“An Inclusive Society in Harmony.” Bus Advertisement in Hong Kong, Central, January@(Elvin Wyly). The
Race Discrimination Ordinance (HDO) was enactedliy, 2008 “to protect people against discriminatio
harassment, and vilification on the ground of thage. ... With the RDO in place, people of diffareaces can live
and work as one community, which in turn will ehridong Kong’s culture and enhance its competitigsrie the
international arena.” Equal Opportunities Comnaoisg2009). Race Discrimination Ordinance and Hong Kong:
Equal Opportunities Commission, available at htpuv.eoc.org.hk
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“...the city concentrates diversity...marginalizexbple have come into
representation and are making claims on the ¢éity...

“...despite the historical differences between ratations in Canada and race
relations in the United States, Canadians and Araesi are roughly similar in
their attitudes and behavior toward racial minesiti In both countries, blatant
racism is marginal and the social distance betwaeial minorities and other
groups is diminishing. The incidence of anti-Seaerattitudes and behavior is
about the same in each country, and so is theancil of discrimination in

! Saskia Sassen (1994Jities in a Global EconomyThousand Oaks, CA: Pine Forge Press. Quaies fip. 11-
12.



employment. A majority of both Canadians and Aweans feel that minorities
are responsible for their own inequality, that disination is not a major cause
of inequality, and that government should not iveee to ensure equality.”

“In this shrunken and interdependent world, soeialyements of all sorts assume
a progressively universal character and recruit thgporters and adversaries
among peoples near and far, irrespective of ndtlomandaries. The implications
of this trend are of special significance to thatébh States since ... virtually
every minority group in the world has its repres#iies among our population.
Our dogmestic and our foreign policies are thusedipbound up one with the
other.”

Several centuries ago, various currents of expglmmamigration, urbanization, and globalization
began to reshape social identities in profound wapsirticularly in relation to ideas of race and
ethnicity. Today, the expansion of transnatioreivorks of trade, investment, migration, travel,
and communication seem to have created a dynamiogrof cultures and identities across the
globe, with more and more people adopting mobdspwpolitan identities as “citizens of the
world.” For many of these citizens of the world,

“...boundaries of ethnicity, nationality, race, aetigion are of secondary
importance at best. Implicitly, citizens of thendoreject the insider-as-insighter
doctrine, where members of a group claim a monopbknowledge unavailable
to ‘outsiders.”

From this perspective, the growing diversity ohsany of the world’s largest cities represents
the leading edge of a new, “post-racial” globahitly that will transcend the old divisions
among groups identified and categorized accordinghere they were born or what they look
like. In a mobile, interconnected world of giarttes, aren’t we all just citizens of the world, no
matter who we are?

Perhaps. But even as a cosmopolitan world idehtisybecome more common for some people
in recent years, we have seen the dramatic restegen

“...powerful, some say primordial, forces antagbai® global identity. Novelist
and essayist V.S. Naipaul once said that patriesgtings for region, caste, and
clan were disruptive, lesser loyalties. Winnethef 2006 Nobel Prize for
Literature, Orhan Pamuk, a native of Istanbul, Byrkput it this way irSnow..:

2 Jeffrey G. Reitz and Raymond Breton (1998). ‘iRiigle and Discrimination in Canada and the UnitiedeS: A
Comparison.” In Vic Satzewich, editdRacism and Social Inequality in Canada: Conce@tmtroversies, and
Strategies of Resistanc&oronto: Thompson Educational Publishing, 47¢i#&te from p. 65

% Louis Wirth (1981). “The Problem of Minority Grps.” InOn Cities and Social Life: Selected Papers
Chicago: University of Chicago, Midway Reprint, 42269, quote from p. 245. Originally publishedRalph
Linton, editor (1945)The Science of Man in the World Crisldew York: Columbia University Press, 347-372.
* E. Barbara Phillips (2010)City Lights: Urban-Suburban Life in the Global 8sg, Third Edition. New York:
Oxford University Press, p. 301.

® Phillips, City Lights, Third Editionp. 301.



‘any citizen of an oppressive and aggressivelyomatistic country’ will
understand ‘the magical unity conjured by the woed” ®

There are just too many people in the world, amdnbanydifferentpeople, for the word “we” to
conjure unity among all. And so “the flames o&8er loyalties’ have burned bright in recent
years,” and sometimes the fires threaten to ovedm/ikesen those places with the new
cosmopolitan citizens of the world. Racial, ethmédigious, and kin-based associations, often
bound up with place-based narrative$sagimeinschaflike traditional communities, persist in the
face of globalizing processes. In many casesetloEml movements derive their strength
directly from the sense of threat and loss thatyngeople feel when confronted with new
transnational flows and connections. Local resstao the dislocations of globalization can
help to protect valuable and viable experiencestgfand neighborhood life. But it is also true
that “a search for community can be the flip siflbaired for outsiders.”

How are we to make sense of these transformatibigistity? Today, we’ll consider the
implications of race and ethnicity for identityam urbanizing world. We’ll begin with a few
simple definitions. Then we’ll consider the complestory and current contestation of these
definitions. Next, we’ll examine how collectingf@mmation about race and ethnicity allows us
to see how cities concentrate diversity -- but&lgo reinforce historically-entrenched
differences and inequalities. Finally, we’ll takeloser look at several urban case studies of
racial and ethnic identities.

Defining Race, Ethnicity, and Minority

To understand the complexity of contemporary id&gin an urban world, we first need to
carefully define several key concepts. We’'ll begith brief definitions of three concepts --
race, ethnicity, and minority -- as they are untierd in dominant, mainstream discussions of
social science and public policy. Then we’ll calesiseveral critical perspectives that have
challenged and destabilized these concepts anaitieis.

The simplest way of definingace is

. . “members of a group who see themselves --
Race: a system of social and whom others see -- as having specific

classification that identifies physical traits that set them off as
members of a group who are seen different.”® The concept of race operates as

: e : : a means of “social classification and
as havmg speC|f|c phySICaI traits differentiation that attempts to essentialize

that set them off as different. political and cultural differences by linking

physical traits (i.e., skin, blood, genes) ... to
innate, immutable characteristics.Race

® Phillips, City Lights, Third Editionp. 301.

’ Phillips, City Lights 229.

