 

Muñoz: 
Right. 

Garcia: 
From what I understand, I mean, there were blowouts shortly after, walkouts in Texas as well. 

Muñoz: 
Right. Let me preface, first of all, my response by making clear that prior to the blowouts, there 
was already, quote, “other” student activity going on elsewhere, primarily in Texas. I had, for 
example, as president of UMAS at my campus, had been contacted by students in south Texas, 
who at that time—this is ‘67—were engaged in demonstrations to bring into the light the lack of 
support on the part of the War on Poverty program toward the needs of Mexicans in south Texas. 
In particular, I believe the name of the program was VISTA [Volunteers in Service to America], 
which was one of the War on Poverty programs that the Johnson administration had established, 
and it had not adequately dealt with the needs of the poor in south Texas. 

So they were organizing a march from—I forget exactly what south Texas city now—I think it 
was Mission, or one of those small cities—to highlight the dissatisfaction on the part of 
Mexicans in south Texas with the Johnson administration. And it was not a big deal like our 
blowouts became it was a lot smaller scale. But that was going on. I wired my support as the 
president of UMAS for this action, as well as wiring the Johnson administration, on behalf of 
UMAS, protesting the lack of support for the poor in south Texas. 

And then also, there was, in San Antonio, the process of the development of MAYO, the 
Mexican American Youth Organization, by José Angel Gutierrez and several other students at 
St. Mary’s College. And they had begun raising hell in San Antonio city politics, prior to the 
walkouts, the blowouts. And those are the two distinct examples that come to mind that were 
happening prior to the walkouts.  

Now, after the blowouts, the definite fuel was thrown into that small fire that was burning in 
Texas, and in Denver, Colorado, where between ’67 and ’68 the Crusade for Justice had taken on 
a different path. They were originally created by Corky Gonzalez as a, quote, “civil rights” 
organization that wasn’t being very successful in terms of grassroots organizing, or whatever. 
But soon after the blowouts, they decided to become more “militant,” unquote, and more radical. 

So they started organizing the youth in the schools at that time, after the blowouts. So that 
definitely, subsequent to our blowouts—I forget the exact chronology. I think it was 
approximately about a year later—there were major student blowouts in Denver and also in south 
Texas, in Crystal City. In particular, [Jose] Gutierrez was from Crystal City was in south Texas, 
or is in south Texas. So definitely, our blowouts added fuel to the fires down there, and 
consequently the “strategy of student strikes,” unquote, was implemented by Gutierrez and 
[Rodolfo “Corky”] Gonzalez, who, subsequent to that, became the dominant figures of the 
Chicano movement, right, in terms of the visible, titular heads. 
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Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
They competed—[laughs]—to become the “mero chingón,” unquote. 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
Translated, “mero chingón” meaning the— 

Garcia: 
Top dog? 

Muñoz: 
Top dog, yes! [laughs] So definitely, the blowouts contributed to that. Then also, I learned 
later—not right away, by the way, but I learned later, years later—that in Chicago, there was also 
a student blowout at the high schools there— [laughs] 

Garcia: 
Really? 

Muñoz: 
—that we had inspired, I was told by the leadership—I found out one time when I went to lecture 
in Chicago. In the audience were these guys who had participated in it, and they brought to my 
attention that, indeed, we had inspired them to do it. It was not as major of a blowout as ours 
was, but nevertheless, it was some activity. 

[doorbell rings] 

[tape interruption] 

Muñoz: 
Oh yes, about Chicago. 

Garcia: 
Yes, Chicago—the influence there. 

Muñoz: 
Right. So, no doubt about it, beyond even like smaller walkout or blowout kinds of a things 
going on, our blowouts hit the news across the country, and definitely were inspirational to a lot 
of young people, and not-so-young people, to begin to take to the streets and create our own civil 
rights movement. And in retrospect, no doubt about it, the East LA blowouts were our Selma, 
Alabama. You know what happened in Selma, Alabama, in terms of it being a very definite place 
where the civil rights movement in the South took off. So historically speaking, the LA blowouts 
should be seen in that context. 
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It was an important step, in terms of morally critical political consciousness. Plus, it also was the 
first major step in the actual evolution of the Chicano movement, as we called it. Because the 
thrust of our actions in East LA was definitely the main ingredient in the formation of that 
Denver youth conference. If it hadn’t been for us, the Denver youth conference of ’69 never 
would have taken place, and the Plan de Aztlán that came out of that conference, which was the 
document for the Chicano movement, never would have been written. So, from that point of 
view, definitely, it was a very, very significant historical event. 

Garcia: 
And when did efforts really begin to reach critical mass nationally, or at least, within the 
Southwest, between different states— 

Muñoz: 
In ‘69 at the Denver conference. Yes, that was the first step in the direction of a national 
organizing effort. Matter of fact, the Denver youth conference also brought representation from 
Puerto Ricans in Chicago and New York. Some of the people that had a role to play in the 
development of the Young Lords Party, for example, in the Puerto Rican movement, were there 
in Denver. We also had representation from the Southern Civil Rights movement as well. So a 
lot of stuff got concretized in Denver. Now, what I mean by concretized, not necessarily in terms 
of the actual steps—one, two, three—a formula to do it by, but rather, a coming together of 
principles that were going to be implemented in whatever organizing was going to be done. 
Principles, for example, of an independent political institution in the barrio, principles of 
cooperative, independent economic institutions, principles of brown pride, so-called Chicano 
pride. Alternative educational schools, and all that kind of alternative politics across the board—
this never would have taken place if it wasn’t for the Denver conference. 

Now mind you, the agendas were sort of different, by virtue of the fact that the politicians took 
advantage of the blowouts, Corky Gonzalez and Gutierrez took advantage of the conference in 
Denver, and in the case of Gutierrez, the walkouts in Crystal City to launch themselves into the 
titular heads of the movement, so to speak. And of course, after the Denver conference, Gutierrez 
and his comrades were the first to actually implement a political independent party, called the 
Raza Unida party, which wasn’t necessarily their creation, in terms of the concept of La Raza 
Unida, but rather had been based on a conference that took place in 1967 in El Paso, Texas, that 
was sponsored by the Johnson administration to talk about the needs of Mexican Americans in 
terms of the War on Poverty program. And Ernesto Galarza, who was one of my mentors and 
was a historical figure of significant proportions, actually coined the phrase La Raza Unida. At 
that conference, he said that there was a need for a concept to bring together Mexican Americans 
to fight for their human rights, so to speak and so forth. And so Gutierrez and Mario Compeán, 
who was in many ways even more significant than Gutierrez, another student leader, was there at 
the conference and so it stayed in their minds, this La Raza Unida. So when the time came to 
launch their political struggles in south Texas, they went ahead and borrowed the Raza Unida 
concept, but it soon became El Partido Raza Unida in South Texas. 

But again, it’s par for the course that in any kind of mass movement, there are going to be 
individuals emerging who, rightly or wrongly, are going to be perceived, by virtue of their own 
marketing of themselves, as the titular heads of the movement. So that happened. In the case of 
Corky and Gutierrez, again without—being fair about it, I’m sure they had good intentions as 
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well—don’t get me wrong. But by virtue of how things materialized over time, especially by the 
time of the first convention of La Raza Unida party in El Paso in 1972 it became obvious to me 
that indeed, these two guys were really aspiring to bigger and better things, as opposed to 
necessarily putting their efforts behind the organizing of a mass movement and a political party 
that was truly going to be effective. 

Garcia: 
It seems like Gutierrez arose out of Texas and then Corky out of Denver as the two prominent 
leaders in their state. But from the reading of your book, and some of the films I have seen, it 
doesn’t really seem like there was one central figure that arose out of California. I mean, was 
there really a leader, or was it group efforts, and the development of MEChA? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, that’s a good question, and I don’t know if I have the answer to that question. But I do feel, 
from being part of it, that in contrast to Colorado and Texas. I think you are correct to assume 
that in our case in California, it was a question of more of a collective leadership process taking 
place. But we did have one individual—well, we had two—who could have emerged along the 
same lines as a Corky Gonzalez and Gutierrez in Texas. And they were Bert Corona, who was an 
older generation guy, MAPA guy, one of the founders of MAPA, actually, and Sal Castro, the 
high school teacher who had become part of the blowouts, as an organizer. 

In the case of Bert Corona, he had moved away from MAPA into more of a working-class 
perspective and labor-organizer mode. Specifically, he was the first one to really try to organize 
undocumented immigrant workers in this country. So he already had his own agenda in that 
regard, which as far as I was concerned was a very good agenda, I mean, in terms of the need to 
do that. 

Garcia: 
Also the development of CASA, right? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, of CASA, right, but it deviated from what we wanted to do, in terms of our movement, 
right? We were more concerned about educational opportunity, equal opportunity; we were 
concerned about independent political institutions and that kind of stuff. Whereas in the case of 
Bert, he was much more focused in on creating a sort of union structure for the undocumented 
worker in this country—the Mexican undocumented worker, specifically. So we tried to 
persuade him, and for a time, I think we did persuade him that he could do both, by virtue of him 
becoming our leader for the party in California. 

##[10B] 

Muñoz: 
The conference in San Jose was after the El Paso national convention, I believe. 

Garcia: 
It was already with the formation of La Raza Unida party? 
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Muñoz: 
Yes, it must have been around ‘73, after the formation of La Raza Unida party, you’re right. So 
the San Jose conference had been organized by MAPA. It was sort of like a post-‘72 presidential 
campaign—I mean—yes, ‘72 would have also been another campaign. And to try to get 
organized for electoral politics, et cetera. And so those of us who were in La Raza Unida party 
went to the convention to participate in it, and we had named Bert, actually, as our titular head. 
And he actually went up and spoke on behalf of our party, but at the time he did this, it was very 
apparent that he hesitated to go all the way, and so we were disappointed in that. And so after the 
conference, he sort of bailed out of the titular head designation of our party, and so we knew at 
that point that it wasn’t going to be the case. He dropped out eventually and just went back to his 
CASA organizing. 

And in the case of Sal Castro, he didn’t aspire to being a big-shot politician. His personality was 
such—he had charisma, but he didn’t have the fortitude, I guess, or whatever it took for him to 
emerge—he didn’t really look toward that. He was more of a local, he wanted to remain a local 
type of leader, as opposed to becoming a national figure. So he kind of dropped out. He was sort 
of like hesitant to take on the role. So that’s what happened. So, coupled with the fact that 
California became divided in two, Northern California versus Southern California, within the 
party structure was another factor for the lack of emergence of a single titular head. There were a 
lot of people there, including myself, who could have become that had we aspired to that, or had 
we wanted to do that. 

Garcia: 
Did you ever think of actually becoming— 

Muñoz: 
I thought about it very seriously, but then, see, I was a young father at the time. I had a family, 
and as it was, already my activism was taking its toll on my family life, and I just thought my 
children came first. I didn’t want to really put myself in a situation where I would be away from 
home—[laughs]—“permanently,” unquote, as opposed to how it was at that point. So eventually, 
I decided that I had to continue my education, and I saw that if I did that, I wouldn’t be able to do 
[everything on the activist front]. So I decided in the interest of becoming a scholar-activist that I 
had to drop out. Not drop out all the way, but to curtail my leadership role in the movement. I 
mean, I still played a leadership role, but not to the extent I had been playing on a day-and-night 
basis. 

So I decided that I didn’t want to do it—no. I decided that I would be a contributor, as an 
organizer for the party, which I was. Also, I decided I would play the role behind the scenes as a 
unifier of the movement and of the party. I saw that that’s what was needed. And that my nature 
was, and had always been even up until then, to sort of put myself behind the scenes. I was 
always a, quote—you know, there’s an old saying about, quote, “the reluctant hero,” unquote, 
or—you know what I’m saying? 

I had become a hero in the eyes of many people by virtue of being indicted for conspiracy, going 
through that prison experience and all that, right? And I could have—if I wanted to, I could have 
definitely used that as a means of promoting myself and becoming, quote, “the leader.” But I 
decided that was not me; I didn’t want to do that. And so I decided that I would be best at trying 
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to unify the ranks, and that’s what I tried very hard to do. I wrote up a position paper, part of 
which I quoted in my book, where I tried to bring together the Gonzalez and Gutierrez factions, 
in California, in particular. It turned out that Northern California became a stronghold for 
Gonzalez, and Southern California was split between Gonzalez and Gutierrez. The Orange 
County and the San Diego factions became Gutierrez allies. Armando Navarro, in particular, 
became a real strong ally of Gutierrez. 

Armando Navarro was one of my undergraduate students who became one of the big shots, and 
he had a definite big ego—still does. And he became very close to Gutierrez. And then other 
people, whose names escape me right now, they were not quite as prominent as Navarro, became 
followers of Gonzalez. And these were the more radical ones, these were the ones that had more 
of an association with the Trotskyist party in particular. Because at that time, the SWP in 
Colorado had become a strong ally of Gonzalez by virtue of helping to promote him as the, 
Chicano radical leader in the movement. And so it became a question of Gonzalez being 
identified as the revolutionary, versus Gutierrez being identified as the reformer; the mainstream 
electoral politics guy. 

Garcia: 
Was that the major division between the two? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. 

Garcia: 
One more radical than the other. 

Muñoz: 
Yes. Basically it was that, as opposed to the cultural nationalism thrust. I think both of them 
promoted cultural nationalism, although eventually Corky and his camp went out of their way to 
redefine themselves as revolutionary nationalists as opposed to cultural nationalists. The 
revolutionary nationalist redefinition had come as a direct input by the Socialist Workers’ party 
Chicanos who had participated in that process, you see. 

And of course, by that time, there had been a more violent kind of repression coming down from 
the police toward the Crusade—bombings and shootings of Crusade people that took place. So 
that added to that, quote, “image” of the revolutionary leader that Gonzalez promoted, or I guess 
his followers promoted more so, probably, with him. But the point is, that’s getting back to the 
question. This is something, this is why in California, when you say we didn’t have a singular 
person emerging, because of all the different factions, they all gave their allegiance to either to 
Gonzalez or Gutierrez, you see what I’m saying? 

And what I had tried to do in this position paper that I wrote, that I presented at the party 
convention in ‘72—not in the convention per se, but that I had presented to both Gonzalez and 
Gutierrez behind the scenes, and some of their top lieutenants—was, “Hey, you know what? 
What we need to do is come together on the basis of looking at it, not necessarily as an and/or, as 
opposed to looking at it—not necessarily as revolutionary versus pragmatic, but rather to look at 
it, where do these two particular approaches work, and where they don’t work.” So then I said, in 
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the case of Denver, Colorado, in particular, the Chicano population is very small, and there’s no 
way in hell that a party is going to successfully elect anybody to any office, whereas in South 
Texas, it’s a predominantly, a majority Mexican population, where there is likelihood of a, quote, 
“pragmatic” electoral politics working. And I was correct about, in terms of my assumptions. But 
it was ignored, basically. I mean, everyone said, “Yes, it’s a good idea, let’s get united on this,” 
but they never did. It never came out that way. 

So I was disappointed.. I put a lot of effort into it, and at that time, I knew that the movement 
was going to be over soon thereafter, and that that division was going to become more 
conspicuous, and it did. And people began to get into different kinds of ineffective politics, as I 
saw it, which happened. Nineteen sixty-eight was the high point of the movement, the 
beginnings of it, and ’72 was the decline of the movement in terms of—basically, we’re talking 
about a movement that lasted four years, more or less. Where, of course, the united politics, 
where there was more unity, was actually about ‘68-70, more or less. And ’70-’72 became more 
problematic in terms of, by that time, the divisions between Gonzalez and Gutierrez had become 
more conspicuous. By the time ’72 came, they just materialized more. 

Garcia: 
From reading your book and taking your class, it seems like efforts to unify all Chicanos under 
one movement, under one agenda, kind of led to the breakdown of the movement, instead of 
really highlighting the differences among the different communities within different states, and 
even within California— 

Muñoz: 
Exactly. 

Garcia: 
—within MEChA, and just how that kind of fractionized, too. It seems that instead of just 
appreciating the differences, and accepting that there were differences between different 
communities, and each community was going to have their different agenda, that kind of one was 
trying to impose the other—on each other. With MEChA, did that also start breaking down kind 
of in parallel with the Gutierrez and Gonzalez? 

Muñoz: 
Oh, very definitely. The reason why I titled my book Youth, Identity and Power was because it 
was basically a student movement, the Chicano movement, by virtue of the fact that the mass 
constituency were the students, and youth in the streets, eventually. So from that point of view, 
MEChA was very central to the Raza Unida party. I mean, it was one and the same, really. We 
wore two different hats, the MEChA hat on campus, and then the party hat in the community. 
But as you were saying, and as I bring out in my book, the regionalism definitely made it 
impossible to unify under one particular ideology or one particular organizing formula. So, 
consequently, MEChA also became characterized by factional infighting between those two 
camps, to the point where it’s now becoming less effective in terms of accomplishing things on 
campus and in the community, by virtue of the fact that the disunity that took place undermined 
the projects that needed to take place by MEChA. 
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So, consequently, as I put down in my book, MEChA became not only divided by virtue of what 
happened in the party, but also by virtue of the fact that the generation—what I call the post-
movement generation—became more visible on campus. We opened the doors—my generation 
opened the doors—to university admissions, and we promoted equal opportunity, EOP programs, 
and Raza Recruitment, as we have on this campus—that type of stuff. A lot of kids came into it, 
but younger and younger kids that never had participated in the movement, right? And so they 
didn’t really have the history, and not all of them took Chicano studies. 

And then also, those that had been affected by the movement started graduating and going into 
graduate schools. We also had opened doors to law schools in particular—most went into law 
schools. And [people were] becoming aware of the fact that law school is a different ballgame 
altogether, right? And so they decided to get organized at that level. La Raza law students 
associations began to emerge, and so they stopped participating in MEChA, you see? And the 
same thing happened with the people who went to public health or other graduate programs. 

So that leadership was lost—overnight, almost. But the point is that there was no one in MEChA, 
in the MEChA ranks, to bring the new kids into the process—it was like, in other words, 
bringing in kids that didn’t know how to swim, and throwing them into the pool for themselves 
to learn how to swim. You know what I’m saying—that kind of analogy. So they came in 
completely ignorant of politics in particular, of how you organize a MEChA. So all they had left 
was what was left behind—the Plan de Aztlán, Plan de Santa Barbara that also came up. And it 
was there, so all they had to do was read that stuff, which was, for the most part, very polemical. 
Those are important historical documents that we put together, but it was not something where a 
lot of critical thought went into it, as I put down in my book, in other words, a lack of 
understanding of, especially, the university. And that continues today. I just got a document here 
from MEChA putting out the history—I mean, completely polemical, and lacking any 
understanding of the complexity of what you got to do to put together an effective project on 
campus and in the community. 

So consequently, MEChA became mired in that, where kids’ egos got in the way, and there was 
a lack of critical analysis, and so forth. So they didn't learn the lessons that we learned, and there 
weren’t enough of us, still, to teach them those lessons, except for a handful of people like 
myself, who did that work in their classes and writings and all that. But out of all the kids that 
came in, I would say 10 percent at most took those classes, or read my book, or whatever, you 
know [laughing] what I’m saying? So consequently, today MEChA is still in that process of 
ineffectiveness.  

And I see other more serious stuff happening, in terms of continued ego conflict and ideological 
conflict. We have now on this campus, for example, two MEChAs, I understand. You got the 
more, quote, “indígena” type—MEChA kids who want to be Indians—and then you got the more 
middle-class kids, children of professionals, who want to be left alone to do their—whatever it 
is—mainstream politics or whatever. So that’s what’s happening. 

Garcia: 
And did you see that start playing out early on here in Berkeley? 
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Muñoz: 
Oh, yes. 

Garcia: 
As the Raza community grew on campuses, from what I understood as I came in, it seems like 
with smaller numbers, there was more reason for unity. I mean, you’re isolated here— 

Muñoz: 
Exactly. 

Garcia: 
—as opposed to the larger numbers, and you feel more comfortable in the university. 

Muñoz: 
Exactly, exactly. 

Garcia: 
And groups like that, I mean like MEChA, kind of stood a lot with carrying on the nationalistic 
ideology and cultural nationalism, as opposed to, like you were saying, pushing forward 
community projects and community organizing. Did the numbers really drastically change, I 
mean, pretty fast, in the late sixties, early seventies, as far as college enrollments?  

Muñoz: 
Well, yes. I mean, put it this way: the enrollments went up, if that’s what you mean. Definitely, I 
mean, thousands of kids go into the university and the colleges after we got organized on 
campuses, and after Chicano studies, in particular, was created. I mean, thousands of kids, 
literally all over the country. We have right now, as a product of that, a lot of lawyers out there! 
[laughs] And social workers and teachers—not enough, mind you, but a lot more than when I 
was a young kid. I mean, I remember going to school and never seeing a Chicano teacher 
anywhere until I was a senior in college. And now you bump into them here and there all the 
time. So that really was an incredible seemingly overnight kind of visibility of Chicano students 
on the campus, by virtue of the EOP programs. 

But again, as time went on, and more and more MEChA became ineffective, and more and more, 
these programs got to be what I consider to be bureaucratized—what I mean by that is the 
bureaucratic-minded people taking over these programs, less and less politically “charged,” 
unquote, in a positive way. What I mean by that is that the people who began to take control of 
these programs were products of our movement, and products of our opening the doors and of 
the whole process of affirmative action, which was not called affirmative action, but as I called 
it—how did I put it one time? It was not affirmative action, it was demanding action—[laughs]—
you know, demanding that we get admitted into this university. But like I said, these people were 
not direct participants in MEChA or the movement. They were, at most, secondary kind of 
people on the periphery, who—they were there, and they felt part of the movement, but they 
never really—you know what I’m saying—in terms of their consciousness, they never really 
digested it. And so to them, it was an opportunity: “Oh great, I can be the director of admissions, 
or I can be assistant director of this and that”—retention or whatever.  
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So all these things began to happen, which means that then the criteria evolved, in many cases—
and there were exceptions to the rule. I’m not saying it was a blanket kind of a process, but rather 
at a lot of campuses, people took charge who bought lock, stock and barrel, the dictates of the 
power structure in the institutions. For example, the criteria of admissions: GPAs, high test 
scores, et cetera. And what we had tried to put forth was the idea that, given the reality of the 
high school institutions in our state that don’t prepare our kids, there should be some—what we 
mean by equal opportunity is that we ought to identify kids with high potential who may not 
have the GPA because of the lack of proper schooling, or who may not score high in these tests 
by virtue of the biases in these tests, who deserve the opportunity. Once they’re here, by tutoring 
and nurturing them, they can make it—and a lot of them did make it.  A lot of them didn’t, by the 
way. But a significant number did make it in that category. The kids who came in with good 
GPAs and a strong academic foundation made it, and they’re still making it. Those who come in 
barely trying to—I don’t know nowadays—I don’t think there is any more high potential coming 
in like there used to be—Now you got to be an athlete to get by with that, or they got a different 
kind of criteria. 

But so yes, now it has taken a reverse sort of response, in the sense that now we got declining 
numbers of kids coming in, in proportional terms. Mind you, compared to the sixties, there’s a 
lot more Latinos in the population. So in terms of numbers, you can still argue that well, we still 
have more and more coming in, but proportionately we don’t—it’s definitely a decline. And in 
some cases like Berkeley and UCLA, a decline in numbers as well.  

So I think definitely the politics have changed drastically, and it’s been a combination of 
things—the politics of the societal picture changing from a liberal to a more conservative and 
even reactionary, repressive climate, as we have now with the Bush administration, plus the 
ineffectiveness of student politics, and Chicano politics, Latino politics in general, throughout 
the society, in terms of coming up with the kind of leadership with any kind of vision that goes 
beyond the polemics of our movement—things that are still being played out in MEChAs all 
over the place. And in terms of looking at the need to work in coalition politics—people of color 
politics. I think it’s very sad, for example, here at Berkeley now, there’s a lack of a student of 
color organization that’s viable, or it might be in name, I don’t know. You’ve still got—
[laughing] I see this document I got this morning in the mail—I still see the definite, very 
separatist politics being playing out. 

And so what I think needs to happen is the kind of leadership to emerge that can say, “You know 
what? We got a lot of common ground with African Americans, Asian Americans, Native 
Americans, and all that.” And the tragedy is my own department here has changed, with the 
times. Now we have a faculty that is much more careerist-oriented. They may have progressive 
politics, as I think most still do—symbolically. [laughs] But in terms of the pedagogy and in 
terms of the nature of the institution, they have conformed to, as I put in my book on Chicano 
studies, conformed to having to survive, to the dominant criteria of what it is to be a scholar, 
right? It’s very sad—matter of fact, I feel very sad these days, because I learned recently that my 
most popular course is no longer there, on the sixties. My 41—I think I mentioned to you before. 

Garcia: 
Yes, I took your last. 
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Muñoz: 
Yes, it’s there still in the catalog, but it’s no longer a required course for the ethnic studies major. 
The department doesn’t see the need to teach it any more. [laughs] So that, to me, tells you 
where things are at now, and kind of different political climate that has resulted. 

Garcia: 
I would like to get into that maybe next time— 

Muñoz: 
Right, sure. 

Garcia: 
—I mean, kind of like just more the whole evolution of campus politics and the changes within 
ethnic studies and Chicano studies as well. 

Muñoz: 
Sure. 

Garcia: 
As well as campus groups, and student groups on campus. 

Muñoz: 
Oh, before I forget, one more note. Matter of fact, this is in the trash can here. [laughs] Hispanic 
Business—the magazine—you know it? [pulls out magazine] 

Garcia: 
No, I don’t. 

Muñoz: 
Well, I’ll give it to you. The editor of this is one of our Chicano movement leaders of the late 
sixties, early seventies—Jesus Chavarria, was one of the prominent Chicano studies professors at 
Santa Barbara, UC [University of California] Santa Barbara, who was denied tenure at Santa 
Barbara by virtue of the fact that he was considered too radical. And so he went and created this 
business magazine, and he’s now—conservative, basically. He’s a—yes, that’s Jesus, so that’s 
what’s happened. He personifies the evolution of Chicano movement politics, from the radical to 
the conservative. Even though talking to him, you probably would get a sense—symbolically he 
would still be progressive, and this and that. But by virtue of looking at the magazine, it’s all 
highlighting the capitalist elite. [flips through magazine] Matter of fact, this particular issue here, 
if you look through it, has the hundred influential—look who they are. Take a look at it—they’re 
business people, corporate people, celebrities. There might be one or two educators in there, but 
not the radical ones. So there might be a former radical in there or two, but that’s what’s 
happened. I think that’s a very telling piece of evidence there in terms of where things are at 
today. 

Garcia: 
I definitely want to get into that whole co-optation of the leaders. 
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Muñoz: 
Exactly. Again, that’s to be expected, in terms of looking at it historically. You find for example, 
in the left experience—left politics experience in society, radicals and student revolutionaries of 
the 1930s becoming right-wingers today—Samuel Lipset, S.M. Lipset, a prominent sociologist, 
for example, was a leading student Trotskyite leader on his campus, as a student back east. And 
he became one of the most conservative sociologists over time. So it happens. We have people 
like Mario Garcia, in our case. Mario Garcia is another Chicano historian who was a member of 
the Trotskyite party, who was one of the people that I alluded to earlier as having an influence on 
the Crusade. Mario Garcia was one of the Chicano leaders of the UFW—him and his brother 
Ricardo, Richard Garcia. And they both became Chicano studies professors. And now, you look 
at the work that Garcia puts out—it’s good work, don’t get me wrong, but it’s very mainstream 
history. He’s very much a legitimate member of the American Historical Association [AHA]. So 
that tells you also where things are at in terms of the Chicano studies-type scholar these days. 

On that note— [laughter] 
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Interview 7: November 13, 2002 
 
Garcia: 
Today, I figured we’d talk about the development of the Mexican American studies department, 
specifically at Cal State LA, and kind of bouncing into the development of ethnic studies 
departments throughout the nation, specifically in Irvine where you had experience, and here at 
Berkeley later on in your career. So, I thought we would begin with the establishing of the 
department at Cal State LA, and some of the dynamics behind that.  

Muñoz: 
Sure. 

Garcia: 
From what I understand from our last discussion, they were pretty receptive. 

Muñoz: 
Well, yes and no. [laughs] We’ll get into that. As I recall, last time we were talking about how 
the whole concept of Chicano studies came about, and how we proceeded as the MEChA student 
group to push it forward. We named—we asked, actually—Ralph Guzman, who at that time was 
an ABD [All But Dissertation] in political science—and who had just been hired the year before 
as a full-time member of the faculty at Cal State LA in political science. I had the good fortune 
of being his very first teaching assistant when he was hired.  

Garcia: 
As a graduate student? 

Muñoz: 
As a graduate student, as a first-year graduate student. I really enjoyed it, because that was the 
first time in my life that I had ever had another Chicano teacher. In other words, at that point, we 
were very invisible, not only in the universities, but also in the public schools—unless you went 
to Texas, for instance, where there had been historically teachers of Mexican background on the 
faculties of the public schools. Not that many, by the way, but more so than in California. And so 
I—you know, he nurtured my scholarly ambitions and did some mentoring for me, and also very 
much responsible for my continuation into the PhD. program, eventually. Although we came to a 
parting of the ways prior to that, because of the internal ideological clash that took place between 
MEChA and Ralph.  

Garcia: 
 Was it still UMAS at this point? 

