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“Racial Profiling” in the War on Terror

Cultural Citizenship and South Asian Muslim
Youth in the United States

fidant of our grandmother, the toughest Sunaina Maira
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er brother, the one to have my teachers
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eve you had it so hard. Your suicide was
; Introduction

- through stories told by our family. You
2ut blank cartridges into where the bul-
den underneath the covers. Our mother
city, following you from one pawnshop
ou a gun. Eventually she found you at
rything was going to be fine. You asked
: psychiatric place. Qur mother tried to
of orange juice, but she had walked 1o
n she heard an explosion. You were de-

Since the attacks of September 11, 2001, and the “War on Terror” waged by the United

States at home and abroad, questions of citizenship and racialization have taken on
new, urgent meanings for Soll_th_AS_ia_n_i_nlniigmm__Mh. Many South Asian Ameri-
c.ans’, Arab Americans, and Muslim Americans, or individuals who appeared “Mus-
im,” have been targeted for surveillance, detention, and deportation by the state. In
he public sphere as well, South Asian, Muslim, and Arab Americans have been the
objects of intensified scrutiny and suspicion and, in some cases, have experienced
hysical assaults and racial profiling as part of the renewed anti-Muslim backlash and
.emonization of Arabs in the United States.! There has been a shift in U.S. race poli- Gl

ics af.ter 9/11 where the fault lines are no longer just between those racialized as white "ol
A{rlerlcans/people of color or black/white Americans, but between those categorized ,ra,& et
§Muslimf nor_l-Muslim, American/ “foreign,” or citizen/non-citizen, This chapter ex- e
mines the experiences in the United States of South Asian Muslim youth who emj-
rated from Bangladesh, India, and Pakistan, in the context of this shifting racial for-

gtl.on and intensified exclusion of Arab and Muslim Americans from national be-
nging,

it would be nice to extract an ultima
fort from analysis, but T am still co
ullessness. {That is what it feels like, th
ing culture.} T cannot hope to achieve
fuses to be quiescent under this civili
1 still remember, and 1 will live to tell
hink it is possible to militate against ¥
«d unity. I am not even calling for ana
ic we already live in a (nation-)statejc
npels me to recount your death. Ma
mize a historical or political conscio
cing I will even find a patchwork pl
ams.

The War on Terror

Vithin six weeks of September 1, 2001,
Act, 'which conveniently stands for Uni

itings by Asian American Women, edite_&
-eacon Press, 1997}, reprint by permissio




U 452 SUNAINA MAIRA

defined category of “domestic terrorism™; by granting the government enhanced sur-
veillance powers; and by taking away due process rights from noncitizens who could
be placed in mandatory {and in actuality, indefinite and secret) detention and de-
ported because of participatior. in broadly defined “terrorist activity” (often for minor
immigration violations and also in secret).* The act’s provisions violated basic consti-
tutional rights of due process and free speech and, in effect, sacrificed the liberties of
specific minority groups in exchange for 2 presumed sense of “safety” of the larger
majority. Before 9/13, about 8¢ percent of the American public thought it was wrong
for law enforcement to use “racial profiling,” popularly used to refer to the dispropor-
tionate targeting of African American drivers by police for the offense of “driving
while black”; after the shock of the 9/11 attacks, 6o percent favored racial profiling, “at
LA least 25 Jong as it was directed at Arabs and Muslims.”s

It is important to note that discrimination against and suspicion of Arab Armeri-

‘ selves scrutinized as potential “enemy” threats, Surveillance of Arab American com-
B ’ munities has always been linked to U.S. foreign policies in the Middle East, and is
! closely tied to U.S. support of the Israeli occupation of Palestine and military inter-
ventions in the region. Arab Americans, and others, who have protested these policies

_ FBI’s surveillance of the General Union of Palestinian Students in the 1980s to the at~
o tempted deportation of the pro-Palestinian activists known as the “L.A. §” to the na
i tionwide monitoring and interviews of Arab American individuals and erganizations

as a serutiny of certain groups because of presumed differences of “racial” or ethnic
B identity, or just in terms of cultural and social exclusion, but as an everyday practice
' that is linked to state policies. Racial profiling after 9/11, in particular, highlights thé
ways in which particular immigrant communities are positioned in relation to the na-
tion-state, domestically and globally. :

The shift in racialization of South Asian Americans after ¢/u is significant because
South Asians in this country have had a different relationship than Areb Americans
to the policies of the national security state. They have generally not been viewed as
potentially working against the state’s interests, at least not since the early twentieth
century when Indian nationalists in the United States who were engaged in transn
tional activism against British colonialism were subjected to state surveillance.t But
South Asian immigrants, regardless of their political orientation or class status, ha
always been positioned within the United States in ways reflecting the state’s economi
and political interests. The primary influx of immigrants from South Asia came
the United States after the Immigration Act of 1965 as part of an effort by the United
States to shore up its scientific and military technology expertise during the Cold Wa
These graduate students, scientists, and professionals generally did not engage in chal
lenges to their adopted home state’s policies. Despite economically strategic lobbyin
for minority status in the 1970s to avail themselves of civil rights benefits, the first

and surveillance targeting their communities.? It did this by creating an ambiguously

! cans and Muslim Americans existed in the United States well before 9/11.5 However, i
South Asian Americans, particularly Sikh and Muslim males, suddenly found them-

have been monitored at various moments since the 1967 Israeli-Arab war, from the -

before and during the first Gulf War.” Racial profiling must be understood not just
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wave of South Asians has for the most part tried hard to five up to the mythic “model
minority” image.?

