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Abstract:  This paper reviews the postings on several list serves, including Community4Immigrant Rights, The Immigrant Solidarity Network, the National Council of La Raza (NCLR) and others, during the first month of reaction to Arizona’s anti-immigrant S.B. 1070, signed into law by Governor Jan Brewer on April 23, 2010.  It is argued that applied anthropologists interested in promoting immigrants’ rights or simply in the phenomenon of documented and undocumented immigrant adaptation in the United States can be aided in their research and advocacy by belonging to such list serves, and also by attending and documenting the protests these list serves announce.



In this paper I review some of the postings on pro-immigrant list serves in reaction to Arizona’s anti-immigrant SB 1070, for the first month after it had been signed into law on April 23, 2010 by Governor Jan Brewer.  These list serves include Community4 ImmigrantRights, the Immigrant Solidarity Network, the Border Action Network, Border 01, the National Council for La Raza (NCLR) and others in the United States and Lazos in Mexico.


As early as April 14th, when the Arizona House of Representatives passed SB 1070 with a vote of 35-21, pro-immigrant list serves, especially the Immigrant Solidarity Network, began carrying articles that criticized the mandate for local police to check the immigration status of people they suspected to be undocumented.  It was noted that police were divided in their reactions to the proposed law due to the erosion of trust it would provoke among immigrants who could potentially be witnesses to crimes.


Two days prior to Governor Brewer’s signing of the law, a New York Times article was posted on Border 01, reporting that a national police organization claimed that the law could lead to racial and ethnic profiling and threaten public safety as immigrants would not cooperate with the authorities in case of crimes committed against them or others for fear of deportation.  When the bill was signed into law on Friday, April 23rd, a number of pro-immigrant organizations, including the National Council of La Raza, Border 01, Presente.org, the Border Action Network, and the Immigrant Solidarity Network had postings the same day condemning the law that was to go into effect on July 29th, 2010.

A Los Angeles Times article posted on the Immigrant Solidarity Network list serve  noted that religious leaders as well as police chiefs had asked Brewer to veto the bill.  On the same day, Border 01 posted a notice from AILA (American Immigrant Lawyer’s Association) saying that its Board of Governors had decided to move its fall conference from Arizona to another state in reaction to “the harshest anti-immigration bill in over a decade.”  The same list serve noted that Obama had called the law “irresponsible.”  Presente.org issued a petition the same day the law was passed, asking people to sign it online.  Called “Shame on Arizona,” it was to be presented to Gov. Brewer as well as state and local tourism and commercial officials.


Rallies against the law began immediately.  Border Action Network announced that Arizona Congressman Raúl Grijalva would host a rally the following day, April 24th, in Tucson and that U.S. Congressman from Arizona Luís Guitierrez would also host a rally on Sunday, the 25th, in Phoenix.


Also on April 23rd, the Community4ImmigrantRights list serve announced that the Black Alliance for Just Immigration had called Arizona the State of Hate and that the Japanese American Citizens’ League (JACL) expressed alarm for those of color under Arizona’s new law.  The same list serve reported that on April 23rd a number of pro-immigrant groups, including the National Immigration Law Center, Jobs with Justice, Lawyers’ Committee for Civil Rights Under Law, National Domestic Workers’ Alliance and the New Orleans center for Racial Justice had issued a “Unity Statements against the Legislation of Hate.”


A number of pro-immigrant groups began planning for widespread demonstrations to protest the new law.  One of the first to be listed, on Community4ImmigrantRights, was a bi-national Calexico-Mexicali rally organized by Hugo Castro of the San Diego-based Border Angels and Sergio Tamai, representing the Frente Civico Mexicalense (Mexicali Civic Front).


On May 3rd, Lazos—a Mexican-based list serve representing the interests of Mexican immigrants—posted a number of U.S. and Mexican newspaper articles reporting on the massive rallies that took place on May 1st and May 2nd.  The Los Angeles-based La Opinión noted that marchers on May 2nd chanted “Obama, escucha, el pueblo está en lucha,” and carried placards and wore t-shirts inscribed “Do I look illegal to you?”  The Chicago-based La Raza reported that on May 1st tens of thousands protested on the streets of Chicago.  The Mexican-based newspaper La Jornada reported on May 2nd that hundreds of thousands took to the streets in 80 U.S. cities on May 1st in protest of Arizona’s law.  The La Jornada article mentions that there were protest marches in Atlanta, Chicago, Denver, New York, Los Angeles, Milwaukee, Boston, and towns in Texas and Minnesota, among other places.  Los Angeles had the largest demonstration, with organizers claiming 250 thousand, and police claiming 50 thousand.  The article noted that the protests were not as large as on May Day in 2006, when in Dallas 500 thousand marched for immigrants’ rights—the largest march in the city’s history.  Lazos also posted articles from the Washington Post, the Los Angles Times, the Denver Post, the Chicago Tribune, and the San Diego Tribune, all of which covered some aspect of the protest marches.


Prior to the rallies, however, a number of individuals and groups decided to boycott Arizona in protest against SB 1070.  Luminaries such as Colombian-born Shakira, Mexican-American Linda Ronstadt, and Puerto Rican singer Ricky Martin publicly protested the law, and this was noted on April 28th and 29th on the Community4ImmigrantRights list serve.  Castro would eventually make a statement against it as well.


