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ABSTRACT OF THE DISSERTATION

Transnational Racialization:

How Immigration Transforms Conceptions of Race iexMo and the U.S.

by

Sylvia Zamora
Doctor of Philosophy in Sociology
University of California, Los Angeles, 2014

Professor Vilma Ortiz, Chair

The dominant paradigm of American race relatiorssdieanged dramatically in the last two
decades, as the prevailing White-Black binary @llenged by mass migration from Latin
America. Although immigrants arrive to the U.S.lwiticial ideologies and practices that
originate in their countries of origin, we knowtlkt about how ideas about race “travel” with
migrants across borders, and the implicationsisfftr immigrant incorporation into the U.S.’
racial structure. My dissertation examines how matign to the U.S. transforms immigrant
understandings of race. Whereas the U.S. racigmsykas been historically characterized by the
rule of hypodescent, Mexico is an indeestizanation where the primary social distinction isttha
between indigenous peoples and the dominaagtizqopulation (persons of mixed Spanish and
indigenous ancestry). As such, nationalist ide@sgifmestizajeconstruct Blackness as

invisible and foreign to the nation. Despite thdsinctions in U.S. and Mexican racial



contexts, scholars of U.S. racialization often titheir analysis to immigrant experiences with
raceafter they have migrated. Yet, failing to examine hovmigrants construct racial meaning
in thesending societyenders incomplete our understanding of how rdaeriarchies and
encounters are navigated in tlegeiving society.

This multi-site study draws from 75 in-depth intews with three distinct samples of
Mexican respondents: non-migrants in Guadalajarsyedl as recent and long-term immigrants
in Los Angeles. Findings show that the maintenari¢eansnational ties between immigrants
and those remaining in the home country faciliMexicans’ engagement with U.S. racial
ideologies prior to migratiarAs immigrants gain direct exposure to the U.S alagystem, they
communicate their observations and experiencesradial encounters — particularly with U.S.
Blacks -, discrimination, employment and residdraggregation back to Mexico, a transnational
process ofacial remittanceslin the second part of my dissertation, | turn mglgtical focus to
the immigrant experience in Los Angeles. | argwa immigrants often renegotiate their pre-
migration constructions of race upon settling itteir lives in the host society. Residential and
occupational patterns in Los Angeles, duratiohaW.S., and the frequency of social
encounters with Blacks, Whites, and others, infi@enow Mexicans make sense of racial
hierarchies, including their position in the U.&cial order. While these factors saliently shape
attitudes and perceptions about race and idehfityther highlight how this process if affected
by legal status. With increased exposure to antimgnant prejudice and blocked opportunities
for upward mobility, immigrants view themselvesogsupying a distinct racial status vis-a-vis

Blacks and Whites, illustrating a clear departuoatthe U.S.” White-Black binary.
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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION:
THEORETICAL FRAMEWORKS ON TRANSNATIONAL MIGRATION A ND RACE

In recent decades, the U.S. Latino population legsime an increasinglgnmigrant
populatior!. Latino immigrants — of which Mexicans are theymajority — are continuously
dispersed throughout the nation, settling intoitiawclal gateways, and increasingly into new
destinations. There is a clear consensus amondpssitbat the post-1965 increase in Latin
American immigration to the U.S. is challenging ttieg-standing Black-White racial paradigm
(Bonilla-Silva 2004; Marrow 2009; Lee and Bean 208fank, Akresh, and Lu 2010). However,
there is far less scholarly consensus on wheradastill fit within the evolving racial order,
what characteristics may explain emerging trendsaimo social and racial identity, and
perhaps most importantly, what the political consages may be for alliances with African
Americans, the nation’s largest minority group aftatinos.

In particular, the growing documentation that Lasirare exhibiting patterns of social
distance from African Americans raises importargsjions about which side of the “racial
divide” Latinos will position themselves in, andtential implications for the future direction of
the U.S. racial order. Recent demographic transditions have led to claims of a “Latin
Americanization” of U.S. society, in which the despement from neighborhoods and
institutions that some African Americans are exgecing has been attributed to the growing
Latino population and their increasing demandsémial and political inclusion. Indeed, U.S.
scholars of race relations have identified perakiveeat from rising Latino immigration and
perceived competition for scarce resources andiqadlrepresentation as key factors leading to

Black and Latino conflict and tension (Gay 2006;@®fn 1990; Kaufmann 2003). On the other

1 62% of the U.S. Latino population is foreign b@thS. Census)
1



hand, scholars also find that Latinos, andhigrantsin particular, tend to hold negative views
toward Black Americans and are unlikely to perceMmked fate with Blacks in the U.S.
(McClain et al 2006). While existing studies deepenunderstanding of how Latino
immigration is changing U.S. racial dynamics, mdoynot fully capture how migration from
Latin America to the U.S. might produce a uniquesléhrough which immigrants construct race,
identity, attitudes toward others, and their owsipon within existing socioracial hierarchies.

In this dissertation, | argue that understandingesof the key mechanisms affecting the
choices immigrants make when negotiating raciabanters — and their social position in the
U.S. racial hierarchy - requires a transnatioreinework that systematically examines racial
conceptions “here and there.” In light of the U.dprecedented demographic transition, which
has been fueled largely by Latino immigrants, gusprising that many U.S. scholars of race
relations and immigrant incorporation tend to glogsr the central role that race has played in
the lives of immigrants prior to migration. In atidn to the powerful impact that home country
racial systems and ideologies can have in shapinggrant worldviews and values, the racial
contextof the origin country determines which groups igrants come into contact with, and
how racial boundaries are played out and reinfqrakgbrior to setting foot in the U.S. These
“pre-migration” factors no doubt influence how ingrants, upon arriving to the U.S., construct
meaning about race, identity, and their statubénnew society. As such, failure to acknowledge
these and other relevant factors of the sendinggo@cial system leave us ill equipped to fully
capture how immigrants are (racially) incorporatior.S. society.

How immigrants become incorporated into the hostedyp also requires some attention
to how social ties between migrants and their Rithe home country may further influence how

understandings of race are challenged, negotiatddansformed in the process of transnational



migration (Levitt 2001; Kim 2008; Roth 2012). Ircemt decades, a large body of scholarship
known as transnationalism studies have investigdwegrocess by which immigrants maintain
social relations that link together their societié®rigin and settlement (Basch et al. 1994:7).
While transnationalism studies have extended oandedge of migrants’ political, civic and
economic practices across borders, migration schbokve largely overlookesbciocultural
transnational exchanges, especially how racialsidea@haviors and practices “travel” with
migrants to new localities and shape patternsadrjporation into the host society’s racial
structure (Levitt 2001; Kim 2008; Roth 2012). Sianiy, scholars interested in immigrant
racialization in the U.S. have focused almost estgkly on the host society, limiting their
attention to immigrant experiences with radter migration (Waters 2001; Marrow 2009).
Although the existing racial hierarchy in Ameriacas be attributed to the legacy of
European conquest and colonialism, U.S. and Latme#can racial systems have developed in
quite distinct ways. Latin American societies hgeaerally been characterized by their
distinctly fluid and ambiguous racial categorieswihich one’s position in the racial hierarchy
can be based on skin color and socio-cultural nmargech as class, education, and language. On
the other hand, U.S. society is best known fohigsorically Black-White binary, rooted in
ideologies of racial purity such as the one-drdp,rand rigid racial categorizations relegating
racially mixed individuals to the Black categorye(les and Sue 2009). Moreover, across Latin
America, meanings of blackness vary both at thellef/national discourse and in everyday
interactions. In Mexico, for example, blackness Ibesn effectively erased from nationalist
ideologies of race, giving way tonaestizajadiscourse that promotes a specific racial mixture
comprised of indigenous and Spanish ancestry. dl I'Black” or “Negro,” therefore, is often

used as a descriptor for Mexicans with dark skiaaguired tans, as well as a marker for race or



afro-descendanéyBlack Mexicans, who tend to be concentrated atbegcoasts of Veracruz
and La Costa Chica, to this day remain nearly iblego the mainstream mestizo population.

Although Mexico and the U.S. share a national boatel have a long history of social,
economic, and political relations, differenceshnit respective racial contexts and systems raise
guestions about how migration from one nation ®dther alters how individuals make sense of
race in the host society. Mexican immigrants orggnin a society where meaningful interactions
with Blacks are nearly non-existent and where Biasls is made invisible in nationalist racial
discourse. For many, migration to the U.S. marksviry first time they interact with Black
persons. In addition, as immigrants seek to estallew lives in the U.S., they not only draw on
preexisting knowledge and behaviors, they must désdse new strategies for navigating the
unfamiliar racial landscape. No longer can Mexicamigrants experience the privilege of being
the dominant ethnoracial group in their societynastizoslo in Mexico. Instead, newcomers
must adapt to an Anglo-dominated society that haeia Mexicans as inferior and criminal
“illegal aliens” who have no claims to U.S. citizéip.

Equally important, immigrant experiences with, atdervations of, U.S. racialization
communicated back to friends and family in the h@oeety can potentially reformulate how
individuals conceptualize race in Mexico. As susdtholars of race in Latin America have much
to gain from studies of migration and U.S. immidreacorporation that take an explicitly
transnational approach to the racial formation esscIndeed, there is a historical precedent to
the transmission of U.S. racial frameworks to L&merica, namely via U.S. military
occupation and state institutions, from the U.@plementation of racial segregationist policies
in Cuba’s armed forces (De La Fuente 2000), to Gehisus officials’ imposition of a Black-

White classification scheme in Puerto Rico (Dua@3). In recent decades, U.S.

2 See the methodology section for more on the useaidlized terms in Mexico.
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multiculturalist discourse — along with its vagusians of multi-ethnic diversity and equality
that often avoids discussions of racism - has nitadeay to several Latin American nations,
including Mexico. Arguably, the transmission ofiedaliscourse on multiculturalism and racial
tolerance to Mexico influenced the State to offigieecognize the existence of racial
discrimination, albeit only as recently as 2004li@eand PERLA 2014). Given these
considerations, how migration to the U.S. may im alterMexicansocial attitudes about race
and inequality is a question of central importaimcthis study.

This project draws on a multi-site methodology tt@hpares Mexicans’ experiences
with race and social hierarchies in two field sit®8sadalajara, Mexico and Los Angeles,
California. In this attempt to bridge the local lwthe global, | pay attention to the racial system
that prevails in the immigrant sending and recgj\societies, as well as how one might
reinforce the other and vice versa. To do so, Wdva two theoretical frameworks: racial
formation and migration theory on transnationali&acial formation theory, put forth by Omi
and Winant (1994), refers to the process by whathas, economic, and political forces
determine the meaning and importance of racialgcaies, which are subject to change over
time and across societies. This approach moves awaytreating race as a concept that is
subsumed or reduced to broader categories, arehthteats race as a “central axis” of social
relations. A key formulation of this theory is @mphasis on racialization — the attribution of
racial meanings to social groups, practices aratiogiships — as a process that emerges from
ideological and discursiveonstructions (Omi and Winant 1994).

Racial ideas and concepts are not bound by nataiass Transnationalism, which
recognizes that migrants maintain social contattt people, communities, and institutions in

their home countries, is useful for understandiogy Imigration can impact processes of



racialization both “here and there.” A central afithis dissertation is to illustrate how the
maintenance of transnational communities impaasgsses of racialization. | pay attention to
1) how racial ideologies and discourses shape aasmghaped by — social interactidnsally,

and 2) how transnationaligrationreconfigures individuals’ constructions of racg.rBerging
racial formation and transnationalism theoriess thssertation elucidates how migration from
Mexico to the United States can result in a paldicprocess ofransnational racializatiorthat
has far reaching consequences for race relatidestity, and the group positioning of Mexican

immigrants in the U.S. racial order.

LITERATURE REVIEW

In this section, | review the sociological litare¢ on U.S. race relations and scholarly
predictions about the changing dynamics of the ta8al order, followed by a review of the
empirical study of African American and Latino radas and the limitations of these studies for
a transnational comparative analysis of immigrauat @ative group relations in the U.S. | then
expand on the main theoretical framework of thislgf transnational racialization, and in doing
so, critically assess existing studies in this enamgy field. | end by introducing the research
guestions driving this study, the research methaxld finally, its aims and contributions to the

scholarly literature.

The Sociological Study of Race and Ethnic Relations
The study of race and ethnic relations has beetnat¢a the sociological examination of

immigration and assimilation (Park 1950). Accordiodrobert E. Park (1950), assimilation was



the end stage of a “race-relations cycle.” Padotlzed that the “race-relations cycle” consisted
of several stages: immigrant groups would firstezignce contact with the core group (middle-
class, White Anglo-Saxon Protestants), then cormpetover resources and territories, followed
by accommodation and eventual assimilation (P&@&0)L Although Park’s theory has provided
a foundation for sociologists to examine the impdiémmigration on U.S. race relations,
several scholars of race and contemporary immmudtave offered new theories predicting the

future of U.S. race relations.

Predicting The Future Direction of The U.S. Racaber

The major demographic shifts taking place in th8.Uave led scholars to question the
adequacy of frameworks based on the Black-Whitargifor examining racial and ethnic
relations in the twenty first century (Lee and B2&07; Telles et al 2011). As such, several
models of the American racial order have emergeskpdain these new trends (Bonilla-Silva
2002; Murguia and Saenz 2002; Lee and Bean 200#)fifist is the White/non-White model, or
the people of color hypothesis, which places Whites category of their own, separate from all
minority groups, not just African Americans. Undleis model, Latinos would fall on the “non-
white” side of the color line, and express a safsmmmonality with Blacks as marginalized
minorities. This model implies that Latinos willstiitnce themselves from Whites and position
themselves closer to Blacks.

The second hypothesis, much like the first, is Basea binary racial paradigm. Known
as the Black/non-Black model, or the Black excamlsm hypothesis, it suggests that the most
significant color line is that which separates R&&rom all other groups. Minority groups of

color such as Latinos and Asians will racially drste themselves from Blacks in efforts to



position themselves closer to Whiteness. The rdoahdaries separating Blacks from Whites
will remain rigid and more difficult to penetrateain those separating Latinos and Asians from
Whites. In essence, Blacks will remain at the buottd the racial hierarchy while some Latinos
may be absorbed into Whiteness or occupy a sepaatdgory altogether (Lee and Bean 2010).
Empirical evidence for this model is found in thgHer rates of intermarriage between Asians
and Latinos with Whites than between Blacks andtéghiFeliciano et al 2009), and higher
levels of residential segregation among Blacks #hsians and Latinos. In this scenario, it is not
required for Latinos to be treated or identified/dsites, but that they become “meaningfully”
closer to Whites than Blacks in the racial hiergraivhites, in turn, will show preference for
Latinos and Asians than for Blacks.

The tri-racial model is a third hypothesis thatunles an intermediate “honorary white”
category resulting in a white vs. honorary whiteaalective black hierarchy that is based on
class and skin color rather than racial anceston{l-Silva 2002). Bonilla-Silva (2002)
proposed this model to suggest that in cases wimvard mobility is achieved, particularly
among light-skinned Latinos, Latinos will be grahtey Whites an “honorary white” status in
order to buffer racial conflict. The Black categavil expand to “collective blacks” to include
dark-skinned Latinos. Many Dominicans, MexicangfuRicans, and Central Americans will
be considered “collective blacks” due to their aéized incorporation as colonial subjects,
refugees from wars, and illegal migrant workerssThodel predicts that lighter skinned Latinos
will move away from the “collective black” statuget not fully assimilate into White racial
status. Dark skinned immigrants in this case walchoser to Blacks than Whites in terms of

socio-economic and racial status. It could reveadraplex racial hierarchy in which Latinos will



no longer be placed in a single all-encompassingagacial category, but will instead be
situated differently along the U.S. racial order.

The racial status of Latino groups is complex aasl thanged over time. For example,
Mexican Americans have a historical legacy of baiagsidered “off-white” (Gomez 2009).
This happened after the Treaty of Guadalupe Hidaligen Mexicans living along the border
became U.S. citizens overnight and gained fedei@l titizenship at a time when only White
immigrants could become naturalized U.S. citizébsniez 2009:437). However, Mexican
Americans were not fully accepted as White. In,facny were regarded as “but little removed
above the Negro” by elites and average White Anaescillustrating the “in-between status” of
Mexicans in the U.S. racial hierarchy (Gomez 2008k tri-racial model highlights the
importance of factors not necessarily attributetatze or ethnicity, such as class, educational
level, skin color, and even historical context iagmg some groups higher in the American
racial hierarchy. This example also illustrateg thdividuals of Mexican descent in the U.S.
have a historical precedent of occupying a distiacial status in a society that has long been

characterized by its Black-White racial binary.

Immigrant Racial Distancing from African Americartszidence of a Black/Non-Black
Hierarchy?

New studies are suggesting that new Latino immigrgarticularly in the South) will
follow the black/non-black model, and engage ingtectice of social distancing from African
Americans as a strategy to achieve social moliitgClain et al 2006; Marrow 2009). Latino
immigrants, argue McClain et al (2006:573), willldav in the footsteps of the Chinese migrants
in Mississippi during the late 1800’s who, desyitigially being relegated to the Black category

by White plantation owners, actively sought therapgpl of Whites and soon adopted Whites’



negative attitudes toward Blacks (Loewen 1988). Chanese immigrant case is one of few
historical cases where a non-White immigrant greap able to permeate the rigid color line
and gain a sort of honorary White status. If thiéggoas observed in the Chinese immigrant case
are predictive, it suggests that Latino immigraras similarly achieve an honorary White status,
especially if they make efforts to distance theweslfrom Blacks. If this is the case, it is
unlikely that Latinos will perceive Blacks as naluallies in the struggle for social and political
equality (McClain et al 2006:574)

A common approach to the study of race relatiot&den African Americans and
Latinos in the U.S. is to focus on factors leadimgonflict and competition. With more studies
detailing African Americans’ attitudes and percep$ of Latinos (and immigration policy),
fewer explore Latinos’ racial perceptions of AfmcAmericans and the meanings they attribute
to Blacks in the U.S. (Kaufmann, 2003; McClain Ie2@06; Mindiola Neimann and Rodriguez
2002; Gay 2006; Johnson and Oliver 1994). Furitina@ny studies of inter-group conflict have
been derived from case studies of major cities @wgeles, Miami, and New York), although
increasingly there are case studies on Southeronggvhere Latino immigrants are beginning
to settle in significant numbers. While some stadipecify the region and Latino population in
guestion, such as Mindiola et al's (2002) studieixican and African American relations in
Houston, a majority of extant studies, particuldhgse based on national surveys, tend to treat
the Latino population as homogenous, generalizangss regions and nationalities. For
example, Vaca’'s (2004) well-known book titletHe Presumed Alliance: The unspoken conflict
between Latinos and Blacks and what it means fagrsad argues that Latinos and African

Americans face direct competition, citing exampkasging from Cubans in Miami, Mexican
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Americans in Los Angeles and Houston, and Puertari®&, Dominicans, Guatemalans, and
Nicaraguans in New York City.

If Latino immigrants arrive to the U.S. with negatiattitudes toward African Americans,
this may suggest that factors identified in exg®tudies, such as social contact, physical
proximity, and racial threat or competition for @esces, cannot fully explain why Latinos may
perceive little commonality with Blacks. An additi@ explanation may be that immigrants are
exposed to U.S. anti-black ideologies while in tlogigin country. Racial ideologies are often
exported globally through U.S. media, return miggarcounting their experiences with race in
the U.S., or some other source. In essence, caitgjdbat not only bodies and goods are
flowing back and forth between Mexico and the UbBt, also cultural values and ideas about
race, it can be problematic to suggest that Latmmigrants are inherently anti-Black and
merely carry over these attitudes during migration.

The generalizations in many studies examining loatacial attitudes gloss over the well-
documented fact that Latin American nations eadte tlaeir own unique racial and ethnic
composition. Across Latin America, nations havécalated their own set of national ideologies
and discourses on race that help determine thedigtatterns in racial and ethnic self-
classification among various Latino groups in th& \Moreover, because nations each have
their own set of political and economic relationghwthe U.S., different immigrant groups may
encounter vastly different contexts of receptionede nuances call for specificity in the Latino
group in question when examining relations betwRkacks and Latinos in the U.S.

In one notable example where national origin igtakto account when examining
African American and Latino political coalitionsakifmann (2003) finds that half of her Puerto

Rican sample believe they have “a fair amount”aldt in common” with Blacks, with
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Dominicans having the next highest level of affirat thirty-nine percent. Mexicans, Cubans
and Salvadorans perceive less affinity for Blaekghirty percent, thirty-three percent, and
twenty-two percent, respectively. One possiblearder this is the racial differences between
Dominicans and Puerto Ricans, many of who are Aatiro, and Mexicans and Central
Americans, who tend to be more indigenoumestizahan Black. However, as literature has
shown, only a very small percentage of these greaffadentify as Black, with Mexicans
among those with the lowest percentage (Cande2@@8). While they may not readily identify
as Black, Puerto Ricans and Dominicans feel monaected to African Americans than do
Mexicans and Salvadorans, suggesting that Latatisides toward Blacks may vary based on
differences in historical and regional context, aational origin (Kaufmann 2003).

Not recognizing that Latinos in the U.S. are comsguli of many distinct nationalities,
cultures, and races, some perceiving more or tessmmon with Blacks, can be misleading
when generalizing about Latinos’ views of Black Amans. Dominicans and Puerto Ricans
might perceive greater commonality with African Ameans than do Mexicans and Salvadorans
due to the larger population of Dominicans and fuRrcans with Black ancestry. At the same
time, if afro-descendant Latinos are more likelypéotreated as Black in the U.S., they may be
more motivated to employ specific strategies ofalatistancing from African Americans than
their mestizo counterparts, such as Mexicans.Herawvords, Latinos who are perceived as
Black by broader society may exhibit the greatéfstis to disassociate from the category than
say, Mexicans, who are typically not viewed as Blathese nuances highlight the need for
studies that pay careful attention to the uniqlegtionship between different Latino groups and
Black Americans. Thus, case studies of MexicanAdndan American, or Dominican and

African American relations are best situated tdher our understanding of Black-Latino

12



relations because they can take into considerdigimctions such as context of reception to the
U.S., racial contexts of home society, region dfilement in the U.S., varying degrees of
physical proximity to African Americans, and distirexperiences with racialization.

Methodologically, existing studies of racial attles have traditionally relied on
guantitative surveys that measure the extent talwimdividuals and groups show support for
certain policies directed at specific racial grqupg extent to which they agree with certain
racial stereotypes, or express a sense of comntymadh other groups. While quantitative
studies have made lasting contributions to theystdidhfrican American and Latino relations,
they fall short of getting at the qualitatively féifent meanings and interpretations that
individuals attribute to race and racial groupsvBys also do not adequately reveal the social
and interactional mechanisms through which indigldwacquire racial perceptions of themselves
and others. Most importantly, quantitative studiase not examined the racial ideas and
perceptions that immigrants have of African Amemgarior to migration, which may largely
shape their views once in the U.S. Such an analyftiamework would complicate the existing
notion that Mexican immigrants’ negative views ¢a&k Americans are due to a historical
legacy originating in Mexican racial hierarchies.

In sum, the existing literature on Latino immigigirdonceptions of race is limited in
three important ways. First, the point of departaresmuch of the analysis is the post-U.S.
migration experience. Most survey-based studiga®él attitudes take plaedter immigrants
have already migrated to the U.S., thus failing¢oount for pre-migration views and
experiences. Second, as mentioned above, mangsé #tudies have treated Latinos as a
homogenous group, despite differences betweemthegrant generation and the U.S.-born.

Third, and most importantly, most studies haveawabunted for the notion that racial
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knowledge, although it may ‘travel’ with migrantsthe U.S., is mediated by transnational
migration via social ties that migrants maintaithanon-migrants who remain in the origin
country. Thus, without a transnational methodoltgyt accounts for the racial context of
immigrants’ home society as well as the transmissioU.S. racial ideology to Latin America,
very little is known about the mechanisms that mgylain existing patterns of Latino immigrant
racial distancing from Blacks in the U.S. In otlaards, the question of whether immigrants’
anti-black sentiments originate in the home societyhe post-migration experience, or some

combination of both remains severely under thedrinehe literature.