‘:.[‘he second wave of South Asian immigrants, Lowever, that began coming to the
United States in the 1980s through family reunification provisions of the 1065 Act was
less affluent than their predecessors, more likely to come froms small towns or even vil-
lages, and have Rad = very ifferent exposure to U.S. race politics and the welfare state
than those who reside in middle- and upper-middle-class, predominandy white sub-
urbs. These more recent immigrants generally live in urban areas, often in multiethnic
gommunities, and work in service-sector jobs or in small businesses, The civil rights
erisis after 9/21 not only affected South Asian, Arab, and Muslim African Americans
: differently due to their varied histories of arcival and residence in the United States,
and the different relationships of the United States with their home nation-states, but
'_ . it also affected various South Asiaz American communities unevenly, based on ;heir
. class status and previous understandings of U.S. racism.

The crisis of civil tights of South Asian Americans after /11 is the most virulent ex-
ample of large-scale scapegoating of South Asians in the United States since the anti-
Indian riots on the West Coast in the sarly twentieth century. As part of the domestic
“War on Terror,” at least twelve hundred Muslim immigrant men were rounded up
a:%d detain?d within seven weeks in the immediate aftermath of 9/11, none of thern
mth_ any criminal charges, and some in high-security prisons. Nearly 40 percent of the
detamnees were thought to be Paldstani nationals, though virtually none of the detain-
ees was identified publicly, and the locations where they were held remained secret. !0
“disappearances” of their husbands,
brothers, and sons ended up leaving the country after indefinite separations and Jogs
of the means of family support.” There were mass deportations of Pakistani nationals
on chartered planes, some leaving in the middle of the night from New Yori state, that

: In June 200z, the National Security Entry-Exit Registration System (also known as
Special Registration™) was established, requiring ali male nationals over sixteen years
from twenty-four Muslim-majority countries, including Pakistan and Bangladesh, as
well as North Korez, 1o submit to photographing and fingerprinting at federal inmi-
g.ration facilities.”? After news broke of muss arrests of Iranians complying with Spe-
cnfl Registration in southern California in December 2002, many undocumented im-
fugrants ard those with pending immigration applications tried to fles to Canada.
y.I-VIarch 12, 2003, the Canadian immigration service reported 2,111 refugee claims by
: is since January 1. More than fifteen thousand undocumented Pakistanis
_d reportedly left the country for Canada, Europe, and Pakistan by June 2003, 2c-
o1ding 1o the Pakistani Embassy in Washington,1s
The profiling of Muslim and Arals immigrants affects the composition of commu-
#s and the nature of relationships within them, particularly in areas with large con~
ations of these populations that have seen an evodus of immigrants, such as
10oklyn’s “Little Pakistan” on Coney Island Avenue.!$ Perhaps more alarraing, “an
Moknowable number of immigrants have burrowed deeper underground,” ereating an
more precarious world of individuals who canpot fully admit they exist, who

.
o &
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cannot safely live their lives openly for fear of deportation and so live in the shadows,
v if ot under siege.'” The “War on Terrorism” has been waged primarily against inmi-
grants, heightening the distinction between citizens and noncitizens and making citi-

W zenship a crucible for the post-9/11 crackdown. In fact, the “War on Terror” is an ex-
Dol o tension of the “war on immigrants,” waged since the late 19805 and continuing with

the anti-immigrant Proposition 187 passed in California in 1994 and the heightened
policing of U.8. borders." The Anti-Terrerism and Effective Death Penalty Act and the
liegal Immigration Reform and Immigrant Responsibility Act of 1996, both passed
iy under the Clinton administration, laid the groundwork for the PATRIOT Act by strip-

Tiberties did not begin after 9/11 but was accelerated after the Twin Towers tragedy.'®
The heightened fexr and anxiety of those targeted as suspects in the domestic “War
on Terror” in the first year after /11 seem to have largely diminished in the public

by Musiim and Sikh Americans to the exclusion of those who feel they are not “tar-
gets” of the “War on Terror” My own work on issues of immigrant rights with South
Asian Americans in Massachusetts revealed that there was, understandably, a height-
ened sense of fear and vulnerability in Mushim immigrant communities, particularly
among working-class immigrants who cannot as easily afford legal counsel to help
ther if they are harassed or detained. This fear about surveillance, detention, and de-
portation persists in Muslim American communities around the nation, for Muslims
and Arabs continue 10 be associated with “terrorist” threats to the nation as the “War
on Terror” continues to be used by the Bush administration to rally the nation.

-

South Asian Muslim Immigrant Youth in Wellford

corning of age in the United States at a moment when their belonging in the nation is

grant students in a public high school in a town in Massachusetts that I call Wellfor

K began in fall 2001, focused on working-class Indian, Pakistani, and Bangladeshi immi-
As part of mmy research, I also interviewed immigrant parents, school staff, communi

belonging in the United States is defined in relation to transnationalism and globaliza

between domestic and foreign policy that underlie U.S, imperial power. )
‘Wellford is an interesting site for this research, for while media attention and com

New York/New Jersey area, there were hundreds of incidents around the country i
places where South Asians have not been as visible in the public sphere or as orga

ping civil rights from noncitizens in the name of national security. The war on civil

sphere, and within South Asian American communities seems to be borne ever more

i:Jocal Muslim organtzations or mo:
i Asian,

The “war at home” in the aftermath of 9/11 raises questions about what the racial pro--
filing and anti-Muslim backlash mean for South Astan and Muslim immigrant youth

suspect. How do U.§. immigration and “homeland security” policies targeting Miuslim:
immigrants affect the understandings of race, nationalism, and citizenship of South’
Asian Muslim immigrant youth? This chapter is based on an ethnographic study that I

and religious leaders, ity officials, and community activists. I argue here that young

