
Copyright by 

Stan Carlson 

1971 



DISASTER AND ATTITUDINAL CHANGE 

IN THE GUADALUPE BARRIO 

by 

STAN CARLSON, B.A., B.F.T. 

A THESIS 

IN 

SOCIOLOGY 

Submitted to the Graduate Faculty 
of Texas Tech University in 
Partial Fulfillment of 
the Requirements for 

the Degree of 

MASTER OF ARTS 

Approved 

August, 1971 



T3 
1971 
'^o. /29 ACKNOWLEDGMENTS 

I take this opportunity to thank Dr. Mliyra S. Minnis for 

being chairman of my committee and for her keen interest and helpful 

suggestions during all stages of work on this paper. 

I also thank Dr. David Rodnick and Dr. Charles R. Chandler 

for being members of my committee. 

For exposing themselves to those hot, humid summer streets 

I am very grateful to Tony Reyes and Perry McWilliams, and especially 

to Tony Ortiz. Without the cooperation and support of Jack McGraw 

and (Miss) Lupe Rodriguez the job might never have been completed. 

The assistance of (Mrs.) Linda Perkins was invaluable. 

For their suggestions and encouragement I am grateful to 

(Miss) Debbie Pinks ton, Frank Carrillo, Saul Solis, Dr. Peder 

Christiansen, Donato Ventura, Alex Pulido and Nephtali de Leon., I 

also wish to thank Dr. Dennis Poplin and Dr. Charles D. King. 

To Tom Burtis a special note of thanks for his constructive 

criticisms and helpful suggestions. 

I am indebted to Rich Sterbanz, Dr. Sujit K. Roy, and Robert 

Robison for their time and efforts in my behalf, and to James R. 

Swann for his assistance. 

The warmest of thanks is extended to (Mrs.) Maria Guadalupe 

de Leon for her constant encouragement. 

ii 



I am thankful to have had the competent and good-natured 

assistance of (Mrs.) Joycelyn Graves, (Miss) Mary Miller, (Mrs.) 

Lana McWilliams, and (Mrs.) Gracie Wossum. 

And to all of the residents of the Guadalupe barrio who 

were kind enough to take their time to be interviewed by us, after 

they already had been interviewed too many times, I am deeply 

indebted and greatly appreciative of their courteous and gracious 

demeanor. 

Completion of this thesis was facilitated by assistance 

made available in conjunction with a National Science Foundation 

Traineeship in Sociology. 

ill 



CONTENTS 

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS ii 

LIST OF TABLES vi 

LIST OF ILLUSTRATIONS vii 

I. THE SOCIOLOGICAL QUESTION 1 

Disaster Studies 2 

Treatment of the Problem 5 

— I I . THE LUBBOCK DISASTER 7 

II. MEXICAN AMERICANS AND GOVERNMENT AGENCIES 12 

IV. HYPOTHESES 20 

Specific Concern of Study 20 

Explanation 20 

Focused Interview 22 

Hypotheses 23 

^V. METHODOLOGY 25 

The Area Involved 25 

The Sample 27 

Data Gathering 28 

VI. THE PEOPLE 29 

Social Structure 29 

The Respondents 30 

Age Distribution of Respondents 31 

Respondents' Educational Level 31 

Respondents' Property Ownership Patterns 35 

iv 



Respondents' Place of Birth 35 

Length of Residence in Lubbock 35 

Respondents' Voting Patterns 37 

The Residents 39 

Age Distribution of Residents 41 

In Summary 42 

c:5=-VII, STATISTICAL ANALYSIS OF THE DATA 47 

Section A: Attitude Toward Police and Three 
Levels of Government 48 

Section B: Attitude Toward the City Government 
of Lubbock 53 

Section C: Attitude Toward the State of Texas 
Government 59 

Section D: Attitude Toward the Federal 
Government 65 

Section E: Attitude Toward the Police 70 

VIII. CONCLUSIONS AND OBSERVATIONS 77 

Summary of Findings 77 

Conclusions 82 

Observations 83 

BIBLIOGRAPHY 89 

APPENDIX 97 

A. Revised Interview Schedule, English Language 
Version 98 

'' —B. Revised Interview Schedule, Spanish Language 
Version 101 

V 



LIST OF TABLES 

1. Age Distribution of Respondents 32 

2. Respondents' Educational Level 34 

3. Respondents' Place of Birth 36 

4. Respondents' Voting Patterns 38 

5. Number of Persons Per Family 40 

6. Age Distribution of Residents 43 

7. Total Attitude Responses Toward Police and 

Three Levels of Government 49 

8. Total Attitude Responses Toward City 
Government of Lubbock 54 

9. Total Attitude Responses Toward State of 
Texas Government 61 

10. Total Attitude Responses Toward the Federal 
Government 67 

11. Total Attitude Responses Toward the Police 72 

VI 



LIST OF ILLUSTRATIONS 

Figure 

1. Map Illustrating Location of Guadalupe 
Barrio 26 

2. Percentages of All Attitudinal Responses 
Toward Police and Three Levels of 
Government for Three Time Intervals 51 

3. Percentages of Attitudinal Responses Toward 
City Government of Lubbock for Three 
Time Intervals 57 

4. Percentages of Attitudinal Responses Toward 
State of Texas Government for Three 
Time Intervals 63 

5. Percentages of Attitudinal Responses Toward 
Federal Government for Three Time 
Intervals 68 

6. Percentages of Attitudinal Responses Toward 
the Police for Three Time Intervals 74 

VI1 



CHAPTER I 

THE SOCIOLOGICAL QUESTION 

The phenomenon to be investigated in this paper concerns the 

possible attitudinal changes, brought about by the intervention of a 

natural disaster and what occurred in the aftermath of that disaster, 

on the part of a community of minority group Mexican Americans, 

toward several prominent government institutions of the dominant Anglo 

American majority. 

Specifically, the question to be treated here may be stated as 

2 
follows: Did the attitude of the people of the Guadalupe "barrio" 

undergo any significant changes toward the federal government, the 

state government, the city government and the police after the tornado 

which occurred in Lubbock and because of what happened subsequent to 

that tornado? 

Mexican Americans (unhyphenated) is used in this paper, with 
apologies to anyone whom it might offend, to refer to Americans of 
Mexican descent, be they native born or foreign born, naturalized citi
zens of the United States. Throughout history, this group of Americans 
has been referred to variously as Latins, Latin-Americans, "Hispanos," 
Spanish-Surnamed, Spanish-Speaking, "Mejicanos," Spanish-Americans, 
Mexican-Americans, "mescans," "greasers," "taco benders," and sundry 
other dubious and demeaning titles. Of late, many younger Americans of 
Mexican descent have been using the term "Chicanos" to refer, with great 
pride, to members of their ethnic group who feel and believe as they do 
about their Mexican ancestry. This term, apparently chosen by Americans 
of Mexican descent, probably will gain in popularity and come into com
mon usage. 

The word "barrio" in Spanish means one of the districts or 
wards into which a town or city is divided. 



This question Is sociologically relevant and timely for 

several reasons. First, the federal, state, and city governments 

and/or their agencies were the Institutions either responsible for, 

or that assumed responsibility for, rendering aid and assistance 

to the tornado victims after the disaster had occurred. Did the 

actions of these Institutions, In their dealings with this minority 

group, significantly change the attitude of these Mexican Americans 

toward them? 

Second, the police, the frequent recipients of criticism from 

minority groups, had the responsibility to maintain order in the 

barrio after the tornado. Did the actions of the police subsequent 

to the disaster, and In the performance of their control and protec

tive duties, serve to alleviate or significantly change the attitude 

of these Mexican Americans toward them? 

And further. In the very complex area of majority-minority 

relations, much research, study, understanding and compassion are 

needed to solve the multiplicity of existent problems and bring about 

the changes that are needed so desperately. It Is hoped that this 

study may aid somewhat In the search for solutions to these problems. 

Disaster Studies 

Hie use of the term "disaster" can elicit a variety of dif

ferent Images and the term Is used In various and sundry ways. It 

Is often used to refer to an unexpected and unwanted experience or 

mishap, and In this context, a disaster could occur to an individual 



person, a family or other primary group, a whole community, a geo

graphical region, a whole nation, or to the entire world. Socio

logically a disaster could be defined as a "basic disruption of 

the social context within which individuals and groups function, 

or a radical departure from the pattern of normal expectations." 

Endleman, however, otfers what might be considered a more specific 

definition of a disaster: 

An event, concentrated in time and space, in which a 
society, or a relatively self-sufficient subdivision 
of a society, undergoes severe danger and incurs such 
losses to its members and physical appurtenances that 
the social structure is disrupted and the fulfillment 
of all or some of the,essential functions of the 
society IS prevented. 

Most of the studies on human behavior in disaster situations 

have been carried out since World War II. These studies were con

ducted throughout the United States and in various foreign countries, 

Since 1950 some 9,000 interviews and questionnaires were collected 

from people involved in accidents or disasters in the United States; 

7,000 interviews were carried out with people affected by bombing in 

World War II in Japan and Germany; and almost 5,000 interviews and 

3 
Lewis M. Killian, An̂  Introduction to Methodological Problems 

of Field Studies in Disasters, Committee on Disaster Studies, Report 
No. 8, Publication 465, 1956 (Washington, D. C : National Academy of 
Science-National Research Council), pp. 1-2, as quoted in Contemporary 
Social Problems, ed. by Robert K, Merton and Robert A. Nisbet (New York: 
Harcourt, Brace and World, Inc., 1961), p. 655. 

Robert Endleman, "An Approach to the Study of Disasters," 
unpublished paper. National Opinion Research Center, Disaster 
Research Project, October 10, 1952, as quoted in Contemporary Social 
Problems, ed. by Robert K. Merton and Robert A. Nisbet (New York: 
Harcourt, Brace and World, Inc., 1961), p. 655. 



questionnaires were gathered from people in the United States who 

had been involved in accidental air raid alerts or civil defense 

5 
exercises. 

Merton and Nisbet reveal that the stimulus for undertaking 

disaster research was furnished by the irrational and prolonged 

cold war promulgated by the United States and Russia, and as a 

direct result of the devices of mass annihilation devised and 

produced by both nations. 

The impetus for systematic studies of human behavior 
in disaster developed primarily from two interrelated 
practical needs: first, to secure more adequate protec
tion of the nation from the destructive and disruptive 
consequences of potential atomic, biological, and 
chemical attack; and second, to produce the maximal 
amount of disruption to the enemy in the event of a 
war. The imperative need for planning more adequate 
defenses against future attack on civilians and of 
retaliating effectively against such attack if 
launched by an enemy has occupied much of the , 
attention of those engaged in disaster research. 

This child, disaster research, although born of rather 

dubious parentage, has matured into a valuable, practical, and 

less hysterical adult. 

Many findings of disaster research are being utilized 
by national, state, and local agencies to develop more 
effective preparation for disaster warning, control, 
relief, and rehabilitation in peacetime. 

^Robert K. Merton and Robert A. Nisbet, eds., Contemporary 
Social Problems (New York: Harcourt, Brace and World, Inc., 1961), 
p. 653. 

^Ibid, 

'̂ Ibido 



Treatment of the Problem 

The primary objective of this study is to determine if the 

treatment rendered to the residents of the Guadalupe barrio by the 

institMtions charged with and responsible for relief and rehabilita

tion after the tornado, did bring about significant attitudinal 

changes on the part of these Mexican Americans toward these institu

tions . 

To measure the possible attitudinal changes of this minority 

group toward- these institutions after the tornado, it is first neces

sary to try to determine their attitude toward these institutions 

prior to the tornado. To further delineate the measurement of atti

tudinal change, an attempt was made to measure the Guadalupe barrio 

residents' attitude during three time periods: 1) before the tornado 

when conditions were "normal"; 2) the week after the tornado when the 

mass outpouring of spontaneous aid and altruistic feelings and behavior 

were at their peak; and 3) three months after the tornado when condi

tions theoretically had returned to some degree of normalcy, and at 

which time the interview schedules were administered. The methodology 

employed was that of the "focused interview," as suggested by Barton^ 

An important advance is made by gathering data on several 
time periods, for instance, responses at different stages 
of the disaster. For a period of sudden and severe impact 
this can be done only by retrospective questions, using the 
methods of the focused interview. 

g 
Allen H. Barton, Communities in Disaster: A. Sociological 

Analysis of Collective Stress Situations (New York: Doubleday and 
company. Inc., 1969), p. 57-



The attempt to measure the change in attitude of people 

affected by a disaster toward the government institutions named in 

this study may be unprecedented. That is, none of the literature 

reviewed revealed an endeavor to compare the attitude of disaster 

victims toward these government agencies prior to a disaster with 

their attitude after a disaster. However, institutional evalua

tions on the part of victims of a disaster have been employed pre

viously, but apparently only to measure the victims' post-disaster 

attitude. 

Form and Nosow, in studying the Beecher, Michigan, tornado 

of June 8, 1953, questioned victims regarding their evaluations of 

certain organizations. 

Turning to the organizational evaluations. Table 18 reveals 
that residents tended to observe organizational functioning 
primarily in nonevalnative terms, for almost three-fifths 
of their references were of this type. It may be suggested 
that organizational participation in the disaster was more or 
less expected as a normal occurrence, and that organizations 
with which people have the greatest acquaintance, such as 
police, fire departments, and National Guard, were also 
those with the highest frequency of nonevaluative comments. 

It would seem that Form and Nosow directed their attitudinal 

questions to what disaster victims felt was the response of these 

organizations to the disaster and the functions these organizations 

performed after the disaster. No reported effort was made to compare 

the victims' post-tornado attitude toward these institutions with 

their pre-tornado attitude. 

9 
William H. Form and Sigmund Nosow, Community in Disaster 

(New York: Harper and Brothers, 1958), p. 121. 