Muñoz: 
That’s right, UMAS, thank you. Thank you for the correction, it was still UMAS—between 
UMAS and Ralph. And I think I talked last time about how I tried to be the mediator, because I 
was the former president of UMAS, that was still highly regarded and respected by the students, 
and I was Ralph Guzman’s teaching assistant laughs. So I was the ideal candidate to try to 
intervene and bring things to an amicable kind of a process, where things could be worked out, 
where differences could be worked out. But as I said before, I failed miserably to do it, because 
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both sides just were very, very stubborn and they did not want to give way, they didn’t want to 
compromise. 

Ralph was definitely an old-school liberal type of guy who didn’t really have the vision that we 
had developed, in an embryonic sense, the outlines of it, which was that we wanted an 
independent department that would develop a kind of curriculum and a pedagogy that was going 
to be directly connected to the Chicano movement. As opposed to Ralph, who wanted to just 
develop Chicano studies—or at that time we were calling it Mexican American studies, by the 
way—Mexican American studies, as simply another, quote, “traditional” approach to the study 
of Mexicans in society. As I talked about in my book, even his proposal highlighted the training 
of social workers—white social workers, white policemen—and others to become more sensitive 
to the Mexican people in California. 

Which in a way, it’s fine, given the nature of things. But at that time, after the blowouts, after the 
walkouts, the level of militancy was really on the rise, and young people were getting 
radicalized. So Ralph could not quite grasp that. He couldn’t quite put his finger on that and get a 
handle on it to be able to work with that, and he didn’t. And the students were very adamantly—
very young, of course, most of them were the second generation to mine, they were younger kids 
coming up that didn’t have the maturity that those of us from the older group had. 

So consequently, it fell apart, and ipso facto, who becomes the students’ candidate to take over 
from Ralph? [laughs] Yours truly! And I reluctantly took it on, because I knew there was nobody 
else, number one, and I was, of course, very, very deeply disappointed that Ralph did not want to 
hang in there, at least until the point that the proposal was approved by the administration. So I 
took the responsibility and became, consequently, the first chairman of the first department in the 
country of Mexican American studies. Which at that time was no big deal, because looking at it 
in hindsight, we weren’t thinking about making history, we weren’t thinking about any kind of a 
profound, significant impact on the academy. We were just basically concerned about having 
some courses there that would teach about the Mexican American experience in society, and 
culture, and politics, and so forth. To us, it was a very modest kind of objective, but we aimed to 
do it in the context, as I said before, of the Chicano movement development. So, I took the job 
on reluctantly and proceeded to become, as a first-year grad student, the person that became 
central to the negotiations and proceedings with regard to the establishment of the department. 

Now, you asked whether it was easily done, whether it was accepted by the administration, and it 
wasn’t. It was not easy, from the point of view that it took a lot of intense negotiations and 
intense discussions with the administration and the faculty that we considered supporters. But 
yes, in contrast to what happened here at Cal Berkeley, in terms of the Third World Strike, we 
didn’t have to go on a, quote, “Third World Strike” to do it. And I think it had to do a lot with the 
fact that there was, in our case, a significant number of sympathetic white faculty—liberals who 
definitely endorsed the idea, even though they were skeptical about the academic character of 
this whole process. [laughs]  

Garcia: 
Was the administration more along the lines that Ralph was going with, more of an integration 
approach, where you would integrate maybe the Mexican experience into maybe some of the 
already established disciplines like history or political science? 
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Muñoz: 
Yes, in a way. Yes, that was part of it, too. That was part of it, too, and of course, we didn’t want 
any part of that, because those disciplines, as we had learned, those of us that were studying 
those disciplines, was very racist-oriented from the point of view of not only not including us in 
the academic discourse, but also, when including us, the few times, it was in a very racist, 
stereotypic way, so [laughs] we did not have any sympathy for that at that point.  

I say “we,” because I also shared, obviously, the concerns that the younger student activists had. 
Now, as I remember it now, it is coming to me, that one reason why I was successful, a major 
reason that I was successful in the negotiations, in terms of convincing the administration and the 
Academic Senate to go for the support of a department was because I had achieved a status of 
kind of a—not celebrity, or hero, per se—but when I was indicted for conspiracy after the 
walkouts and all that. I had been an excellent student, and had high praise from my faculty and 
the administrators that had gotten to know me here and there. And when I was imprisoned, the 
president of the college, President Greenlee, came out in The LA Times in support of me. 
Therefore he, as president, kind of spoke for the entire university, the college—saying, “Hey, 
Muñoz is not an off-the-wall radical, he’s not an irrational radical,” or whatever. He was pretty 
much praising me—that he felt it was unjust that I had gone through that experience, and so 
forth. Which, to this day, I think it went a long ways towards the release of our case, and the bail, 
and so forth. 

But so, I think that the mindset was always, “This is a guy coming here, Carlos Muñoz, who is a 
good guy, who is deeply committed to social justice, and that’s, quote, ‘his crime,’ unquote. Plus, 
he’s also a young intellectual, and he’s on his way to becoming a scholar, et cetera, and so we’re 
gonna listen to this guy. We may not agree with the arguments that he imposed.” And I think 
that’s what did it—I think that had I been someone who had a history of irrational radical 
politics, the proposal wouldn’t have gotten to first base, obviously. Or who had, in their mind, 
played a negative role in terms of campus politics. And even though I had, previous to all of this, 
I had spoken in the free speech area oftentimes blasting racism and the institutions—including 
our own [laughs]. 

You know, for perpetuating that racism and so forth, I think they understood that it was 
something I had to do. And also, I think in the context, they had enough of a progressive mindset 
to understand the importance of our undertaking, in the sense that, “Yes, whatever he is saying in 
the free speech area or elsewhere, or whatever, has an element of truth in it. He’s not off the wall 
here.” 

Garcia: 
So you think they were pretty progressive, or liberal? 

Muñoz: 
Well, I think in the context of that time, probably the Cal State LA administration was probably 
one of the more progressive. They had a chancellor who was open to differences of opinion, 
ideologically speaking—kind of a traditional liberal kind of person. And they had a vice 
chancellor, whom I worked with more closely, his right-hand man, who very definitely was very 
open to it. And in the Academic Senate leadership, I think they took the cue from him, from the 
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vice chancellor for academic affairs, and the progressive faculty that were supportive. So I think 
that it did help. I have to give him credit for that. 

Garcia: 
And were your proposals—they preceded the Third World Liberation Strike up here in San 
Francisco State and Berkeley?  

Muñoz: 
Oh, it was before. No, ours was, like I said, the first one in the country to actually go through that 
process in terms of not necessarily the demand for Chicano studies or black studies. Well, black 
studies had already established itself back east at Columbia and other places, prior to us. But in 
our case, we were the first ones in terms of Chicano/Latino. There were Puerto Ricans back east 
at [City University of New York?] who also had made demands, but nothing formalized, not 
really— 

Garcia: 
What were some of their demands in the proposals that you guys were putting forth, as far as the 
development of the department? 

Muñoz: 
Well, I can’t at this point remember every single one of them, but the essence of the proposals I 
can speak to had to do again with the question of self-determination, autonomy to run our own 
department. It had to do with the commitment to the eventual development of the FTE [full time 
equivalent positions]. By the way, in my case, I only taught one course that I developed on 
Chicano politics. I called it “The Politics of the Southwest.” I didn’t call it Chicano politics, 
because I needed to get it through the Academic Senate. I didn’t want to run the risk of—having 
gotten to the point of getting their endorsement for the concept and all that—I didn’t want to run 
the risk. So we were very careful how we described the course content and everything else to get 
it past the Academic Senate committees. 

And then I hired one of my compadres, Gilbert Gonzales, who was also a grad student in history. 
I asked him to develop the first Mexican American history course. Well, I shouldn’t say the first 
one because, like I said, there were other—here and there, there might have been other—I think 
there were a couple here and there—courses that kind of were Mexican American history taught 
by Latino historians here and there, but nothing really in the context of Chicano studies or 
Mexican American studies. But Gil became my colleague—my only colleague. So there were 
two of us in the department at the beginning: both part-time, grad student—full-time grad 
students and part-time instructors, right? [laughs] And I had the added title of “chair” of the 
department, but I had no payment for that, right? So I was working for really coolie wages, right? 
But by the same token I didn’t mind, because it was a commitment to me that was the important 
thing. 

So those were the two courses that were accepted, and we started teaching them in the fall of ’69, 
I guess. So anyway, the point is that then, at this point, the faculty, of course, were very dubious 
about this whole undertaking, right? So stuff would come up here and there that we would have 
to respond to, and so forth, so— 
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Garcia: 
In terms of justifying? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, just about self-determination and the time, “You guys know what you’re doing?” And 
actually, we did not know what we were doing. I had no idea how to run a department, and how 
to be a department chair, obviously! [laughs] I was, like, thrown into the fire—from the frying 
pan into the fire! 

Garcia: 
Were there things like finances and stuff that you have to deal with, too? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, our budget, and I had to begin to think about developing some kind of a vision beyond the 
Ralph Guzman proposal, how would we implement that, scoot around that to make it more 
centered in terms of Mexican American studies as we wanted to develop it. So I had no idea. But 
again, given that I was an older student and a veteran, and I had had experience in the business 
world, working my way through college—I could write memos, I could do stuff that department 
chairmen do—so that helped me a lot. That helped me deal with it.  

Garcia: 
A lot of the bureaucratic work. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, the bureaucratic—I was already pretty much experienced in that, so that really provided for 
me the confidence level that I needed to successfully carry out the responsibilities of a 
department chair. And I think I made a very good impression on the Academic Senate 
colleagues, and so it was because of those reasons that we were able to succeed, in terms of the 
creation of the department. 

Now, by this point, I was accepted into the PhD. programs at Stanford and Claremont graduate 
school. I was still out on bail, by the way, technically—[laughter]—during all this time! 
[laughter] Because our case had not been ruled out. I mean, we were appealing it to the state 
appellate court, which is the one underneath the Supreme Court. So it was up in the air still. So 
here I was with the stress of that hanging over my head, the stress of continuing my graduate 
studies, and then being department chair, and then being an activist in the community, right? A 
leader in the community, so I would get calls to do all kinds of stuff. And then, of course, being a 
young father, right? So I don’t know how—like I said earlier, I don’t know how I was able to do 
it. I mean, it’s beyond my comprehension at this stage in my life, how. I mean, it seems like a 
movie, like a dream, that I was able to do these things. 

Garcia: 
You had very little sleep, obviously. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, very little sleep. But thank God, I was able to do it. And then, of course, after I was 
accepted, then I had to decide about my future. Because I think, like I said before, either last time 
or a couple other times in interviews, that I came to the point where I could have become a 
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political leader in the community. I could have become whatever I wanted to be in terms of that 
kind of a role, but I had decided that I wanted to become a scholar. So I needed to make my mind 
up: “What am I going to do here?” So I decided, even though I had a commitment to the 
development of Mexican American studies at Cal State LA, that I that I had to relinquish that and 
allow others to continue the development of the department, which they did. And so I went 
ahead. I went to Stanford for the interviews and all that, to find out—after I was accepted, to find 
out what was there. At that time, Stanford was all white. [laughs] I mean, like, I just didn’t fit. I 
just felt really out of it, and I got the very strong sense from the political science faculty that they 
wanted me only for window dressing, because the pressure was coming down. 

Garcia: 
Diversity? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. It was beginning to come down, and so they wanted to have the token Chicano PhD. 
candidate, right? And so I got turned off with that. And matter of fact, then I decided to go to 
Claremont as a result of that, because I went to Claremont, and I was very impressed with the 
pedagogical approach that it has, and its framework of graduate education, which is very much 
modeled after Oxford in England. Which means that it was—and I think it remains—very, very 
near in the direction of independent scholarship in terms of where you actually—it’s a very 
small, private institution where you—at Oxford, you have your own tutor or whatever, your own 
professor, but here you don’t; but there’re still enough seminars that they give you complete 
freedom to decide what your research interests were going to be, and so forth. Whereas at 
Stanford, I would have just been a flunky for some big shot political scientist, carrying out all the 
flunky work for them, right? So they could write their books.  

So I decided that I would go to Claremont. But before I made that decision, I wrote a very nasty 
letter to Stanford—to the president of Stanford, with a copy to all the political science faculty 
denouncing them for their paternalistic approach to the recruitment of Chicanos to their graduate 
programs. And that I found it very—what word did I use? I forget exactly what I used, but it was 
a very strong word saying that I found it very, very difficult to accept their invitation under those 
conditions. Paraphrasing it: I don’t want to be window-dressing for anybody. I want to be 
accepted for what I have, my abilities and so forth, my intellect, or not at all. So I really let them 
have it. 

Garcia: 
Did you get any response from them? 

Muñoz: 
I’m trying to remember, it’s been so many years. But I think I did get a courtesy response from 
the president saying, “Thank you for your letter.” [laughter] 

Garcia: 
“We'll take it into consideration.” 

Muñoz: 
“We’re disappointed you’re not coming to Stanford—" [laughs] “Good luck!” [laughter]  
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But I went to Claremont, and I had no regrets. It was close to home. Claremont was also 
basically all white at that time, too. As most institutions of higher learning were, vis-à-vis 
graduate programs especially. Yes. But Claremont was right next door to Pomona, and there 
were a lot of Mexicans in that area and so forth, so it was not a cultural shock for me to go to 
graduate school there like it would have been to go to Stanford. And I had also gotten feelers 
from Harvard and Michigan and Yale, but—“Who wants to go way back there?” Especially in 
those days. 

Garcia: 
Did you move out of East LA when you went to Claremont, or did you commute? 

Muñoz: 
Well, I had to move. I commuted for a while, but then I moved to El Monte, South El Monte, 
which is halfway between LA, and Claremont. I was close to East LA to do my political work, 
and close to school so I wouldn’t have to commute as long. [laughs] 

Garcia: 
Yes—kind of close to where I grew up in Whittier. Going up that way, the [Interstate] 605. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, right. 

So when I got to Claremont, I remember by that time I was pretty much on my way to becoming 
an intellectual in the Leftist tradition. I had gone beyond the framework of the Chicano 
movement in terms—its original framework, in a way, in terms of its cultural nationalist 
ideology. Through my study and my reflections and my activism, I had come to the point to 
realize that: “You know what? We’re not an island unto ourselves. We need to go beyond our 
own backyard, so to speak, without losing commitment to it, but to begin to reach out to other 
oppressed communities in terms of linking with them for the purpose of developing viable 
coalitions in the communities that we co-habit.” 

So that was my orientation, but I still continued my focus in my research, obviously, on 
Chicanos and the Chicano experience, because I continued to have that commitment. Even 
though I no longer was directly chairing the department and working to develop the curriculum, I 
was nevertheless committed to that in terms of my, quote, “thrust” in terms of my scholarship 
and my pedagogy at that time. My dissertation, therefore, became centered on the case study of 
what happened in the blowouts, and the development, by that time, given to where I was at 
politically, in terms of my political consciousness, having read a lot of the literature. Having read 
Franz Fanon, The Wretched of the Earth, and studied that carefully, and having read Pablo 
Gonzalez Casanova, a Mexican sociologist who talked about neocolonialism in Mexico. And of 
course, as you know, Fanon talked about colonization, the struggles and how the Africans were 
colonized, and what was going on was the question of the process of decolonization, et cetera. 
And, you know, under André Gunther Frank, a German scholar who became a Chilean citizen, 
eventually one of Salvador Allende’s brain-trust members. You know who Allende was, right? 
Salvador Allende? 
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The president of Chile. He was the first president in the Americas who was a Marxist to win 
election for presidency in all the Americas, historically. And the CIA, eventually, conspired with 
AT&T and other multinational corporations to oust him, and actually got him killed, and 
established the dictatorship of Pinochet that lasted until very recently—but anyway, that’s a 
footnote. [laughter] But the point is that it was reading these kind of intellectuals and studying 
revolutions in the Third World, and it had come to me, by the time I got to Claremont, it had 
come to me to begin to apply our historical context in the framework of colonization, and 
specifically, a model of internal colonization that I went on to describe and develop in my 
dissertation. And so I wasn’t sure that it was going to be accepted, even though like I said, I 
sensed that there was this freedom to pursue you own— 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
—research agenda. But I wasn’t sure, because in one of my seminars, for example, I wrote a 
paper on the political thought of Lenin. [laughs] And all the faculty there were arch-
conservatives, right, and still are. It’s a bastion of conservative thought at Claremont. But I got 
an “A” on that paper—I did it well enough. And in retrospect, also, in terms of my own 
intellectual development, to this day I am very happy that I went to a conservative institution 
because there I had to really go beyond polemics. Since I knew that nobody was there on the 
faculty where I was, or where I was going, I really had to substantiate my arguments, and in 
terms of the theoretical premise, as opposed to polemical, political premise. And I showed that 
Lenin, as much as he was a revolutionary, like Marx, was a very deep thinker. He actually had a 
lot to say about political theory. [laughs] 

Garcia: 
Right. 

Muñoz: 
And so I did that, but still I wasn’t sure how things stood. [laughter] Put it this way: I was taking 
risks, and I didn’t mind it, because I said to myself, “If I’m going to make it in the academy, it’s 
got to be on my own terms.” If I’m not going to be accepted or passed on, well, so be it. I mean, 
I’ll just go and do other things—become a labor organizer, or continue in some way to play a 
role in the political liberation of my people. But luckily for me, it was accepted, my dissertation. 
I’ll never forget, the chair of my dissertation committee—may he rest in peace, he just passed 
away a couple years ago. A member of the Republican Party, and one of the writers for all the 
conservative politicians, from Reagan on down, asked me, “Well, Dr. Muñoz, how does it feel to 
have done this?” And I said, “Wow, Dr. Muñoz, he’s calling me!” I was dazed, I really was. And 
I told him, “I have to pinch myself to really figure out that I’m here, and to realize that I’m here 
and I did this, because half the young men that I grew up with are dead from drug overdose, or 
gang-related struggles, and/or are in prison. And I’m lucky—I was the lucky one.” They all had 
the intellectual capacity, in my mind, to have done what I did, so that’s what I said. I walked out 
of that room, not really in a celebratory mood, because I still couldn’t believe it. I said, “Man, I 
did it!” [laughs] 
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Garcia: 
Still hadn’t hit? 

Muñoz: 
Didn’t hit! [laughs] 

##[11B] 

Muñoz: 
So, it didn’t hit right way, but eventually it sunk in. Although, as I recall, I never really jumped 
up and down and partied hard, or whatever, to celebrate at all, because I was still in the middle of 
it all. I was still in the middle of political stuff going on in East LA. I was still out on bail—
[laughs] technically. It wasn’t until the following month that I really, really celebrated, because 
then the appellate court ruled that we were innocent by virtue of the first amendment to the US 
Constitution, right? And “Wow!” That to me was more of a cause for celebration than my own 
achievement in passing my dissertation and all that, having it passed. So, I finally was able to 
relax a little bit from that stress.  

Because up to that point, I was still kind of worried. Well, not kind of, I was very worried, for 
the sake of my children more than anybody else. I was really worried that indeed I’d have to go 
to prison, eventually. I don’t know if I mentioned this before; maybe I didn’t. I’ll mention it 
now—that when I did undertake the pursuit of the PhD., I didn’t do it at that point because I 
decided to be an academic or a scholar. I wanted to be a scholar, but not necessarily in the 
academy. I wasn’t necessarily at the point of, “Yes, well, I’m going to do my PhD. and go to 
teach at Berkeley or somewhere else,"—whatever. I didn’t have those kinds of— 

Garcia: 
Thought you were going to prison? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, “I’m going to prison!” It’s hard for me to talk to aspiring graduate students, because I didn’t 
go into graduate school for the sake of going into—now or even before—an academic career. I 
didn’t go in it for an academic career, I went in it because of the movement. I said, “If I have to 
go to prison for all those years, I want to be able to write books in prison. I want to be able to do 
what George Jackson was doing at that time." You know who George Jackson is? 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: Of course, at that time, being the radical that I was, I said, “I want to write a book on 
how to make the revolution for Chicanos.” [laughs] 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
So I said, “I don’t want to have to go to prison and have to play handball every day, and pump 
iron, like a lot of these guys do. I want to be able to use my mind and my brain.” So that was, to 
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me, the major incentive to pursue the PhD.: to develop my intellectual capacity to its fullest, and 
to be able to understand more critically the nature of politics, and how revolutions are made and 
not made, and stuff like that. So that’s why I had done it. Now, while I was in the graduate 
school itself, the actual experience, I had really begun to think in terms of, “Well, if I do get out 
of this mess, it seems like a nice career to follow—to pursue.” [laughs] 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
Because by that time, it hit me: “I like this ambiance, this life of being an intellectual, and getting 
paid for it.” [laughs] 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz:  
And then, I did enjoy teaching. 

Then, more important than anything else, I said to myself: “Well, that would be the way that I 
can commit myself for life to the development of Chicano studies and ethnic studies.” Because 
even though I got my PhD. in political science, philosophy, it was not my cup of tea. I mean, I 
said, “If I do it, it’s going to be on my own terms.” Again, getting to that point of “self-
determination,” unquote. 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
So then, I began to think in terms, prior to the time we were liberated by the appellate court, I 
was thinking in terms of therefore staying in the academy, but only for the purposes of playing a 
role in the making of a new discipline in the academy that would be the kind of research 
orientation that would generate the kind of knowledge that our people needed for their 
“liberation,” unquote. So, like I said, I was still worried about having to do all those years in 
prison. But when we were finally liberated, it was a big, big—what do you call it—feeling of 
“Wow!” [laughs] 

Garcia: 
Relief. 

Muñoz: 
Free! [laughs] Again! Two years! Two years of stress and worry. When that happened, by that 
time, I had been getting offers— Not offers, but invitations to apply for jobs. UCLA, Berkeley 
here—by that time, Berkeley had gone through its Third World Strike, and they were looking for 
faculty. And so I came up for interviews. I went to UCLA for interviews. 
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Garcia: 
What were some of the other places that departments had risen up? I mean, the Cal State LA one 
was obviously going pretty strong. 

Muñoz: 
Well, Cal State LA was not going that strong at that time. I think they had maybe two faculty by 
that time, and there were no openings there, actually. [laughs] I mean, hypothetically, had there 
been an opening for me there, and said, “Hey, we want you really bad, come back,” I might have 
gone back. But there was no openings, and so as a consequence I didn’t get an invitation. Then 
Irvine, of course, was also an invitation, and San Diego. Then Texas—a couple places in 
Texas—I forget off-hand. I think one was UT [University of Texas] El Paso, and I think Austin, 
kind of feeler. 

But I wanted to stay in California, obviously, so I didn’t even pay attention. I didn’t want to get 
into the job market out there, out of California. So I narrowed my choices, again, because even 
though I was free, I said to myself: “I can do more on my own in terms of political organizing.” 
So by that time, I had become a co-founder of La Raza Unida Party. And I became one of the 
leaders in southern California, so I didn’t want to leave. I was committed to that region for party 
purposes. So I told Berkeley here, “Sorry, but I can’t make it. I can’t go at this point, at this 
time.” 

Then I chose San Diego, actually—my first choice was San Diego, because Angela Davis was a 
grad student there and she and another Chicano activist—Robert—I forget. Robert—I don’t 
know his last name off-hand—had put together a proposal that I really liked, kind of was right 
down my alley: the creation of a Third World college, right? They called it the “Third College.” 
They wanted to name it “Lumumba-Zapata College.” Patrice Lumumba was an African 
revolutionary, and of course, you know who Zapata was. [laughs] 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
I said, “Wow, man! That’s where I want to go teach!” 

Garcia: 
Were they just proposing it at the time, that you were— 

Muñoz: 
Yes, they were proposing it. The proposal was all done, and Herbert Marcuse was there and 
supporting it. You know who Herbert Marcuse was? 

Garcia: 
No. 

Muñoz: 
He was—well, in the sixties, he became the—not guru, I don’t want to call him guru, because he 
for one would protest it. But he became the most prominent Marxist intellectual in this country—
a professor, an academic guy [of the Frankfurt School]. He wrote books like One Dimensional 
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Man, and a whole bunch of books that I had read and that I really enjoyed, and had also helped 
me in my own— 

Garcia: 
And he was teaching over at San Diego? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, he was there a professor emeritus, actually. He was older by that time—you know, in his 
sixties, late sixties. Marcuse was Angela Davis’ mentor—did I say that? Marcuse was Angela 
Davis’ mentor. I didn’t have my coffee this morning! [laughter] So, I wanted to go for those 
reasons. Plus, San Diego, there are a lot of Latinos and Chicanos there, and the border is in 
proximity. Oh man, it’s a beautiful campus. I don’t know if you’ve been there or not. 

Garcia: 
No, I heard of it. 

Muñoz: 
Oh, La Jolla, it’s a beautiful campus. And you’re overlooking the ocean. “Ah!” I said, “This is 
where I want to come!” And you walk through the campus—this is a beautiful campus, too, but 
there it’s a smaller campus—you walk through it, it’s like a forest. You’re walking through all 
these trees all the time and stuff. Here you got to go to Strawberry Creek, or the parts where 
those trees are. But I really wanted to go to San Diego. 

At that time, there was no political science department there. There was only a sociology 
department, in terms of where I could connect, or “fit,” unquote. So, I went for the interview 
there, and I was interviewed by the sociologists. All were very conservative, obviously, at that 
time. There was one guy, who, however, had done—at that point had published if not “the,” one 
of the key works on student activism and social movements. I can’t think of his name off-hand. I 
wasn’t very impressed, obviously, with his work! [laughter] So I thought, “Oh, at least I got 
things in common with this guy,” so I wouldn’t mind going there—at least I had a colleague I 
could talk to, even though we may disagree, I could have someone that I could talk to, and who 
knows? But also I could play a role in building this college. 

So I was very excited. So I told UCLA “no thank you,” right off the bat, because it was in the 
political science department there, and I knew the political scientists there, and they were all 
number crunchers, mostly. And I just could not fit into that department. And at that time, UCLA 
was in the process of proposing a center, or another department, anyway, so eventually they did 
the same. 

Irvine was also in the process of— Well, they had already created, a year before, the program in 
comparative culture, which is what they had earmarked for the, quote, “ethnic studies” kind of 
curriculum—a combination of American studies and ethnic studies—which I liked. But I wasn’t 
as excited about it as I was about San Diego. 

Where there, they, the students, wanted to have separate departments of black studies, Chicano 
studies, all the works. 
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Garcia: 
Kind of close to the Berkeley agenda? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, right—closer to the Berkeley agenda. It was more radical than the Berkeley one, actually. 
So I gave it all I had. I was being articulate, and I was erudite, I mean, you name it, I was 
impressive, I thought— 

Garcia: 
[laughs] 

Muñoz:  
—in my lecture, in my talks with all the sociologists, and man, I thought I had it made. I was 
looking forward to this job, I actually [started to get it?]. And then Mario Pereira—he and I met 
around a few months before that, when I decided to create the Chicano Caucus in the political 
science profession—was already teaching at Riverside. No, he had gotten a job at Riverside, 
right. And so he was already a faculty person, whereas I was just looking for my first job, he 
already had his first job at Riverside. He got his PhD. here at Berkeley. And of course, being a 
UC campus, they looked at Berkeley and Claremont PhDs, and of course, the Berkeley PhD. got 
priority, right? So Mario was invited to go for an interview. So he asked me, and I said, “Yes, go, 
why not. Sure. Maybe we will both get hired.” And so, the faculty there thought, “Well, Mario is 
safer than he is,” because Mario’s scholarship at that time, and his dissertation, was a very 
traditional political science one. His dissertation was actually about a guy named Frondizi, who 
was the president of Argentina. So he did it on Argentinean politics and President Frondizi, 
right? Nothing to do with Chicano movement, or— 

Garcia: 
Any internal colony— 

Muñoz: 
Internal colony—none of that. And he had been—Mario was one of the top students, if not the 
top student, of a guy who was here—what was his name? Anyway, who at that time was the 
number-one scholar in the country on Latin American politics. So Mario had that going for him, 
too. So they hired Mario instead of me. And the students told me later, "You were just too radical 
for them." 

So then my second choice was Irvine, and I got the job at Irvine pretty easily. I mean, I got it, 
and I started working at Irvine July first, 1970. I was hired in the fall semester—I was there the 
first semester. And I was disappointed about not going to San Diego, but Irvine was a brand-new 
campus at that time. Officially, it was started in, I think, 1966 or ‘67. 

Garcia: 
They just built it? 

Muñoz: 
They just built it, brand new. Not much there, actually—a couple of buildings. And then the 
program in comparative culture had started the year before, in ‘69, by white faculty, in American 
studies. But they wanted to bring in young black and Chicano scholars, and Asian, Native 
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American scholars. So I got the job there, and my immediate responsibility was to build Chicano 
studies there at Irvine, and continue building the program as a whole in comparative culture. So I 
took the job, at ten thousand dollars a year. [laughter] 

And technically, I was an A.B.D.—that’s another thing that Mario had going, because Mario had 
already completed his PhD., and I was in the process of completing it. Well, I had completed [the 
dissertation] already, actually, but it had not been accepted, because I turned it in—there’s this 
deadline that goes by. You get it in before May, then you get your PhD. degree in June. You get 
it in after May, you get it in the winter. So I had to wait to get my PhD. in February of ’73, as 
opposed to getting it in ‘72. I mean—‘70—what was it?  

Garcia: 
’71. 

Muñoz: 
‘71, right. So anyway, the point is, that I started as a lecturer, consequently, which also explains 
my low salary, with the proviso that once I completed my dissertation, that I would become an 
assistant professor, which happened. But the thing that I remember from my first days there was 
that I had a big challenge ahead of me, because not only was I going to develop Chicano studies, 
but also ethnic studies, basically. So again—I would make phone calls, and nobody in the 
country, there was no evidence of anybody doing it at that time. At that time they didn’t exist. 

