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India abrays exists off the ruvnpikes of America.
Aghst Shabid Ali

1 bave seen Cubans everywheve, scartered from Tierra del Fuego to Iecland

 We bave taken oot where extle thvew us. ..
Viggil Sunves

Diaspora, Paul Gilroy reminds us, “ig an ancient word” (1994: 207), bur as
the poetic lines of Agha Shahid Ali and Virgil Suarez reveal, its new cur-
rencies in globalist discourses confound the once (presumed to be) clearly
demarcated parameters of geography, national identity, and belonging. Ety-
mologically derived from the Greek term dinsperien, from dia-, “across” and
-sperien, “to sOW Or scatier seeds,” diaspora can perhaps be seen as a naming
of the other which has historically referred to displaced communities of
people who have been distocated from their native homeland through the
movements of migration, immigration, or exile. First used in the Septuaging,
the Greek translation of the Hebrew scriptures explicitly intended for the
Hellenic Jewish communities in Alexandria (circa 3rd century RCE} to
describe the Jews living in exile from the homeland of Palestine, diaspora
suggests a dislocation from the nation-state or geographical location of origin
and a relocation in ane or MOre NAOEN-SLAEs, territories, or countries.! The
term “diaspora,” then, has religious significance and pervaded medieval
rabbinical writings on the Jewish diaspora, 10 describe the plight of Jews
living outside of 'alestine.
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i Another early historical reference is th Black African di Qm% beginning
bin the sivteenth cenrury with the slave trade:’fﬁ%&iﬁly*ﬁ'ﬁcpﬁ‘r‘ﬁﬁg”Wﬁst Africans
| but of their native Jands and dispersing them into the “New World” — parts
[ of North America, South America, the Caribbean and elsewhere that slave
| labor was exploited — through the Middle Passage. These earty historical

feferences reveal that diaspora is not always voluntary.? The movement of

people across the globe in the early modern period resulted in conguests,
genocides, and the trade of spices, sugar, and slaves. The Middle Passage
marks one trajectory of this triangulated form of circulation — raw resources
for goods for peoples — iphu@gg&ly buying and selling manufactured prod-
ucts for human lives. Somé scholars estimate that as many as 12 million West
Africans were sold into slavery and forcibly exiled ro the “New World” during
the almost 400-year peried of legalized slavery which began in 1502 iwhen
Ferdinand and Isabella allowed Nicholas de Ovando, the Spanish governor
of Hispaniola, to import Afiican slaves to the island) and ended in the mid-
nineteenth century (Britain legally abolished slavery in 1833, but slavery
continued in the British Caribbean until 1834; Spain and Portugal illegal-

ized slavery in 1840, alchough Portu guese ships continued to Hlegally import
slaves into its South American colonies until the late nineteenth century; and

slavery was abolished in the US in 1865). This carly transatlantic Afiican

diaspora resulted in numerous fractured diasporas in the late nineteenth

century and throughout the rwenteth century, as Black Africans migrated

from south to north in North America and across the Western hemisphere

~ from Port au Prince to Montréal, from Kingston to New York — and from

WESL Lo east across the Adantic ocean again — from Trinidad to London and

elsewhere. Diaspora, in the rapidly changing world we now inhabit, speaks
o diverse groups of displaced persons and communities moving across
the globe — from Kuala Lumpur to Sydney, Harare to Toronto, Paris 1o

Marrakesh, Budapest to Santo Domingo, or even Calcutta to Tijuana,
just as earlier in the twentieth century it mapped the movements of
Palestinian refugees from Jerusalem to Amman or Beirut, and Pakistani
refugees from Karachi to Dar es Salaam.

Theorizing Diaspora(s)

In the last decade, theorizations of diaspora have emerged in area studies,
ethnic studies, and cultural studies as a major site of contestation. Since the
journal Diaspora: A Jowrnal of Transnational Studies was inaggurated in
1991, debates over the theoretical, cultural, and historical resonances of the
term have proliferated in academic Jjournals devoted to ethnic, national, and
(trans)national concerns. A glance through recent academic journals reveals
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an increasing preoccupation with tliweoriz‘ations:‘ and P;'TO})?&mﬁnia;;;}i g{;f
disspora and nation. The explosion in various helds‘j 1#;&*{.1::1(;,‘( {1(iicg 0 ;'I;
anthropology, film studies, queer theory, area ?tudlts,.ct ;mrl d t;:rm "
work about diaspora makes it difha}it to ascertain h_‘ow ‘az\n w' ?_h-‘l” o e
being deployed in critical scholarship. It 1s~ofm%g§iqg§£% 3‘1 c%)_ Lr_ aﬁmd"%]oca.. b
to speak of.and. for ﬂLzng.\ggnmms_,_....h_Qutcy.cn..p.;;g%gg@d,l_m(i:t_;hird Hloca:
tions,.even symbolic ones. Following th.c lead of 11}et heori fo pncluded o
this collection, we cantion, therefore, against the um,ul.;%al, ul?litd'txxl : ll.ii .
cation of the term “diaspora” to any and all contexts of gi'oba .1s,p{_atc§ rmrk.
and movement; some forms of travel are tourism, an.d C‘,\’ny'a‘t:tﬁ-i:l‘lp. ES m?
movements as necessarily discnﬁ'anchising be-come unpcria:[z:s.t %;sturiu 'OHU:
What do we mean by diaspora? How is d}'asp(')ra h}St()uL}ZLf 1:1 nzﬁqm.
cized, and how does it connect with ideas of nattc}‘;}ah;;?, fr anilnznlzi o .l\inl;
or transmigration? In thipking through the category 0.“ .Ll-gsps)rt‘ L 5. m
es such as nation-states, it is thus ¢ u.ua] 1o c.og_m\n ‘(;.; e
important role of nation ﬁgmmwa{éweemrﬁmmjdfimg_mign } c(z;aC
War I1_gra. While cultural and literary critics have been incre lgdy,mi ,
cerned with how to rethink concepts of nationhood and %m_uoniﬁ Jf 2 O\Zj
such critical analyses should also imcrm?atc cc)nte}ntp()121;31/;();723;6:(1 lxzhcsc |
- isplacement, and dislocaton ~ from trave to exile. oed, these |
:]z:é:tlz()?isili ;ncxtr;cabiy linked to a thccn‘i‘z'ation (?f dmsp‘(ji?._ ?\ihes 112;%5 ?n
tion movements, the multipie waves of po%mcal refugees see <1113§).f15y( um i
other countries, the reconfiguration of nation-states, paru;u?al.*y ;liaoog mk;
Europe and the Balkan states, dcmau.wd that the coi}ucpt L?_.n'atmj]th,c m(;ve_
account of the specific geopolitical circumstances t.hat prc:;?lt?sgrwem ove
ment of people and communitics in the late twentieth and eariy t y