CHAPTER II 

THE LUBBOCK DISASTER 

On May 11, 19 70, a tornado struck Lubbock, Texas, which 

"killed 26 people, left thousands homeless and caused from $115 to 

$125 million damage." The hardest and most severely damaged resi

dential area was the Guadalupe barrio in which, according to Repre

sentative George H. Mahon, "about 400 of the nearly 500 homes in 

Lubbock's Latin-American community were destroyed-" 

As is the case in most natural disasters of this or even 

lesser magnitude, a very human phenomenon occurs: those who have 

been least affected or not affected by the disaster become extra

ordinarily compassionate to their fellow, less fortunate man—they 

closely approximate the "ideal type" human being. 

Barton suggests that a "disaster tends to 'destratify' the 

community, making prior social status and relationships less relevant 

3 
than the present community of fate." Neighbors who have not spoken 

to each other suddenly become friends. The rich and the poor unite 

in an unprecedented alliance of purpose. Racial and ethnic prejudices 

are temporarily forgotten in the common effort to help the victims of 

the disaster. 

Peggy Simpson, "Of Tornado: Mahon Urges Changes to Aid Vic
tims," Lubbock Avalanche-Journal, July 29, 1970, p. 10. 

^Ibid. 

3 
Barton, Communities in Disaster: A Sociological Analysis 

of Collective Stress Situations, p. 245. 
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Unlike most primitive communities, urban societies pre
scribe few obligations and little emotional attachment 
among community members in general. Arousing active 
altruistic behavior in a large part of the population 
is a most unusual event. Yet most studies of sudden 
natural disaster report great emotional solidarity and 
mutual helpfulness in the disaster-striken population. 
An outpouring of altruistic feelings and behavior begins 
with mass rescue work and carries on for days, weeks, 
possibly even months after the impact. 

The deeply felt shock and feelings of intense disbelief and 

profound sadness that follow a natural disaster were vividly pointed 

out in an article in the Lubbock Avalanche-Journal of May 15, 1970, 

under the headline, "Sunday Drivers View Storm Havoc." Many photos 

depicted hundreds, possibly thousands, of automobiles slowly touring 

the devastated areas of the city, this first day that the public was 

allowed to view en masse the Guadalupe barrio and other heavily damaged 

areas of the Lubbock community. These photos might tend to corroborate 

the newsman's rule of thumb that the bigger the disaster, the more 

people will be interested in it. However, viewed from a slightly dif

ferent perspective, these photos might have been those of a massive 

funeral procession, involved in what Janis, Mahl, Kagan and Holt des

cribe as the "disaster syndrome"—people viewing with disbelief the 

havoc that has been dealt to their culture. 

So frequent is the sequence of dazed shock followed by grief 
and mourning in disaster-stricken cities that it has been 
called the "disaster syndrome." . . .Whenever a person wit
nesses destruction within his own community, he goes through 
a process of assimilation that is identical with the work of 
mourning . . . even when a survivor has not undergone any 
personal loss in a disaster, he is shocked by the "cultural 
damage." When he sees that a part of his culture is no longer 
intact, he reacts "as if a beloved object were dead." 

^Ibid. , pp. 205-206. 



. . . A peculiar phenomenon follows every large-
scale disaster and seems to be closely linked with 
the process of working through the cultural damage. 
People living near-by converge on the disaster site 
and stare, hour after hour, at the destroyed build
ings. This staring behavior appears to be obsessional 
and is accompanied by disturbt̂ d feelings of morose 
perplexity.^ 

After the tornado, volunteers from many walks of life could be 

seen in the Guadalupe barrio attempting to help the victims. City 

officials responded with on the spot inspections and tangible aid-^ 

Help to primary group members is usually very 
strongly motivated, but the motivation to help 
neighbors with whom one is only casually acquainted 
or complete strangers living in the community is 
problematic. Yet in sudden natural disasters this 
does not seem to be a problem; there is a mass 
outpouring of spontaneous help to the victims. 

Voluntary agencies sent in teams of disaster experts. The 

federal government reacted by declaring Lubbock a disaster area. 

Irving L. Janis, George F» Mahl, Jerome Kagan, and Robert Re, Holt, 
Personality Dynamics, Development and Assessment (New York: Harcourt, 
Brace and World, Inc., 1969), pp. 189-190. 

Conflicting reports exist as to the speed with which the city 
government responded with tangible aid. As one example, a volunteer 
working in the barrio confided to this writer that after repeated 
requests to the city government to supply water, no water was forth
coming. This problem was solved, after the barrio had been without 
water for almost three days, by a volunteer who "confiscated" a water 
truck and drove it to the barrio. Reportedly, this was one of three 
water trucks that sat idle in an affluent Lubbock neighborhood which 
also had been damaged extensively by the tornado. This report was 
corroborated by at least two other volunteers and several residents 
of the Guadalupe barrio. An official of the Department of Public 
Works stated he had no knowledge of this incident. He further stated 
that all city water lines had been repressurized the day after the 
tornado, and there was no reason for anyone in the city to have been 
without water. 

Barton, Communities in Disaster: A. Sociological Analysis 
of Collective Stress Situations, p. 146. 
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entitling victims to federal aid, and sent in a multiplicity of 

experts to evaluate the damage and ascertain the amount of assist

ance needed. 

More than 160 families fnm the Guadalupe barrio who had lost 

their homes in the tornado were moved to vacant, federally owned 

9 
housing in northeast Lubbock. Approximately 150 families who lost 

their homes in the Guadalupe barrio moved or were moved to other 

available housing in Lubbock. These families have been the focus 

of much attention since the tornado and have been the objects of 

several studies. One of these is a scientifically conducted study 

of relocation into a tri-ethnic neighborhood (Northeast Lubbock's 

Parkway area), being conducted by the Department of Sociology of 

Texas Tech University. 

o 

Months after the tornado, federal aid to the Guadalupe 
barrio tornado victims seemed problematic. This writer attended 
several meetings between Guadalupe barrio tornado victims and 
representatives of the agencies that were to administer federal 
aid monies for rebuilding, etc. These meetings, for the majority 
of the barrio tornado victims who attended them, resulted in rather 
pathetic confusion and some understandable hostility. Pertinent and 
important questions asked by barrio tornado victims repeatedly were 
avoided by claims that only a higher authority could answer them or 
through replies so evasive that they were meaningless. This confusion 
was cause for great dismay for many of the tornado victims: "They 
want to discourage us so that our land can be sold cheaply for busi
nesses to build on. We may as well forget about rebuilding our homes 
and moving back to Guadalupe." At the same time it seemed to rein
force the tenacity of others: "In the end they may win. We have 
no power. But they will have to fight me all the way. It isn't the 
first time they have tried to take our land from us," 

9 
This information was obtained from Mi Casita. Mi Casita is 

a federally funded counseling organization established in Lubbock to 
aid tornado victims, and has jurisdiction over the Parkway area in 
northeast Lubbock. 

This figure is an approximation based on information received 
from individuals who participated in relocating families from the 
Guadalupe barrio whose homes were destroyed by the tornado. 
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However, in the fervor, excitement and confusion of moving 

and settling more than 300 displaced families into adequate temporary 

housing, the 83 families who were left in the Guadalupe barrio became 

a relatively forgotten group. These are the families whose houses 

were not destroyed by the tornado, and for this or other reasons 

chose to remain in the Guadalupe barrio. This study focuses on these 

83 families. 

•'•'̂ Prior to the commencement of this study, estimates were 
that from 50 to 60 families remained in the Guadalupe barrio. By 
actual physical count it was determined that 83 families (house
holds) still were living in the Guadalupe barrio at the time the 
interview schedules for this study were administered. 



CHAPTER III 

MEXICAN AMERICANS AND GOVERNMENT AGENCIES 

Prejudice and discrimination against Americans of Mexican 

descent in the United States' Southwest date far back into history. 

A complete discussion of this topic is beyond the limits of this 

study, and already has been given broad and well documented treat-

2 
ment by several scholars. A brief consideration of the prejudice 

and discrimination against Mexican Americans by the dominant Anglo 

American group and its government agencies, however, would be 

Prejudice and discrimination are words in constant and 
broad use today. This widespread usage has tended to distort 
rather than clarify the precise meaning of each word. For 
purposes of clarity, Burma's definitions of these two terms are 
offered: "Prejudice is best used to describe an attitude, a 
feeling, and as such is covert. Discrimination is best used to 
describe an act, and hence is overt. The terms are not synonymous 
and although prejudice commonly results in discrimination, it 
need not and often does not. Discrimination usually is the result 
of prejudice, but it may have other sources, as for example, 
simple self-interest." John H. Burma, "Mexican Americans, Prejudice 
and Discrimination: An Application of the Simpson-Yinger Model," 
Mexican-Americans in the United States, ed. by John H. Burma (New 
York: Harper and Row, 1970), p. 57, 

2 
The literature on this subject is substantial and growing. 

For example, see Octavio Ignacio Romano-V., "The Anthropology and 
Sociology of the Mexican-Americans: The Distortion of Mexican-
American History: El Grito, Volume II, No. 1, Fall, 1968, 
pp. 13-26; Carey McWilliams, North From Mexico: The Spanish-
Speaking People of the United States (New York: Greenwood Press, 
1968); John Gregory Dunne, Delano: The Story of the California 
Grape Strike (New York: Farrar, Straus and Giroux, 1967); Stan 
Steiner, La. Raza: The Mexican Americans (New York: Harper and 
Row, 1970); and Mary Ellen Leary, "Children Who are Tested in an 
Alien Language: Mentally Retarded?" The New Republic, May 30, 
1970, pp. 17-18. 

12 
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3 
appropriate at this point. Ewing has stated very succinctly the 

situation in which Mexican Americans find themselves in the United 

States. 

The fact is that Mexican-Americans, Spanish-Americans, 
or Hispanos in the Southwest are considered intruders 
by the dominant culture in spite of the fact that their 
ancestors happened to have been there as a functioning 
society with their own culture when the Anglo-American 
system engulfed them.^ 

In 1848, when Sam Houston was a United States Senator from 

Texas, feelings were so strong against the Mexican Americans that 

he could state publicly: 

The Anglo-Saxon race [must] pervade the whole southern 
extremity of this vast continent. . . . The Mexicans 
are no better than Indians, and I see no reason why 
we should not take their land. 

The contempt in which the Mexican Americans were held by the 

Anglos is described strikingly by McWilliams and Dobie in an anecdote 

about a Texas outlaw. When the infamous bad man. King Fisher, was 

asked how many men he had killed, his reply was that he had dispatched 

3 
For brief discussions of prejudice and discrimination against 

Mexican Americans, see Burma, "Mexican Americans, Prejudice and Discrim
ination," pp. 55-61; and James de Anda, "Civil Rights—Need for Executive 
Branch to Take Positive Steps to Rectify Discrimination in Jury Selection, 
Voting Eligibility and School Enrollment," Mexican-Americans in the United 
States, ed. by John H. Burma (New York: Harper and Row, 1970), pp. 81-88. 
For a more complete discussion of the causes and consequences of prejudice 
and discrimination, see George E. Simpson and J. Milton Yinger, Racial 
and Cultural Minorities (New York: Harper and Row, 1965). 

Kern Ewing, "The Mexican-American Value System in an Urban 
Environment" (unpublished master's thesis, Texas Tech University, August, 
1970), p. 4. 

Ruth Landes, Latin Americans of the Southwest (New York: McGraw-
Hill, 1965), p. 12. 
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a certain number of men. "But I don't count Mexicans," he went on 

to explain. Dobie contends that it was this contemptuous attitude 

toward Mexican Americans that brought into popularity the phrase, 

"He's killed [so many] white men and no telling how many Mexicans," 

and the Alamo did not end the hostilities between the Anglos and the 

Mexicans. 

Much has been said of the troubles between frontiersmen 
and Indians, but for fifty years and more the clashes 
between Texas frontiersmen and Mexicans along, and for 
150 miles back from, the Rio Grande were so frequent and 
bloody that they probably cost ten times as many lives 
as did the struggle between frontiersmen and Indians in 
the same territory. 

Even in the academic community there seemed to be a glaring 

lack of understanding of the problems of Mexican Americans and the 

consequences of their regrettable situation. The Readers' Guide, 

from 1920 to 1930, lists fifty-one articles on "the Mexican problem." 

An examination of these articles reveals that the causes of "the 

problem" were overlooked. These articles are pervaded with the 

"social work" approach, and concern themselves with rates of disease, 

Mexican delinquency, illiteracy, poor housing, and low wages. "In 

other words, the Mexican problem has been defined in terms of the 

9 
social consequences of Mexican immigration." The Mexican American 

McWilliams, North From Mexico, p- 98; and J. Frank Dobie, 
A Vaquero of the Brush Country (Boston: Little, Brown, and Company, 
1929), p. 43. 

Dobie, A Vaquero of the Brush Country, p. 44. 

^Ibid. 

9 
McWilliams, North From Mexico, p. 206. 
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himself, then, was considered "the problem," ridiculously stereo

typed, completely misunderstood and harshly mistreated. 

They are well known for their habitual laziness which is 
the despair of the energetic Americans who cannot under
stand the characteristic psychology of the Mexican 
workingman or woman who will work a while and then quit 
if he isn't allowed to "lay off." 

The Mexicans do not resent the overlordship of their 
white employers and are perfectly satisfied to let 
their contact in the majority of cases with white 
people be simplv a working and paying arrangement. 

How are we to overcome the tendency towards lying 
on the part of the Mexicans . . . 

The city [Lubbock] considers a sewerage system for the 
Mexican town a complete loss and does not even plan tcp 
lay a line to that part of town in the remote future. 

"The mexicanos have suffered from a long history of prejudice 

and discrimination at the hands of the dominant group . . . " which 

have caused them to feel that "both the county and the municipal govern

ments seemed to concern themselves with Mexican-Americans only to the 

12 
extent of maintaining them as a source of cheap, unskilled labor," 

This profound feeling of suspicion of government agencies may 

be attributed in part to the Mexican Americans' supposition that 

authorities in general have very little concern for the lives of the 

common people. This also seems to hold true in Mexico where the poor 

Virda E. Hinton, "The Mexican Problem on the South Plains" 
(unpublished master's thesis, Texas Tech University, August, 1929), 
pp. 7, 17, 29, and 39. 