Ifound that in nearly all my
Muslim immigrants” understandings of citizenship shed light on the ways in which’

2 their parents,
1ssue that had profoundly shap
ton. There is very littde resear

tion, to multiculturalisn and polyculturalism, and, increasingly overtly, to the links:

munity discussions of racial profiling were primarily focused on South Asians in the ;
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nized, including incidents in New Englazd. It is also interesting to focus on communi-

ties such as Wellford that are known to be
of responses such a setting allows and do.

politically jiberal, to understand what kinds
es not allow, particularly for youth. The Well-

ford p!ublic high school has an extremely diverse student body reflecting the city’s
changing population, with students from Latn America, the Caribbean, Africa, and
Asia. Students from India, Pakistan, Bangladesh, and Afghanistan consﬁm,ted the larg-
est Musiim population in the school, followed by youth from Ethiopia, Somalia Zrngd
M?rocco'. j‘kt .the time I did my research, there were about sixty students of S::)ut'h
Asian origiz, including a few Nepali and Tibetan youth, who were almost evenly split
between immigrant stadents and second-generation youth. ¥
The South Asian immigrant student population in Wellford is predominantly

working- to lower-middle class, recently arrived (
minimal to moderate fluency in English. These
predominantly with other South Asjan immigr.
students in the bilingual education program, T
= youth were from Muslim families,

 western India. Several of the South
as their families had sponsored rel
. families had migrated from the
-y networks in the same apartment buj]
. generally worked in low-

within five to seven years), and with
youth generally seemed to socialize
art youth and with other immigrant
e majority of the Indian Immigrant
most from small towns or villeges in Gujarat in
A:ma.n students were actually related to one ansther
atives as part of an ongoing chain migration, Whole
same village in Gujarzt recreating their extended fam.
3 et d ﬂfing in Wellford. The parents of these youth
income jobs in the service sector, and they themselw

g after scheol, up to thirty hours a week, in fast food restauranti,y gas sftijsnswztj\::g
 stores, and as security guards. ,

Tke families of these South Asian (Sunni) Muslim youth are not very involved in

and African American populetion, They
from thelr own ethnic community; but they do
- American or Pakistani American community or;
tend to involve mainly middle-
‘responses of these jmmi
-working-class experience
more privileged South

the discussion would inevitably

sques that draw a diverse Arab, North African,
tend to socialize mainly with people
not seem to affiliate with the Indian
ganizations in the area either, which
to upper-middle-class, suburban families.® Thus the
grant youth are rooted in the specificities of their urban,
» 4D experience that is often completely unknown to their
Asian American counterparts in the areq,

Cultural Citizenship

conversations with South Asian immigrant youth, as well
 ing turn to citizenship, for this was an
ed their lives and driven their experiences of migra-
<h on youth and citizenship, and much work on young

—
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Young people may not be interested in voting, but they express their relationship to
the state in different ways and develop particular understandings of their role as “citi-
zens.” Citizenship has traditionally been thought of in political, economic, and civie
terms, but increasingly analyses focus on the notion of cultural ¢itizenship, or cultural
belonging in the nation, which is a useful concept when considering the relationship
of youth to the nation-state. This notion is very relevant to immigrant communities;
as muldethnic societies are forced to confront questions of difference that undergird

social inequity. It has become increasingly clear that the rights and obligations of civic

' citizenship are mediated by race, ethnicity, gender, and sexuality, as well as religion, as
 has been apparent in the post-9/n2 backlash.” Cultural citizenship, according to Lok -
* 8iu, is the “behaviors, discourses, and practices that give meaning to citizenship as -
lived experience” in the context of “webs of power relations” and the daily “practices
" of inclusion and exclusion”® Cultural citizenship is an important notion to examine
+ after g/n because legal citizenship is dlearly no longer enough to gnarantee protection

s under the law with the state’s “War on Terror,” as is clear from the profiling, surveil-
i lance, and detention of Muslix Americans who are U.S. citizens. :
The concept of cultural citizenship has been developed by Latino studies scholars
such as Renato Rosaldo and William Flores and Rinz Benmayor, who are interested in
social movements for immigrant and civil rights. They employ the concept of cultural
citizenship in such a way as to analyze “how cultural phenomena-—from practices that
organize the daily life of individuals, families, and the community, to Engnistic and ar-
tistic expression—cross the political realm and contribute to the process of affirming
and building an emerging Latino identity and political and social consciousness”
The concept has also been developed by cultural theorists such as Aihwa Ong who are,
concerned with citizenship as a process by which the state regulates and disciplines
citizens. Ong defines cultural citizenship as “2 dual process of self-maling and being-’
made within webs of power linked to the nation-state and ¢ivil society."? Some schol,
ars, such as Toby Miller, are somewhat skeptical about the possibility of using citizen-
ship as the collective basis for political transformation, for it is increasingly individu-
alized and privatized in neoliberal capitalist states, such as the United States, where;
being a citizen is more akin to being a consumer of services or social goods offered by:
the state. My work, In a sense, bridges these two approaches: I am interested m thy
critical possibilities of cultural eitizenship for galvanizing struggles for eivil and fmmi-
grant rights as suggested by the work of Latino studies scholazs. At the same time, [
view citizenship as a limited basis for social ransformation, given that it is tied to the’
state and is often based on a model of consumer citizenship,®
In my research, I found that there are three major ways in which South Asian im
naigrant youth understand and practice cultural citizenship: flexible eitizenship, multi
cultural or polycultural citizenship, and dissenting citizenship. These terms are drawn
from the ways in which the young immigrants in my study expressed and praeticed;
cultural citizenship. It is also important to note that legal citizenship stll remains very.
important, especially given that the “War on Terror” has used citizenship as a majo
weapon in its crackdown on undocumented immigrants and noncitizens and that 1
affluent immigrants were generally the ones most severely affected, Cultural citizen
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ship always has to be considered in relation to questions of formal documentation and
econornic citizenship, as my research shows.*