1o geopolitical enti

u,‘j\;; ;t:égcst that theorizing diaspora Qﬂ—‘cys critical spaces fo_r 13111%](1;%:225;
the discordant movements of modernity, th~c: massive nglmlons; : :i(.:mm_
defined this century — from the late coi?mal Pcr;od I:hF()ILllg‘l itk o ﬁot N
nization era into the twenty-first century. Theorizations of dlc}S‘pf.)l a 31 ' :Ori; by
i should not, be divorced from historical and cult.ar‘ai spccmu.tﬁy. llggl__w_m
e ’ ity itself — religious, ¢thnic, gendered,
s not a postmoderir fif from
ichistor-

traversals question the i glcillzcsof ide
national; vet _this didsporic_movement mar
SR A . T

istory adicfarn in whichithe v i :
history, but a nomadic™far s re scattered

ical moments .
&ﬂ‘,ﬂT;EgiL L?Zil]% rom the Increasing cofjiis of crit.icai wriFi}lgs- f}_n d;lspc:iz
included in Theorizing Diaspora do not merely reiterate dszc;cn]t ,t 1;011L °
about national community and diaspora,. but.rew§1§ some od.? l.t,Vlel haé‘“‘
theoretical writings on diaspora and na‘n'on, inquiring wljy‘ -‘1’alspo.1lcm.:cg s
become such an important category of critical analysis in the social scie s}
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literature, and the humanities. Mediating between different theorizations of

diaspora, this volume asks how we can understand the widescale dispersal

and migration movements that were emblematic of the twenticth century.

Comparatively examining some of the theoretical arguments that have

acquired an almost canonical status in studies of diaspora, nationalism, and

transnationalism, this volume offers strategies for rethinking the idea of
national community to respond more explicitly ro the question: why is djas-
pora studies important? Why is it accorded so much importance now? In
addition to historicizing different migrations and modern paths of displace-
ment, this volume also historicizes the variant movements of mi gration and
diaspora studies.
Once conceptualized as an exilic or nostalgic dislocation from homeland,
“ediaspora has attained new epistemological, political, and identitarian reso-
nances as its points of reference proliferate. The term “diaspora” has been
increasingly used by anthropologists, literary theorists, and cultural eritics to
describe the mass migratons and displacements of the second half of the
twenticth century, particularly in reference to independence movements in
formerly colonized areas, waves of refugees fleeing war-torn states, and fluxes
of economic migration in the post-World War 11 era. Diaspora, diasporic,
and diaspora-ization (Stuart Hall) are contested terms, the meanings and
multiple referents of which are currently being theorized and debated. The
theorists anthologized here — as well as scholars engaging in dialogues about
migrant subjects* or migratory subjectivities® — are all important voices in the
ongoing dialogue surrounding the fietd of diaspora studies.

Most recent theorizations of diaspora, notably the essays collecred here,
have been marked by the ambiguities of the term diaspora itself — a rerm
which literally (and on an historical level, negatively) denotes communitics
of people dislocated from their native homelands through migration, immi-
gration, or exile as a consequence of colonial expansion, but etymologically
suggests the (more positive) fertility of dispersion, dissemination, and the
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Speaking to different communities than postcolorﬁ.sszé r;:cc;li;hizljzal
tions of diaspora also seek to represent (ﬂltld 'pl‘()blenjla}l){f,) t‘ac' :\dL mu;t e
ences {in all their ambivalences, cc}:ﬁtraa_j1ct1c>;1.§, migs atlcéz}s,‘ al-ic multple
traversals) of people whose lives have un'.foidcd in myriad 1as§is0:l o an.d
nities across the globe, Diasporic subj.ccrs are markcd{ bky 1\ ):;Céts o
heterogeneity — cultural, linguistic, cri’]‘mc, n&t](mal‘ — and these s; C{_as j(;m H
Fd-by a traversal of the houndaries demarcating nation al:lL i } h:t
Tall khe diaspora experience “18 dcﬁncd,. not by L?.SSf.‘_ll‘(:e.(;]_ }}u.rclct)yl;cé )
by the ¥ecognition of a necessary heterogeneity an§. dw.c;%s)zty, )3 ;V ;wbrig_
tion of identicy which lives iz and through, not dc”spltc, d:_ c‘r{_‘n‘s..c, \’--eg;ihms
ity.” For Gilroy, “the politics of transi‘lgur:latlon that d]a?i)m nc: mmb o
“strives in pursuit of the sublimc,“ strugghng to rc,}?ea;.l\.llu ,gl.]igii,'o‘pen;
to present the unrepresentable.” }*c.)r other sch.o}al.:,i‘t‘ is d};j ;.it i}g e
diasporic subjectivity to a liminal, Lilalf)glc space Wh‘c;:i Tml,- 1 ‘c;:naﬂy) i({)bem
tiated ( Clifford, Gilroy, Hall, Mercer, I_f.ck\mlmlg;}vc, Ra‘ .1; :iss J “ﬂ].c oben:
Mercer theorizes a diasporic “critical d;a]_oglsm that ‘c,'ha lnpigf,s the mona
logic exclusivity on which dominant.\J.firszogs of'nam:m‘a‘ 1(1 .(.n? Y}O Merce.f
lective belonging are bascd”_;{;ﬁhi&\ﬁcm:cai F‘Ixaloglf,m, c}ﬁtf)_ulgn!p . riate;
allows for a “powcrﬁz.liyi\symwri‘g)dynam;.‘c, which critica yfgplp” i hem\
elements from the master-codes 6t the L?omm-ant Cuit‘fll‘[*) andbm??ﬂ 15 1éaning’)
disarticulating given signs and reamcu};?lt‘l__x_}g..__}\”hen.f Sym j0 1,c.7,1111 o
otherwise.” Thus, diasporic subjects expefience ;joubic_ (axéc eve &\how
identifications that are constitutive of ‘h\g}ifig F-ffgx'11ns of 1icnmt1tzmﬂ_lo m];
Gopinath, Hekwunigwe, Manalansm.l); hybnd nati(?nal (aim‘.‘ f:l:?d f}om W
identities are positioned with other 1dent‘§t3‘f categories fmc | 5(:&?‘ I;S Of.‘ d‘w
essentialized, pativist identity that is affiliated with constructio

nation or homeland. o o -

Diaspora does not, however, transcend differences of race, das;, %u 1;

( : r laspora sta one s

and sexuality, as one scholar has suggested,” nor can diaspora stan 1ad‘ dni t

an episte i 3 is - istinc
an epistemological or historical category of analysis, separate and

i o 1asporic scholars have
from these interrelated categories. More compiexly, diasporic schofars h

scattering of sceds. For example, Paul Gilroy remains critical of earlier crisi- A . - e
' : ‘ ance
: i suggested innovative and nuanced ways of thinking across the

. ‘\\-\i"‘) .} cal formations of the African diaspora that see ali African diasporic individ-