Transnationalism and Race

Whereas the concept of transnationalism has beshtagheorize about the nature of
cross-border connections linking immigrant sending receiving societies, much of this
literature has focused on economic and politied # namely, remittances in the form of money
that migrants transmit back to their origin counttgd how it impacts development, as well as
migrants’ transnational engagement in politics, Btown associations, religious organizations,
and so forth (Waldinger 2013). While scholars ahsnationalism have contributed great insight
into migrants’ political, civic and economic prams across borders, many have, until recently,
underestimatedocioculturalexchanges, especially how ideas about race “trawti migrants
to shape patterns of incorporation into the hosiesg's racial structure (Levitt 2001; Kim 2008;
Roth 2012).

The theoretical framework in this dissertation owasch to the conceptual and empirical
work of scholars Jorge Duany (1998) and Peggy L&t01), who informed my earlier thinking

on the transnational social and racial lives ofn@immigrants. Specifically, Levitt's concept
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social remittances - defined as timms, practices, and other forms of social capiitat

circulate between immigrants and their home coestd proved analytically useful for
examining Mexicans transnational experiences vater Conceptual and empirical work on
social remittances among transnational migrantdkaa expanded upon and further refined by
scholars of race such Ginetta Candelario (20079jdiiim (2008), Wendy Roth (2012), and
most recently, Tiffany Joseph (2011), and Jenditeres (2012). These scholars have made
notable contributions to the growing field of traaional racialization by examining how
migration to the U.S. changes immigrants’ cultyp@lceptions of race and identity (Duany 1998;
Itzigsohn et al. 2008; Joseph 2011; Kim 2008; Rxth2; Candelario 2007).

For example, Kim’s (2008) work on Korean immigraititsstrated how U.S. ideologies
purporting the racial superiority of Whites oveaBks were introduced into Korean society
through U.S. military occupation, media, and theiadies between immigrants and their kin in
Korea. For example, among the first to examinei&goemittances on race,” Kim showed how
media coverage of the 1992 Los Angeles unrestitsddun Korea, particularly the violence
directed at Korean-owned businesses, shaped Kpezaaptions of African Americans as
criminal and violent, exposing would-be Korean emaigs to U.S. racist ideologiémng before
arrival to the U.S. Kim further shows how pre-migra understandings of American racial
dynamics subsequently influenced immigrants’ carcdton of racial boundaries once in the U.S.

Because U.S. race scholars have long turned to Baierica for comparative analysis
of race, most of studies of transnational raciahitty have focused on Latin American migrants,
particularly those from countries with large afresdendant populations such as the Dominican
Republic, Puerto Rico, and Brazil (Duany 1998; Gdado 2007; Roth 2012; Joseph 2011).

Duany’s (1998) groundbreaking study of Dominicamsinational identity found that migration
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from the Dominican Republic to the U.S. changed ignants’ cultural definitions of racial
identity. Whereas Dominicans tended to classifyritbelves as White, Hispanic, or Indio in the
home society, U.S. society classified them as Blable contradiction between immigrant self-
identification as non-black and public perceptidthem as Black resulted in the “intense
stigmatization, stereotyping, prejudice, and dreanation [of Dominican immigrants]” similar

to that which native-born Blacks are subjected (BuE998:148). In other words, although most
Dominicans did not self-identify as Black, migratito the U.S. and society’s subsequent
treatment of them as Black signaled a shift towheir position as a racial minority.

Advancing Duany’s work on transnational Dominicanial identity, Candelario (2007)
contributed new insight to understanding how raigahs and perceptions change upon
migration. She argued that negrophobic (Anti-Haig§ discourse embedded in Dominican
nationalist discourse intersected with U.S. ardicklracial ideologies, resulting in Dominicans
opting out of a Black identity in favor of one redtfirmly in Hispanicity - in the sending and
receiving societies. Hispanicity discourse (artdet as an identity rooted in a mixture of
indigenous, European, and to a lesser extent, Blackstry) in both the Dominican Republic
and U.S. contexts essentially functions as anratefe to Blackness for Dominicans. Whereas
adopting an identity rooted in “Hispanicity” meamsting out of the White category, particularly
in the U.S., Candelario (2007) argues that mostiydrtantly, it has allowed Dominicans to opt
out of the Black category. Hispanicity at the distee level, therefore, can be understood as a
strategy for social distancing from Blackness i thS.

The most recent of study to focus on DominicansPuerto Ricans, is Roth’s (2012)
work, which draws on theories of cognitive scieand cultural sociology to advance the

concept ofacial schemasta bundle of racial categories and the set of rtdesvhat they mean,
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how they are ordered, and how to apply them to@haad others.” Roth argues that racial
schemas vary across nations, and that upon migrettia new society, individuals bring with
them existing racial schemas, adopt new ones, @adecnew amalgams, all of which are then
transmitted back to the sending society via intesqeal ties and U.S. media. Focusing on
identity formation, Roth specifically looks at hdwatino pan-ethnicity (which she describes as a
U.S. nationality schema) was communicated baclotemigrants, who began to embrace Latino
identity despite not having had an “immigrant exgece” in the U.S.

Caribbean immigrant’s racialized experiences, hareare quite distinct from those of
Mexican immigrants. Namely, many Caribbean immi¢gdrave visible Black ancestry and as
Candelario (2007:12) asserts, are “more likelyadrbated like native blacks in the public
sphere, school system, workplace, and in relatiatisstate authorities.” This unique feature of
the Dominican, Puerto Rican and Brazilian racialie&perience in the U.S., however, has meant
that existing studies of transnational racializatgwe mainly concerned with questions about
whether immigrant groups will adopt a Black idenaind thus position themselves closer to
native Blacks, move closer to Whiteness, or assaisgparate racial status within the existing

racial structure.

THE RESEARCH PROJECT

The central argument in this dissertation is thatal ideologies and discourses in both
Mexican and U.S. societies “travel” with migranansnationally to intersect in unique ways
that help determine how Mexican immigrants interrpsgoeriences with racialization in the U.S.
These experiences include social interactions \aitld, attitudes about, Black and White

Americans, racial discrimination, identity, and gagtions about their group status in the racial
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order. Recent empirical studies examining Mexicamigrants and the U.S. color line have
addressed how factors such as the context of iecemtd existing racial dynamics at the local
level impact immigrant incorporation to their nelage of settlement (Jones 2012; Marrow
2009). By taking into account how race operategb@Mexican immigrant sending and
receiving societies, my dissertation contributegh®growing literature and adds depth and
nuance to scholarly interpretations of the Mexicamigrant experience in the U.S.

Mexicans provide a strategic case for studying hogration transforms conceptions of
race because Mexico is a traditional sending naiqreriencing unprecedented rates of return
migration (due largely to the U.S. economic crididgxicans are by far both the largest Latino and
immigrant group in the U.S. According to the 20¥h€us, six in ten Latinos are of Mexican
descent. Among the Mexican descent population higu8y % were born in Mexico, many who
arrived after 1990. These figures suggest a steguignishment of Mexican immigrants and their
cultural values and practices (Jimenez 2008). Masare also dispersed throughout the nation
and come into contact with various racial grougstipularly Black Americans. The long
tradition of mass migration from Mexico into theSJalso provides a unique look at the entire
spectrum of the incorporation process, from vecgne migrants to individuals who have lived
in the U.S. for longer periods than that spenheirtcountry of origin.

While some scholars of Mexican immigration and riacel to focus almost exclusively
on the U.S., my study challenges U.S.-centeredoagpes to the study of immigrant racial
formation by impelling scholars to reflect moretbe consequences of circulatory migration
flows for localized racial hierarchies in sendimglaeceiving regions. Lastly, a transnational

approach to the study of Mexican immigration argkereelations can help us begin to tease out
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how immigrants are being incorporated into the WaSial order and the implications of this for

the future of U.S. racial dynamics.

Data And Methodology

This study takes a transnational comparative agprtaexamining the experiences of
Mexicans in two research sites: Guadalajara, dglidexico and Los Angeles, California,
United States. | conducted 75 in-depth intervieetsvieen June 2010 and January 2012 with a
cross-section of Mexicans: non-migrants in Mexica30), recent migrants with three years or
less experience in the U.S. (n=15), and long-tenmigrants with ten years or more in the U.S.
(n=30). Following the interview, respondents filledt demographic surveys indicating their
educational background, socioeconomic status, @tmrp racial and ethnic identity, perceived
skin color, and degree of contact with U.S. immmgsa

Although ideal, it was not feasible to conduct agidudinal study that would allow me to
collect data from the same individuals prior toridg, and after migration to the U.S. To best
account for this methodological limitation, | indied three sample groups, each within a
different point in the migration trajectory: nongrants, immigrant newcomers, and long-term
immigrant residents in the U.S. The immigrant nenvecs provided some analytical insight into
how more established immigrants might have vieveeg prior to migrating, given their
intermediary position between a non-migrant anoihg-{term immigrant. They are similar to
non-migrants in some aspects, having only recdeftitheir lives in Mexico, yet unlike non-
migrants, they have acquired some direct experiattethe U.S. racial system. Long-term

immigrants, on the other hand, have significantbyrenexperience navigating the U.S. racial
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terrain and were best fit to speak about how ina@&jon to U.S. society has altered their views,

attitudes, and cultural practices.

Recruiting Respondents and Sample Characteristics

Study participants in Mexico and the U.S. wereuged using a snowball sampling
technique. To maximize variation, | interviewediinduals from different locations and
respondent networks. | recruited individuals inghdiorhoods, public parks, cafes and local
businesses. Respondents were also referred bynaémntacts. Interviews lasted one hour to
ninety minutes and were conducted in Spanish bwtitieor. Respondents were provided a
modest financial incentive in the form of a gifrddor their time and participation. To increase
the similarity in class and educational backgroahonmigrants and non-migrants, | restricted
the sample to working class individuals with lds®ta college education. Respondents’ level of
schooling ranged from less than a primary schootation to some college. Because Mexican
immigrants, particularly recent immigrants, havedo mean levels of education than the
average U.S. immigrant (Portes and Rumbaut, 20@&);luded individuals with a Bachelors,
Masters, or PhD degree. While levels of educatamd (even occupation) may affect immigrants’
constructions of race and racial attitudes, for parative purposes, | chose to limit the same to
working-class individuals. This sample is therefoot intended to be representative of the entire
Mexican immigrant experience, although it captuhesdominant experience, which is that of
“low-skilled” immigrant from Mexico. The non-migrasample was further restricted to
individuals who had not traveled abroad for moantkix months at the time of the interview.

Respondents were also selected based on theiragdgogal origins in Mexico. Whereas

the non-migrant sample lived and worked in Jalis$cestricted the immigrant sample to
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individuals who originated from Western-Centrakassasuch as Michoacan, Zacatecas, Nayarit,
and Jalisco. This allowed me to get as close asilleso a mainstream mestizo sample. This
means | did not include interviews with MexicansoNboked phenotypically Black (i.e. Afro-
Mexicans) or indigenous (Mayan, Zapotec, Mixtec).et

Recent migrants to the U.S. were the most diffipolbulation to reach, due in large part
to their undocumented legal status, which causeg/rmalive under the radar, so to speak. To
recruit this sample, | canvassed Latino immigramghborhoods throughout Los Angeles and
relied on personal contacts working in immigrantkes centers or with day laborers. | also
asked long-term respondents if they know anybodmftheir home state who had recently
migrated to Los Angeles. The recent migrant sanmalleilded many individuals that were
unemployed, homeless, or both, and therefore hesbreto be suspicious of researchers like
myself. As part of my research protocol, | did nollect any personal, identifying information
such as names or cell phone numbers. As such, miaryiews with recent migrants were
conducted on the spot, as most were hesitant edsdd a different time and place to meet,
perhaps out of fear that | might be an ImmigranfoEsement Agent.

Respondents in both Mexico and the U.S. held simitaupations, such as maintenance
and grounds keeping, construction, factory lab@teeet vendor, and homemaker. Respondent
ages ranged from twenty-five to sixty. Legal statased, from almost half of the sample being
undocumented, to several holding legal residenatyralized citizenship (mostly long-term
immigrants), and two were “in process” of legaliaat The median age was thirty-seven for
both immigrant and non-migrant respondents. Althoggnder is not a primary focus of the

dissertation as it stands currently, | nonethealedsided equal numbers of men and women in
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each sample group, for a total of thirty-seven e thirty-eight womeh Given that
intervening factors like skin color and phenotype lkenown to shape individuals’ racial

conceptions, my sample includes mestizo Mexicatis kght to dark brown skin tones.

Description of Field Sites

Region was an important factor in the selectiorespondents. Guadalajara is a major
city in the state of Jalisco, located in the cdntrastern region of the country. Jalisco in many
ways represents traditional Mexican culture, asynsgmbols of “Mexicanness” recognized
nationally and internationally originate in thigren, such as mariachi music and tequila. Jalisco
ranks seventh among Mexican states in emigratidhetd).S. (INEGI 2010) and as a traditional
sending community, is an ideal site for studyingvhicansnational migration shapes racial
conceptions in sending and receiving regions. AlgtoJalisco is home to indigenous
populations, the region is largely characterizethastizoand besteflectsthe national
population, of which 64.3% identified asestizan a recent survefTelles and PERLA, 2014).
Because the larger aim of this study is to unctivereffects of migration on conceptions of race
among the Mexican immigrant population, | focuscsfpeally on the most racially
representative sample: mestizo Mexicans from ti@atht sending communities. This should not
be taken as a study of Afro-Mexicans or the coastgibn of Mexico.

As a traditional immigrant gateway, California leieady undergone some of the major
demographic transitions that are being projectedh® entire nation. Latinos already outnumber
Whites in California (U.S. Census 2011). As suthas important implications for future

national trends and evolving race relations. Dughéolong history of Mexican immigration to

% Male migrants have historically outhumbered fenmaigrants. However, the gender gap in migratiociasing. In
2011, 53 percent of the immigrant population wasemand 47 percent female (Stoney and Batalova)2013
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Los Angeles, there exist unique features that aftmva more nuanced conceptual and empirical
examination of Mexican immigrant and native groapial dynamics. First, Mexican origin
Latinos make up 78% of all Latinos in the metrogaoliregion (U.S. Census 2011). Los Angeles
also has a large concentration of Mexicans fronsdaland Western-Central Mexico more
generally.

The Mexican origin population can be found acraasous neighborhood contexts, from
predominantly Latino to mixed Black and Latino, aitiite and Latino (although the latter is
likely to be the case in low-income neighborhoodghe outskirts of Los Angeles, such as the
Inland Empire). Many of the neighborhoods wherecB$aand Latino immigrants live in close
proximity tend to be economically distressed angegience crime rates higher than the national
average. It should be noted that because most irantgyin this study are working-class, they
are likely to come into contact with poor blacksvéh these circumstances, many of the social
interactions observed and discussed during intesvigere structured by a context of
socioeconomic disadvantage. Paying attention tad#fgrences in these neighborhood
dynamics can shed light on important factors stgpiter-group relations, such as physical
proximity, group size, and perceived threat forited resources.

The multi-site approach is useful for examining gamsons in the racial perceptions of
non-migrants in Mexico, who presumably have limitedho personal contact with African
Americans and the U.S. racial system, and immigtamho have a variety of experiences living,

working, and casually interacting with Blacks aadial hierarchies in the U.S. context.

Data Analysis
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The interview questions were guided by existingth@cal frameworks that inform
scholarly thinking about the formation and reforatidn of racial perceptions in the
transnational migration process. | aimed to capilegicans’ conceptions of race, perceptions
and experiences with ethnic and racial discrimorath Mexico and the U.S., attitudes toward
racial ‘others,” and the nature and frequency efrttransnational social ties. The interview
protocol was split into two main sections; whilgtlbsections asked questions about racial and
ethnic dynamics, the first focused on Mexican dycaad the second on the U.S. After
conducting a few pilot interviews, | adjusted cartgauestions and wording to better reflect
terminology and colloquialisms as they are useevigryday informal conversations (see “A
Note on Comparative Racial(ized) Terminology beloil) interview data was transcribed in its
original language (Spanish) and uploaded to Nvaveoftware program used to store, code, and
analyze qualitative data systematically. The dageeveoded thematically to reflect recurrent

themes and issues that appeared in interviews.

A Note on Comparative Racial(ized) Terminology

Carrying out research on comparative race in LAtirerica and the U.S. requires careful
attention to how race discourse is employed inyeleagyr informal conversation, in local and
national contexts. Terms often lose their origma&aning when translated from Spanish to
English and vice versa, especially when the temasised as slang or in humor because they
may go unobserved by researchers unfamiliar wethcthiture or history of a region. As several
scholars have pointed out, the label “blaak&grg can have many different meanings in
Mexican society (Lewis 2000; Sue 2012; Vaughn 20@08)ile in the U.S. the label “Black” is
typically reserved for individuals perceived toraeially Black, in Mexico it can refer to skin

color, such as an indigenous person with very daitk color - but who would not necessarily be
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categorized as racially Black. Sue (2012) desctibissas the “sun discourse,” which refers to
brownmestizaMexicans who get darker due to a sun tan andttiraghg “Black.” A common
phrase would be, “Look at you! You stayed out i@ $tun too long and turned Black!” The use of
the color label “Black” has negative connotationd & often used in a harsh, exaggerated
manner to imply that someone’s dark skin is unaéer or unattractive. However, “Black” is
also used as a racial descriptor to refer to aivishaal who is perceived to be racially Black,
often based on physical markers other than skiorcelich as hair texture, phenotype, or accent.
Often, when employing either meaning of the ternexiMans use the more politically correct
term “morend or “raza morena’in place of faza negrd (“Black race”). As previously
discussed, Afro-descendants in the Costa ChicametfiMexico identify asrhorenos as a way

to position themselves closer to indigenous-basegtecuctions of Mexicanness (Lewis 2000),
although there is some evidence for the increasiagtification as Negro (Telles and PERLA
2014).

Recognizing that meanings and labels attributdalackness are contextual, | was careful
not to impose U.S. racial categorizations duririgrviews and avoided generalizing, employing
instead specific descriptors such as “Negros Namericanos/North American Blacks,” “Afro-
Americanos,” “Afro-Latinos” or “Latino AmericanosedAfro-decendencia/Latin Americans of
African descent,” “Inmigrantes Africanos/African migrants” in the case of immigrants from
African nations, and “Mexicanos Afro-decendientesAi¢ans of African descent.” African
Americans were broadly defined as African descetsdaorn and raised in the U.S., including
second-generation Black immigrants. Thus, | usddhmas African Americans, Black

Americans, and Blacks in the U.S. interchangeabilgess otherwise noted.
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In a similar vein, what constitutes “White” and theundaries of whiteness are
contextual and can vary between Mexico and the ld.8he Mexican context, for example, a
light skinned Mexican might be referred to as “lolatwhite” or “guera/light skinned.” This
color label does not typically indicate a persaasial categorization (a light skinned or “White”
Mexican would likely be perceived as Mexican, noigho or of the White race). To describe
racially White persons or Anglos, Mexicans tendise terms like “Americano/a,” “gringo/a,”
the demeaning term “gabacho” or “Yankee,” as wellree more neutral descriptors “blanco/a”

and “guero/a.”

Reflexivity

As the U.S.-born daughter of Mexican immigrantsm reflexive about how my own
personal and social characteristics might influeheeresearch process. In Mexico, most people
assumed | was a native, as my lifelong immersiddéxican culture, fluency in Spanish, and
phenotype — brown skin, dark eyes, and straighk lbiawn hair — allowed me to “pass” as a
local, even after extensive interactions with regivHowever, in my role as interviewer, | was
simultaneously an insider and outsider, as diffeeerin our experiences, education, and in some
cases, class and legal status became importarealR®&y my identity as a U.S. citizen and
researcher from an elite university proved to bin lam advantage and disadvantage in
discussions of race. While | was able to play th&ve foreigner” who needed to be enlightened
about how race functions in Mexican society, | \@agmes viewed as an “American” who
might become offended by respondents’ harsh a@itisiof U.S. society. Nonetheless, my unique
social position enables me to bring to my work mparative perspective that is both nuanced

and informed by experiences straddling both worlds.
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OUTLINE OF THE DISSERTATION

Chapter 2, the first empirical chapter, analyzes the histdricains of race relations and
racial ideologies, as well as contemporary racyalagnics in Mexicol examine how Mexicans
construct meaning about social hierarchies, skiorqoejudice, social and economic
disadvantage, and racism in Mexico. | complimers #malysis with respondents’ observations
and experiences with discrimination in Mexico ie tontext of localized racial and ethnic
relations, primarily with the indigenous who are gecond largest group nextestizosand to
a lesser extent, Blacks and/or Afro-Mexicans. Thiapter establishes a fuller understanding of
the racial “lens” through which Mexican immigramdsthe U.S. view race in the receiving
society, and thus lay the foundation for interprg@tsubsequent chapters examining the ways in
which U.S. migration alters Mexicans’ conceptiohsaze, inequality, and the formation of the
U.S. racial order.

Chapter 3 examines the ideas and narratives about racenth@grants in Los Angeles
communicate back to their friends and relativellexico. Findings show that the maintenance
of transnational ties between immigrants and tmes®ining in the home country facilitate
Mexicans’ engagement with U.S. racial ideologigsrto migration As immigrants gain direct
exposure to the U.S. racial system, they commumitetir observations and experiences with
racial encounters, discrimination, employment asildentiaksegregation back to Mexico, a
transnational transfer of racial remittances. Smatly, findings elucidate how U.S. immigrant
perceptions and attitudes of African Americansfarmed and relayed back to the sending
community to influence the views of non-migrasteven in the absence of direct contact with
U.S. blacksWhereas recent scholarship has documented immsjaneference to maintain

social distance from Blacks upon migration to th&.Umy findings challenge assumptions that
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these attitudes are a product of the U.S. incotfmorgrocess. | end with a discussion of the
findings’ implications for how new migrants to theS. will navigate the racial order upon
arrival.

In Chapter 4, | turn my analytical focus to the immigrant expace in Los Angeles. |
argue that Mexicans’ pre-migration ideological donstions of race are reformulated upon
settling into their lives in the U.S. While migrariring with them ways of thinking about race
that originate in the home society, they also arviith preconceived notions about Black
Americans and U.S. race relations. | demonstratethey soon adapt to new U.S. social
realities and racial hierarchies that alter howytpberceive their status in the existing racial
order. Residential and occupational patterns, auran the U.S., and thigequency of social
encounters with Blacks, Whites, and others, infb@eimow Mexicans maksense of racial
hierarchies and identity. While these factors sdlyeshape attitudes and perceptions about race
and identity, I also highlight how this processaiffected by gender, legal status, and skin color.
Ultimately, with increased exposure to anti-immigrarejudice and blocked opportunities for
upward mobility, Mexican immigrants come to beli¢kiey occupy a distinct racial status vis-a-
vis Blacks and Whites, illustrating a clear depagtiltomthe U.S.” White-Black binary. Legal
status and anti-immigrant discrimination, whethercgived or experienced directly, are
important in shaping understandings of their s@w@l status. Contrary to recent studies
suggesting that Latino immigrants are moving clasevhiteness, findings in this chapter
suggest that immigrants are neither moving claseatd Blacks nor Whites. Rather, Mexican
immigrants are identifying as a distinct “raciafbgp marked heavily by a precarious

immigration status and blocked access to rights@ated with citizenship.
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Chapter 5, the concluding Chapter, provides a summary okthefindings of the
dissertation. | address how my findings expandhensbciological theorizing about transnational
migration and race relations by assessing how riogrérom Mexico to the U.S. transforms
immigrants’ conceptions of race, and in turn impdaw Mexicans come to view their social
position in the U.S.’s evolving racial hierarchiésthis chapter, | also discuss how the
theoretical implications of this study extend beyaoimne Mexican case to other ethnic and racial
immigrant communities. | conclude my study with sobrief recommendations for the future

direction of race and immigration studies for acr@asingly multiethnic society.
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CHAPTER 2

RACIALIZATION IN THE HOME SOCIETY: ETHNORACIAL HIER  ARCHIES AND
DISCRIMINATION IN CONTEMPORARY MEXICO

During a discussion of discrimination in Mexicot&la, a thirty-year-old Administrative
Assistant from Guadalajara with light skin coldgted that she believes Mexico is a racist
country. When | asked her to explain how racisncfioms in Mexico, she remarked:

It isn’t necessarily discrimination against somesmace. You see, we have the
misfortune of being the type who discriminates das® someone’s appearance. So, we
discriminate in the physical appearance and théhdareconomic [sense], and in the way
one talks. So, | feel that Mexico is 100% racistMexican terms.