''"'̂ Charles R. Chandler, "The Mexican-American Protest Movement 
in Texas" (unpublished doctoral dissertation, Tulane University, 1968), 
p. 2. 

"^^Ibid., p. 209. 
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maintain an intense distrust of government, politics and law, and 

13 
Ignore them as much as possible. 

Among the older Mexican-Americans, and those from Texas 
in particular, there is a profound and understandable 
distrust of Anglo politicians, welfare administrators, 
researchers, social workers, court officials, draft 
board officials, teachers and counselors. Experience 
has taught them that they are helpless in confrontation 
with a cold and often complex Anglo establishment. In 
time, as with all poverty groups, helpless distrust and 
hostility lapse into passivity. Anger seems to be pri
vatized, often specific rather than general, expressed 
in domestic rather than public contexts. Quite possibly 
the "haughtv indifference" so many researchers report 
in smaller isolated Mexican-American communities is in 
fact the public expression of deep hurt and anger. 

Adding to the Mexican Americans' distrust and suspicion of 

governmental bodies is their under-representation in government. 

The American Indians are the only other group that have less voice 

in government than the Mexican Americans. It has been reported that 

if the Mexican Americans had representation in the United States 

Congress proportionate to their population, they would have from 15 

to 25 Congressmen instead of only four. 

The discontent of Mexican Americans over the lack of attention 

paid to them by governments is not all imagined. In 1969, when United 

States Senator Joseph M. Montoya of New Mexico introduced a bill to 

1 o 
Ewing, "The Mexican-American Value System," p. 25. 

Joan W. Moore, "Mexican-Americans: Problems and Prospects," 
Special Report, Institute for Research on Poverty. Paper prepared for 
the Office of Economic Opportunity in November, 1966 (Madison, Wisconsin; 
The University of Wisconsin, 1966), p. 48. 

1 c 
Stan Steiner, "Militance Among the Mexican Americans: Chicano 

Power," The New Republic, June 20, 1970, 16. 
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continue President Johnson's Committee on Mexican American Affairs 

and rename it to the Cabinet Committee on Opportunity for the Spanish-

Speaking, the bill passed the Senate and was subsequently sent to the 

the House. Inquiry as to the bill's status in the House, after it had 

been there for four months, brought forth the embarrassed response that 

it had been lost. "It was found in the House Foreign Affairs Committee. 

Someone had assumed that'Mexican American Affairs' was a 'foreign prob-

lem.'"^^ 

Distrust of government agencies also is extended to the admin

istrators of justice, including the police. 

Mexican American conflicts with the police are an endemic 
problem throughout the Southwest and a major source of 
hostility. No significant efforts to "involve" Mexican-
American communities in law enforcement are known nor has 
there been any sustained successful effort to recruit 
Mexican law officers. The charge of "police brutality" _ 
is often raised and is a continuous source of friction. 

Referring to the United States Commission on Civil Rights 

report on Mexican Americans and the Administration of Justice in the 

Southwest, The Texas Observer noted that "Considerable evidence was 

presented to show that Mexican Americans do not expect justice from 

the American judicial process, and that they have considerable exper-

18 
ience to justify that lack of expectation." The conclusion of the 

Ibid. , p. 17. 

17, Moore, "Mexican-Americans: Problems and Prospects," pp. 

42-43. 

David Fishlow, "Discrimination Against La Raza: Not It s 
Official," The Texas Observer, June 12, 1970, p. 9. 
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Commission was that its report: 

. . . paints a bleak picture of the relationship between 
Mexican Americans in the Southwest and the agencies which 
administer justice in those states. The attitude of 
Mexican Americans toward the institutions responsible 
for the administration of justice—the police, the courts, 
and related agencies—is distrustful, fearful and hostile."'"̂  

With specific reference to the charge of "police brutality," 

it has been shown that the lower class has been the major recipient 

of maltreatment. The ways in which police traditionally have behaved 

with certain people, or certain groups of people, especially citizens 

of lower income, have been the use of profane and abusive language, 

commands to move on or get home, stopping and questioning people on 

the street or searching them and their cars, threats to use force if 

not obeyed, prodding with a night stick or approaching with a drawn 

20 
pistol, and the use of physical force or violence itself. 

Add to all of the above the harsh, insulting treatment meted 

out to Mexican Americans, including highly decorated war heroes in 

21 
uniform, by many public places of business in the Southwest, and 

the resentment and hostility Mexican Americans feel toward the dominant 

Anglo American group is understood more readily. 

The general feelings of Mexican Americans on how they are 

treated by the dominant group and its governmental agencies may be 

19 
United States Commission on Civil Rights, Mexican Americans 

and the Administration of Justice in the Southwest, May, 1970. 
20 
Albert J. Reiss, Jr., "Police Brutality—Answers to Key 

Questions," Law and Order Police Encounters, ed. by Michael Lipsky 
(New Brunswick, New Jersey: Aldine Publishing Compaay, 1970), 
pp. 59, 77. 

21 
Pauline R. Kibbe, Latin Americans in Texas (Albuquerque: 

The University of New Mexico Press, 1946). 
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summed up in the bitter words of Vicente T. Ximenes, Commissioner 

of the Equal Employment Opportunity Commission: "In time of war we 

are Americans, during elections we are Spanish Americans, and when 

22 we want a good job we are dirty Mexicans." 

The predominant attitude of Mexican Americans, then, seems to 

be that the Anglo-controlled and Anglo-dominated governmental bodies 

and their agencies, at all levels, have very little if any regard for 

Mexican Americans. And response to the rights, needs, and wants of 

Mexican Americans seems to come about only when it will serve the 

self-interest of a particular government body or agency. 

The damage done to our culture and our society and the conse

quent loss suffered by all people because of the conditions under which 

Americans of Mexican descent have been forced to live are incalculable. 

An insight into the extent of these damages and subsequent losses may 

be garnered from Burma. 

When a society prevents an individual from achieving his 
fullest growth and making his greatest contribution not only 
is that person harmed, but so is his family, his community, 
and his nation. If ten million persons are prevented, on the 
average, from achieving 10 per cent of their potential, 
this is equal to losing the intellectual and productive poten
tial of a million individuals. If, as is more nearly correct, 
ten million persons are prevented from achieving a half of 
their original potential, the unintended, latent consequences 
to our society are almost unbelievable, and certainly greater 

23 than any nation can afford. 

Vicente T. Ximenes, Equal Employment Opportunity Commission 
News, May 28, 1970. 

Burma, "Mexican Americans, Prejudice and Discrimination," 

p. 59. 



CHAPTER IV 

HYPOTHESES 

Specific Concern of Study 

The tornado that stuck Lubbock, Texas, on May 11, 1970, 

severely and extensively damaged the traditional Mexican American 

neighborhood, known as the Guadalupe barrio. More than 300 families 

whose homes had been destroyed, moved or were moved into temporary 

housing in other parts of the city. In addition, there were 83 

families (households) who did not move from the barrio after the 

tornado. These were the families whose houses were not destroyed. 

This study and the hypotheses posited herein concern only these 83 

families. 

Explanation 

The hypotheses subjected to testing in this study reflected 

a general expectation that the attitude of the Mexican American 

respondents toward the City Government of Lubbock, the State of Texas 

Government, the Federal Government and the police would undergo sig

nificant changes during the three time intervals in question: 1) before 

the tornado; 2) the week after the tornado; and 3) three months after 

the tornado. 

It was postulated that, prior to the tornado, the attitude of 

these 83 families toward the police and these three levels of 

20 
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government would have been more negative or unfavorable than positive 

or favorable. The assumption of this negative or unfavorable attitude 

was based on extensive evidence which indicates a general feeling of 

distrust and alienation on the part of Mexican Americans throughout 

the Southwest toward the police and other government agencies at all 

levels. The literature on this subject is reviewed in Chapter III, 

"Mexican Americans and Government Agencies." 

With the influx of many forms of aid and assistance into the 

Guadalupe barrio the week after the tornado, it was assumed that the 

attitude of these 83 families would have changed positively toward 

the police and these three levels of government. This assumption was 

made since the City Government of Lubbock, the State of Texas Govern

ment, the Federal Government and the police were the agencies respon

sible for rendering aid and assistance after the tornado and in the 

victims' most urgent time of need. 

It was posited that, three months after the tornado, when 

conditions theoretically had returned to some degree of normalcy, the 

attitude of these 83 families would still have been favorable toward 

the police and these three levels of government, but less favorable 

than one week after the tornado. This assumption was based on the 

fact that the Guadalupe barrio received much coverage in the local 

news media. And, although some confusion still seems to exist as to 

the ultimate plans for the Guadalupe barrio, the much publicized con

cern of government agencies for the barrio may have served to maintain 

any newly acquired feeling of confidence in government agencies on the 

part of these 83 families. 
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Focused Interview 

To attempt to ascertain the attitude of the respondents 

during these three different time intervals, the "focused interview""'' 

method was employed. That is, the respondents were asked retrospec

tive questions concerning their attitude toward the police and the 

three levels of government during two past time intervals: before 

the tornado and the week after the tornado. Answers to any retro

spective questions, naturally, involve a memory factor that can be 

depended upon only to the extent of the reliability of the respond

ents' ability to recall past thoughts, ideas and opinions. However 

questionable this methodology may be for obtaining attitudinal 

responses to specific time periods in the past, it is felt that it 

has served some purpose. There were no other data available con

cerning the attitude of these 83 families toward the police and the 

three levels of government prior to the tornado or one week after 

the tornado. 

For the third time interval, three months after the tornado, 

the respondents were asked questions which pertained to their attitude 

toward the police and the three levels of government at the time the 

interview schedules were administered, which was three months after 

the tornado. In other words, there was no memory factor involved 

concerning the respondents' attitude during the third time interval. 

Allen H. Barton, Communities in Disaster: A Sociological 
Analysis of Collective Stress Situations (New York: Doubleday and 
Company, Inc., 1969), p. 57. 



23 

Hypotheses 

The hypotheses of this study concerning the 83 families who 

remained in the Guadalupe barrio after the tornado are as follows: 

Hypothesis 1̂. Prior to the tornado of May 11, 1970, the 

attitude of these families toward the City Government of Lubbock, 

the State of Texas Government, the Federal Government and the police, 

as measured by the interview schedule (Appendix A, Questions 17a, b, 

c, and 20), would have been more negative or unfavorable than positive 

or favorable. 

Hypothesis 2^. The week after the tornado of May 11, 1970, 

the attitude of these families toward the City Government of Lubbock, 

the State of Texas Government, the Federal Government and the police, 

as measured by the interview schedule (Appendix A, Questions 18a, b, 

c, and 21), would have been much more positive or favorable than neg

ative or unfavorable. 

Hypothesis ^. Three months after the tornado of May 11, 1970, 

the attitude of these families toward the City Government of Lubbock, 

2 
A five point attitudinal scale was used to measure the responses 

to questions concerning the police and the three levels of government: 
1—Very Favorable; 2—Favorable; 3—No Opinion; 4—unfavorable; 5—Very 
Unfavorable. The interviewers determined, by the respondents' answers, 
the degree of favorableness or unfavorableness felt toward each agency 
during each of the three time intervals. These five categories were 
later collapsed to three categories for purposes of statistical anal
ysis: 2—Very Favorable and Favorable responses; 3—No opinion; and 
4—Unfavorable and Very Unfavorable responses. 
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the State of Texas Government, the Federal Government and the police, 

as measured by the Interview schedule (Appendix A, Questions 19a, b, 

c, and 22), would have been more positive or unfavorable than negative 

or unfavorable, but would have been less favorable than one week after 

the tornado. 



CHAPTER V 

METHODOLOGY 

The Area Involved 

The sample for this study was drawn from the traditional 

Mexican American community of Lubbock which is known either as the 

Guadalupe neighborhood or the Guadalupe barrio. 

This area is bounded on the south by the Panhandle and 

Santa Fe railroad tracks; on the east by Avenue H; on the west by 

Avenue Q; and on the north by Yellowhouse Canyon. (See map below.) 

The Guadalupe barrio is located within the confines of 

Lubbock census tract eight, and comprises roughly 20 per cent to 25 

per cent of that census tract. Since Mexican American citizens also 

lived in other parts of census tract eight, it was not possible to 

determine with accuracy from census tract information the number of 

Mexican American inhabitants of the Guadalupe barrio prior to the 

tornado of May 11, 19 70. 

The Guadalupe barrio was an almost completely residential 

area. It contained one elementary school, four churches of various 

faiths, the Catholic Church, Saint Joseph's, having the largest con

gregation, and several small stores that sold groceries and some dry 

goods. The exceptions to this were the commercial establishments on 

the west side of Avenue H and a large cement plant located inside 

25 
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Figure 1. Map Illustrating Location of Guadalupe Barrio. 
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the barrio, adjacent to and north of the railroad tracks; but, 

generally, these were businesses that just happened to be located 

on the periphery of the Guadalupe barrio, and had little to do 

with the people of this area. 

The Sample 

Drawing the sample for this study was a relatively simple 

procedure. After the tornado, estimates of the number of families 

(households) that remained in the Gudalupe barrio ranged from 50 to 

60. Interviewers visited every house left standing in the barrio 

after the tornado. It was determined, by ictual physical count, that 

83 families were still living in the barrio. Plans were made to 

attempt to inverview each of these 8 3 families, but this was not 

possible. However, a total of 71 interview schedules were success

fully administered to 71 different families. One prospective respond

ent refused to be interviewed, stating that she already had been 

interviewed too many times. The interviewers were unable to contact 

the heads of 11 of the 83 families; in these 11 cases, both the hus

bands and wives worked at two or more jobs and, consequently, left 

for work early in the morning and arrived home late at night. 

The universe for this study, then, was the 83 families who 

remained living in the Guadalupe barrio after the tornado» The sample 

for this study was 71 of those families (85.5 per cent). 