3 uals everywliere — scattered across several continents —as linked by a common

heritage, history, and racial descent; for Gilroy, such African diasporic con-
ceptions homogenize difference and form the kind of “cthnic absolutism™
of which he is so critical in The Black Atlantic, Like the critical terms #hizome,
créole, creolization, hvlvidiry, heterogencity, métis and métissage, then, dias-
pora has emerged as an internal critique of the binarisms {colonizer/
colonized; white /black; West/East} that circulated and found currency
within colonial discourse and that persist even within some spheres of
postcolonial studies: or as Gilroy critiques, Africa vs. Europe, or alternarely,
Africa vs. America.

demarcated terrains of identiry and cxploril?g the 1mbr1cat1110ns of Lthizi;zl:i
nationat categories, while offering insights into the ctz.z.ltaira cq;&s‘tr‘:aﬁ s of
identity in relation to nationality, diaspfn-a, race, gc‘ndq,fallu, sc:.m ,2;163
coursc; class inflects, if not haunts, th'c i"ormanf_)n Qf all‘o*L r 1;3(.6 “‘n ,ib_ thc.
To that end, class disrupts and comphca@s - often in productive way
intersections of race, gender, and _scxuahty ‘ . R

Diaspora has been theorized from many c.iweric: pomzs ol g 251 e
Fast Asian, South. Asian, Southeast Asmn?\ Asian {ac;ﬁ}: ,al.;{ ) ﬁtn ,mm "
American, Latin American, Afican, and (_;C{]ti’;li }mropca]’l. 1 (.‘(.]U..r (;d;nic
the term move from essentialist notions of homeland, national o
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identity, and geographical location to deployments of diaspora conceprual-
ized in terms of hybridity, métisuge, or heterogencity. After all, a Cap-
Haitien diasporic living in Miami may embrace both Haijtl and the Us, and
more flexible or diasporic notions of citizenship are needed to probe the
multiple belongings created in diaspora, as both Michel Laguerre (1998) and
Aihwa Ong (1999) note. By addressing the conditions that allow and oblige
people to inhabit more than one of these national spaces, theorizations of
diaspora have acquired an increasingly important space within critical dis-
course on race, ethnicity, nation, and identity.

Scholars of the Jewish diaspora and the African diaspora, seen most clearly
in the contributions of Black British Cultural Studies, are also rethinking
carlier notions of diaspora as grounded in the fived or metaphysical-
geographical foundations of home, identity, and exile. Such models privilege
the geographical, political, cultural, and subjective spaces of the home-nation
as an authentic space of belonging and civic participation, while devaluing
and bastardizing the states of displacement or dislocation, rendering them
inauthentic places of residence. ‘

While diasporic studies has emerged as an important new field of study,
it is not without its critics. Theorizations of diaspora have been hotly con-
tested and critiqued. The term “diaspora” has been critiqued as being the-
oretically celebrated, while methodologically indistiner and zhistorical. Some
scholars, arguing that diaspora enters into a semantic field with other terms
and terrains, such as those of exile, migrant, immigrant, and globalization,
have asserted that diasporic communities are patagons of the transnational-
ist moment;” other critics have resisted and critiqued such celebratory models
for thinking diaspora, noting that such celebrations are often ahistorical and
apolitical, failing to note the different contexts allowing or-prohibiting move-
ment giobally (and even locally). For example, tﬁzucc Robbinsi(1995) offers

a close reading of four journals — Diaspora, !707!;%33‘9;?‘)’!‘ 7. Social Text, and
Public Culture — that have “broken new ground in somulating and sup-
porting work in the international arca, the nonspecialist area beyond area
studies, and each of them sees the work it publishes as in some senses adver-
sarial” (p. 97). In his analysis he describes Diaspora as “one of the four jour-
nals which has gone furthest — though never without qualification — toward
celebrating rransnational mobifity and the hybridity that resuits from it as
simple and sutficient goods in themselves” (p. 98), While Robbins’s descrip-
ton of Digspora as a journal that “celebrates transnational mobility” is 1self
somewhat problematic, the article importantly asks: how and why do reputed
academic journals contribate to and also map out the terrain of intellectual
engagement centering around the question-of nation formation and migra-
tion within a transnational frame? And how do these journals valorize certain
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i 1 ¢ centere rlobal
types of theorizations of nation - specifically those centered on plo

mobility — over others?’

In itz muitiple uses, as Robbins a.stutcly notes, the term diaspora” has
occasionally been used in an ahistorical and uncrmga.l {11311.11.@ pa e
artend to the historical conditions that produce dle.lsp'orm su ]]Pofam‘;
Analogous to the problematic use of the term bm:fz’g.r \ailihz‘g in-mi]i;‘fci@ ,‘m&
and ethnic studies in general, the term “d\iaspora risks os%n 8 sﬁc ety and
critical merit if it is deemed to speak for all n.ﬁ.o.veitﬂm_ts. and migratic
beo idhin cities ad infinitum.
o examine,

“diaspora” has

berween nations, within nations, between c.itics, within s 4
While not losing sight of this important point, our objective lf t Jamine,
within an interdisciplinary frame, both the lnsforlc‘ai pi?ﬁl‘loln(:’n_(: ; ”mqgon
tions and diasporas and how these movements aiso_ mfle_gt. 1d6:n_ti13 otxak; Yh(;
in relation to race, ethnicity, gender, apd SCXL.IEIJK}’. If we are to .,Xamim
tessons of interdisciplinarity seriously, i;f; 1s.alse tm;].l?b::l; osjt}uzsi;;o ;nd e
: sork in ethnic studies, communication studies, area studics, at |
}3;)1";’1 \;t(t)lili::‘?, z:;hxl:ﬁcil as sociology and anﬂzr{)‘polog‘y, prol\udc\s us with the
ools to understand the lived experiences of diasporic subjects.

Why Diaspora Studies Now?

i i e pr ‘0 imporiant premises upon which
In response to this QUESTON, WE Propose ‘tv\ 0 Amp()_. E-}' T f'-L e o /
che sncy of theorizing diasporagibirst, diaspora forces us
ro ground the urgency of theorizing pora T e relations
~ H Mg o St ] N - he re
ink the rubrics at anidd nationalism, whitetehguring
rethink the rubrics of nation and natos hureTehs e resion
of cirizens and nation-states. ondydiaspora offers myriad, distocated sites 7

SitiesHe cnizing forces of alization.
of contestation to the hegemdite-Homogenizing forces of globaliz

Diaspora forces us to vethink the rubrics of nation and
narionalism, while vefipuring the velations of citizens
and nation-states