Estela’s quote affirming the racist nature of M@xicsociety might appear at first glance to
contradict the notion that Mexican society, andr.&tmerica more generally, actively denies
the existence of racism. However, her interpretatiat racism is not based strictly on a
person’s race, but rather on the way one looksgki color and phenotype), and their social
class status, exemplifies quite well the ways incWhiiscrimination and social inequality are
constructed in contemporary Mexican society.

Recent studies on social stratification in Mexiewd confirmed the existence of drastic
economic inequality based on skin color (Villarr2@lLO; Flores and Telles 2012). Mexicans
with the darkest skin tone were found to have tiveet socioeconomic status and conversely,
those in the upper classes tended to have ligkierIsis precisely because of the intimate
relationship between skin color, phenotype, andscitatus that Mexicans have a difficult time
disentangling color, class, and ethnicity in thltgcussions of racial and ethnic discrimination.
Nationalist ideologies ahestizajehat promote a homogenized Mexican “race” further

complicate understandings of racism in Mexico. Meeg, the large indigenous population,
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which has faced some of the most severe inequbbiy discursively been treated as an ethnic
rather than racial group, explaining in part whyxitans often hesitate to use the label “racism”
to describe the anti-indigenous discrimination g@he observe almost daily.

In this chapter, | aim to clarify and expand ondiss notion that Mexico is “100%
racist, on Mexican terms.” As a nation that pridsslf as a racially homogenized mestizo
citizenry, | am interested in how Mexicans condtmeaning about, and experience, racial and
ethnic discrimination. | aim to understand the ratf social relations between the mainstream
mestizo population and racialized “others.” | pégse attention to how Mexicans view social
and racial hierarchies, skin color prejudice, doaial economic disadvantage, and racism in
contemporary society.

In thinking about the construction of Mexican ratigrarchies and social relations in
comparison to those in the United States, | dravdppelbaum et als (2003:2) definition of
racialization to mean “the process of marking humidierences according to hierarchical
discourses grounded in [Spanish and British] calloancounters and their national legacies.”
This definition allows for the consideration offeéifential racialization processes in the Mexican
immigrant sending and receiving societies, and timge processes interact to uniquely shape
the Mexican immigrant experience in the U.S.

| aim to advance a contextual understanding of hmstizo Mexicans understand
blackness and experience race in their countryigfroin order to establish a fuller
understanding of the racial “lens” through whichmigrants interpret race upon migration to the
U.S. This chapter, therefore, lays the foundataniriterpreting subsequent chapters examining
the ways in which U.S. migration alters Mexicanstarstandings of race, inequality, and their

position in the U.S. racial hierarchy. As detailedChapter 4, upon migration to the U.S.,
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Mexicans draw on preexisting racial schemas acduird/exico to make sense of the new
racial landscape (Kim 2008; Roth 2012). This iseeggly the case for immigrants who migrate
as adults, and whose socialization into the pddrdies of race in their origin country occurred

during their formative years.

BACKGROUND AND LITERATURE REVIEW

The Mexican Racial State: Ideologies of Race Anstizige

The U.S. and Latin America are two cases where faao colonizers have subjugated
both indigenous populations and African slaves (iEaaum 1946). The racial ideologies of
these two regions, however, developed and are esdad in quite distinct ways. The most
notable difference is the U.S.’ rigid racial categation versus Latin America’s more fluid and
ambiguous racial distinctions (Wade 1993). The lhiStorically Black-White binary has given
way to prevalent notions of racial purity and radiatinctions grounded in biological
explanations. In contrast, Latin America’s Black-N&ltontinuumof racial categories signifies
that racial classifications have not been limie@lack and White but rather a wide range of
“colors” (Wade 1993; Flores and Telles 2012). Thesmging racial constructions illustrate the
socially constructed nature of race, whereby paldicmeanings ascribed to certain social and
physical traits are historically specific and cudilly mediated.

Mexico is characterized as an indo-mestizo natibilike the U.S.” Black-White divide,
in Mexico the primary social distinction is thatween thenestizathe embodiment of Spanish
and indigenous racial mixture) and the indigenduesvs 2000; Sue and Golash-Boza 2008;
Villareal 2010). Unlike Latin American nations wekdBlackness constitutes a more dominant
image of the nation, such as Cuba and Brazil, imitéa racial discourse, thmeestizdhas come

to represent the quintessential Mexican where ethaiher than racial differences, are
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recognized (Lewis 2000). Although the indigenows sometimes commonly referred to as a
“race” (as in ta raza Indid) discussions of “race” in Mexico have traditiolyalocused on
ethnic differences among the indigenous such agikage, dress and customs (Villarreal 2010).

In its strictest formmestizajecan be defined as racial mixture. Ideologicallywbwoer,
the term is loaded with meaning grounded in notwingcial hierarchies and white superiority.
Martinez-Echazabal (1998:23) argues that the cdrafepestizajas not the recognition and
proclamation of ethnic difference, but rather thedeentric glorification of a cultural similarity.
In fact,mestizajas an extension of broader Latin American “whitegiielite discourses that
sought to eliminate Blackness and and homogenge pbpulations (Wade 1993). Indeed,
mestizajeas an ideology and practice (i.e. marrying a gglskinned person to “better the race”)
continues to organize social relations and inteyastthroughout Latin America today (Bonilla
Silva 2009). This has led some scholars to argatedtficial state endorsement iestizajan
Mexico and other mestizo nations has not only erddso-descendants from the national
imaginary, but has also served merely as a sympgebture of racial harmony while doing
nothing to actually improve race relations (Maraftechazabal 1998; Sue 2013).

Although no other colony received more African slathan Mexico during the middle of
the seventeenth century, Afro-Mexicans have rentagnemall percentage of the total
populatiorf. Given the vastness of Mexico’s indigenous pojoiet some suggest that African
descendants have mixed with indigenous and Europesitizos and were essentially absorbed

into mestizajepecoming rather indistinguishable from darker skoh Mexicans. Yet, today

* In colonial Mexico, the Afro-Mexico population nevexceeded two percent (Palmer 1976). In a réderican
survey, only about 3% of Mexicans identified adeitBlack omulatto(PERLA).

® The indigenous population declined rapidly in 17® and 1§ centuries as a result of European conquest and
diseases. Colonizers thus turned to slaves fronc#fo work in the mines and as domestic servé@ied 1982).
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Afro-descendant Mexicans are very much a part ofibéa society, existing mostly in
communities along the coasts of Veracruz, OaxawhGuerrero.

Nothing solidified the erasure of Blackness from Mexican national imaginary like the
promotion ofmestizajan the aftermath of Mexican independence in 1&iring the nation
building process, elites called for a newly reineehnation in which a mixed race citizenry
could unify under a common identity. Nationalistadbgies of the time celebrated a particular
brand ofmestizaje-Spanish and indigenous race mixing—as key to natioohesion and thus,
modernization (Knight 1990; Trevino Rangel 2008)tHe post-revolutionary period of the
1920s, intellectuals like Jose Vasconcelos and Mia@amio reconfigured nationalist ideology,
leading to an official state sanctioningroéstizajeand further solidifying the so-called
disappearance of Blackness (Hernandez Cueva 200¢hK1990). This particular brand of
Mestizaje as noted in Vasconcelos’ La Raza Cosmica, washigfluenced eugenicist ideas of
the time imported from Europe and North AmericaefBien 1991) made “visibly” Black or
mulatto Mexicans officially invisible. It was nontil the mid 1940s when Gonzalo Aguirre
Beltran, and ethnologist and historian, carriedtbatfirst academically recognized study of
Afro-Mexican communities in Guerrero on the Sou#itiRc coast of Mexico. Blacks in Mexico,
however, have remained largely invisible in theydapimagination (Vaughn 2005; Sue 2013).

The Mexican state has played a dominant role irddwelopment and reproduction of
hegemonic racial ideologies that determined th@asotlusion and exclusion of certain
populations. Borrowing from Omi and Winant's (19@énhcept of the racial state, Mexican
sociologist Trevino Rangel (2008:672) argues thakidb is a racist state evidenced by its
reproduction of structures of domination that peige lighter skinned mestizos while

marginalizing indigenous and other dark skinnetfaneign” populations. Indeed, Mexico’s

34



historical immigration laws discriminated againsti@2se and Black immigrants, constructing
them as “undesirable citizens” and “unassimilalfleevino Rangel, 2008). The ideology and
practice ofmestizajewith its emphasis on whiteness as the essengiadient for modernity

and social progress, is arguably the root of rahigking and practices in Mexico today.

The Denial of Racism In Mexico and Latin America

Ironically, the glorification omestizajeand its resulting racial mixture in Mexico, and
other Latin American nations, has been viewed lmgesas a testament to the region’s superior
race relations compared to the U.S. (Sue 2013; 8a806:124). Often comparing their nations
to North America and South Africa, many Latin Anoan leaders acknowledge that explicit
racism and institutional discrimination exist irther parts of the world,” but not at home.
Dulitzky (2005) maintains that Latin Americans @rene to conceal, twist, and cover up the fact
that racism and racial discrimination exists intbgion. Despite the fact that Blacks throughout
the continent are disproportionately poor, unedediatictims of political violence, and
experience overall substandard living conditionslitzky (2005) argues that Latin American
governments exhibit three different types of demadlracial discrimination: literal denial
(nothing has happened), interpretive denial (Wwhaigippening is actually something else), and
justificatory denial (what is happening is justif)e

While the U.S.’s historical legacy of legal segteagahas created a society that is today
riddled with racial disparities seen in almostiadlicators used to measure structural inequality,
from education to residential segregation (Wils88@;, Massey and Denton 1998), Latin
American racism has been more difficult to meagliedles 2004). Some Latin American

countries exhibit higher rates of intermarriage bvaer rates of residential segregation, which
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would appear to some to indicate less racial digoation. Yet, several studies have found that
racial discrimination and institutional racism iatin America continue to exist (Sawyer 2006;
Telles 2004; De La Fuente 2001). Based on his stadynining race relations in Brazil, Telles
(2004) finds a seemingly contradictory coexistenickoth positive social relations across racial
lines and rampant racial discrimination. Anotheidgtfound differences in how individuals
perceive structural racism from the State and iddial racism directed from one person to
another (Oboler, 1995; Duany, 2005). Although samiés/iduals may deny that systemic racial
discrimination exists in their country (i.e. lega&lgregation), there exists the possibility thay the
may simultaneously acknowledge that racist behaaffects people’s lives, as the two need not
be mutually exclusive. This possibility would imghlyat Mexicans who deny the existence of
racism in their country (or deny having any persoaeist or racially discriminating thoughts or
actions toward others), may in fact also expresaveareness that certain groups, like the

indigenous, indeed experience social injusticestduleeir phenotype or “race.”

Race And Social Inequality In Contemporary Mexico

In 1994, a representative of Mexico to the UN Cotteeion the Elimination of Racial
Discrimination declared that “the phenomenon ofaladiscrimination did not exist in Mexico,”
arguing that discrimination against the indigenand other marginalized groups was due to
socioeconomic factors, not race (Munoz 2009). Hewrethe notion that Mexico is a country
free of racism does not hold much weight, as restuties have presented ample empirical
evidence of stratification by both skin color amdial class. Villareal (2011) and Flores and
Telles (2012) recently found that skin color andiselass origins work together to produce and

reinforce social inequality and discrimination mntemporary Mexico. In fact, ten years after
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the UN declaration was made, the Mexican Stateiaffy recognized the existence of racial
discrimination, and as recent as 2001, it amendedrstitutional Article to officially penalize
any form of discrimination based on ethnicity, laage, gender, or race (Telles and PERLA
2014).

The official endorsement of anti-discriminationikdgtion and other national and
regional efforts to eliminate racism, however, hasehad much success. Skin color
discrimination permeates nearly all aspects ofitif#lexico and is alive and well in the stories
of my respondents. Put simply, Mexicans with theest skin tone — the indigenous, Afro-
Mexicans, and some mestizos - face the greatesfivhsitage in society as they are among the
poorest and remain severely underrepresented heharcupational and educational levels
(Villarreal 2011; Flores and Telles 2012:486; SQ&2, Telles and PERLA 2014). Not
surprisingly, in a society that covets light skime whitest looking Mexicans reap the greatest
social and economic advantage.

What are Mexicans’ social attitudes about discration, and what factors contribute to
such attitudes? The Project on Ethnicity and Rad&tin America, administered by Princeton
University, is one of the most recent ongoing ¢fao empirically examine national patterns of
racial and ethnic identity and how they relatedoial attitudes about discrimination in Mexico
and other Latin American nations (Telles and PERIA4). While findings present a complex
picture of how the national ideology wiestizajeoperates on the ground to shape how
individuals perceive their own and others’ race atithicity, in general the study reveals that 1)
the wording of questions on race and ethnicity imaye some influence on how individuals
report their identity, 2) that mestizo identity raims the dominant classifier for race in Mexico,

and, yet it is a fluid identity in which contextdfactors such as skin color and social class
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determine who identifies as mestizo and sociaialtis on discrimination, and that 3) lighter
skinned Mexicans were more likely to report thacdmination based on skin color exists.

In a recently published study of race and colordrhies in Veracruz, Mexico, Sue
(2013) finds that Mexicans commonly silenced discuss of racism, or outright denied its
existence, and very rarely challenged nationall@ges ofmestizaje Sue argues poignantly that
Mexicans’ hesitance to openly discuss racism cgréiag its role in sustaining Mexico’s
inequitable social relations actively upholds taeial status quo. This practice of “explaining
away discrimination” is at times most evident amdagker skinned Mexicans, who may not be
cognizant of the fact that although they have tlestto gain from exposing racism, their silence
only reinforces existing ethnoracial and skin cdi@rarchies. Interestingly, the few who openly
discussed racism tended to be highly educatedithhis with lighter skin tones, a finding
supported by the national survey data examineddigd and the Project on Ethnicity and Race
in Latin America (2014), and which suggests tha need not be a “victim” of racial
discrimination to acknowledge its impact on society

Sue’s work is also among the few qualitative stsdee“expose the entanglement of
interconnected dynamics that surround race and aolexico” and in so doing, makes an
important contribution to understanding how ordynisiexicans navigate racial terrain in their
home country (Sue 2013:5). Her study, however,llghts the experiences of Veracruzanos —
Mexicans from a region known to have a large ateegndant population. The extent to which
her study participants may appear phenotypicalacBimay produce findings different from
those in my study, which examines racial attitualed perceptions among a mainstream mestizo

population in a traditional sending region. Thesfeences are important when considering
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how Mexican immigrants to the U.S. experience @ racialization, as migrants from

Mexico’'s Western-Central region are among the reostally incorporated in U.S. society.

FINDINGS

Varying Interpretations Of Discrimination In Mexico

In a society that embraces the ideologynafstizajeand the idea that Mexican-ness is
best defined as a mixture of various races, hoMdgicans make sense of social and racial
discrimination? In this section, | discuss the mamgrpretations of discrimination in
contemporary Mexican society, as it is defined explerienced by individuals in Guadalajara,
Jalisco. While findings show that some respondeatspare Mexico to U.S. understandings of
racism as a way of explaining away racism in theme country (Sue 2013), | argue that this in
and of itself does not lead to the outright deafadiscrimination based on race. Although many
respondents did not readily rely on racism discetosexplain the marginalization of indigenous
Mexicans, many identified it as a form of discrimiion based on race and/or skin color.

Mexican’s overwhelming perception that the mastvplent type of discrimination in
society stems from socioeconomic status has indieged a role in the country’s limited social
recognition of racial discrimination. In this chapthowever, | show that respondents interpret
racial discrimination in many different ways, whigften includes overlapping structures of
difference such as skin color, education level, @tural markers such as dress and language.
These findings are consistent with Telles and PER2@14), who suggest that understandings of
“racism” in Mexico are more varied than dominanSUunderstandings, and argue that many
Mexicans are indeed aware of, and acknowledgeglrdisicrimination in their country. Lastly, |
examine respondent perceptions of “others” and-giteup relations at the local level to

illustrate how socioeconomic status, skin colod athnicity aregacializedand combined, best
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explain how individuals define and experience ragiscrimination and ethnoracial identity in

their home country.

A Denial of Racism? Structural Definitions of Ragtis

In Mexico, the term “racism” is not used too comryomhen describing the many forms
of discrimination that are prevalent in societyeThscourse on racism, which is inherently
rooted in the unequal treatment of “different” el@roups, would contradict the national racial
project ofmestizajeand its central emphasis that Mexicans are rgamiked. This insistence
that race, and therefore, racial difference isanotain feature of social division in Mexico is
reflected in some respondent’s reluctance to catlething racism, even in cases where there is
agreement that certain groups are marginalizedalskin color and phenotype.

There were only a handful of respondents who cottiggnied the existence of racism in
Mexico. Most of these individuals tended to asctibaearrow definitions of racism characterized
by the presence of racially exclusionary laws dicues, as exemplified by the U.S.’s Jim Crow
Laws, for example. When asked whether racism exidtéexico, Eva, a thirty-nine year old
with medium brown skin responds:

No. In my opinion racism doesn’t exist here in Mexi.If racism existed here they

wouldn’t permit, for example, for people to setregtaurants. And one goes and

consumes from them and you’d see people and treat badly, or humiliate them. |

think you would be able to see it [the racism].

This quote best demonstrates a conceptualizatioactgm that first and foremost necessitates
the presence of segregationist laws that prohdstam groups from owning property or
frequenting certain business establishments. Iffol@ws this logic, it makes sense that

individuals (and political elites) might claim thaicism is nonexistent in Mexico. Yet, this

narrow definition of racism as merely structuraédgoks the reality that individuals can also
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perpetuate racist behavior and attitudes. Moreawdike the U.S., Mexico has not instituted Jim
Crow type laws. Yet, Eva comments that if racisnstexi, one would “be able to see it,”
presumably in the way that Jim Crow segregationwigble in the U.S., and was brought to
international attention by Black activists and moeats. The U.S. is rather infamous in Mexico
for it’s historically racist practices, which Mexigs are made aware of via the transmission of
U.S. media, culture, and information communicatgdhtimigrant contacts residing in the U.S.

At times, the absence of legal racial segregat@med to inform respondent’s views
that indigenous people were treated equally in @xX¥Vhen asked whether she believed that
indigenous groups were discriminated against inibtexAlicia, a thirty-eight year old
housewife with darker brown skin commented:

No. They live here and have the same servicesaime opportunities to frequent the

same stores, to walk the same streets. | seeithezgpect for their way of dressing,

because it is very different.
Similarly to Eva, Alicia’s understanding of ractikcrimination is rooted in images of U.S. Jim
Crow segregation, in which Black persons were gitdd from entering “White only”
establishments or per racial etiquette, expectetiefo off the sidewalk or move to the street side
when Whites were approaching. Such a definitioraofsm that is limited to the systematic,
legal and institutional realm often fails to idéntindividual acts of discrimination, despite the
highly visible unequal status of the indigenousrkithis perspective, a light skinned mestizo
employer who refuses to hire dark skinned or ingliges person could escape accusations of
racial discrimination.

Another respondent, Miguel, denied racism by stgtirat because Mexicans are of one
race — mestizos -, they could not possibly be tacward each other. This interpretation also

appears to be highly influenced by U.S. racial idges, in which racism would be defined
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primarily through the prism of White on Black opgs®n based on a clear racial order.
According to Miguel, if “other” races do not exiatMexico, it is logically impossible for
Mexico to be a racist society at least theoretycdlot only does this interpretation ignore the
racial and ethnic diversity within Mexico, rangifrgm Black to Chinese Mexicans, it also
shows how discrimination against the indigenousimmonly seen as an issue of ethnic
difference rather than a manifestation of racism.

A small minority of respondents outright deniedisator attempted to justify it by
comparing it to the “truly racist U.S.” Yet stijthough several respondents expressed some
awareness of discrimination based on race or etijnmost did not call it racism. For example,
Carmen, a housewife in her late thirties with datk@wn skin, denied the existence of racism,
noting that she has never observed discriminatiggubic or has personally felt discriminated
against for any reason. However, further alongrapaur interview while discussing the status
of indigenous people in Mexico, she did not hesitatcomment that the indigenous face a lot of
prejudice. “I think it's unfair when indigenous wem street vendors set up the things they're
selling only to be harassed by authority figuresnot carrying permits,” she stated. In this case,
Carmen denied that racism exists while simultangausting that indigenous people are
unfairly targeted by authorities simply becausey thiee indigenous. This seeming contradiction
illustrates how discourse on racism remains lartgbpo in Mexico, or at the very least, has yet

to become part of mainstream discourse on raceicetthand social inequality.

Social Class and “Economic” Discrimination
Most respondents agreed that discrimination basexboial class and status is one of the
most pressing social problems in Mexico. This mgyl@n why class discrimination was the

most common theme mentioned during discussionaaidm and discrimination in Mexico. This
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perception changes once Mexicans migrate to the Wisre legal status and Latino racial
identity take center stage in shaping understasdigocial hierarchies and inequality. As |
show in this section, social class emergethaseference point for interpreting and explaining
unequal treatment in Mexican society. These fingliage supported with national data, which
shows that the most common type of perceived apdreenced discrimination among Mexicans
is “economic” (Telles and PERLA 2014).

Disparities in social status are intimately tiecdskin color stratification such that upper
class or high social status is associated with t@/hor light skinned Mexicans, while those
associated with poverty tend to be darker skinDescribing social relations between different
“levels” or social strata in Mexico, Martin, twengyght year old Administrative Assistant with
medium brown skin tone explains, “I believe thexeand more than anything, there are people
who like to discriminate others who are not atttherel.” | asked her to specify what she meant
by “level,” to which she replied, “Economic.” Mamtfurther compared economic discrimination
with that based on skin color, stating,

For me there is more racism here in Mexico baseelconomics than people

discriminating against you based on [skin] coldn& seen people who talk bad when

they go to Plaza Tapatio, the [indigenous] peogie sell potato chips...It’s like saying

‘you're not at my level’ and they’'ll tell you thgbu can’t mix with them...

Class based issues are particularly relevant iniddes’ explanations for existing social and
racial inequality. In the above quote, Martin ma&especific reference to the indigenous street
vendors who set up makeshift stands selling frigtatp chips (often with their children in tow)
in the main Plazas throughout town. Being told 8te should not “mix” with the indigenous

street vendors also exemplifies the social bourdand distance that mainstream mestizo

society so often creates between themselves anddigenous, particularly the poor.
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Conceptions of discrimination often draw upon difeces in treatment between upper
class, light skinned Mexicans and those with “fesgportunities,” which are almost always in
reference to working class and poor, darker skirmesdtizos or indigenous people. Diego, a
light skinned factory worker in his early fortiegpgains racial discrimination in the following
scenario:

What happens is that sometimes there are peoplevemt educated and they don't give
them jobs because they can't read or write. Instégd/ing them support, because
they're in their own country, they are treated ldss.