With the exception of two Anglo Americans, all of the respond

ents were Americans of Mexican descent, as were the 11 families who 
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could not be contacted for interviews. The exceptions to this were 

the head of an Anglo American household and the Anglo American spouse 

of a Mexican American resident. An elderly Afro American female 

moved from the Guadalupe barrio the day before she was to have been 

contacted for an interview. 

Data Gathering 

Three bilingual male interviewers, including a young man who 

had grown up in the Guadalupe barrio and the writer, gathered most of 

the information for this study. A fourth bilingual male interviewer 

administered six interview schedules. Two of the interviewers were 

undergraduate students and the other two were graduate students at 

Texas Tech University. All four interviewers had had experience in 

interviewing in Spanish and English. All of the interviews, with the 

exception of two, were conducted in Spanish. Interviews were made at 

all times during the day (from 10:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m.), and during 

all days of the week, excepting Sunday. 

The writer and one other interviewer conducted a pretest with 

the original interview schedule, administering three of the instruments 

on August 11, 1970, three months to the day after the tornado- The 

interview schedule was revised, and interviewing was resumed the fol

lowing day and continued until all possible interviews had been com

pleted on August 28, 1970. 

This information came from neighbors and friends of these 

11 families. 



CHAPTER VI 

THE PEOPLE 

Social Structure 

The social structure of the Guadalupe barrio was one of 

tightly knit primary group associations, including families, 

neighbors, palomillas, and compadrazgo, the ritual kinship prac

ticed by many Americans of Mexican descent. Constituted as it 

was, the Guadalupe barrio would closely approximate Poplin's 

definition of a nieghborhood: 

As social entities, neighborhoods consist of a group 
of people whose association with one another grows 
out of the fact that they live in a delimited area. 
Hence, neighborhoods are often analyzed as arenas in 
which people visit with each other, borrow from each 
other, and render mutual assistance in times of crisis. 

The communication and contact between the people of this 

seemingly friendly neighborhood were such that, probably, it would 

have been unusual for someone living in the barrio not to have been 

known by other residents; this would have been the newcomer, and he 

3 
likely would have remained unknown for only a short period of time. 

'^^ palomilla means, literally, a covey of doves. As used 
here it refers to a network of informal dyadic relations between age 
mates. 

2 
Dennis Poplin, The Community: A Survey of Theories and 

Methods of Research, Department of Sociology and Anthropology, Texas 
Tech University (Lubbock, Texas: By the author, 1969), p. 58-

3 
Information on the social structure is based on the writer's 

personal knowledge of the Guadalupe barrio, gained through personal 
contacts prior to and subsequent to the tornado of May 11, 1970. 

90 
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This may be due, in part, to the fact that the Guadalupe barrio had 

been the home of many of its residents for a substantial length of 

time. For example, in the sample interviewed for this study, 66 of 

the respondents (80.5 per cent) had lived in the barrio for 20 years 

or more; 33 of them (40.2 per cent) had lived there 20 to 29 years; 

10 of them (12.2 per cent) had lived there 30 to 39 years; 15 of 

them (18.3 per cent) had lived there 40 to 49 years; and 8 of them 

(9.8 per cent) had lived there 50 or more years. The median length 

of residence in Lubbock, for all of the respondents, was 26 years; 

the mean (average) length of residence was 30.03 years; and the 

modal length of residence was 25 years. Therefore, it is evident 

that the respondents in this study were not newcomers to the Guada

lupe barrio, to Lubbock or to Texas. 

The Respondents 

A total of 71 interview schedules were administered to 71 

different families. In 18 of these interviews (25.4 per cent), 

husbands alone answered the questions; the wives were not present, 

and in two cases the men were widowers. Thirty-seven of the inter

views (52.1 per cent) were conducted with wives only; the humbands 

were not present, and in 14 cases the women were widows. Both 

husbands and wives, together, answered the questions in 11 inter

views (15.5 per cent). Last, five interviews (7.0 per cent) were 

completed by someone other than a husband or wife: 1) the minor 

daughter of a head of household; 2) the adult sister of a head of 

household; 3) an unmarried adult male head of household; 4) the 



31 

adult son of a head of household; and 5) the adult nephew of a head 

of household. 

For the 71 different families interviewed, then, a total of 

82 people responded to the 71 completed interview schedules, com

prising a total of 50 female respondents (61 per cent), and 32 male 

respondents (39 per cent). 

Age Distribution of Respondents 

The median age of all of the respondents was 52 years. 

(See Table 1 below.) For purposes of comparison, it is interesting 

to note that the median age of the United States in 1960 was 29.5 

4 
years. Thus, the respondents in this study comprise a much older 

group than the population of the United States in general. 

Respondents' Educational Level 

To a great extent, the educational composition of a popula

tion is the most relevant measure of that population's advancement. 

In a rural-agrarian society where traditions rule, and change is 

slow in coming, education is considered relatively unimportant. A 

child can learn by observation and actual participation, the skills 

needed to become as good a farmer as his father. On the other hand, 

in a highly industrialized society where change becomes a way of life 

and the power of one's muscles becomes a less-needed commodity, edu

cation becomes an item of prime importance. 

U. S. Bureau of the Census, U. S. Census of Population: 
I960, General Population Characteristics, United States Summary 
pp. 1-173. 
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TABLE 1 

AGE DISTRIBUTION OF RESPONDENTS 

Age Number Percentage 
of of of 

Respondents Persons Total 

16-24 5 6.1 

25-29 4 4.9 

30-39 14 17.1 

40-49 15 18.3 

50-59 15 18.3 

60-69 13 15.8 

70-79 13 15.8 

80-83 3 3.7 

Totals 82 100.0 

Median Age: 52 

Mean (Average) Age: 51.89 

Modal Age: 58 

Age Range: 67 (83 to 16) 
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In 1950, the median school years completed by persons 25 years 

of age and over in the United States was 9.3 years, and in 1960, 10.6 

5 
years. 

The median school years completed by the respondents 25 years 

of age and over in this study was three years. (See Table 2 below.) 

This figure is consistent with information presented in a special 

report on Mexican Americans prepared for the Office of Economic 

Opportunity in November, 1966. 

State figures again are likely to conceal important 
local variations in schooling. We note offhand a 1960 
median of 3.1 years in Lubbock, Texas, and 10.1 in 
Colorado Springs, Colorado. Schooling of Mexican-
Americans is a relatively slight 19 per cent below 
that of Anglos in Colorado Springs and a dreadful 74 
per cent in Lubbock. Furthermore, the disparities were 
smaller for the non-white, who in Lubbock are almost 
entirely Negro. But there are clear signs of progress 
during the ten years between 1950 and 1960—even in 
Lubbock, which nearly doubled its 1.7 median years of 
schooling in 1950 to 3.1 years in 1960. 

This report pointed out that Lubbock had the lowest educational 

level for Mexican Americans of any of the Southwest cities it studied, 

and noted further that: 

In Texas, for example, the Anglo enrollment at ages sixteen 
and seventeen is 76.3 per cent and the Mexican 58.6 per cent. 
At every age bracket from five to nineteen the lowest enroll
ment ratio is found in Texas. 

U. S. Bureau of the Census, U. S. Census of Population: 1960, 
General Social and Economic Characteristics, United States Summary, 
PC(1)-10, pp. 1-208, and 1-209. 

Joan W. Moore, "Mexican-Americans: Problems and Prospects," 
The University of Wisconsin, Madison, Wisconsin (Special Report, Insti
tute for Research on Poverty. Paper prepared for the Office of Economic 
Opportunity, November, 1966), pp. 23-26. 

^Ibid., p. 39. 
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TABLE 2 

RESPONDENTS' EDUCATIONAL LEVEL 

Number Number 
Years of of of 
School Persons Persons 25 Years 
Completed (All Respondents) of Age and Over 

0 23 23 

1 4 4 

2 8 8 

3 11 11 

4 7 7 

5 4 4 

6 6 6 

7 5 5 

8 5 5 

9 3 1 

10 1 1 

12 3 1 

14 1 1 

15 _i_ _£-

Totals 82 77 

Median school years completed for all respondents 25 years of age and 

over: 3 years 
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Respondents' Property Ownership Patterns 

A majority of the 71 families interviewed for this study 

owned their homes, a few of them were buying their homes, and the 

remainder were renting the houses in which they lived. The break

down is as follows: 51 families (72 per cent) owned their homes; 

7 families (10 per cent) were buying their homes; and 13 families 

(18 per cent) were renting. 

Respondents' Place of Birth 

Of the total 82 respondents, 62 persons (76 per cent) were 

born in the United States. Forty-seven of the total number of 

respondents (58 per cent) were born in Texas; of these 47, 12 per

sons (15 per cent) were bom in Lubbock, and 35 persons (43 per 

cent) were born somewhere else in Texas. Fifteen of the respondents 

(18 per cent) were born in states other than Texas. The remaining 

20 people (24 per cent) were born in Mexico. (See Table 3 below.) 

Length of Residence in Lubbock 

The median length of residence in Lubbock, for the 62 

respondents born in the United States, was 25.5 years. the mean 

(average) length of residence was 29.1 years; and the modal length 

of residence was 25 years. 

The median length of residence in Lubbock, for the 20 

Mexican-born respondents, was 27 years; the mean (average) length 

of residence was 32.85 years; and there was a bimodal length of 

residence of 44 and 25 years. 
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RESPONDENTS' PLACE OF BIRTH 
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Place of Birth 

Number 
of 

Persons 
Percentage of 

Total 

Lubbock 

Texas (other than 
Lubbock) 

Out of State 

Mexico 

12 

35 

15 

20 

15 

43 

18 

24 

Totals 82 100 
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It is evident, then, that even the Mexican-born respondents 

in this study were long-time members of the Guadalupe barrio and not 

new to Lubbock or to Texas. 

Respondents' Voting Patterns 

Of the total 82 respondents, 50 persons (61 per cent) said 

they were registered to vote, and 32 persons (39 per cent) said they 

were not registered to vote. (See Table 4 below.) 

Of the 50 respondents registered to vote, 46 persons (92 per 

cent) said they had voted in one or more elections since 1968. The 

four registered voters who did not vote (8 per cent), stated they 

had not voted because of transportation problems. 

Of the 32 respondents (39 per cent) who were not registered 

to vote, only one had not reached the legal voting age. The inter

view schedule, unfortunately, did not have a question to ascertain 

why a respondent had not registered to vote. However, several non-

registered respondents voluntarily explained that they had not 

registered because of their unfamiliarity with voter registration 

requirements and procedures. 

A reliable comparison of the voting patterns of the respond

ents in this study with the rest of the Texas voting population would 

be problematic; this is so because the data are derived from different 

sources. That is, the data for the voting patterns of the respondents 

in this study are derived from interview schedules, and the data for 
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TABLE 4 

RESPONDENTS' VOTING PATTERNS 

Registration 
Status 

Registered 
to vote 

Number 
of 

Persons 

50 

Percentage 
of Total 

61 

Not 
R e g i s t e r e d 

T o t a l s 

32 

82 

39 

100 

Voting 
S t a t u s 

Number of 
Persons 

Percentage 
of Total 

Voted + 46 92 

Didn't 
Vote 

Totals 50 

8 

100 

A person was counted as "Voted" if he had cast his ballot 
in any one or more elections since 1968, including the elections 
for President, Senator, County Commissioner, City Council and the 
City Bond Election after the tornado. 
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the rest of the Texas voting population are derived from actual voting 

statistics, and any comparison of the two voting populations could not 

be considered definitive. 

Tlie following information Is offered only as a very rough 

approximation of the voting patterns of the different voting popula

tions. For Texas as a whole, in 1968-1969, there were 4,073,576 

registered voters; of this total, 76.4 per cent (3,079,406) voted in 

the Presidential election. For Lubbock County as a whole, in 1968-

1969, there were 65,065 registered voters; of this total, 76.0 per 

g 
cent (50,064) voted in the Presidential election. Of the 50 

respondents in this study registered to vote, 92 per cent (46) indi

cated that they had voted in one or more elections since 1968. 

The Residents 

The 71 families interviewed for this study had a total of 

316 members for a mean (average) number of 4.45 persons per family. 

The median number of persons per family was five. The range of the 

number of persons per family was 10 (11 to 1). Five of the total 

71 families had only one member (all persons living in a home were 

counted). These five families were made up of widows, widowers, 

and one unmarried adult male head of household. The largest of 

all of the families had 11 members. (See Table 5 below.) 

^Texas Almanac and State Industrial Guide 1970-71 (Dallas: 
A. H. Belo Corporation, 1969), pp. 529, 531, 537, 548. 
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NUMBER OF PERSONS PER FAMILY 
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Number of 
Persons Per 
Family 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

11 

Number 
of 

Families 

5 

8 

17 

8 

13 

8 

3 

5 

3 

1 

Total 
Number of 
People 

5 

16 

51 

32 

65 

48 

21 

40 

27 

11 

Totals 71 316 

Median Number of Persons Per Family: 5 

Mean (Average) Number of Persons Per Family: 4-45 

Modal Number of Persons Per Family: 3 

Range of Number of Persons Per Family 10 (11 to 1) 
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Age Distribution of Residents 

A very meaningful measure of the age distribution of a 

population is the dependency ratio. All members of any given popu

lation are consumers. However, all members of any given population 

are not producers. Generally, a population with a greater number of 

producers is economically better off than a population with fewer 

producers. 

Dependency ratios are divided into two categories: youth-

dependencv ratio and aged-dependency ratio. Those who fall into the 

vouth-dependency category are the young people (18 and younger) who 

are not vet producers. Those who fall into the aged-dependency 

category are the older people (65 and over) who are no longer pro

ducers. People in the age group 19 to 64 fall into the category of 

producers. 

In 1960, the United States had a youth-dependency ratio of 

56.0; an aged-dependency ratio of 24.0; and a total-dependency ratio 

9 
of 80.0. In other words, in 1960, the United States had 56 people 

aged 18 and younger for every 100 producers (people aged 19 to 64), 

and 24 people aged 65 years and older for every 100 producers, for 

a total dependency ratio (56 + 24) of 80. That is, there were 80 

non-producers for every 100 producers. 