1n the last century, under the pressure of mongmcn{al :.1 fms?‘a‘uj11:1;52;1:3
global shifts {economically, politically, gcc_)g,r;?ph.lc:ally), E,,K 1f1a .u)Lt;OH if“,m[
Videal and as a state forny has andcrgonc‘s: gn_lhcan.t tmn_se%mi to; ,Wimm
ideological erosion. The shaping of namo.na] 1dcnﬂt1§s oceurs. vithi

i, civic, economic, and literary.
however, do not

ica
massive : 2 ¢
many discursive frames — juridical, Polmca /
Sud{ deterritorializations of nationalism and 11;1t101173tat§ei, oweven o e
decisively postnationalist world. Diaspora has been loosery

lace us within a 1. Di: s been loosely
. particularly transnationalism, to describe the dis

associated with other rerms, ! ‘ ism, 1o deseribe 1he 4
junctures and fractured conditions of late mod.em;ty, h(.)vvcl\‘e‘;, ¢ ‘.w{l}and
needs to be extricated from such loose associatons and irs historica
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theoretical specificities made clear. While diaspora may be accurately
described-as-tzansnationalist, it is not synonymous with transnationalism,
dransnationalism inay be defined as the flow of people, id 35, goods, and
capital across national rerr forics in a way that undermines nationality and
nationaliss as discrete categories of identificarion, ec ic_organization,
and political constitution. We differentiare diaspora from transnationalise,
however, in that diaspora refers specifically to the movement ~ forced or
voluntary ~ of people from one or more nation-states to another. Trans-
nationalism speaks to larger, more Jmpersonal forces — specificaily, those of
globalization and giobal capitalism. Whefe diaspora addresses the migrations
and displacements of subjects, transnationalism also includes the MOVEments
of information through cybernetics, as well as the traffic in goods, products,
and capital across geopolitical terrains through multinational corporations.
While diaspora may be regarded as concomitant with transnationatism, or
even in some cases consequent of transnationalist forces, it may not be
. reduced to such macroeconomic and technological flows. Tt remains, above
all, & human phenomenon — lived and experienced.

Part of the value (and necessity§ of thinking about different diasporas in
transnational setrings is that it offers an alrernative paradigm for national (or

multinational, transnational, and even postnational) identfication. Where
diaspora and diasporic persons are ofren considered imitations of the real cit-
izens in the home state, theories of diaspora and transnarionalism since the
1990s have offered ways out of the trappings of this hierarchical construce
of nation and diaspora. Within some carly scholarship grounded in more
traditional foundations of nation, exile, and identiry, diaspora stands in a
hierarchically subordinate relation to nadon or homeland , regarded as “the
bastard child of the nation — disavowed, inauthenric, tlegitimate, and impov-
erished imitation of the originary culture.”' These theorizations also create
new configurations of nation and diaspora. For Hall, the Caribbean is triply
traversed by a Présence Afvicaine, Présence Européenne, and a Présence
Américaine, as well as the muldple cultural striations of Indian, Chinese, and
Middle Eastern influences and the erased presences (through decimation and
genocide} of the Arawak, the Carib, and other indigenous Amerindians; for
Gopinath, diaspora can “be seen as part of the nation itself,” and this dest
bilized border “aliows the nation to be rewritten into the diaspora.,”"
Established generations of dissporic populations across the globe — Jewish,
African, Chinese, Japanese — have been grappling with these questions.
Future generations descended wholly, or in part, from immigrants from
South Asia; ecconomic and political refugees from Hait, Southeast Asia,
Eastern Europe will all have to grapple with similar questions as youth of
these ethnicities are born and raised in drasporic contexts and enter into
adulthood.”” How will their memories of the homeland, marked by ambiva-

a-
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ill they relate = cultural her-
tence and contradiction, operate? How will they lt":lﬂ}tt_ o the utliy @ e
: - ' reject aspects of the home country ¢ :
i " their parents? Will they reject aspects of the b
itage of their parents: s the home counfry B
W i%f they embrace other aspects? What types of alliances will they s

i -oblemade dynamics,
ish? To fruitfully analyz ) sstions and problematc dyna s
establish? To fruitfully analyze such quest and §

¢l |: (!. T € Ve ld [NCONIZ 2] l MW el L y
araspo § 5 )\I” ee to oV 1. (8)] 1 O 11 53 Oy d] lS})O“C 1d(,“t]
b sra studies v ne ¥

: - g car e diasporic
ties are constructed and cansolidated and must ask, how are these ¥

f Y T e I
identities practiced, lived, and experienced: e e disemoric individual
in such contexts, prevailing metaphors applied to the diasp i
. ‘ / N M g a o C .
or diasporic communities must be rigorously u.ﬁur(,)gatcd. Jan;lb, e Emh
from the Greek pantheon whose gaze 18 simultancously ; rec Ld,t 01,1 v
“ . H ) . + - N g ae o . ]
forward and backward, suggests a certain tunpo;aiity., the g,u; L onee
s ot ast cedd this is a seductive metaphor
C uture ar e past. [ndeed this is a seduc .
iooks to the future and the pa ctive metaphor ©F e
7 i : -xpatriate; but how useful is this metag
i gr exile, refugee, or expatriate; but i
immigrant, exile, refugee, . ) 1 is this metaphor
g idi srerogencit 1 multipiicity {to
{ght of the fact t idiry, heterogeneity, and - )
light of the fact that hybridiry, : Y, an ipt © Cvoke b
! iwe’s influential essay) characterize the situation of inanyvc.ilas}. ric con
‘ . i in the case of Haiti uban, Vietnamesc, ¢
ities and indiv ¢ As in the case of Haitian, Cuban, :
munities and individuals? As it ' Victhamess, 1n
Khimer refugees who emigrace under complicated, deeply painfu ;: ot
bling circumstances, what happens when one cannot or docs n
3 - i o v
¢ back for political or economic reasons: .
Ry ; ions do not know how to took back,
What happens when future generations co ho 1 o
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- as Karin / ~San Juan notes, if looking ' ‘ _
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dm]finﬂ 1 class discussion about homeland in refation fo the Jew P
< - . e
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For Vietnamese refugees — : i acuated Viemam
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sychic shysical brutalities suffe . e
i i War (culturaily, nationally, and geneaiog
asi ildren of the Vietnam War {cuiturally, 10 ,
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cal resistance with the signi 2k I here Bome unclea 3t v
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poem “in this Country Revised,” “vou fall into dust / as Amerasians without
/ documented names - / traceless,”!