Discussions of discrimination often included phealdee “some people have less opportunity.”
In doing so, respondents are implying that cersaictors of society have greater access to
education, good jobs, and higher pay, while tholse face significant barriers to upward
mobility do so because they face discriminatiorthie above quote, Diego suggests that
marginalized groups are further stigmatized by ¢ai@en or treated as inferior. Diego’s
language seems coded because he never explicitiffane the indigenous, despite the fact that
the common racist assumption is that if indigenoesple are illiterate or in poverty, it is
because of their so-called backwards mentalityianerent simplemindedness.

Marcos, an electrician in his forties with medibnown skin, works as a maintenance
man in a luxury condominium located in a trendysagde part of town. Over the years, Marcos
has had many encounters with tenants, who he teslcais “upper class white Mexicans.” He
recalled instances where those at the top of tbeauic hierarchy treated him in a demeaning
way because of his lower class status. For exanmaad of making polite requests for
maintenance, some tenants simply order him tolgegs done right away. In other instances,
Marcos enters tenant’s apartments to conduct nrant= work. At times, he has been inside the

apartment while tenants prepare lunch or dinnerlé\gome of the friendlier tenants have
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offered him something to eat, Marcos has never begted to sit in the dining room table,
being expected instead to eat while standing upla his food to his work area. Marcos was
able to recount several experiences leading to deimg interactions with Mexico’s privileged
sectors. To him, these social interactions cortstiiiscrimination based on a combination of
social class and skin color.

Skin color is all too often used as a physical raatk stereotype individuals as poor,
working-class, or upper class. Discussing the iaterink between class status and skin color,
another respondent, Samuel, a twenty-nine yeaasdistant director of a small manufacturing
business explains:

Well | think [racism] functions in terms of diffenee based on colors. You get marked or
they marginalize you. Like | just said about mortigy put you in a certain
socioeconomic status based on your [skin] colee seen instances where they don't let
morenoddark skinned Mexicansh certain places.

For Samuel, who is a shade darker than medium bsswm color prejudice is the root of
discrimination in Mexico. Skin color is a physicscriptor that others use to make
stereotypical assumptions about one’s social dgsas, which may lead to differential
treatment. The association of light skin with mgre&gtus and education often results in
privileged treatment for lighter Mexicans, sometine@en by dark skinned individuals.
Educational status was also strongly associatdd“@tonomic” discrimination. In an
earlier quote, Diego explains that indigenous peaspiuggle to find decent jobs because they are
not educated and thus cannot read or white. Heearfyut more government support and
adequate educational resources for the illitetatieed, Flores and Telles (2012) found that
Mexico’s educated class is comprised overwhelmingljghter skinned persons. In the quote
above, Diego was referencing indigenous people, iwlnis opinion, encounter the worst

discrimination on the job market. Diego’s explaaatfor why many indigenous people lack
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education is structural, citing the group’s limit@cktess to government resources. Yet, all too
often, the explicitly racist assumption is thatigehous people are not represented in the
educated, upper classes simply because they afieattially inferior and do not value
education.

Economic and educational disparities — and theidigtation faced by those at the
bottom of the economic hierarchy - emerged clearthe data as respondent’s most common
frame for interpreting and explaining social inélifyan Mexico. Different treatment based on
social class status was identified as a major bposdolem plaguing Mexican society. While
scholars of race in Latin America have long poirgatithat existing socioeconomic hierarchies
are rooted in racially stratified colonial labonsttures, data in this study show that Mexicans
often draw on economic explanations to make sehaé certain groups are on top of the
social and racial hierarchy while others have remaiat the bottom.

While the plight of the poor and the reality of sbdclass disparities in Mexico cannot be
ignored, this dominant framing of social inequatign have the unintended consequence of
masking the effects of color and ethnoracial disgration. As discussed in the following
section, respondents, particularly those with dasken tones, shared many experiences where
they believed skin color was a salient factor i tay they were unfairly treated by family,
teachers, and broader society. As this chapteuskss, the overlapping effects of skin color and
social class hierarchies only served to complitaenvay Mexicans come to make sense of, and

explain, inequality and discrimination in their cdry.

Mexico’s Color Lines and Skin Color Prejudice: “Gus,” “Morenos,” “Prietos,” y “Negros”

Because the dominant view of Mexican society haslileat class, not race, is the most

important factor determining one’s social, econoand political position, some maintain that
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the role of skin color in Mexican social stratifica has been largely denied or overlooked
(Flores and Telles 2012). In addition to experiegdhe greatest barriers to economic mobility
in Mexico, individuals with darker skin also mugtan the brunt of the social stigma attached to
indigenous or Afro features in a society that cewethite skin, light eyes and hair color. Skin
color prejudice — and its negative emotional angthslogical impact - runs deep in society, and
can be observed even in the most intimate settinglsiding in family, marriage, and friendships
(Sue 2013).

Several respondents with darker skin tone recaligbriences where they felt they were
treated differently because of their color. Magadoprty-six year old construction worker who
described his skin color asbrenq” illustrates this point well. As a contractortime
construction industry born in Guadalajara, Maris travelled extensively and lived in other
regions of Mexico. During our interview, which toplace in the courtyard of a luxury
condominium where he had been contracted to répaswimming pool, | asked if he ever felt
that he was treated differently due to his skirocdHe sighed deeply and proceeded to recount a
painful childhood experience that he describedaagnlg “left a mark on [his] life that [he has]
carried for many years.” When he was eight yeatsiw auditioned for the chorus group in his
school. “I was the best vocalist out of the fourowirere recruited [to audition],” he said proudly.
Despite his talent, Mario believed he was overlablae the leading role in favor of a light
skinned peer. He remembers his teacher commefititgypecause that kid, well, he'guerito
[light skinned].” “It was because of my color” memarked, regretfully. The “White” student
selected would go on to represent the State iniana competition held in the nation’s capital.
“I cried,” he said. “It hurt me in my soul.” What remarkable about this experience is that it is

not unique to Mario. Several respondents with dgiik recounted childhood experiences where
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skin color was a salient factor shaping interactiasth peers. In school settings, lighter skinned
students would make racial jokes about dark skimaigenous phenotype, and at times, even
teachers were believed to have given prefereméatrinent to students with the lightest skin.

Beyond experiencing social exclusion due to skiorg@ome respondents expressed that
they have been targets of discrimination due tarapsions about economic status based on skin
color. Samuel recounted a time he frequented aragtaurant in town. While he waited to be
seated, another party who he described as “WhitexXidhns arrived and was seated before him.
Roberto believed that the group “was seated riglatysbecause the waiters assumed they have
more money and will spend more or tip better.” Aligh he offered this experience as an
example of skin color discrimination in Mexico, Saglis comment clarifying, “I'm not totally
Black but I'm also not White,” upholds skin colaeharchies and appears to suggest that the
waiters would have been justified in giving thatdiof treatment to someone who is “totally
Black.”

Discussions of skin color prejudice and discrimim@bften reveal the varying meanings
of Blackness in Mexican society. For example, wherybed to share specific examples of how
individuals are treated differently in Mexico basedtheir skin color, Diego stated, “well |
notice sometimes thapersonas negritas’ (Black persorak treated as less than.” Due to
Mexican’s common use of the color label “negrotéter to mestizos who have “stayed out in
the sun too long,” | asked Diego to clarify whatrheant by “Black persons,” and he replied
“Mexicans.” This is revealing of Mexico’s racial m@xt. Mexicans often refer to persons with
very dark skin asrfegros” even though when probed further it becomes dieairthey are not
referring to Black foreigners, such as African Amans or African immigrants in Mexico.

Often, when | asked about Blacks, without specdydtack Americansor Afro-descendant
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Mexicans many respondents’ point of reference was danmrsd Mexicans. Due to the
prevalent use of color labels in Mexico, in manges it was not until | specifically asked about
Afro-descendant Mexicans that respondents undatdta@s not referring to Mexicans who
have dark brown skin. It appears that in the netatibsence of Afro-Mexicans in the region,
when asked about "Black people" many respondeatstites as a color label referring to
Mexican mestizos with dark skin. Again, it servesdveal how Blacks asracial group have
relatively little salience in this region of Mexieghen compared to the U.S.

Racial jokes about skin color and phenotype angregalent they are often taken as
harmless fun. As Sue (2013:151) illustrates invinenk, this type of humor is derogatory and
demeaning toward the recipient, who often goesgaluith the joke so as not to breach the social
etiquette of challenging racial humor. Dark skinmespondents were more likely to be the
objects of racial jokes, and not surprisingly, tegre among the respondents who expressed
deep pain from memories of being ostracized asli@nl For example, Jose explains one of the
nicknames he heard among the neighborhood’s childre

They tell you, ‘you damtepocaté | don’t even know what that is but it’s | thinks a
really dark animal. | think they make the compansbecause it is something really
black and it’s like you are just as black as thaid.

Jose further explains that nicknames are very comimdlexico and claims that people take
them for what they are: funny nicknames or evemsenf endearment. Terms like “negro,” and
“Memin” are commonly used to refer to Mexicans wddrk skin or Afro phenotype, while
“India Maria” is a popular term used jokingly tdeeto someone with indigenous features,
dress, or most problematic, social behaviors aasetiwith the indigenous, including improper
use of the Spanish language, lack of cultural ehpitd presumed intellectual inferiority, and

exaggerated humility or modesty.
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Moreover, while those on the darker end of the skilor spectrum tend to bear the brunt
of racial jokes, Mexicans of all colors and phepety partake in racial humor. At times,
individuals with dark skin would make fun of thos#h darker skin in the family or within their
social circles, perhaps as a distancing strategyveay of calling the attention off of themselves.
Nonetheless, participating in this type of humaareling one’s appearance is viewed as a
hallmark of Mexican culture.

Color prejudice can also take the form of datingf@rences or family (dis)approval of
romantic or marriage partners. Carolina, who hak deown skin, and long straight black hair,
describes a time when her father-in-law disapprafdter because of her dark skin and
indigenous features. According to Carolina, heiblansl is a “White” Mexican from San Miguel
de Alto, a town in the state of Jalisco famousbhognized as a region with “good looking...light
skinned people with colored eyes.” She explains:

When | got married, my father-in-law didn't like m@ecause they're white. Tall. In San

Miguel el Alto, over there near Tepatitlan, there a lot ofgente guerand since I'm

morenaand everyone there is ‘white’ they didn’t like meuse I'm supposedly

india....He would always say [about his son marrying rtie¢king india that he went

and found himself’ and he told me that himself...Bwgny years later once we got to

know each other, well, he changed and stoppedgatiepinche india
Mexico is a large country with vast regional divigrén ethnoracial composition. The region of
Jalisco, particularly Los Altos, is known for ier¢je concentration of White, European
descendant Mexicans. Beauty pageant contestamstifi® region — many of who have very light
skin, tall, slender bodies, and colored eyes {aarded and admired as gendered and racialized
representations of Mexico’s beauty. It is withirstracial context that Carolina experienced
feelings of disapproval from her in-laws due to tiarker skin and indigenous features. Mexico

is similar to other Latin American countries inttlhasessments of whiteneswstizajeand

indigineity are based in part on individual's urgtanding of his or her own social and racial
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status. In this case, the father in lawkitenessboth in terms of his appearance but also his
identification with a region of Mexico that is ratzed as White, informed his own views and
preferences for his son to marry a lighter skinwedhan.

Perhaps no other racial epithet better exemplilegico’s deeply rooted anti-indigenous
prejudice likepinche indig[fucking Indian]. Indeed, the unequal treatmeninadigenous people
was often brought up during discussions of skiicptejudice and discrimination more broadly.
When asked directly if they believed that indigempeople faced unequal treatment, for several
respondents it was difficult to deny the realityaoti-indigenous sentiment in the country.
Ricardo, a thirty-year-old musician with darkerWwroskin he described asoreno.explains,
“Look, normally you see it even in the lower middlass. They insult others ‘damn Indian,’ |
don’t know, many things happen. And that's what gee here in Mexico.” Rosario, another
respondent, discussed the association commonly betdeen indigenous people and poverty
or the “lower class”:

Many people when they see people from the lowessclizke the ‘Marias’...people are

like ‘los indios’ and well, we are also Indians.d€fvthe same indigenous people when

they are dressed with their traditional clotheytieelike ‘look how ugly that looks’. So

yes, there is discrimination.
Rosario’s quote illuminates how poverty is raciatlan Mexico. As Historian Alan Knight
(1990:100) so eloquently puts it, “Indians have agrad subject to informal discrimination,
based on anti-indian prejudice, which is rootethm subsoil of Mexican culture...A whole
range of prejudices and discriminations therefatistg, but exists in defiance of official
ideology. Indian languages are officially endordaat, unofficially frowned upon.” As Rosario
expressed, by looking down upon their own traddiariothing as ugly, even indigenous people

internalize Mexico’s deep-seated legacy of antigedous ideology. As another respondent,

Carmen, explains, dark skinned Mexicans were oftewed as inherently inferior to “White”
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Mexicans. “Almost the majority of Mexicans, or ik everyone, has that opinion that just
because you see someongsto [dark] or verymorenqg you believe he is inferior to you. And
sometimes they have more money than you!” Indeesh @ cases where an indigenous person
may have high socioeconomic status, they are noiLine to racial discrimination.

In contrast to the experiences of discriminatioeesised by many respondents with
darker skin tones, those with lighter skin rarelpressed that they had been treated differently
due to their color. Interestingly, although verwfighter skinned Mexicans believed that they
had ever been victims of unequal treatment, sewgehly acknowledged that skin color
discrimination toward those with darker skin isoanenon problem. Jackie was among the lighter
skinned respondents who when asked if she belisiwvedhad ever been discriminated due to her
appearance, responded, “No. Up until this point, 8be further explained, “Maybe it's because
| am a bit more White. If | wermorenawell, I'd be saying something different, rightPm. a bit
more White, | don’t appear to have burnt, very dskik, that's why. If not, I'm certain | would
be answering that differently.” Jackie’s experierseceepresentative of larger patterns in the data.
Individual experiences with discrimination appeawary by skin tone, with dark skinned
respondents reporting more direct experiences eakbr prejudice than those with the lightest
skin color.

However, Jackie’'s nuanced views on skin color dhsiciation also demonstrate that
direct experience with skin color prejudice is aatecessary condition to expresgarenes®of
it. Indeed, Whiter Mexicans were just as likelyattknowledge that skin color discrimination is a
prominent social problem in Mexican society, anat ihdisproportionately affects those with
darker skin color. My findings are consistent witklles and PERLA (2014), who show that

although people with light or medium-colored skas,well as those who self-identify mestizo,
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tended to report that they have not personally mepeed discrimination, many nonetheless
acknowledged that social discrimination exists iexi¢o.

Moreover, whereas Sue (2013) argues that silermendrdiscussions of race
discrimination are common and represent Mexicacisve denial of racism, respondents in my
study showed increasing awareness of color disgatian, which some interpreted as a form of
racism. Perhaps the increasing awareness mighté&dviexico’s recent national campaign
against discrimination, led by the National Courtsai the Prevention of Discrimination
(CONAPRED). The organization released a videomglMexicans to join efforts to eliminate
all forms of social discrimination, including thadsed on gender, disability, age, and race. The
campaign is part of the State’s efforts to incresmaal recognition of discrimination, and could
do a lot to dispute claims that Mexican societyidenial of, and refuses to act against, racism.

While discourse on racism has yet to become thardorhframework for thinking and
talking about discrimination based on skin colospaall minority of respondents conceptualized
racism similar to dominant U.S. understandingsthadifferent and unequal treatment of
people due to race, which is determined by skiorcahd phenotype. In other words, treating
someone as inferior because of his or her skinr@eds understood as a form of “Mexican style
racism.” Take Mauricio, a forty-three-year old o#imanager with medium brown skin, who
explains:

Here, you notice racism by the differences betwmsple. Simply because of skin color

you are devalued, you are made to feel less tharfarior...we all have the same rights

but simply because of certain physical featuresgreudiscriminated. Look at indigenous
people.
In the U.S., popular conceptions of racism ofteaandon examples of White on Black

discrimination. However, in the few cases where Maxs acknowledged racism and were

further probed to explain how Mexican racism fuois, the examples provided referred to the
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social and ethnocracial distinction between the enucally dominant mestizo population and the
indigenous. As discussed previously, indigenouplesim Mexico argéhe marginalized group in
society, occupying the lowest rung of the raciaraichy in many ways akin to African
Americans in U.S. society.

In this section | have illustrated the various wayw/hich Mexicans make sense of
discrimination in contemporary Mexican societyelgln with a discussion of how racism is
defined, providing examples ranging from the deafatacism to different interpretations of
discrimination, such as that stemming from skirocprejudice. | showed how social class
differences operate as the dominant framework tsedfine and explain ethnoracial
discrimination in Mexico. These understandingsazfiegeconomic discrimination are further
linked to observations of, and experiences witin sklor prejudice. Yet, because the dominant
view is that class, rather than race per se, igltiveng force determining one’s position in
society, racial discrimination can be easily obsedueven in the face of rampant anti-indigenous
attitudes and behaviors.

Yet, findings show also reveal that a majority @pondents acknowledged the existence
of skin color prejudice, whether they were directfiected by it or not. Several respondents,
particularly those with darker skin, reported imstas in which they believed to be discriminated
based on skin color. Individuals with lighter skom the other hand, rarely reported direct
experiences with unequal treatment due to theorcdVhat is clear is that most acknowledged
that skin color prejudice is pervasive in Mexicaaisty, although it tends to come secondary to

economic based explanations for social inequality.
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RACE RELATIONS IN MEXICO

“Any analysis of race and racism in Mexico demasaisie grasp of Mexican race
relations”
- Alan Knight (1990:72)

In this section, | discuss the local racial contextuadalajara, Jalisco to examine the
nature of inter-group relations between the magastr mestizo population and various groups,
including indigenous Mexicans, Blacks of differ@attional origins, and to a lesser extent, Asian
immigrants. Findings show that indigenous peopéecainstructed simultaneously as central to
Mexican (racial) identity and “othered” as a graapially distinct from the typical Mexican.
This sentiment supports existing studies showiag the primary social distinction in Mexico is
that between the dominant mestizo population aadrttigenous (Villarreal 2010).

Blacks, on the other hand, far from occupying are¢place in national constructions of
the Mexican “race,” are viewed as foreign and Bleds as mutually exclusive with Mexican-
ness. Such conceptions of Blackness as foreigmetoation are reinforced and exacerbated by
the relative absence of Black persons in the la@hl context. Encounters with Afro-Mexicans
in Guadalajara are few. As an international cibgals have some contact with U.S. Black and
African tourists or foreign diplomats, but it isryeénfrequent. As | discuss in this section,
respondents’ interactions with Blacks — of anyoradi origin — are uncommon in a racial
context where their numbers are few and in mangs;gserceived language barriers exist. As
such, most respondents could not distinguish Aflexidans from others perceived to be Black,
and almost all Blacks were commonly described esidoers.

As an international city, Guadalajara also hostsiignants from many other parts of the
world, including China, Korea, and Japan. It ig¢ere, noteworthy to say that Asian

immigrants are a (small) part of the racial langscia several parts of Mexico. Many Asian
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immigrants come to Mexico as entrepreneurs, setiimgmall businesses such as restaurants and
stores selling miscellaneous household items. Alghahey are a minority population in
Guadalajara, similarly to Blacks, Asians were piex as foreign to the nation. Asians are
viewed as intelligent, hard working businessmen, @afty. At the same time, however,
nationalist sentiments portray Chinese merchaniisvasliing Mexico, selling cheap “knockoff”
goods and products, and displacing local Mexicarchants. While contemporary social

attitudes toward Asians were negative at timeg; teeded to be relatively positive, especially

compared with Blacks.

The Simultaneous Glorification and Othering of théigenous

In national discourse of race, the category “indmes” has been ideologically
constructed in contrast to the dominant mestizaifadn. In other words, whereasestizaje
celebrates racial mixture, indigenous people anengonly discussed in ways that constructs
them as a “pure race” that is simultaneously oetsie dominant group, yet a central element of
it. Similar to the status of African Americans retU.S., who occupy the lowest rungs of the
racial hierarchy, the indigenous in Mexico are kyglacialized as the “other” in society. Today,
although official national ideology embraces tha@igenous element imestizaje popular
perceptions of Indian inferiority continue to peatesociety.

The Mexican Census has treated the indigenousagteg a cultural identity defined
primarily, but not exclusively, by linguistic criia. Thus,indigenismds constructed as an
ethnic — rather than racial - category, and resthe premise that through cultural assimilation
into the mainstream mestizo culture (i.e. speaktiregdominant Spanish language and dressing

in western clothing), one could presumably movedfuhe indigenous category. Language is

56



highly racialized in Mexico and similar to phenogypr education level, can become a marker
for racial inferiority and discrimination. As | sivan this section, despite their glorification as
the “pure race” of Mexico, indigenous people arecprwed as an inferior and marginalized
ethnoracial group, both in everyday interactiond popular discourse.

Respondents reported having very limited interastivith indigenous people in their
daily lives. Almost none had any indigenous neigblmy co-workers. Eva explained that
indigenous people live somewhat near her neightwmathout “not too close. There are
indigenous people outside of the city, but not wmaommunity.” When social encounters did
take place, they were primarily in public spaced imrthe context of street vendor and customer
interactions. Some respondents explained that ragthe indigenous people in Guadalajara do
not actually live in the city, but come down frotha Sierra’ [the mountains] to sell hand-made
crafts and food items in the city’s main plazasthi@ quote that follows, Eva best exemplifies the
response many respondents gave to the questioe Sftavever interacted with indigenous
persons?”:

No, the truth, no. | have never had, like, an ité&on, or conversation with one, no.

Only one time | went for a stroll and more thantamg you walk by their food stands to

buy something from them...it's delicious, their triahal food.

Although many respondents reported very littlernatéons with indigenous people, many
commented about the prevalence of indigenous stezgtors. In the above quote, Eva expressed
a somewhat favorable attitude about the traditiémadl sold by indigenous street vendors.
However, others made comments alluding to the utasrconditions of the food stands such as
Karina, who stated, “they’re sleeping in the stse@&hey work so hard selling their potato chips,

but no. Sometimes people don’t buy from them bez#usy look dirty. Poor things.”
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For the most part, indigenous Mexicans were peeckas outside the boundaries of
Mexican-ness and metropolitan life. Indigenous camities are often associated with rural or
mountainous regions, remote locations, and poveé&ris stood in sharp contrast to the urban life
of most respondents. Respondents explained theofesxkcial interaction between themselves
and indigenous people by noting that the indigenmuglly travel to the City during the day for
work, and then headed back to their communitigaeroutskirts of town when their day was
over.

In fact, a unique feature of Mexico’s vast geograpdindscape is that regional
differences often determine who is perceived agembus and what it means to be indigenous.
Carmen, for example, commenting about the disciation faced by indigenous people and the
differences in skin color among Mexicans notes:

Well they have suffered a lot because they down ¢hem their place as true Mexicans.
There is no need for a person to be whiter or davkell, we're all Mexican. Just
because here they carry the Spanish race, theyiecedimore over here and they [the
indigenous] in theubelosfurther away it's more difficult for them.

The intersection of race and region can be traee# to the Spanish conquest and colonial

social stratification systems. In the above quGEmen seems to suggest that the indigenous are
not as mixed with the Spanish race because they tneked away in remote areas that were

hard to reach by Spanish conquistadores. Yetwelsknown that indigenous people have a

long history of internal migration out of their aitommunities and into the urban sectors of
society where they have greater access to threwogomies. While the apparent lack of racial
mixing of some groups may have more to do withaaatitudes and anti-indigenous or anti-
Black prejudice on the part of lighter skinned e, Carmen’s quote reveals some of the

social boundaries that exist around geography/tnegun a so-called lack of racial mixture, and

thus contemporary social inequality.
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Phenotypic differences like skin color and facedtires were also markers of difference
between mainstream mestizo populations and “pudigenous people. Martin commented:
| have some neighbors who are indigenous. | intevéb them. No much, but mostly
with one of them. | say they’re indigenous becdusan’t know, their skin is a bit
different from ours. You can see it even in the bad from the face, their phenotype is
different from mine.
Although respondents rarely admitted to holdingyztieial views toward indigenous people,
most were able to readily provided examples of hmainstream society looks at “Indians” with
disdain.
Language also played a major role in constructouyes boundaries between the
indigenous and mainstream mestizo population. AddRexplains:
For example, in the Central Zone [of the city], teadors, | figure they are indigenous
because | am short, but the characteristics ohdigeénous person ameorenq short, and
what do | know, the way they talk because they leagertain accent if they have a

distinct language, right? You can tell right away.