8 Phillips, City Lights 231.

® Jake Kosek (2009). “Race.” In Derek Gregory, Rohnston, Geraldine Pratt, Michael J. Watts, aard!
Whatmore, edsThe Dictionary of Human Geography, Fifth Editiolalden, MA: Wiley-Blackwell, 615-617,
guote from p. 615.



is thus based on the notionexfsentialismit

“presumes that characteristics (tendencies, bergwispositions, interests) of an
individual can be projected to understandings eégsal traits of a population or
that the presumed traits of a population can beedmed through the
characteristics of an individuat®

Ethnicity “is seen as both a way in which individuals detineir personal identity and a type of
social stratification that emerges when people fgraups based on their real or perceived
origins.”* Ethnicity is fundamentally about
Ethnicity: the shared identity of  a shared sense of history and experience, a

13 - . z
people who form groups based on &onsciousness of kind"

common history, experience, Minority , in contemporary usage, dates to
ancestry, and/or origins. the middle years of the twentieth century.
The sociologist Louis Wirth offered the
. . clearest definition in 1945:
Minority: a group separated from
others in a society, and subjected tove may define a minority as a

differential and unequal treatment 9roup of people who, because of
their physical or cultural

bY_a dominant, majority group that cparacteristics, are singled out from
enjoys greater status, power, or the others in the society in which

g they live for differential and unequal
pr|V|Iege. treatment and who therefore regard
themselves as objects of collective
discrimination. The existence of a minority inceety implies the existence of a
corresponding dominant group enjoying higher sastiatius and greater
privileges.”

Contested Definitions

These definitions are either ordinary and stragtaérd, or frustrating and incomplete,
depending on your perspective. The foundatioribede definitions have been shaken in recent
years, destabilized both by empirical events anddiwlarly reconsiderations of taken-for-
granted assumptions. Three changes have beersigoisicant: the reality of “race” has been
called into question, concepts of ethnicity haverbesed as less controversial alternatives to
race, and the idea of “minority” has been redefjire=pecially in diverse, immigrant-rich cities.

19 Kosek, “Race,” p. 615.

1 Daniel Hiebert (2000). “Ethnicity.” In R.J. Jakton, Derek Gregory, Geraldine Pratt, and Michaattsy
editors. The Dictionary of Human Geographpxford: Blackwell, 235-238, quote from p. 235.

12 phillips, City Lights 233.



) o ) Questioning the Reality of Race
Physical characteristics provide no

meaningful scientific basis for First, the “reality” of race has been called

. T ) . into question. There is widespread
racial distinctions: variations consensus across the social sciences and

within racial groups equal or humanities that physical characteristics can
exceed differences betweamtial provide no meaningful scientific basis for

. . racial distinctions or racial classifications.
categories. For many social “The belief that human beings can be

scientists, therefore, race is not a readily divided into a series of discrete
valid scientific concept. Yetitis races is now widely regarded as

- : fallacious.™ This is not to say that genetic
undeniable that the assumptions ofand physical differences do not exist. But

racial difference remain dominant their linkage to prevailing understandings
and pervasive in many societies. of fixed racial categories is extremely

. . . problematic and unreliable. In a landmark
Race is a social construction, but .. statement, the American

racism is a material fact. Anthropological Association concluded that

) ] ) “...probably the clearest data on
Racism: any act, intentional or human variation come from genetic
not that ||nks tendenC|eS studies. Genetic data do show

L . ’ differences between groups, and
!oeha_wors, or social OUCOMES 10 alfeqe can potentially trace an
individual or community based on individual's likely geographic
innate, physical characteristics ~ ©rigin. This can be helpful in such

: . . . applications as health screening.
associated with racial categories. \eyertheless, the data also show

Racialization: the processy that any two individuals within a
which individuals, groups, and particular population are as different

. o s . . genetically as any two people
Institutions interact In ways that selected from any two populations

create and sustain understandings in the world.™*
of racial difference

Most scholars today are extremely
suspicious of the idea that racial categories entities have any external reality. Batism
andracialization are very real indeed. Racism is “any act thadsliendencies, affinities,
behaviors, or characteristics to an individual@ameunity based on innate, indelible, or
physiological characteristics, intended or ndt.Racialization is the process by which

13 peter A. Jackson (2000). “Race.” In R.J. Johmdberek Gregory, Geraldine Pratt, and Michael Watlitors.
The Dictionary of Human Geographyxford: Blackwell, 669.

4 American Anthropological Association (1997). Resge to OMB Directive 15. September 8. Availaile
http://www.ameraanthassn.org./ombnews.htm, citddango Anderson and Stephen E. Fienberg (2000acéR
and Ethnicity and the Controversy over the U.S.90eri Current Sociology8(3), 87-110.

15 Jake Kosek (2009). “Racism.” In Derek GregorgnRohnston, Geraldine Pratt, Michael J. Watts,Sarah
Whatmore, edsThe Dictionary of Human Geography, Fifth Editiolalden, MA: Wiley-Blackwell, 617-618,
guote from p. 617.



individuals, groups, and institutions interact iays that create and sustain understandings of
racial difference. These understandings can arthdoge, sometimes dramatically, over the
course of just a few generations. Racial categamel hierarchies are always under construction
and reconstruction. For many scholars, “race”ehamdved from a noun to a verb, emphasizing
process rather than taxonomy.

' >

. t
Classifications of Race.Plaque outside the botanical laboratory of Carl \/mmé (Carolus Linnaeus), Stockholm,
Sweden, September 2009 (Elvin Wyly). The modeea idf race was “most forcefully advanced throughdiaim
that it is a demonstrable scientific concept,” &mgs it developed in tandem with “natural historyihe Swedish
botanist Carolus Linnaeus (1707-1778), generaipréed as the “founder of modern scientific systefns
classification,” proposed that humanity could béagd into four broad categories on the basis stimtitive
characteristics directly related to skin colornigaus’ ideas were carried further by influentetiunalists and
anthropologists in the nineteenth century, unti&Gs Darwin’s theories of natural selection andvival of the
fittest’ were applied to humanity by Francis Gal{@822-1911), Darwin’s half-cousin. Galton propbsescience
of eugenics, “to encourage socially engineereddityras a means of improving the human race.” Kadsek
(2009). “Race.” In Derek Gregory, Ron JohnstoataBline Pratt, Michael J. Watts, and Sarah Whagnewds.,
The Dictionary of Human Geography, Fifth EditiomMalden, MA: Wiley-Blackwell, 615-617, quote®in p. 615,
616.