In contrast, exiles of the Haitian diaspora frequently hoped for retarn,

despite the brutality of the Duvaliers and the Tonton Macoutes, or even in
the years after 1986 (when Jean-Clande Duvalier himself was exiled) as the
country still suffered under the Macouites, while secking to restore greater
cquality to the Haitian people. Indeed, the territorial configuration of the
Haitian homeland cartographically and legislatively includes its citizens in
diaspora, with the diaspora being designated the 10° Département of Hain,'$
Such movements, however Srom home to heve te where? — remain haunted
by an uncertain relation to origin_and place. For Dany Laferviere, a
Hairian—Québécois writer (who now migrates between Montréal and
Miami), returning home is an ambivalent move: “Ive been waiting a long
time for this moment: to be able to sit down at my work rable (a wobbly
little table underneath a MARgo tree, at the rear of the yard) and speak calmly
of Haiti, at length. Better vet: to speak of Haiti in Haiti.” These wouds, the
opening line of a novel written on returning to Haiti afier a twenty-year
absence, a novel entitled Pays sans chapean ( Down Amaong the Dead Men),
do not unambiguously suggest the comforts of home, but also evoke the
memories and violence of flight: “I’m at home with this music of green flies
working on the body of a dead dog, a few meters past the mango iree. I'm
at home with this mob tearing itself to bits like mad dogs ... In Port au
Prince, silence exists berween one o’clock and three o’clock in the
morning.”"” War refugees are not the only types of diasporic subjects ambiva-
lent about “Jooking back”; other migranss with complex motivarions for
cmigrating and troubled relocations in new countries also experience
such apprehension.

Diaspora offers myviad, dislocated sites of contestation to
the hegemonic, homaogenizing forces of globalization

In the context of late modernity or fate capitalism, capital has gone global;
and while distinctions need to be made between diaspora as an epistemo-
logical and historical category of analysis and other related {however inac-
curately) terms such as globalization and global capitalism, clearly some
diasporic zones are located {at least partally) within the movements and
mechanisms of global capitalist forces. With the signing of intrercontinen-
tal trade agreements such as NAEFTA and GATT, and the formation of
transnational alliances such as the European Union, we have entered a
period of historical globalization wherein multinational CoTporations ex-
port industry and manufacturing jobs, economic migrants stay home and

Nation, Migration. Globalization 11

division of labor more sharply divides #hose
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capitalism become blurred, as do micropolitical actions and choices within
an international or transnational frame.

We are in a unique historical moment wherein different diasporic rajec-
tories intersect and overlap. The accumulaton of political, sociological,
anthropological, historical, and literary scholarship on diasporic communi-
ties from Africa, the Caribbean, South Asia, Southeast Asia, and elsewhere
~ as exhibited in the Select Bibliography included at the end of this velume
— creates fertile sites from which to theorize and problematize diaspora.
Theorizations of diaspora, however, must emerge from this base of scholar-
ship, historically grounded in different diasporic locations, rather than purely
postmodern  theoretical abstractions of  displacement and movement.
Heeding Caren Kaplans caveat in Questions of Travel against overly abstract
theorizations of diaspora that are not historically located, Anita Mannur has
compiled the select bibliography as a means of facilitating future work in the
ficld of diaspora studies.

Theorizing Diaspora: A Reader

By mapping the trajectory of diaspora studies since the early 1990s,
Theoriztng Diaspora hopes 1o contribure to furure diasporic paths and the-
orizations of the multiple migratory subjectivities tived in diaspora. As one
of the only collecrions devoted exclusively to diaspora as a theoretical term,
Theorizing Dinspora comprises the critical forays and mulriple theoretical
shifts in contemporary theorizations of diaspora in its multple valences —
ideological, social, cultural, national, transnational, and postnational — and
establishes new terrains for the field of diaspora studies. Theorizing
Digspora: A Readev collects the tenor and trajectories of these critical
debates, offering readers z selection of disparate and challenging ideas on
diaspora.

Although numerous books addressing the historical perspectives of the
Jewish and Black African diasporas, and increasingly, the South Asian dias-
pora, have been published, theoretical perspectives on diaspora developing
within the rubric of postcolonial theory are less established. Theorizing Dias-
pora complements and builds on the work of these scholars and theorists.
The unique contribunon of this text is that it antheologizes many of the most
influential voices discussing diasporic communities and conceptualizing
diaspora as an emergent theoretical space. It presents in one volume the
divergent strains of multiple diasporas — Jewish, Black African, Chinese,
South Asian, Filipino, and Caribbean — and collects several key essays that
contribute to the ongoing dialogue on diaspora, transnationalism, and
migrant subjectivity. While there are cerrainly other diasporic contexts and
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communities that could be inclu.d.cd‘in this volume, ouwr 'nm waﬁ;o;éi
simply provide a smorgasbord of all contexts, and th_e (sdu;t:():n A{rican'
informed by our own intellectual and personal interests in Ja_n' ul 0 h{j
South Asian, and Asian American dé,asp()ras: Written by a_.nvlhl opo1 c?g,a‘. ; éd‘
erary theorists, and cultural criues traincq in the }1!:1111.1:111;165 ‘alm‘i &.(g;;g _her.ﬂ
cncés, primarily in North America and Britain, all of ti_}‘cli CTS?W u;c Zired here
have been previously published. Essays by renc)wn.cd 8¢ ‘10 a1‘;a1 li rea
more recent essavs that are fast becoming c.rgcxa.! for critics mlnilc :1 1101'1_
rethinking nationhood, citizenship, and.v ethnicity 1n 11()11—h1§r?rc 1;1 :w:: o
heteropormative, and non--patriar.chgi forms. All notedﬁrtlc es ltmation.a |
stantially shaped the trajectory of dlasg?()ra studies, ma)r_u.ng Tu inations
and interdisciplinary theorizations of cilaspgra and reflecting t] ;L»al Smdie.; ,
methodologies, and perspectives of scholars. i afa_thropol()};‘}ff, cultus ! Smdic; ,
cthnic studies, gender studies, literary studies, ﬁln} a.nd. performatis s
postcolonial theory, queer theory, and othc.r dzsqpim‘es; e Modermity
The book is organized into four thcma'ﬂlc sections: Part lf;ff. Mose PM;
Globalism, and Diaspora; Pavt Two: Erhnicity, ldentity, .rfn};l a?s})ti:d;wﬂm
Three: Sexcuality, Gender, and Dinspora; and Part Four: (A,w mm% | b;] hcnen
and Diaspora. These sections are not meant, l]O“’CVt“,l,‘tO .C,S.m, ) ng;--
boundaries between the essays, as many ot t‘.h'(:. ti"sematxcuui)rnccin‘sc l::;i{)m "
lapping. Part One probes the cconomic, pohn‘ca-l, and LF)H]-I':V .xi? mCh;dCS
diaspora and globalization as p]‘lcnomena'. defining mg;aig tys 1“mre e
Paul Gilrov’s “The Biack Aslantic™ and Arjun .Appa.cjiu.ra? $ _1s]ml (, : ba ‘
Diﬁ‘crcncc‘ in the Global Cultural anno}ny.” Part ?WQ mclﬁudesﬁ i"?c.llicx :;li ;L
that explore the subjective terrains of d.rtispora and m.;‘g,l 3?1(')11 ;l:t% ;qsays
diaspora in relation to social constructions of cth}nuty, in ' .[‘m iowé
Daniel Bovarin and Jonathan Boyarin, R. Ra.dhfakrlsi'man, zlln. 1 i ‘tiucts
| idem()nstm;:c how notions of ethnicity and ethmlc 1dT&t(;r§:$:i:S]fi;cnuc)g;;incs
Jar vary according to location. For exampie, RAGHaBHsHE. - examine
;}ndian identity in ziaspora in the US, and Lowce ixamm@ Ll‘;_cdfrla;gil;g
notions of the political construct “Asian Aljnemcan. B()Y?H}itfﬂ; i.dm};t i
displace the Isracli homeland as an exclusive space for locating v,

fons ewish di fc subjects. In
reinscribing it onto fliadon and generalions of Tewish diasporic subj