The form of citizenship that emerged from this study~~flexible, multicultural and
polycultural, and dissenting-—are responses that these immigrant youth expressed si-
nniltaneously. They are not exclusive of one another nor do they exist in some kind of
hjer.archy of political or socizl development, I view these modes of citizenship not as
static categoﬁa in a typology but as processes that are dynarnic and cross different
spheres: social, economic, and political. These citizenship practices are performed by
adults as Vfrell, bat it is clear that young people have to negotiate particular concerns
due to-ﬂneu- positioning in the family and social structure, and their participation in
education. While immigrant youth have to deal with the migration choices of their
parents and the demands of being both students and workers, it is clear that their lives
are‘deeply shaped by the state and economic policies that drive their parents to cross
natiopal borders. Young people, toc, grapple with the meaning of the state’s role in

i i:heu‘ lives and with the implications of war, violence, and racism for an ethics of be-
onging.

Flexible Citizenship

“Fle:dbl.e citizenship” describes the experience of migrants who use transnational links
. to provide political or material resources not avaiable to them within 1 single nation-
- state, as has been argued for affluent Chizese migrants by Athwa Ong.® It is different
_ from traditional notions of dual citizenship, which imply an actual legal status as citi-
- zen of two nation-states, for it leaves open questions of national loyalty or strategic

uses of citizenship status. The Muslim immigrant youth in my study display modes

£ flexible citizenship, for they understand citizenship in relation to the United States

" :s w?ll s one or more nations in South Asia, For them, national affiliations (such as
*Indian” or “Bangladeshi) as well as linguistic-regional identities such as Gujarati or
Pa}than were very important, and they viewed all these identifications as compatible
with natiozal belonging in the United States. They came to the United States spon-

ored by relatives who are permanent residents or citizens, in some cases fathers who

nlig;rated. alone many years earfier, so they grew up in transnational families spanning
:wo contmen_ts. Transnational marriages and social ties are commeon in their families,
However, their experiences of flexible citizenship were often more difficuit than those

f the elite Asian immigrant families studied by Ong and others. At least two boys had

beex-l separated from- their fathers for abou fifteen years; Faisal said his father had left
-@Gstan for t?xe United States right after he was born, and in effect missed his sot’s
¢hildhood while he was working in the United States to support himm and his family 41l

¢y could be reunited. By the time Faisal came to the United States, however, his older

g
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because of what they perceived as its civic and also economic benefits: a few stated
that they wanted to be dble to vote, and several said that they wanted to be able to
travel freely between the United States and South Asia, to be mobile in work and fam-
ily life. About half of these South Asian Muslim immigrant youth have green cards al-
ready; the remaining are a mix of citizens and undocumented immigrants. After 9/,
of course, citizenship has become less a matter of choice for immigrants, partcularly
Muslims and South Asian/Arab Americans, than a hoped-for shield against the sbuses
of civil rights. In fagz, a few youth I spoke to were surprised that T myself had not
obtained citizenship yet in the fall of 2601, and were in some cases concerned that I
seemed to have taken so long to obtain this vital document!

Citizenship for these immigrant youth is part of a carefully planned, long-term,
family-based strategy of migration undertaken in response 1o economic pressures or
those living in, or at the edge of, the middie class in South Asia. Some of these youth
in Wellford imagine their lives spanning national borders and speak of returning to
South Asia, at least temporazily, once they have become U.S. citizens and perhaps
when their parents have retired there. For example, Ismail, who worked as a computer
assistant after school, wanted to set up a transnational hi-tech business so that he
could live part-time in Gujarat and part-time in Boston while supporting his parents.
He saw this as a strategy for Non-Resident Indians {or NRIs, a term used by the Indian
government) to fulfill their obligations to the home nation-state, using the benefits of
U.S. citizenship. It seems to me that these young immigrants’ notions of flexdible citi-
zenship are based on at least two linked processes of “self-making and being-made” as
citizens in reladon to multiple nation-states,” First, their identification with India or
Pakistan is based largely on transnational popular culture, on Bollywood films, South

Asian television serials, and Hindi music that they access through video, DVDs, sat-

ellite TV, and the Internet, In the interest of space, I cannot delve into an analysis of
transnational popular culture here, but it is clearly an important arena for the expres-
sion of transnational cultural citizenship by immigrant youth.

Second, flexible citizenship is intertwined with labor and education, areas that are
interrelated for working-class, immigrant youth. These youth have come to the United
States with their families, in some sense, as migrant workers. They work in low-wage,

pari-time jobs in retail and fast-food restaurants and struggle in school to get creden-
tials for class mobility. These service-sector jobs are generally occupied by young peo-
ple of diverse ethnic backgrounds in the United States.™® However, unlike nonimri-
grants who provide this flexible labor, immigrant youth can perform economic ¢iti
zenship, which is based on individual productivity in the capitalist state, and they may

aspire to the American Dream, but they cannot win cultural citizenship because they
are nonwhite, because they are immigrant, and, currently, because they are identified .