The contemporary emphasis on racialization as eggois an explicit challenge to the legacy of
five hundred years of history, geopolitics, anagace. The concept of race was systematically
developed, refined, and deployed with the riseuwbgean colonialism and the making of the
western capitalist world from the sixteenth centumyvard. Racial identities certainly existed
prior to the colonial era. But

“Most scholars agree that earlier forms of socifiétentiation and hierarchy
were different from modern ideas of race. In theient world, for instance, the
Greeks distinguished between the ‘civilized’ andriiarous,’ the Romans
between freedom and slavery, and the Christiangdest the savage and the
saved. But in all these cases difference wasixed:f barbarians could become
‘civilized’ in Greek cities, Roman slaves were determined by inherited traits,
and Christians were offered the possibility of agibn through conversiort®

_ _ _ Things changed with the exploration and
Racial hierarchies became a conquests of the Portuguese, the Spanish,

justification for slavery and and other European powers beginning near

. g . the end of the fifteenth century. Race
colonialism. Classifications of racepecame constitutive of modernity. A

helped to constitute modernity doctrine of “blood purity” governed the
itself. Spanish Empire’s treatment of various
indigenous populations in the Americas,
and established a precedent for the
hierarchical classifications that would
flourish with all the scientific innovations of
the European Renaissance and the EnlightenmemialR@xonomy became a key justification
for slavery and colonialism, even as the methodptifgacial classification became an
important medium for the advancement of scienkfiowledge. The critical race theorist Cornel
West puts it best:

“the authority of science, undergirded by a modghitosophical discourse
guided by Greek ocular metaphors and Cartesianmgtpromotes and
encourages the activities of observing, compamnmggsuring and ordering the
physical characteristics of human bodies. ... Teatove fusion of scientific
investigation, Cartesian epistemology and classiess produced forms of
rationality, scientificity and objectivity that prohibited the intelligibility and
legitimacy of the idea of black equality in beautyljture, and intellectual
capacii;y. In fact, to ‘think’ such an idea wadeemed irrational, barbaric or
mad.’

16 Kosek (2009), “Race,” p. 615.

" Cornel West (1999). “Race and Modernity.” Tihe Cornel West ReadeNew York: Basic Civitas Books, 55-
86, quote from p. 71. West's essay includes a&ctidn of virulently racist quotes from prominentlightenment
figures, including Voltaire, Hume, Jefferson, anahkK



UIAQ)

20— o = 20
Trul?wcfl'vﬂ..cm r
£ ; £
Y
0 gv§ =40
= | =
£ : g
GOl R e B = = AL = e e GO
S : | 1 1
> ! Chinese £ e | | b
e et { : == Japanese B0 Negroes bams ....|__._____.1.__.__..___L_ dutgrednindes . s s
| ] 1

160 A 10 B 120 C 100 D 30 E @0 F 40 G 2o MeridiangofGreemwzo J 40 K 60 L 80 M 100 N 120 0 140 P 180 Q 180

Global Colonial Racial Imaginaries. Source: William Shepherd (1911)Historical Atlas. New York: Henry Holt and Company. Public domianage,
courtesy of the Perry-Castafieda Map Library, Usityeof Texas Libraries.

s004b0N pue eseuedep ‘eseulyn
‘sugadoing jo uonnqusiq jueseid

Ll




the Southern States, 1790—1860.

In

Slavery and the Staple Agricultural Products

204

ALABAMA | ARKANSAS | FLORIDA | GEORGIA | KENTUCKY | LOUISIANA | MARYLAND | MISSISSIPPI| MISSOURI |N.CAROLINA |S.CAROLINATENNESS EE1 TEXAS VIRGINIA Totals
395,982,000 |146,957,200| 26,061,200|250,736 ,000 311,095, 200 £81,002,800| 16,475,200 38,205,600 141, 364, 800| 118,585,600| 172,585,200| 5,080,600 2,15%, 141,600
282,91+ 589,880 828,815 918, 318|108, 126,840 | 39, 90| 38,410,965 159,141 | 25,086,196 | 32,853,250 104, £12| 43,428,097\ 97,914 (125,968,312 375,266,094 |
1860 | | #93,465| | 16.831| | 223,708| 52,507,652 gastjesz| 309,082 9,767 7.593,796|219,700.528| | _40372| | 26031|  |s225 187, 160,710
175,000 1,669,000| 1,167,000 221,726,000/ 506,000| 402,000 28,000 | 198,000 2,000|  5099.000 230,982,000
£35,080| 111,115 61,7£5| 462,198 225,483) 331,726 87,189 436,651 14,931 331,059  402,#06| 275,719 182 566 #80,865 3,948,713
226,775,600 6,137,600 | 18,052, ga%d@ 03,200 77, 494,800 498,116,500 | 28,586,000 120,360, #00| 77,212]300| b3.225.300| 4s75.800| 987,635,600
| 164,900| | 218,935| 998,61+ 3, 924| 56,601, 196 26,878 21,407, 497 9,960 | 17, 118|784 | 11,984,786 74,285 20,145,932 66,397 | 56,803,227 185,088,906 |
13850 2,312,252 G3,179| 1,075,090| 38,950,651 | s.e88| #4z5bae]l 2,719,856|  700| 5465,568|159,930,618 258,854 42,203 17,754 215,313,397
8,242,000 | 2750000 1642000 284,000 | 226,001,000 . 388,000 . 671,000 248, 7,351,000 247,583, 000
322,81+ l#7,200 sto|  381,682| 210980  zatdos 90,363 309878 27,322 zpmsda|  vsa0sd| 239489 | seasi|  arzs2d| 3, 198,074
117 138,523 6,028,042 2:1}_4_9‘535 396 691 256 | 152 g.:.m 5,672\ 193,401,577 121,121| 51,926,190| 61,710,27+) 701,277 3,498 £83 790,277,213
| z7z302] | 75,274| | 162,894| 58,446,909 119,824 | 24,816)012 2,471\ Bp67,912| 16,732,359 .i;_._.;g.g 29,550)122| | 75.24F. 106 209,905,454+
1840 |  re9,019 9#,420| 17,384,732 16,736 35?4',__5_3_? | 777,195 50| 2,820,383 | 60,$90,861 7,977 2,956 80,841,322
10,143 | 2rs5,877| | 329,744 1,377,835| 119,947,720 36,266 ey 274,253 17,163 30,000 zsaerz| 1,547,833 124,100, 566
253, 532 19,935 les,zir| 280,944 182,258 168, 452 89, 757 5,211 Je.240|  a#5817 327,088 1831059 #48,087 2,479,027
1830
I 217,589 #.s75| 0] 15.501| 0 2}7, 531 despiz| 0958 | 105,90k s5659|0] 25001\ Pasee:| sisdoi|  ihisos| #69,751 1,996,065
1820
""" er,239)  seiz| [ Tlias.ese| | adersz| | 69064 F07a98|  3z814| 22| 20kel7| 2581475 soqo7| |EEeaks 1,513,694
Slavery and the
Staple Agricultural Products
1810 |in the Southern States1790-1860
EY) B Slaves | B [ s et LT T 2 o 3
[Cdcotton [ IRice || i05.218| | 80561|| seee0| il 502 17,088 2.011| 0 dass24| %6365 | 44535 592,818 1,154,282 |
[ Tobacco [_Sugar-cane
By reference to the figures in
1800 each, columni, it will: be seen. that
the-colored strips extending frorm | | | L Wmem e | e e X wonod [ ar et Een L 5 Ll
e e T T g B e 59,404 40,343 105,635 3,489 133208|  U26.151 13,584 3451796 847,698
cate the maximuwn. number of
slaves, or of pounds of a certain
1790 agricultural. product, recorded
diuring any of the decennial, years.| LaEE Rt Lo EETE b e e R A e e A gl
?'?rif sharter strips are propor- 29,264 15,830 mﬁ} 106,572 107,094 3,17 20b. 427 648, 840

fioned, in. size: to this representations of the. moaximaam.
number. In. the absence of any strip, the figures alone
mean: that the mumber of slaves, or of pounds of @
certuinu agricultural product, was less than one tenth
ol the marimuan.