In comparison, the youth-dependency ratio of the 316 members 

(total number of residents) of the 71 families interviewed for this 

United Nations, Demographic Yearbook, 1960 and 1961, in 
Warren S. Thompson and David T. Lewis, Population Problems (New 
York: McGraw-Hill Book Company, 1965), p. 90. 
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study was 108.82; the aged-dependency ratio was 23.53; and the total-

dependency ratio was 132.35. Of the total number of 316 residents, 

only 136 people (43 per cent) fell into the producer age group, 19 

to 64. 

The aged-dependency ratio of the 71 Guadalupe barrio families 

interviewed for this study was quite close to the national average 

(23.53 as compared to 24). However, the youth-dependency ratio 

(108.82) and the total-dependency ratio (132.35) are substantially 

higher than the corresponding national ratios (56 and 80, respectively) 

Tills information gives strong indications that the residents 

of the Guadalupe barrio live at a distinct disadvantage economically, 

having 132.35 non-producers (dependents) for every 100 producers. 

Add to the above figures a median school years completed of 

three years, and we have part, if not all, of the formula for poverty. 

The 71 families interviewed for this study had a total of 316 

members (residents). The median age of these 316 residents was 20 

years. (See Table 6 below.) 

As stated previously, the median age of the United States in. 

1960 was 29.5 years. Thus, the 316 residents of the Guadalupe barrio, 

as opposed to the respondents in this study, comprised a much younger 

group than the U. S. population in general. 

In Sum.mary 

Before the tornado, the people of the Guadalupe barrio were 

held together in tightly knit primary group associations. The Guada

lupe barrio was, in every sense of the word, a neighborhood in which 
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18 

29 

39 

49 

59 

64 

69 

79 

86 

TABLE 6 

AGE DISTRIBUTION OF RESIDENTS 

Number 
of 

Persons 

37 

75 

36 

41 

22 

34 

22 

17 

11 

15 

6 

Percentage 
of 
Total 

11.7 

23.7 

11.4 

13.0 

6.9 

10.8 

6.9 

5.4 

3.5 

4.7 

2.0 

Totals 316 100.0 

Median Age: 20 

Mean (Average) Age: 28.87 

Modal Age: 12 

Age Range: 85.25 (86 to .75) 
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the residents could feel at ease because of their close personal 

relationships with their families, their friends, and their neigh

bors. Anyone who has grown up in a small town can appreciate the 

atmosphere that existed in the Guadalupe barrio prior to the 

tornado. The Guadalupe barrio was, in fact, a small town within 

the confines of a large city. 

After the tornado of May 11, 1970, only 83 families 

remained in the barrio. These families stayed in the barrio 

because their homes were not destroyed by the tornado» Seventy-

one of these 83 families were interviewed for this study. Each 

of the 71 families was administered a separate interview schedule 

but there were a total of 82 respondents. This occurred because, 

in eleven of the interviews, both the husbands and their wives 

answered the questions in the interview schedules for their families. 

In total, there were 50 female respondents and 32 male respondents. 

The respondents in this study had a median age of 52 years. 

This is quite high when compared with the national median age of 

29.5 years, 

The median school years completed by all respondents 25 

years of age and over was quite low—three years—when compared 

to the national median school years completed, 10.6 years. Evidence 

presented revealed that Lubbock had the lowest educational level for 

Americans of Mexican descent of any of the cities in the Southwest 

which were studied for a special Office of Economic Opportunity 

report. 
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Seventy-six per cent of the respondents in this study were 

born in the United States, and 58 per cent of the total number of 

respondents were born in Texas. Only 18 per cent of the total 

number of respondents were born in states other than Texas, and 

24 per cent of the respondents were born in Mexico. 

The respondents interviewed for this study were not newcomers 

to the Guadalupe barrio, to [ubbock, or to Texas. The median length 

of residence in Lubbock for the respondents born in the United States 

was 25.5 years, and the median length of residence in Lubbock for the 

Mexican-born respondents was 2 7 years. 

Sixty-one per cent of the respondents interviewed for this 

study indicated that they had registered to vote, and 92 per cent of 

those registered to vote had voted in one or more elections since 

1968. It is difficult to make a reliable comparison of the voting 

patterns of the respondents with the rest of the voting population 

of Texas because the information for the two groups comes from two 

different sources, that is, interview schedules and actual voting 

statistics. However, in a very rough comparison with the voting 

record of Texas as a whole in the 1968 Presidential election, and 

with the Lubbock County voting record for the 1968 Presidential 

election, the registered respondents in this study out-voted the 

other two voting populations by more than 15 per cent. The percent

ages of registered voters who voted were 76.4 per cent for Texas as 

a whole, 76.0 per cent for Lubbock County as a whole, and 92 per 

cent for the registered respondents in this study. 
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The 71 families interviewed for this study had a mean (aver

age) of 4.45 persons per family, for a total of 316 members. 

Data presented indicate that these 71 families probably live 

at a lower economic level than the average family in the United States. 

This was determined by comparing the dependency ratios of these 71 

families with the dependency ratios of the United States in general. 

The 71 families interviewed for this study had a total-dependency ratio 

of 132.35. That is, for every 100 producers (aged 19 to 64) there were 

132.35 non-producers or dependents. The total-dependency ratio of the 

United States was 80.0, or, there were 80 non-producers or dependents 

for every 100 producers in the general population of the United States. 

This is substantially lower than the figures for the 71 families inter

viewed for this study, and gives an indication that their economic 

situation is well below the average of the United States. 

The median age of the total 316 members of the 71 families 

interviewed for this study was 20 years. This is well below the 

national median age of 29.5 years, and greatly below the median age of 

52 years for the respondents interviewed in this study. A median age 

of 20 years for the 316 members of the 71 families interviewed for 

this study indicates a very young population for the Guadalupe barrio 

in general. This indication is substantiated further by the high youth-

dependency ratio for the 316 members of the 71 families. That the median 

age of the respondents (52 years) is much higher than the median age of 

the total 316 residents (20 years) is easily understood, since the 

respondents, generally, were the parents of the other members of the 

families and represented a much older group. 



CHAPTER VII 

STATISTICAL ANALYSIS OF THE DATA 

A statistical analysis of the data was conducted to test the 

three hypotheses posited for this study. These three hypotheses 

revealed a general expectation that the attitude of the Mexican 

American respondents toward the City Government of Lubbock, the 

State of Texas Government, the Federal Government and the police 

would undergo significant changes during three time intervals: 1) 

before the tornado; 2) the week after the tornado; and 3) three 

months after the tornado. 

The Chi Square test of significance was used to test the 

hypotheses, and the .05 level was chosen as the significance level. 

When an hypothesis is found to be significant at the .05 level, it 

reveals that that particular distribution could have occurred less 

than five times out of 100 by chance alone. 

The analyses presented in Section A below deal with the 

composite, overall attitudinal responses toward the city, state and 

federal governments and the police during the three time intervals: 

before the tornado, the week after the tornado, and three months 

after the tornado. 

In Sections B, C, D, and E below, individual analyses are 

made of the attitudinal responses toward the city government, the 

state government, the federal government and the police, during 

the three time intervals. 

47 
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Section A: Attitude Toward Police and Three 
Levels of Government 

A.l: Before the Tornado 

Hypothesis one states that prior to the tornado of May 11, 

1970, the attitude of the 83 families who remained in the barrio 

after the tornado, toward the city, state and federal governments 

and the police, would have been more negative or unfavorable than 

positive or favorable. 

A.1.1: Applying a Chi Square test to the total positive 

responses (44) and the total negative responses (90) by all respond

ents, it was found that, before the tornado, there were significantly 

more negative responses than positive responses (Chi Square = 15.80, 

p_ - .001, df = 1). (See Table 7 below.) This is significant at the 

.001 level, which means that this attitudinal distribution could 

have occurred less than one time in 1,000 by chance alone. These 

results support hypothesis one, that the attitude of the barrio resi

dents was more negative or unfavorable than positive or favorable 

toward the city, state, and federal governments and the police, prior 

to the tornado. 

A.2: The Week After the Tornado 

Hypothesis two states that the week after the tornado of May 

11, 1970, the attitude of the 83 families toward the city, state, and 

federal governments and the police would have been much more positive 

or favorable than negative or unfavorable. 
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Before 
Tornado 

TABLE 7 

TOTAL ATTITUDE RESPONSES TOWARD POLICE AND THREE 
LEVELS OF GOVERNMENT 

Totals 

One Week 
After 
Tornado 

Att'-tudc Responses 
Agency Favorable 

City 8 (11.3%) 

State 9 (12.7%) 

Federal 16 (22.5%) 

Police 11- (15.4%) 

No Opinion Unfavorable 

29 (40.8%) 34 (47.9%) 

52 (73.2%) 10 (14.1%) 

42 (59.2%) 13 (18.3%) 

27 (38.2%) 33 (46.4%) 

Totals 

71 (100%) 

71 (100%) 

71 (100%) 

71 (100%) 

44 (15.5%) 150 (52.5%) 90 (32.0%) 284 (100%) 

Citv 41 (57.7%) 

State 36 (50.7%) 

Federal 45 (63.4%) 

Police 40 (56.4%) 

20 (28.2%) 

29 (40.8%) 

22 (31.0%) 

15 (21.1%) 

10 (14.1%) 

6 ( 8.5%) 

4 ( 5.6%) 

16 (22.5%) 

71 (100%) 

71 (100%) 

71 (100%) 

71 (100%) 

Totals 162 (57.0%) 86 (31.0%) 36 (12.0%) 284 (100%) 

Three 
Months 
After 
Tornado 

City 18 (25.4%) 

State 20 (28.2%) 

Federal 40 (56.4%) 

Police 16 (22.5%) 

30 (42.2%) 

47 (66.2%) 

28 (39.4%) 

29 (40.8%) 

23 (32.4%) 

4 ( 5.6%) 

3 ( 4.2%) 

26 (36.7%) 

71 (100%) 

71 (100%) 

71 (100%) 

71 (100%) 

Totals 94 (33.0%) 134 (47.0%) 56 (20.0%) 284 (100%) 

Grand Totals 300 (35.2%) 370 (43.4%) 182 (21.4%) 852 (100%) 
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A. 2.1: When a Chi Square test was applied to the total 

positive responses (162) and the total negative responses (36) by 

all respondents, it was found that the week after the tornado there 

were significantlv more positive, responses than negative responses 

(Chi Square = 80.18, £ '.001, df = 1) . (See Table 7 above,.) These 

results are significant at the .001 level and support hypothesis two, 

that the attitude of the barrio residents was more positive or favor

able than negative or unfavorable toward the city, state, and federal 

governments and the police, the week after the tornado. 

A.2.2: To test the significance of attitudinal change during 

the time intervals before the tornado and the week after the tornado, 

a Chi Square test was applied to the total positive (44) , no opinion 

(150), and negative (90) responses before the tornado, and to the 

total positive (162) , no opinion (86), and negative (36) responses the 

week after the tornado (Chi Square = 108.10, £ < .001, df = 2). (See 

figure 2 below for a graphic presentation of this attitudinal change.) 

This is significant at. the -001 level and supports the general expecta

tion that the attitude of the respondents would undergo a significant 

change during these two time intervals. 

A.3: Three Months After the Tornado 

Hypothesis three states that three months after the tornado of 

May 11, 1970, the attitude of the 83 families toward the city, state, 

and federal governments and the police would have been more positive or 

favorable than negative or unfavorable, but would have been less favor

able than one week after the tornado. 
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Figure 2. Percentages of all attitudinal responses toward police 
and three levels of government for three time intervals. 
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A.3.1: Applying the Chi Square test to the total positive 

responses (94) and the total negative responses (56) by all respond

ents, it was found that, three months after the tornado, there were 

significantly more positive responses than negative responses (Chi 

Square = 9.62, £ c .01, df = 1). (See Table 7 above.) This is 

significant at the .01 level, which means that this attitudinal dis

tribution could have occurred less than one time in 100 by chance 

alone. These results support hypothesis three, that the attitude of 

the barrio residents was more positive or favorable than negative or 

unfavorable toward the city, state and federal governments and the 

police, three months after the tornado, but less favorable than one 

week after the tornado. 

A.3.2: To test the significance of attitudinal change during 

the time intervals the week after the tornado and three months after 

the tornado, a Chi Square test was applied to the total positive (162), 

no opinion (86), and negative (36) responses one week after the tornado, 

and to the total positive (94), no opinion (134), and negative (56) 

responses three months after the tornado (Chi Square = 32.88, £ < .001, 

df = 2). (See figure 2 above.) This is significant at the .001 level 

and supports the general expectation that the attitude of the respond

ents would change significantly during these two time intervals= 

In Summary 

The three hypotheses posited for this study were supported by 

the empirical data that were gathered. That is, it was shown that the 

attitude of the respondents in this study toward the city, state, and 
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federal governments and the police was: 1) more negative or 

unfavorable than positive or favorable prior to the tornado, 

2) much more positive or favorable than negative or unfavorable 

the week after the tornado, and 3) more positive or favorable 

than negative or unfavorable three months after the tornado, 

but less favorable than one week after the tornado. 

The reasons for the respondents' attitude during each of 

the three time intervals, and the reasons for the attitudinal 

changes that occurred during these time intervals, will be specu

lated upon in the final chapter. 

Section B̂ : Attitude Toward the City 
Government of Lubbock 

B.l: Before the Tornado 

Hypothesis one states that prior to the tornado of May 11, 

1970, the attitude of the 83 families who remained in the barrio 

after the tornado, toward the City Government of Lubbock, would 

have been more negative or unfavorable than positive cr favorable. 