28 Muslim, so they are excluded from full national belonging. Their participation in

U.S. public cultare, in fact, ocours largely through work; their relations outside the
school and community are mainly with other immigrant or young workers and with

employers. For example, Walid, a Pakistani mmigrant boy, lamented that he could
never go out into the city with his friends because they all worked on different sched-
ules and it was almost impossible for them to have a night off together, given that he
worked night shifts at his weekend job as a security guard.
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Cornpared to more affluent South Asian immigrants, these working-class youth are
more ambiguously positioned in relation to what Ong calls the U.S. neoliberal ideol-
ogy that emphasizes “freedom, progress, and individualism ™ They see the limits of
this model of the self-reliant consumer-citizen—and of the American Dream-win
their own lives, and that of their families, Soman, who worked in his family’s Bengali
restaurant after school and who often waited on more affiuent South Asian immigrant
students from the prestigious university down the street, said, “Here, you live in a
golden cage, but it’s still a cage. ... [M]ylife is so limited. I g0 to school, come to work,
study, go to sleep” Soman’s comment about being imprisoned by the “goiden cage” of
the American Dream is profound because in a single image it points to the glittering
appeal of American capitalism and the ¢onfining imprisonment of belief in this il
sion. It also suggests that young immigrants and their families may acknowledge the
self-delusion, but continue to participate in it because at least, for immigrant youth
there is little alternative now that they are in the United States, ,

The idea of productive citizenship is tied to the need for a low-wage, undocu-
mented/noncitizen labor pool by employers who wish to depress wages and keep
labor compliant. Citizenship requirements discipline workers and keep immigrants
vu%nerable to exploitation and fear of dissent, as is very evident after o/11 with the on-
going arrests and deportations of immigrant workers for visa violations.?2 There con-
tinues tcz be fear among noncitizens who have transnational ties, political or familial,
that are increasingly suspect when the “threat” to national security is attributed to spe-
cific foreign nations.

Yet, in the face of such rezulations of citizenship znd national boundaries, it be-
<ame apparent to me that these young Muslim Immigrants thought about dtizenship
b Ways‘ that were themselves flexible, shifting, and contextual. In some cases, it seems
that religious identity actually prompts youth to think of themselves as belonging to

the United States or at least identifying with its concerns, i not identifying as “Ameri-
c_an.‘.‘ Ismail said 10 me in the fall of 2001, “Islamn teaches {us that] what country vou
{.we 1, you should support them. . . . See, if I live in America, I have to support Amer-
12, I cannot go to India” This of course is the same boy who said that he ultimately
IWanted to return to India and support its development, But these staterments are not
45 contradictory as they first appear; Jsmail is able to frame his relationship to Islam

o 2 way that will help him think through questions of loyalty at 2 moment in the
United States when Muslims are being framed as noncitizens because of 2 particular
¢omstruction of Islam. Ismail instead uses Islam to counter this exclusion of Muslims
ﬁ.rom the nation-state, both officially and unofficially, and to develep a flexible defini-
ton of citizenship. Flexible citizenship is clearly an economic/ family strategy for these
zgﬁl;]th jbut also part of a cultural strategy that 2llows them to manzge diverse national

ations.

Multicultural/Polycultural Cltizenship

Not surprisingly, some of these irpmigrant youth talked about ideas of cultural differ-
tnce and relationships with others in terms of multicultural citizenship, since muiti-
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culturalism s such a pervasive discourse of cultural belonging in the United States,

minority cultural rights, or the rights of minority groups within multiethnic nations
1o express their cultural identity. The high school, implicitly and explicitly, promoted
this notion of multicultural citizenship through visual symbols and support for eth-
ni¢-based student activities. Qutside the high school’s main office was a display case
with changing exhibits that often focused on the theme of cultural diversity, among
other issues, acknowledging the different ethnic groups in the school through artistic
and cultural products, often tied to ethnic heritage month celebrations.

through everyday understandings of pluralism embedded in the social fabric of their
relationships. Most of them emnphasized that they had friendships crossing ethnic
. and racial boundaries, as Walid did in commenting on his black, Egyptian, Morocean,
' and Gujarati Indian friends. In their daily lives, these youth did, in fact, hang out with

Latino, Caribbean, African American, and Asian students, and especially with Muslim

[ schools and even colleges, tended to cluster by ethnic group in the cafeteria and on the
i playground. Ismail commented that his friendships with non—South Asian students
were sometimes questioned by “desi” {South Asian) youth, but he defended this by ars
guing for a more expansive conception of community:

1 hang out with different idds but even I heard it from a lot of desis who say, “Why you
go with them?” They dox’t like it, but I say if you want to live in a different world, you '
. have to exist with them. . . . Sometimes you have to go outside [your group] and say,

i yeah, alright, we are friends too, we are not going to discriminate [against] you, be-

‘ cange . .. we dor't look like you. . . . [Y]eour relationship is gonna be bigger, right. But if
: you're gonna live in the desi community, you're only going to know desi people, not the
other people.

in the reality and depth of Indian secularism for many Indians, especially Muslims,
even though the Indian Muslim youth I spoke to continued to cling to their belief i
Indian plaralism after the riots.

Coexisting with this idea of multicuitural inclusion were moments of tensio
among different groups of youth in the school, as there are in any school or commu
nity. After September 11, some of the South Asian immigrant youth, particularly th
Mustim: boys, felt targeted by other high school youth, Accusations of “you’re a terro
ist” or “you're a bin Laden” entered into fights among boys who flung these new racial
epithets at one another as part of & national discourse about Muslims and Arabs as th
“enemy threat” that was intensified after 9/11. The South Asian Muslim boys, 2nd gizls,
felt this acutely: did this mean they were the enemy, and how could they lLive as such?