Expressing a similar sentiment about differencdanguage spoken, Samuel states:

Samuel: | believe they are a forgotten race. Tdreya group of people that are
completely forgotten by the government, and | dgett too involved in government
issues...but I'm sure that they are completely abaad@nd persons who I've seen in
many pueblos that are Tarascos, and their homewaade of adobe with the roof made
of cardboard and laminate. I've gone to some oftbess where they don’t speak
Spanish. It could be my point of view that the gowmeent has forgotten them because
they are a marginalized people because they ayepoer. And it shouldn’t have to be
that way.

Sylvia: Do you believe there is discrimination aggtithe indigenous?

Samuel: | think so. There is a lot of discrimioati We are a society that speaks Spanish
and there are the indigenous who speak their torighere is a very marked separation
between those of us who speak Spanish and thosspéad in tongue.

Language is a clear marker for difference. In thexMan context, the dominant language is

Spanish, however, the country’s various indigergrosips speak several hundred different
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dialects. Discourse around Mexican-ness is embenhdel@éas about Spanish cultural influence,
and the assumption is that to be authentically kbaxi one must, or should, speak Spanish. If
sharing a common Spanish language binds a natgmthter, indigenous groups not fluent in
Spanish or those who acquired it as a second lgegar@ by definition excluded from the nation
and thus Mexican-ness.

At first glance mestizajenay appear to be an inclusive racial ideology kads
Mexico’s indigenous ancestry. In reality, howewdgexican elites have always been preoccupied
with the “Indian problem.” Indigenous people haezb “discriminated against for being Indian
and at the same time admired for being the ‘real 6 Mexico, living proof of Mexico’s noble
pre-Hispanic heritage” (Friedlander, Being Indiaxyi, quoted in Knight 1990:101). For
example, some respondents romanticized the indigeas proud carriers of the original culture
and customs of Mexico. These respondents were leatatheir glorification of indigenous
people as the essence of the Mexican race. Algamdro classifies his skin color awreno
and identifies racially as “Mexican,” explained tiadigenous people are “the roots, the true
people of Mexico.”

When respondents acknowledged racism or discrimimdétased on race in Mexico, it
tended to be in reference to indigenous Mexicarisréstingly, this shows that indigenous
Mexicans are simultaneously othered as an outsiaer based on ethnicity, culture, language
and phenotype, while being regarded as “originaéxiMans. Estela, who has light skin color,
explained:

So the majority of the people call theimditos or ‘las paperaswomen who sell potato

chips] and they are plenty discriminated becaueg tlon’t speak Spanish well, they

have their native tongue that after all is veryiclfit to learn, it's a very complicated
tongue. Their beliefs are very rooted and theissglisill comes from their tribe...they

have a bad rap. They are infamous for stealinguasfortunately, despite them being of
our race, th@ure race of us Mexicanthey are very, very discriminated. Now we are
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moving backwards, we want to play a role as if veeenthe Spaniards holding them
down with our foot on their neck.

At the same time, several respondents expresseth#éyadid not believe indigenous people
were discriminated against. This may be becausedbeot have much contact with indigenous
people and therefore could not refer to specifstances in which they observed the
discriminatory acts. Martin shared somewhat sing&rtiments, stating:
Yeah, I've heard people say [bad things] but | fiel that's not how we should treat an
indigenous person because at the end of the dayevihe same race, almost...they're

Mexican.Weare Mexican andt the end of the day it's the same nationaliky only
thing that changes is the type of race.

Interestingly, while Martin expresses a sense ohess in his construction of Mexican identity,
in which the indigenous and mestizo population“ah@ost” of “the same race,” he
simultaneously positions the indigenous as outsatenative understandings of Mexican-ness.
In saying that indigenous people are the samemsdiip but of a different race contradicts
nationalist ideologies ahestizajewhich suggest that Mexicans are unified under one
homogenized race.

In summary, it is important to note how regiondfetience become salient in discussions
of race and identity in Mexico. Several respond@festified Jalisco, and specifically the region
Los Altos de Jalisco, as a racially White placea. &ample, Jackie, who is very light skinned
with straight, light brown hair and blue eyes, disad her skin color aslanca In explaining to
me what race she is, Jackie stated that her mistifierm Los Altos de Jalisco: “I'm not sure if
you've heard...They say people from there are wRitghaps that is my race.” The racialization
of region, or the association of someone’s racettomicity to a particular location was brought
up in two contexts: when respondents noted geogrdgtation in discussions of how

indigenous people are outsiders and “not from hexed as in Jackie’s case, in discussions of
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racial identity rooted in regions designated agtlowhite localities such as Los Altos. In the
first instance, some respondents noted — perhigpally and figuratively that Indians originate

from la sierraand are therefore from “outside” the City of Guagkra.

Anti-Black Attitudes: Blackness, Afro-Mexicans, &haick Foreigners

“What it means to be black in Mexico is inextricabhked with what it means to be

indigenous and, likewise, with what it means tarestizo”

-Bobby Vaughn (2005:119)

To understand how mestizo respondents in this stadgtruct meaning aboBtackness
in Mexico, | asked about Memin Pinguin, who is @y the most famous Afro-Mexican
character in Mexico. Mexicans are quite fond of NMeRinguin, who is featured in a hugely
popular comic book series first published in théS. He is depicted as a poor and
mischievous boy with exaggerated physical featfreea Mexico City with a mother who
resembles the mammy stereotype Aunt Jemima. Mesyone of the best illustrations of how
Blackness is represented not only in Mexican paptuéiure, but also in ideological
constructions of Mexican racial identity.

Some respondents, like Carmen, were hesitant tifgéd/lemin as Afro-Mexican.
During our interview, Carmen described Memin akttke short, Black kid, he looked happy,
funny...” When asked specifically whether Memin was a Blpekson from Mexico she
appeared rather perplexed, “it seems like he waddde, | don't know. | never thought about it
but logically, well you think he’s Cuban or Amenca” Carmen’s response was typical of

respondents, as there is the general lack of awsseamong mestizos about the existence of
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Afro-Mexicans. Note Carmen’s “logic” that if Memis Black, he cannot be Mexican, but rather
Cuban or North Americ4.

In fact, Blacks were often associated with Cuba,Garibbean, or Africa, but rarely
Mexico. To most respondents, Memin was clearly Bl&cit many hesitated to affirm that he
was also Mexican, signaling to what scholars argw@edenial of African ancestry in Mexico.
This further supports claims by other scholarsagerin Mexico, who note that Blackness is
constructed as foreign to the nation, such thatnmea of what it means to be “Mexican” are
mutually exclusive from what it thought to be “Bké¢Lewis 2000; Hernandez Cueva 2004; Sue
2013; Telles and PERLA 2014).

As a symbol of Blackness in Mexico, Memin also @senuch about popular
conceptions of racism in Mexico, particularly abl&ck stereotypes. A few years ago, a major
controversy ensued when the Mexican governmeng¢dsalpostage stamp commemorating
Memin. Some U.S. African American leaders took #ssa ridiculing of Blacks, pointing out the
similarities of Memin to the U.S.’ stereotypicalaBk caricatures popular in the minstrel shows
at the turn of the century. The widespread adanasidViemin throughout Mexico symbolized
for leaders in the African American community, apday of anti-black racism. The fact that the
postage stamps sold out in two days suggests tagickhs do not take Memin as the
problematic racialized character that he is. I, faany respondents believed that the caricature

of Memin is harmless, and even funny.

® There is a history of Cuban migration to VeraciMexico. Afro-Cuban musicians and baseball playenge been
highly visible in parts of Mexico, serving as aexnce point for understandings of (Caribbean) Blass in
Mexico (Sue 2010:277).
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The Invisibility of Black Mexicans

Respondents did not deny the possibility that Blsleiicans could exist, but rather,
most were simply not aware or familiar with the &aopulation in Mexico. Mexicans in the
western-central region of the country have limigggosure to Black people in their everyday
lives. The surrounding region has a large indigermmpulation, but Afro-Mexicans, who tend to
be concentrated along the coasts, and not comnumnplalalisco. Because it has been assumed
that Afro-Mexicans have become completely integratéo Mexican society, forming part of
themestizajeit may be difficult for the average person tatidiguish or identify a Mexican with
African ancestry. In fact, Mexicans living in Guéalara come into very little contact with Black
Mexicans, and most of the respondents intervieveettever met a Black Mexican.

Many respondents were perplexed when asked whigtbgihad ever interacted with a
Black Mexican. Some claimed that they had neven see. Pablo best exemplifies this
response, saying, “No, | don't know. | haven't ldgeanything about them and | don’t think I've
never met one.” When probed further, he paused f@cond he attempted to clarify the
guestion, asking:

Pablo: As in, from an African father or mother waMexican? | only know Johnny

Laboriel, he is an entertainer from the 70s fromeh®/ell, but | don't know if he is

Mexican to be honest. | had never asked myselfghastion.

Sylvia: So, what would you say to someone who agkedf black Mexicans exist?

Pablo: | have not seen them. | don’t know of them.
Pablo’s quote echoes most respondents’ expresaimng the existence of Black Mexicans. The
only way Pablo and others can make sense of a Bligslican is if he or she is the offspring of a
Black foreigner and Mexican national, despite #e that Johnny Laboriel, the above-

mentioned entertainer, is a famous Afro-Mexicarericthough many reported that they had
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never seen an Afro-Mexican, some, like Pablo, reizagl — at least theoretically — that an
individual can be an Afro-Mexican if they are tHéspring of a Mexican and Black couple. This
illustrates the point made by several scholarshfstkness is ignored in Mexican national
discourse on race and that Mexicans understandrttestizo identity as a mixing of European
and Indian blood exclusively. In essence, Mexiqagrseive Blackness and Mexican-ness as
mutually exclusive, and Blackness is seen as forEighe Mexican national identity.

In cases where a famous contemporary Mexican fidilkeesoccer player Giovannis Dos
Santos, looks phenotypically Black, respondentngtted to “explain away” his Blackness. As
an illustration of the racial ideology that Black® foreign to Mexico, Eva explains that
Giovannis Dos Santos is not “really” Black, sayifBlack? He isn’t. He has features, if you see
him, he does have features, but he isn’t Blackte@frespondents expressed the idea that
“other” Blacks from Africa or the U.S. are the “&'UBlacks, and that any Mexican who may
appear to have some African ancestry is not “red@lgck. This construction falls in line with
mestizaje ideology, and although it challengesnid@enous-Spaniard exclusivity of Mexican
mestizaje by bringing in the African element, inetheless situates Afro-Mexicans as mixed

individuals, and therefore not Black.

“Real Blacks are From the U.S. or Africa”: Interaons with Black Foreigners

Respondent’s discussions of Afro-Mexicans, Afrotha&mericans more generally, and
U.S. Blacks revealed that some are viewed as “touépure” Blacks, while others’ “Blackness”
is seen as having been diluted through racial mextdere, skin color was one marker of

distinction. U.S. Blacks were described as pheno@ty much darker than Afro-Latin
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Americans, and therefore, authentically Black. N&rfor example, explained the difference she
sees between “real” Blacks from the U.S. and lighkenned Afro-Latin Americans:
Blacks, Blacks from over there, the United Stades,very Black. Their skin is very
Black and the ones from over here are not; theyaa@mbination, their skin is Black but
it is a little bit lighter, that of the [Afro] Latios. Their skin is more coffee-colored and
over there it is more like chocolate, very deep.
The distinction that Marcia made between “coffelmiE Blacks” and individuals with “deep”
color reflects common conceptualizations of AfrathaAmericans as racially mixed, perhaps
due to the influence of nationalist discoursenmestizajehat dominate Latin America. U.S.
Blacks, on the other hand, are understood as hapiaite, a version of Blackness that reflects a
U.S. discourse on the one-drop rule and a Blackt&\inary.
Indeed, region was an important factor when maksgessments about one’s Blackness.
In the few cases where respondents acknowledgéddhae Mexicans might have African
ancestry by virtue of their hair type or skin colibrey were often referred to anérenos’ a
color term for dark skin that places one in thestizocategory as opposed to a purely “Black”
category. Blackness, when acknowledged in Mextwergfore, was described using a skin color
metaphor for racial ancestry, and was contrastédue” Blackness from the United States or
Africa. In other words, these boundary-making distue strategies make sense in a nation that
promotes mestizaje, and illustrate how everydayestdndings of Mexicans with visible
African ancestry reflect dominant racial ideologdMexican-ness as synonymous with racial
mixture, as well as U.S. ideologies of the one-drde that rest on notions of racial purity.
Blacks from the U.S. are more easily referredst@kack, while Afro-Latin Americans
are sometimes given labels referring to skin cdloone instance, Rosario described an Afro-

Brazilian priest who lived in her Guadalajara néigthood as being of the “raza obscura” [dark

race]. Although Rosario seemed hesitant to lakeefdther racially Black, she nonetheless
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recalled that he did not last very long in the ladaurch before being transferred to another
location because Mexicans living near the churcdhnait like him simply because of his race.
Rosario described this incident, explaining, “We &r Mexico, not in a different country.
There’s no need to discriminate other people. Véealirequal.” By noting that she is not in a
different country, Rosario implies that “other” e¢dties are racist, but Mexico is not. On the
other hand, when sharing that she has a cousheitViS. who is married to an African
American, she refers to the husband as a “Black'ndns exemplifies how Blackness is
constructed differently in the Mexican and Latin émean context, where ideologies of racial
mixture are dominant and reflect everyday discoursehich afro-descendants are given a color
label, or whose Blackness is diluted or “explaiagdy.” In contrast, “true” Blacks are often
perceived to be foreigners from the U.S., or in s@ma&ses, Africa.

When respondents actually encountered Black permoassomewhat regular basis, it
was assumed that they were foreigners, even wiveasitclear the persons lived in Mexico
and/or were not tourists visiting from abroad. Esteas one of the few respondents to report
having sustained interactions with a Black persohdr neighborhood, explaining:

Estela: | just remembered that by my house thegean@octor that was Black and he
married a Mexican and they had a few daughters.

Sylvia: Do you know if the doctor was from Mexico?
Estela: No, he was not from Mexidmever knew where he was frohjust remember
saying ‘ve a la farmacia del negro’ [‘'go to the &8tanan’s pharmacy’]. And that his wife
was Mexican. In fact, she was white, wealthy arnsl lddy’s dad was also a very white
man and very wealthy.

Note that although Estela admits she did not kntwere the Doctor was from, she indicates that

he was not from Mexico. Yet, at no point during digcussion of him did she provide further

details to substantiate her claims that he wadasdcan. Moreover, referring to a high status
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professional asél negrd is a powerful illustration of how Mexicans usdaolabels to deride
Blacks and darker skinned individuals regardlesgheif social standing in society.

When discussing how Blackness is conceived in te&id&n context, it is important to
note the powerful influence of media in shapingalgerceptions and discourses. In Mexico
today, images abound depicting blacks in highhbpmatic ways. During the 2010 World Cup,
for example, a popular Mexican television progragpidted South Africa as a primitive nation,
with actors donning blackface, Afro wigs, animahskand spears (Wilkinson 2010). These
century-old stereotypes of Blacks in Mexico, mug&k Memin Penguin, are reminiscent of early
20" century U.S. characterizations of American Blaakdackward, mischievous, happy-go-
lucky, lazy and simple-minded, subservient, anélaydekicks (Hernandez Cueva 2004). This
is true of Latin America more generally. In Brazdr example, one study found that Brazilians
perceived Blacks there as “friendlier” in contrsthe “racist” and “self-segregating” Blacks in
the U.S. (Joseph, Forthcoming). Similarly, Mexicaaialized images tend to portray Blacks as
non-threatening, a feature made most apparent wh@mnasted to U.S. anti-Black discourse and
media images of Blacks as inherently urban, paameto violence, gang and criminal activity,
drug abuse, aggressive and boisterous behaviangksand welfare dependence (Brown and
Monahan 2005; Oliver 2003). While these discursiiginctions suggest that racialization
“looks” differently across national contexts, thago reflect the mutual recognition of Blackness
as occupying the bottom rung of the socio-raciatdrichy across the Americas, and the
globalized nature of anti-Black ideologies moredatly.

In sum, respondents in Jalisco reported having Mtle exposure to Black people in
their local neighborhood context, and in my obstove, social interactions with Blacks were

almost non-existent. Several respondents who hadmnmeteracted with a Black person, it was
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usually limited to a one-time encounter such aslative introducing them to a Black spouse or
friend, or cases where only a few words were exgednwith a Black tourist looking for
directions. In cases where respondents had seekSBlatheir town, they usually could not
identify the national origin of the person, yetytsill assumed that he/she was a foreigner. It is
therefore not surprising that most respondentsdtdat in their everyday lives, they rarely think
about issues related to Black people. Blacks wet@salient part of respondent’s daily lives,

and remain a marginalized or invisible elementmmational racial consciousness.

ETHNORACIAL IDENTITY: CONCEPTUALIZATIONS OF THE “ME ~ XICAN RACE”

U.S. scholars of race have expressed much fasmmaith the fluid and ambiguous
nature of systems of racial classification in Ladimerica. Similar to the historical changes we
have seen in U.S. Census racial categorizatioticpkarly in the case of Mexican populations
who went from “white” to the current Hispanic cabeg the Mexican National Census has
historically used different criteria to define aridssify people into ethnic and racial groupings.
A major difference between the two National CenspBewever, is that in 1930, Mexico
eliminated any questions that could help deterrthieeracial composition of its population. It
would be another seventy years, in 2000, befongestopn asking about race was reintroduced
(Telles and PERLA 2014).

Based on findings to the question, “What do yousoder yourself to be?” the recent
PERLA (2014) study found that more than 13% of @wonally representative sample of
Mexicans identified agvhite 11.9% asndigenousand about 3% as eitheta8k or mulatta
What the survey reveals most strikingly is the prashance of mestizo identification among a
nationally representative sample of Mexicans. 64d3%dexicans identified asestizo The

study also shows that the wording of race questmasthe categories provided have a large

69



effect on the reported size of each ethnic or Fgopulation. As the following section
illustrates, in my studynestizovas the most popular identification, and was cpheaized by
respondents as a mixture between Spaniards amadigenous, albeit with a greater emphasis

on the European element of that mixture.

Mexicans Are Mestizos: Racial Identity and Mes&Zajscourse

When asked, “what race are you?” Iris, a thirtyenyear old factory worker with
medium brown skin, gives a rather messy replyithetrates the ambiguity of the term race in
Mexico, “Well, we're of the Spanish race, you cosld). How can | explain? We’re not of
one...we're a mix. A mix between Spaniards and...lkmdw how to explain!” She attempts
to clarify after | asked, “a mix between Spaniaadsg what other group?” “The other group
would be...we're not straight out Indians, but walether straight out Spaniards. Our race,
we’re a mix. Do you understand?” Iris identifieg tBpanish element as a predominant part of
the mixture that makes up the Mexican race. Howesrex hesitates for a moment when trying to
explain the additional components of that mixtlieere appears to be an effort to distance
herself from the Indian element, clarifying thatt@ns might not be purely Spanish, but
neither are they purely indigenous.

Racial identity is an important element in schgl@$sessments of dominant ideologies
and discourses of race in a nation state. How refgrgs construct their identity as Mexicans is
intimately tied to ideas about race, ethnicity, aational belonging. Racial identity can also tell
us a lot about contemporary racial dynamics. Bexaaseral respondents seemed a bit puzzled
by the question “what race are you?” and tendexhswer with “Mexican” or “a mixture,” | had

to follow up with some probing about what they mdan“Mexican race” or “a mixture of
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races.” Upon being probed, race came to be debgedany in almost exclusivelyestizaje
terms. Findings in this section illustrate how Mexi-ness is largely understood as a racial
mixture in which the indigenous element was maigied, European ancestry was emphasized,
and Blackness was completely overlooked.

Unlike Puerto Ricans, who include the African elaina their construction of race (Roth
2012:37), the majority of Mexicans emphasized thempgean element ohestizajePablo
describes the Mexican race in the following way:

Well, one thing that with the whole Conquista tipaiards and all that, we come from
the Indian race, | suppose, right? That the Spdsieame and there were mixtures, no?
And from that derives our race.

Ricardo, who describes his skin colomasrenq exemplifies well the popular understanding of

mestizaje

Pablo: | say we are atfiollos, mestizospart of themestizajenere in Mexico. We're not
what they call a pure race, not anymore. We know tiat the Spanish came and did
their thing.

Sylvia: You saycriollo? What doesriollo mean?
Pablo:Criollo, or mestizajeis the mixture between the Spaniard and Indigenou
Sylvia: So, you would explain to a foreigner tigat are...?

Pablo:Mestizo We are part oiestizaje.

The above quotes reflect the powerful influencenektizajadeology in constructions of
Mexican racial identity, as these responses desttitreir race as a mixture resulting from
Spanish colonization in the Americas. Several redpats discussed their racial identity in
explicitly mestizajediscourse that defines Mexican as a mixture oh&heand indigenous

ancestry.
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Racialized Nationhood: Constructing Racial IdentityNationalist Terms

Many respondents simply answered the race quesyi@eclaring that they are of “La
Raza Mexicana [the Mexican race].” To use natiathahtity as a stand in for race, as many
Mexicans do, might be unfamiliar to some in Nortméyica. Although U.S. nationhood is
constructed in racialized terms as White, Anglo<®eand Protestant, “the American race” is
less commonly used among Americans — of any ragleen answering the race question. On
the other hand, references to national races, asithe Raza Mexicang have been common
since the nation-building period throughout muclv.atin America (Appelbaum et al 2003).
Studies have also observed this practice in Piado and the Dominican Republic (Roth
2012). As Roth (2012:34) explains, many of her oaslents adopted what she calls a nationality
racial schema in which race is conceptualizednmseof nationhood, or “cultural traditions and
a sense of descent that is tied to a physicalimtat the people who populate it.” Among
Mexicans, popular understandings of race refletibnalistic ideologies of nationhood (i.e.
Mexican-ness) that is rooted imestizaje

The joining of national and racial identities irflca Raza Mexicarfawas most evident in
the short demographic survey | administered aetiteof each interview. Study respondents
were asked to fill in their answer to the questittigw do you identify in terms of race or
ethnicity?” and also check off a box from a listdifferent categories such aséstizo, indio,
multatto, moreno, blanco/a.This open-ended question was intended to allopomdents to fill
in any answer, without being probed or primed.ddigon to filling in their answer at the end of
the interview, respondents were also asked “wlea aae you?” during the in-depth interview.
The intention here was to assess how individuadsrdzed their race qualitatively, and whether

this differed from survey question about raciahity. Results from the short survey show that
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over half of respondents used their national idgas a stand in for racial identity. In this
instance, the answer given was simply “Mexican.& Becond most common answer was
“mestizo/afollowed by less frequently used color terms sasmoreno, blanco/a, moreno
claro, andtriguena Only one respondent identified agitlla” and another two agéza
Latina/Hispana’ Yet, as discussed above, when probed furthentabbat ‘La Raza Mexicaria
meant to them, respondents drewnoestizajediscourse to explain that the Mexican race is
comprised of a mixture between Spaniards and imadige people. Not one included African

ancestry as part of their mestizo or Mexican etaciat identity.

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION: ACKNOWLEDGING RACISM IN A MESTIZO
NATION?