The purpose. of this chart: is lo suggest a- possible
relation. between the seclionalization. of’ slavery and
the, growtl of the staple agriculfural, products in the
Southern. States. Unforfunately e Reports of the
Census Bureaw of" the Uniled: States, from wiicl the

tics

before 1840, =

ligures are laken., do not supply agriculturals stalis-
Although. a slave - holding State,
Delaware is not included. in. the Ust, because the
amount: of any of the staple agricultural: products

raised there was too small for the. purpose. of comparison.

Measurement and Meaning: Counting Commaodities, Cauting Human Bodies. Racial classifications were central to the risEuropean colonialism, and
the rise of slavery. In a school atlas from that&¢hStates in the early twentieth century, slandghe Southern States were counted alongside calitie®
3,948,713 slaves, 230,982,000 pounds of sugar 2atte4, 141,600 pounds of cotton, and so $aurce: William Shepherd (1911)Historical Atlas. New
York: Henry Holt and Company. Public domain imagurtesy of the Perry-Castafieda Map Library, &rsity of Texas Libraries.
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[Previous pagesFBlavery, Colonialism, and Modernity. “Scientific” ideas of race were crucial in debatesr the
morality of Europeans’ expansion of slavery begignin the sixteenth century. In the peak yeathefylobal
slave economy between 1710 and 1810, more thamitéon slaves were taken from Africa to the Ameasc In

the eighteenth century, Britain began to integstdage trading with other commaodities in a lucratirengular”
trade. In England, ships were filled with clottgri, and other goods, and sent to Africa to beetlddr slaves. The
same ships then brought the slaves to the Carildskards. There the ships were loaded with motassel sent
either to the North American colonies or directhck to England, where the molasses was distilledrtoand the
circuit began again.

Considering the Ambiguities of Ethnicity
The second area of debate involves the contingeahimgs of ethnicity Ethnicity

“Iis one of the most difficult concepts in the sdsiiences to define: researchers
disagree on the meaning of the term; social graliffey in their expressions of
ethnicity; and some theorists challenge the crégitaf the concept in the first

18
place.

Geographer Daniel Hiebert notes that the term’'g@se a noun first “occurred in the early

1940s, when researchers sought to find a repladefioretine word ‘race’ once it had become

associated with the genocidal policies of the Nwzty.”® As a result, “ethnicity” is often used

interchangeably with “race.” As scholars raiséi@al questions about the validity of the concept

of race, one consequence is an increasing uselofitgdy” as a simple and presumably less

controversial alternative; yet in many cases tlmesassentialist notions of physical racial
difference are still at work.

The construction of ethnicity is a _ . .
Despite these problems, ethnicity remains

proqegs Of Se!f_defl_mtlon' an important part of social and cultural
Racialization is an |mposed identity. Scholars may not agree on the
category. meaning or rational basis of the concept,

but individuals and groups engage in a wide

variety of practices based on beliefs about

shared ancestry, culture, history, and origin.
These practices inevitably involve both inclusignand exclusionary moves, and help to create
boundaries of identification between “us” and “thénthe construction of ethnicity, however, is
a process of self-definition, while “racializatignalways an imposed categofy.”

‘Minority’ is Becoming ‘Majority’

The third major area of contestation involves tleamng of “minority.” Note that Louis
Wirth’s definition above makes no mention whatseefenumbers or proportion: what matters
is differential treatment, discrimination, and inedjties of power and privilege. Even so,
popular discussions of “minority” usually assumatttinis means a numerically smaller group.
As a consequence, the rapid growth of “minoritypplations that has made them numerically

18 Hiebert, “Ethnicity,” p. 235.
19 Hiebert, “Ethnicity,” p. 235.
2 Hiebert, “Ethnicity,” p. 235.
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[Previous pageRacial-Ethnic Diversity and the Rise of “Majority-M inority” Cities in the United States.
Immigration and racial/ethnic differences in fetgirates suggest that “minorities” will comprisera than 50
percent of the U.S. population by the year 2030.thjs analysis, minorities are defined as Afridanericans,
Hispanics, American Indians, Asians, Pacific Isknsgdand people of mixed race.) This map shovebweersity
index” measuring the probability that any two ramdipselected people in a county will be of differesaces (or that
one will be Hispanic and the other non-Hispanljhile several of the nation’s largest cities arevmoajority-
minority or close to the 50-percent mark, the mogtortant patterns are regional -- reflecting theal, agricultural
legacy of slavery along the Mississippi and thelgient zones once called the “Black Belt,” and the
Hispanic/Latino legacy of territories in the Sou#sivthat were once part of the Spanish Empire.ortiniately,
projections like these involve risky assumptionsualihe meanings of such categories, identitied |amels two
generations into the futur&ource: U.S. Bureau of the Census (200@ensus Atlas of the United States.
Washington, DC: U.S. Department of Commerce, p.Bdblic domain image.

dominant in certain places has drawn widespreahiain. The central cities of Toronto, New
York, Los Angeles, Miami, and several other largees in North America are already
“minority-majority,” and many other places are wetl their way. “Majority-Minority”
projections are sometimes used to exacerbate deawag the “dominant, majority” group.
Long-term projections, moreover, rely on the degpbblematic assumption that today’s racial
and ethnic categories will have the same sociahimga a generation or two into the future.

Mapping Race and Ethnicity in the City

Despite the de-stabilization of simple, taken-fomrged definitions and assumptions, race and
ethnicity remain central to an understanding of lutves concentrate difference and diversity.
To study this process, urbanists make extensivelsdormation collected by many
governments on race and ethnicity.

In Canada, recipients of the “long form” for thedBOCensus were asked a question on visible
minority status, information “collected to suppprograms that promote equal opportunity for
everyone to share in the social, cultural, and enva life of Canada.” The question is:

“Is this person: White, Chinese, South Asian (ee@st Indian, Pakistani, Sri
Lankan, etc.), Black, Fillipino, Latin American, @beast Asian (e.g.,
Vietnamese, Cambodian, Malaysian, Laotian, etaabAWest Asian (e.g.,
Iranian, Afghan, etc.), Korean, Japanese, Oth8pecify.”?