B.1.1: Applying a Chi Square test to the total positive 

responses (8) and the total negative responses (34) by all 

respondents, it was found that, before the tornado, there were 

significantly more negative responses (Chi Square = 16.10, 

£ < .001, df = 1). (See Table 8 below.) This is significant at 



TABLE 8 

TOTAL ATTITUDE RESPONSES TOWARD CITY 
GOVERNMENT OF LUBBOCK 

Favorable No Opinion Untavorable Tota1s 

54 

Before 
Tornado 8 (11,3%) 29 (40.8%) 34 (47.9% 71 (100%) 

One Week 
Af te r 
Tornado 41 (57.7%) 20 (28.2%) 10 (14.1%) 71 (100%) 

Three 
Mon th s 
Af ter 
Tornado 18 (25.4%) 30 (42.2%) 23 (32.4%) 71 (100%) 

Grand 
T o t a l s 67 (31.5%) 79 (37.1%) 67 (31.5%) 213 (100%) 
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the .001 level, which means that this attitudinal distribution could 

have occurred less than one time in 1,000 by chance alone. These 

results support hypothesis one, that the attitude of the Guadalupe 

barrio residents was more negative or unfavorable than positive or 

favorable toward the City Government of Lubbock, prior to the 

tornado. 

B.2: The Week After the Tornado 

Hypothesis two states that the week after the tornado of 

May 11, 1970, the attitude of the 83 families toward the City 

Government of Lubbock would have been much more positive or favor

able than negative or unfavorable. 

B.2.1: When a Chi Square test was applied to the total 

positive responses (41) and the total negative responses (10) by 

all respondents, it was found that the week after the tornado 

there were significantly more positive responses than negative 

responses (Chi Square = 18.84, £ < .001, df = 1). (See Table 8 

above.) These results are significant at the .001 level and 

support hypothesis two, that the attitude of the barrio residents 

was more positive or favorable than negative or unfavorable toward 

the City Government of Lubbock, the week after the tornado. 
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B.2.2: To test the significance of attitudinal change during 

the time intervals before the tornado and the week after the tornado, 

a Chi Square test was applied to the total positive (8), no opinion 

(29), and negative (34), responses before the tornado, and to the 

total positive (41), no opinion (20), and negative (10) responses 

the week after the tornado (Chi Square = 36.98, £ < .001, df = 2). 

(See figure 3 below for graphic presentation of attitudinal change 

toward the City Government of Lubbock.) This is significant at 

the .001 level and supports the general expectation that the atti

tude of the respondents would undergo a significant change during 

these two time intervals. 

B.3: Three Months After the Tornado 

Hypothesis three states that three months after the tornado 

of May 11, 1970, the attitude of the 83 families toward the City 

Government of Lubbock would have been more positive or favorable than 

negative or unfavorable, but would have been less favorable than one 

week after the tornado. 

B.3.1: Applying a Chi Square test to the total positive respon

ses (18) and the total negative responses (23) by all respondents, it 

was found that, three months after the tornado, there was no significant 
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Figure 3. Percentages of attitudinal responses toward City Govern
ment of Lubbock for three time intervals. 
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difference between the positive and the negative responses (Chi 

Square = .610, £ < .50, df = 1, which means that this attitudinal 

distribution could have occurred less than 50 times in 100 by chance 

alone). Since this is not significant at the .05 level, that part 

of hypothesis three which states that the attitude of the barrio 

residents was more positive or favorable than negative or unfavor

able toward the City Government of Lubbock, three months after the 

tornado, is rejected. The second part of hypothesis three, that 

the attitude of the respondents three months after the tornado was 

less favorable than one week after the tornado, is supported by the 

data. It should be noted that the attitude during this time interval 

was more negative than positive, although there is no significant 

difference between the negative and the positive responses. 

B.3.2: To test the significance of attitudinal change during 

the time intervals the week after the tornado and three months after 

the tornado, a Chi Square test was applied to the total positive (41), 

no opinion (20), and negative (10) responses one week after the tornado, 

and to the total positive (18), no opinion (30), and negative (23) 

responses three months after the tornado (Chi Square = 16.08, £ < .001, 

df = 2). (See figure 3 above.) This is significant at the .001 level 

and supports the general expectation that the attitude of the respond

ents would change significantly during these two time intervals. How

ever, although the significant attitudinal change during these two 

time intervals was in the direction predicted, it was more negative 

than predicted. 
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In Summary 

Hypothesis one and two posited for this study were supported 

by the empirical data that were gathered. That is, it was shown that 

the attitude of the respondents In this study toward the City Govern

ment of Lubbock was: 1) more negative or unfavorable than positive 

or favorable prior to the tornado, and 2) much more positive or favor

able than negative or unfavorable the week after the tornado. The 

most important assumption in hypothesis three, however, was not sup

ported by the data and had to be rejected. In other words, the attitude 

toward the City Government of Lubbock, three months after the tornado, 

was more negative or unfavorable than positive or favorable. The gen

eral expectation that a significant change in attitude would occur 

during the three time intervals was supported by the data. The atti

tudinal change during the time intervals before the tornado and one 

week after the tornado was in a positive direction, as predictedc The 

attitudinal change for the time intervals one week after the tornado 

and three months after the tornado was in a negative direction, as 

predicted. 

Section Ĉ : Attitude toward the State of 
Texas Government 

C.l: Before the Tornado 

Hypothesis one states that prior to the tornado of May 11, 1970, 

the attitude of the 83 families who remained in the barrio after the 

tornado, toward the State of Texas Government, would have been more nega

tive or unfavorable than positive or favorable. 
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C.1.1: Applying a Chi Square test to the total positive 

responses (9) and the total negative responses (10) by all respond

ents, it was found that, before the tornado, there was no significant 

difference between the negative responses and the positive responses 

(Chi Square = .052, £ < .90, df = 1, which means that this attitudinal 

distribution could have occurred less than 90 times in 100 by chance 

alone). (See Table 9 below.) This is not significant at the .05 

level, and hypothesis one, that the attitude of the barrio residents 

was more negative or unfavorable than positive or favorable toward 

the State of Texas Government prior to the tornado, is rejected. 

C.2: The Week After the Tornado 

Hypothesis two states that the week after the tornado of May 11, 

1970, the attitude of the 83 families toward the State of Texas Govern

ment would have been much more positive or favorable than negative or 

unfavorable. 

C.2.1: When a Chi Square test was applied to the total positive 

responses (36) and the total negative responses (6) by all respondents, 

it was found that the week after the tornado there were significantly 

more positive responses than negative responses (Chi Square = 21.42, 

£ < .001, df = 1). (See Table 9 above.) These results are significant 

at the .001 level and support hypothesis two, that the attitude of the 

barrio residents was more positive or favorable than negative or unfavor

able toward the State of Texas Government the week after the tornado. 
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TABLE 9 

TOTAL ATTITUDE RESPONSES TOWARD STATE OF 
TEXAS GOVERNMENT 

Favorable No Opinion Unfavorable Totals 

Before 
Tornado 9 (12.7%) 52 (73.2%) 10 (14.1%) 71 (100%) 

One Week 
After 
Tornado 36 (50-7%) 29 (40.8%) 6 ( 8c5%) 71 (100%) 

Three 
Months 
After 
Tornado 20 (28.2%) 47 (66.2%) 4 ( 5.6: 71 (100%) 

Grand 
Totals 65 (30.5%) 128 (60.1%) 20 ( 9.4%) 213 (100%) 
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C.2.2: To test the significance of attitudinal change during 

the time intervals before the tornado and the week after the tornado, 

a Chi Square test was applied to the total positive (9), no opinion 

(52), and negative (10) responses before the tornado, and to the total 

positive (36), no opinion (29), and negative (6) responses the week 

after the tornado (Chi Square = 23.74, £ < .001, df = 2). (See figure 

4 below for graphic presentation of attitudinal change toward the State 

of Texas Government.) This is significant at the .001 level and sup

ports the general expectation that the attitude of the respondents would 

undergo a significant change during these two time intervals, 

C.3: Three Months After the Tornado 

Hypothesis three states that three months after the tornado of 

May 11, 19 70, the attitude of the 83 families toward the State of Texas 

Government would have been more positive or favorable than negative or 

unfavorable, but would have been less favorable than one week after the 

tornado. 

C.3.1: Applying a Chi Square test to the total positive 

responses (20) and the total negative responses (4) by all respondents, 

it was found that, three months after the tornado, there were signifi

cantly more positive responses than negative responses (Chi Square = 

10.66, £ < .01, df = 1). (See Table 9 above.) This is significant at 

the .01 level, which means that this attitudinal distribution could 

have occurred less than one time in 100 by chance alone. These results 

support hypothesis three, that the attitude of the barrio residents was 



Figure 4. Percentages of attitudinal responses toward State of 
Texas Government for three time intervals. 
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more positive or favorable than negative or unfavorable toward the 

State of Texas Government, three months after the tornado, but less 

favorable than one week after the tornado, 

0,3.2; To test the significance of attitudinal change during 

the time intervals the week after the tornado and three months after 

the tornado, a Chi Square test was applied to the total positive (36), 

no opinion (29), and negative (6) responses one week after the tornado, 

and to the total positive (20), no opinion (47), and negative (4) 

responses three months after the tornado (Chi Square = 9.24, £ < .01, 

df = 2). (See figure 4 above.) This is significant at the .01 level 

and supports the general expectation that the attitude of the respond

ents would undergo significant change during these two time intervals. 

In Summary 

Hypothesis one, that the attitude of the respondents in this 

study toward the State of Texas Government, prior to the tornado, was 

more negative or unfavorable than positive or favorable was rejected. 

There was no significant difference between the negative and positive 

responses. 

Hypotheses two and three were supported by the empirical data 

that were gathered. That is, it was shown that the attitude of the 

respondents in this study toward the State of Texas Government was 

(2) much more positive or favorable than negative or unfavorable the 

week after the tornado, and (3) more positive or favorable than nega- V' 

tive or unfavorable three months after the tornado, but less favorable 

than one week after the tornado. 

/ 
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Section D: Attitude Toward the Federal Government 

D.l: Before the Tornado 

Hypothesis one states that prior to the tornado of May 11, 

1970, the attitude of the 83 families who remained in the barrio 

after the tornado, toward the Federal Government, would have been 

more negative or unfavorable than positive or favorable. 

D.1.1: Applying a Chi Square test to the total positive 

responses (16) and the total negative responses (13) by all respond

ents, it was found that, before the tornado, there was no significant 

difference between the negative responses and the positive responses 

(Chi Square = .310, £ < .70, df = 1, which means that this attitudinal 

distribution could have occurred less than 70 times in 100 by chance 

alone). (See Table 10 below.) This is not significant at the .05 

level, and hypothesis one, that the attitude of the barrio residents 

was more negative or unfavorable than positive or favorable toward 

the Federal Government, prior to the tornado, is rejected. 

D.2: The Week After the Tornado 

Hypothesis two states that the week after the tornado of May 

11, 1970, the attitude of the 83 families toward the Federal Govern

ment would have been much more positive or favorable than negative or 

unfavorable. 

D.2.1: When a Chi Square test was applied to the total positive 

responses (45) and the total negative responses (4) by all respondents, 

it was found that the week after the tornado there were significantly 
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more positive responses than negative responses (Chi Square = 34„30, 

£ > .001, df = 1). (See Table 10 below.) These results are signifi

cant at the .001 level and support hypothesis two, that the attitude 

of the barrio residents was more positive or favorable than negative 

or unfavorable toward the Federal Government the week after the 

tornado. 

D.2.2: To test the significance of attitudinal change during 

the time intervals before the tornado and the week after the tornado, 

a Chi Square test was applied to the total positive (16), no opinion 

(42), and negative (13) responses before the tornado, and to the total 

positive (45), no opinion (22), and negative (4) responses the week 

after the tornado (Chi Square = 24.80, £ < .001, df = 2). (See figure 

5 below for a graphic presentation of attitudinal change toward the 

Federal Government.) This is significant at the .001 level and sup

ports the general expectation that the attitude of the respondents 

would undergo a significant change during these two time intervalsc 

D.3: Three Months After the Tornado 

Hypothesis three states that three months after the tornado of 

May 11, 1970, the attitude of the 83 families toward the Federal Govern

ment would have been more positive or favorable than negative or unfavor

able, but would have been less favorable than one week after the tornado. 

D.3.1: Applying a Chi Square test to the total positive responses 

(40) and the total negative responses (3) by all respondents, it was 

found that, three months after the tornado, there were significantly more 



TABLE 10 

TOTAL ATTITUDE RESPONSES TOWARD 
THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT 

67 

Before 
Tornado 

One Week 
After 
Tornado 

Three 
Mon th s 
After 
Tornado 

Grand 
Totals 

Favorable 

16 

45 

40 

101 

(22.5%) 

(63.4%) 

(56.4%) 

(47.^%) 

No 

42 

22 

28 

92 

Opinion 

(59.2%) 

(31.0%) 

(39.4%) 

(43.2%) 

Unfavorable 

13 (18.3%) 

4 ( 5.6%) 

3 ( 4.2%) 

20 ( 9.4%) 

Totals 

71 (100%) 

71 (100%) 

71 (100%) 

213 (100%) 



f igure 5. Percentages of a t t i t u d i n a l responses toward Federal 
Government for three time i n t e r v a l s . 
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positive responses than negative responses (Chi Square = 31,84, 

£ < .001, df = 1). (See Table 10 above.) This is significant at 

the .001 level, which means that this attitudinal distribution 

could have occurred less than ont time in 1,000 by chance alone. 

These results support hypothesis three, that the attitude of the 

barrio residents was more positive or favorable than negative or 

unfavorable toward the Federal Government three months after the 

tornado, but less favorable than one week after the tornado. 

D,3.2: To test the significance of attitudinal change 

during the time intervals the week after the tornado and three 

months after the tornado, a Chi Square test was applied to the 

total positive (45), no opinion (22), and negative (4) responses 

one week after the tornado, and to the total positive (40), no 

opinion (28), and negative (3) responses three months after the 

tornado (Chi Square = 1.16, £ < .70, df = 2). (See figure 5 abovec) 

This is not significant at the .05 level and does not support the 

general expectation that the attitude of the respondents would 

change significantly during these two time intervals. 

In Summary 

Hypothesis one, that the attitude of the respondents in this 

study toward the Federal Government, prior to the tornado, was more 

negative or unfavorable than positive or favorable was rejected. 