In this chapter, | argued that contrary to thedfaghat Mexicans deny racism in their
country, there is a growing awareness of the cktytid racial and ethnic difference and
inequality in the way individuals perceive discnration and social hierarchies. The first part
illustrated that Mexicans have flexible understagdiof racial discrimination but overall, most
respondents framed discrimination as unequal treitimased primarily on “economic”
differences due to social class and, secondly, gilior. Definitions of racism and class or skin
color discrimination were at times contradictinglalemonstrate the range of perceptions on
what constitutes “racism,” from state-sanctionestitationalized forms (often understood as a
U.S. brand of racism such as Jim Crow Laws), torim&l social exclusion and marginalization
of poor and dark skinned Mexicans, particularly itigigenous.

The second section of the chapter examined raagame$ between the mainstream
mestizo population, indigenous Mexicans, and BlaEksdings showcased how indigenous

people are constructed outside of dominant notdmdexican-ness, yet are simultaneously
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glorified as the “pure” Mexican race. Blacks, oe tither hand, are viewed as foreign to the
nation and often assumed to be tourists or Culzanasbasically anything but Mexican.
Moreover, social interactions with Afro-Mexicansr&@incommon, as their numbers are small
and they tend to be concentrated along the coadexico. Lastly, | turned my focus to
constructions of ethnoracial identity and endedhirtdings illustrating that Mexican racial and
national identity is firmly rooted in ideologicabrstructions ofnestizajehat define La Raza
Mexicand as a racial mixture of Spanish and Indigenousigso effectively erasing blackness
from the racial imaginary.

Mexico is an incredibly diverse society comprismgny different races and ethnicities.
Unlike U.S. racial discourse on diversity that rgaizes that Americans can be of any race — at
least in official discourse, Mexico for the mosttpaews itself as a racially homogenized nation
of mestizos. Although as of late the Mexican Skete increased efforts to promote the
multiculturalist nature of its population, muchitsf diversity is framed and presented as multi-
ethnic and rarely multi-racial. During my time imetfield, for example, | attended a State-
sponsored event in Guadalajara promoted as a aé@bof Mexico’s multiculturalism. Based
on the description of the dance performances o d®came apparent that multiculturalism in
this context meant a celebration of indigenousucaland traditions from various parts of the
country. Not one dance featured an Afro-Mexicaramy other group for that matter.

Discussions of racism continue to be taboo, eveongnMexican scholars. In a recent
conference | attended on Ethnicity, Race, and knbgs People in Latin America held during
October 2013 in Oaxaca, Mexico, several panelists facademic and NGO circles argued that

the severe discrimination and “othering” experiehbg indigenous people should not merely be

" One notable exception are the Guelaguetza fegiabrmances in Oaxaca, which often feature aitigad”
mainstream version of Afro-Mexican Chilena dandggsr(zalez 2010).
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characterized as ethnic marginalization but shbeldecognized for what it is: racism. They
argued that Mexico’s reluctance to identify theistural and individual discrimination faced by
indigenous and Afro-descendant Mexicaasismis antithetical to social progress because it
only serves to reproduce the ideologyradstizajewhich further masks racial discrimination.
While some may express concern that highlightirgetkistence of racism reifies racial
difference and promotes racial division, this gosiis rather misguided. As this chapter
illustrates, Mexicans are aware of the drasticaand economic inequality in their country, and
many are beginning to recognize that the disadganaad barriers to upward mobility that
racialized groups encounter is rooted in racisiomgtthat only certain populations are worthy of
full inclusion to Mexican nationhood. We have yesee whether recent efforts to promote
multiculturalism and activist struggles to put lgeinous and Afro-Mexican rights on the national
consciousness will transform Mexican society fromation that has traditionally denied the

existence of racism to one that confronts it head o
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CHAPTER 3
RACIAL REMITTANCES:
THE TRANSMISSION OF U.S. RACIAL IDEOLOGIES TO MEXIC O

The fact is that racism—and anti-black racism irtipalar—is a pervasive and
historically entrenched reality of life in Latin Agrica and the Caribbean...it should not
be surprising that migrants from Mexico and othreraa of Latin America and the
Caribbean arrive in the U.S. carrying the baggdgaasm.

The above statement, from a 2QQA. Timeseditorial reporting on the trend of
increasing “Latino on black violence” in Los Angglés illustrative of a common perception that
Latino immigrants bring with them to the United t8&a particular brand of anti-Black racism
originating in their countries of origin. Althoughe existence of anti-Black racism in Latin
America has been widely acknowledged by scholaosi{a Silva 2008; Sue 2010; Telles 2004,
Wade 1997), some posit that immigrants may leatibdack attitudes upon migrating to the
U.S. (Marrow 2009; Mindiola, Niemann, and Rodrig@€02). Evidence shows that Latino
immigrants are engaging in social and racial digtajmfrom Black Americans (Marrow 2009;
McClain et al. 2006). However, it remains uncle&ether these attitudes and behaviors
originate in the country of origin, after migratiar some combination of sending and receiving
society.

While many scholars have examined immigrant coneegtof race using a U.S.-
centered framework, we have a limited understandfrigow ideas about race ‘travel’ with
migrants across borders, in both directi@isn 2008). In our era of globalized racial dynasjic
it is possible that Mexicans’ racial conceptions also influenced by dominant U.S. racial
ideologies (Joseph 2011; Levitt 2001; Roth 2012an$national ties between migrants and non-

migrants — those who remain in the home countrgn-serve to facilitate the transmission of
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new values and ideas to the sending society (L£988). Thus, in this chapter | ask: do
transnational ties between immigrants and non-migren Mexico facilitate the transmission of
U.S. racial conceptions to the sending society;twloahese racial remittances look like; and
how do they influence racial conceptions of Blacgkeicans in Mexico?

Specifically, this chapter examines how individuald$lexico who have never visited the
U.S. construct racialized conceptions of Black Aicaars that reflect dominant U.S. racial
discourse. As immigrants become increasingly exgphésd).S. racial hierarchies, they
communicate this “racial knowledge” to friends aethtives who remain in the sending society.
| argue that racial remittances, particularly thivaesmitted inter-personally, have a powerful
influence on Mexicans’ perceptions of African Anoams, even in the absence of actual
encounters with U.S. Blacks. These findings areoirtgmt for how potential new immigrants
navigate the U.S. racial system. If newly arrivimgnigrants come forewarned about Black
Americans, having been advised to maintain sodstadce in order to avoid racial conflict, this
will have tremendous implications for Mexican immagt social and racial incorporation to U.S.

society, as well as the U.S.” evolving racial order

LITERATURE REVIEW
Transnationalism and Racial Remittances

Transnational social fields provide a useful fraragwfor analyzing not only how
Mexican immigrant conceptions of race are beingsf@amed in the U.S., but also how its
impact extends transnationally to influence thealadews of those who never left their home
society. In investigating the transnational trarssion of racial conceptions of Blackness, |

follow the tradition of Levitt (2001), Kim (2008xnd more recently, Roth (2012), who suggest
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that social ties between immigrants and those whwam in the home society transcend political
and geographical boundaries to create societiesevideas and practices are shaped by both
locations. Whether one engages in these transahsougial interactions directly or

symbolically, few are left untouched by their irdhce (ltzigsohn et al. 2008).

Traditionally, transnationalism has been conceptadlas the processes by which
immigrants maintain “social relations that link &tlger their societies of origin and settlement”
(Basch, Schiller, and Blanc-Szanton 1994.7). Thatrglss-border ties encompass all aspects of
social life, few scholars have systematically exaadithe impact adocioculturaltransnational
exchanges on immigrant racial conceptions. Yetiaboemittances - ideas, behaviors, identities,
and social capital that circulate to and from imrarg sending and receiving societies - are key
to the development of transnational social fiebdsthe messages that immigrants transmit to
friends and relatives back home may become a refergoint for those who never migrated
(Itzigsohn et al. 2008; Levitt 1998:927).

Social remittances are influential because theyaipeat both micro and macro levels.
Micro exchanges take place through interpersonatiaod between migrants and non-migrants
via return migration, family visits, phone callsfters and emails, whereas macro-level
transmissions are facilitated by institutions sasleconomic and political entities, governments,
and media (Levitt 2001:55). When individuals reeesimilar messages from multiple sources,
their impact can be particularly powerful. In herdy of the transnational lives of Dominicans,
Levitt (2001) shows how social remittances on gerde@ality, political activism, and religious
practices were relayed to the Dominican Republicubh civic organizations and immigrant
networks in New York City, and influenced the viesfghose in the sending region. Many

adapted these “Americanized” ideals into their dwes, despite never having lived in the U.S.
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Like gender and political ideologies, transnatidied can also facilitate the cross-border
transmission of racial ideologies (Duany 1998; Ki@08; Oboler and Dzidzienyo 2005; Roth
2012). These social remittances on raceaoial remittancesare characterized by the
movement of racial ideologies, schemas, discoustessotypes, and practices across national
boundaries. They are a key mechanism of globali@lltiffusion that impacts the racial
formation process (i.e. the development and maantea of racial attitudes, categorizations, and
identities) within transnational social fields (K2®08; Omi and Winant 1994).

Roth (2012) draws on theories of cognitive sciestg cultural sociology to advance the
concept of racial schemas for the study of transnal racialization. She defines racial schemas
as:“a bundle of racial categories and the set of rtdesvhat they mean, how they are ordered,
and how to apply them to oneself and others.” Raciaema is a useful conceptual device for
assessing how racial ideas are transferred andeztlapross transnational contexts. However, it
has been applied mostly to studies of Caribbeamd’atracialself-identificationand
classification,including decisions about which categories arerandsl and how the meanings of
these categories change in different circumsta(iReth 2012; Telles and Paschel 2012). Less is
known about how anti-black racial schemas in Mexntersect with those in the U.S. to

influence Mexican’s racial attitudes of Black Antzms.

Exploring the Origins of Latino Immigrants’ Anti-&ik Perceptions

Latino immigrants in general have been found toxsh@reference for maintaining
social and racial distance from blacks (Dzidzieapd Oboler 2005; Marrow 2009; McClain et
al. 2006). For example, Mindiola, Niemann, and Rpgz’s (2002) study of Black and Latino

relations found that foreign-born Latinos hold moegative views of African Americans than
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their U.S.-born counterparts. There are two geretplanations for this. The first, what | call the
post-migration hypothesis, suggests that immigras negative attitudes and behaviors
toward blacks both by following the example of vehitmericans and through their own
experiences with blacks in the U.S., where manyectorperceive discrimination from blacks
against Latinos (Marrow 2009; Mindiola, Niemanndd&wodriguez 2002). Newly arrived Latino
immigrants have been found to perceive relatiorte whites more favorably than with blacks,
thus reinforcing the black/non-black racial dividarrow 2009). Given that Mexican
immigrants occupy a tenuous position in the U.8icscacial hierarchy, the adoption of these
boundary-making strategies may reveal efforts ¢vatk their own social position in the process
of incorporation in to a highly stratified society.other words, the post-migration hypothesis
posits that the adoption of anti-Black attituded Behaviors is aroductof migration and
implies that increasing exposure to whites’ raatitudes and U.S. racial hierarchies will
reinforce anti-black prejudice among immigrants.

The second, the pre-migration hypothesis, sugdleatanti-Black prejudice is rooted in
Latin America’s colonial legacy of Spanish conquastd therefore Latino immigrants merely
import these racial ideologies to the U.S. (Herran2007; McClain et al. 2006). For example,
in their analysis of U.S. survey data, McClainle{2006) found that Latino immigrants hold
more negative attitudes toward Blacks than do VghiEeom this, scholars conclude that Latinos
bring with them anti-Black sentiment originatingtireir countries of origin. This argument
holds much weight, as immigrants tend to retaireetspof their culture of origin and its values
upon migration. However, it is possible that througmigration and other global processes of
cultural diffusion, Latin Americans are increasingkposed to U.S. anti-Black racial schemas

before they even set foot in the U.S. Moreover;migration understandings of race are not
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static; they are negotiated and often transformedtie process of incorporation to the host
society, rendering such conclusions questionable.

Scholarly analysis of Latino immigrants’ racial structions remains limited in
important ways. First, many studies rely on a Wé&htered framework in which data collection
is undertakemfter immigrants have migrated, thus obscuring any trafignal processes at
work. Similarly, although there are increasinglyrmeystematic studies of race and ethnicity in
Latin America (see for example the PERLA proje®142), these have insufficient transnational
analysis. Second, many U.S.-based studies temddabltatinos as a homogenous group, yet
racial ideologies and practices can vary signifilsaloy nation (e.g., Mexico vs. Dominican
Republic) and region (e.g., Northern vs. Southévigst studies of Mexican immigrants and race
relations have also not accounted for the notian fihicial ideologies and schemas may ‘travel’
with migrants to the U.S., become transformed, tesmasmitted back to the sending society. In
sum, the question of whether immigrants’ percegtiohAfrican Americans originate in their
country of origin, in the post-migration experienoesome combination of both remains
severely under-theorized in the literature.

This chapter, therefore, aims to uncover the efetmigration to the U.S. on racial
perceptions of African Americans in Mexican socidtgxamine how non-migrants become
acquainted with the U.S. racial system via ra@atittances communicated by immigrant
contacts, and the implications of this for immigrand native Black relations in the U.S. By
accounting for the racial context and discoursdsoiith immigrant sending and receiving
societies, this study contributes to existing kremige and theorizing about how migration alters
conceptions of race and more specifically, Mexicamigrants’ perceptions of African

Americans and U.S. race relations. Findings alwrim emerging debates about the impact of
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immigration on the U.S. color line (Bonilla-Silv@®@8; Frank, Akresh and Lu 2010; Marrow

2009; Murguia and Saenz 2002).

FINDINGS
Conceptions of Blackness in the Sending Society

As discussed in the previous chapter, interactatis Blacks are almost non-existent for
most Mexicans in Mexico (Gonzalez 2010; Sue 20B8rause many Afro-Mexicans tend to be
concentrated along the coasts of Veracruz and tis¢aCChica, it is not uncommon for Mexicans
in other regions to come into very little, if arepgntact with them. In fact, as previous studies
show, most Mexicans in central and western statea@ aware of the Afro-Mexican coast
(Vaughn 2005). The case is similar in Veracruz, ieleven among those who display Afro
phenotype, such as black tight curly hair, theataure of “Black as foreign to Mexico” is
reinforced (Sue 2010).

As expected, the “Blacks as foreign to Mexico” aime was common among immigrant
respondents in the U.S. When asked if he had eeearBlack person in Mexico prior to
migrating to the U.S., Edward, a warehouse worikand in Los Angeles for twenty one years,
replied:

In the extreme like here in the U.S., no. Yes,dl@emulattos what one callsnulattos

like, lets say someone whonrenobut more like toasty from the sun. But, as in, of

color, like dark, dark? No.
When asked the same question, Carmina, a Tuppesal®voman who migrated to the U.S.
fifteen years ago, recalls family stories specntpibout her dark-skinned paternal

grandmother’s racial mixture:
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| don’t know if [my grandmother] was close to thadk race because her daughter, my

aunt, was verynorenita morenita|[My grandmother] could have been mixed because th

way she wore her hair, in very large braids. I'mt sure, but she was somethidifferent.
In mere speculation that Carmina’s grandmother trhghAfro-descendant, she was ‘othered’
from dominant constructions of Mexican-ness. MoexpBlacks as a group are nearly invisible
in most regions of Mexico. In light of this, mosimmigrant respondents reported that they
spent very little time, if any, thinking about Blec- or issues related to them. Blacks as a racial
group appeared to have relatively little saliencthe day-to-day lives of Mexicans. It is
precisely this racial context in the Mexican segdsociety that renders racial remittances from
the U.S. highly influential. In the absence of thevn personal encounters with Blacks, | argue

that immigrant narratives become a key referentst frjm which non-migrants attribute

meaning to Black Americans.

Transnational Racialization: Racial Remittancesfir&®eceiving to Sending Society

What do immigrants in the U.S. communicate aboutcAh Americans back to friends
and relatives in Mexico? When asked about theiilfarity with Black Americans, most non-
migrant respondents were able to draw extensively the stories and experiences that
immigrant contacts in the U.S. had shared with thEnis was common among respondents,
most of who had at least one contact in the U.S.

Martin, a 28-year-old administrative assistant, meger visited the U.S. His best friend
Juan migrated to Sacramento, California seven yegat®er. The two friends managed to
maintain regular contact for a number of yearfialgh they recently lost touch. As we entered
a discussion of race in the U.S., Martin quicklierenced a conversation he had with Juan

regarding Juan’s first experience with Black peppégying, “he told me ‘I ran into a little group
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of Blacks when | was walking down this street dmelytbeat me.”” Martin was sure to point out
that this happened to Juan soon after his arrovddé U.S., remarking sarcastically, “They gave
him a nice welcome.” He commented that Juan hadqusly mentioned having frequent
conflict with his Black neighbors:

One day the neighbors even broke into [Juan’s]eplacob them and that’'s why they had

to move location...I had that conversation with hina &e told me that it was too many

problems living with Blacks because they look ati ys if they don't like you.
Although Martin, like the majority of non-migrargspondents, has not visited the U.S., he is
able to draw from these transnational exchangesitd a portrait of what living among Black
Americans must look like. From the personal excleangith his friend, Martin is also exposed
to stereotypes about blacks as conflict-riddenaggtessive toward immigrants. Given that this
was the first example Martin pointed to when refieneg race relations in the U.S., it is clear
that Juan’s experience with racial ‘others’ has defleep impression on Matrtin.

When non-migrants discussed the information theyrkeaeived from immigrants
regarding black Americans, the most common thengethat of aggression, criminality and
instilling fear in others. Alicia, a housewife iehlate thirties with family in Atlanta, stated:

From the people who have come [back to Mexico] welio about Atlanta, | have heard

them say that [Blacks] were very aggressive, tbatgouldn’t even turn to look at them

because they were already sending you negative waibe that they had to be very
careful because, well, yeah, they were kind ofidfoé them.
Although the above quote is in reference to Atlaregapondents with immigrant contacts in
various regions of the U.S. shared similar naresti@bout African Americans. Underlying this
stereotypical portrayal of Blacks as aggressithasnotion that immigrants are, or should be,
cautious of Black people. These racial remittaraies serve as warnings for potential migrants.

As Julio, a non-migrant custodial worker in his hites reveals, several return-migrants who

lived in Black neighborhoods during their time imetU.S., advised him to “stay out of their
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way” because Blacks “pull out knives or guns at god are highly dangerous.” The three
guotes above illustrate quite clearly that domindu8. stereotypes of Blacks as violent and
criminal are being transmitted to Mexico transnaaidy via interpersonal ties between non-
migrants and those who have ventured into U.Se$pnci

Racial remittances about Black Americans are tastsmitted to Mexico via non-
migrants who visit relatives in the U.S. Samudlyanty-nine year old sub-director of a small
manufacturing company in Guadalajara, visited bissm in Sacramento for three-weeks during
which he had a memorable encounter with a blackgperHe recalls the experience in detail:

It was five days after | got there. My cousin haldltme” don’t go out because there are

lots of Blacks in the aréabut | was out of cigarettes and he was at workssod ‘let me

go to the supermarket’ and as | was crossing tieetsthree Black guys were coming

toward me and kept looking at me...when | turned dasaw they had turned around and

were following me...they looked like they were gotegoeat me up. My cousin got upset

with me for leaving the house but | told himell, that's part of what you have to live

through in another country.
Although only two of the thirty non-migrant resp@mds interviewed had visited family in the
U.S., their personal experiences with race relatieft a deep impression on them. Samuel’s
guote highlights the way some immigrants view thelationship to Blacks: as a volatile one
where measures must be taken so as to avoid adteotiflict. At the same time, it should be
noted that Samuel views these types of racial emnteosias a necessary part of the U.S.
immigrant experience, perhaps as a result of pxposure to immigrant narratives about
Blacks. Samuel has a fiancé and other family indalegara, to whom he relayed these
experiences upon his return to Mexico.

Very few respondents’ contacts in the U.S. hadallstexperienced a negative encounter

with a Black person resulting in some form of viate or threat of violence. In fact, many of the

stories non-migrants recounted during intervievesysed to derive from second-hand narratives
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circulating within the immigrant community. Karla housewife in Guadalajara, illustrates this
point well. She revealed that family members inth8. had never mentioned a personal
incident involving a Black person:

But the people would say we need to be very caeitihl Blacks because they’re

dangerous and like to fight, and everything! Did/[relatives] tell me [Blacks] did

something to them? No, nothing. But among them [ignamts] it was said to ‘be careful

with them.’ It was a warning, perhaps.
Despite the fact that Karla’s family had not expeded negative encounters with Blacks in the
host society, they commonly shared stories witH&and other relatives about how Blacks
there can be dangerous.

Alejandro is a young factory worker in Guadalajasth relatives in Atlanta, including
male cousins with whom he regularly communicatesr ¢ive phone. Like most respondents,
Alejandro’s relatives described Black Americansaggressive. However, they somewhat
dispelled the dominant narrative of Blacks as iehdy aggressive, providing Alejandro with an
alternative explanation based on the historicadggf white enslavement of Blacks:

From what my cousins told me...that an African Amanigets along better with a

Latino than with aringo American. Because they told me that | think betbere was

more slavery of Blacks by whites and | think thatlsy they are resentful or angry, with

thegringos..African Americans don’t have anything against Mexis, they just want to
be treated fairly by thgringos so they have problems with them.
Indeed, only few respondents had been exposedstoulnced representation of U.S. race
relations, in which Mexican immigrants attempt ¥plain Blacks’ so-called aggressive behavior
as an outcome of racial conflict between Blacks \afidtes, not Mexicans. This quote further
illustrates how Alejandro came to understand UaSiat dynamics through his cousin’s

interpretation of the effect of slavery on AfricAmericans, which problematizes the essentialist

view that blacks are inherently aggressive.
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Non-migrants were also exposed to positive raeiaittances of Black Americans as
hospitable and friendly, which further served tepdil negative stereotypes of Blacks. Carmen is
a housewife in her late thirties who has sevemrailfamembers throughout the U.S., including a
mother and sister in Wisconsin. She explains teantother used to say to her, “there are lots of
Blacks where [your] sister lives...more Blacks thamtes it seems... yeah, we greet each other,
they are very friendly and charming.” Carmen alsalmnote of the fact that her family has not
had any problems with Black people and that “oncihretrary, they’ve told me that they are very
kind in Wisconsin.” Carmen has brothers in Dallad ather regions, and has heard conflicting
stories from them about Blacks. Perhaps this is s¥eyis clear in specifying that Blacks are
kind in Wisconsin That non-migrants are familiar with regional diénces in U.S. racial
dynamics illustrates how extensive their racial\wlemlge of the U.S. can become when
transnational ties are maintained.

In a similar vein, when asked whether he belieliesetis any conflict between Blacks
and Mexicans in Atlanta, Alejandro responds thatibes not believe so, and quickly references
a good experience his cousin Leonardo had involaiBdack police officer:

One time Leo told me, because he worked in constrycand | think an African

American man who was a police officer went ovewtadch them build houses and | think

he brought out food to give the Mexican [workeks brought them soft drinks, juices,

water and all that. | remember my cousin even noddthat the Black man would say that
he liked Mexican music, he likdds Tigres del Nortand all that. My cousin was
pleased by that and, well, he thought the man was geople.
Like Alejandro and Carmen, some non-migrants wgpmsed to a greater range of stories from
their immigrant networks that served to disconfiragative stereotypes of Black Americans.
Although positive experiences were communicatedadbin the same way that other racial

remittances were, they typically did not resonaité won-migrants as strongly as the negative

stereotypes.
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As racial schema theory holds, even when immigrexperienced friendly relations with
Blacks, they more readily adopted negative viewsbse the racial schema of Blacks in the
U.S. so powerfully overrides the positive ones. €hghasis on negative stereotypes was often
subconscious and reflects larger socio-culturakwtdndings of race and difference. Although
some immigrants indeed communicated stories abmgitiye encounters to non-migrants, these
experiences were easily dismissed or forgottereindf overgeneralized stereotypes about
Blacks that confirm pre-existing racial schemaseséhviews are further reinforced when racial
remittances tend to relay immigrants’ experiencesiateractions with Blacks far more
consistently than those with Whites. As one respahdoted, his relative living in Los Angeles
“never got around to saying much about Whites. Uguawas always about Blacks.” While
this observation could likely be the consequenaesifiential segregation and immigrants’
closer proximity to Blacks than Whites in Los Angeheighborhoods, the findings illustrate that
“bad” inter-racial experiences were remitted to$bading society most often, reinforcing the

transnational racialization of Blacks.