A separate question on the long form asks, “To Wwitnic or cultural group(s) did this
person’s ancestors belong?” People are allowetidose as many groups as they wish, and the
very first term suggested as an example is “Canddia

L To save resources, many national governments cbadshort form” including a small number of quess that
staff try to ask of every person in the populatignsubset of the population, a sample, are predenith a “long
form” that asks much more detailed questions. dndtla, the Census includes racial and ethnic irfbom only in
the long form; in the United States, race and ettynare included on both short and long formsvatiety of
statistical procedures are used to infer how tingpgarespondents reflect the characteristics oéttige population.
22 statistics Canada (2006).ong-Form Census Questionnaire, 2006 Census of @an@ttawa: Statistics Canada,
available at http://www.statcan.ca

12



1 9 Is this person: O White O White
(O Chinese () Chinese
Mark “X)” th. ify, if ) . . )
a;;;jca%?elmore an one or specily, I O South Asian (e.g., East Indian, O South Asian (e.g., East Indian,
Pakistani, Sri Lankan, etc.) Pakistani, Sri Lankan, etc.)
(O Black (O Black
O Filipino (O Filipino
This information is collected to support (O Latin American (O Latin American
programs that promote equal opportunity for . ) ) )
everyone to share in the social, cultural and (O Southeast Asian (e.g., Viethamese, (O Southeast Asian (e.g., Vietnamese,
economic life of Canada. Cambodian, Malaysian, Cambodian, Malaysian,
Laotian, etc.) Laotian, efc.)
O Arab O Arab
(O West Asian (e.g., lranian, Afghan, etc.) (O West Asian (e.g., Iranian, Afghan, etfc.)
(O Korean (O Korean
(O Japanese (O Japanese
Other — Specify Other — Specify

Visible Minority Question, 2006 Census of CanadaSource: Statistics Canada (20062006 Long-Form
Questionnaire Ottawa: Statistics Canada. Reproduced hereruad use / fair dealing provisions.

In the United States, the debate over racial dlaasion after the establishment of a task force at
the Office of Management and Budget (OMB) in 199dr¢ually culminated in major changes
to the racial statistical procedures used througtimifederal government. Beginning with the
2000 Census, respondents are allowed to “mark on®oe” on a question that asks, “What is
this person’s race?” Options include “White; Blag#rican Am., or Negro; American Indian or
Alaska Native (Print name of enrolled or principdde); Asian Indian, Japanese, Native
Hawaiian, Chinese, Korean, Guamanian or Chamoitipjrfe, Viethamese, Samoan, Other
Asian or Other Pacific Islander (Print race); onfeoother race (Print race). Respondents are
also asked “Is this person Spanish/Hispanic/Latinefh a further request to specify one (and
only one) Spanish/Hispanic/Latino grotip.

These statistical enterprises provide valuablergase information. In Canada, for example,
more than five million individuals identified theglges as visible minorities, defined by the
Employment Equity Act as “persons, other than Adpoal peoples, who are non-Caucasian in
race or non-white in colour.” The national vigilthinority population increased from 1.1
million in 1981 (4.7 percent of the total populafido 3.2 million in 1996 (11.2 percent), to
almost 4 million in 2001 (13.4 percent), 5.07 moifliin 2006 (16.2 percent). Combined,
Chinese, South Asians, and Blacks account for dltmasthirds of the visible minority
proportion: Chinese account for the largest propoof the visible minority population in
British Columbia (44 percent); South Asians accdantt least one quarter of the visible
minority proportion in Ontario, Newfoundland anddtador, and British Columbia; and Blacks
were the largest share of the visible minority gapon in Nova Scotia (57 percent) and New

% Elizabeth M. Grieco and Rachel C. Cassidy (20@erview of Race and Hispanic OrigiCensus 2000 Brief.
C2KBR/01-1. Washington, DC: U.S. Department ofrfbrerce.
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Chinese Visible Minorities Represent:

17.0% of the Vancouver and Abbotsford CMAs

10.0% of British Columbia
3.9% of Canada

Source Data:
Statistics Canada 2006 Census

Kilometers

Chinese Visible Minority Location Quotient

Chinese

[ 0.00-050
[ Joso-o0s8s
[ Joes-115
[]115-150
B 1 50-3.00
Il 3.00-470

Project Metropolis 2006 British Columbia Census Atlas UBC 2008

Mapping Visible Minorities in the Vancouver Metropolitan Area, 2006. Source: Daniel Hiebert (2008).
Metropolis Project 2006 Census Atla¥ancouver, BC: Department of Geography, Unitgisf British Columbia.

South Asian Visible Minorities Represent:

10.3% of the Vancouver and Abbotsford CMAs
6.4% of British Columbia
4.0% of Canada

Source Data-
Eiatistics Canada 2008 Census

South Asian Visible Minority Location Quotient

South Asian

[ oo
[ Joso
[ Joss
B 115
| R
B :o0

-0.50
-0.85
-1.15
-1.50
-3.00
-7.43

Praoject Metropolis 2008 British Columbia Census Aflas.

UBC 2008
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Brunswick (41 percent). Visible minorities accototalmost precisely 37 percent of the total
population of Toronto and Vancouv&r.

Similarly, in the United States, these statistedsus that 6.8 million people chose to identify
themselves as two or more races in 2000 -- buffifuse represents only 2.4 percent of the total
population, a proportion that was far less thanyr@pected. By comparison, 12.3 percent
identified themselves as African American only, 42d5 percent as Hispanic or Latiffo.

These kinds of statistics are also the foundatwwrafstream of research that goes back more than
half a century: the literature amban racial segregation This area of research involves using
maps and various kinds of statistics to documesttianging spatial distribution of different

racial and/or ethnic groups. As in the case of ignamt spatial assimilation, the conventional
assumption has been that a high degree of separttbsegregation is bad — especially if there
are convincing reasons to believe that the obsgra#térns are not the product of free choices

: fecirmilaribg- made by racial or ethnic minorities. In the
The index of d|SS|m|Iar|ty. a late 1950s, social scientists developed a

measure that expresses the statistical measure called thelex of
percentage of city residents who  dissimilarity, which expressed the

. percentage of people who would have to
would have to move to a different move amongst neighborhoods in a city in

neighborhood to achieve a perfectlyrder to achieve a perfectly integrated

integrated distribution between twodistribution. In 1960, in a set of more than
. . 200 large U.S. cities, the average index of
racial/ethnic groups. dissimilarity comparing Whites and Blacks

was 86.2, meaning that 86 people out of
For |arge U.S. cities as a group, 65every 100 would have to move in order to

: achieve an integrated distributiéh.
percent of all residents would have Overall, the index of dissimilarity has

to move to a different neighborhoodecreased since the 1970s; the index was
to achieve a perfecﬂy integrated 73.9 between Whites and Blacks in 1980,

g . and it declined to 65.1 in 2060.But it
distribution between Whites and remains substantially higher in many big

African Americans. cities, and it indicates that in U.S. cities,
racial difference is still closely bound up
with spatial separation.