S particularly in the arena of education. Multicultural citizenship is based on the idea of

For South Asian immigrant students, multicultural citizenship was expressed -

. because, in his view, black Americans i
African youth from Somalia, Ethiopia, or Egypt, potentially forming a2 pan-Islamic i feel alienated
identty. Yet it was also apparent that students in the school, as in most American high 4

“than that of Latinos or

largest group of students of coior in the school, and

: t s : s on the other hand, thev stand

A2 particular manifestation of contested 17,5, citizenship to these youth, ev:x}': if notf:ﬁ
e actually U.S.-born. The responses of these Pakis ’

Ismail traced the value he places on multiculturalist coexistence to a notion of India as’
a multiethnic nation. He said, “India is a really good place to live in . . . because they've’
got a lot of religions, different languages, different people” Bug this was before the-
massacre of Muslim Indians during the Gujarat riots in spring 2002 shook the belief

of x

Fhool are not imbibed at all by
rsimc.)d of time., I have found that these tensions do indeed exist. Rarher,
YoM I my notion of polycultural cltizenship 1o acknowledge the resentm

Omne of tl?e anti-Muslim incidents in Wellford after 9/11 occurred in the schog]
?vhen an %{i'mn American girl accused two Pakistani boys, Amir and ‘Walid, of “kﬂ]:
ing people and'reportedly called them “Muskim niggers.” The girl was eventually sus-
pended but Amir was, in fact, a friend of the girl’s brother and said ke tried to i,nter—
vene 10 soften her punishment. Both boys emphatical

; y refused to portray the meid
a5 a Black/South Asian or Black/Muslim conflict; they insisted thaf this Jas 1'.hzuc:a.seﬂ$c

a lone individual who Walid half-jokingly said must have been “drunk”™ or “high”
A_L:n‘u, in facti, said that he thought African Americans were less likely to haf:: af gul:-
critically nationalist response to the evests of 1%

he was hesitant to extend this generalization to
paign in Afghanistan,

For Walid and Amir, 9/11 promipted a heightened self-consciousness iali

zation that s.ecmed, if anything, to reinforce the black-white racial polariaz];zil;;m—‘;\:’]z;%d
felt that African Americans were not as shattered by the attacks on the United. States

from the nation-state due to the

legacy of slavery. While this racialized difference after 9/11 is more cornplex than Walid

.. suggests, what is important is that he believes thas African Ameri i
: t1s imp it is G ericans share his i-
ence of marginalization within the nation, But Walid does not cornpletely ﬁ@?ssp etll;]e

renewed nationalista of Americans after o/, saying, “Th plete
here in the USA, so that's their country., ving, “The first thing is they're born

. pens 1:1 ba&.:k‘home, Iike, and someone else did something,
right?” Yt it is also apparent that 9711 seems te have drawn

of ditizenship that is based on racialized fissures in claims i identi
Eliation with other youth of eolor. 10 etonalidentiy and of

- - We are immigrants, . . . If sumething hap-
we're gonna be angry too,
him into an understanding

Tor Walid 2nd others, the response of African Americans seerns more significant

even Arab Americans because on the one hand they are the

istani boys suggests to me a poten-

!Ially. pﬂlycult.uml citizenship, based not on the reification of cultural difference that
‘r;:uluculmrahsr?l implies, but on a complex set of political affiliations and social
I outzn‘dary crossings. Robin Kelley’s notion of polyculturalism suggests that “we were
multi-ethnic and polycult}u-al from the get-go” A polycultural approach to difference
suggests that caltures are mevira_bly already hybridized, and that there are no diserete,

cultur : embedded in the messiness and nuane
elationships of different groups with one other and with the state, and is based oe:

a political, not just cultural i istori i
e e i resonance, based on particular historical and material con-

i?c?chthural citizenship is not an idealization, however, of the complexities of race

Ido Dot want to suggest that polyculturaliszn exists in the absence of an-
2 or'that racialized antagenisms and suspicion in the
Immigrant youth; in getting to know these youth over
there is
ent and
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simultaneously inveke a multiculturalist discourse of pluralist coexistence and = poly-
culturalist notion of boundary crossing and affiliation, embedded in political experi-
ence but also in popular-culture practices shared with youth of color, These young
peaple are not involved in formal political organizations or in traditionaily defined ac-
tivism, but their deepened understanding of racism is based on a political, not just
euitural, resonance with other youth of color in the school based on their shared expe-
riences after ¢/11.

embrace and then n
Muslim immigrant youth sense a connection with other youth of color and with’ ‘. duding Bush ]1;:_-;1 sp?}iz;t ;’; ﬁ;:g{:;n;; e éicz:liers after 9/u: “Initially leaders in-
African MusEm youth in the city, even as they struggle with the challenges that Mus- 2. « a5 critical, outreack to Muslim Americans hI;:o g), but afterwards, when it wasn't
lim identity has posed to libera? multiculturalism. Multiculturalist responses to the as- - | time” Other South Asian Muslims | e ¢ stopped completely. Now, it’s bashing
sault on the civil liberties of Muslim and Arab Americans have tended to considerra- -}~ of support offered by neighbors andsg; € 2o were quick to point to the outpouring
cial profiling within a racialized framework of minerity victimhood. “Muslim Ameri- *.f ends after 9/11. The two perspectives are, of

cans,” or the trio of “Arab, Muslim, and South Asian Arnericans” are constructed ag
just another culturally (and religiously) distinet ethnic category whose problems can

course, both true. Individual acts of solidari R
. . darity har 2 PR
ton, private and state-sponsor, e, 07 2 e & eVG coexisted with acts of diserimina-
———_"—“‘—-‘-_——..ﬂ‘_:il "