Racializing Black Americans in Mexico

To what extent did the racial remittances trangditb Mexico influence non-migrants’ attitudes
of black Americans? The narratives communicateastrationally had a powerful effect on non-
migrants’ views of African Americans, mainly becausn-migrants often took the experiences
of their immigrant relatives and friends as valimtiaccurate portrayals of U.S. life. These racial
conceptions were reinforced by macro-level ra@atittances imported by U.S. media to
Mexico. Together, these forms of transnationalalaation allow Mexicans who have never

visited the U.S. to develop their own understansliofghow race operates in U.S. society. This
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racial knowledge acquired in the sending societpbees the basis of anti-black prejudice that
potential new migrants bring with them upon migratto the U.S.

Carmen has been exposed to a wide range of raomitances concerning African
Americans. As discussed earlier in the paper, tather in Wisconsin has shared with her that
Black people are very friendly and kind. Her awvtip cared for three young black girls,
frequently commented about how charming the gigsawCarmen'’s brothers in Dallas, Texas,
however, have expressed more stereotypical vieastdacks in their neighborhood.
According to her brothers, black people have atgjrcharacter” and fight a lot among
themselves. This was based on their opinions afraly living next door, which they say were
“always yelling and having big fights among therassl” In addition to the variety of racial
remittances sent by her family, Carmen was ona@féw non-migrant respondents who was
familiar with the 1992 L.A. unrest from which stexalls, “| saw on the news there was a war
between Blacks and whites and that also [whites]tdike Blacks...on the news here in Mexico
it comes out that [Blacks] fight and burn cars.”

Mainstream U.S. media is increasingly accessibMédgicans in the form of cable
television and the abundance of pirated Hollywabdd. In addition to immigrants’ stories
about Blacks, non-migrants learn what it meanstétican American through black actors
playing stereotypical roles and movie images ajigkd black communities. Although it may
come as no surprise that negative media portrayd$acks influence Mexicans’ perceptions,
exposure to U.S. media also serves the purposepokeng non-migrants to white racism in
American society, thus mediating their perceptiohBlacks from aggressors to justified in their

so-called resentment toward mainstream America.
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Some Mexicans were very knowledgeable of Hollywblmds and Black actors such as
Will Smith. Others could only generally recall Bkacharacters playing gang members, drug
addicts, or criminals. One respondent commentetdithan a Black character is introduced in a
movie, she assumes he will be the “bad guy.” Whskea how he perceives African Americans,
Mario, a forty-five year old construction worker@uadalajara, reveals stereotypical views that
are characteristic of Hollywood’s portrayal of Bkac stating, “| have never met a Black
American but | have an idea about how they are fittemovies. Truthfully, well, they’'re worse
than whites. They're more violent...| think that wdstare afraid of them.” Mario admitted he
had never met a Black person, illustrating the powenfluence of anti-Black media images.
Negative perceptions shaped by media stereotypdsidher solidified when they
resonate with the stories remitted by friends aiatives in the U.S. For example, Carmen
explains that in the beginning, her views of Aficamericans were influenced by U.S. news
and films portraying Blacks as “more impulsive, mdéurious than whites,” who she described
as “more pacified.” It was not until her brothehsased their experiences with their Black
neighbors in Texas that her initial sentiments albtack Americans were “proven.” She
explains,
First | would see it in movies, well, one thinkatlhey're like that, right? But it was
proven to me that they do have strong personaligesuse | would see in the movies
that they'd scream at each other and were very Isnhmuand would throw things and
fight, and from what my brother tells me about hbey fight over there.proved to me
that what | was seeing on TV was also reality.
Carmen’s quote highlights the powerful impact tfa&ial remittances have on non-migrants’
conceptions of race in the U.S., especially whanlar messages are communicated

simultaneously from micro and macro-level sourédthough Carmen had been exposed to

various stories about Black Americans, these weteaypically taken as “reality” until
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communicated directly by immigrant friends and tigkss. In other words, racial remittances
transmitted interpersonally had a greater impaat those received through more impersonal,
macro-level means such as Hollywood films.

Others had a more critical view of the media, afdged to believe everything they saw
on television. For example, Manuel, a non-migrarttis twenties who watches American
movies regularly, expressed:

Manuel: | see in the movies that the Blacks livpaor neighborhoods and there is a lot
of crime and shooting.

Interviewer: Do you think that’s the way African Asmcans really are?

Manuel: Well, no | don’t. Because movies just exa@gte things and I've never seen
them in person so | really can’t say that thatag/lthey are.

Another respondent, Alejandro, further explaing teng problems exist all over the world and
consist mostly of troubled youth who fall into ttverong path.” Contrary to common
perceptions of Blacks as aggressive, he beliexadltky are good people and just as “tranquil as
the next guy.” For respondents like Manuel and &i€dfo, it is precisely the fact that they have
never visited a Black neighborhood or travelech®W.S. that serves as s reason to question
what they see on television. As discussed eaAiejandro’s cousin also had a particularly
positive encounter with a Black police officer.this case, the media is called into question
when its portrayal of Blacks seems to contradietghrsonal experience of immigrant contacts.
Although non-migrants may question the validityttod media, they are more reluctant to
guestion the racial remittances transmitted intesqaally by their immigrant contacts, which are
taken as accurate and reliable. This is also tee fra non-migrants whose immigrant contacts
have had very little to no personal encounters Wifitks, and who seem to rely entirely on

cultural narratives about Blacks that circulatehimitthe immigrant community. This, in addition
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to the fact that very few respondents have viditedU.S., helps explains why the majority of
non-migrants’ views toward African Americans tendirror those of their immigrant relatives
and friends. Moreover, a select few hesitated theraan explicit statement regarding their own
opinion of African Americans, saying, “well, I'veemer been to the U.S. so | can't really say” or
“I've heard about Blacks but | am not sure if @k true.” What is clear from the data is that in
the face of having very little to no personal exgace with U.S. racial hierarchies, most non-
migrants rely on racial remittances — communicdsetth from immigrant contacts and U.S.
television and media - to make sense of this pddaraspect of the American racial landscape.

In some cases, non-migrants inquired directly &rttmmigrant relatives about African
Americans. For example, Julia, who migrated to Angeles over thirteen years ago and was
unemployed at the time of the interview, calls fa@nily in Mexico as often as several times a
week. When asked whether she discusses racialrmaiith her contacts abroad, she recalls
relatives asking, “is it true that there are adbBlack people over there?” Perhaps curious to
learn more about racial dynamics in the U.S., eksw to validate media portrayals, several
immigrant respondents noted that friends and familjexico have asked questions about U.S.
race relations, and Blacks specifically. Most naigtw about these transnational exchanges are
the responses given by those in the U.S. When dskwdshe replied to her family’s question,
Julia answered, “No, well [I tell them] that we leato be very careful with [Blacks] and make
the least possible contact with them.” Later inititerview, Julia expressed stereotypical views
of African Americans as lazy welfare recipients whg to steal, because they don’t want to
work.” This U.S. anti-Black schema is effectivetgrismitted to Mexico, influencing how

individuals there come to make sense of the U&alrarder.
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New racial concepts acquired in the U.S. and trasaito Mexico may also impact race
relations in the sending society. In the occadnat & native Mexican encounters a Black
American in Mexico, it is possible that this enctarrwill be mediated by the racial remittances
carried over from the U.S. As Matrtin, a non-migreagtory worker, points out:

...there are Mexican people who migrate to the Unfl.something happens to them

there and they come back with negative ideas dblagks and when they see Blacks

they discriminate against them even here [in Méxidiey see a Black person and get
scared and now they’re in their own country and like ‘if they did that to me in their
country, well I'm going to do it to them in my couypn’
Martin’s quote illustrates the development of whatitt (2001) calls a transnational social field,
in which social interactions in the receiving stgiganscend national boundaries to become a
reference point for those in the sending commumigre, a Black person can easily become a
target of discrimination in Mexico based on expecis acquired by immigrants in the U.S.

In sum, findings show that racial remittances ofeeas a key mechanism for the
extension of U.S. racial dynamics into the immigrsending society. In the U.S., negative
stereotypes enter into immigrant discourse on Blaskeven in cases where individuals report
positive, neutral, or relatively limited interactie with Black Americangn this case, racial
remittances operate primarily as racialized nareatthat, circulating within a transnational
social field, become a point of reference aboutBlamericans that Mexicans, at home and
abroad, draw on to make sense of new racial eneminio the extent that non-migrants become
new immigrants to the U.S., the transmission ofateaed discourse of Blacks to sending

communities can have a direct impact on the maartes of social boundaries and immigrants’

desire to distance themselves from African Amegdarthe receiving society.
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DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION: IMPLICATIONS FOR AFRICAN AMERICAN
AND IMMIGRANT RELATIONS IN THE U.S.

My data show that U.S.-based anti-Black ideologiestransmitted transnationally to
influence the racial conceptions of Mexicans wheehaever left their home society. Although
non-migrants are highly exposed to U.S. cultureraedhl ideologies via globalized media, |
argue that racial remittances communicated integuelly between U.S. immigrants and their
contacts in Mexico highly influential in shapingmmigrants’ racialized views about Black
Americans, and U.S. racial hierarchies more gelyerhis is due primarily to the personal
nature of this form of cultural diffusion as oppdge the impersonal nature of mainstream
media and other macro level mechanisms. Whereasnignants often challenged dominant
media portrayals of U.S. race relations, they yacbhllenged immigrant accounts of race, taking
them as accurate and reliable sources of informatimut the host society.

This article makes it clear that in the absenceeéningful interactions with Blacks in
the Mexican context, and the marginalization ofAlfiican element in Mexican nationalist
ideologies of race (Hernandez-Cuevas 2004; Vau@b;2Sue 2010), Mexicans’ racialized
views of Blacks are largely informed by racial reéamces. The stories relayed back to Mexico
transmit dominant U.S. racial schemas of Blackisaasterous, aggressive, and prone to
violence, which signal to Mexicans how they oughtelate to African Americans once in the
U.S. Whereas existing studies on Latino and Afridamerican relations have documented
immigrants’ negative perceptions of Blacks in th&UMarrow 2009; McClain et al 2006;
Mindiola et al 2002), my findings challenge botls@amptions that these attitudes are a product
of the U.S. incorporation process, or merely aeibn of Latin American anti-Black racism.

Rather, my research suggests that immigrants liegingage with U.S. anti-Black discourse and
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schemas long before migration, and that this hasexguences for immigrant and African
American inter-group relations in the U.S.

My data also help explain why upon arriving to th&., immigrants may display
patterns of social distancing from African Amerisalft is well known that immigrants do not
arrive to the U.S. as clean slates, they bring Wigém long-entrenched values, ideas, and
practices from their countries of origin. These-prigration cultural constructs help immigrants
adapt to the host society and navigate new ragigdin. As immigrants become acquainted with
the U.S. racial system in a process of racial @aaration, their pre-migration constructs are
negotiated to accommodate new knowledge and exyesewith racialization. When direct ties
to the sending community are maintained, as isése in my study, U.S. stereotypes of Blacks
can be easily remitted to the home country. Aohshmmigrants, often subconsciously, draw
on anti-Black racial schemas to interpret the astiand behaviors of African Americans,
reflecting a cognitive process of remembering ianig that are most consistent with dominant
stereotypes, even in the face of positive expeegiiRoth 2012). This confirms Kim (2008) and
Roth’s (2012) findings that new immigrants arrivéghaextensive knowledge of U.S. racial

groups that can ultimately determine the persigearicocial boundaries.
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CHAPTER 4
NAVIGATING “NEW” RACIAL ENCOUNTERS:

IMMIGRATION, LEGAL STATUS, AND RACIALIZATION IN THE u.s.

How do immigrant newcomers, particularly those wanave to the U.S. as
undocumented migrant laborers, construct meaningtaheir new social, political and
economic realities? Specifically, how do Mexicanmigrants make sense of new racial
hierarchies, and their own position within the aharder? Prior to migrating, immigrants
experience a life that is shaped by a social, ipaliand racial context quite distinct from that in
the U.S. As discussed in Chapter 2, Mexico is apigtocratic society in which skin color and
socioeconomic hierarchies are seen the most prowieatures of the racial order. The most
visible “color line” is that between the mainstreamastizo population and the indigenous, as
Afro-Mexicans remain nearly invisible in the natabmacial imaginary. As such, mestizos,
particularly those on the medium brown to lighted ®f the spectrum, occupy a position of
certain privilege within Mexican sociétyhat is rarely the case once they arrive to ti& U.
Perhaps most notable among their new social pasii®).S. society is that which is determined
by immigrant status, or in the case of many respotglin this study, the illegality of their
undocumented status. As persons born in Mexico,igrants once enjoyed the benefits granted
by citizenship status in their origin country. Magjon to the U.S., thus, marks the moment in
which the immigrants’ daily lives become structured only by their immigrant status, but also
by their presumed illegality. How, then, does miignato the U.S. alter the way Mexicans make

sense of race, identity, and their own positiorhimithe U.S. racial order? And, how is the

8 Of course, lighter skinned “White” Mexicans occtthg top of the racial hierarchy, and enjoy moshefsocial,
political, and economic benefits of this positiafillareal 2010). Whites in Mexico, however, are aatumerically
dominant group as they are in the U.S.
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growing presence of the Mexican-origin populatiothe U.S. changing the way scholars
conceptualize race relations?

Over the last decade, scholars of race and imnograave given considerable attention
to examining the social and racial trajectory ofih@ immigrants in U.S. society, motivated in
part by efforts to predict the future of U.S. raekations (Gans 1999; Yancey 2003; Bonilla-
Silva 2004; Lee and Bean 2010; Marrow 2009). Mukctihe literature thus far has centered on
guestions concerning the White racial category,algnvhether its boundaries it will expand to
absorb Latino immigrants much like it did for prews European immigrants. Indeed, some have
cited Latino’s overwhelming propensity to selea thvhite” or “Other” racial category in the
U.S. Census as indication that the group is motomgrd whiteness (Bonilla-Silva 2004; Lee
and Bean 2010). Many of these assumptions are adisig, as many factors account for why
Latinos may choose “White” in Census forms, inchggihe actual wording of the questions or
limited options, national origin, region, and higtal context.

However, newer evidence documenting the increaamigimmigrant social and political
climate suggests that Latino immigrants are neistrategizing to become White, nor are they
being absorbed into Whiteness. Studies have fduwatdathen immigrants perceive or experience
discrimination, they are more likely to assume asate “Latino” racial identity (Zepeda-Millan
and Wallace 2013; Golash-Boza and Darity 2008; lErAkresh and Lu 2010; Massey and
Sanchez 2010; Jones 2012). For example, Zepedar\iihid Wallace (2013) examine the
formation of Latino racial identity during and aftbe 2006 immigrant rights protests and find
that perceptions of escalating anti-immigrant seatit across the nation impacted the degree to

which Latinos identified as a distinct race. Gol&slza and Darity (2008) find that Latinos with
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darker skin who have experienced discriminationnaoee likely than those with lighter skin
color to promote a separate Latino identity.

Although studies assessing where Latinos willfibithe racial order have made
significant theoretical and empirical contributiptess has been theorized about the role of anti-
immigrant discrimination and legal status in shggdiatino immigrant conceptualizations of the
racial hierarchy, particularly among Mexicans. B most part, the existing literature has
focused on individual and group characteristictuitiog racial identification, national origin,
education and income levels, skin color and phgregtgnd racial attitudes, as well as larger
social and political structures like immigratiogiglation and context of reception. Yet, how
immigration status — specifically the racializatimihMexicans as “illegal’” immigrants — shapes
immigrant understandings of U.S. social and raudarchies can reveal important insights
about immigrant incorporation and the future ditiof U.S. race relations.

This chapter contributes to emerging scholarly ings about where Latino immigrants
will fit into the U.S.’ evolving racial hierarchytaddressing the following research questions:
How do Mexican immigrants view their social ideyind racial position within the U.S. racial
order? And what role dsocial interactionswith Black and White Americans, perceptions of
discrimination, and immigrant legal status plagivaping understandings about racial
hierarchies? To answer these questions, | stantamtanalysis of Mexican immigrant’s
experiences with “new” racial encounters in thetlsogiety. | then consider how social
interactions with native Blacks and Whites, andenations of U.S. racial dynamics more
broadly, shape the construction of a distinctlyabwed immigrant identity.

| demonstrate that perceptions of anti-immigrastdmination and its resulting unequal

access to rights and resources is central to howiddies construct meaning about their position
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in the U.S. racial order. The daily experienceMekican immigrants are structured by their
simultaneously racialized minority status and pnesd undocumented legal stafus. turn, the
racial inequality and discrimination believed tofaeed by Mexican immigrants is framed in
contrast to what immigrants perceive to be a morglg@ged life for both White and Black
citizens. Immigrants perceived African Americangasileged citizens and thus more upwardly
mobile than Mexican immigrants, who expressed iigaliof social exclusion and disadvantage
due to anti-immigrant prejudice. These findingsvile evidence to suggest that Mexican
immigrants are neither moving closer to Whiteness,do they perceive their status as similar to
Blacks, as some scholars have suggested. Insteguhdars that anti-immigrant racialization is
an important force shaping the construction ofstirict Latino racial identity among Mexican

immigrants.

LITERATURE REVIEW
Are Latinos Moving Toward “Whiteness” “Blacknesst 8omething Else?

To theorize about the racial positioning of Mexigamigrants, it is important to
understand how scholars have empirically asseshedeviatinos as a group are positioning
themselves in the U.S. racial order. Many have dolokt the evolving nature of ractundaries
to suggest that the category of Whiteness is expgnd include Latinos. Lee and Bean (2010)
have examined rates of intermarriage and mixedstatas to argue that the increasing trend of
multiracial identification among Latinos (and Assrsignals that U.S. society is undergoing a

“loosening of racial boundaries,” and absorbingrh@d as “honorary whites.” Latinos, they

° Only about half of my respondents were undocunteriewever, a majority of legal residents and #e f
naturalized citizens expressed similar sentimemtsighow their lives have been shaped by anti-imanig
discrimination. Those who were documented werengferceived to be undocumented. The stigma isastdched
to many former undocumented persons.
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argue, are choosing a “White” identity, which ackog to them, relegates Blacks to the bottom
of the racial hierarchy and thus reinforces thecBlaon-Black racial divide.

How Latinos identify racially is largely influencdxy skin color andphenotype(Frank,
Akresh, and Lu 2010; Golash -Boza and Darity 2008ssey and Sanchez 2010; Lee and Bean
2010; Telles and Paschel 2012). Drawing on indigimh Latin American racial stratification
systems, Eduardo Bonilla-Silva (2004) was amonditeeto posit that the U.S. is undergoing a
transition from a binary racial order into a “compland loosely organized tri-racial stratification
system.” Bonilla-Silva’s (2004) Latin Americanizai thesis suggests, among other things, that
Latinos with light skin, high education and incolaeels will be positioned as intermediary
“honorary Whites.” Others, particularly those witark skin and “illegal” immigrant status, he
argues, will form part of a “collective Black” grpwalong with native Blacks, and will be
relegated to the bottom of the racial hierarchyniBa-Silva 2004:938).

Much of the theorizing about Latinos being absorinéal the White category is premised
on the notion that Whites will “allow” or acceptftirzos as “honorary Whites.” However, it is
just as important to understand how Latino immiggaubjectively view their identity and racial
status. While honorary White status may grant sonmeigrants certain privileges, it does not
imply full acceptance by the dominant White growfhereas some scholars have argued that
Latino immigrants perceive the social boundaridsvben themselves and Whites as more
permeable than those with U.S. Blacks (McClain.e2@06; Marrow 2009; Lee and Bean 2010),
there is little evidence to suggest that Whites tnglat Latino immigrants of any skin tone or
education level as equals.

Moreover, patterns in Latin@cial identity vary by national origin, making it difficult to

theorize about the racial positioning of Latinosfdeey were a unified, homogenous group. For
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example, a recent analysis of the 2010 Census ligoPand Pastor (2013) show that Cubans
were the group most likely to identify as white @Hercent), with Dominicans as the least
likely, at 29.6 percent. The groups with the highe=centage of individuals who identified as
“Black” were Puerto Ricans and Dominicans. Mexictatissomewhere in between. About half
identified as “White,” at 52.8 percent, while alrhd® percent identified as “some other race.”
Mexicans were also among the groups least likelgeatify as Black.

As new immigrants adapt to U.S. society and obstmwalisparity that exists between
White and Black Americans, many are quick to ldhat disassociating from Blackness is key to
upward mobility. Some scholars argue that the prsipg of Latinos to identify as “White” (and
in some cases, “Other”) is evidence of their mowayafrom Blacks and toward Whites. Frank,
Akresh and Lu (2010) maintain that Latinos iden&i/“Other” in an attempt to avoid the
“discrimination reserved for [Black] racialized romties.” While this may be part of the
explanation, the relationship between Latino raiciehtification and feelings of closeness to
Whites or Blacks has been overstated. Although segyncounterintuitive, identification as
“White” or “Other” on the Census is not proper exide for claims that Latinos are
“Whitening.” For example, Julie Dowling’s (2014 sty of Mexican Americans in Texas (of
which more than 80% marked “White” on the 2010 @eih$ound that many who mark “White”
on the Census would not describe themselves aseWhany other context. Instead, Dowling
adds much needed nuance to understanding Latirad identity by revealing that opting for a
“White” identity was often in response to raciasclimination, and a way of exerting a sense of
belonging as an American, particularly for thosgdimg in border towns looking to distinguish
themselves from Mexican nationals or immigrant n@wers. This contradicts Marrow (2009)

and McClain et al (2006) who argue that Latinositdging as “White” not only feel closer to

101



Whites, but also practice the greatest social Wegtdrom Blacks. Following such logic, we
would expect Mexican immigrants in this study t@eess a sense of commonality with Whites.
Yet, how Mexican immigrants perceive their relasbip to Whites - and Blacks - is largely
shaped by experiences with anti-immigrant discrationfrom Whitesand the racialization of
legal status that restricts their opportunitiessocial mobility.

Latinoracial attitudes toward both Blacks and Whitean also reveal some interesting
insights about where they view their position ia th.S. racial order (Marrow 2009; Forman et
al. 2004; McClain et al 2006; Bonilla-Silva 200@here is some consensus in the literature that
Latinos generally view Blacks more negatively thiagy do Whites. Forman et al (2004)
examined Latinos’ social attitudes and while thiegvg that these attitudes vary by national
origin, they found that Mexicans’ racial attitudesvard Blacks most closely resemble those of
Whites.” Marrow (2009) and McClain et al (2006)t#argue that not only do Latino
immigrants view Blacks negatively, but also expeelssiore favorable views toward Whites
(Marrow, 2009; McClain et al. 2006). While thesediings suggest that immigrant perceptions of
Blacks are intimately tied to their attitudes of Mék, my study shows that immigrant racial
attitudes toward Blacks and Whites are not zero-$legative views toward one group did not
result in positive feelings for the other. Rathemnigrants had very complicated and nuanced
understandings of race that depart from the Blatkt®\paradigm toward a citizen/non-citizen
binary of sorts. Put simply, the main social distion that Mexican immigrants made between
themselves and both Blacks and Whites was bas@danamnicancitizenship statudJ.S. Blacks
and Whites alike were viewed as relatively privddgompared to Mexican immigrants, and

perceived to have very little in common with themigrant struggle.
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Context of Reception, Discrimination, and Racialismmigrant ldentity

Although a majority of studies on Latinos and th&\tolor line look to patterns of racial
classification, identification, and racial attitwleontext of receptionarguably shapes most
directly where Latinos will ultimately be positicthén the racial order. The U.S.’ increasing anti-
immigrant climate and the social and economic estoluof Mexican immigrants in particular
are working to solidify ethnic boundaries betwemmigrants and American citizens. As Massey
and Sanchez (2010:25) argue, immigrant identitieieloping within the context of an
“exceptional degree of anti-immigrant framing andnigrant-isolating boundary work.” As
such, economic, political and social climates arpartant determinants of how immigrants
experience life in the U.S., and therefore, viewirtposition in the racial stratum.