Garcia: 
Hadn’t they already established the ethnic studies up here at Berkeley? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, it was requested and they had—I was just about to say that. Even though ethnic studies was 
established, there was no courses on ethnic studies. They were all just black, Asian, Chicano—
they were all separate courses, separate curriculums, under the department nomenclature of 
ethnic studies. 

Garcia: 
But nothing as far as comparative— 

Muñoz: 
But there was no comparative courses, exactly—no comparative courses existed until I came 
here, actually. And therefore I was the first one—and again, I didn’t even know this until later. I 
was the first one to develop a comparative ethnic politics course. 

Garcia: 
You started that down in Irvine? 

Muñoz: 
Irvine, right. And so everything was brand new. I mean, the literature wasn’t really there yet, 
didn’t exist, so I had to do an awful lot of Xeroxed readers. Trying to find an article here and 
there that would kind of get to the point where I could use it. And so some of my articles from 
my dissertation, and so forth like that, became the Xeroxed readers. So there was no textbook, no 
book to teach with. It was all lecturing for the most part that I had to do, and so I did it. 
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Garcia: 
Do you remember how you were structuring the class? I mean, was it a lot of the radical and 
revolutionary politics between different groups? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. Basically, that’s what my emphasis was, but I also did a critique of the mainstream politics 
on it. In other words, what I tried to do, and for the most part, what I continued doing throughout, 
was to look at the nature of American politics, right, in the context of mainstream political 
science discipline, how it’s interpreted and all that, and then critique the heck out of that. 
[laughs] And then give my own intra-neo-colonial kind of analysis of that. 

I had some interesting debates along the line. I was invited to a symposium at UCLA on 
American politics, where I took on two of the main guys in political science and urban politics. It 
was kind of “scary,” unquote, in a way, because here I am, a young guy, right out of graduate 
school. [laughs] Here are these guys are established scholars, and know what they’re talking 
about, and this and that. But I had read their work, and I found all kinds of things to criticize 
about it, and I did a good job, so I was on my way. 

Then after I went to Irvine— Well, I want to backtrack a little bit. Like I said, I think I 
mentioned I established the Chicano Caucus in Political Science in the American Political 
Science Association, actually, specifically. 

Garcia: 
At Irvine? 

Muñoz: 
No, the American Political Science Association is a national organization that all political 
scientists join; there’s the American Historical Association that historians join—kind of like a 
professional association where scholars exchange and debate ideas, and so forth. 

Garcia: 
You created the Chicano Caucus within it? 

Muñoz: 
I created the Chicano Caucus because at that time, let’s see—Mario and—well, at the time, I was 
an A.B.D., technically. So Mario—Ralph Guzman had just gotten his dissertation approved the 
year before—they were the only two. There was another guy who I contacted, but he never 
came—he must have been a closet Chicano. Contreras was his name, or something like that, 
from Texas—but he never responded. So it was Mario and Ralph Guzman—basically, the only 
two, quote, “authentic” Chicano PhDs—[laughs] 

Garcia: 
[whistles] 

Muñoz: 
—in the country. 
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Garcia: 
God. 

Muñoz: 
Okay? So I said, “This is ridiculous, we got to put the demands on the association to do what it 
can to recruit undergrad political science majors, Chicano studies majors, to go into the graduate 
schools, right?” So I decided to do that. I also became part of the Caucus for a New Political 
Science—I played a role in the development of that—which was sort of a radical political 
science group. It was also a caucus, because it was like—well, you know what caucus means, 
right? 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
A caucus is like a de facto committee or something like that. It’s not an officially recognized 
committee. So that group was comprised mostly of sixty radicals—white radicals from all over 
the country who had been part of SDS—Students for a Democratic Society. They were pursuing, 
like I was, a critique of political science, from a different direction, but it was much more 
common ground to mine than mainstream political science. So I became part of that group. Still 
waiting to have my dissertation filed, officially. 

So then the caucus consisted of five of us. It was Mario, and Ralph was kind of peripheral toward 
it. He was playing it safe, but we kind of counted him in anyway. So it was Mario, Ralph, and 
Ray Rocco, also an A.B.D. at UCLA, Charles Ramirez, an A.B.D. from Santa Barbara, I believe, 
and then yours truly. So that was the five of us! [laughs] So anyway, we raised hell, and then I 
organized the panel. I said, “You know what? We got to put it out there in terms of the fact that 
we represent a legitimate political analysis and so forth.” So I got a panel put on the program 
agenda, the actual program, officially, that I chaired, and the topic was internal colonialism, 
right? 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
So I invited several—well, there was one historian, Jesus Chavarria, whom I showed you that is 
now that business magazine guy? That guy. Well, at that time, he was a young professor of 
history at Santa Barbara—kind of a radical, who also agreed with the internal colonialism 
assessment. He was one of them. He was already a PhD. so he looked good. 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
Then Mario, who at that time had not yet really begun to work on internal colonization. He did 
after that. And then we had a pretty good panel. Then also, we decided to run a candidate for 
office. In other words, to sort of signal our arrival on the scene. [laughs]  



176 

 

Garcia: 
[whistles] 

Muñoz:  
So I was the candidate for vice president of the association, can you image that? 

Garcia: 
Wow. 

Muñoz: [laughs] Jesus. Thinking about it right now, it was ridiculous. [laughter] An A.B.D. 
running for vice president of the American Political Science Association? Wow. And so I was 
[part of] the Caucus for a New Political Science nominee, and also the Chicano Caucus. Then 
Ralph Guzman, we put him up for the—he didn’t want to be nominated for president, so he said, 
“Well, that’s really far-fetched.” He wanted to go for the council. We nominated him for the 
executive council of the association. So, make a long story short, I was astounded that I got 
thousands of votes. I mean, I couldn’t believe it. I forget the exact count, but—well, it was over 
two thousand votes. The winner got about maybe four thousand votes. I was up against 
authorities established in the discipline and the profession, guys that had written tons of books 
already. [laughs] 

Garcia: 
[whistles] 

Muñoz: 
So you know what. That’s the kind of audacity that I had. I just—in other words, I don’t know 
why I did think I could do that, but I did it, because it had to be done. It had to be done. With all 
due modesty, I think that our group eventually paved the way for the hundreds we have now in 
the political science departments. Well, not hundreds, but the last count that I did was ten years 
ago, so there was about, oh, two hundred, plus. Most of them, however, were not in the academy. 
They were in government service, or, doing other things, so were not necessarily all academics. 
But still, a lot more PhDs in political science than—historically speaking, I became the fifth one, 
in the history of this country— 

Garcia: 
God. 

Muñoz: 
—to get a PhD in political science. So, it’s an incredible thing, when you stop to think about it. 
Again, it underscored, also, how far we had to go to get to the point that we are at now. 

Garcia: 
Especially the establishing departments. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, oh yes. The process—this is the thing that was always a problem for me, in the sense that 
because I had to be the person that had to do this, in terms of curriculum and department politics 
and all that, and not to mention my community leadership responsibilities, I had very little time 
to do research. So it was always a challenge to get promoted, and this and that. But I did, I barely 
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made it, publishing enough articles that were interpreted as legitimate scholarship in political 
science to get by. But I still couldn’t get a book together, obviously, because I didn’t have the 
time, frankly. Then, of course, not to mention my parental duties, right? 

Garcia: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
I became a single parent when I started my job at UC Irvine. So, you see what I’m saying? I had 
that going on, I had divorced my first wife. So I had all that going in my life, and still continuing 
to move forward. 

Then finally, I got to the point of tenure time. By that time, comparative culture was established, 
I had done a good job there. I had another interview here at Berkeley, again, after the party went 
down the tubes, I said, “Well, I’m going to look at other places now because I don’t have the 
commitment, I don’t have the responsibility that I used to have, with regard to community 
politics.” By that time, things were already changing, by the mid-seventies. And so I came up 
again for an interview here. I think I came up three different times. [laughs] The first time, in 
‘70, when I finished my PhD. program. And then again in ‘72, and then again in ‘74. 

Garcia: 
When did you come up? 

Muñoz: 
Seventy-six. 

Garcia: 
Seventy-six was when you started? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. I went through the divorce, and then I was a single parent, and all that was going on. Then 
finally, I married again—my second mistake. I married again—a beautiful young Chicana who 
caught my fancy. She wasn’t ready for marriage, really, and I really wasn’t, either, because I was 
just trying to get myself set up in my life. So it was a mistake. But I married her in ’72, I believe, 
and then we didn’t last very long. We divorced in probably ’75. And then Berkeley called again. 
So, hey, the marriage was down the tubes, the party is down the tubes, I’ve done what I can here 
at Irvine—oh, before—wait a minute. I had done what I could at Irvine. So I was pretty much 
satisfied that I had done what I could at Irvine. But, what the clincher was—I still wasn’t sure I 
wanted to leave. I went on a sabbatical in ’74 to get the research done for the book, my book, the 
Chicano movement book. I came back to find that my two Latino colleagues—a Cuban and a 
Chicano colleague—had become the force behind the effort to get rid of my courses. 

Garcia: 
God. 
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Muñoz: 
The reason being is because they became very orthodox, sectarian Marxists. Gil Gonzales, my 
old comrade from Cal State LA, that I got hired at Irvine, who was my best man in my first 
wedding—heh! 

Garcia: 
[whistles] 

Muñoz: 
No, in my second one—and he had become a member of some real sectarian group. And so they 
were completely anti-Chicano studies, because in their mind, they saw it as a cultural nationalist 
undertaking. Since I didn’t declare myself as a, quote, “Vulgar Marxist” —it was maintained, 
when I left, that I went beyond cultural nationalism to become a leftist, I always made it known 
that I was an independent socialist, that I did not believe that the sectarian parties or whatever 
were the answer. So they didn’t like that. So both of these two guys conspired to—  

Garcia: 
Get rid of your courses? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, get rid of my courses.  
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Interview 8: February 5, 2003 

Garcia: 
Carlos, today I thought we’d pick up around 1969 Denver Youth Conference, and explore how 
that played out, your role in it and really the discussion around the formation of La Raza Unida 
Party, and how it started off in its early years. We can get to it—maybe its later mature 
development, see where we can go from there. 

Muñoz: 
Well, first of all, I didn’t make it to the conference. I helped organize it and helped put it 
together. But, because at that time I was out on bail, my lawyers and I had strict orders from the 
courts not to leave the state. [laughter] Consequently, I thought seriously about sneaking out, but 
you never know, so—facing sixty-six years, I said, “I don’t want to get an early start on that 
sentence.” I decided that it would behoove me to listen to my lawyers and stay home. I missed 
the actual conference itself, but in terms of the effort that went into it, I can talk to that and also 
from the point of view that, even though I wasn’t there, I was very much in touch with people 
who were. I sort of know what went down and what happened. Between ’60 and ’69, from the 
point of the blowouts to ’69, a lot of other stuff was taking place particularly in Texas and 
Colorado, in Denver, in particular. In the Southwest and Midwest, people became aware of what 
we had pulled off in LA. The impact of our event in LA was very much a catalyst toward the 
emergence of a more widespread quest for political change and equal rights and all that on the 
part of Mexican Americans in a lot of different places. We hadn’t yet gotten to the point of being 
Chicano; we were still Mexican Americans. For example, I was the president of the UMAS 
organization, the United Mexican-American Students. So we were in the process of trying to 
figure out how to deal with that darn hyphen because that became kind of a focal point in our 
early efforts about dealing with a hyphen. We’re “Mexican-Americans,” but that damn hyphen, 
we got to get rid of it. Of course, none of us thought, “Well, let’s not use it.” We had to come up 
with something different.  

A lot of discussion was going on and on, so then in Denver walkouts happened. After ours, about 
seven months later, the word spread down there and so a lot of kids in the Denver schools 
wanted to do the same thing, so they organized a walkout without any help from Corky Gonzales 
or anybody in the crusade, because they kind of came in afterwards. When it happened, then they 
were there in support of the blowouts, their blowouts. At that time, Corky Gonzales was the head 
of the Crusade for Justice already, but he was not “radical.” It was kind of like a civil rights 
organization. In other words, he wanted to help develop a “civil rights movement” in Colorado 
as they were doing down in the South. He had been in touch with Dr. King’s people and stuff 
like that. So with his political contacts—because he was very active with the Democratic Party—
he got to know people that were connected to the Civil Rights movement. After the blowouts 
happened, our blowouts and then the Denver blowouts, he sort of began to radicalize himself, 
began to become more militant, because he was undergoing a transformation of sorts anyway. He 
was, for example, thinking seriously about dropping out of the Democratic Party because he was 
very angry at the party’s denial of his request or his ambition to become mayor of Denver. He 
was a high-ranking Democratic Party-type of person. 

Garcia: 
Was it that he didn’t receive the support from the Democratic Party? 
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Muñoz: 
Yes—see, the racism got in the way. In other words, he was told pretty much, “Mexicans don’t 
become mayors of Denver.” He really got angry and that kind of did it, and then the blowouts 
happened. So then he started to think, “Wow, I got to do something about this.” In his case, it 
was a process of transformation from being a liberal-Democrat, civil-rights kind of an activist to 
a more radical “political man,” unquote. In the mean time, many of us were talking about going 
beyond our local areas and beginning to connect with a wider movement, feeling our oats, in 
other words. We were in touch by telephone with all the activists in Texas and Arizona and 
Chicago even, even Puerto Ricans in New York. I wasn’t in touch with everybody, but I was in 
touch with some people in Texas. Everybody had his or her own connections. 

Garcia: 
They were beginning to network. 

Muñoz: 
Exactly, their own personal networks. They all came to fruition up to the point where finally we 
were thinking about, “Well, where are we going to meet? What if we have this meeting or this 
conference?” The discussions about, well, we can have it in California; we can have it in Texas. 
So what happened was, by that time, Corky got into the network of—our network—or his people 
did, I should say. They had the opportunity to seize the time and take the leadership, you might 
say, of the emerging movement. So they circulated widely his poem, “I am Joaquin.” I think that 
I quote it in my book, and it struck a chord. It was question of selecting the place, and the 
Crusade people argued, “Well, Denver should be it because we’re right in the middle. You know 
everybody can come here, right? It’s a half-way point.” So sounds good. And then they went on, 
saying, “You know we got a building; we got the facilities; we got everything here that we need. 
We got the contacts and et cetera and so forth.” So everybody was convinced, including myself, 
and it makes sense. So Denver was the place where everybody went—well not everybody—like 
I said, some of us couldn’t get there, but a lot of our leadership went. [chuckles] 

Garcia: 
Representatives from— 

Muñoz: 
Representatives from my organization and other organizations that were delegated the 
responsibility of representing of our points of view and so forth. I think that everybody who went 
there was very, very committed to coming out of that conference on a united-front basis and 
trying to come up with a program or a plan of action that was going to unify us in terms of an 
identity that we all thought needed to be shaped. And that identity, before Denver we had already 
talked about it in terms of Chicano. Somehow Chicano was the identity that was promoted. The 
person who had the most to do with that was a poet by the name of Al Urista [Alberto Baltazar 
Urista], who actually wrote, or drafted, anyway, the Plan de Aztlán [Plan Espiritual de Aztlán]. If 
you read the Plan de Aztlán, it’s very poetic in nature and basically addressing the issue from the 
stance, “We, as a bronze people—” And "Chicano" was becoming the identity that we were all 
going to unify under. That’s what happened in Denver.  

But in addition to that, and I think this is very important, it was the first conference that we had 
had anywhere or meeting or any gathering of young people in the movement that was emerging 
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that actually dealt with the issue of gender, in particular sexism, right. A group of Chicanas in 
particular from northern California here, from Oakland and Berkeley area and San Francisco, 
organized a caucus, a women's caucus at the conference where they thrashed around issues of 
sexism that they wanted the conference to deal with and so forth. Thinking back about it, I 
remember a lot of discussion and a lot of people being concerned about it because of its “divisive 
nature,” unquote. But what it translated into was that there was, on the part of a lot of—
especially the males in the leadership—a threat to their machísimo, right, to their leadership. 
That element was able to prevail at the conference in terms of not allowing that caucus to have a 
say in the conference, to really have a platform. Interestingly, other women took the lead in 
putting down that effort, saying, “Whatever, we can’t do it at this time. It’s more important that 
we unify as a raza, not as mujeres, but as raza. We got to be united,” and all that. So, the more 
radical women. One of my old friends saw the writing on the wall and said, “It would be futile to 
try to do it at this point because indeed it would be kind of destructive, given where people are 
coming from and all that.” In the interest of unity, the radical women who were outnumbered by 
the other women—the more conformist women in terms of the patriarchal nature of our 
movement at that time—decided that they would let it rest “for now,” unquote. But it wasn’t 
rested for long after the conference, I can tell you.  

So anyway, that was a very significant development, or lack of development I should say, at the 
conference. But I think that with the emotions of the times, it was a very emotional conference. 
And the emotion of the time had a lot to do with how people left the conference—there was a 
definite feeling of unity. Everybody was kind of like automatically, I can put it that way, “Oh 
yes, we want to be united, we got to be united, we gonna be united,” as opposed to taking a more 
critical look at the challenge we had ahead of us as a movement. And I think that Corky 
Gonzales—I think that a lot of time was spent by Corky and his people to indeed make him the 
leader of the Chicano movement. So he was built like that. It was his home turf there. Everybody 
said, “Oh, yes, he’s charismatic.” He walks around like he’s a charismatic leader and all that. 
And so Corky therefore became the more visible titular head of the emerging Chicano 
movement. In retrospect, like I said, a lot was not critically examined, in particular, the role of 
the people around Corky Gonzales. There was a very definite ignorance, denial, or I don’t know, 
call it what you may, of the fact that here was this man, and people around him, who had another 
agenda as opposed to really building a movement that was going to be a democratic-based 
leadership movement. And so it turned out to be that, indeed, down the line, it became much 
more visible, that particular reality where people began to have second thoughts about Corky as a 
leader. Moving on from that, unless you had another question about those times. 

Garcia: 
But, overall, a lot of positive energy came about from the conference. 

Muñoz: 
Oh yes, no doubt about it. No doubt about it. I mean people—that was a culmination of up to that 
point, like I was saying, of an emotional kind of feeling that people had. I mean, we had 
blowouts in L.A., we had blowouts in Denver, and later on in other parts of Texas. And people 
were already, “Wow, man, this is great, we are moving, we are not just being passive people like 
the stereotype tells it, we are moving forward, we have got a movement that is a lot of energy.” 
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Garcia: 
You were really gaining momentum. 

Muñoz: 
A lot of energy! A lot of energy, a lot of spiritual kind of feeling as well. And my God, in 
retrospect, it was very romantic. It was something that people were very excited about. And I 
was very excited about it personally, and I thought that we had a shot at it in terms of really 
developing something powerful that had never been seen before. We already had done that in a 
way, but even more powerful that we’d come close to being the equal of the black movement in 
terms of political significance. But I was wrong. [laughter] 

Garcia: 
Do you remember—I mean, obviously the people that you were working with came back with a 
lot of positive energy, but what did they really bring back from the conference? What was really 
on the top of their agenda? What did they really want to bring back to it? I know a La Raza 
Unida Party was something that was discussed at the conference, and also which immediately 
followed it was the unification of the student organizations up and down California. It seems that 
was maybe some of your immediate work once they got back, was formation of MEChA. 

Muñoz: 
Right. Right. Let me do the first one first, the party first, because it wasn’t really discussed 
explicitly. The conference didn’t—especially after going through all the resolutions, that were 
put out, reading them carefully and everything else, like I did soon thereafter—there wasn’t 
anything there I could say, “Well, we got to build a Raza Unida Party.” But there was a sense, as 
the actual Plan Aztlán brought out, there was a sense that we wanted to have our own political 
institutions. They weren’t called parties, or a party, but institutional community organization. It 
was more along the lines of the open community, and the alternative community institutions.  

Garcia: 
It was still in the stage of cultural nationalism, where it was kind of political power. 

Muñoz: 
Oh yes, definitely. But, yes, parties were mentioned, but no one went beyond the idea of having 
their own political institutions. Because what that meant to people was different. At that time I 
don’t think people were thinking in terms of a national political party, or even a Southwestern 
political party, per se. That didn’t come about until after the walkouts in Crystal City, South 
Texas, which happened in 1970. And by that time, the actual people who thought about an 
independent political party beyond rhetoric, were Jason Gutierrez and his folks down there, who 
came up with the actual idea of going beyond the rhetoric to ask, “How are we going to organize 
it?” But even they, at that time, were thinking in terms of a Texas party only at that time. And 
then it wasn’t until later on down the road, until the process of the formation of the party in 
Texas, that people like us in California said, “You know what, that’s what we ought to do. We 
got to make that party a Southwest party.” 

Garcia: 
Yes, you talked about it before, in your own personal shift from personal nationalist to 
developing your political conscious. So I mean, right after this I imagine you are still caught up 
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in this whole establishment of identity and all this energy about cultural nationalism; the Santa 
Barbara conference happened a couple months after the Denver conference. Was that what you 
guys started organizing immediately around, more still around the student groups?  

Muñoz: 
Yes, the second question you asked earlier, now we are going to go that. In terms of the student 
groups, I think there was much more a concrete agenda item that came into place as opposed to a 
party at that time, in ’69. It was a strong desire on the part of the student representation there, the 
student leadership, to organize, to move into being unified and much more vibrant. And it made 
a lot more sense because, at that time, it was basically all students who were doing all the 
political work. Corky was not a student of course, but the cannon fodder, as I point out in my 
book, the substantial membership of the movement were all students, youth. That’s why I titled it 
Youth Identity Power, because it was basically at that point in time a youth movement, a student 
movement. And so the student representation that was there definitely wanted, were committing, 
to developing, a well-defined Chicano student movement throughout the Southwest. And the 
people who were there as well as those of us not able to go, met in Santa Barbara soon thereafter.  

[tape interruption] 

As I saying, we met in Santa Barbara, and again, the conference in Santa Barbara was not 
organized to deal with the student movement, to deal with creating a student movement. It was 
basically a conference that was organized—and I played a role in that, too—by men and 
women—there were very few women at that time—who were working as either as staff, or in 
teaching, or with community agencies. They wanted to put the pressure on the UC system and 
the state college system, but in particular, the UC system, to address the issue of equal 
opportunity for admissions, and to open the door to get Chicano kids into college, into the UC 
system. So it was that kind of thing that it was organized for. So we had organized workshops on 
financial aid, workshops on curriculum, workshops on community outreach programs. You name 
it. Those kinds of things. Which were more or less bureaucratic as opposed to political, per se. 
And then there was a workshop about, “Where is the role of the students in all this?” And that 
became the elite workshop [laughter]. So we went to Santa Barbara. So it was not all students, it 
was supposed to be student representation there from each UMAS chapter, or MAYO chapter, or 
MASA chapter, or MASC chapter, all the different names of organizations at that time. So that’s 
the way it was. But then when students found out about it, those who actually went to Denver, 
they were going anyway, they were “We’re not invited, but we were going,” unquote. And so 
they went.  

We had a lot more student representation there than we had faculty, staff representation. 
Obviously we only had a handful of faculty and staff at that point. And so it became another kind 
of student movement conference. It became kind of a sequel to Denver. It wasn’t called that, but 
that’s what it became, in retrospect. It was meaningful, but it was more bureaucratic in terms of 
what we were trying to do. But the youth, student workshop had a power of its own. So out of 
that it became much more of a focal point of everybody there. I became very much involved in 
that, by virtue of the fact of my new leadership position. And at that time I was already wearing 
two hats: I had become the chairman of first Chicano studies program in the nation, as a first 
year grad student, right. And I was no longer the president of UMAS. I stepped down from that, 
but I was the sort of like—how can I put it? 
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Garcia: 
The role model? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, a young role model, and a person who everyone went to, that the young leadership went to 
for mentoring. So in other words, I was also a “student leader” and I was also a young “faculty 
leader,” unquote. And I was a community leader, because I was also doing leadership with the 
community. So I was wearing all sorts of different hats. But I became very much involved in that 
workshop and the discussions that came out of that workshop, that overlap. They became central 
to the conference. It was almost an all-night affair. I remember basically we put time into two 
groupings—one was for MEChA—there was one very charismatic leader here at Berkeley of 
MASC—the Mexican American Student Confederation—who had played a central role in the 
Third World strike here. And it was big up in Sproul Plaza, by the way. And he eloquently—
well, he was also a poet—he became very poetic about it. And so it was kind of, well, visualize 
this, “Well, I know what, how about coming up with a Spanish nomenclature. Instead of UMAS, 
how about translating it as the estudiantes de los Mexicanos unidos—but that doesn’t ring. I 
can’t come up with some kind of an acronym that would sound powerful.” So somehow, with the 
inspiration that this poet [name] provided, we became the Movimiento Estudiantil Chicano de 
Aztlán [The Chicano Student Movement of Aztlán]. What we wanted to perpetuate or whatever, 
was the Plan de Aztlán, right? So that sounded really good. And we liked that because. Well, at 
that time I liked that, but I wasn’t quite there in terms of agreement, and I’ll explain.  

MEChA brought fire! Pow! MEChA, that sounds that great. But I was arguing, because I think 
that not everyone speaks Spanish, number one! [laughs] I did, but most of us didn’t. And so I 
was arguing actually for CAUSA. Chicano—I’m trying to remember, I don’t know if I put it in 
the book or not because at that time I had already worked with the farm workers, I was 
supporting the farm workers, La Causa, right? There was La Causa, and so CAUSA: Chicano 
Students United for Social Action, or something like that. But it didn’t have "student movement" 
in there. I wasn’t strongly arguing that, but I didn’t like the idea of MEChA, because it sounded a 
little too far-fetched to me. And I guess I was already having to question the Aztlán manifesto. 
It’s too romantic. I was also older. I was one of the older young guys there, so I wasn’t as quite 
inclined to be romantic about it. It was the younger folks like Jesito who were. 

Garcia: 
Was this where you started recognizing some of these generational gaps, where some of the older 
movement leaders were starting to move into different directions? 

Muñoz: 
Exactly. 

Garcia: 
These new students, who were just coming into the university, they are still kind of overwhelmed 
with all this cultural nationalism, right? 

Muñoz: 
Exactly, exactly. And I began to see myself as the person who was going to be the sort of unifier 
of the old generation and the younger generation. Given my age and where I was at in terms of 
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bringing things together, I became more of that type of leader. But eventually I went ahead and 
supported the MEChA alternative at the end, because I did want there to be a “student 
movement” in there. And Aztlán was a symbolic manifesto that everyone supported. However, I 
did prevail in terms of making it clear that we shouldn’t impose it automatically on everybody 
because, as I said, I argued for democratic discussion in all the various student chapters 
throughout the state of California, in particular, that they had the opportunity in their own 
campuses to discuss it critically if they wanted MEChA or not, or an alternative. So I was able to 
prevail on that point, and everybody agreed, so then, “We’ll come out of here and unify those of 
us that are here, unify with the understanding that we are going to recommend MEChA as the 
new quote ‘letterhead’ of the movement.” But it’s up to every chapter to discuss that and agree or 
disagree with it, and come up with an alternative. 

Garcia: 
How did that play out? Did most of the student organizations up and down the state adopt 
MEChA? 

Muñoz: 
No, like I thought, it was not an automatic response. The ones that became more open to it were 
our chapter, Cal State LA, UCLA, Berkeley, San Jose State. Those are the key ones that I 
remember. The other ones took a long time. The ones in San Diego, for example, and Long 
Beach—I take it back, Long Beach also become MEChA—but they had a big debate about it. 
San Diego stated that they were MAYA or MAYO. I think it was MAYO San Diego. And they 
stayed that way for a long time, the same thing with other places, other campuses. 

Garcia: 
Was it mainly over ideological differences? Or rhetoric? 

Muñoz: 
Ah, yes. It was ideological from the point of view that the leadership that went to Denver and 
Santa Barbara were the more, let’s say, knowledgeable. They had more of an understanding than 
those who weren’t in Santa Barbara; they felt left out of it. They said, “We weren’t there, you 
can’t tell us what to call ourselves if we weren’t there.” So it took a long time, and even today, 
like East LA College, community colleges, they never came around. I think East LA College is 
still MASA, Mexican American Student Organization, for example. Or it was until recent years. 
There was never an automatic swelling of “Oh yes,” like a ground swelling of, “Oh yes, Chicano 
Power,” or “MEChA.” 

##[12B] 

Muñoz: 
At the demonstrations, protests, activities, they were pretty much all there. They were calling 
themselves different things, but they were still very much involved with supporting them. 

Garcia: 
Yes, that’s what I was going to ask. I mean, immediately did it cause any, I don’t know, 
divisions among the different groups, student groups, or regions, or anything like that? Because I 
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know from my experience today, it seems like a lot of the MEChA chapters are disunited. I 
mean, here on Berkeley where you have two chapters on the same campus. 

Muñoz: 
Oh I know, I think what we saw at that point in ’69, between ’69 and ’70 more or less, was a 
process of seeing the emergence of ideological differences. Those differences had a lot to do 
with the fact that Chicano identity for the movement, beyond parts of California and Denver, was 
it. That was it in terms of Chicano, in the next couple of years from between ’69 and ’71. Texas, 
they stayed MAYO forever. They still might be MAYO [laughter]. And I remember talking to 
Jason Gutierrez and other people down there about why that was. I said, “You were born in El 
Paso, you’re sort of part-Texan, you should understand this.” They reminded me that Texas is a 
whole different place. “They are still lynching Mexicans down there, man.” Not really, but they 
were pretty close to that. “And we got the Texas Rangers.” Texas Rangers, I mean, they’re out 
there shooting, making target practice at Mexicans. So people were very, very cautious about 
making the switch to Chicano from being Mexican. A Mexican American was a step forward to 
them. The Mexican American Youth Organizations were there, and it wasn’t until the Raza 
Unida Party began to gel in Crystal City, Texas, in particular, where people began to use 
Chicano a little bit more. But even so, the folks that also organized the party were MAYO 
people, and they’re going to remain MAYO until the end. They never became MEChA. Never. 