Part Three Rey Chow, Jayne €. [felwunigwe, and Me}l—'ﬂq EMa(lfjfijilz
IV all suggest the ways in which gender and sc‘xua‘iny‘ 1{n l‘cu" ghir do,
formations. Chow cautions aganst cc}ebrat_ory {101‘.‘10115‘()[: c‘ms}f)ma ,lzné «
not address the roles of class and women 1 modcr'n.fom.m (l) T(;VL , gO;
Ifekwunigwe deploys auto-ethnography as a fr:pm_n;st n]?};}; g (:E\é o
cxamining the lives of diasporic women, mcludl.n‘g )mrjsc N e
plores autobiography as a critical 5(:1'1§ thr?ug?} \R«'};ﬁ; ii ;;:?:p;r (mbles_ ﬂm
wossines (gendered, racialized, nationalized). idiak ‘ s

atli”a(zzb:;a%?st (f%;:ncworll of gueer alliances (and histories) in the S, exploring
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how both certain historical points of reference (for example, Stonewall) and
sexual categories (being “out™) do not aecessarily cohere for diasporic queer
subjects. In Part Four essays by Stuart Hall, Kobena Mercer, and Gayatri
GGopinath consider the cultural aspects of diaspora and diasporic communi-
ties in film, literature, and identity politics. Both Hall and Mercer use Black
British cultural productions {film, spectfically} to examine changing notions
of blackness and identity within a diasporic context; Gopinath analyzes the
heteronormative implications of nation and diaspora, as well as the ethno-
centric implications of sexual identities and queer politics in lirerary and
filmic media. We conclude the book with a postscript that examines the role
of cyberscapes (and its interfacing of diasporas) i shaping some future
diasporic paths.

Future Diasporic Paths

In the posmational world that we see emerging, diaspora runs with, and not
against, the grain of identity, movement and repreduction , . Many people
find themselves exiles without really having moved very far - Croats in Bosnia,
Hindus in Kashmir, Muslims in India. Yer others find themsclves in parterns
of repeat migration. Indians who went to Fast Africa in the nincreenth and
carly twentieth centuries found themselves pushed our of

Uganda, Keaya
and T

anzania in the 1980s to find fresh avails and opportunities in England
and the United States, and they are now considering retarning to East Africa,
Similarly, Chinese from Hong Kong who are buying real cstate in Vancouver,
Gujarati traders from Uganda opening motels in New Jersey and newspaper
kiosks in New York City, and Sikh cabdrivers in Chicago and Philadeiphia are
all examples of a new sort of world in which diaspora is the order of things
and settled ways of life are increasingly hard to find, The Unired States, always
in its self-perception a land of mmigrants, Ands itself awash in these global
diasporas, no longer a closed space for the melting pot to work its magic, but
yet another diasporic swirching point.”

To think of the United States as just “another diasporic switching point,” as ©
Appadurai does, rather than as the teleological end to which all the world

aspires, Is a refreshingly different and necessary intervention into theoriza-
tions of diaspora, To theorize bving in the United States, or the West, as a
mark of arrival is intensely problematic on numerous levels. Part of the value

of using a framework (such as the one provided by Appadurai or other

theorists of diaspora who grapple with the problematic issue of discerning a
specific point of origin} is that it offers a way to theorize nationhood
and belonging as a process always in change and always mediated by issucs
of class, ethnicity, gender, and sexuality. As we have entered into a new mii-
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lennium, insisting that a nation is defined by its geo@ohucal bQun.daﬂcs 15,
inherently reductive, exclusionary, and problematic; at f:hc s*i\fne I:‘Hl]l‘;f,(\:;
cannot ignore the very real ways in Which. conmnuutzci E’Itl‘L. fega il ] snts
politically bounded by nation-states and th{fl-l“ (often multiple) 3110\?;_‘ -
across such borders, especially in the wake of September 11,.20 | : Lot[;ol;
capital, and information increasingly cross borders, (_:ha%lcngl‘ﬂgli_?cbnoiers‘
that a national community is nccessarity bounded by its geographic : org i ;
but at the same time, these border crossings are mf.()rmed b}z ﬂmsucsi .o#
class, race, and cidzenship. What, for example, dOCS. 1tT1:r1e(a;} [.c(){l‘1 QI; (\:; dnLtrL
English-spcaking American female citizen to Cross the Lb_. ana“c} ¢ b (,;
and what does it mean for a Pakistani American wonlan whc}“ WC?P M.jft;ves
for a young Sikh American man crossing the same border o m\f’lSlt\ rlc a. {er.s
on the other side? Although it is true that not everyone can cross ‘1011 ™
with ease, and while it is also true that not everyone ncccs?san]y wWants to i *
verse borders, it is also true that for reasons o'f n.cccsyty.aﬂd‘ so(lsitizm
choice, people do cross borders and see their lives unfolding tn diasg
i ar -
btttlllifjs(;rtam distinctions still need to be made, then, b'etwc.cn thlc pol;.ltlxcrz;l;
visks entailed in different forms of movement anc} migration, r.'as ?\16-. :
between transnationalism {which can (icsgri.bc: NGOs, m.x;;ltu.m.i.;o;'};l‘ (,OI;
porations, and dissident political organizatons, as well as';n‘cixf{c{ ‘ua.lzidnz:‘;
diaspora {which is a human phenomen.on). Scholars a}id 1 ?w“&l‘f 110 mﬁ_
probe important questions related to dlaspor‘a: HO.VY’ fo;t mamip c., t.,ﬁls,
structions of nation, diaspora, and transnation differ 10% dif L.];Clg 1:
migrational groups - exiles, refugees, immigrants, and ﬂ11g;i1j:1’13?5.1 jvi)vzj :Z;
voluntary diasporic subjects different fro_m t:].mse whos% an'-I;mmi-m,
mapped by exile, refugee camps, mass migration, apd ﬁf(nm;-nk_‘ m :_g Of
tion? What are the subjective, psychologjcai‘, and. social umums;od;gky
diaspora and other modern forms of gcograpl?i‘cal dlspi.efuulch3?F? an] : b :md
cations? What are the disjenctures — gcopoht;c;&l, psychosacial, c; rI.“
gender based — in these contemporary forms of mass mO\‘TCl’HlL\intr _710\115
transnationalism invested in the movements Qf global cap.zlj.ahsm, W 1c‘1wts—,
diaspora remains a distinctly hur.n‘an - ai_b'cit .111tensely p()lit;ul:l ]—t;;g g’ilr:
n1igfator3-g phenomenon? How, if at a]l? is diaspora s‘mai,ni } f”;h;r
national movements of global capital? I—io\'\f are these mo\iunuilts- ur et
striated and complicated by — as Appadurax?s taxonomgf 0{.? ;}{mcic;n C;;wiz:_}
{ethnoscapes, mediascapes, technoscapes, fllwilcesca}jc:sqanl( (,.lt ci(;s%oii];
suggests — the multiple, intercontinental 111()\1@;}1{':;1'8 of in c{o)‘ot;y,rcma”e.d
tion, and capital online? In other words, how is diaspora being P
ronegh cyberscape interfacing? . - }
fhl\‘;}jﬁi r-‘chn, wiili be the course of future ‘traj.ﬁctcmc:% (?i‘ d1a§§701‘1c- ;;n:?:;;:
What paths remain to be explored in theorizations of diaspora, particularly
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those that interrogate the classist, racist, hererosexist, and gendered foun
dations of nations, nation-states, and even of diaspora? What different types
of communities and identitarian forms will be imagined and created as 3
result of these shifts? Some scholars even suggest that such movements will
torce redefinition of citizenship, arguing for models of flexible, diasporic,
and even nomadic cidzenship.” We end by posing specific questions that
mterrogate the foundations and the imbricared constructions of nationality,
national identity, citizenry, and diasporic or migrant subjects.