There have been thousands of studies of variolwectspf urban racial segregation in cities
anywhere data on race and ethnicity are availaBars ago, undertaking segregation studies
was very difficult, and required considerable wbykhand to compile the relevant statistical
measures. Today, parts of the process can be ategdpand much quicker. In the United

24 Statistics Canada (2003¢anada’s Ethnocultural Portrait: The Changing MasaCatalogue No.
96F0030XIE2001008. Ottawa: Statistics Canadd, 8, 18.

% Keep in mind that persons identifying themseh&sispanic or Latino may be of any race. Figuiesicome
from Grieco and Cassidy, Overview, p. 3.

% From data developed by the Taubers, cited in Mesiand ParrilloCities and Urban Lifep. 313.

2" Macionis and Parrillo, p. 314.
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States, researchers at the Lewis Mumford Centdyasththe entire dataset of neighborhood
racial-ethnic population statistics for the 200(h€les and made available the dissimilarity index
results for all cities and suburbs across the natio

But in recent years the heavy use of racial-ethtatstics has also attracted severe criticism.
Many critics suggest that the brutal simplificagasf census categories ignore the diversity of
contemporary social identities and experiencesiefBtargue that continuing to collect
information on racial and ethnic categories singdypetuates divisions and inequalities. But if
we eliminate the collection of information on ras®l ethnicity, this does not mean that racism,
discrimination, or inequality will suddenly disagye For several years, Statistics Canada
undertook a specialized national Ethnic Diversityv@y, which included this important
guestion: “In the past 5 years, do you feel tlmat gave experienced discrimination or been
treated unfairly by others in Canada because of gthnicity, race, skin colour, language,
accent, or religion?® More than one third (35.9 percent) of all visinlnorities reported
experiencing discrimination, compared to 10.6 paroé White, non-visible minority Canadians.
Visible minority groups also have higher poverties and lower incomes, compared to White,
non-minority Canadians. While there are many resgor such differences, discrimination
certainly plays some role. Nevertheless,

“the broader Canadian population remains skeptitttie significance of racial
discrimination in affecting minorities, and theseai prevailing view that racism is
marginal in Canada®®

Perhaps cognizant of this skepticism, Canada’ss$teniof Industry, Tony Clement, issued
orders in the spring of 2010 requiring Statisties@da to change its data collection practices.
The long form of the Census was made optionalpasly undermining the reliability of its

) ) ) detailed social, economic, and housing
The dilemma of racial and ethnic information. Several of Statistics Canada’s

statistics: collecting racial/ethnic  specialized surveys -- including the Ethnic

. e Diversity Survey -- were discontinued
data reproduces identities and entirely. Regardless of how pervasive

divisions, but without the data it IS discrimination is in Canadian cities and
Impossible to document inequality, suburbs, the elimination of data measuring

; . : . : the problem ensures that the issue will
discrimination, and Injustice. receive less careful study or discussion.

The critical race theorist David Collecting information on racial and ethnic

“ ) categories may perpetuate identities of
Theo GOIdberg laments, “we’re difference. But eliminating such data

damned if we do and damned if Wepractices will not automatically eliminate
don’t.” the realities of racism and discrimination.
In the short term, destroying the data will

28 For recent immigrants, the question was worde@tace the 5-year period with “since arriving ian@da.”

2 Jeffrey G. Reitz and Rupa Banerjee (2007). “Rdniequality, Social Cohesion, and Policy Issue€amada.”

In Keith Bunting, Thomas J. Courchene, and L. leeSkidle, edsBelonging? Diversity, Recognition, and Shared
Citizenship in CanadaMontreal: Institute for Research on Public Pqligy11.
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simply make it difficult to document inequalitiescachallenge injustice in the courts and other
public institutions. Thiglilemma of racial and ethnic statisticis summarized by David
Goldberg as “we’re damned if we do and damned itlae’'t.” Racial and ethnic statistics do
sustain ongoing divisions in how we think aboufet#nces. But if we don’t have these
statistics, we can'’t identify problems and monitbanges in society.

10,000 1pifference in group annual income compared to CeMetropolitan Area average,

controlling for household size.

5,000 +
@ Japanese

Share reporting experience of discrimination

D 10 20 30 40 50 60

@ Multiple visible minorities
-5,000 - & Filipino
& South Asian

Chines@ ¢ southeast Asian
Other visible minorities

-10,000 - i i
@ Latin American & Black

4 Arab and West Asian

-15,000 -

4 Korean

-20,000 -

Experiences of Discrimination among Visible Minorifes in Canadian Cities. Data Source: Statistics Canada
(2002). Ethnic Diversity SurveyOttawa: Statistics Canada. Adapted and modifiat data reported in Jeffrey
G. Reitz and Rupa Banerjee (2007). “Racial Ineétpya@ocial Cohesion, and Palicy Issues in Canada.Keith
Bunting, Thomas J. Courchene, and L. Leslie Seeatls,Belonging? Diversity, Recognition, and Shared
Citizenship in CanadaMontreal: Institute for Research on Public Pqligy5.

Case Studies of Race, Ethnicity, and Identity in ta City

We can discern several fascinating developmentsban research as analysts have drawn on
multi-faceted perspectives on race, ethnicity, igledtity.

First, there is intense debate over the meaning of wedgratterns of ethnic or racial
concentration in particular urban neighborhooday Knderson, for example, authored one of
the most influential urban ethno-cultural worksedent yearsyancouver’s Chinatown: Racial
Discourse in Canada, 1875-1980 For Anderson, ‘Chinatown’ and ‘Chinese’ were gatiges

%0 Kay Anderson (1991)Vancouver’'s Chinatown: Racial Discourse in Canat75-1980 Montreal and
Kingston: McGill-Queen’s University Press.
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constructed by European Canadians, and imposedghnacist law and social practices in ways
that reinforced an identity of others and outsiddBst the historian Wing Chung Ng, reads the
evidence in a very different way. Although he &gréhat the study of these racist practices is
indeed important, he is concerned that the approaatals more about European Canadians than
the Chinese.

“Canadian scholars have developed a long tradaf@tudying the ‘Orientals’ in
their country so as to shed light on the historAnglo-Canadian racism,
especially in British Columbia.” Unfortunatelyn“such studies Chinese people
are often portrayed as no more than hapless viafmacial prejudice and
discrimination, and Chinese identity is seen asattenof external impositiort”

Ng'’s rich empirical account emphasizes self-debnit while also holding important lessons for
how we view race and ethnicity through the

Recent developments in the study @dns of contemporary immigration.

race and ethnicity in the city: _ .
“Our project need not be either

emigration or immigration history,

1. New considerations of the viewing the subjects against some

meaning of observed patterns of  supposedly authentic ‘Chinese’
‘Canadian,’ or any other norms.