Garcia: 
Did it already start to splinter, maybe some of the movement, and maybe take away from, I don’t 
know, from some of the momentum of the movement, with some of these regional or individual 
goals or personalities even? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, personality clashes were all over the place. But that’s always inherent in any movement, 
and so the issue became defined in terms of who’s saying what. Is this guy a good guy or bad 
guy, or good woman, bad woman? Where are people coming from? That kind of stuff. Yes, so 
the unity that came out the Denver conference and Santa Barbara didn’t last very long in terms 
of—I’d say at least maybe a year or so before you see all of these ideological frequencies 
emerging. People like myself who were in the process of leaving the cultural nationalist politics 
and becoming more left-oriented, more socialist and seeing the complexity beyond identity, 
including race and class in other words, began to leave that Corky Gonzales-led movement. And 
that became more apparent after the El Paso convention, the party, which maybe we can talk 
about next time.  

Let’s talk more about the party and the student movement that you’re asking about. So that what 
happened with the student movement therefore, was that MEChA became kind of the leading 
student organization within the student movement, no doubt about it, in terms of militant, more 
radical, more aggressive leadership.  

Garcia: 
Do you remember what type of things you started doing immediately after this? You now have a 
new identity, a new group, new kind of agenda? 
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Muñoz: 
Yes, the first thing that happened was Chicano studies on campus and EOP programs. Students 
became very, very important in those areas. We had the first “department” unquote—it wasn’t 
much like a department at that time—it was just two of us. And part-time at that. And so it 
wasn’t as thought we were— 

Garcia: 
Some departments today aren’t more than that anyway. 

Muñoz: 
Exactly, right, so we were a department—a legitimate department. We were, the let’s see, we 
were the only—was there another department? I’m trying to remember exactly if there was 
another department. Well the Third World Strike here had taken place prior to Santa Barbara, 
just prior to it, but they were demanding a department but it hadn’t happened yet, as I remember. 
And I think there was only one at that time that was an actual bona fide department in Santa 
Barbara. So people were looking at us—at me in particular—as providing a kind of direction. 
And there was a workshop about that, and I argued that the department status is very precarious 
that given the nature of the academy, the departments were powerful institutions within the 
academy, as opposed to programs, or centers. Which still holds true today in my mind, because 
departments are given a budget, they’re given a faculty, you can hire faculty, you can have 
majors, and so forth, whereas a center doesn’t do that. And the program does that, but its kind of 
an inferior unit as opposed to a department. So the way this jostled back and forth—but the 
students became very, very active and I remember for example, even though I was the first chair, 
I wasn’t even a PhD. I was a first year grad student, right? But the first thing that I did was to 
appoint a curriculum committee from MEChA or UMAS. So it was still UMAS at that point, 
because it was before the Santa Barbara conference. A group of people in UMAS that I sent 
everywhere, looking for Chicano faculty. [chuckled] We didn’t know we had anyone around 
who had a PhD. in the whole country. 

Garcia: 
I could imagine there weren’t that many. 

Muñoz: 
No there weren’t. We learned there weren’t. We knew about Ernesto Gallarza, but he wasn’t an 
academic, per se, he wasn’t an academic yet, he was an organizer, but he was never a 
“professional academic” unquote. He never taught full time at any colleges in the country. And, 
so went into part of it. I talk about it in my book how there was [este Sanchez, este Perez] 
Americo Paredes, and also Julian Samora. That was it in terms of established scholars, anywhere 
in the country. One was in Texas, one was in Notre Dame, and the other one was in Mexico. 

Garcia: 
Were they actually teaching in— 

Muñoz: 
No. And I know what you were going to ask me, they were teaching in traditional departments. 
They didn’t have any desire or any interest in Chicano studies, or at that time, Mexican 
American studies. Period. They didn’t have an interest. They didn’t want to be part of it. 
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Garcia: 
So they were still teaching a lot of traditional academic classes? 

Muñoz: 
Right. Right. And even Gallarza wanted nothing to do with it because he was already negatively 
inclined towards academics anyway. So he’s not going to be involved with that. And so I talked 
to him and he wanted nothing to do with it. So, “What do we do now, we got to get a faculty, we 
got to hire a faculty.” I mean, I’m still a grad student, and I have to go on to my PhD. I can’t stay 
and forget my PhD. and try to be a professor with one year of grad school [laughter]! No way! 
And the same thing for my quote “colleague,” este Gil Gonzales, who eventually became a 
historian. He was a professor at Irvine. 

Garcia: 
Oh that’s the same Gil? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, same Gil. And I hired him to teach history, and I hired myself to teach politics, right? So 
there we were. So students were really the people who were researching, who were looking for 
faculty, who were doing a lot of the legwork, meeting with academic senate people, meeting with 
the administration, and stuff like that. So that’s where the energy went after Santa Barbara. And 
also the community outreach, community focus was critical. The campus administration, the 
staff, and the faculty, curriculum, and the community. I was involved in all three; I was going 
crazy. At my campus, I was able to persuade the administration to fund a community center in 
East LA and to get it legitimized so it would be a tutoring center, right? But we where going to 
do political work there too, right? So that’s what we did. With university money, we were able to 
rent a storefront right there on Atlantic, almost on the corner of Atlantic and—oh I guess it’s 
Chavez Boulevard now, the main drag.  

Garcia: 
Yes, it used to be Brooklyn. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, Brooklyn. Right there on the corner. About a mile from the park where the moratorium 
happened, Laguna Park. 

Garcia: 
It’s down a ways from Cal State LA. 

Muñoz: 
Yes right.  

Garcia: 
The freeway probably wasn’t there yet, right? 

Muñoz: 
No, the freeway was already there. 
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Garcia: 
Okay. 

Muñoz: 
What I’m saying is that it was in the heart of East LA, because of the freeways, and Cal State LA 
was no longer in the heart of East LA. It was more in Lincoln Heights. So I was able to do that, 
and establish a rapport with the administration including the president of the college himself. 
And I established an open mind and real good communication with them and then with the 
academic senate. I was able to do that, not to pat myself on the back too much for being that 
great of a whatever, but because I was old, I was more mature. I was a veteran. I had work 
experience. I had worked already to the point where I could write memos. [laughs] So I knew 
how to work, and I knew all that. I didn’t know the nature of the institution per se, in terms of a 
lot of the bureaucratic stuff, but I learned quick because I had already had some work experience 
related to that.  

Garcia: 
Getting more professionally-oriented. 

Muñoz: 
Yes. I had already worked five years or so, working my way through college before the G.I. Bill 
was expanded to include me, before the Vietnam veteran era people were included. Because 
before that, up until 1967, I’m trying to remember 1960—I guess ’67,  the war was still going on 
in Vietnam. Usually what happens in terms of the GI Bill is that when the war’s over, Congress 
votes and gives the veterans the GI Bill. But the war was still going strong and so it was a 
political thing that the Congress came up with “We’ve got to do something to keep people 
happy,” right? So they decided to make a quick expansion of the GI Bill to include those that 
were serving during the time that Vietnam was happening. And so I worked full time up until 
1967 in business. I was an up-and-coming executive almost, in terms of that and—I don’t know 
if I mentioned this before in one of our interviews, I think I did. 

Garcia: 
You were talking about that, the law firm you where working at, or the engineering firm. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, the engineering form where I was offered that the opportunity to become a big shot and take 
over the Hawaii office and all that? So I had already had the kind of understanding of how a 
business operates and what you need to do to get things done. So that helped me tremendously in 
terms of setting up Chicano studies or Mexican American studies. 

Garcia: 
A lot of that administrative work, I can imagine. 

Muñoz: 
Yes exactly. So, it didn’t scare me. I mean I felt comfortable with it and I was good at it, so that 
helped. 
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Garcia: 
And you said till ’67 to ’68 is when you really got at lot more into, a lot more in depth with your 
academic work, right? 

Muñoz: 
Right, exactly. 

Garcia: 
And that’s all part of the college experience as well. 

Muñoz: 
Yes and also because, like I said, I was able to quit working full-time because of the GI Bill, 
assisted by the GI Bill and working part-time, I was able to spend more time on my studies after 
that. So again getting back to the role of students, it was after the Santa Barbara conference 
where it happened. People were more and more—I mean, the students—incredible! I don’t even 
have the words to describe how the students were at that time. It was so incredible. I mean, 
because we had nobody else. We had nobody on the staff; we had nobody on the faculty. 

Garcia: 
Just everyone up and coming?  

Muñoz: 
Yes! And so the graduate students amongst us were the ones who became the faculty. Even here 
at Berkeley. When we finally got the Ethnic Studies Department, a lot of the faculty was grad 
students. And in some places even undergraduates became faculty.  

Garcia: 
God. 

Muñoz: 
You know? [laughs]  

Garcia: 
How was it between you guys and UCLA, I mean, were you guys working pretty closely with 
them? Where they trying to get the department together?  

Muñoz: 
Okay, here is the thing, see? Getting back to your question about divisions and all that. Even at 
this point however, there was this thing that was pretty—it was definitely pretty blatant that there 
was an elitist type of mentality on the part of those who were at the UC campus as oppose to Cal 
State campus. In other words, at that time, the Cal State, well it was a big difference made 
between the University of California and the Cal State College system.  

Garcia: 
And the students kind of took some of that on, too? 
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Muñoz: 
Yes, oh yes! In other words, there was the elite, the middle-class chingones who were UCLA 
guys, and, “Oh, we are so much more intelligent than you guys.” It became that kind of a thing. I 
mean, it rubbed people the wrong way, but it was not divisive to the point where we didn’t work 
together. I worked with Juan Gomez and [first name inaudible] Varsa, and other key people at 
UCLA. 

Garcia: 
Were they already grad students, or were they still undergrads? Were they still a little younger? 

Muñoz: 
Varsa was an undergraduate, and Juan was a graduate student, like me. We are about the same 
age—actually he’s a little younger than I am. But the point here is that we established UMAS 
Centrál, which means that as much as possible there would be a central communication taking 
place, so that we would have, let’s say, chapter meetings at all the campuses of UMAS and 
eventually MEChA. But then there would be a monthly meeting at some campus—usually 
UCLA because they were the big shots and they had the most facilities. And that’s true, they had 
more resources there. So we would all meet at UCLA for the most part, and change around now 
and then, but most of the time it was UCLA. People representing the smaller campuses would 
come there and report about what’s going on, and make decisions about what’s going on next, 
things like action items and all that. But when it came down the creation of—well, we already 
had the department before Santa Barbara, and after Santa Barbara they opted for a center which 
still exists today, The Center for Chicano Studies. Juan Gomez didn’t like the idea. He wanted to 
be a historian, he wanted to be in the history department. I didn’t agree with that, and I would 
say, “I don’t want to be in the political science department, I want to create something new.”  

So there were those of us that had different perspectives on the department versus center, 
university versus program status, and so forth. And I would say that even most departments were 
formed in the state colleges, first with us, and then at Cal State Northridge with Julia Coña taking 
the lead there. They became the largest Chicano studies department in the state in terms of 
faculty. The other ones became programs or centers. But at the UC level, it was mostly the center 
that was being bantered about, with the exception of Berkeley, of course. They eventually got a 
program in terms of the compromise that happened here. I think that in the final analysis that it 
was good and bad that students played an important role. Good to the point of view that they got 
everything started, but then bad from the point of view that it came to a point in fact where they 
couldn’t go any further. Because students, being students, right? I mean you are not going to be 
respected by the academics as a colleague. [laughs] You are still a student. 

And so finally the realization came that we had to hire bona fide PhD. types. Of course there 
were some people in the pipeline, and some of us who were already involved who were also in 
the pipeline. So those of us that became PhD. were in the pipeline and were already involved 
became the new faculty eventually when we finished our PhD. The others behind us who were 
not as actively involved in the movement were able to reap the benefits and became good, good 
comrades, good colleagues, but most of them didn’t go on further. Most of them just saw it as an 
opportunity to get a teaching job at a university or college and move on from there. So the first 
several years in Chicano studies for example, we saw a turnover in faculty. People came from 
different places and the ones that came from the movement with “experience and credentials," 
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unquote, well, some of us survived and some of us didn’t. Those of us that survived knew what 
we had to do to survive. In the sense that we had to quote, “play the game,” to become quote 
“legitimate academics,” publish or perish, and get involved with professional associations and all 
that. Like I became the leader, the Latino leader in the American Political Science Association. 
Yes, I mean, look at it. I would never have done it if I hadn’t known better. But a lot of them got 
their experience in Chicano studies, got their PhDs and left. They went on to the traditional 
departments, what they really wanted to be all that time.  

So that transpired maybe two or three years after Santa Barbara. At the level of staff, it was more 
successful because of course you don’t need a PhD. to be a staff member right, so a lot of former 
students once they graduated with their B.A. were able to get jobs in the EOP [Educational 
Opportunity Program] programs as assistant directors, and in some cases directors and so forth 
down the line, and retention programs—all kinds of stuff was there, counselors, and all that. The 
community level was the least successful because we were able to, like in the case of my 
campus, we were able to establish a center in the community, but it was kind of an appeasement 
measure on the part of, “Oh, yes, we are going to keep you guys happy,” right? But these are soft 
monies, you know we are not going to be able to do that permanently. Soon as the money ran 
out, boom! No more center.  

Of course by that time some of us leaders who went to grad school just didn’t have the time that 
we needed to be out there in the community, right. So we kept active to a certain point, but— I, 
for example, not only because I was in graduate school by that time, but also because I was a 
father of two with an unstable marriage. I was not able to do any more—to wear the leadership 
hat in the community anymore, after the first couple of years. So that eventually, the community 
stuff went down the tubes in terms of direct leadership from the student movement, but it was 
picked up by people, by War-on-Poverty type of programs— 

Garcia: 
You mean the other community activists that were already— 

Muñoz: 
Different type of activists from MAPA, from the old generation— 

Garcia: 
The old generation? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, they took over those programs. 

Garcia: 
Yes, I was gonna ask how you left the program when you went to the Claremont colleges over 
there and you said move to El Monte, and you said you didn’t keep teaching obviously at Cal 
State LA. 

Muñoz: 
No I didn’t go—right. No, I was offered a job there at Claremont, at Pitzer College, as a means 
of paying my way through that college. [laughs] It was commuting for me because that meant 
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that I was living there at Claremont. With the GI Bill, I was able to buy a home, actually. So I 
was there living in Claremont with my two kids and it was really convenient; it was great. I just 
walked to campus. And so I didn’t have to go to Cal State LA.  

Garcia: 
But did you still keep in communication with the people over at Cal State LA? 

Muñoz: 
Oh yes. 

Garcia: 
And what they were doing? 

Muñoz: 
We kept in touch and helped them out especially as I much as I could, and it flourished 
eventually. It still exists today, so it didn’t suffer, my departure didn’t— 

Garcia: 
It didn’t fall apart? [laughs] How about Gil? Was he a grad student with you there at Cal State 
LA? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, yes. 

Garcia: 
Did he move over to the Claremont too? 

Muñoz: 
No, he went for his PhD. at UCLA—I’m not sure now, I don’t remember. But he got his masters 
at Cal State LA in history or Latin American studies actually. And then went for his PhD at I 
think UCLA and finished there. 

Garcia: 
You said he was a history guy right? He was in the history aspect of it? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, right. 

Garcia: 
And then did you guys meet up in Irvine when you were over, when you became a teacher? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, then what happened was that I went there first, right. That was after I finished my course 
work. I hadn’t finished my dissertation yet, but I finished the course work. Then in 1970 we were 
released. The state appellate court decided that we were innocent by virtue of the first 
amendment blah blah blah, and so then “Hey wow, we got free!” What do I do with this PhD? I 
was an ABD. What do I do with this ABD status? Well, continue Chicano Studies, right. And so 
I got job offers from all over the place, and again because of family and political 



194 

 

responsibilities—by 1970 I had finished my coursework. I had become more involved in the 
community as a leadership person and I was helping out the organizing of CASA. I was helping 
Bert Corona.  

Garcia: 
Bert Corona? 

Muñoz: 
In Orange County. And so and then eventually the party, right. So I became an organizer for the 
party in Southern California. So that was the reason why I took the Irvine job. I really wanted to 
go was San Diego, I don’t know if I mentioned that before. I had a lot of options at Berkeley and 
other places but I wanted to stay in Southern California and took the Irvine job. And that’s where 
we are going to stop on the tape. 

Garcia: 
Yes, we’ll pick it up there next time. 

Muñoz: 
All right, good. 
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Interview 9: February 12, 2003 

García: 
February twelfth, 2003, interview with Carlos Muñoz, Junior. Good afternoon, Carlos. Last time 
we ended with you talking about how the court case had been settled by the appellate court up in 
Sacramento, and we moved on to discuss your time in Irvine, after you decided to take a position 
at UC Irvine. I figured today we’d talk a little bit about the formation of La Raza Unida Party, 
both in the beginning stages in Texas, and later your involvement in starting the chapter in 
Southern California. 

Muñoz: 
Right. I think that the first thing that I should mention is that the actual party idea again, I think I 
mentioned it, was not at the Denver conference. Well, the concept was laid out in Denver to have 
our own political institutions, right, but not a national political party. And the way it happened 
was that in Texas there had been a conference prior to Denver that MAYO organized. Actually, 
they didn’t organize it. They sort of organized a protest of the conference that was organized by 
the Lyndon Johnson administration, when he was president. And the conference was in El Paso, 
and I’m trying to remember what it was called. It had to do with the whole opportunities in 
employment or something like that. It had to do with Mexican Americans in terms of plugging 
into the War on Poverty. Because I think it was in 1967, ’68, I don’t remember.  

And one of the leading participants at the conference was [first name inaudible] La Raza. And he 
was a critic of the government because of its failures to meet the needs of Mexican people in this 
country. So MAYO people like Josan Gutierrez were also invited, because they had War- on-
Poverty connections. MAYO was working with the War on Poverty programs as well. And 
letting the Johnson administration know how they felt about it. The MAYO students and activists 
and members of La Raza got together to form a simultaneous conference so that government 
conference, the La Raza Unida Conference. And so there it was, right. La Raza Unida 
Conference, and then Denver comes up and they start talking about how they want to concentrate 
on our own political institutions. So then to make a long story short—it is a long story—by 1970 
when MAYO, inspired by our success and organizing walk-outs in schools, organizing their own 
walk-outs in Crystal City Texas. When that happened and they were successful with those walk-
outs, they immediately moved in the direction of establishing a party to take advantage of the 
fact that they finally had support. And the school issue being what it was, they wanted it to go 
into Board of Education and so forth.  

The MAYO activists decided that they would have gone to the conference in Paso and then gone 
to Denver, The Chicano Liberation Conference, so they said, “Okay, let's do it here, the party.” 
So they came up with an idea of a political party. And it was not unanimous by a long shot, in 
terms of whether it was going to be a local party only or a state party. They weren’t talking about 
a national party. They were talking about their own party in South Texas or statewide. So they all 
cut out for South Texas so they were going to concentrate on organizing in South Texas and they 
did. And they took power. They went into the Board of Education Movement but they also took 
over City Council. 

García: 
Wow. 
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Muñoz: 
You know? So my God! The rest of us throughout the Southwest were looking at that, “Wow, 
you guys are fantastic.” So people were motivated therefore to do the same thing elsewhere, 
organize parties also elsewhere. And at that time then the regional parties, or the local parties, or 
whatever, it was not still at the state of a national kind of party. Through 1970-72, everybody 
started organizing their own parties, right, so I helped organize the Orange County chapter. And 
the way I did it was working with students because people in the community weren’t talking. 
This is Orange County [chuckles], right? When I was at Irvine, I called it John Wayne country 
and Raquel Welch country, because Raquel Welch was living in Orange County at that time. I 
forget where she was exactly born originally. Anyway, she was living in Tustin and I said that 
we’re in the belly of the beast of John Wayne country and that the only good thing about it is that 
we also have Raquel Welch in this part of the country. So, that balances it out, right. [laughs] 
And that time we didn’t know that she was Latina, or part Latina.  

So anyway, to make a long story short, I worked with student activists at the Irvine campus and I 
became the quote “head of the party” in constant emergence. And my Chicano politics course 
became the feeder course, so I gave credit to my students for helping to organize the party as 
their class project.  

García: 
Had you already begun organizing students there at Irvine prior—? 

Muñoz: 
Well, the students were already organized when I got there. They were already organized. As a 
matter of fact, the students UMAS, and later became MECHA, were responsible for getting my 
appointment. And interestedly enough, and interestingly though, that was the only chapter at the 
time that was led by women. And Chicanas were sort of the leaders of UMAS/MECHA chapter 
at Irvine. One eventually became a lawyer and the other became a PhD. in economics or women 
studies. So it was interesting in terms of the gender politics going on in those days. But they were 
responsible for my getting to Irvine in terms of pushing my appointment. They were already 
organizing there, so I became the quote “faculty advisor” because of my role in Santa Barbara 
and trying to—well, became a cofounder of MECHA in Santa Barbara. But the MECHA 
activists also became involved in my class, some of them. I triggered that, in terms of forcing 
them to become activists. I said, “Those of you who don’t want to be activists in this class 
project can do something else, that’s more meaningful to you in terms of the academic or class 
project this semester.” But everybody wanted to do it. 
 
García: 
It was a lot of grassroots organizing as far as going out into the community? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. We were registering voters in Orange County, talking about it in the community, but it was 
very, very difficult, because Orange County Chicanos were very conservative as well. So there 
was not a groundswell of support for the party idea. The most radical grassroots Chicanos would 
only go so far left as to be part of the Democratic Party. God. [laughs] And Hector Balinez was 
the postmaster in San Pablo, and he was a backer of the Democratic Party, so he had the power 
of the Orange County community in his hands. And he gave out jobs and everything else and we 



197 

 

couldn’t compete with that. So we didn’t get very far, actually, in terms of organizing the party 
in Orange County as viable grassroots organization. So it was primarily a symbolic, kind of 
paper tiger party in Orange County. But we nevertheless did succeed in getting enough students 
involved to make a “party” end quote. And young activists in Orange County as well, one or two 
older guys, but not much. 

García: 
So mainly the younger students were getting involved. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, right. And then how it became an important process of making the party in the national 
context was that we joined hands with another former student of mine who was A.B.D., who 
taught at the criminal colleges, the ones in the barrio. Who is now the department chair of ethnic 
studies in UC Riverside, interestingly enough. And he was a Vietnam vet and an older student of 
mine. He was one of my undergraduates in 1969 when I taught at Pitzer College, Claremont 
College, before going to Irvine. So he became the organizer in the Riverside county area. 
[Kamon?] then, in particular became an activist for the party, although he played it very, 
interestingly: he organized the party, but not as the party as opposed to a slate, candidates, 
independent candidates that belong to the party. They downplayed the party in order to be 
successful in electing somebody to the school board and I think someone to the city council as 
well.  

But the point is that we had kind of a power base now, in terms of Southern California. We 
connected to people in San Diego, so although none of these party chapters became quote 
“dominant” or even influential in terms of shifting the power base of politics in Southern 
California, it was nevertheless an important base of operations for the party in California. So, by 
that time, people were organizing all over the place. Of course, divisions emerged. The 
differences between those in Southern California and those in Northern California became more 
radical and connected with Corky Gonzalez, who interestedly enough, by that time had become 
very influenced by the Trotskyites in Denver. Two people in particular—Marío García and his 
brother, Richard García. They were the two predominant organizers for the Trotskyites there in 
Colorado. They sort of convinced Corky to become more left in his leadership situations. So over 
here in Northern California in particular, not necessarily at Berkeley, as I recall, but at Merritt 
College, which as you may know was where the Black Panther party was born. And then the 
black party influenced a lot of Latinos who were over there. And the socialists, the SWP 
[Socialist Workers Party] became very central to organizing from their homes, where they had an 
opportunity. So anyway, they became influential with Berkeley, students here at Berkeley, at 
State in San Francisco, and so they became very much the Left, the visible Left, especially in 
terms of the party, in Northern California.  

Now, Los Angeles was very interesting, was divided between the Left who were not Trotskyites, 
but who influenced by another Marxist ideological group. And they were called the London 
March, I believe—I’m trying to remember now where they actually came from. Oh no, no, it was 
the Soviet-connected group that was called, what was it called? I can’t remember, but anyway it 
was a group that was anti-Trotskyite. They were quote “Stalinists” because they got into the 
whole framework as Stalin had laid out in the national question: what constitutes a nation within 
a nation? And so they began to put that out. And so that began to attract students from different 
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places, people who were left-wing and less cultural nationalist. And so it became that versus the 
other group that was centered onto the practice of the party—more pragmatic. In other words, 
that connected with Jose Gutierrez in Texas. So the Texas party, as I talked about in the book, 
became sort of the pragmatic, a more pragmatic, liberal-oriented opponent to the party, and the 
Denver-connected group—in terms of more left, more “revolutionary” unquote—became the 
theory. And the approach was education not cultural politics, which we’ve got to educate people 
of the evils of racism and capitalism. 

García: 
How were their party chapters working? Were they trying to get their people on the ballots and 
actually trying to get people into office? 

Muñoz: 
In Denver? Yes. Yes. They were trying but they were very unsuccessful.  

García: 
Was Crystal City on of the most successful ones? 

Muñoz: 
That was the only place, really, when you look at it critically. It was the only place that in fact 
elected party candidates. As I’m saying that I remember the Raoul Ruiz candidacy in LA. Raoul 
Ruiz—he lost. He ran against the guy Richard [a la Torre? inaudible] in LA [who] became kind 
of the focal point of California politics in terms of electoral activity, where Ruiz really became 
very much a viable candidate in terms of everybody joined really quite anonymously behind him. 
Even the quote “revolutionaries and the reformists” unquote became kind of supportive of that 
campaign, and they succeeding in defeating [Torre?]. But in the process of doing that the 
Republican candidate won, right?  

García: 
Right, okay. 

Muñoz: 
Typical third party kind of outcome. A la Torre eventually became a powerful Democrat in the 
assembly. Then after that became a powerful city councilman in LA until recently and got into 
drugs and women and the big scandal. Anyway the thing I [knew him personally. We went to 
school together at Cal State LA. But, the party activists were saying, “Well that was a victory for 
the party.” I didn’t agree with that. I thought the victory was kind of a manifestation of the 
failure of politics. The reason that I argued that there was victory in Texas success in Texas, 
South Texas in particular, was that the population was predominantly Mexican American and so 
they are bound to do even to do better than in places like California and LA where we’ve got a 
big chunk of the population like there, but it’s spread around. There’s not a particular place or 
district where it’s predominantly or a majority Mexican American population of voters. So it was 
destined to fail.  

As a consequence of all this, I came out with a research paper—as one of the leaders of Southern 
California La Raza Unida—that I reported in my book. I don’t think I published it. There I 
argued that we didn’t have the luxury to fight amongst each other in terms of which is the better 
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strategy: the one in Texas, or the one in Colorado. In the sense that we have to be supportive in 
terms of the regional elements of that party, where the party finds itself. In other words, if there 
is going to be success electorally in South Texas right off, support that. Support that. But we can 
win elections that support the effort to educate the people—politicize them in terms of the reality 
of the two-party system. So I went ahead and put that out, and talked to Jose Gutierrez about it, 
and I talked to Corky Gonzalez about it. Of course, I got to know Jose Gutierrez better because 
he was also a political scientist, emerging as a political scientist, and I was already there so I 
mean it was like—I would go to IPSA meetings and we would meet there and talk about 
strategies, where as Corky I really had no access to. So to make a long story short, which is a 
long story in itself, we all agreed in terms of leadership that we would have a national convention 
of La Raza in 1972 for the purpose of uniting all the various desperate chapters into a kind of 
national political party. 

García: 
Now were they the first attempts for agreements with national—? 

Muñoz: 
Exactly. First attempt. But underpinning all this, all these efforts, was that all of us either 
consciously or subconsciously, whatever, we all really felt that this was the logical path in terms 
of the culmination of the Chicano movement. In other words, in our final analysis, we kind of 
felt is that the movement in order to survive needs to be institutionalized. It’s got to have some 
kind of process whereby— Hey, you know what? Movements come and go, and unless we are 
able to institutionalize a something that is going to continue the work of the movement and the 
experience and all that in terms of a well-defined kind of organization that is going to be 
appointed permanently to deal with the realities of the political system, we are not going to win 
it. So that was kind of the terms it was coming to. [interruption] 

It comes time for the convention and obviously it was given to Texas, in El Paso Texas, the 
perception on the part of the Gonzalez supporters was, “Uh oh." [chuckles]. “It’s not a neutral 
territory.” And they were right in a way. By the same token, the Texas people were better 
organized than anybody else in terms of having a power base in the state. 