As posted on the Community4ImmigrantRights list serve on April 26th, more than 30 religious leaders in Tucson called SB 1070 a “racist and sinful” law.  The same list serve announced that MECHA (Movimiento Estudantil Chicano de Aztlán) sent a message opposing the law on a number of grounds, one of which was that it “will further discrimination against communities of color regardless of documented status,” and another of which was that the law was contrary to both the U.S. Constitution and the Universal Declaration of Human Rights.  Entire cities and counties outside of Arizona began calling for a boycott of that state.  Community4 ImmigrantRights reported on April 26th that San Francisco City Attorney Daniel Herrera and Democratic Representative Jo Baca of san Bernadino, California had both called for boycotts.  The same list serve announced on April 28th that by that date the Los Angeles City Council as well as elected officials in San Francisco and Sacramento were calling for boycotts of Arizona.  By May 4th, resolutions were passed to boycott Arizona in these California cities as well as in San Diego, Boston, and El Paso County, Texas.  Boycotts and condemnations of Arizona were eventually registered by a number of cities and counties across the nation, including Austin, Texas, Oakland, Calexico, San Diego, West Hollywood and Richmond, California, Flagstaff, Arizona, St. Paul, Minnesota, Boulder and Denver, Colorado, Washington, D.C., New York city, and Seattle, Washington as a new pro-immigrant coalition website www.UnitedArizona.com informed the public (accessed April 18th, 2010).  Community4ImmigrantRights posted on May 1st that MALDEF, ACLU, the National Day Labor Organizing Network (NDLON) and the National Coalition of Latino Clergy and Christian Leaders Defense Fund were preparing a lawsuit to contest the constitutionality of SB 1070.


By May 5th the Immigration Solidarity Network list serve reported that the Arizona Hotel and Lodging Association said 19 groups had cancelled events in Arizona, representing a loss of 15,000 room reservations.  More event cancellations would follow, with much attention being paid requesting the National Baseball League’s 2011 All-Star Game to be moved from Arizona to another state.


On May 6th, the National Council of La Raza list serve sent out a petition calling for signatories to boycott Arizona until SB 1070 was repealed.  They along with organizations such as the American Asian Justice Center (AAJC), the Service Employees International Union (SEIU), the League of United Latin American Citizens (LULAC), among others, announce their boycott against Arizona.  Among their requests is for the 2011 All-Star Game to change its venue.


Earlier on, the Arizona law received international attention beyond Mexico and the United States.  The Immigration Solidarity Network posted a notice on April 29th about the concerns expressed by the Inter-American Commission on Human Rights, part of the Organization of American States (OAS) about the risk of racial discrimination and the violation of international norms concerning the detention of persons that are embodied in Arizona’s SB 1070.  Somewhere along the line, the Arizona legislature responded to racial profiling allegations by taming down the original language.  Yet, few were fooled.


Mexican President Felipe Calderón came to visit with the U.S. President Obama partially in response to the Arizona law.  Lazos, on May 20th, posted articles from La Raza, El Universal, La Reforma, El Milenio, the Washington Post, the Arizona Daily Star, the Washington Times, La Opinión, and the Los Angeles Times as well as other newspapers covering their meeting as well as Calderón’s speech to the U.S. Congress in which he condemns Arizona’s S.B. 1070 and asks for a comprehensive immigration reform law.  The Obama administration did not immediately respond. It was not until July 6th that it was announced that the United States would take Arizona to court over the law on the grounds that immigration law was a federal purview and could not be legislated piecemeal by states. The announcement of the case received attention on pro-immigrant list serves in the U.S. and in newspaper articles posted on Lazos in Mexico.


Not all of the pro-immigrant list serves had good news to report about reactions to the Arizona law. One of their functions has been to report on  anti-immigrant movements. A Washington Times article posted May 10th, 2010, on Lazos reports that legislators in other states, including Minnesota, Maryland, North Carolina, Texas, Missouri, Nebraska and Idaho were contemplating passing laws modeled on or similar to Arizona’s SB 1070.  The same list serve on May 14th posted an article from the San Diego Union Tribune that reports that in retaliation for San Diego’s stand against SB 1070, some Arizona residents, 2 million of whom visit San Diego annually, are canceling their trips to that city, an action that is expected to cause business loses by hotels.  Posted on the Immigration Solidarity Network on May 25th was a notice that people from outside Arizona who supported Sb 1070 were traveling there as a “buycott” to combat the boycotts.


What is the message to be sent to academics and students from this short summary of some of the postings on pro-immigrant list serves concerning Arizona’s SB 1070?  First, social scientists— including anthropologists, sociologists, and political scientists— concerned with immigrants rights, can find local, state, national, and international reactions to anti-immigrant legislation by belonging to these list serves.  List serve co-ordinators such as Dorinda Moreno of the Community4ImmigrantRights site, are doing basic research on these issues, and disseminating day by day news about them to interested parties.  Second, those social scientists who which to advocate for immigrant rights can also post their observations and opinions—and perhaps even organizing initiatives—on these list serves, thereby carving out an active role for themselves in influencing public opinion and public policy.  In sum, social scientists interested in promoting immigrants’ rights or simply in the phenomenon of documented and undocumented immigrant adaptation in the United States can be aided in their research and advocacy by subscribing to such list serves, and also by attending and documenting the protests these list serves announce.
Immigrant Solidarity Network http://www.immigrantsolidarity.org/
Community4ImmigrantRights@yahoogroups.com
"Border Action Network" ban@borderaction.org
"Lazos" lazos@lazos.tralcom.com
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