Eirst, how are geopolitical territories defined in relaton to a people or
demos that require “imported” foreigners as internal—external others
{whether in the ancient Greek city-state or polis where the enslaved were
predominantly migrant metic laborers —~ or in the “New World” where
African slaves and Asian “coolies” were “imported” through the first and
second Middle Passages; or in the contemporary transnationalist and
geovirtual — if also politically real — terrains of giobal capitalism where the
demarcated spaces of First and Third Worlds are refernitorialized, less as
discrete national and continental borders and more as first- and third-world
zones that traverse territories or nation-states and map the interstitial, inter-
national, and interpenctrating zones of enterprisc and impoverishment)?-
How are boundaries predicated not merely on a geographical and polirical
outside (i.e., other foreign territories), but also on the internal presence of
non-citizen classes, such as immigrants, economic migrants, exiles, refligees,
and illegal aliens?

Second, how are geopolitical boundaries and territorial identities predi-,
cated rot merely on internal exclusion {as posed in the previous question},:
but also on constitutive forms of externalizing exclusion (such as forced.

economic migration, imposed or political exile, evacuation of refugees, -

and deportation of illegal alicns)? These constitutive forces of territori-
alization may be seen in mythic or literary accounts {as well as historical
ones ), such as Polyphemus’s Cyclopian extratersitoriality, the forced exile of
diasporic Jews from medieval Christian and Earopean cities, and Dapte’s
political-religious ostracization from Florence in the fourteenth Cenuury,
to cite only a few well-known premodern examples.** (Post)modern cor-
relates are mapped in the oceanic crossings of Haitian and Viethamese
refugees, or les «bont peupless vietnamiennes et haitiennes, and South |
Asians fleeing Uganda, Tanzania, and other parts of East Afiica, as well as
the many other migrants who have moved in transnationalist patterns across |
the globe, :
Third, how do odyssey, sojourn, and travel differ from migration, dias-

pora, and exile, in that the former constitute forms of territorial conguest or
“exploration,”

while the fatter mark lines of deterritorialization, disposses-
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sion, and displacement from territory, custom, protectorship, anoil. CI:’I‘ZC?); ;fi
How do these differing and fHuctuating movements map out hegem
power relations of country, colony, state, and dlas.po‘rgr e e
Fourth, how are these internal-external and consticutive Ol-Lf,-‘ tcmt.o_
torialization supportive of economic or class strucmr?s \Vlti.nn %n::nqs i]_.] "
ries? For example, the African slave trade bolstered c:cgrz(m‘}m pfolg il ; Wcét
United Srates {especially the “cotton” South), Brazil, Aigcp‘tx?a, 1 fest
[ndies, and West African territories. Anothe{r @rly cxam;‘)ie 1? the &Pfcfbor,
Jabor trades between England, India, and China, \‘vherm}} cgplu')lnEmBgtigh__
ers were brought to sustain the cane and cotton 113.(%1,15311)cs m‘ L]L()r ;1;)\,\;
colonized Caribbean in the post-slavery p(:l‘l(’)dq (f;."om~ 1‘634 .01'1(}%. L how
economic migrants from Southern Europe and hlast ASJ? sj}étaéﬂitcnl )gmry
Emancipation economies of Brazil and the Umted-. .Sta.ﬁi‘" r(I)Obc Sé o
examples include economic migrants who move across t1e 5‘3 obe seclchs
work, but more significantly, the la_te global capit:il .xlmgﬂmluj. of muln
national corporations to the source of cheap fabor, seeking to keey s ic
and to maximize their profit margins. o e 11, 2001
Finally, we end with our own caveat: in the waisc of btptc'm c.]l \ ,fon Tir.ﬂ,
it is imp'(—:rativc that we ignore neither th'c qucstl(m.of natTonV}a ):Zc gia;’
and citizenship, nor how the ways in which acad.en.ucs mu._st l.\]ﬁ(;)‘i e diss
pora have been aitered. White it has never bef:n advisable to z}sc 1asy o o
a means of celebrating border traversals, it 18 cven more pi {.:e,s;.nlg no_roRq
think about just how difficult it has becomc'for certain fnd.nrlidzla s_f; :Ou;-:;
borders. Diaspora studies, in this context, will have to rethink the ¢ S
of citizenship, migration, and haiongmg globally. e decades
The migratory spaces traversed h.y migrangs or rg_fug:* jn; inércasing;y
mark diasporic zones that deterritorialize andzgetermoua ize t c: increaingy
biurred borders of nations and nation-states.” Such .dctc.*rr-ltm-.m 15‘] -
not without risks of and propulsions t.owarc)i I‘Ctﬁi‘H{UrlallZﬁtlf)‘n,‘ 1(3;\1(; ; t(;
as Caren Kaplan suggests.” The above quc.:sltmns are 1 rc_:slponsc,;jz C}ﬁ ;nd
Kaplan’s call for more studies mterrogating t.he .dascu{.s;_ve,’p(;. 1 ,(lm
economic forces of territorialization and rc*jtt.*.rmtorz:alxzmxpn, ‘am] 0111 1dnt
tions formulate new parameters for historlcilzcd d.J.asponc“ SLP? ars 11?1_“;
addresses the intersectionalities and fissures of identity, whether those o ,
sthnicity, gender, or sexuality. ‘ o
“h;{‘;ﬁir» sucstio;}s still need to be .addre.sscd Wltb rc?gard t; ?ibiiilaa :Snc;
diasporic communities: What is gained in theo;'m%tmns ? ‘ (]J‘» i{ T_hc ais_
general framework for understanding the ﬁ"a.ctm'c.s of mc)demlt}‘ a .ta],: s
junctures within notions of citizenship, natliona.].lty, and cve.n) Lg?zl Lo
are the myriad waves of transpational migr:aﬂc.m in the late ﬁ?&i}#l(.t"l. Lf:t-ioﬂz
part of the regulatory flows of global capiralism? How do these migration
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form and deform modern seapes as hybrid discursive and political spaces
created through disjunct and contradictory discourses around the issues of
globalization, economic migration, political exile, and nomadic citizenships?
If the strucruring forces of capitalism (however disjunct) were implicated
with those of colonialism (however hybrid), and if the deterrirorializing
movements of anti-colonialist sentiment and early decolonization emerged
concomitantly with the revolutonary, anti-capitalist destratifications of
Marxian social systems and state communist regimes, bow and to what extent
are the transnational fluctuations of diasporas and diasporized nation-states
inextricable from the neocolonialist reterritorializations of global capitalism
(such as free trade agreements, world financial markets, and the internatonal
divisions of labor, production, and profit):