And they had access to money through their particular connections. Also they had influence. 
They had successfully brought middle-class Mexican Americans into the party who had some 
economic clout, whereas in the rest of the Southwest there was not the case. Most of us were 
young intellectuals or students for the most part. And we had no access to an economic power 
base. So then the plot just started really happening. It seems to me, as I remember, that we were 
not in the process of a united kind of a framework. [laughs] That what I had laid out in terms of a 
compromise was ignored. And I called a meeting in my hotel room with Corky and [Seajed and 
Tijerina, other inaudible names] over there, and Caesar Chavez, who didn’t show up. He was 
invited but didn’t show up because of his movement. And in that meeting, I’ll never forget the 
clancho ribos—it was just incredible. You know the first thing, Corky lashed out at Tijerina 
because Tijerina  was quoting the El Paso Times the day before—something to the effect that 
Corky didn’t even speak Spanish! [laughter] 

García: 
Sheesh. 
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Muñoz: 
Which is true. And that the, implicitly or explicitly I forget, laid out a critique of Corky in terms 
of “How can he be the national chair of the party when he can't even speak Spanish?” [chuckles] 

García: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
So he was pissed off, Corky was. And so Tijerina kind of backed off a little bit and he said, 
“Well I can do it that way because I can.” Each of these three men wanted very much to be the 
titular head of the party. And the only one that was agreeable to comprising was Jose [Angeles? 
Inaudible], obviously because it was in his interest to have the power base there in Texas, right?  

García: 
Yes.  

Muñoz: 
But it failed miserably. I mean there was no real success in terms of gains and it upset Gutierrez, 
and consequently their followers, right? So each man in other words had their followers—in 
other words, in was kind of like being in a Democratic Party convention and there are all kinds 
of different caucuses for different kinds of candidates, and everybody is trying to figure out a 
way to do the other one in, so they can come out as a “winner” in quotes. So that’s what 
emerged. 

García: 
Was that one of the goals of the conference, to elect a national leader? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. Of course, we needed a leader, a visible leader to speak for the party. And then Corky last 
thought it was [Josan?] because remember now than Tijerina had been open to taking money 
from the Republican party in terms of that Texas election. And so he was kind of like a sell-out. 
And then I think than [Josan?] was proposing that they invite the McGovern to the convention as 
well as the Republican candidate to the convention. So they could speak to the convention for 
their support, and of course that went down the tubes. And that was already a sell-out place. 
[laughs] 

García: 
[whistles] 

Muñoz: 
So Corky’s followers began to preach to the party attendees what’s going on, bourgeois politics, 
blah blah blah. And but it came apparent to Corky and to Tijerina that Josan was going to win, 
obviously, because he had most of the votes because the majority of the delegates were, even 
though they weren’t from Texas but they were former Texans, right? [laughs] 

García: 
Yes. 



201 

 

Muñoz: 
For example, there were people from the Midwest, chapters that were paper only really—there is 
no party organizing going on in the Midwest, but they were Texans. You know there is a migrant 
stream in the Midwest historically, right? So they were just in the Midwest working the fields 
and then they would come back home, during the wintertime and whatever, and do more work. 
So Jose had organized all those people, and Washington, DC people, the same thing. The 
bureaucrats that were Washington that were in the party program were Tejanos, too, so they 
came. So definitely it was a lopsided delegation of classes, no doubt about it. But it interesting—
I had a talk with Corky in the elevator that I’ll never forget. Coincidentally we got into the same 
elevator, I didn’t plan it that way, and I said, I was very respectful, “Corky, I hope that we can 
work something out here.” He says, “You know, Carlos,"—these were his exact words—“It was 
a lost cause for me because you young intellectuals outnumber me.” So what came out was kind 
of a red anti-intellectual juada, a frequency from Corky, see. And Corky was a not an educated 
person. I mean, he was a typical kid on the street who grew up and was into boxing and things. 

García: 
He really felt threatened by academics? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, he felt threatened by the academic representation, most students who were advanced. Not 
the younger students of course, they loved him. He was an active figure, because in comparison 
to Jose, Corky, I don’t know if I mentioned it before, had an entourage of bodyguards all the 
time, ex-cons, right? Fierce looking scary looking guys. [laughs] And that kind of gave the aura 
of this guys importance, and he was always wearing black, very striking—whereas Jose was 
wearing, sports shirts and Levis.  

García: 
He was kind of an ordinary guy. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, ordinary kind of looking guy—glasses, very studious-looking. [laughs] So anyway, the 
point is though, that the convention came to an end, finally, after a lot of debates, after a lot of 
politicking behind the scenes and outside the scenes and everywhere. Then also, during the 
convention, well before the convention started, one of the party activists from Colorado was 
killed on his way to El Paso. He stopped at a gas station and I remember something happening 
there. The story that I remember coming out was that he wanted to buy gas but there was an 
argument with a gas station owner or worker there, whatever, a white guy, and the guy got shot 
right in the face. So who knows? Who knows the real story of what happened, but the Gonzalez 
people tried to use that then as a catalyst to create more of an identification with the 
revolutionary type of approach. Richard Pancon, he was one of the young leaders of the Crusade 
for Justice, and that the party leader had been killed by a racist because he was Chicano. 

Muñoz: 
So, the killing of Richard Pancon put a certain amount of tension into the process. Rightly so, I 
mean the people from Colorado were into something where one of the people were shot to death! 
This is a “life and death struggle,” unquote, whereas people from Texas weren’t pragmatic, 
and— 
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García: 
How to get people elected? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, they weren’t connecting, in other words, and I could see that. 

García: 
Where were the California people on this, did they see it kind of split? 

Muñoz: 
Divided, split. Split like almost half-and-half, almost. I think the majority actually, by a slim 
majority, were with Corky Gonzalez—I mean for Gutierrez.  

García: 
Do you think that was because there wasn’t one central figure, one California representative, or a 
California leader, like maybe Jose in Texas? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. It had to do with that. There was not one person, you’re right, there was nobody in 
California at that level—New Mexico has Tijerina, Colorado had Corky Gonzalez and Texas had 
Jose Gutierrez. So yes. And California had Caesar Chavez, okay? Now who’s gonna compete 
with Caesar Chavez in terms of I mean, visibility and whatever? Nobody. But Chavez was an 
established Democrat. He was in with the Kennedys, and he was ‘til his death. He was deeply 
committed to the Democrat party. The reason for that is to be understood because they were able 
to succeed with the direct help of liberal Democrats. There was no other party at that time. There 
was no one else that could help. So they therefore developed that kind of tradition with politics 
within the Democratic Party. And they were not about to shift allegiance to a Chicano political 
party. [laughs] It’s because most of them were Chicanos and Chicanas. But Caesar himself, as he 
told me personally on one occasion, “I’m one of you guys in spirit, but I have to be in a different 
place.” 

García: 
That’s what I was going to say— 

Muñoz: 
No, no, he didn’t want to— 

García: 
—he was committed to his cause and— 

Muñoz: 
Yes, I mean he embraced the organizer responsibilities of the UFW [United Farm Workers], 
obviously. But he didn’t see going beyond that because if he was to die in vain, if there was a 
union struggle— Which doesn’t mean that he didn’t have any concerns or interests going on with 
the rest of us, no absolutely not, I mean he knew what was going on. Like he told us in UMAS at 
the time, he started personally sending people to Delano, all that with the farm workers. And the 
time came to ask him for us, and he said, “Look, I’m a leader of a union, I’m an organizer of a 
union, and I got to remain steadfast on the role of a union leader, to put food on the tables for the 
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workers, basically. We don’t have the luxury to talk about education and college, of equal 
opportunities and all that. I mean I’m with you guys, but it’s beyond my pertinent 
responsibilities.” People reacted differently: some people were turned off by that, other people 
understood. Most of us didn’t need the support of the UFW anyway. And then, I remember when 
I was arrested (there were thirteen that were arrested) in ’68, he came out publicly with a 
statement in support of us. He was with us in spirit.  

García: 
That doesn’t sound like he was going to organize his march and go down there and protest city 
hall. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, protest in the city hall. But some of his followers did. In other words, there was actually a 
lot of— That was another reason why the convention actually failed, now that I think about it—
that were a lot of student activists, MECHA activists, and supporting MAYO activists and so 
forth that were either from farm worker families, right, or definitely were captivated by the 
struggle with the farm workers. So that indirectly they were being influenced by the UFW’s 
involvement with the Democrat Party. You see what I am saying? 

García: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
So they had a hard time. I remember talking to a lot of people like that. Some of my own people 
were torn, saying “Well, what do we do here—if we go against the Democratic Party, we are 
going against the union! Or, if we go against La Raza Unida Party, we are going against our 
movement.” [laughter] So what do you do? So that kind of neutralized a lot of people that didn’t 
go to El Paso, for example. And so it was a definite backdoor that impinged upon the lack of 
success. 

García: 
In Texas why was it different? I mean, just because the Democratic Party hadn’t been that 
responsive? 

Muñoz: 
No. Well, that’s a good question. I think that the reason it was different is because of Crystal 
City. The Democratic Party people there had failed to produce, and it was very clear cut. There 
were Mexican Americans in power before that year in South Texas. But they were Democrats 
and then what they promised didn’t take place. And it was a small town, so people could see that 
these Chicano Democrats aren’t doing to job. So that’s why. And again, the impact of the victory 
in Crystal City was the equivalent to impact of the blow-outs in East L.A 1968—-throughout 
Texas and throughout the nation. It was, “Wow,” just the idea. 
 
García: 
Just for it to happen. 
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Muñoz: 
Yes, just to happen. But people didn’t think about it. “Wait a minute, it wasn’t the first time that 
any Chicanos took power in Crystal City, Texas!” [laughs] They didn’t know about that, a lot of 
them didn’t know about that, right. That might have been worried about that. As a matter of fact, 
Gutierrez as a young student had helped campaign for one of the Chicanos who first in power in 
Crystal City, Texas. I’m trying to remember when it was, the first Mexican American so-called 
revolt there. It was probably early ‘60s. Probably about 1963 or around there. Yes, Jose was in 
high school, I think. I can’t remember, geez! They took power in El Paso. But at the same time it 
was not as dramatic as later on with MAYO, because at that time the Chicano movement was—
MAYO was the movement. It was a whole different enchilada. So that’s why it had an impact. It 
had people like Ramsey Muñiz, for example, who was a Texas star half-back, or full-back. I 
think he was either the Leadership Texas or one of the other football powerhouses in Texas. So 
this guy had a name, he was a hero, a football hero. I mean they had a football hero! Who 
campaigned for the governor of Texas as a La Raza Unida Party candidate. And there was no 
other equivalent person in any other places. They was nobody else. See what I’m saying? 

García: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
So all these little things, well, they were kind of big things, actually. They sort of were the 
reasons why there was that much more impact on the party on things. Plus, also, the history of 
Texas itself; it’s a different history. I think I mentioned in one of my, in one of our talks, that 
MAYO became MECHA because they didn’t want to use Chicano, because it was a little too out 
there and would just bring the wrath of the Texas-Ranger types down on them. Whereas if they 
just did it as Mexican-Americans, it was more palatable to folks. And they were right. 
Strategically, they were right. The identity of Chicano and Latino later took hold amongst 
masses. The Chicano generation, I talked about in the book, were the generation of the 60s. 

García: 
Students. 

Muñoz: 
Students. And as you and I know, now, what’s Chicano? It’s Hispanic, Latino, whatever, I mean 
Chicano is kind of not the going term anymore because times have changed. So that’s what 
happened with El Paso conference, convention.  

García: 
And Jose? 

Muñoz: 
He became the head of the party at the El Paso convention. Oh, before I forget, it was another 
thing that happened. Another Denver activist was killed during the convention that was Mexican, 
across the border in El Paso. That was also a very cloudy story. Who knows what really 
happened? I wasn’t there so I can’t attest to that. But there is a range of explanations that people 
offer. Of course, those close to Corky offered a pro-revolutionary stance. This guy was a 
revolutionary, and a right-wing Mexican killed him, right? And the other theory—which I think 
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is more truthful than the other one—is that he was just drunk, just raising hell down there in a 
whorehouse. And a group took it the wrong way, and he got killed. And that seems like more of 
a possibility than the other one. But who knows? Nobody really knows what happened, just that 
the guy was killed. So it made the crusade people much more tense. 

García: 
They felt like they were being attacked? 

Muñoz: 
Yes. Exactly. And they were just kind of like, “Hey man, don’t mess with me.” They were 
prepared to go to war. They were prepared to pull out their guns and started shooting. And if 
anyone came up with a gun, everybody got very tense. So what happened because of that, was 
that a lot of young people were turned off. They were scared off, literally. I mean, this is really 
scary. [chuckles] “This is not what I had in mind when I came down here! I thought I’d come 
down here to help out the movement, or establish our political party, and get unified and 
romantically come out singing [Eseremos], or whatever.” It didn’t turn out that way. People got 
turned off, and rightly so. 

García: 
That hit places like Southern California especially hard? Where you have strong— 

Muñoz: 
Oh yes, I mean after the convention, everybody went back from where they came from and, my 
god! People started dropping off, dropping out, you got that right. And Denver, even in Denver, 
some Crusade people dropped out and became Democrats again. [chuckles] And the same thing 
in Texas. Some Texans dropped out and became Democrats again. A lot of people, now, former 
La Raza Unida Party activists, were Democratic Party activists again. As a matter in fact, Willie 
Velasquez, the founder of the voting project—what is that called? I forget. Anyway, it’s a voting 
rights project for— 

García: 
Throughout the Southwest— 

Muñoz: 
Yes and throughout the whole country. It’s national. No, Elida Chavez is a right winger. She’s 
way out there. 

García: 
Oh. 

Muñoz: 
She was not the only one. It was Willie Velasquez that was one of the MAYO founders, of 
MAYO, and one of La Raza Unida Party founders in Texas, who was one the guys who got 
turned off. He went his own way back to the Democratic Party and became very, very influential 
in terms of the Latino vote in the Democratic Party. He got all kinds of money for voting 
projects. The Southwest Voting Project, it’s called. That was what Willie Velasquez. Willie died. 
He died of cancer, at least thirteen years ago. So, that’s what happened to the party. It went into 
decline immediately after El Paso—the next day. 
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García: 
So was that the only convention, the national convention? 

Muñoz: 
That was it, the first and last. Hold on, I take it back. Yes that was the only national 
convention—first and last convention. But out of the quote “compromises” for the election of 
Gutierrez as the titular head of the party, they worked out a deal, Gutierrez and Gonzalez (I was 
not a privy to that), whereby they agreed that there would be also a Congreso de Aztlán 
established, with Corky as the titular head. Okay, so there was a follow up conference in Denver 
that took place. 

García: 
Shortly after that? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, by the next year, I forget exactly when. I thought it was less than a year. And it was a sham. 
By that time it was totally hopeless. It never came to fruition, never really happened. By that 
time I had [dropped off]. 

García: 
Did it continue in Orange County? 

Muñoz: 
To some extent, I’m trying to remember if we did or not. I think we did but it was just no longer 
any kind of—it wasn’t the same. So eventually little by little, by 1974 it was gone. So that’s what 
happened. 

García: 
So when you came back, you maybe started refocusing on your teaching?  

Muñoz: 
Well, yes, I was of course simultaneously focused on it, but I took a sabbatical in 1974, and 
that’s another extreme for me to go into next time because I think that— 

García: 
You got to go? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, I got to go. 

Muñoz: 
Yes. 

García: 
Okay. 
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Interview 10: Feb 16, 2003 

García: 
Today is February sixteenth, 2003, another interview with Carlos Muñoz Jr. Good afternoon, 
Carlos. 

Muñoz: 
Good afternoon. 

García: 
I was thinking today we would talk about your teaching, especially now that you are back in the 
summer teaching your world renowned course in [both laugh] comparative social movements 
here in the U.S. And then we can talk about, first of all, how that class developed, was it your 
first class that you started teaching here at Berkeley, and did you bring that up from Irvine, or 
was that something that was developed here? And if so, maybe how that was developed here at 
the university? 

Muñoz: 
Good question. I am glad you asked because that is kind of a very important process or a part of 
my life that I am somewhat proud of. The course, which is now known as Ethnic Studies 41 
Protest Movements of the ‘60s—which, as you correctly put it, has to do with a comparative 
social movement framework of analysis. Actually, it came about as a direct result of my 
experiences in the movements of the ‘60s. I first taught this course under a different title at UC 
Irvine when I was asked to become part of the faculty there in the program in comparative 
culture, which was really the first ethnic studies major in the UC system, although it wasn’t 
called ethnic studies, it was called the comparative cultures program. The title that I came up 
with at that time was Comparative Minority Movements in the US. It dealt with the Civil Rights 
Movement and the Chicano Movement primarily, at first, because at that time—it started in 1970 
mind you—there wasn’t much else going on with regard to Asian American and American 
Indian movements. They were in existence in a way, but they still hadn’t become visible and/or 
not much at all was published about them. But there was plenty of literature on the Civil Rights 
Movement and Black Power and there was some literature, primarily what I had already written 
at that time, on Chicano politics and the Chicano Movement. So then became, with regard to the 
development of Ethnic Studies in the university—not only here in the UC system, but also 
throughout the nation. There were very little published materials for anything that had to do with 
the kinds of curriculum that we were envisioning at that time. The only notable exception was 
The Black Experience of course, because of virtue of fact that slavery in the historical focus by 
American historians and other social scientists on that history, as well as some of the 
consequences throughout history. Plus, the fact that there were Negro colleges that were founded 
after the Civil War that generated a black intelligentsia in this country, so that all resulted in the 
fact that around 1970 most of the literature, if not 95% of it, was in fact in The Black Experience. 
[The Black Experience in the 20th Century: An Autobiography and Meditation by Peter 
Abrahams?]. It was a really modest effort, to put it bluntly, on my part at the time. How I went 
ahead and dealt with the shortcomings of the literature was to invite activists involved in the 
movements at the time to talk to my classes and share their experiences, on going, at the time. It 
was a very, very embryonic intellectual effort on my part to bring together and teach a course 
that actually taught students about those movements. So it was entitled, like I said, Minority 



208 

 

Movements in the US, and I taught that at Irvine my first—let’s see, I left Irvine in—the first six 
years of my academic career, right? So it got better and better as the years went by because 
obviously more publications started to be forthcoming and so it became a little more durable in 
terms of the academic enterprise part of the course to teach it better and in a better in way. By the 
time I got the Cal in1976, of course, there was a lot more published at that time. What I mean by 
more, not necessarily a lot of books, mind you, but articles and stuff like that, that I could use in 
branching out to include the Asian American movement and the Native American Indian 
movement into that particular course. I redefined the course when we got here to the extent, 
that—I’m trying to remember what the first title was—oh, the first title was redefined by me as 
Third World Movements in the U.S. The reason for that has a lot to do with the history of this 
campus in regard the Third World Strike, right, of 1969. Now, I must point out that when I first 
got here, there was no ethnic studies curriculum, okay? It was all individual courses in Black 
Studies, Chicano Studies, Asian American Studies, and Native American Studies. There was no 
course, no ethnic studies curriculum. And that was one major reason why I was recruited to join 
the faculty here because by virtue of being one of the founders of the Comparative Cultures 
Program at UC Irvine, like I said, the real first quote “ethnic studies program,” where we did do 
comparative analysis of different cultures, and different foci, whether it be history, sociology, 
politics, et cetera, Cal had not yet gotten to a point—this department had not yet gotten to a 
point. It was called Department of Ethnic Studies, but basically just was four independent 
departments within that rubric of Ethnic Studies. Although the time I got here, Black Studies had 
been moved out of Ethnic Studies into its own department. It became African American Studies, 
and what we now know as Afro American Studies. So when I first came to the campus therefore 
my first task—I was going to be the leading architect, which I did become, the leading 
architect— it terms of Comparative framework curriculum. Then eventually it was Ron Takaki 
and I. Ron by virtue of his interest—although at that time Ron Takaki was doing more Black 
history actually, believe it or not than he was doing— 

García: 
Wow. 

Muñoz: 
—Asian American history. His dissertation was on the Black experience and his early writings 
were on the Black experience, were not on the Asian American experience. But he was really 
interested in branching out, so he joined hands with me. We became more or less the two guys in 
the department that actually started to put together that comparative framework curriculum. 

García: 
And did you remember more if it was the university administration or faculty within ethnic 
studies that were kind of recruiting you for that push, to kind of make it more of a comparative 
studies program? 

Muñoz: 
No. It was—the administration at that time, as I remember, didn’t really concern itself with that 
too much. They just wanted—the main concern of the administration had and rightly so, was to 
make this department a more academically sound department. Prior to my arrival here, for 
example, the department had been really in an eternal mess. By that I mean that the faculty in the 
various programs of the department were actually graduate students [laughs]. There were very 
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few PhD faculty, or laddering faculty as we call them. In Asian American studies, I think Ron 
Takaki was the only one, as I remember. Elaine Kim was in the process of getting hers 
completed. Ling-chi Wang only had an MA. He never did finish the PhD., mind you. And I think 
that was it in Asian American Studies [chuckles]. In Native American Studies we only had one 
also, PhD. as I remember, and that was Terry Wilson, a historian. And everyone else was a grad 
student or a non-PhD. type of person. In Chicano Studies there was one prior to my arrival, 
Doctor [Lilia?] Gonzalez, who had been the one that recruited me heavily. She was [in] Chicano 
Studies at that time, so when I joined the faculty here basically she and I represented the majority 
of [laughs] PhDs in the department because there was Ron and then there was [laughs]—you 
know what I’m saying? So we were the program with the most PhDs, right? Matter of fact, my 
first task, I was entrusted immediately with the responsibilities of taking over the chairmanship 
of the Chicano Studies department because my colleague Gonzalez was pretty much burnt out by 
that point, and she didn’t want any more administrative responsibilities. So I came in and I took 
over that particular awesome task—it seemed to be, because again everyone teaching the 
courses, a lot of courses, and the books —they were all grad students, or persons who were not 
even grad students.  

García: 
Was it your responsibility to kind of monitor them, and kind of approve of— 

Muñoz: 
Yes, well my main responsibility came to fire them as soon as I could and replace them with 
PhD. laddering faculty. So I had to play a quote “heavy handed role,” which was tough to do. 
Mind you, in order to frame this, I must underscore the fact that the majority of those grad 
students were all in favor of my quote “firing them” unquote and to bring in laddering faculty 
because most if not all were understanding—the necessity to bring in laddering faculty so that 
the department could get stronger, and could survive the particular challenges that it had at the 
time. So with the exception of one person, they all gladly relinquished their jobs as soon as I was 
able to recruit laddering faculty. And they all very much were very, very predisposed to 
becoming teaching assistants as opposed to staying as faculty. Because it was hard for them too, 
mind you, being full-time grad students and then being part-time faculty, which in reality at that 
time in history, being part-time faculty was also being full-time faculty because the undergrad 
students didn’t understand the difference. They didn’t understand it. They just saw a lot of that 
“Professor Domaz Alagez,” for example, “who in my class here and—.” Yes, they kind of 
thought he was a PhD. student here in sociology, but they didn’t really stop to think about the 
fact that, “Hey, this guy is just part-time.” But he had the responsibilities of the full-time faculty 
by having to serve on faculty committees, right? [laughs] So in the case of the grad students like 
Tomas Almar, who is now a distinguished sociologist in his own right, they were very, very 
supportive, with the exception of one person whose name I will not mention who originally had 
been very much for being predisposed also, to her quote “being fired,” but when I had to do it, 
she didn’t like it! [laughs] 

García: 
Didn’t want it to happen to her. 
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Muñoz: 
And to this day she hates my guts, unfortunately. Because she had thought, “Well, it was just 
symbolic,” or I guess lip service, and I was very serious about it. I had to do it, and she didn’t 
take too kindly to it. She wanted to be a continuing faculty. It took her about thirteen years 
finally finish her PhD. mind you. But had she not been faculty, she would have finished it a lot 
sooner, right, but she didn’t see that connection. But the point here is that it was a very, very 
difficult job to get here to Cal and try to develop a curriculum for ethnic studies and 
simultaneously have to play the median role in the administrative process of the department to 
legitimize it more so in the Academic Senate circles on this campus. We had, or I had, personally 
speaking, I had a lot of support from the administration at that time. The person, Vice Chancellor 
Michael Heyman, who eventually became Chancellor, but he was very supportive of my efforts 
to build Chicano studies as he was supportive to build ethnic studies as a whole into a more 
legitimate academic enterprise on this campus. So from that point of view, it was good. On the 
other hand, however, the Academic Senate was not so predisposed. Many in the Academic 
Senate leadership were dubious about us because they hadn’t forgotten how we came into 
existence, due to a conflict situation as opposed to what the typical academic enterprise is all 
about. And when departments are created in the academy, they are done so more at the academic 
level of things and not at the political level of things as was our case. So, there was not too much 
support there at that level and I had to work very had to establish rapport with the Academic 
Senate leadership and committees and I served very, very diligently on the Academic Senate 
committees. So I had to do that as well. It was a very, very difficult time for me. I didn’t think I 
would survive because simultaneous to all this, I didn’t mention, was that I didn’t have tenure. 
Had I stayed at Irvine I would have gotten tenure and I would have been in a much better 
situation but I chose to come here and take on the challenge to build a “Third World College,” 
right, unquote. That I felt it was really the dream that—it was going to be the, you might say, 
(how can I put it?) the jewel of the UC system in terms of ethnic studies, and therefore the jewel 
of the nation, as far as I visualized it. But to make a long story short, it never came about, 
regretfully. But I did anyway succeed in the establishment of the curriculum of ethnic studies, 
and my course, Ethnic Studies—is now Ethnic Studies 41, and 141 (the upper division and lower 
division) became the key courses in that curriculum. Along with Ron Takaki’s 130 history 
course that he still teaches today, became sort of the major core courses in terms of our ethnic 
studies curriculum and major. But over the years, as more and more publications have been 
produced, there is much more of a knowledge base and it has become a lot easier task. Now I 
don’t have to worry about, “oh my god! What am I going to use to have the students study the 
Asian American movement?” for example. [laughs] 

García: 
There is a lot more literature on it? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, a lot more literature, and I’m very proud to say that a lot of the literature is being produced 
by former students of mine, young scholars in the academy. To me that’s been my quote 
“teaching award.” I’m very proud of that. 

García: 
You said you were chair of the Chicano Studies department, right? Could you imagine in an 
earlier interview that you said you never chaired Ethnic Studies. 
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Muñoz: 
Right. I don’t know if I told you at that time in that interview, but I did chair ethnic studies one 
summer! [laughs] When nobody else wanted it, I was around so I got “stuck with the job” 
unquote for the summer. But no, I was never asked by my colleagues to chair the Department of 
Ethnic Studies as a whole anytime during my years in the regular faculty before I retired. I think 
part of the reason for that has to do with politics in the department. I have always been very 
adamant on the faculty in terms of demanding that this institution here provide more resources 
for our department. And I’ve always, never hesitated to be very blunt about that at budgetary 
times, and all that. So, I think that a major reason for my not being invited to serve has been that 
a lot of colleagues, especially the more mainstream academics that we now have, just didn’t 
think that I was the kind of person that could, you might say, make it better for them in terms of 
their academic aspirations and careers. I guess, to put it bluntly, was too radical for them.  

[laughter] 

Which in a sense, of course, is true. But I also—as the administration can you, especially people 
like my distinguished colleague Professor Heyman, who is also retired and went to the law 
school, and others that I work with, Roderic Park who is a Professor of Emeritus in Biology, he 
was at one time the Vice Chancellor here, and Academic Senate Colleagues—can all speak to the 
fact that I wasn’t unquote “radical” in the sense that I did not know how to “work within the 
system” unquote, that I had to do. It’s kind of a personal thing to conjecture. I don’t know really. 
I can’t put my finger on it explicitly why I was not invited to serve. Although I must admit, in all 
due fairness, that there came a time when I didn’t want to serve, even though I would have been 
invited to, because the department was undergoing so many changes to the, you might say to the 
detriment of the kind of vision that I held and still continue to hold about ethnic studies. So that 
there came a time, in the more recent years, where I wouldn’t have wanted to serve anyway and 
spend my valuable time and energy in sharing a department that I no longer feel is the kind of 
department that I wanted to chair. 

García: 
Is that kind of what we discussed before, as far as moving away from a comparative analysis and 
comparative studies and more of a just kind of individual— 

Muñoz: 
Yes and no. In a way, in other words, what we are now again is—. In other words, I worked very 
hard to, as Ron Takaki did, to come up with a comparative thrust. And we went through a lot of 
struggle of getting to the point of doing away with the more quote “separatist tendencies” of 
faculty to remain to themselves, and their programs, and dealing with their research in the area of 
Asian, Native, and Chicano experiences. So we tried very hard to bring about a mindset, for lack 
of a better term, that we were all committed to comparative analysis. That didn’t mean to say that 
we did not also have to choose separate—teach courses that were focused on each of the 
experiences. Because I think it is important to have that as well in order for students to first learn 
those experiences individually and then be in a position to compare them in a more meaning 
way. But more importantly, connected to that particular vision is the vision that has to do with 
the vision of people working closer together and not separate, where in fact there are going to be 
more cooperative efforts amongst faculty working together, doing collective research projects for 
example. Like I’ve done it over the years with Charles Henry in Black Studies. We worked 
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together on the Black political experience. We published a couple of articles that had to do with 
Black and Latino mayors, for example, over time, and things of that nature. I don’t know of any 
other colleagues of mine in the department that have done that with another faculty member for 
example. Everybody has gone their own individualistic path of publishing or perishing on their 
own and not spending any kind of commitment on the development of a collective enterprise as 
scholars. So now it’s back again, as we talked about I believe, to the Asian American faculty 
wanting to pull out of ethnic studies and do their own department and not really wanting to stay 
at one department. Again, it’s a complicated issue. 

García: 
Yes.  