%
gether I racial pro Aling Tt works tor.. The two processes often work to-

be contained within 2 discourse of domestic racism. The assumption is that “raci] emphasized multicultural inclusion, and COntI-‘adicti.;:m of ijﬁdal cheteric, which
profiling” can be addressed simply by “cross-cultural understanding” or interreligious lim and Arab Americans through s:m’e m:t;:te p:hcy, fnrlnch COntlnTled to target Mus-
“dialogue” that leads to incusion within the multicultural nation. However, the “War - such as Special Registration % detention, deportation, and programs
on Terror” has highlighted the limitations of multicultural citizenship as a response to Kban worried, as others 1 & o '

state policies targeting Muslim and Arab Americans after /11, for these were based not - - speaking up enough againsst E & community did, that Muslim Americans were not

: © prospect of social and political, if not ical, i
: Erent, given the specter of the mags internment of Japanese Amm‘cpai)s’s:a{: mtem:
- threats during World War T7 thar loomed in historical memory when the massezztn:;"

tions of Muslim and Arab Americans 1
onstrated that sapae p et gsr ac;c;k Place after o/11. However, my research dem.

- ven publicy, oSt South s FOME Sl et 0. Y0l poiticl views,

- e-class community leaders i
: expressing. The Muslim Immigrant youth 1 spoke t an an; syere aftaid of
; " 0 had i
US. war in Afghanistan that drew om 2 notion, of o enalyss of 9/ and the

' i . just on racizl or religious but on political profiling, “Muslim” identity has been ethni-
I cized since 9/13, but it is not an ethnic or racial category at all, even within the ambigu-
< | ous construction of race in the United States, although Mustims have certainly experi-
enced an intensified racialization as 2 demonized “other” But it is important to keep'

in mind that “racial profiling” and Islamophobia after o/11 are at root tied to imperial :
policies that drive the global “War on Terror,” particularly U.S. interests in dominating

the Middle East. However, liberal multiculturalism suppresses a critique of the state

and evades discussions of political injustice through 2 discourse of cultural difference.

After g/1, it also became apparent that minority groups who had traditionally

& J borne the brunt of racial profiling were not completely resistant to the anti-Arab and
anti-Muslim suspicion and paranoia of the “War on Terrorism” There are many rea-

You have 10 look at it jn two

ways. It's not right that ordinary people over there

sons for the failure of interracial alliances among these groups, historically and pel Afghanistan], ike you 2nd . . ! {in
cally, that'could be clariffed in a longer discussion. Such & discussion would have to in thing to do with Y the at: e, J:Iiomiﬂlw work, gt killed. They don't have any-
clude the resistance of some South Asians to affiliaste with marginalized groups of People in New York who got kil W York, but they're getting killed. And also the

. N . . L : ed, that’ ioht ef
color in their desire to achieve model minority status and the hyper-nationalism that that's not right either,

emerged in the United States after /1 and that absorbed even marginalized group : .
The U.S. empire uses difference and consumption, in its domestic subordination of, write the words “mvpra + MUSLIM® very easily pass for Latina, chose to

marginalized groups, to divide struggles against racism at home from movements for ance responding to the casting o;?\;:‘esrh?:sg ;fter 9/11. For ler, this was a gesture of
justice and against imperialism abroad. because one Muslim did iz n New York, you potentially disloyal citizens; she said,

el v s You can't iz}vo{ve everybody in there, you
Justice, and collective punish-
¢ min lim students when discuss-
. : AEW Immigrants such as Zeenat. She th i
X . - wie thought that th
o Afghanistan in response to the attacks of g9/u was “mongf’ghbecause ;:Oénnlzgg
who were not invelved in the terrorist a
A peo ttacks and, echoi
Yesh;;s revzark, said, “After September L, they [Americans) hate the Musl?n:s Om?
€y want the government to hate the Mustims, like, all Muslims are same?

Dissenting Citizenship

Muslim Americans and Arab Arnericans are defined, particularly after o/11 but also
other moments, such 25 the Iran hostage crisis and the Gulf War, as political scape
goats and therefore cultural aliens.™ Their presumed cultural difference is highlighte
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After the anti-Muslim incident in the high school, the International Student Center
organized a student asseinbly featuring two Arab American speakers who criticized
the “War on Terrorism” and the attack on civil Eberties. Amir, Walid, and a Gujarati
Muslim girl, Samiyah, delivered eloquent speeches condemning racism to an audito-
rium filled with their peers. Amir said that when he was threatened by some young
men in Boston, “I could have done the same thing, but I don’t think it’s the right thing
to do.” Amir is a muscular young man and his <all for nonviolent response was a pow-
erful one at that assembly, one that could also be taken to be a larger political state-
ment about the U.S. response to the attacks. Samiyah stood up in her salwar kamees

and said, “We have to respect each other if we want to change society. You have to ..

stand up for your rights” Muslim immigrant youth were being publicly drawn into
race politics and civil rights debates in the local community, although it is not clear vet
what the impact of this politicization will be over time. But a year later on the anniver-
sary of September 11, when the International Student Center organized another stu-
dent assembly, Samiyals younger sister and another Gujarati Muslim girl, Mumtaz,
voluntarily made similar speeches that were reported in the local press, Mumzaz spoke
of her sadness at the events of /11 and also said “that it’s not right to go after Pakistan
and Afghanistan and aJl Muslims who had nothing to do with it?