Segregatlon and Separatlon' Migration and settlement constitute
an arena of identity construction in

2 More refined analysis of the and of themselves, and the complex
historical and cultural processes

|n_d|re_ct_, Im.p|ICIt forms of therein deserve to be unveiled on
discrimination that have (mostly) their own terms®
replaced explicit discrimination

P P The key point is that documenting where

and bigotry. different individuals and groups live cannot,
by itself, reveal the urban processes

3. A new focus on the constructionresronsible for the observed patterns. The
new scholarship on race, ethnicity, and

anq perpgtuatlon of whiteness and identity has exposed the limitations of a
white pr|V|Iege. tradition that relied heavily on mapping and
measuring the categories provided by the
census and other official sources of data.
These studies were important, and they remain Lidefuthey are limited if they fail to analyze
the meanings of the categories imposed on the data

This point is emphasized in other research on igtendtive features of Canadian racial and
ethnic relations. Among the most important treattsés Katharyne Mitchell’'s careful analysis
of Canada’s official policies and practices of

31 Wing Chung Ng (1999)The Chinese in Vancouver: The Pursuit of Idemtitss Power Vancouver: The
University of British Columbia Press, p. 6.
%2 Ng, Chinesep. 8.
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“the liberal doctrine of multiculturalism. Multitwralism, which was heralded as
Canada’s answer to the flawed and tired Americaltimyegpot metaphor,
appeared to many as the only possible solutioa fdiwerse society with an
indigenous population, two European colonizers,abdrgeoning community of
non-European immigrant$®

Unfortunately, Mitchell suggests, many of the happ@bssibilities of a commitment to
multiculturalism have been lost, because the cdrtap “been politically appropriated by
individuals and institutions to facilitate interizatal investment and capitalist development in
Vancouver.?* Racism, deeply embedded in the history of Camada so many other nations,
came to be seen as a barrier to increased capdtalislopment in places (like Vancouver) tied
into increasingly diverse and transnational glataduits. Multiculturalism thus became an
instrument for local, dominant-majority elites tigsaedit any individuals and groups who
guestioned the priorities of an aggressive devetygragenda. Criticism of the priorities of
development and growth could be attacked and digexkas reactionary and racially
discriminatory.

Second there have been major advances in documentinggatdimplicit forms of

discrimination. Recall that the definition of rawi specifies that intent does not matter: unequal
outcomes, or essentialist assumptions, are suffiteeverify the problem of racism. To be sure,
it is a major sign of progress in those societibeng explicit racial hierarchies of unequal
treatment have been eliminated. Yet even in tiptemes where dominant-majority members
have no ill will, severe racial inequalities ofteersist. There is a vast body of evidence in urban
studies that document the subtle, hidden, and peevdorms of racial inequalities in housing
markets, access to educational opportunities, ipgliractices, criminal sentencing outcomes,
job markets ... the list goes on.

3 Katharyne Mitchell (1993). “Multiculturalism, Gihe United Colors of Capitalism?Antipode25(4), 263-294,
guote from p. 265.
3 Michell, “Multiculturalism,” p. 265.
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Non-Hispanic African Americans are this many AN
times more likely than non-Hispanic Whites :
to hold subprime loans: . ® :
4.00 or more 2.00-3.99 Less than 2.00 5 { \\ Miami
@ 10000 @woe  Oroo00 - e

Racism in Home Mortgage Credit in U.S. Cities.Subprime mortgage lending created the worst glfibahcial
crisis since the Great Depression of the 1930200Y and 2008, troubles in subprime loans neasyrdyed
America’s financial system, and triggered worldwpic in the financial markets. Subprime creditigh-cost,
high-risk loans made mostly to low-income peoplehvgoor credit -- is deeply racialized. But evdiera
accounting for income, loan amount, and a variégtloer borrower characteristics, African Americamns many
more times more likely than otherwise identicallyatified Non-Hispanic Whites to wind up with riskybprime
loans. Circle sizes are scaled proportional tontlmaber of conventional subprime mortgage origoretito African
Americans in each metropolitan county. Sourcesegb Darden and Elvin Wyly (2010). “Cartographdité&rial:
Mapping the Racial/Ethnic Topography of Subprimeguality in Urban America.'Urban Geography1(4), 425-
433, map from p. 428. Reproduced here under $&ir/ diair dealing provisions.

Third , the analysis of racial and ethnic difference teagrsed the traditional analytical focus on
numerically or politically marginalized “minoritié's One of the most important developments in
the interdisciplinary urban study of racial andnethdentity over the last decade has been the
emergence of a field called “Whiteness studi@sWhiteness studies have shown how the
category “White” has been constructed and contestedtime, and that today’s apparent
common-sense understandings of whiteness areta)djtferent from those prevailing only a
few generations ago, and b) unstable and in theegeoof perpetual negotiation and
reconstruction.

% For a representative contribution to this literafisee Jacobsowhiteness of a Different Color
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“The Most Powerful Whitening Serum
Ever.” Singapore Subway, January 2010
(Elvin Wyly). In the dynamic, fast-growing
consumer economies of large cities across
Asia, White Privilege is now big business.
“With rising incomes, more Asians are
using products to lighten their skin. Swayed
by advertising, TV and movies featuring
glamorous models with creamy
complexions, Asians are purchasing skin
lightening products in ever-greater
guantities.” An industry survey estimated
that the share of women using skin-
lightening products was 45 percent in Hong
Kong, 41 percent in Malaysia, 50 percent in
the Philippines, and 60 percent in Thailand

and India. Deirdre Bird, Helen Caldwell,

and Mark DeFanti (2010). “The Quest for

Beauty: Asia’s Fascination with Pale Skin.”

In Rodney A. Oglesby, H. Paul LeBlanc, I,
and Marjorie G. Adams, ed8usiness Research Yearbook, Global Business Péirgge/ol. XVII, No. 1.
Beltsville, MD: International Graphics, 26-32, gedrom p. 27.




Whiteness studies provides a shocking view of vaimat analyst calls the “Fabrication of Race.”
The efforts to classify human populations, anddbng a standard by which “others” would be
measured, reached a zenith with the creation ategory for the so-called “Caucasian” race.
The German zoologist and anthropologist Johannriete@lumenbach, in a dissertation on
comparative anatomy in 1775, included this entry:

“Caucasian Variety. | have taken the name ofwtargety from Mount Caucasus,
both because its neighborhood, and especiallyat#hern slope, produces the
most beautiful race of men, | mean the Georgiad;l@tause all the
physiological reasons converge to this, that in tbégion, if anywhere, it seems
we ought with greatest probability to place theoabthones of mankind... That
stock displays ... the most beautiful form of tkalk from which, as from a mean
and primeval type, the others diverge...Besidas wthite in color, which we may
fairly assume to be the primitive color of manksidce...it is very easy to
degenerate into brown, but very much more diffiéoitdark to become white’®