Muñoz: 
There is no simple way of explaining it, but all I can say now is that by virtue of the fact once I 
retired my quote “popular course,” which was once one of the core courses in ethnic studies, is 
no longer that. The 41 class has been pretty much terminated. It’s not being taught. It hasn’t been 
taught since I retired until now that I’m teaching it in a summer session, which is a shame 
because that particular course was all about “why ethnic studies?” in the first place. 

García: 
That’s right.  

Muñoz: 
It was the movements of the ‘60s that produced ethnic studies in the academy and now we have 
our own majors, we don’t know that. [laughs] 

García: 
[whistles] Yes. 

Muñoz: 
—able to study and learn and learn the history of the department, the historical origins or the 
epistemological roots of our learning enterprise here.  

García: 
While we are on the topic of the department, I was wondering if you’d comment on how you feel 
the inclusion of gay, lesbian, transgender, studies within the Ethnic Studies Department and also 
I think there are some classes also on people of mixed race, things like that.  

Muñoz: 
Yes. 

García: 
Which are obviously new concerns, growing concerns on the campus. How is it that that it came 
to be housed in ethnic studies and how does that really affect the department, and course 
offerings and things like that? 
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Muñoz: 
Yes. Well, I think with regard to gay and lesbian studies in particular, I think it’s been a healthy 
new dimension because when we first started Chicano studies in particular, and the other 
programs, our concern was with race. That’s all we were concerned about because the 
movements of the ‘60s that were produced us were antiracist movements. So we were looking at 
race, and not looking at class, and not looking at gender and not looking at sexuality. That was 
kind of outside of that framework of the times. As we continue to grow intellectually and 
politically, then some of us started—studied Marxist theory and so forth, and we came to the 
point “Wow, class. That’s very, very important here.” And so then we started to expand our 
initial theoretical framework or model of internal colonialism and all that that some of us were 
doing ,to include class—race and class. And then the next one was gender because women 
scholars were in our midst, were beginning to demand, and rightly so, “What about gender” My 
God! The role of women in these movements, the role of women in the development of culture 
and so forth. So it was a definite decision to move in that direction as well. And of course after 
gender became sexuality. What about sexuality? Oh my God! You are dealing with gay and 
lesbian experiences of people of color, and course. So we started moving there. So in other 
words, in terms of this positive growth of ethnic studies, I think that’s good. It’s become more a 
multifaceted scholarship that is now able to deal with the more— you might say, with the 
entirety of our experience as people of color, or as peoples of color because within our collective 
experiences, we touch all those bases. I think that is good. But the problem with that, however, 
has become one that again as I was talking about earlier, we have faculty now who are saying, 
“Well, they completed their focus on race or some on race on class and then some on gender and 
only on gender. And then some on sexuality and only on sexuality.” So in a sense, at that level of 
comparative framework, I don’t think we have—to my knowledge, unless again, I must be 
honest about it, but at least up until the point I retired—we didn’t have courses really that 
compared and contrasted, say for example sexuality in the experiences of all people of color. Or 
there’s a course like my course on movements that could also encompass that. Of course with all 
due fairness, part of the problem has been, as was my case in the movements course, I wanted to 
include gay and lesbian movements in my course, but there wasn’t any published material to deal 
with. I would invite speakers from the gay community who were involved with the gay 
movement, or the lesbian movement, to come speak to the class, as a means of filling the gap 
that exists in the literature. To my knowledge, now I still haven’t seen a book yet, I kept on 
bugging Tomas Almar, for example, because he is a gay scholar. I bugged him for many, many 
years, “You better write! You got to write about the role of gays in the Chicano movement, or 
these other movements, or whatever!” 

García: 
In academia.  

Muñoz: 
In academia. But, he hasn’t done it to this date because he’s been more focused in on questions 
that in his mind relate more to gay identity in the context of the more sociological, psychological 
frameworks. Which I understand. In other words, basically right now I don’t’ think that we have 
enough gay/lesbian scholars out there with the interest I doing research on movements, for 
example, as opposed to getting the larger issues of society and homophobia, which is important. 
But by the same token, there aren’t enough materials I think to really—and then the faculty with 
that commitment so far. So that the major thrust of gay/lesbian scholarship has been at the level 
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of criticism of books, the dominant culture, and the subcultures that we all represent—if I can put 
it in those terms—which is important. But, by the same token, it still at the level of critique as 
opposed to the level of actually putting forth a knowledge base that enables us the understand the 
various dimensions of those experiences as they impinge upon the development of a political 
framework of things, or movements, or issues that go beyond just the focus that it has now. 

García: 
And do you remember as decisive moments in the department where the faculty had to come 
together and decide whether they are going to offer a course in gay or lesbian studies, or even 
mixed race. How was that as far as the struggle for resources?  

Muñoz: 
Well, I remember, I’m trying to remember back. I don’t remember any nasty fights about it at all. 
When women begun to criticize patriarchy, I think most of the men scholars understood that. It 
was hard for them to deal with it at the personal level. I mean “my God, being attacked.” That 
kind of thing. But there wasn’t any effort to stop it, or to argue that we shouldn’t have that. As a 
matter of fact, I think for the most part that there was a lot of support for us to be—. I remember 
for example I hired Cherrie Moraga to teach a course here when I was chair of Chicano Studies 
and she hadn’t taught it at that time anywhere, so I was the first to welcome her aboard, and she 
did a fantastic job. She is part of the top lesbian intellectuals in this country now. And she is a 
poet, a very notable one. So, and then we brought it Norma Alarcón aboard as well. We hired 
her. Matter of fact, our priority had been to hire a lesbian scholar and we actually did hire a 
lesbian scholar. We—I’m trying to remember her name. Her name escapes me know—we had 
offered her the job. I had been the chair of the personnel committee at that point and I went out 
of my way to recruit her and try to talk her into coming her. And I thought she had said yes, so 
we were all set. Norma Alarcón was our number two candidate. When the time came to bring her 
aboard she let us know, unfortunately, at the last hour almost, that she had decided not to come 
instead because her partner was not offered a job in the theater art department here. So 
unbeknownst to me and others—we didn’t know it was a joint—in other words, we didn’t know 
that her acceptance was going to be based upon whether her partner was going to get a job too. 
[laughs] So she’s at Stanford instead. So then we turned to Norma Alarcón and hired her because 
she had an interest in sexuality. Or at that time she was only doing gender studies but she had an 
interest, and I think her more recent work is including lesbian ideas and so forth, writings. But I 
don’t remember ever having a big fight about that, no. It was always a question of us making the 
demands for more FTE so that we could hire and expand our course offerings to cover all the 
various levels of experiences. 

García: 
Were you guys all pretty successful with that as far as— 

Muñoz: 
Yes and No. I mean, again the main problem has been lack of resources. This university has not 
been too kind to ethnic studies in terms of resources. We basically have been kept in a very 
minimal kind of stage of development because we have got more faculty over time, obviously we 
got more now, yes, but not to the extent that I would have liked to see, because— 
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García: 
Do you think you even compare with other departments? 

Muñoz: 
No. We don’t compare. Because you see, one of the things that I let them fight on way back 
when—. I took my job seriously, or my challenge seriously when I came here to join the faculty, 
to build a Third World College. I said, “Hey, this is what we are here to do.” Which means that 
the Academic Senate had committed itself to doing that, to helping us develop the Third World 
College when we were quote “ready for it” in terms of PhD faculty and all that, and laddering 
faculty, blah, blah, blah? 

García: 
So it was still on the table, as far as the University was concerned? 

Muñoz: 
Yes it was. Oh, it definitely was. We had to write a proposal, this and that, and we went through 
all this stuff, and all this energy and all this struggle and time to work with the powers that be, to 
accomplish that. And my main concern was, and remains throughout the years while I was a 
faculty here, to make the transition from programs to departments. In other words, each program 
should be a department with a budget for a department. And that the department we had for 
Ethnic Studies would become a college, The Third World College with departments. Now mind 
you, the times change, mind you. So Third World concept et cetera, was no longer legitimate so I 
made a compromise. I said, “Okay, we’ll compromise.” As far as I’m concerned, we don’t have 
to be Third World Studies, we can be called The Ethnic Studies College [laughs]. 

García: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
Or The College of Ethnic Studies. SF State has that. Why can’t we have that? So that was where 
I started pushing forth. I spent a lot of time on my position and politicking in the department here 
and in the Academic Senate. I got a lot of positive feedback. We had a big struggle with the 
students and the students finally came around and, “Okay, I support that” because the students 
historically have always been—when they come here and find out about the legacy of The Third 
World Strike and they get committed to it. But they don’t stop to think, most of them being 
younger, and younger, and younger and younger every year, right? [laughs] They come out of 
high school, and with all due respect, they have only come out of high school. They don’t 
understand the complexity of the university. I know when I came out of high school I sure didn’t 
know it, and of course, that was a whole different time. But, the point here is though, we have to 
deal with educating our own students, and we did it finally. We put together a proposal; okay, 
this is what we are going to do, we are going to become The College of Ethnic Studies, or The 
School of Ethnic Studies, whatever is best in terms of the academic framework of things here on 
campus etc. Chancellor Heyman, at that time Chancellor Heyman, he seemed to be supportive of 
it. So I thought it was a go. But then we had a change in chancellors, and with that went our 
support from the chancellor’s office, because the new chancellor came in and didn’t’ necessarily 
commit himself to that. 
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García: 
Do you remember his name? 

Muñoz: 
Who replaced Heyman? Well, I think it was the late Asian American scholar—what was his 
name? He just passed away not too long ago. [Chancellor Chang-Lin Tien]. 

García: 
Yes, I remember. I forget his name. 

Muñoz: 
Yes.  

García: 
So the issue really kind of died as far as the development of the college? 

Muñoz: 
Well, with due reference to him- it wasn’t just him. By that time the budget constraints became 
more and more. There has kind of been a budgetary constraint problem in regard to social 
sciences—not the business school, or—. [laughs] 

García: 
Yes, that’s for sure! 

Muñoz: 
Or engineering or all that. The time came when we were—also in internal situation here, people 
started having second thoughts about it. But I think it would have been—my vision was that we 
would have become a larger department. For example, in the case of Chicano Studies, we could 
have become Latino Studies that would be inclusive of Chicano, Puerto Rican, Central 
American, et cetera, et cetera, and so I was taking about thirty FTE at least. 

García: 
[whistles] 

Muñoz: 
-that would have— 

García: 
The same could have been done with Asian American—. 

Muñoz: 
The same with Asian, the same—but this institution was not committed to it. And they are still 
not committed to it. 

García: 
Was this already into the ‘80s, or was it about late ‘70s? 
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Muñoz: 
No this was the ‘80s, into the ‘80s. 

García: 
Wow, I didn’t know it went on that long. 

Muñoz: 
Yes. So it was struggles and struggles, but we couldn’t get to first base. So we kept our four, 
what is it now, I don’t know how many faculty—six or seven to each program maybe, more or 
less. That’s nothing. When I retired they didn’t replace me. And there was another fight were 
that was the last one that we had, my next to last—should have retired I think it was 1999 when 
we had this big Third World struggle.  

García: 
Oh yes, I was here for that. 

Muñoz: 
Because our budget was—you were here for that already—and they were trying to cut the 
programs. 

García: 
They were trying to cut the program.  

Muñoz: 
Exactly, so we were fighting for our survival at that point. And in that process of that, I 
thought—we gave them—the situation came out okay, with the commitment to get more FTE 
and all that, but that didn’t come out to be the case. So we are—ethnic studies remains 
unfortunately very definitely—in a very marginal relationship to other departments in this 
campus. 

One thing I forgot to mention right now is an example [laughs] to make things clear. I just found 
out for example that a department chair of another department gets about, how much was it, 
$20,000 a year salary to be department chair, on top of his/her salary, faculty salary. And our 
department chair only gets $6,000. [laughter] That gives you an example right there! 

García: 
Is that just from bargaining?  

Muñoz: 
No, that’s just the way the powers have be have dictated. This is what you get if you want to be 
Department Chair of Ethnic Studies; you get $6,000. 

García: 
[whistles] 

Muñoz: 
I just thought about it as an example. You were going to ask me something. 
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García: 
Yes I was going to ask, when you guys were still making these efforts to develop the Third 
World College, or College of Ethnic Studies, whatever the name was debated, were you—was 
there an effort to try to re-include African American Studies and bring them back? 

Muñoz: 
Oh yes! Oh god! I spent a lot of time and energy.  

García: 
Did they recognize the— 

Muñoz: 
No, see that’s what we—. Well, that’s the thing is that’s one of my very definite 
“disappointments in my career” unquote, because as I said before, I worked with Charles Henry 
and I worked with [Isrida Golara? 42.55] in the faculty and the late Barbara (oh I’m spaced out 
here), June Jordan, Barbara Christian. Barbara Christian. I loved them dearly. May they rest in 
peace, but they, like Black faculty in general, they were very skeptical of coming back because 
they feared they were going to lose what they had worked so hard to get. They have always had 
more resources than we have had—more faculty slots and all that. And they weren’t just—and it 
wasn’t something that you could really criticize them for in the context of the realities of the 
university, because historically Blacks didn’t fare very well [laughs] with white power structures. 
So my argument to them was always, “Hey look, if you do come back, we will have more of a 
power base. And then we can have more power in terms of more strength to make this institution 
commit itself to not only to not taking away resources from you guys, but giving you more. 
Giving everybody more resources to do meaningful job of teaching the experiences of respective 
peoples and cultures and et cetera.” And they would listen, and part of them would definitely 
want to do it, but at the end they all ended up voting against it. They didn’t want to do it. They 
just did not see that it would be in their interest. So it was a major disappointment for me because 
I worked really hard to do that. I’m convinced to this day that had we done it, had we pulled it 
off, we would have been in much better shape now. But again, that also has to do with a national 
situation in regard to Black scholars and other scholars. Even though those who talk about race 
in a more inclusive fashion, like Manny Mirabel, another dear friend of mine who I love dearly, 
but I’m critical of him because they all give lip service to multiracial unity or multiracial 
enterprise—both public politics and the academy and so forth—but they don’t practice it. 
Because they deem—in the final analysis they are “Black first,” unquote, by virtue again of the 
Black experience in America. This has been terrible. Black folks have been—have had some 
very, very bad treatment in our society and so it’s difficult for them to come to the point of, 
“Wow we got to ‘share’ unquote, do power sharing. And so we can get benefits from that to 
make it a better society and so forth.” So that’s the same reality of it’s own. How can you have 
for example the Third World College that’s proposed by the students of ’69, how can you have 
what I proposed; a school or College of Ethnic Studies if you don’t have Black studies included. 
It’s tough. [laughter] It’s tough to do. So that was a major, major strike against the effort that I 
was struggling for. 

García: 
All right, we’re winding down in minutes here. Maybe I’ll just bring it back to your teaching and 
how over the years, how students have played a role in this? You’ve taught undergraduate and 
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graduate students, and how maybe through your teaching you have made efforts to kind of 
include them in kind of—like you say, your course was pretty much the history of ethnic studies 
came about and the movements that produced ethnic studies, and just, I don’t know—. How can 
students really locate themselves in this movement, in this ongoing movement, like you say? I 
know when I was a freshman they did have a Third World Liberation strike here in ’99. That was 
my first year here, and that was a— it really opened my eyes to a lot of things, but I didn’t know 
certain things, like African American studies wasn’t included in ethnic studies, and some of the 
dynamics around that. You mentioned just a little bit earlier, every year the kids keep getting 
younger and younger, and all the scholars getting older and older, and it’s just that that gap 
widens between— 

Muñoz: 
Exactly. Right. Exactly, Exactly. 

García: 
—the experience of students and the experience of the faculty. And just, I don’t know, maybe 
some ways that in your teaching you have addressed that, or maybe just ways you have noticed 
how the students have changed over the years as they come into your classes, and maybe their 
interests, and their knowledge, and their activism. 

Muñoz: 
Yes, sure. Briefly because we are running out of time, but we can continue this later. I think that 
throughout the generations, and I still feel, that the framework of analysis that underscores 
generations is a fruitful one, and a meaningful one in the context of understanding how over time 
there are changes in terms of perspective and attitude and so forth. My generation honestly was a 
product of a historical moment in our society and the world really, that has been unique in world 
history. And so we were products of those times, and so we had the kinds of attitudes and 
perspectives that were nurturing of a radical politics or a more critical view of society. And that 
fostered a commitment to acting—to becoming a part and parcel of the struggle to make things 
better, to change things. But times change from my generation to the next generation, and so 
forth. For example, now I’m teaching kids that are really kids. They are ignorant for the most 
part of the ‘60s. They are ignorant of a lot of history. They are products of a time that is a very 
conservative right-wing political time, bordering near fascist kinds of politics. They are products 
of an advanced technology or an advanced technological society that has made them into 
recipients of information—maybe too much information to the point were it is more confusing 
than clarifying.  

García: 
The American Condition. 

Muñoz: 
Yes. There are many more effective means of clouding the real issues, there are now. See, my 
generation, we could see clearly right from wrong. We could see the issues more clearly by 
virtue of—for example, that the mass media at that time was reporting more provided more facts 
and providing you the opportunity to see [chuckles] things that were underscoring the fact that 
the society needed to be changed. And now you don’t see that. There is too many a night on the 
news. My God, murder—this murder, that murder, all this kind of terrorism, and all nothing but 
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“bad news” unquote. I mean, it was a bad new time back then also, but I’ talking about this now 
that the generation today is a product of a fear. They are more—and they are products of a bad 
economic situation. Things are hard out there. So there isn’t the audacity that my generation had 
[more] than the generation today in the sense of questioning things more, and say, “Well, we are 
going to change things, we are going to get out there.” Even the war against Iraq, for example, 
there wasn’t the same amount of student visibility as there was in my generation. The antiwar 
marches that were held, they held—. A lot of students participated or young people, but it was a 
much older crowd. They were marching. In my generation when we marched it was basically the 
young generation that was marching. They were out—not only out protesting, but also being the 
leaders. And now, my God, everywhere that I went to the demonstrations it was older folks that 
were the leaders and marching with—. In all those marches that I participated in, there was much 
more of a cross section of generations. From very, very, old, old to my generation to what’s 
behind us, but— it’s a different situation now. So, for example I’m teaching this 41 class again 
right now and I’m blowing those kids minds. They have, I mean they have, my God! Incredible! 
They just haven’t thought about the fact that our society has not been the democratic society that 
they had been taught in school. [laughs] 

García: 
Yes. And these are mostly younger students you have in this class this summer? Mostly 
freshmen sophomores? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, well I got a cross section, but I think most of them are freshmen, sophomores. Now, I think 
that in your generation there is also a lot of kids getting their minds blown too in this respect, but 
I think that there is more now because less and less information is coming out. Whenever 
someone does come out about the ‘60s it’s always a very pejorative way: hippie culture, drugs, 
free sex, whatever. But anyway, let’s continue next time. What time is it now? 

García: 
Okay, it’s about four o’clock.  

Muñoz: 
Oh yes, we got to go. 
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Interview 11: May 7, 2003 

 
García: 
Today is May seventh, 2003, interview with Carlos Muñoz Jr. Today we’ll about the recent war 
in Iraq, some of your comments on that, and maybe discuss some of the antiwar movement here, 
your organizing efforts on campus as far as organizing the faculty against the war. Just really 
starting of with some of your comments and opinions about the U.S. involvement in Iraq and the 
Middle East, and how you see that reflecting on the U.S. position in the world community. 

Muñoz 
First of all, let me preface it with saying that at my age, as of today I am sixty-three years old, 
and I never, never dreamed or had a nightmare, or anything along those lines that would have 
foreseen what has recently transpired in Iraq. Meaning that going back to my military experience 
and my anti-Vietnam War movement experience, I never thought that I would be at this age still 
fighting for peace, still taking on the militarism in our society that has gotten much, much worse 
since the 1960s. So that when the Bush administration began the war propaganda and put into 
action, the plan to action, to invade Iraq, I was very, very, you might say, upset—to put it mildly. 
And I, like the thousands and millions in the world, took the streets during the initial protest 
marches. And I marched in San Francisco, in Texas. I spoke out against the war here locally and 
also throughout the nation. And it dawned on me along the way that no one from Berkeley had 
called me, no one from the faculty had called me regarding campus actions against the war. And 
in one of the marches in San Francisco, my wife and I were marching together and I mentioned 
to her, “You know what, no one has called me yet.” [laughs] I expected by now there would have 
been faculty or students organizing against the war—although by that time, a handful of students 
have gotten together to create the Berkeley Stop the War Coalition, I believe they called it. But it 
was a very small handful of students, and nothing had happened on this campus yet to indicated 
to me that there was concern about the war and that there was a also a concern to continue the 
proud legacy that this campus represents in terms of antiwar student movements and faculty 
actions against war and for peace.  

So after that march, I emailed several of my colleagues that I have worked with in the past on 
various human rights issues and all of them indicated to me that, no, they hadn’t heard anything, 
that anybody was working on anything. So then I felt that I had the responsibility again, as I had 
back in the ‘60s, to begin the process of organizing against the war here at this university and 
elsewhere. So I did that. I put out an email. I called for a meeting, and a handful of faculty 
showed up. All were very happy to have been invited, and all willing to go forward with the 
reinstitution or the reactivation of the Faculty Peace Committee that had existed here back in the 
‘60s back, when Professors Leon Wofsy and other progressive faculty had organized a faculty 
committee against the war in Vietnam. So we got started. We began to plan actions on campus, 
teach-in plans, and began to establish a rapport, not only with student activism on campus, but 
also with other faculty. And much to our dismay, the bombs began to fall before we had the 
opportunity to implement our plans for a teach-in about the war. At that time, it was a question of 
what can be done to raise our voices on this campus as a university to contribute toward the 
effort nationwide and worldwide to prevent the war from happening. But when the bombs began 
to fall, we obviously had to shift gears, which we did. And we were able—the day after the 
bombs fell in Iraq, we held a joint rally with the student group, antiwar group. And much to my 
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pleasure, thousands of students showed up at Sproul Plaza, which reminded me of the past events 
I had spoken at in Sproul Plaza that drew upwards of three thousand or more students. Although 
this time around it was more like two or three thousand, but nevertheless given the politics of the 
times that was quite, I thought, an impressive number.  

García: 
It was definitely the biggest turnout since I had been here. 

Muñoz 
Exactly. I was very happy about that. After that, we begun the process of implementing our plans 
for a postwar teach-in to deal with, as we titled our teach-in: The Consequences of the War in 
Iraq to the Nation and the World. We were able to find and get to be our keynote speaker, 
Congressman Kucinich, Dennis Kucinich, who is one of the presidential candidates for the 
Democratic Party nomination in 2004. And he is one of the two, I believe, possibly three quote 
“declared peace candidates” that the party is offering for the American people to consider 
seriously as their nominee to challenge George Bush’s reelection effort. So we were able to, very 
much to my pleasure, able to draw a lot of people. Hundreds of people showed up. It was a full 
house, standing room only to hear the keynote speaker. It was standing room only in most of our 
workshops that we had organized on various topics ranging from the consequences of the war to 
the Muslim community in the United States, to European perspectives about the war, to the war 
and the American Empire, the U.S. Empire and the economy. Basically, issues and topics that 
had not yet been addressed by previous events on this campus that had been organized by the 
Chancellor’s office. They had a symposium, for example, on Iraq, way before the war started, 
which was good and worthwhile, but it didn’t really address the issues from a more critical 
perspective that our teach-in was able to address. So I was very happy. But in so far as my role 
was concerned as the Chair of the Faculty Peace Committee, it burned me out, frankly, because it 
was a one-man committee. In spite of the fact that every meeting that we had—we met weekly 
and I would have anywhere from six to fifteen people showing up to meetings, but— 

García: 
Who were some of those faculty members? 

Muñoz 
Well, let’s see, half of the people there were retired like I am, which is—another footnote is that 
it’s kind of sad that it took a professor emeritus to come out of retirement to organize this effort, 
right? 

García: 
Yes. 

Muñoz 
It would have been nice for a younger faculty member or a senior faculty member currently to 
have done it, but it had to be a professor emeritus. So half of us were professor emeritus: Joe 
Neilands, Professor of Biology I believe, and retired, who was a member of the original 
committee back in the ‘60s, was a member. Professor Charles Schwarz from physics, another 
retired professor. Professor Michael Nagler, who is also retired, but however returned from 
retirement to chair the Peace and Conflict Studies Program on campus, and several others whose 
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name escapes me presently. Then we had new faculty: Jerry Sanders, also from Peace and 
Conflict Studies, Allan Pratt from the geography department, Anne [Ann Smock?] from the 
French department (I can’t remember her last name offhand). I’m fighting a sinus infection, so I 
don’t know if I can be that—my memory— 

García: 
[laughs] That’s okay. How about from the Ethnic Studies Department? Did you get pretty good 
support, a pretty good selection? 

Muñoz 
Well, no- that was a very major disappointment to me. A very major disappointment. Only two 
faculty members, Mario Barrera and Ron Takaki, became partially involved. Ron Takaki went to 
one meeting, Mario Barrera to another meeting, but none of my colleagues in Ethnic Studies 
joined the effort on a day-to-day basis to help me with all the logistics, and all the work that had 
to be done. All the other faculty, retire faculty, obviously older than I—I mean, Professor Nemus 
for example, is eighty-one years old. So I couldn’t expect for him to do much in terms of active 
participation, the same thing with Charles Schwarz— 

García: 
So was it a campus wide email that you sent out? 

Muñoz 
Yes, it was all email. Yes, a campus wide email that I sent out to the faculty list that I was able to 
acquire that pretty much were faculty that over the years had been involved with progressive 
causes. From all the way from way back to the 70s, well, 60s and 70s, with the Vietnam War, 
and then the Central American Civil War that took place, and human rights efforts at that time. 
For example, I helped organize at that time the faculty for Human Rights in El Salvador and 
Central America that drew a lot of faculty from different departments, so that was another one of 
my lists that I sent—that I was able to get. And also I was involved with the struggle, I was on 
the committee for the divestment in South Africa issue way back when Nelson Mandela was 
getting the Revolution in South Africa, and so we were supportive of that. So I had that list. So 
all those kinds of lists that I was able to get, I would send out, but regretfully, none of the major 
actors in those committees and those struggles got involved with this effort. I don’t know why, 
whether they were too busy or they had other priorities, or whatever.  

García: 
You see most of them still around? 

Muñoz 
Yes, they are still around, some of them, most of them I think. So I don’t know. I was not able to, 
for whatever reason, tap into their priorities. So that made me feel bad but I kept on going 
nonetheless. The bottom line is that I wound up doing all the work, all the organizational work 
and so forth until the very end, when days before the actual teach-in, a couple of my committee 
members where able to devote time to make possible the printing out of flyers, and passing flyers 
out and all that—which was very, very helpful, mind you. So I didn’t have to do that. [laughs] 
But I have since resigned from the Chairmanship of the Committee because [coughs] like I said, 
I was burned out on the one hand, and my other priorities went down the tubes. I mean, I am 
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writing. I’m still writing, and I’m very behind on my writing schedules. Plus I had to deal with a 
family crisis. My mother-in-law came down with breast cancer. And so that’s a family crisis that 
was going on at that time of the war, antiwar movement activity, and so family matters and 
writing and traveling. I’ve been traveling all over the country speaking out. I just got back, in 
matter of fact, from speaking against—well, not against the war anymore, but speaking on the 
postwar consequences to this nation and the world in Wisconsin last week. And so I’m still, I’m 
almost member of the Veterans for Peace organization. So I’ve been speaking out as a veteran 
also—first against a war, and then against militarism in society. So given all the stuff that’s 
going on, I told the committee that I was not able to continue as chair and then, I’m hoping that 
this point in time—I’ve got my fingers crossed—that someone steps in. 

García: 
So they haven’t yet? 