Even though these working-class yeuth do not have the support of, or timie to par- .

ticipate in, community or political organizatons, they have become spokespersons in
the public sphere willing to voice a dissenting view, Other Musim American youth

“hiave been forced 16 play the role Of educators 75 well, giving spesches at their schools
and in community forums about Islam, though a coordinator of a Muslim youth

group at the Central Square mosque says that it is 2 role not without pressure or fa

tigue for young Muslim Americans. Understandably some of them are also hesitant to -

speak publicly abour political issues given that even legal citizens are worried abouw

expressing political critique or dissent in the era of the PATRIOT Act. Repression

works on two levels to silence dissent, as Corey Robin points out: on 2 state level, and
also on the level of civil society, where individuals internalize repression and censor
themselves.* Robin argues that “fear does the work—or enhances the worke~of re-
pression,” noting that the “effects of “Fear, American Style” are most evident today in
immigrant, Middle Eagtern, and South Asian communities, as well as in the workplace
where “suppression of dissent” is evident since 5/1.%

In the face of such repression, I have found these Muslim immigrant youth to be
engaged in a practice of dissenting citizenship based on a critique of state policies,
both privately and publicly. Their expression of dissenting dtizenship Tneans they

stand apart from the dominant perspective in the nation at some moments, even as’,;

they stand together with others outside the borders of the nation who are affected by
ULS. foreign policy. Jamila, 2 Bangladeshi gicl, s2id of the war in Afghanistan, “T felt

bad for those poor people there, Because America didn’t have no proof that they actus¥

ally did it, but they were killing all those innocent people who had nothing to do with
17 Amir and other youth emphasized the importance of political justice and respect

for international hurnan rights, denouncing both the terrorist attacks and militarized-t3

state aggression as a means of retribution. Dissenting citizenship captures some of the
ambivalence toward the United States that these youth experience, for America i3

Otiginally published as “Youth Culture,
Youth in the United States after
the Middle Bast 241 (2004); 219

as Muslims, for they are targeted as
Iinks between U.S, policies at home

of both the “Wars on Terror” and the war

Muslim immigrant youth fmplicity

of w.arfare within the state to international
and imperial that makes their perspective

simuitaneously a place invested with their
and security and their own hopes to helon
tion, discrimination, and amxdety about b

The perspective of Muslim irmmigrant
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Rarents’ desire for economic advancement
g 10 a new home, and also the site of aliena-
elonging.

youth is very much rocted in their identities

Muslims by the state, and it also sheds light on the
and abroad. These young immigrants are subjects

on immigration, The dissenting views of

critique U.S. imperial power through their linking

imperial project of the niew Cold War wo

waz. It is this link between the domestic
an important mode of dissent because the

and foreign policies. The United States h
-+ Puerto Rico, and the Philippines in 1898
. formal empire” and of neocolonial occupation,
: US. empire is 2 project that has drawm renew
¢ pire” has come out of the closet, in the acad
ent forms that 1.8, empire has men in eXercs

. through proxy wars or client states ¢

- people everywhere,

It is important to remember that ther
: “that ar¢ ofter: not acknowledged eno
: POst-9/11” is ot meant to signify a radical his

such as Isr

Conclusion

eny

rics by obscTIng the links between domestic
as had a Jong history, since its wars in Cuba,
» of “imperialism without colonjes” or of “in.
as in Irag.* The conceptualization of
ed attention now that the term “ern-
and mass media. Despite the differ-
i;g}direct or indirect control, such as
) ael, Jordan, and now 1

: -domj.t?ance of U.S. military, economic, and pelitical powe;, the threeAji?zf I:tﬂeli;sﬂ;i
. imperial power, is still paramount® The war at home aud ¥
. Tronts of empire, actually work in tandem

the war abroad, the two

with each other at the expense of ordinary

¢ are important continuities before and after of1

anc.i transnationalism, religion and nationalism,
This state of emergency, the crisis of eivil rights an,

ugh in dlscusmg the “War on Terror” My uge of
tfmcal or political rupture in U.S. poli-
ontestation over ongoing issues of citizenship
civil rights and immigrant rights,
. ¢ d warfare, is in fact i

in the United States,® for the POst-9/11 moment builds on o o

power already in place. This is a state of everyday life in empire. The research here is

measures and forms of
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phy of the new empire in order to understand th,
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Asian Americans and Pacific Islanders in
Prime-Time Television

Christina B. Chin, Noriko Milman, Meera E. Deo,
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Introduction

Television creates a kind of hyper-reality,
sometimes overshadows the more mun,
cans. (Lichter et 2l. 1904, 13)

a shared fantasy world that merges with and
dane world of real life for millions of Ameri-

While prime-time television is often considered
pervasive agents of socializatior and, consequently, demands critical examination,
This is particularly pertinent given that the world of Prime time often fails to present
an accurate portrait of reality. Past studies of television reveal discrepancies by group
statuses, such as race and gender (Children Now 2004; Entman and Rojecki 2001; Gray
1995; Hoffman and Noriega 2004), White males tend to dominate the world of prime-

mere “fantesy,” it is one of the most

gramrming, as in the case of African Americans (Hunt 2002, 2003).
Asian Americans and Pacific Islanders (AAPIS) are consistently underrepresented
umerically and especially missing from lead roles (Asian American Justice Center

er et al, 2006; Children Now 2004;
et al. 2005; Screen Actors Guild
orting and marginal roles, por-
television in zoo3 (Sereen Actors
m 2003, with 74.8 percent of the total
ining prime-time television, the