There was no significant difference between the negative and the 

positive responses. 
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Hypotheses two and three were supported by the empirical 

data that were gathered. That is, it was shown that the attitude of 

the respondents in this study toward the Federal Government was (2) 

much more positive or favorable than negative or unfavorable one 

week after the tornado, and (3) more positive or favorable than 

negative or unfavorable three months after the tornado, but less 

favorable than one week after the tornado. 

The general expectation that a significant change in attitude 

would occur during the time intervals before the tornado and the week 

after the tornado was supported by the data. However, during the time 

intervals one week after the tornado and three months after the tornado, 

no significant change in attitude occurred. In other words, the atti

tude toward the Federal Government three months after the tornado was 

not significantly different from the positive or favorable attitude that 

prevailed toward it one week after the tornado., 

Section E: Attitude Toward the Police 

E.l: Before the Tornado 

Hypothesis one states that prior to the tornado of May 11, 1970, 

the attitude of the 83 families who remained in the barrio after the 

tornado, toward the police, would have been more negative or unfavor

able than positive or favorable. 

E.1.1: Applying a Chi Square test to the total positive respon

ses (11) and the total negative responses (33), by all respondents, it 

was found that, before the tornado, there were significantly more 
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negative responses than positive responses (Chi Square = 11.0, £ < .001, 

df = 1) . (See Table 11 below). This is significant at the .001 level, 

which means that this attitudinal distribution could have occurred less 

than one time in 1,000 by chance alone. These results support hypothe

sis one, that the attitude of the barrio residents was more negative or 

unfavorable than positive or favorable toward the police, prior to the 

tornado. 

E.2: The Week After the Tornado 

Hypothesis two states that the week after the tornado of May 11, 

1970, the attitude of the 83 families toward the police would have been 

much more positive or favorable than negative or unfavorable. 

E.2.1: When a Chi Square test was applied to the total positive 

responses (40) and the total negative responses (16) by all respondents, 

it was found that the week after the tornado there were significantly 

more positive responses than negative responses (Chi Square = 10.28, 

£ < .01, df = 1). (See Table 11 below.) These results are significant 

at the -01 level and support hypothesis two, that the attitude of the 

barrio residents was more positive or favorable than negative or unfavor

able toward the police, the week after the tornado. 

E.2.2: To test the significance of attitudinal change during the 

time intervals before the tornado and one week after the tornado, a Chi 

Square test was applied to the total positive (11), no opinion (27), and 

negative (33) responses before the tornado, and to the total positive (40) 

no opinion (15) and negative (16) responses the week after the tornado 

(Chi Square = 25.82, £ ^ .001, df = 2). (See figure 6 below for graphic 
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TABLE 11 

TOTAL ATTITUDE RESPONSES TOWARD THE POLICE 

Before 
Tornado 

One Week 
After 
Tornado 

Three 
Months 
After 
Tornado 

Grand 
Totals 

Favorable 

11 (15.4%) 

40 (56.4%) 

16 (22.5%) 

67 (31.5%) 

No 

27 

15 

29 

71 

Opinion 

(38.2%) 

(21.1%) 

(40.8%) 

(33.3%) 

Unfavorable 

33 (46.4%) 

16 (22.5%) 

26 (36.7%) 

75 (35.2%) 

Totals 

71 (100%) 

71 (100%) 

71 (100%) 

213 (100%) 
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presentation of attitudinal change toward the police.) This is sig

nificant at the .001 level and supports the general expectation that 

the attitude of the respondents would undergo a significant change 

during these two time intervals. 

E.3: Three Months After the Tornado 

Hypothesis three states that three months after the tornado of 

May 11, 1970, the attitude of the 83 families toward the police would 

have been more positive or favorable than negative or unfavorable, but 

would have been less favorable than one week after the tornado. 

E.3.1: Applying a Chi Square test to the total positive 

responses (16) and the total negative responses (26) by all respondents, 

it was found that, three months after the tornado, there was no signifi

cant difference between the positive and the negative responses (Chi 

Square = 2.38, £ < .70, df = 1, which means that this attitudinal dis

tribution could have occurred less than 70 times in 100 by chance alone). 

Since this is not significant at the .05 level, that part of hypothesis 

three which states that the attitude of the barrio residents was more 

positive or favorable than negative or unfavorable toward the police, 

three months after the tornado, is rejected. The second part of hypoth

esis three, that the attitude of the respondents three months after the 

tornado was less favorable than one week after the tornado, is supported 

by the data. It should be noted that the attitude during this time 

interval was more negative than positive, although there is no signifi

cant difference between the negative and the positive responses. 
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Figure 6. Percentages of attitudinal responses toward the police 
for three time intervals. 
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E.3.2: To test the significance of attitudinal change during 

the time intervals one week after the tornado and three months after 

the tornado, a Chi Square test was applied to the total positive (40), 

no opinion (15), and negative (16) responses one week after the tornado, 

and to the total positive (16), no opinion (29), and negative (26) 

responses three months after the tornado (Chi Square = 17.12^ £ < .001, 

df = 2). (See figure 6 above.) This is significant at the .001 level 

and supports the general expectation that the attitude of the respond

ents would change significantly during these two time intervals. How

ever, although the significant attitudinal change during these two 

time intervals was in the direction predicted, it was much more nega

tive than predicted. 

In Summary 

Hypotheses one and two posited for this study were supported by 

the empirical data that were gathered. That is, it was shown that the 

attitude of the respondents in this study toward the police was (1) more 

negative or unfavorable than positive or favorable prior to the tornado, 

and (2) much more positive or favorable than negative or unfavorable 

one week after the tornado. The most important assumption in hypothesis 

three, however, was not supported by the data and had to be rejected. 

In other words, the attitude toward the police, three months after the 

tornado, was more negative or unfavorable than positive or favorable. 
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The general expectation that a significant change In atti

tude would occur during the three time intervals was supported by 

the data. The attitudinal change during the time intervals before 

the tornado and one week after the tornado was in a positive 

direction, as predicted. The attitudinal change for the time inter

vals one week after the tornado and three months after the tornado 

was in a negative direction, as predicted. 

In the next chapter, the reasons for the respondents' atti

tude during each of the three time intervals, and the reasons for 

the attitudinal changes that occurred during these time intervals, 

will be explored. 



CHAPTER VIII 

CONCLUSIONS AND OBSERVATIONS 

Summary of Findings 

The primary objective of this study was to determine if the 

attitude of the residents of the Guadalupe barrio had undergone any 

significant changes toward the city government, the state government, 

the federal government and the police after the tornado which occurred 

in Lubbock on May 11, 1970. These were the institutions charged with 

and responsible for relief and rehabilitation after the tornado; did 

their actions, in dealing with this minority group, significantly 

change the attitude of these Mexican Americans toward them? 

This question can now be answered affirmatively; significant 

attitudinal changes did occur, but this affirmation must be explained 

and qualified. 

A composite analysis of the attitudinal responses of the 

Guadalupe barrio respondents toward the four institutions considered 

in this study revealed that a significant change occurred one week 

after the tornado; this change was from unfavorable before the tornado 

to very favorable the week after the tornado. 

The unfavorable attitude toward these four governmental insti

tutions prior to the tornado may be attributed, in great part, to what 

seems to be a general feeling of distrust and alienation on the part of 

77 
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Americans of Mexican descent throughout the Southwest toward the 

police and other government agencies at all levels. This subject 

was discussed extensively in Chapter III, "Mexican Americans and 

Government Agencies." 

The vory favorable attitude expressed toward these four 

institutions, the week after the tornado, may be attributed mainly 

to the fact that many forms of aid and assistance were sent into 

the Guadalupe barrio during that time, for which the barrio resi

dents felt and expressed great appreciation. 

The other significant attitudinal change on the part of the 

Guadalupe barrio respondents toward the four agencies occurred during 

the time interval three months after the tornado; this change was 

from very favorable one week after the tornado, to less favorable 

three months after the tornado. Although the number of favorable 

responses decreased and the number of unfavorable responses increased 

from one week after the tornado to three months after the tornado, a 

significantly favorable attitude existed, in the composite analysis, 

three months after the tornado. 

The decrease in the number of favorable responses in the 

composite analysis, three months after the tornado, may be attributed, 

in part at least, to a feeling on the part of many of the Guadalupe 

residents that conditions were returning to "normal," or to what they 

had been prior to the tornado. Also, although the Guadalupe barrio 

was mentioned frequently in the news media, and many meetings were 
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held to discuss its future and that of its residents, much confusion 

still seemed to exist as to the ultimate plans for the Guadalupe 

barrio. 

In summary, the Guadalupe barrio respondents' attitude toward 

the city, state and federal governments and the police, in the com

posite analysis, underwent two significant changes^ 1) from unfavor

able prior to the tornado to verv favorable one week after the tornado 

and 2) from very favorable one week after the tornado, to less favor

able three months after the tornado. 

In addition, the three hypotheses posited for this study, con

cerning the attitude of the 83 families who remained in the Guadalupe 

barrio after the tornado, were, in the composite analysis, supported 

by the data. The three hypotheses were that: 1) prior to the tornado 

the attitude toward the four institutions would have been negative; 

2) one week after the tornado the attitude toward the four institu

tions would have been very favorable; and 3) three months after the 

tornado the attitude toward the four institutions still would have 

been favorable, but less favorable than one week after the tornado. 

The analyses of the attitudinal responses toward each of the 

four institutions separately revealed results similar to those in 

the composite analysis above, with four important exceptions. 

The four exceptions were: 

J-- The City Government of Lubbock.—Three months after the 

tornado, the attitude toward the city government was not favorable. 

Although there was no significant difference between the favorable 
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and unfavorable responses for this time interval, the responses were 

numerically more unfavorable than favorable. This may be attrituted 

directly to a growing feeling on the part of many barrio residents 

that the city government was not Interested in them and, consequently, 

paid little If any attention to them—what many respondents felt was a 

return to the "normal" situation that existed prior to the tornado. 

Also, the widespread confusion that existed three months after the 

tornado as to the ultimate plans for the barrio, attributed by many 

residents solely to the city and what respondents termed its callous 

lack of communication with the barrio residents, was cause for much 

of the unfavorable attitudinal response. 

2. The State of Texas Government.—The attitude toward the 

state government prior to the tornado was neither unfavorable nor 

favorable. This may be due to the fact that, prior to the tornado, 

very few respondents seemed to have any concept of what the state 

government had done to affect their personal lives in any substantive 

way. It is interesting to note that the majority of favorable responses 

toward the state government, during the time intervals one week after 

the tornado and three months after the tornado, can be attributed to the 

Texas National Guard having served in Lubbock, apparently in an accept

able and effective manner, immediately after the tornado. 

3- The Federal Government.—The attitude toward the federal 

government prior to the tornado was neither unfavorable nor favorable. 

Again, as in the case with the state government, prior to the tornado 

very few respondents seemed to be aware of how the federal government 
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had materially affected their personal lives. It should be noted 

that the very favorable attitude toward the federal government, 

during the time intervals one week after the tornado and three 

months after the tornado, is directly attributable to the con

gressional passage of a bill to assist people in the tornado 

damaged areas financially and other federally funded assistance 

such as Small Business Association loans. 

4. The Police.—The attitude toward the police three months 

after the tornado was not favorable. There was no significant dif

ference between the favorable and the unfavorable responses during 

this time interval, but the responses were numerically more unfavor

able than favorable. The reason for this unfavorable attitudinal 

trend seems to be a generalized feeling on the part of many barrio 

residents that the police have contempt for and actively discriminate 

against Americans of Mexican descent. This feeling is best summed up 

in the words of some respondents- "As far as the police are concerned, 

things are back to normal, what they were before the tornado—bad." 

"The police simply don't care about Mexican Americans and there are some 

who are just hateful to us." "They don't even come here except to 

bother someone; we don't need them." The Anglo-American respondents 

interviewed in this study both expressed an unfavorable attitude toward 

the police, and one of them commented, "I feel that 1 should support my 

police department, but I don't feel they should be so brutal to the Me 

lean Americans." 

X-



82 

Although some respondents did not reflect a definitely 

unfavorable attitude toward the police during the time Interval 

three months after the tornado, practically none of the strongly-

expressed favorable attitude toward the police, during the time 

Interval one week after the tornado, was evident during the time 

interval three months after the tornado. 

Conclusions 

The evidence presented in this study indicates that the 

intervention of a natural disaster in a minority group community 

brought about significant changes to long-standing attitudinal 

patterns toward four governmental institutions. 

This is especially true in the case of the state and 

federal governments, the attitudinal response to which changed 

from ambivalent to very favorable to favorable, apparently because 

of the seemingly tangible and identifiable assistance these two 

institutions furnished to the Guadalupe barrio residents after the 

tornado. 

The situation with respect to the attitude of the barrio 

residents toward the city government and the police, however, is 

quite different. The attitudinal response toward these two insti

tutions changed from unfavorable to very favorable to unfavorable. 

Although the unfavorable attitude toward the city government and the 

police, three months after the tornado, was not significantly differ

ent from the favorable attitude during the same time interval, the 

unfavorable responses were numerically greater and indicate a defi

nitely unfavorable trend. 
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Observations 

As a report of the results of an empirical study, this work 

is now completed. The author feels very strongly, however, that 

certain observations should be mile at this point. These observa

tions are made without claim that the ideas presented represent 

entirely irrefutable, objective facts. They are made, rather, in 

the hope that some of the information and knowledge gained in this 

study may serve at least to help further identify and locate some 

of the many existent problems in the very complex area of majority 

group-minority group relations. 

The permanency of the attitudinal change, as noted in the 

preceding section with regard to the federal and state governments, 

remains to be seen. 

The permanency of the attitudinal change toward the city 

government and the police, as noted in the preceding section, is 

more easily predictable: it will in all likelihood, based upon the 

evidence presented in this study, increase in unfavorableness to 

its former significantly unfavorable level prior to the tornado. 