Muñoz 
Not yet. So there is a danger that the committee might fall apart, but I’m praying it does not, and 
I don’t want to have to come back again and resume my chair duties down the line. But I got my 
fingers crossed that someone steps in. But the whole process, however, of speaking out and 
organizing against the war in Iraq brought back many memories. I was able to sort of compare 
notes with the antiwar movement back in the ‘60s against the Vietnam War. I remembered very 
vividly of going to that process and comparing it to what I was recently and still going through 
today. And there are some similarities, but there are a lot of significant differences. First of all, 
the historical moment that we are now engaged in is very unique. As was the historical moment 
back in the ‘60s. As a historian, I am firmly of the opinion that history does repeat itself, but it 
doesn’t necessarily repeat itself the way it happened in the past. So that, I look at it not only as a 
historian, but also as an activist. I look at the question of the lessons to be learned that can be 
applied to prevent errors committed in the past to occur again on one hand, but also to look at the 
past in terms of the positives as well, in terms of what can be useful, in terms motivating people 
to continue the effort to struggle for peace in the world. But this time around, what I find myself 
doing more and more as compared to back in the ‘60s is engaging in an effort to redefine 
patriotism. Back in the ‘60s, the Vietnam War became a very unpopular war. Even though the 
right wing and the more conservative political forces in the society were very definitely there, 
present, to call those of us who were involved in the antiwar and peace movement “un-
American” unquote, or people who were anti-patriotic that were there, but it was not the same 
thing that happened this time around in terms of its intensity and its more wide spread animosity 
towards the peace movement. Back in the ‘60s for example, during the Vietnam War there was 
division amongst the “ruling class” unquote. I remember distinctly us developing an analysis of a 
power structure in terms of the cowboys versus—well, I guess I should say the hawks versus the 
doves. I forget who it was—the cowboys versus the Northerners. The cowboys were the 
Southern fraction of the Democratic Party, for example, at that time in power and the eastern 
block. The cowboys were Easterners or something at that point, but basically the hawks and 
doves. There were hawks and doves within the ruling power structure in our society, in the 
Congress, and in the presidency itself. There was division. So that it kind of undermined an 
effort to manipulate the peace movement politics in context of a negativity vis a vis the 
framework of anti-patriotic ideas or actions. This time around, the war in Iraq was regretfully a 
very “popular war,” unquote. And that there was no division in the ruling classes, even in the 
Congress, Barbara [Lee] was the only one who spoke out against the war, the one voice at the 
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very beginning, as you may remember. A very courageous stand that she took. So it was very 
different, whereas back in the Vietnam War it was a very, very divided Congress from the very 
beginning in terms of those arguing against the war in Vietnam versus those supporting it. This 
time around, of course, it was very, very different. So as a footnote to that, for the record, the 
reason it was very different was because of September Eleventh. September Eleventh regretfully, 
that tragedy generated a very deep seeded fear of terrorism in this country. Every American 
regardless of race, color, and creed became fearful of the fact that, “All of a sudden, I am 
vulnerable,” as people had been in the Middle East for example, and other parts of the world, 
where terrorism is a fact of life. So people were kind of thrown off balance and the emotional 
response to that tragedy made it possible for the Bush administration to manipulate the emotions 
of the American people to the extent that it was very, very easy to legitimize a war against Iraq. 
What I mean by that is, back against the war in Vietnam, coverage for example on the part of the 
media—there was a very definite open process of reportage. The media was very, very willing 
and was allowed by the powers that be to cover the Vietnam War extensively as well as the 
peace movement extensively, the antiwar movement extensively. So that for example, in my case 
at that time—for example as a student leader and as a veteran, I was able to go home after being 
in class for example, or after going to my job because I was working part time, and going home 
and putting home and putting the news on and getting substantial coverage of what was going 
on. And I could see with my own eyes the tragedy that we were inflicting upon the Vietnamese 
people, okay? I remember vividly seeing, for example, the footage of the massacre of a village in 
Vietnam by U.S. troops. I remember vividly the picture that, my god, shook the world, where 
this little Vietnamese girl was running down a path of—an unpaved road burning up in flames 
because she had been a victim of napalming. The poor little girl was just running for her life in 
flames, burning. And I remember innocent civilians being shot in the head by South Vietnamese 
troops—our allies, supposedly, the people who were there. And I remember the testimony of the 
GIs the American GIs, that they had participated in gross actions against villages, murdering 
innocent people. So all of that. 

García: 
Plus it was a much longer war. More causalities.  

Muñoz 
Much longer war. Many more causalities. Exactly. I’ve seen the causalities coming back, the 
body bags and so forth. And so it made it very, very, you might say—not easy, but it made it less 
difficult to organized against the war, after it got started mind you, that it was this time around. 
Again, that’s what was different. But getting back to the point that I was addressing initially, and 
that is that the 9/11 tragedy was definitely was the quote “event” that made it possible a 
legitimacy of the war against Iraq for the American people. President Bush and his 
administration have been very, very good at maximizing that particular process of what I call 
political hegemony, ideological hegemony, whereby everybody became very definitely—
because of fear of terrorism and the making of Saddam Hussein another Hitler process, which of 
course is very far from the truth, mind you. I mean Saddam Hussein was definitely a dictator and 
a very repressive dictator at that, no doubt about it, but he was no Hitler from the point of view 
that he was not espousing ideas of white supremacy [chuckles] over the world as well as ideas of 
world conquest. Here is Iraq, a tiny nation that with a very, very small and inefficient military, 
and so it was absurd. But for the average person on the streets, unfortunately, it made them 
believers and supporters of the war. So it was very difficult for the antiwar movement to really 
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get going to the point that it was able to prevent the war, number one, and once the war started, 
to stop it. But I think that what the movement did accomplish was to prevent the war from 
happening a lot sooner. It would have happened a lot sooner had we not taken to the streets and 
organized against it worldwide. But that was about the only concrete success of the movement. 
The other thing that it did, I think, is it made possible in a concrete fashion people throughout the 
world to see the contradictions of the Bush administration. I think even now, in postwar time, 
many, many people who supported the war in this country are now having second thoughts and 
are beginning to realize that this guy, the president, is not that good of a guy, that he did lie, as 
[Secretary of State] Colin Powell lied to the United Nations, as the Generals had been lying to 
everybody. They lied to everyone about the war in terms, for example, of the fact that they were 
supposed to be able to find a lot of weapons of mass destruction, and they haven’t found any.  

García: 
We were talking about that. 

Muñoz 
Right. So that’s one example, then a lot of others I won’t labor to go into. But the point is that the 
economy is the shambles, which is different than the ‘60s by the way- the ‘60s’ economy was not 
the shambles, it was a very solid economy compared to where it is now. Right now our economy 
is probably very close to what it was in the 1930s during the Great Depression. We’re in some 
very serious problems right now in this society and all the resources of the federal government 
had been going toward the military, right? I mean, billions of dollars, like as I remember, seventy 
nine billion dollars were spent to invade Iraq. Now a lot of more billions are going to be spent to 
rebuild Iraq [chuckles] and put into power somebody who is of our liking, obviously—a puppet 
government that is going to serve the US empire. To me that is tragic, and I think a lot of people 
are beginning to see the tragedy as well, Republicans as well as Democrats. They are beginning 
to understand that the resources that need to be used to be used to address the problems in our 
own nation are not there because of the war in Iraq and because of the militarization. I should 
call it a massive militarization that is taking place in our society. All the priorities in terms of the 
federal budget are going toward not only postwar Iraq, but also other wars that are in the 
planning stages as well. There is talk about a war against North Korea. There is talk about a war 
against Syria. There is talk against in Latin America- maybe against Cuba, who knows. So things 
are looking very, very, bad, for lack of a better word. So I think that this time around it will 
hopefully be different. I am optimistic that the presidential campaign, if indeed the Democrats 
are able to put forth a peace candidate that can be successful against Bush, there might be change 
down the road. However, as I have said in our interviews, what my own belief is that the 
Democratic party is not the answer and unfortunately I don’t see a radical change taking place if 
a Democrat does get elected because he will have to deal with—and it will be a he, I’m 
convinced in regard, even though there is a woman candidate. I think patriarchy remains in 
power in our society. But whoever becomes President is not going to be able to radically 
transform the priorities of our government regarding the militarization process and the 
continuation of our nation as a US empire throughout the world. And we are that. George 
Washington’s dream and other of the founding fathers was to build the most powerful empire in 
the world history has come true, has been realized, unfortunately.  

##[15B] 
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García: 
We’ll get into a little more the problems you personally see with the war itself, before it actually 
started, and some of the problems you are seeing, and then even now in the aftermath, and the 
consequences you see from the war and some of the things you have been talking about in 
Wisconsin and Texas. And as you have traveling around the country, just some of things you 
have been trying to get out, and some of the priorities you see that most be addressed in this kind 
of postwar—. 

Muñoz 
Sure. Well you know my—let’s say, hypothetically, if I were running for president—as a 
footnote, at a lecture I gave in Wisconsin, one of the people that engaged with me for the 
question and answer period wanted me to run for president, right. [laughs] So I said, I mean I 
was flattered mind you, but at the same token I told her, “I’m not a politician.” But if I were 
running for president, what I would address is the need to reprioritize our federal budget, and 
state budgets throughout the nation away from militarism. I think that militarism is a lost cause, a 
dead end. I think that we need to redefine our foreign policy objectives away from domination to 
coexistence. And one of the first things I would do as president, for example, would be to allow 
the United Nations to take a more important role in shaping world relationships amongst nations, 
between nations. And for us as a democratic nation, to become a model of the sort that would 
definitely make us more friends than enemies. Right now we have very few friends in the world, 
very, very few, as well as the war in Iraq let us know, we got one friend by the name England 
and other one by the name of Spain.  

Unfortunately, on part by all of the people, the Spanish people like the American people were, I 
think, of a lot of them were very antiwar. They also have a government like ours that fuels that 
war is the answer to a lot of things. But the majority of the nations of the world are very much 
opposed to what we represent. So that would be a first priority. After having down that, I think 
what needs to be addressed is our national and state priorities that have to do with, I’d have to 
say, with prioritizing education and human resources. What I mean by that is that we have in our 
lifetime come to the point where our public schools have become dismal failures in preparing our 
youth to be the kind of citizens that we need in the society and the world. Our public schools are 
not preparing, are not providing students—of all races by the way, with the exception of the 
wealthy and the upper middle class white population—with the skills, the intellectual skills that 
is, to become productive citizens and workers and “servants of the society” unquote. And they’re 
not providing the preparation for our youth to become citizens of the world, you see. The 
propaganda that we have in our public schools provides them with (cómo se dice) the values that 
makes them quote “good” citizens of the United States from the point of view of patriotic 
citizens that “my country, right or wrong!” as opposed to more critical thinking citizens that 
realize that is not the way to go, that a true patriot ought to be one that makes our government 
accountable to the virtues and the values of our constitution, number one. And the values that are 
human values as opposed to values that are unfortunately the dominant values that are predicated 
upon profit at the expense of human needs. That’s not being done. I think that in particular the 
youth who are suffering the most are youth of color, no doubt about it. And poor working class 
white kids who don’t have the opportunities who they should have to develop their skills to the 
point that they can have hope for a future that is going to be in their interest as well as in the 
nation’s interest, and the world’s interest. I think that’s that what I would do. Also in terms of 
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health, in human resources in terms of the areas of health, mental health, all different kinds of 
different health areas.  

My God, it’s a shame—not a shame, but a tragedy in my mind—that we have the majority of the 
American people not benefiting from health insurance. It’s just ridiculous. And the cost of 
medical care continues to skyrocket and we don’t have the kind of system that can take care of 
our sick and those in need. Those of us who are professionals, who are the more educated 
citizens, have that. We are lucky we have that. But the average worker, the average person in our 
society doesn’t have that, especially children. And to me, to see a significant proportion of our 
children undergoing poverty, and when there are some that are dying of starvation even, to me is 
just completely absurd. How can the most wealthy nation in the world, in spite of our economy 
right now, allow that to happen? It doesn’t make sense to me and it angers me, which keeps me 
going in the sense of trying to deal with that issue. It’s a question I think of human rights and 
social justice. And those are the kinds of priorities that unfortunately, our government at the 
national and state level, don’t have. And it doesn’t matter whether it is a Democrat or 
Republican. They’re all basically the same type of politician with a very limited vision of the 
future, a very limited vision of democracy—of what democracy should be all about. So those are 
some of the things I feel should be addressed in terms of priorities in our nation. Others are 
obviously, I mean the issues of the economy, which are related to the others as well. But 
basically, we need to I think in this country, begin the process of redefining the importance of the 
worker in our society. Workers are the ones who build. They are the ones who make possible the 
production in our society with their hands, their minds. And to me it’s about time that we 
stopped promoting celebrities, that we stopped promoting the corporate man and woman as the 
success models—about what it is to be a successful quote “American” unquote—and we begin to 
look at the workers, the men and women of our society, who should be the role models in terms 
of the heroes of our society. They are the ones who day after day go do their jobs to make 
possible the riches of our society. To me, that’s what I advocate in terms of priorities for this 
nation.  

García: 
Now how much of that do you think would rest on restructuring and really redefining our 
economic structure and system in this country, where in order to really ensure equality, it seems 
that capitalist just goes against the whole idea of equality— 

Muñoz 
Oh, yes.  

García: 
—well, it relies on oppression and a lower class in order to provide the wealthy. And how 
realistic do you think is that happening? In the ‘60s it seemed a lot more likely and you had 
people, I think, being a lot more critical of the economic system and how it perpetuates 
oppression. What do you think that would really take it, I mean, do you think it would take 
another revolution in this country to really—to find that economic system? 

Muñoz 
That’s a good question. I think what I was saying earlier was my fantasy, right, in terms of if I 
had the power [laughs] to change things— 
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García: 
If you had the power. 

Muñoz 
—but I don’t unfortunately. And I don’t think I want it because like Lord Acton said many 
moons ago, “Power corrupts and absolute power corrupts absolutely.” But I think though that in 
terms—it’s go to be a long-range process, obviously, given where things are at in this country 
now and in the world, given the global economy, given the fact that we dominate the global 
economy, that we’re the super power now in the world. It’s an awesome, awesome task to talk 
about—our build rather, a revolution against all that it represents, meaning monopoly capitalism, 
or an advanced stage of monopoly capitalism. I think Karl Marx if he were alive today would 
really, really—I don’t know—he’d probably go crazy. He’d probably go, “Oh my god, what is 
this?” Whereas in his day, in the 1800s, it seemed theoretically possible that there could be a 
socialist revolution and there could be a transformation of capitalism to socialism, but not 
anymore, unfortunately. I don’t think so. Of course given my values, I would love to see a 
socialist democracy emerge in our society and throughout the world, but it’s not going to happen 
in my lifetime, for sure. I think what needs to be done, and I’ve been addressing this in my 
writing and also I’m writing a book (and we’ll get into that aspect of things). What I am thinking 
about and I will propose down the line is what the Sandinistas had in mind in Nicaragua during 
their revolution in 1979 and in the early ‘80s. What the Nicaraguan revolutionaries wanted to 
do—which was really the first revolutionary struggle I believe that took place in world history—
to try to do was to take the best of capitalism and the best of socialism and merge them together. 
Do you see what I’m saying?  

García: 
Yes. 

Muñoz 
So that you are not talking about developing a socialist economy or keeping it as a capitalist 
economy. But you are looking at it in terms of the long-range view of bringing the best of both 
economic worlds together to present to the world the possibility that equality can happen. If we 
are able to transform our priorities away from simple profit motives to motives that combine 
profit and human needs. You see what I’m saying? So basically, I think that is doable down the 
line, but I still won’t see that in my lifetime. Maybe you might see some of that, but maybe your 
children for sure probably might see it.  

García:  
Do you see it really as just re-balancing the issue of private and state controlled economic 
resources? 

Muñoz 
Yes. Exactly. Exactly, but for that to happen, see, we have to engender—or rather to regenerate a 
whole new process of education that is able to redefine the values of what our nation represents. 
So in a sense, what I’m arguing at this point, is a revolutionary values. What Dr. King— 

García: 
A first step. 
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Muñoz 
Yes, a first step. What Dr. King has espoused, in his famous 1968 speech against the war in 
Vietnam, that there must be a revolution of values that takes into consideration the priorities like 
that I have that I outlined earlier in our interview today. And to do that, however, you have to be 
able to have the kind of public schooling and schooling period, that is going to enable our youth 
to learn new values, or to begin to develop a critical thinking about the present values and how 
they affect people negatively and what—however is in there, in those values that we have—
obviously they are not all negative. We have positive as well, luckily. But how can we address, 
how can we implement, and how can we put away the negative values and how can we promote 
the positive values and therefore produce a citizen of the world—a young person, young leader 
who is able to have a vision of the future (the twenty-first century that remains down the road) 
that is going to be a whole new value system that is going to deal with the kinds of problems that 
we have in our society—from environmental issues to economic issues, to educational issues, to 
social issues, et cetera down the line, that is going to make it a better world. That is what I’m 
talking about. And there is no way that we should forget—we should never forget—that we are 
children from the earth. We are all children of Mother Earth and we are talking about protecting 
Mother Earth first. To survive.  

García: 
That’s right.  

Muñoz 
We can’t survive if we are going to have public policies that are going to perpetuate the 
destruction of Mother Earth in terms of the environmental corruption and so forth, and 
deterioration, and destruction that is going on now. And secondly, we are equally, children of 
God. Whether we believe in Allah, whether we believe in Jesus, whether we believe in Buddha, 
or you name it—whatever our God happens to be in our own religious frameworks—we are all 
children of that process of a heavenly power or force, or “God” unquote, that brings us together. 
So that humanity has to come to the point of understanding the common cornerstones that we all 
fit into as we begin to work together toward cooperative kind of relationships within the nation 
and throughout the world. So that really, what we are talking about at the bottom line is that 
really a revolution of values must take place first. It will require young people going into 
education with that commitment, not to espouse as we did in the ‘60s (some of us) revolution in 
the point of view of destroying capitalism and replacing it with “socialism” unquote or a lot of 
ideological frameworks that really had no basis in reality. But rather to look at where we are at 
now. So what I’m talking about now for example, during what I have been talking about when I 
go speak, is no longer what I talked about in the ‘60s. Remember when I talk to Latinos for 
example, I’m not talking about Chicano “self determination,” unquote. We have to go beyond 
identity, those of us who happen to be people of color. I think we should continue to maintain 
our pride in who we happen to be, whether it’s Mexican, Salvadorian, Chilean, Puerto Rican, et 
cetera, all that we represent out there, and because that’s important to our multicultural, 
multiracial reality in our society and the world. We ought to maintain a pride in diversity and 
look at diversity as a powerful force in the interest of positive social change [loud speaker can be 
heard]. And so that is the kind of vision that needs to be addressed in our schooling system and 
also by those of us who are no longer in school, but who continue to be informed citizens and 
who need to go from point A to point B to point C, so to speak, so we don’t commit the errors of 
the past. One thing that history teaches—or should teach us—is that war is not the answer. We 
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must commit ourselves to peace. We must teach peace. We must practice brotherhood and 
sisterhood otherwise all of us, all humanity, are all going to eventually go down the tubes.  

[tape interruption] 

García: 
Well I definitely agree with you Carlos. I mean, in order to change things, the first step is 
definitely through education and even spirituality.  

Muñoz 
Exactly.  

García: 
And kind of reshaping peoples' values and reshaping the way they think and see themselves in 
society. But I really think that regional—especially in a country as large and diverse as America, 
and even just simply California, it’s really hard to instill universal values, or even shared values 
that people might have. And I was wondering if you could comment on that, just as far as—as 
you have traveled throughout the nation, and give these talks, what are the different 
atmospheres? Obviously, I mean I would think, the majority of people who come to see you 
speak are probably sharing in the same values or are interested in what you have to say. But just, 
some of the diversity you see as you travel across the nation especially in a place like Wisconsin. 
I think people are pretty progressive in California, but I still think people are very limited to how 
people throughout the nation and the world thinks. Maybe you can comment on that. 

Muñoz 
Well, one of the things that I’m always dismayed about my trips throughout the nation speaking 
about war and peace is the lack of diversity. The majority of people that I speak to and engage in 
dialogue with are white Americans. The University of William Wisconsin campus that I was at 
last week—Black students, Latino students were conspicuous by their accents. There was one 
Latino student who showed up. There was about a couple hundred of people who showed up. 
There were two Black students. The rest were all white students, white faculty. I was speaking 
during the lunch hour, and there were Black students going by (I mention Black students because 
there were more Black students at this campus than there were any other minority that I could 
see), but they just kind of looked and kept walking. They did not find meaningful what I was 
saying to their lives. Which is really sad. The same thing happens throughout this campus. The 
vast majority of the thousands that showed up after the bombs were dropped were white 
students—very, very few Black faces and Latino and Asian faces. 

García: 
Is that a big difference from what you would see in the ‘60s? 

Muñoz 
Oh yes. Well, yes and no. Yes and no. In terms of the overall marches and all that, it was 
predominantly white the whole time. But what was going on simultaneously with that were 
antiwar marches and protests that were taking place in Chicano communities, Puerto Rican 
communities, Black communities, which didn’t happen this time, you see. Eventually there were 
more and more antiwar activists from different cultural and racial backgrounds showing up. This 
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time in San Francisco, for example, the speakers were very definitely a cross section of races—
the speakers themselves who addressed the multitudes were a multiracial, multicultural bunch. 
But the people who were there were predominantly white. What this tells me is that the issue of 
class and race is a very powerful issue in the context that people of color in general are in much 
worse shape than white people of our society, right? Obviously. They are struggling to survive 
on a daily basis and don’t have “time” unquote, to get involved with war and peace. They got 
wars going on in their own communities: drive by shootings, kids getting killed everyday, Black 
kids killing each other, Chicano kids killing each other. “We have a war of terrorism taking place 
in our own communities,” you see? So when people bring up the issues of terrorism, number 
one, and war, number two—“hey, we got our own war to fight here. We don’t have time for 
that,” in a sense. I’m talking here sort of metaphorically and symbolically speaking. And so 
that’s the problem. The kids that we have on our campuses, for example, are here to get their 
degree and move on to a “good job,” unquote. They are not here to engage in politics. They don’t 
have the time, they think. Or they don’t want to. I mean there is obviously a cross section of 
folks.  

García: 
Do you think that roots back to what we were talking about, organizing the faculty that just—the 
faculty themselves aren’t really concerned with politics. 

Muñoz 
Exactly, Exactly. That’s the tragedy. Like in our own department of ethnic studies, I am 
convinced that one major reason why more colleagues didn’t come forward is because this 
department is in the mist an eternal struggle against each other about the future of the 
department. 

García: 
They can’t even unite? 

Muñoz 
They can’t even unite. As a matter of fact, they are disuniting right now. Asian American faculty 
have initiated the process of moving out.  

García: 
Yes, we talked about that last time. 

Muñoz 
Remember? To create their own department. So here we are. So obviously, I remember having 
meetings, bumping into some people who did tell me they couldn’t go to my meetings because 
they had to prepare for another meeting in the department to take care of this business. So that’s 
very sad. Racism has so deeply affected our society that it’s difficult for people to move out of 
their “narrow struggles,” unquote. And to look at the total picture. As I think as I talked to you 
about before, there is what I called the process of the colonized mind in our midst, where the 
issue of politics is not addressed because the thinking is that: “We can’t rock the boat. We got to 
be careful.” In the department, as an example—because it takes place in all workplaces, it takes 
places all over the place. So, ’m not just being unfair to my department. But, our department is 
part and parcel of that process of the colonized mentality that puts all it’s energies into fighting 
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for the crumbs amongst each other as opposed to taking on the powers that be collectively and 
unifying to address inequality on this campus in terms of the needs that the department has as 
compared to needs that other departments have. So I think that it is a very, very sad commentary 
about the state of things in terms of why that it is that we don’t have more young people of color 
involved in the antiwar movement and peace movement, why we don’t have more faculty of 
color involved in that. As a matter of fact, throughout this whole process of organizing on 
campus, not one single Black faculty stepped forward. Not one! And that is one the things that 
was very painful to me. Not one faculty. Not one Black faculty. And of course, you are looking 
at the one Chicano faculty! [laughs] 

García: 
Yes, and that’s even better. 

Muñoz 
Yes right! [laughs] But there was a Latino faculty who showed up to do a workshop from some 
science department, which was good. But the point is—so that tells you a lot, I think, why it is 
that we are in this sad situation that we are in. And again, it has to do with people not being able 
to connect because of the colonized process, because of the internally colonized process that I 
speak about. I’m not able to connect with the broader process, you see, of common struggle. And 
so that’s the problem. 

García: 
I definitely think education is the key. 

Muñoz 
It is.  

García: 
Like you said, at all levels. It doesn’t stop at the elementary or high school level— 

Muñoz 
No, it doesn’t stop. So wherever I do that obligation and that kind of education I think needs to 
place. That’s what I’m doing basically, is try to educated folks that I talk to all over the place in 
the context of war and peace, but also flushing out the connections to the issue of racism, 
classism, patriarchy, homophobia, and all the stuff that’s there. People need to put it together and 
connect it to the issues of war and peace because as long as there is war or militarism as the 
dominant value in our society, we are not going to able to address peaceful solutions amongst 
ourselves as well. If we cannot address peaceful solutions with other nations that makes in 
unable to address peaceful solutions within the nation itself. [laughs] 

García: 
And vice versa. 

Muñoz 
Yes, because everyone is fighting—Black folks to get organized, boom, boom, boom. And it 
never ceases to amaze me, for example, how progressive and even how so-called revolutionary 
African American and Latino intellectuals, for example, continue to address the issue of racism 
in a very narrow way. And they know better. Because they are intellectuals and they are products 
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of the ‘60s and they know that, hey, we are not in the sixties anymore, we are not in the past 
anymore. We are in the present and we are trying to build for the future and therefore we need to 
be able to look at the issue of racism as it undermines and oppresses all people of color. You see 
what I’m saying? We have to get away from this thinking that slavery makes the African 
American experience a priority in the issue of race. We have to get away from the issue of 
Native Americans loosing their land as priority. We have to get away the issue from Mexicans 
loosing half of their nation as priority. And all the way down—Puerto Ricans loosing their 
island, or Cuba. So we have to move away from that. Yes, we have to acknowledge those 
histories and that past, but we have to understand that we got to be able to put them in a 
historical context. But the present, now, is that we have to move away from that and to build a 
“united front,” unquote for the lack of the better term, that can help us (what I am arguing for in 
a book I’m writing) establish in this nation and authentic multiracial democracy. 
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Interview 12: June 26, 2003 

García: 
All right, here we go.  

Muñoz: 
Alright.  

García: 
Today is June twenty-sixth, 2003, the last interview with Carlos Muñoz Jr. Good afternoon, 
Carlos. Today I would—like we discussed over email—I thought we’d follow a different format, 
maybe do some more question answer instead of doing it topic based and kind of maybe getting 
you to reflect more on your life and career, and just see how you feel about that. And I was 
thinking we’d start out with maybe me just throwing out there maybe how you define your 
legacy and how you would like to be remembered, or how you see yourself and who you are and 
how people should categorize you also as an individual. What would you like to be remembered 
for as far as your accomplishments and contributions? Also, maybe towards the end, if we could 
talk about maybe if you feel that people have misconceptions about you, and how that came 
about, or what they are. You could maybe start as far as— 

Muñoz: 
Okay, well, good questions, and again, they are probably the kind of questions that deserve a lot 
more time to deal with [laughs] and answer— 

García: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
—than we got. But I’ll try to be as precise as I can. It’s always awkward for one to be able to 
quote “talk about his or her legacy” that one leaves behind. I’ve always found it very difficult in 
my lifetime to accept awards that have to do with my contributions to the community, 
contributions to the cause for social justice and human rights, because I have always felt deep 
inside that I don’t do that work for recognition. I do it because that’s what I believe in and where 
my passion lies, that my life is all about participating in the struggle for social justice and human 
rights, and therefore I find it difficult always to be recognized for those kinds of “contributions,” 
unquote. So I guess what I’m saying is if that there needs to be a legacy for me, I would just 
couch it in terms of: a man who fought the good fight; a man who never forgot where he came 
from; a man who always put priority in the needs of others less fortunate that I (or than he); a 
man who placed priority on the education of youth, who believed deeply that the most important 
investment a nation has to make is in the youth because without a process of education that 
prepares our young people today to face tomorrow, a nation can not stay strong. That’s what I 
endeavored to do all life, at least my quote “teaching life,” is to be a kind of teacher that has been 
able to prepare or make a modest contribution toward the preparation of youth to take on the 
challenge of leadership in their lifetime. I guess, in a nutshell, that’s about it. [laughs] 

García: 
Yes. 
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Muñoz: 
I mean there is always the legacy of one who is an educator, or one who is a writer or an 
intellectual, and to me that’s less important than the first things I talked about. Mind you I don’t 
want to underestimate, putting in low priority the works of an intellectual nature. I feel very 
blessed to have been a product of history, of an historical moment that made me who I am today. 
If it wasn’t for the 1960s or that historical moment, I probably would have been just like the 
average person—striving to get an education to get a “better job” unquote, to be able to provide 
for my family and make things better for my children. More than likely I would have been, more 
than likely I guess, without the existence of social movements or causes for justice, I probably 
would have been a typical guy who strives to make money and make a better life for himself and 
his family. But thank God that I was privileged to have been a participant in the making of 
history. Mind you, I say that in retrospect because at the time that one makes history, one doesn’t 
realize that one is making history. [laughs] In other words, I didn’t plan it out, I didn’t sit down 
and say, “Oh man, I want to make myself famous, or I want to make myself an important 
intellectual, or an important leader.” I didn’t do that at all. Things happen in life that, I guess for 
a lack of a better way of putting it, God has a plan for you. And at the time, one doesn’t look at it 
that way. At the time, one is motivated to acting, to doing what he or she has to do at that 
moment in history. I was blessed. And I don’t know whether it has to do with my family history 
or not—although some of my family members always told me as I was growing up that it just so 
happened that I was always a leader, that young kids even at the younger ages always looked 
toward me as a kid who was going to be the leader. 

García: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
Whether it was in sports, whether it be in the streets, whether it be in the classroom, whether it be 
wherever. And I never really was an ambitious type of an aggressive person trying to be a leader, 
it was just natural to happen to me. I went through that process, I was a leader on the athletic 
field—although I wasn’t the best player in all the sports that I played, but I was a leader. I was a 
kind of guy that people looked toward to say, as a person to provide leadership.  

García: 
Do you think that was maybe because more of because of your charisma, the way you carried 
yourself? 

Muñoz: 
Well, I don’t know to be honest with you, but what I was relating to is what some of my family 
members will tell me that I was a grandson of a leader, of a very important leader in Mexican 
history, actually. My grandfather was the general in the revolutionary—in Pancho Villa’s army. 

García: 
I remember we talked about that. 
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Muñoz: 
Yes, we have talked about that before. And they always said, “Well, you are just like your 
grandfather.” And I said, “Oh sure.” You are a kid, you don’t pay attention to that stuff. So 
maybe it was in my genes, I don’t know.  

García: 
[Laughs] 

Muñoz: 
Yes. Whatever the case, and I have no idea to be honest with you, whatever be the case though, I 
feel today very blessed to have been able to provide leadership and an example that people look 
toward in terms of fighting the good fight, like I said before. So that’s how I look at it in 
retrospect.  