These earlier geopolitical, systemic, and ideological shifts {those of
coloniatism /capitalism and decolonization / communism ) resulted in world
migrations: sertler migrations from colonial empire to colony; economic
migrations from “third-world” zones to “first-world” countries; mifiraristic
and imperialist (i.e., Superpower) occupations of and coups in war-torn
territories (from Eastern Europe to Southeast Asia); and Cold War waves of
political refugees flecing homelands (in Viemam, Cuba, Haiti, Algeria,
Guatemala, Afghanistan, and elsewhere) and seeking asylum across the globe.
‘The last century was defined by innumerable border crossings, crossings rhat
destabilized the boundaries of nations and states, even as it bore witness to
Holocaust, apartheid, the resurgences of ethnic nationalisms, as in Rwanda
and the Balkan states, marked (and marred) by the brural excesses and
inhuman violations of ethnic cleansing,

In this cacophonous and interkinetic moment of late capitalism, spawn-
ing micropolitical and macrocapital reterritorializations economically and
calturally on a worldwide level, the proliferacions of cyber-information and
technocapital virtually render the concept of border anachronistic; and vet,
as age-old systems are deterritorialized, others emerge, reterritorialize, and
establish new borders, however transient or dromic, as Paul Virilio claims,
What do these fluxes promise or portend for future diasporic or frans-
nationalist spaces? Where will we locate the time, speed, and movement of
diasporas in the new century? Within or outside of the boundaries of
deterritorialized nation-states? Or simply beyond such archaic construc-
tons? As we have entered into the new millennium, such space-times and
movernent-trajectories are yet to be(come),

Perhaps, instead of us crossing borders, the borders (multiple and
virtual vectors of energy, power, desire, and capital) will cross and criss-
cross, deterritorialize and reterritorialize us. Perhaps, as Jerry Herron
suggests, we will no longer go to the border: the border will (belcome
to us.”
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Notes

See Durham Peters (1999: 23). N . b
As Kaplan atfirms, many may not know whese howne is in orda;‘m stay b mcl. o

many of us there is no possibility of staying at home in the E.Oﬂ\f(‘.ﬂtl().??l bfi’l .

— that is, the world has changed to the point that those domestic, national, of

marked spaces no longer exist” (p. 7}

See Kaplan {1996} and Puar (1994).

Ganguly {1992).

AVIES i 4 . ‘ . N
i?fi\z:c \t]ilzgtcz'm posteolonies, nOt Lo monolithically hon?ogcmzc [hL C;(p(ii.‘ltﬂ;,.:&_s
of colonized spaces of the various Buropean and {‘\.n'acnc-.m e-mﬁ” es‘,;ﬂ-}t toc c.:l.c
tinguish it from other types of migrant communitics. In El’?lS 1:§;§}L : “;]ET;H
multiple gradations of “dccoiomzatﬁo11"’ e.md autonomy, as wlc, “{}5 LZ)PH“L ani
and ch}crgcnt neocelonial narratives within nation-states, both “Wester
“non-Western.”

Urgo {1995).

Tololyan (1996).

Robbins {1995).

Gopinath {1995},

hid.

See Maira (2002) and Danticar (2001} . - o
In her influential essay, “Going Home: _Enacrmg_ Justice in Q_usz;]_' [;m:,
America,” Aguilar-San Juan (1998) thoughtfully medivates on how to l.av.‘\.tasn()l‘,zl‘
home. Noting that there is no place that she rcai.iy calls home, she write {
was born in Boston bur eventually lefe for Provzdcglfe. I recently 111.0‘\1;_:(— -te
southern California, which has always fascinated me. ’i[o gO wc-stwa‘rd, %:’ for‘ “11”;
Asian American, to go home, in the sense that many'As;an Ai}}.ezflcujis h:.a\je anjlj 3
in California, in Washingron stare, ot farther west i Hawali’i. B‘Ut_r?‘i;nu“L; IS
ate family is scattered around the midwest” (p. 25). Her own b'tcny 11 1‘115 1;11i5pts
out 2 network of myriad affiliations that comphc:’xrcs the notion 1%}.:\{ there ex

a fixed point of origin to which oae can A110.s‘talg1cally E‘mrkcn. b.au.t:. o
Kassam-Remtulla isolates numerous possible reasons tor emigy ation. 1( L gd
many Ismailis “left in search of better economc OppOrTUnIties as tra..cie‘;s ;n
merchants in East Aftica . . . they also left for many grhe'r reasons !im uding
famine, unemployment, religions pCI‘SECLIFiOl] ;}nd }?‘oimca! mst‘ab;hftyn( homa
Langworthy, “In this Country Revised,” fr(m} The (rﬁ?{}?”ﬁ«}’%}i ‘Qf W &z’:‘ { 1('{[‘110“ !
City: Cooper House Publishing, 1995) 17, Sec alse Tran, Truong and Truong
Khot (1998}

Adolphe (1595).

Lafersiere (19984, wanslation by Homel (1997).

arenabe {(1998).
Kﬁﬁtﬁfc coliélctiom Global Sex Workers: Rights, .}m{ﬁsismafzcc zz‘wl Rbdbﬁ?’ijﬂ??‘l,
also see Anarfi and Kempadoo for specific analyses of gender, migration, and sex
work in different global contexts.
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20 Wijers (1998: 75),
21 See Tololyan (1991, 1998},
22 Appadurai (1996: 1715,
23 See the following: Ong { ; L
: g (1999} Laguerre (1998); - :

2t e Sad 1oga 3 Laguerre (1998); Joseph (1999).
25  On this problematic, see Schiller, Basc

; atic, see Sc , Basch, and Blanc-Szz
2 Faolan (1996, ch, and Blanc-Szanton (1992},
27 Herron {1993),
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