This will happen, this writer will venture to predict, unless—and 

only unless—the city government and the police, as social institu

tions, alter and substantially change their apparent attitude toward 

Americans of Mexican descent. 
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One cannot successfully alter one facet of a social 
system if everything else is left the same, for the pat
terns are interdependent and reinforce one another.1 

It has been pointed out that a police force will function, 

in whatever manner it may happen ô function, to reflect the domin

ant attitude of its community. Further, it is argued that if the 

police felt they did not have at least latent community support for 

their more questionable actions, those actions would probably not 

2 occur. 

The following recorded comments of a Texas officer of the 

law are felt to be not atypical of the attitude of more than a few 

policemen in Texas, toward Americans of Mexican descent. 

We protect our white citizens, They are our best 
people. They are always with us. They keep the county 
going. They put us in here and they can put us out again, 
so we serve them. But the Mexicans are trash. .̂ They have 
no standard of living. We herd them like pigs. 

The same argument, with regard to reflecting a community's 

dominant attitude, would appear to be applicable, for many of the 

same reasons, to ofticials of local governments, both elected and 

professional, to school administrators, to members of school boards, 

and others. 

Philip E. Slater, The Pursuit of Loneliness (Boston 
Beacon Press, 1970), p- 14. 

2 
Ibid., p. 49. 

^Frank A, Kostyu, Shadows in the Valley (New York: 
Doubleday and Company, Inc., 19 70), p. 154. 
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If the above argument is accepted as valid, then it would 

seem that a major key to social change would be to determine who or 

what establishes and controls the community's "dominant" attitude. 

One fact In this determination i? fairly certain: the "dominant" 

attitude of any community is never established or controlled by an 

economically disadvantaged minority group. 

Former President Lyndon Johnson's Commission on Civil Dis

orders concluded that the United States "is moving toward two 

societies . . . separate and unequal," and to persist in the pur

suit of "our present course will involve the continuing polarization 

of the American community and, ultimately, the destruction of basic 

democratic values " These predictions appear to be applicable also 

to the Mexican American minority in the Southwest. 

The Commission's conclusions paint, at best, a dim and ugly 

picture of the present and something even worse for the future. And 

they are certainly anathema to what Americans are supposed to believe 

in, like, for example, the Bill of Rights and the Constitution of the 

United States of America. 

The essence of government is that it must be responsive to 
the changing and conflicting interests of groups in the popula
tion. It is concerned with goals as well as means and with the 

National Advisory Commission on Civil Disorders. Report 
(New York: The New York Times Company, 1968), po 1̂  

^Ibid, 
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public's own conceptions of its needs as well as the 
technician s conception of good government; it is 
inherently political.° 

A young Mexican American, born and raised in Texas, was asked 

to answer the question, "Who am I?" Ths following quotations are 

excerpts from his simple yet elegantly written reply. His response 

summarizes, probably better than any outside observer could, some

thing of what it must feel like to be an American of Mexican descent 

in the United States. 

We don't live in your neighborhood unless you call 
us Spanish, French, or something else, but not what we 
are. We usually attend our own schools in the ele
mentary or junior high and if we can get as far as high 
school, we may go with you. However, even before we 
finish high school more than 50 per cent of us are drop
outs, and you know we don't go to college. We make up 
less than 1 per cent of the college students even though 
we are 12 per cent of the total school population. We 
don't use the government agencies because our exper
iences with them have been rather poor. They haven't 
been very friendly or helpful to us. 

Now my ancestors came to this hemisphere from 
Western Europe. They came and met the other side of 
my family in Mexico—the Indians. They were a great 
race of people, a great culture. There were many kinds 
of Indians and Spaniards. They mixed, married, had 
children. These were called Mestizos. That is what I 
am. 

When we attend your parties or meet your friends you 
introduce us as Spanish. You are ashamed of what we are, 
and thus, you make us ashamed; we don't think we are wanted. 
We seldom play sports, we are not nominated for student 
offices, we are not welcome at school dances, we aren't 

Allen H. Barton, Communities in Disaster: A Sociological 
Analysis of Collective Stress Situations (New York: Doubleday and 
Company, Inc., 1969), p. 157, 
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valedictorians at graduation, rarely are we given honors 
even in Spanish courses and we seldom are given leading 
parts In school plays. 

Who am I? I am a human being. I have the same hopes 
that you do, the same fears, the same drives, the same 
desires, the same concerns, the same abilities. All I 
want is the same chance that you have as an individual. 
Who am I? In reality I am who you want me to be. 

The damage done to our culture and our society and the loss 

suffered by all people because of the conditions under which Ameri

cans of Mexican descent have been forced to live are incalculable. 

Burma gives us some idea as to the extent of those damages and the 

consequent losses therefrom. 

When a society prevents an individual from achieving 
his fullest growth and making his greatest contribution, 
not only is that person harmed, but so is his family, 
his community and his nation. If ten million persons 
are prevented, on the average, from achieving 10 per cent 
of their potential, this is equal to losing the intellect
ual and productive potential of a million individuals. If, 
as is more nearly correct, ten million persons are prevented 
from achieving a half of their original potential, the unin
tended latent consequences to our society are almost unbeliev
able, and certainly greater than any nation can afford. 

McWilliams has noted that as late as the post World War II 

years public places in Texas openly exhibited signs that read: "For 

9 
Whites—Mexicans Keep Out." 

Kostyu, Shadows in the Valley, pp, 142-143, 

^John H. Burma, "Mexican Americans, Prejudice and Disceimina-
tion: An Application of the Simpson-Ylneer Model," Mexican-Americans 
in the United States, ed. by John H. Burma (New York: Harper and Row, 
1970)7 p. 59c 

^Carey McWilliams, North From Mexico: The Spanish-Speaking 
People of the United States (New York: Greenwood Press, 1968), p. 272 
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Those signs have long since been removed from public places. 

Their degrading, ethnocentric implications, however, apparently 

linger on in the minds of many of the descendents of the men who 

originally conceived them. 
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APPENDIX A: REVISED INTERVIEW SCHEDULE, 
ENGLISH LANGUAGE VERSION 

Interviewer 

Date 

PERSONAL 

1. Name Address 

2. Husband Wife Both Other 

3. Where were you born? (City and State) 

4. How long have you lived in Lubbock? _ Years Months 

Other 

HOUSING 

5a. Do you own, rent or are you buying this house? 

5b, Type dwelling: Single home Duplex Apartment 

6. How many persons live in your home? 

7. What are their ages? (of each) 

EDUCATION 

8. How many years of school were you able to complete? 

a. Fa ther ; 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 College: 

b . Mother: 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 College: 

GUADALUPE BARRIO 

9. What were the major problems in the barrio before the tornado? 

10a. Do you feel that you will have anything to say about what happens 
to the Guadalupe barrio now? Yes No 

1 2 3 4 

1 2 3 4 

10b. 

11a. 

Why? 

Have you heard any rumors about what is going to be done with 
the Guadalupe barrio now? Yes No 
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lib. What have you heard? 

lie Do you believe this or these (lib)? Yes No Don't know 

12a. Do you know whom to see to find out if a rumor is true or 
false? Yes No 

12b. Whom? 

13a. What term would you like to have used for your people: Chicano 
Mexican American Latin American Mexican La Raza Other 

13b. Why? 

TORNADO AID 

14a. Did you receive any aid after the tornado? Yes No 

14b- From whom did you receive aid? Friends Strangers Red 
Cross Police Church Mi Casita City State 
SBA Other 

14c. What kind of aid did you receive? Food Clothes Medical 
Financial Other 

15a. Were you refused aid from anyone after the tornado? Yes No 

15b. (If yes) From whom? 

15c. (If yes) Why? 

16a. Have you made any repairs to your house since the tornado? 

Yes No 

16b. (If yes) Did you get any help for doing this: Yes No 

16c. (If yes) What aid and from whom? 

GOVERNMENT Note: Scale Values: 1 = Very Favorable; 2 = Favorable; 
•— 3 = No Opinion; 4 « Unfavorable; 

5 = Very Unfavorable 

17, Do you feel the government was doing a good job serving the 
people of the barrio before the tornado? 

a. cî ty Government; 1 2 3 4 5 (comments) 

b. ^tate Government; 1 2 3 4 5 (comments) 

c. Federal Government: 1 2 3 4 5 (comments) 
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18. Do you feel the government did a good job serving the people 
of the barrio th£ week after the tornado? 

a. City Government; 1 2 3 4 5 (comments) 

b. S^ate Government: 1 2 3 4 5 (comments) 

c. Federal Government: 1 2 3 4 5 (comments) 

19. Do you feel the government is doing a good job of serving the 
people of the barrio right now? 

a. City Government: 1 2 3 4 5 (comments) 

b. State Government; 1 2 3 4 5 (comments) 

c. Federal Government: 1 2 3 4 5 (comments) 

POLICE 

20. Do you feel the police were doing a good job of serving the 
people of the barrio before the tornado? 1 2 3 4 5 
(comments) 

21. Do you feel the police did a good job serving the people of 
the barrio the week after the tornado? 1 2 3 4 5 (comments) 

22. Do you feel the police are doing a good job serving the people 
of the barrio right now? 1 2 3 4 5 (comments) 

VOTING 

23. Are you registered to vote? Yes No 

24a. Did you vote in the last election for President Senator 
County Commissioner City Council Other 

24b. (If registered but did not vote) Why? 

25. Ethnic Group: Mexican American Afro American Anglo American 
Other 

26. Interviewer's General Impressions: 



APPENDIX B: REVISED INTERVIEW SCHEDULE, 
SPANISH LANGUAGE VERSION 

Interviewer_ 

Date 

PERSONAL 

1. Nombre Direccidn 

2. Esposo Esposa Ambos Otra 

3. 6Dĉ nde nacld Ud.? (Cludad y Est ado) 

4. cPor cu^nto tiempo ha vivido Ud. en Lubbock? Anos Meses 

HOUSING 

5a. lEs Ud. dueno de la casa o la renta o la esta comprando? 

5b. Tlpo de casa: Casa de una famllla de dos families 
Apartamento Otra 

6. ^Cu^ntas personas vlven en su casa? 

7. iCuales son las edades de cada una? 

EDUCATION 

8. cCuantos anos de escuela logro Ud. completar? 

a. Padre; 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 Universidad; 1 2 3 4 

b . Madre: 0 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 Universidad; 1 2 3 4 

GUADALUPE BARRIO 

9. iCuales eran los problemas mayores en el barrio antes del 

tornado? 

10a. ICree que Ud. Tendra voz en lo que pasa ahora en el barrio 

Guadalupe? Sf No 

10b. iPor que? 
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11a. ^Ha oido Ud. algun chisme tocante a lo que va a pasar ahora 
en el barrio Guadalupe? Sf No 

lib. iQue es lo que ha oido Ud.? 

lie. 6Lo (los) cree (lib) o no lo (los) cree? Sf No No se 

12a. ^Sabe Ud. con qulen se podrfa communicar para verificar 
si es verdad o falso el chisme? Sf No 

12b. iQuien? 

13. 6Cual termlno le gustarla a Ud. que se usara en cuanto a su 
gente? Chicano M^jico Americano Latino Americano 
Mejlcano La Raza Otro 

13b. l?ov que? 

TORNADO AID 

14a. iReclblo Ud. ayuda despu^s del tornado? SI No 

14b. iDe qulen (qulfines) reclbld Ud ayuda? Amlgos Desconocldos 
Cruz Roja Policed Iglesla Ml Casita Cludad Estado 
SBA Otra 

14c. ^Que tlpo de ayuda reclblo Ud.? Comlda Ropa Medical 
Monetarla Otra 

15a. 6Se le nego a Ud. ayuda de alguna persona o agencia despues 
del tornado? Sf No 

15b. (Si contesta sf) iDe quiln o qui^nes? 

15c. (Si contesta sf) iPor qu^? 

I6a, 6Ha hecho Ud. alguna reparacldn a su casa desde el tornado? 
si No 

16b. (Si contesta si) 6Recibl6 Ud, aslstencla en hacer esas 
reparaclones? Sl No 

16c. (SI contesta al) iQu€ tlpo de asistencia y de qulen? 
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GpVERI^IENT Note; Scale Values; 1 = Very Favorable; 2 = Favorable; 
3 = No Opinion; 4 = Unfavorable 
5 = Very Unfavorable 

17. 6Le parece a Ud. que el gobierno le servfa bien a la gente del 
barrio antes del tornado? 

a. Gobierno d^ la ciudad_: 1 2 3 4 5 (comentarios) 

b. Gobierno del estado: 1 2 3 4 5 (comentarios) 

c. Gobierno federal: 1 2 3 4 5 (comentarios) 

18. ^Le parece a Ud. que el gobierno le sirvio bien a la gente 

del barrio 1^ semana despues del tornado? 

a. Gobierno de la citidad.; 1 2 3 4 5 (comentarios) 

b. Gobierno del estado; 1 2 3 4 5 (comentarios 
c. Gobierno federal; 1 2 3 4 5 (comentarios) 

19. LLe parece a Ud. que el gobierno le esta sirviendo bien a la 
gente del barrio ahora mismo? 

a. Gobierno de la cludad; 1 2 3 4 5 (comentarios) 

b. Gobierno del estado; 1 2 3 4 5 (comentarios) 

c. Gobierno federal; 1 2 3 4 5 (comentarios) 

POLICE 

20= ILe parece a Udc que la policlTa le servfa bien a la gente 
del barrio antes del tornado? 1 2 3 4 5 (comentarios) 

21 o ILe parece a Ud. que la policfa le sirvic5" bien a la gente 
del barrio j ^ semana despues del tornado? 1 2 3 4 5 
(comentarios) 

22. iLe parece a Ud. que la policia le esta sirviendo bien a la 
gente del barrio ahora mismo? 1 2 3 4 5 (comentarios) 
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VOTING 

23. lEsti Ud. registrado(a) para votar? Sf No 

24a iVoto Ud. en las ultimas elecciones para: Presidente 
Senador Comisionado del Condado Concilio de la Cludad 
Otra 

24b. (Si esta reglstrado(a) pero no voto) .i,Por que? 

25. Ethnic group: Mexican American Afro American 
Anglo American Otra 

26 Interviewer's General Impressions: 