More important than anything else, I hope that my children and my grandchildren can appreciate 
that, more than anybody else. I’ve always been a family man. I’ve struggle to be a good father 
simultaneously to being a leader in a struggle that requires sacrifices. And one of the things that 
I’ve looked at in having known other leaders—the lives of Cesar Chavez, Dolores Huerta, Dr. 
King, on and on—that they had difficult time being good parents. And what I feel very happy 
about is that in my case I was able to do that. I had a lot of opportunities to be a much more 
visible leader than I was, but I always chose to be a leader behind the scenes specifically because 
I did not want to get into a situation of leadership that took me away my children for long 
periods of time. I did not want to forsake my family as I saw others having to forsake their 
families. The saddest thing to me was to see other leaders who became more visible whose 
children never saw them, and therefore there was a serious gap between them and their parents, 
their fathers and mothers who were active. I’ve always felt very, very much that I had to be there 
for my children.  

When I was a political prisoner in ’68, that was the deepest pain that I suffered. It wasn’t the 
psychological pain or the physical pain that I had to undergo in prison. But it was that pain that 
related to my children—not knowing how they were, not knowing how they were doing, and 
knowing in my heart that they missed me a lot, and that I wasn’t there for them. That was my 
most profound fear, that if I had ever been in the trial process or the legal process that we are 
undergoing, if it was going to be true that I was wind up spending sixty-six years in prison, it 
was just a horrible, horrible thought that I couldn’t live with. That it was hard to live with. “My 
God!” I thought, “what about my children, what’s going to happen to them?” 

García: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
Thank God the first Amendment of the US constitution, as we talked about it before, made it 
possible for me to get back into my children in a relatively short amount of time—although to 
me it seemed like an eternity. So I guess that’s part of my legacy that I want to leave behind, is 
that you can be an activist, you can be a fighter for justice, a fighter for freedom, and still be 
there for your family or your children if you have the discipline and the balance in life to 
understand that. And regretfully, when you become a leader you become quote somewhat quote 
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“notorious” or “famous” for whatever reason, there is always a temptation to become—for your 
ego to sort of get the best of you. 

García: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
It’s a wonderful thing, frankly, to be loved by the thousands or the multitudes. If you don’t watch 
out, you get carried away with that.  

García: 
Do you feel like you slipped into that at any point, I mean in your younger career? 

Muñoz: 
Well, I was tempted many times and even now. I just came back from speaking in Washington 
DC at a teachers’ conference and the elation one feels at just simply touching people’s hearts or 
minds in some way—it’s incredible. But I’ve always, thank God, I’ve always maintained a 
certain amount of modesty and a certain amount of reality in my mind that that’s not for me. I 
want to get back to my family. I mean, I went to speak and I only spent one night there, because I 
wanted—. I flew in there, I got there in the early evening, I slept, got up and spoke in 9:30 in the 
morning and by noon time I was gone to the airport. [laughs] 

García: 
Right, back home. 

Muñoz: 
Right, back home, because I don’t want to be away from my family too long. But it’s very, very 
true— it’s just natural, or human for a woman or a man to get to the level that one can get in 
terms of respect and admiration on the part of people—excuse me—-that one works towards 
making things better for, in whatever capacity, to get carried away with that image of himself or 
herself, that “Wow, I mean, I’m a big shot,” unquote. And loose sight of what’s really important. 
And I thank God for that ability I have to see what’s really important. Because one thing that 
I’ve learned over time, no matter how much you are loved by others, and respected by others that 
are not your family, when it comes down to it in the end, the people that are going to be there for 
you are your family. 

García: 
That’s right.  

Muñoz: 
Not those out there you give you all the accolades or whatever. I appreciate that. I don’t want to 
sound negative about it. It’s wonderful to be able to get that recognition, but like I said earlier, 
it’s hard for me to, however, allow that to interfere with my way of thinking and seeing the 
realities. And always, always, even to this day from the very beginning when I got involved and 
become quote “somewhat notorious,” and now—. I always say to myself, “It’s a nice feeling, it’s 
nice to be appreciated and to be pat on the back, and for people to say, ‘thank you for your 
inspiration,’ or whatever be the case, and all that, but I know that that kind of love is not the 
same as that kind of love that my family can give me.”  
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García: 
That’s one thing we haven’t talked a lot about, that we need to a little bit more, is your family 
life, and your relationship with your family. We focused a lot of your activism, and your 
academic scholarship— 

Muñoz: 
Yes. 

García: 
—just maybe, how do you think you think your family sees you, and how that may have changed 
overtime, especially like you say, with your older children being with you and experiencing 
activism? 

Muñoz: 
Right, right. 

García: 
And being imprisoned, and things like that— 

Muñoz: 
Yes. [sighs] I know.  

García: 
—as you were maybe more active in your younger life. I mean, I don’t know, what your younger 
children, as they maybe might read in a book about their father, or hear stories about their father?  

Muñoz: 
Exactly. 

García: 
And might compare them to stories maybe you might tell them.  

Muñoz: 
Yes. Yes.  

García: 
How do you think your children see you in your family scheme? 

Muñoz: 
Well, my children I know love me very much, and I know that. Like my youngest told me, I’m 
his hero. Well, I mean, to me that’s great, I mean, wow. I had a problem with tears in my eyes 
not coming out. But that has no comparison to someone out in the street after I give a speech 
telling me, “You are my hero.” When your own son tells you that, wow! That’s my award, that’s 
my medal. [laughs] That’s something that I really cherish, you know what I’m saying? But by 
that same token, however, children look at you as the dad, as a father. They don’t see you 
everyday as a hero or as someone who’s a big shot or whatever and all that. You still have to 
deal with the everyday life, having to deal with adolescence, an adolescent kid, having to provide 
discipline. You know how that goes. Trying to be a good parent and give your child the whole 
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structure and the discipline, which is hard. You go to do your chores today, you got to do this, 
and do that. You know how that goes. 

García: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
And trying to be the good parent to give your son or your children as a whole structure, and the 
discipline which is hard. You go to do your chores so- you got to do this, and doing that kind of 
stuff. And it’s a struggle, so that takes away from you—in other words, your children never have 
you on a high pedestal to the point where everyday they bow down to you and they respect 
you— 

García: 
[laughs] 

Muñoz: 
“Oh my, papa you’re great,” and, “I’ll do my chores, no arguments.” No, not at all. Just like any 
normal family person, the parents got to deal with the kids and the kids —you went through that. 
We all go through that with our parents. There comes a time where there is conflict, but I don’t 
know whether it’s biological or what you are going to call it, but there is that thing that takes 
place, that you want to rebel against your parents. And it happens. Now, my oldest kids I think 
suffered the most, my oldest children, because they were very small children at the time where I 
was right in the middle of the storm. Right in the middle of the storm. And to this day I’ll never 
forget what they had to go through when I was arrested or when I was in prison for a while. I 
mean, I’m sure the scars are there. But I became a single parent at that time as well, and I tried to 
do the best I could to raise them as father and mother. And I guess that’s what saved me also 
from allowing my ego to get carried away too, because I had to responsibility—the awesome 
responsibility—of being both mom and dad to my two oldest kids sat a time in history when men 
didn’t’ take that responsibility. 

García: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
So that’s another thing that I guess is part of my legacy too, that I was different. I covered all the 
bases, so to speak. I don’t know how I did it, but I did it. I tried to do it anyway. I’m not saying 
that I did it the way that it should have been done, or, “Gee, I was such a great parent.” No, no, I 
made mistakes like all parents make. But I tried the best I could to be there for my kids, my two 
oldest kids. The divorce was hard on them and I just tried to do the best I could under the 
circumstances, and here I had the responsibilities and leadership on campus, and the community, 
and so forth and all that. And I would go to demonstrations and all that with my two young 
kids—at the time they’re so small one of them I carried on my shoulders and the other one I had 
in my hand. 

[Brief interruption. Doorbell rings] 



241 

 

García: 
Okay its back. Do they still have memories of those times? Do you guys still talk about them? 

Muñoz: 
Well, we don’t talk about it so much with our older children. So I think what happens in all 
families, I guess, when kids grow up everybody goes into their own direction and their own 
lifestyle, or whatever. And it depends on the family situation, and in my case for example, I 
thank God that none of my five children have any quote “problems” to the extent that I can say 
are serious. I mean, we all problems. There is no ideal situation for either parent or children who 
don’t have any problems. We all have problems. We are all human beings and we all make 
mistakes and we have problems. But what I thank God for is that none of my children, like I say, 
have any serious problems, for example like drug addiction, or emotional problems that make 
them completely, how can I put it, the type of person that can’t “deal with life” unquote, or 
whatever. 

I’ve always tried to—no not always tried, but I always did tell my children bluntly that the most 
important thing that I wanted for them, was not to follow in my footsteps, but to be happy. I 
wanted them to be happy in terms of what it was that turned them on in terms of life. That I 
would be the happiest father if they had passion in what they were doing or in what they were 
striving toward. I can say honestly now that all my children may not be happy in the sense that 
they don’t have to deal with problems and that kind of happiness, but in terms of like—in other 
words, they are able to deal with life in a way that is not detrimental to themselves, if I can put it 
that way. So I take a lot of satisfaction in that. But, on the other hand, part of me, obviously like 
any father or mother, part of me would like to have like to have one of them follow in my 
footsteps. 

García: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
Whether they’d become a teacher or a professor or a scholar or an activist, that would be great. 
That would be fun. That would be great. [laugh] But, none of them are. And none of them have 
become activists in the sense of like I was or like I am today. All of them, mind you, have a very 
progressive point of view in terms of the issues of the day, and they are all very definitely—if a 
crisis emerges in society, they all take the right side—or the left side. [laughs] Whatever the 
case, I know that. And I know that if I get in trouble again with the powers that be, that they will 
be there for me, and they will struggle for me in that regard. 

But none of them are really doing what I would have said for them to do. In other words, if I had 
the power, like no parent really does, I would say, “Okay, son or daughter, I want you to become 
this,” or that, or whatever. Forget it. In all cases, in all of my children, I will encourage them to 
be the best they could be in terms of whatever it is they chose to pursue either as a career or a life 
ambition. But, like any parent can encourage their children, but it’s up to them to decide what 
they want to do. It’s their life. So I haven’t been the kind of father that has been trying to control 
my children’s life, or lifestyle. I just let them go.  
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All I can do is provide them with my values; provide them with a good idea of what is right and 
wrong; and provide them with an understanding of the nature of society that they live in so they 
deal with it, and cope with it, and do what they have to do to survive it. That’s what I’m trying to 
do and I think I’ve been modestly successful in that regard. There is no way that I can say that as 
a father I have been a gross failure. I think that I’ve been relatively successful [laughs] as being a 
good father. One of the things, for example, that I always find interesting and I find satisfying is 
that I don’t know of any other quote “revolutionary” unquote that I know that is a Little League 
Baseball coach. 

[laughter] 

Or that has coached soccer.[laughs] You know what I’m saying? People are outstanding when I 
tell them, they say “Wow you are really a—” or that plays baseball, Senior Men’s Baseball. It’s 
really kind of joyful, in a sense that here I am playing baseball at my age, Senior Men’s Baseball, 
and for the most part, I would say 90% or more of my teammates are very conservative guys, I 
mean, most of them are white guys. And they don’t have a clue of who I am, of who I really am 
in terms of my political beliefs. Whether or not we get in political discussion here and there, but 
always try to figure out—I’ve never been one of those guys who’s trying to impose upon people 
my values; my actions speak for themselves. And I’m the only one in my team for example now 
has bumper stickers that say, “Patriotism is,” I mean, “Peace is patriotic.” Or I have another 
bumper sticker that says “Proud American against war.” [laughs] And then I have a “Veterans 
for peace.” Here I am playing with the guys literally, I mean it’s amazing, there is anther 
Chicano teammate of mine—there aren’t too many Latinos playing by the way, but there are a 
few very hard core if not right-wingers, are very patriotic because they are veterans. Either they 
fought in WWII or the Korean War or the Vietnam War. One of my teammates wears an 
American flag on his baseball cap. Wow. He’s got all this stuff about during the Iraqi war or the 
war against Iraq and against Sadaam, so they look at me like, “Wow what a weirdo,” right? 

[laughter] 

So from my point of view I find it very satisfying that I’m able to be a “revolutionary” unquote 
of sorts and at the same time be able to participate in “mainstream American life” unquote and 
be able to find satisfying relationships with people in all walks of life. So from that point of 
view, I think that is part of my legacy too. Here is a guy who took on the powers that be, 
continues to do so, but continues to be respected by people from all walks of life whether they be 
radical, whether they be conservative, whether they be middle-of-the-road, or whatever. 

García: 
What misconception do you think, or do you think that people have misconceptions about you? 
Have you come across any?  

Muñoz: 
 
García: 
People maybe categorize you wrong. 
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Muñoz: 
Yes. Oh, I mean obviously over time there has been that. Anybody who is in a leadership 
position is bound to get—. Let’s put it this way: if you are a leader, a strong leader in particular, 
you are not going to make everybody happy. I found that out a long time ago. As a leader, one 
has to do what one thinks is right and move forward with that plan of action, trying to education 
others about why you do what you have to do obviously. There are different types of leaders 
obviously. There are leaders out there who are ego maniacs and they are dictator types, and there 
are others that are not that way. I was one of the leaders that always tried to be, like I said, 
behind the scenes and tried to be the person that gets others to be leaders. I’ve always been the 
type of leader who wants to nurture leadership in others. So to a large extent, I’ve never had to 
deal with the kind of criticism of misconception that is serious. I mean that people call you “sell-
out” or “vendido,” or whatever things of that nature happen. Or that call you on your every 
action or all that. I’ve always, even my quote “enemies” have respect for me because they know 
that I haven’t done anything based on my personal agenda, but rather a political agenda as to 
how I define the realities that have to do with a political action. I don’t know if I mentioned this 
before, I think I did, with regard to the development of ethnic studies, how it was that when I 
came to Berkeley, for example, I was hired to clean up the department, to get rid of all the 
faculty who were not really faculty. And they themselves recruited me for that purpose because 
they understood that for us to survive as an academic unit one had to bring in faculty with PhDs. 
But there was one or two people that always kind of like hated my guts because I took it serious. 
[laughs] I didn’t play politics to their satisfaction. So they never liked me too touch, but I know 
they respect me because they never really took on a vendetta trying to undermine my leadership 
per say to the extent that is something that I found—or that I lost sleep over in other words. I 
mean that I’ve just always been—. It’s incredible how, when you become a person who becomes 
a visible leader who has responsibilities, how rumors circulate about your enemies—whether 
they be enemies within the power structure or enemies within your own midst in the sense of 
people who have—well, not necessarily opportunists, but have a different slant on what they are 
doing for different purposes and reasons—that there is always rumors that emerge. For example, 
what are you doing with the “money” unquote the department has? And if you are going to go 
meet with the chancellor for example, what are you really—you know what I mean, casting, 
casting (what is it called that word, casting?)—negativity for a lack of a better term. That you are 
meeting with the chancellor to do someone in, one of their friends in. Do you know what I am 
saying? 

García: 
Oh. Yes.  

Muñoz: 
And there was a time in Berkeley here, for example, that there was a guy on the faculty who was 
a very negative person and joins hands with other “negative people” unquote— 

García: 
Within ethnic studies? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, in Chicano studies, who put out a newsletter (or what do they call it? I am trying to 
remember what they called it). I can’t remember exactly what they called it, but it was like a 
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little chisme newsletter, chisme being translated into gossip. So they would put stuff out about 
me having, that I was out there doing this and doing that, and that kind of stuff to cast negative 
aspersions upon me that I was not really doing the department any good by doing this and doing 
that and whatever. It was conspiratorial thing that I was conspiring with the powers that be to 
undermine Chicano studies. That kind of a thing I had to put up with for a time, but even those 
people didn’t have the courage or the audacity to challenge me publicly, to hold me accountable 
to what they thought I was doing wrong. Put it this way: I always knew that I was doing the right 
thing. My conscious is always clear. I was never in doubt of the fact that what I was doing was in 
the interest of developing a Chicano studies and ethnic studies department that was going to be 
legitimate and that going to emerge as a group of scholars that were going to contribute. 
Although, as I talked about before, of course I have been disappointed in that regard. 

Yes, but I don’t ever remember honestly anybody making a big deal about something that I did 
or did not do to the extent that I had to deal with that kind of conflict.  

One other thing that I might throw in is that there was, here and there, tenure cases that would 
come up. Students in MECHA who for whatever reason loyal to that particular faculty person 
who did not get tenure, and seeing me as a big powerful guy and this person who was unhappy 
with the results of their tenure—not getting tenure—would somehow communicate the students 
who were loyal to them, that it was me that was the “reason for them not getting tenure,” 
unquote, which was far from the truth obviously. A couple times that happened to me over the 
years that there would be people that didn’t get tenure primarily because they didn’t publish 
anything. There was nothing that I could do about it—it’s out of my hands. I mean, whether 
you’re department chair, or when your senior faculty member, or a junior faculty member 
without tenure who doesn’t publish, we are Berkeley. Hey, what can we do? I would always try 
to do the best I could to try to put together a case for their tenure anyway that underscored their 
teaching or their community service and all that, but it was to no avail because obviously, this is 
Berkeley. This is not a state college or whatever, where those things counted more than they 
count here. It got kind of nasty a couple of times with people, but even those people—and one in 
particular (I’m not going to mention names obviously) who did pass on erroneous information to 
students that I had something to do with their tenure case, even that person came to the point 
more recently of being part of the effort to honor me as the Max Scholar of the Year. So even 
that person knew that hey, [chuckles] it was not really me who was responsible for him not 
getting tenure.  

García: 
What kind of reaction would you get from students? I mean there was confrontation? 

Muñoz: 
Well I never got any direct confrontation from students. Another thing that did happen that I 
must be frank about is that that MECHA students who had been indigenistas are those that have 
been pushing an ideology that defines Chicanos as Indians or indigenous people did not take too 
kindly to my critical thinking about indigenismo, or being indigenous. In other words, the people 
that are in this particular ideological framework are those that romanticize the Aztecs and the 
[Novato? Confirm]. They all came to they are Novato people or whatever. And I let it work in 
my classes—they were imperialist. It wasn’t for their egos that they did to other Indians, Cortez 
would have never conquered Mexico because the reason that Cortez succeeded in conquered the 
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Aztecs or the Mexica people was because there were a lot of other nations, indigenous nations 
that cooperated, became allies with the Spaniards to get rid of the Aztecs. And so, they didn’t 
like that. I was always put in the context of, “Wow this guy isn’t really a Chicano,” or I’m not 
really a Chicano with an “x.” And that never bothered me. And then in my teaching making it 
clear that I felt class was just as important as race or identity, and gender was just as important, 
and sexuality and all that. Of course, that was even worse. I became a person—in their circle a 
persona non grata. And there have been examples over the years where I’ve been considered as a 
keynote speaker at a MECHA conference and where I had been actually denied it at the end, 
where people vote against me. So I have never been—although I had had my share of being 
honored in that way. It depends on which MECHA is organizing the MECHA nationwide 
conference. You know what I mean? [laughs] 

García: 
Yes that’s true. [laughs] 

Muñoz: 
Whether it’s a MECHA membership that is more open minded or more broad in their ideological 
frame as opposed to one that is more narrow. I’ve never been a number one guy in the narrow 
circle of ideology, and I’m proud to say that those student leaders who value critical thinking and 
value my point of view in terms of broader framework have been there promoting my candidacy 
for keynote speaker.  

García: 
Has it been painful though, especially I mean getting a reaction like that from a group that you 
helped create and develop over the years? 

Muñoz: 
Well you know what, it hasn’t been painful, but it’s been disappointing here and there because 
my record speaks for itself. There were times when given the politics of the times, people 
weren’t really—there was really a lot of warfare going on the department, and when your name 
is associated in negative terms and you feel that your record publicly speaking and otherwise is 
there is there to be seen. Well, it was a disappointment, but it wasn’t painful because I 
understood always the political nature of the process I’m involved with. And that is part of being 
a leader. You have to be able to have what it takes to deal with that stuff and not let it get to the 
point where my God, it depresses you or gets to the point of becoming ineffective. Obviously, it 
would disappoint me that some students or some people in the community, whatever be the case, 
would never see me as a person who was always on their side, but who preferred to accept the 
rumors of the smaller, more narrow-minded people in those circles that try to promote the 
negative image of me as a leader. But like I said before, I never really had to confront a serious 
kind of division on those levels. I’ve always managed to come out on top of things, to put it that 
way, in a sense that people always knew right off the bat, hey—I mean I’m not vulnerable in the 
context of what they are trying to promote. I never add to resign my responsibilities as a leader, I 
never had to explain myself or publicly defend myself like some people had to do all the time. 
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García: 
Maybe in these fifteen, twenty minutes or so we can kind of just be in the reflective part of 
looking back. You mentioned how part of being a strong leader is that you can’t make everyone 
happy. 

Muñoz: 
Exactly. 

García: 
You have to be committed to your plan of action and push it forward, and at times not everyone 
is happy, but—. You say that your conscious has always been clear and you felt hat you always 
been right, but looking back in hindsight, are there any regrets that you have that you can kind of 
identify or maybe even certain points that your plan failed, or maybe just fell short of the plan? 

Muñoz: 
Yes, well, I make my share of mistakes obviously, here and there, of terms of maybe, 
misidentifying important aspects of a particular political process here and there, where maybe I 
didn’t make the right decision having to do with a particular aspect of a strategic question, this 
and that. But, I can’t remember any really serious ones where I can say, “Wow, I was really off 
base.” Most of my mistakes have had to do with my always having faith in individuals. I’ve 
always given the benefit of the doubt to individuals. I’ve always been supportive and maybe that 
has been my mistake over the years, that I’ve been so supportive and so bunched up in that vein 
of thinking that people have disappointed me, that (how can I put it?) have not been really the 
kind of people who deserved that. So, I’ve made errors that had to do with expecting too much of 
people.  

García: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
As opposed to being more realistic and trying to see through people’s rhetoric, and say, this 
person is not really sincere about his or her participation in this or that, or whatever they were 
trying to accomplish. I would always be the kind of person who gave them the benefit of the 
doubt. They don’t mean to do anything negative, they are trying to do good, and then seeing that, 
in the end, that wasn’t the case. Like in the case of this individual that I made reference to about 
the [chisme rag?] I helped recruit him here to the faculty because I thought he was a very good 
writer, and I thought this guy was going to become a very productive scholar and I was wrong. 
[laughs] I went out of my way to become close to him and try to be a good colleague and a good 
comrade in regard to that, but I was wrong. But I’ve never—my wife always told me over the 
years, “Your problem,” she would tell me, and I think she is right, “is that you expect too much 
of people. You expect too much of people.” And she is right. That is what I am trying to tell you 
that I did and I do. So then I feel kind of let down by some people because they don’t come 
though with my expectations of them. On the other hand, I realize later on that I shouldn’t have 
those high expectations. [laughs] 

García: 
Yes. 
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Muñoz: 
I should be more realistic. But that is probably my idealism that I still have to this day because I 
feel that I have to give benefit of the doubt to people that are willing to participate in struggle 
and are willing to—. People that come to ethnic studies, well, I’ve learned my lesson there. I 
expect that they come to ethnic studies— 

[Interruption. Doorbell rings]. 

So, where was I? 

García: 
Just talking about any other regrets and— 

Muñoz: 
Oh yes, the expectations, I was saying about that. That I learned my lesson in ethnic studies. 
People would come into ethnic studies and I would give them the benefit of doubt that they are 
coming because they are committed to the vision that represents ethnic studies and I found out 
differently over the years. They come for career stop aspirations. They see ethnic studies here at 
Berkeley as a stepping stone to other bigger and better things. So in that regard, I’ve learned my 
lesson that I never should have had that kind of thinking in the first place, given the changing 
times. 

García: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
So that—I just wanted to make that point. 

García: 
And with the changing times do you see yourself as changed over the years? We discussed it a 
little bit before as far as going from a cultural nationalist, and some of your political views have 
maybe becoming more radical, and maybe moving a little bit more— 

Muñoz: 
Yes. Yes. 

García: 
—well, not so much conservative— 

Muñoz: 
Yes. Yes. 

García: 
—but, different shifts and maybe we can talk about that. 

Muñoz: 
Oh definitely. I think that is a very important question. I see myself as having grown from the 
point of view that as a young man when I first started in the whole process of struggle, from 
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being young and naïve and idealistic, you always had this aspiration that you were going to 
change the world. Obviously, of course, we failed to do that. [laughs] It’s not that we failed 
rather, but because of the awesome challenge that they represented that we didn’t stop to think 
about: “My God, you can’t change this empire overnight. It takes a whole lifetime. And then 
some.” It’s never done in you lifetime perhaps. But initially, like I wrote about before, I’m 
thinking about how it was that we were motivated (my generation was motivated) to respond to 
racism at a time in history, in a historical moment that witnessed the Civil Rights Movement and 
all these other movements for racial equality that emerged. And obviously the cultural 
nationalism has captured that in terms of the rediscovery, the redefinition of who we were in the 
context of that rediscovery. The initial momentous romanticization of the Aztecs, for example—
we are all Aztec warriors, and all that. Then the more you researched, and the more you thought, 
and the more knowledge you gained about that, you began to then have rethink that. Of course 
some people never grew to look at that.  

So I went from cultural nationalist to revolutionary nationalist to a socialist, to—. I never became 
a communist because I was always—I thought it was a dubious kind of process. Communism 
was too much of a rigid kind of framework, and I’ve always found trouble trying to deal with 
that, and I could never see myself as being so rigid about that stuff, political stuff. But, socialist, 
yes, I was able to identify as such. And to this point in my life I still value a socialist vision. 
Mind you, where I am at now is that I’ve come to the understanding that the complexity of the 
realities that we face today, both as a nation and as a world are such that they don’t fall neatly 
into categories that I saw earlier. So that now, I still consider myself a revolutionary. What I 
mean by that is an intellectual and activist who understands that to challenge the powers that be 
is a revolutionary act. In the context of what Dr. King said at one time in his lifetime, or what he 
was calling for, and what I am calling for now as I go out and organize and speak out about the 
issues, is that we must wage a revolution of values, you see, in a nonviolent way—in that 
context. And I still see myself as revolutionary in that regard, but not necessarily tied down to an 
ideology anymore. 

García: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
As I did at one time. It was important to have an ideological framework, and I still have an 
ideological framework of sorts in the sense that I’m an anti-corrupt capitalist individual. In other 
words, I see the virtue of struggling against that, against the inhumanity that capitalism generates 
still. But I don’t couch it in terms of becoming a socialist, or a Marxist, and trying to argue that 
or fight that.  

I’m just fighting now as a human being, as a person committed to social justice, that that 
particular system that we are part of—which is now a global capitalist system—is the evil that 
has generated much of the malaise and much of the inhumanity that we see in the world today. 
And we must struggle against that. But I don’t see now, as a replacement of that, being a socialist 
economy per se. What I argue and what I am writing about now in terms of my thinking about 
the present and the future, is that we need to be able to see the virtues of capitalism that are 
positive. For example, technology and “technological advancements” unquote that can contribute 
to the betterment of human and womankind, and to be able to see the virtues of socialist 
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framework that places priority on the human needs of a society, whether it be our own society or 
other nations in the world. And frankly, and most importantly, a new way of acting out, whether 
it be economics or politics or whatever that is going to promote the resolution of differences and 
conflict in the world on a peaceful kind of agenda.  

One of my dreams and one of my fantasies perhaps is that we get to the point as a civilization 
where war is not necessary to resolve issues, where the United Nations can in fact become a 
framework for example, for people to participate sincerely in trying to deal with resolving 
conflict between or amongst nations or within nations. So I see that—I’ve grown to that point of 
understanding the need to continue the struggle in the context of the realities of the time. It is no 
longer possible, I think, given the repression ideologically speaking and otherwise in our society, 
to try to advance a movement that is going to be deeply rooted in any kind of ideological or any 
rigid ideological framework. It’s not going to work because the majority of people in our nation, 
for example and throughout the world, the main concern they have is survival, is trying to deal 
with everyday life and different kinds of levels. There is no panacea. There is no ideology that is 
a panacea to making things better for people. So, we’ve got to continue the struggle, and frankly 
I think, an important thing I’m trying to do now—I think it’s important anyway—is try to 
develop critical thinking amongst young people and older people [laughs] that is going to result 
hopefully in the emergence of a new leadership that has a vision that is going to contribute to the 
survival of Mother Earth. [laughs] 

García: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
I mean, we are in some really difficult times today, and it’s very scary. 

García: 
And as our struggle does continue, Carlos, what would you pinpoint as maybe the most 
significant lessons that you and your generation have laid down for us today and for future 
generations to really learn from, as we do continue to struggle—both from your 
accomplishments and your failures? 

Muñoz: 
In a nutshell? That is the lesson that life is a struggle, and struggle is life. And what that means to 
me is that victory is in the struggle. Do you see what I’m getting at? 

García: 
Yes. 

Muñoz: 
In other words, I don’t think it is realistic to say okay, we are going to struggle because we are 
going to win. In five, ten, fifteen twenty years. No. I think it’s important to understand that 
fighting the good fight means that, as we struggle for a better world and for social justice in 
particular, or for human rights, as we struggle to achieve that, we are winning. There is the 
victory. Do you see what I am saying? And I think that’s it in a nutshell, to answer your question. 
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García: 
Okay, I think that will end it for today. Thanks Carlos.  

Muñoz: 
[laughs] Thank you. 

[End of interview] 

 