_ o _ _ Contemporary whiteness studies emphasize
White privilege is the premium of the construction ofvhite privilege. White

wealth and power enjoyed by privilege i_s the premium of wealth anc_l
power enjoyed by members of a dominant

membgrs of a do_mmant White _ White group in any society where racial or
group in any society where racial ethnic “others” face discriminatiomhether

or ethnic “others” face intentional or not. Sustaining white
privilege requires no animosity, or

discrimination’ whether intentional intentionally racist attitudes: all that is

or not. required is an established history of racial
inequality that allows most Whites today to

.. hi ivil . escape the historically entrenched
Sustaining white privilege requires gyperience of poverty, violence, and other

no animosity, or intentionally racist social problems.
attitudes: all that is required is an . .

blished historv of racial Of course, even in the wealthiest Western
_esta IShed history of racial societies, not all Whites escape poverty.
inequality that allows most Whites One stream of the whiteness studies
today to escape the historically literature focuses explicitly on the relation_s

hed . f t between race and class, and sheds new light

entrenched experience or poverty, on one of the major streams of rural-to-

violence, and other social urban migration in the United States in the
problems. twe_ntietr_l century. For many years,
sociologists and anthropologists documented

% Matthew Fry Jacobsen elsewhere observes thatitizeof a ‘Caucasian race’ represents whitenésseated up
to a new epistemological realm of certainty. H ttea of ‘white persons’ has become so naturatizatwe still
speak of ‘whites’ as if this grouping refers toadural fact beyond dispute, then the idea ‘Caunasaturalizes
both the grouping and the authority by which thauging is comprehended.” Matthew Frye Jacobseagi
Whiteness of a Different Color: European Immigeaand the Alchemy of Rac€ambridge, MA: Harvard
University Press. Blumenbach quote on p. 1, Ja&tobsemark from p. 94
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the migration of poor whites who were forced tove@dppalachia when shifts in energy sources
and widespread mechanization eroded job opporésnii the coal-mining industry. In a single
decade, the 1950s, one of eight AppalachiansHeftégion -- a magnitude approaching three-
quarters of the total immigration to the Unitedt&saduring that time period. Between 1950 and
1970, net migration amounted to an outflow of miian 3.3 million peopl&’ Arriving in big
cities, mostly in the heavily industrialized Northese migrants faced hostility and
discrimination from “white ethnics” in establishedmmunities, and often wound up segregated
into run-down inner-city neighborhoods (two pronmhexamples included Chicago’s Uptown
and Cincinnati’'s Over-the-Rhine). Urban Appalackidaced severe poverty and exclusion, and
their whiteness stands as a direct contradictiqgrofular understandings of race, as well as
contemporary scholarship on whiteness studies.

“There is a growing need for developing our undarding of how the
construction of whiteness varies across linesadgs;lgender, and sexuality and
how these constructions vary according to the ipsldf place and region,”

write Matt Wray and Annalee Newitz in an interd@tiary collectionWhite Trash

“In a country so steeped in the myth of classnesssne a culture where we are
often at a loss to explain or understand povegy vihite trash stereotype serves
as a useful way of blaming the poor for being pobr.

Conclusions

Cities concentrate diversity. Urbanization hightgthe possibilities of diversity, discovery, and
difference -- but also the risks of division andadimination. In the past generation, racial
categories and identities have become more unstalleontested. Yet the historical legacy of
racial hierarchies cannot be erased so quickly,dewtities of race and ethnicity are often bound
up with class inequalities and other enduring dwis. Racial discrimination, therefore, can
persist while hidden behind justifications of comcéor all the non-racial disparate impacts of
varied employment and educational outcomes, disgauin income, wealth, and poverty,
neighborhood variations in property values, etaid&f conditions of increasing inequalities in

37 Jerome Pickard (1981). “Appalachia’s Decade air@@fe: A Decade of Immigration Appalachial5(1), 24-28.
% Analee Newitz and Matt Wray (1997). “Introductidrin Matt Wray and Annalee Newitz, editom/hite Trash:
Race and Class in AmericdNew York: Routledge, 1-12, quotes, respectivietym p. 2, p. 1. Wray and Newitz
date the earliest possible origins of the termlaglbslaves referring contemptuously to white setyan the early
nineteenth century, although “there is some re&saoubt these accounts.” But the term and it®stgpes stuck
after the activities of the U.S. Eugenics Officévieen 1880 and 1920. See also Constance Pentetishution to
the volume, which she begins by saying “somethlmathe benefits to one’s theoretical formaticet an accrue
from growing up white trash...it was precisely miyitg trash upbringing that gave me the conceptuds$t that she
needs for her intellectual project. “A southernitelthild is required to learn that white trastk&hbre the lowest of
the low because socially and economically they tsawek so far that they might as well be black. shAsh, they are
seen to have lost all self-respect. So it is paldrly unseemly when they appear to shamelesainfltheir
trashiness, which, after all, is nothing but anragsive in-your-face reminder of stark class défees, a fierce
[challenge] to anyone trying to maintain a belrebin America whose only class demarcations arsdémingly
obvious ones of race.” Constance Penley (199Cyackers and Whackers: The White Trashing of PoimMatt
Wray and Analee Newitz, editofd/hite Trash: Race and Class in Ameriddew York: Routledge, 89-112, quotes
from p. 89, 90.
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social class, racism can
become both more subtle
and more rigidly self-
justifying for those
invested in particular
stereotypes. As more
members of racial and
ethnic minorities gain
certain types of power in
some cities and some
political positions, the
challenge is to understand
the persistence of White
privilege while working
towards the “post-racial’
world of equality that still
remains just beyond reach.

Does Race Matte? In

October, 2010, a young business
professor achieved a surprise
victory in a mayoral election
that saw the highest voter
turnout in three decades.
Naheed Nenshi’s victory was
widely covered in the press as a
remarkable feat of electoral mobilization -- Nersisupporters were particularly enthusiastic irirthee of social-
networking tools -- as well as a notable indicatracial and ethnic diversity. Press coveragedbieadlines like
“Canada’s First Muslim Mayor Elected,” and “Calgarfjrst visible minority mayor,” and the conserivat

National Postcarried a front-page headline offering to expl&fhy Race Doesn’t Matter in Calgary.” The next
day, one of the letters to the editor offered aerahtive spin on the news: “The most signific@@tnonstration of
the open-mindedness of Calgarians was not thategéed as mayor a non-White Ismaili Muslim, butttiva voted
for someone who was born in Toronto!” Peter G.tiK¢&010). “The True Surprise in CalgaryNational Post
October 22, Letters, p. A13. Also see Kelly Crydan et al. (2010). “Canada’s First Muslim Mayoed&ed.”
Vancouver SurOctober 20, B2. Kevin Libin (2010). “Why Raced3n’t Matter in Calgary.’National Post
October 20, A1, A6. Photograph licensed under @m&ommons Attribution-Share Alike 2.0 Licensi v
Wikimedia Commons.
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