How Mexican immigrants come to view their raciatlaocial status in this society is
determined not only by the treatment they recaigmfthe White majority, but also from Black
Americans. Indeed, Black Americans can exhibit ydmdic and nativist sentiment stemming
from their unique marginalized position in the USandoval 2010). Studies have shown that
some U.S. Blacks, feeling that the U.S. has yéilfdl its promise of granting full citizenship
status to the African American community, havetstgcally drawn on nativist discourse of
citizenship when making claims about which grouggseantitled to resources, jobs, etc., and to
distinguish themselves from undocumented immigré®éndoval, 2010; Carter 2007). U.S.
Blacks facing economic insecurity may especialbl fareatened by immigrants perceived to be
taking “their” jobs (Carter 2007). Indeed, in Mam's (2009) study of Latino immigrants, many
expressed the belief that Black Americans are drega and discriminatory toward Latinos as a
group. Some felt that Blacks treated immigrantsatiggly, noting, “the black race [did] not like

Hispanics very much because they think [immigraats]taking away their jobs” (Marrow
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2009:1049). Marrow concludes that this “competitiotuced ‘discrimination’ facing Latino
immigrants influences how they come to understargl thcial dynamics, and their position in
the racial order.

White Americans, on the other hand, have histdsicabhde different claims about
immigrants’ unworthiness of American citizenshipddave also occupied positions of power
that enabled them to implement racist laws andt émstitutions that reflect these views. Latino
immigrants continue to be viewed as unassimilatmeifiners who threaten the very social and
cultural fabric of “American-ness,” a sentimenttthas only increased due to recent
demographic projections that Latinos are outnunmigevi’hites in some areas. Recent studies are
finding that Latino immigrants perceive the greatiBscrimination from the larger White society
(Jones 2012; Zepeda-Millan and Wallace 2013). Qtleill, argue that the U.S.’ increasingly
hostile anti-immigrant climate is leading to theexgence of a “reactive ethnicity” among Latino
immigrants and their children (Rumbaut 2008; Mamsg¢ Sanchez 2010). Under the current
political climate, Latino immigrants, particularfMexicans, are increasingly subjected to anti-
immigrant policies that signal to immigrant comnties that they are not accepted as part of
American society. How immigrants are received mltlost society and the opportunities they
have to incorporate into civic, economic and pciitilife, speaks volumes to how the racial
boundary making process will unfold.

As Massey and Sanchez (2009) argue, some Latinagirants may come to reject an
“American” identity” in favor of a one that bettesflects the groups’ experience with
racialization. As immigrants continue to experiededy the harsh reality of life as second-class
citizens and blocked opportunities for upward mohimany grow disillusioned with the

prospects of achieving the so-called “American DréaVhile both documented and
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undocumented Mexican immigrants may have once \ddte U.S. as the land of opportunity,
the barriers to upward mobility that many facensfpundly shaping understandings of the U.S.
racial system. Jones’ (2012:72) study of Mexicamigrants in North Carolina reflects this
changing dynamic, stating that many immigrants lorger believe in the promise of upward
mobility through a prism of achievable whitenesseytho longer speak of the American
Dream, but rather of the U.S. as a country witlstohy of racism, of which they are now the
primary targets.” Yet, Jones suggests that thaliaation experiences of Mexican immigrants
lead to a sense of closeness to, and shared rgistatus with, African Americans.

In this chapter, | argue that perceptions of amtinigrant discrimination appear to foster
a separate Latino racial identity that is indepenaé feelings of closeness to Blacks or Whites.
| show how legal status and immigrant perceptidnsmequal access to rights and resources
stemming from broader anti-immigrant discriminatame central to how immigrants construct
meaning about their position in the U.S. racialeord he daily experiences of many Mexican
immigrants in this study are structured by themdtaneously racialized and undocumented
statust’ In turn, the meanings that many associate witlaramequality and discrimination are
framed in contrast to what immigrants perceived¢@bnore privileged life for citizens, whether
Black or White. Immigrants do not readily assocjageceptions of discrimination from Whites
with greater identification with Blacks. This islewrge part because immigrants perceive African
Americans as privileged and more upwardly mobidnthatino immigrants, who, whether
documented or not, express feelings of social exafuand disadvantage due to anti-immigrant

prejudice. Thus, although many immigrants in thislg did not explicitly view Blacks as

12 Only about half of my respondents were undocunterdewever, a majority of legal residents and e f
naturalized citizens expressed similar sentimemtsighow their lives have been shaped by anti-imanig
discrimination. Those who were documented werengferceived to be undocumented. The stigma isastdched
to many former undocumented persons.
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discriminatory toward Latinos, neither did theywiBlacks as being subject to the same barriers
to upward mobility. On the other hand, whereas &were viewed as benevolent toward
Latino immigrants in some cases, they were alsotifiled as the main source of discrimination

against Latinos, both individually and institutidlgaghrough anti-immigrant policies.

The Research Setting: Los Angeles As PrototydeeddtS.” Evolving Racial Order

As a traditional immigrant gateway, Los Angeles alasady become a majority-minority
society. California has undergone some of the nagaonographic transitions that are being
projected for the entire nation, and thereforeihmdications for future national trends. Due to
the long history of Mexican immigration to Los Agg there are unique features that allow for
a more nuanced conceptual and empirical examinafiddexican immigrant and native group
racial dynamics. Los Angeles has a steady repleresh of immigrants as well as a more
established second and third generation. MoredlerMexican origin population can be found
across various neighborhood contexts, from predantiy Latino immigrant, to mixed Black
and Latino communities. Paying attention to anfedénces in these neighborhood dynamics
can shed light on important factors shaping intexag relations, such as physical proximity and
group size.

Whereas studies of “new” Latino immigrant destioa$, particularly the U.S. South,
provide significant insight into the impact of imgmation on the existing Black-White racial
binary, the relative newness of these demograpéinas in the Southern U.S. suggests that
scholarly predictions about emerging U.S. raciatdnichies drawn from this region may be
premature. Scholars interested in predicting theréuof the U.S. racial order — and how it will

be impacted by Latino immigrants — can draw impdrtassons from places like Los Angeles,
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where Latinos are positioned prominently within taeial hierarchy and have long informed

localized perceptions of race and discriminatioyooel the Black-White binary.

DATA AND METHODOLOGY

Analysis for this chapter is limited to the 45 iapth interviews with Mexican
immigrants in Los Angeles. The sample includes {rgh immigrants with more than ten years
in the U.S. (n=30), and recent migrants with thyears or less in the U.S. (n=15). Respondents
were recruited in two Los Angeles regions: South Angeles — a mixed Black and
predominantly Mexican neighborhood — and South EastAngeles — a predominantly Mexican
immigrant region that includes Huntington Park, ha@ate, and Maywood, all neighborhoods
with very few Black residents. These are low-incomerking class communities with crime
rates higher than the county average. This siex8eh aims to highlight the importance of local
context and demographics in shaping immigrant wstdadings of localized racial hierarchies.

All interviews were semi-structured, in-person matews that lasted anywhere from one
to one and a half hours. All were conducted byamor in Spanish (with the exception of one
respondent who preferred to be interviewed in Ehgliand took place in public spaces such as
café’s or the home of respondents. Interview pritosought to capture respondent’s
perceptions of race and racial/ethnic prejudicediadrimination in the U.S. and Mexico,
ethnoracial identity, and their racial encountérany, with Whites, Blacks, and Asians.

Respondents all originated from the central-westegion of Mexico, and varied in skin
color, legal status, gender, and occupation. Thgkaincluded roughly equal number of males
and females, and equal nhumber of respondents mgsidipredominantly Latino neighborhoods

and mixed Black-Latino regions. Among the long-teaspondents, sixteen were undocumented
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and fourteen were documented (ranging from legatlemts to naturalized citizens). Virtually all
of the recent immigrants were undocumented. Itagthvdistinguishing recent newcomers from
long-term immigrants, as individuals with longeaiystn the U.S. had significantly more
experience navigating the host country’s institagioneighborhoods, and social and racial
dynamics. Recent migrants, on the other hand, Wezly to be undocumented and the majority
were struggling to find stable employment and hogissome resided in temporary housing,
including homeless shelters, and were activelyilugpkor day laborer jobs in a local immigrant
worker center at the time of the interview. Conaefly, analyzing the experiences of Mexican
immigrants at varying degrees of the incorporapaoscess can contribute important insight into
how understandings of race and inequality may lapeth by length of stay, degree of
incorporation, and exposure to U.S. society.

Lastly, this chapter places the experiences andreasons of documented and
undocumented adult Mexican immigrants as centrastanalysis of racial dynamics. Mexicans
have been historically — and continue to be - fe@d by broader society as a low status group,
due both to the large proportion of Mexican immigsawith undocumented status, and their
position in the labor market as expendable, “loviestk cheap” laborThe analysis for this
study, then, is drawn from data documenting thaliaed experiences of respondents whose
membership in a highly stigmatized group shapeis iterpretation of individual experiences.
Thus, findings in this study, particularly thoserdmstrating respondents’ views that they are
positioned below Black Americans in the socio-rbliararchy, should be interpreted within this

context.
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FINDINGS
Immigrant Adaptation To “New” Racial Landscape

Almost immediately upon arrival to the U.S., imnagt respondents began a process of
adaptation to U.S. racial norms and practicesialrehcounters with different racial and ethnic
groups in neighborhoods, workplaces and publicepaften became “teaching moments” from
which respondents learned the rules of race im theav society. In this initial process of racial
acculturation, respondents received a racial “ccaghise” that in some cases had lasting impact.

For example, one of the most noticeable featurasrédspondents first noted about the
U.S. racial system was residential segregatiomr Roimigrating from Mexico, Pablo, a
musician who arrived to the U.S. almost twenty gesgo, had envisioned the U.S. as a primarily
“Anglo nation, yet with a sizable Black populatidiiraveling throughout Los Angeles with his
band, Pablo made the observation that differemghimirhoods were characterized by the racial
and ethnic group living there. He recalls, “I neficthat each race had its own neighborhood...I
would ask ‘where do all the Mexicans live?’ andrgeae would say, ‘in East Los Angeles,” and
‘where do Blacks live?’ South Los Angeles and ‘wehdo the Chinese live?’ North of the City.
It was then that | realized all the races livehait own areas.” Pablo always believed that his
first performance in the U.S. would draw a raciallixed audience, exclaiming, “I thought it
was going to be like Carlos Santanas’ concerts @vherplayed for all races.” Instead, “I quickly
learned that | was wrong...there were nothing buiniost my own people, and it appeared that
we were only here to play for them.” Pablo’s obs#ion was a striking one for several reasons.
First, he, like many other long-term immigrantsd leamvisioned the U.S. (and Los Angeles) as a
primarily Anglo society, and was surprised to fthdt immigrant groups from all over the world

formed part of the racial landscape. Secondljlustrates that the lasting effects of residential
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segregation in the U.S. are still visible today &edome readily apparent to immigrants almost

as soon as they set foot in the U.S.

First Encounters with Black Americans

In Mexico, respondents had limited contact, if anigh Americans, particularly Black
Americans. For many, it was not until migratiortiie U.S. that they first encountered a Black
person. This was true for most, regardless of wérdtiey initially settled in a predominantly
Black or Latino neighborhood. While first impregssoeither contradicted or reinforced pre-
migration racial perceptions, some respondentsrifbesttheir “first” cross-racial experience in
the U.S. as having a lasting impact on subsequentsvand behaviors. Manuel, an
undocumented immigrant who has lived in the U.®raen years, emphasized how newly
arriving immigrants are often unfamiliar with thecral dynamics of their new society, saying:

Well sometimes you're among Whites and Blacks akwand you do get scared,

worried. Well,los gabacho$Whites] are racists arlds morenogBlacks] are

gonna rob you or something. And you’re not famildren you first arrive.
Manuel's quote reveals how new immigrants, whoranteyet familiar with life in the U.S. rely
on preconceived racial stereotypes to navigatetlertecs with Blacks and Whites. As discussed
in the previous chapter, these racial tropes @aenafommunicated to respondents prior to
migration in the form of racial remittances. Howeve the U.S., these messages can be
reinforced by more established immigrants whohgirtrole as cultural brokers attempting to
teach newcomers “the ropes” of race relations,begjust as influential in shaping the views of
newcomers.

When asked about their initial encounters with Bain the U.S., many respondents

revealed that they had never been in such closemity to Black Americans prior to migrating.
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Elena, for example, is an undocumented immigrard migrated to the U.S. over twenty years
ago. Upon arriving to Los Angeles, she settledantB Los Angeles and remained there for ten
years before moving to a Mexican neighborhood énSbuth East region. Elena claimed to have
never seen a Black person before coming to the ld fact, she commented that during her time
in Mexico, she never gave much thought to Blackppedas if they didn’t exist.” Elena’s first
encounter with African Americans occurred in a ldaundromat. One evening while doing her
laundry, Elena witnessed two Black customers bnetaka fight. She became frightened and left
the Laundromat before she could finish her lasdl lodaundry. “When | first encountered Black
people, they left a very bad impression on me. Ndweep my distance from them,” she
remarked. Although this experience occurred nearénty years ago, it is clear that it has left a
lasting impression on Elena and her subsequentedesiistance herself from Blacks. Indeed,
scholars have shown that individuals are moreyikelremember negative cross-racial
encounters that reflect dominant stereotypes asubdrses when they resonate with pre-existing
racial perceptions (Roth 2012).

In another example, Patricia recounted that orvéing first evening she arrived to this
country, her sister, who lives in Long Beach anthwthom Patricia was staying, took her to eat
at the local Jack n the Box. They pulled up tofétst food restaurant and noticed two Black
males brawling in the parking lot. To avoid anygydtal conflict, they left and headed to the
McDonalds across the street, when they heard gtmsbming from the Jack n the Box.
Patricia’s sister nervously exclaimed, “No, no, hets just go home. We’re not going out
tonight.” These stories were not uncommon amosgaeadents, most of whom initially settle —
and in many cases, remain — in impoverished, highecregions of Los Angeles in which they

come into contact with Blacks far more frequentigit with Whites. Despite the fact that Elena
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and Patricia were never directly involved in a pbgsencounter with Black persons resulting in
danger or violence, witnessing these acts, espeamlrecent immigrants, left a powerful imprint
on their views of racial dynamics in their new sbgi

As they gain increasing exposure to U.S. societynigrants learned appropriate
etiquette for interacting with different racial ggms in every day life. Sammy, for example,
recalls that prior to migrating, his cousins wheetl in Los Angeles made common references to
African Americans asl6és mayates,’a Spanish word for dung beetle applied as a desnga
term to people with dark skin. Sammy expressedsityi when he first saw Black persons,
saying, “I kept looking at them, it was very intstiag to me.” As an newcomer, however,
Sammy’s cousins specifically advised him to noklabBlack people directly because “it
bothers them and they’ll get angry and insult ydbiie of Sammy’s first jobs was in
construction, where he worked among some AfricareArans. Heeding the advice of his
cousins, Sammy remembers that he would try nairtodnd look at his Black co-workers, or
quickly look away so they would not notice him laad at them. His cousin’s advice, he recalls,
“stayed with him” for a long time and kept him framaking any real attempts at befriending
Black Americans.

As newcomers who are still learning about the naaid practices of a new society,
immigrants tend to rely on the guidance and knogaeaf more established immigrant peers to
navigate their new surroundings. Similar to Samrhpwas introduced to the racial slang
“mayates by his cousins, Patricia quickly learned to use more politically correct term
“morenos”to refer to African Americans. After the Jack e tBox incident, Patricia exclaimed

to her sister, “Hey man, where do you live that poought me to this area with all thessgros
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[Blacks]?” In that moment, her sister quickly warned h&hdt up! Don’t sayegros,say
morenos because hemegrosis a bad word, they [Black Americans] don't like i

These examples highlight how the process of acgunacial knowledge and “learning”
how to interact with different racial groups on fbb and in the neighborhood is a central
feature of immigrant adaptation to their new sqcifrt particular, these observations can have
lasting effects, especially on new arrivals thatehget to be exposed to life outside of poor,
inner city communities or segmented labor markefgen, these understandings were formed in
relation to immigrant perceptions of what it me&mbe Black in urban America.

A key difference regarding immigrant observationd &acial encounters with Blacks
versus Whites was that immigrants in this studyVexg limited physical proximity to Whites,
and therefore shared fewer concrete examplessbfefircounters with Whites, especially
negative ones. In fact, when asked about thetrifiipressions of Whites in the U.S., several
respondents made vague references to the groufhasautright racist or benevolent and kind
toward Mexican immigrants. In other cases, respotsdelated stories of very brief interactions
with White employers or institutional agents sustsahoolteachers or employers and business
owners. Generally, first encounters with Whitesev@escribed as positive and involved a kind,
giving, and friendly White actor. It appears tha tack of residential proximity to Whites
resulted in fewer opportunities to observe daydg-chcial dynamics involving Whites in ways
similar to those involving Blacks.

IMMIGRANT AND NATIVE GROUP INTERACTIONS: BLURRING @GR MAINTAINING
SOCIAL BOUNDARIES?
Immigrants and native groups are constantly eeg@yan on-going process of boundary

work. Daily encounters and interactions in workplmeighborhoods, schools, and churches

113



can inform newcomers’ understanding about whergairtegroups, including ones own, is
situated in the localized racial hierarchy. Immigrand native group interactions in the host
society, particularly those that racialize immigsaas foreigners who don’t belong, or cheap and
exploitable labor, can have the effect of accemgagroup differences. Social interactions with
native Blacks and Whites, therefore can play a nrajle in shaping immigrant identity

formation (Rumbaut 2009). By detailing the naturéhese interactions, this section sheds light
on how structural factors such as residential ggdren, segmented labor markets, and gender,

matter for immigrant understandings of their pasitin the U.S. racial hierarchy.

NEIGHBORHOOD INTERACTIONS
Immigrant “Newcomers” In A Historically Black Neigbrhood

Initially, negative stereotypes and prejudices appe be the dominant lens through
which new immigrants viewed Black Americans. Howegweon after, some began to develop
nuanced understandings that were shaped by perslosaivations of residential segregation,
economic inequality, and discrimination. This istjalarly the case for immigrants who resided
in the more racially diverse South L.A. region, fimmigrant men, who are more likely to work
in jobs outside of their immediate neighborhoods] #or those who generally experienced
varied interactions with Black persons, and U.Sietg more broadly.

Some respondents had purchased their own homesith 5os Angeles, where housing
is relatively affordable compared with other arefthe city. The growing rate of Latino
homeownership in the area has contributed to thedeaphic transition from what was once a
predominantly Black neighborhood to a majority hatcommunity (Pastor et al 2011).

Nonetheless, a few respondents noted that they iivstreet blocks that remain majority Black.
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In these cases, there seemed to be a negotiatwediethe “new” Latinos on the block, and
long-term Black residents. While very few resportderported that they had established
neighborly relations with Black neighbors. Mostpesdents living in South L.A. expressed that
they make an effort to keep things “cordial,” bataly form intimate friendships.

Lucia, an undocumented immigrant who has livedenParamount neighborhood for
over ten years, is one of the few respondentstabksh a deeper relationship with her Black
neighbors. She states in a matter of fact tone:

If I have a tool or something they need, they came ask me for it. If | need something

that I've seen that they have, I'll also ask. fitsssible to live without the racism, without

the fear and the things that people say about thévhen they have parties they bring
me a plate of food, like barbeque. And that's hayet to know what kind of food they
eat.
While increased interactions appeared to fosteatgrdamiliarity and trust among some
respondents, very few seemed to engage in typaghhorly interactions, such as borrowing a
cup of sugar or visiting for a friendly chat.

Most commonly, respondents in South L.A. were dghle in their efforts to maintain
friendly relations with their Black neighbors, remained somewhat distant. Luz Maria, a
native of Sinaloa, Mexico, migrated to the U.S.raveenty years ago. Upon arriving, she moved
in with her sister, who lived in an apartment coexpgh what Luz Maria describes as “a Black
area where Latinos could be counted with one hafsl 4 new immigrant, Luz Maria did not
leave her home much, except for the occasionatdrtpe corner liquor store. Her sister
cautioned Luz Maria to be cordial but keep herasisé from Blacks, saying, “If they say ‘hi’ to
you, you reply with ‘hi" and nothing more.” Luz Mardisliked that some Black people near her

home “used a lot of drugs...and were always theng add night, smoking [marijuana] outside

the liquor store.” In her words, “they never digrested” her, however, she did not like living in
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a “Black neighborhood” because “they smoked mamiguall day.” Luz Maria eventually moved
out of her sister's apartment and rented a hontleersame neighborhood, where she maintained
a similarly cordial but distant relationship witkricurrent Black neighbors.

In South Los Angeles, immigrants had the addifitmaden of negotiating their status,
both as immigrant “foreigners” and as newcomerssehgery presence has changed the
character of what was once a majority Black neighbod. Commenting on these dynamics,
Pablo, a legal resident explains:

They [Black Americans] learn to accept us becauseann their midst. Because us

Mexicans, or Latinos, we forgot that we are buyaog homes in what has been their

grandparents’ for their entire lives. This bloclslaways been theirs. This block is

theirs. Even if | buy this house, I'm living in da8k neighborhood. I'm not buying in a

Latino neighborhood. And we tend to forget thatelknown a lot of new [Latino]

neighbors who don’t talk to Blacks. They may badiag outside and they don’t talk

with them, don't greet them. Or if a Black persoaals them, some Mexicans won'’t

respond.

Pablo shared an example of a Central American womenbought a property on the block and
fought continuously with her Black neighbors, utitiéy had had enough and one day “keyed her
truck and slashed her tires.” Pablo’s perspectiag itatino immigrants should be conscious of
the fact that they are in someone else’s neighlmatiieas expressed by a few other respondents,
who made references to South L.A. adarfio negra” This illustrates the complicated nature

of immigrant and native Black relations in an anedergoing major demographic transition, and
reveals immigrants’ nuanced understandings of essidl segregation. If despite being
homeowners, immigrants feel that their neighborhdoels not belong to them, or that Blacks
have more claim to it because they have lived tlwerger and/or are citizens, this may affect
how immigrants understand their position within kbealized social and racial hierarchy. In

other words, some immigrant homeowners in histdyiéack neighborhoods believed that

they were viewed as outsiders and foreigners whlonbareal claim to their neighborhood.
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The Relative Absence of White Neighbors in BlackLatino Immigrant Neighborhoods

White Americans, in contrast, were nearly invisiloiéhe neighborhood context where
most respondents lived. This explains why mostoredpnts reported having limited interactions
with Whites, and in scenarios where they did, therahelming majority involved unequal
power relations between white employers and immigigborers. When asked about his opinion
of White Americans, Martin, a long-term undocumeritamigrant, noted the lack of contact:

What I've lived, I've never had a bad experiencényjWhites] that’'s why | can say that

they're good people. If you ask someone who hasahaall experience they're gonna tell

you that they’re bad people. Each person has ardiit story, depending on your way of
living. | don’t have anything to say about [Whitesyen though | don’t have much
contact.
Although Martin pointed out that he had never hdxd experience with a White person, and
that he believed them to be good people, he adititi he rarely comes into contact with
Whites.

Scholars have theorized that physical proximitglgetio greater contact and is more
likely to foster positive associations betweenatéht racial and ethnic groups (Oliver and Wong
2003). As the contact theory goes, Mexican immitgavho live close to Blacks in South Los
Angeles should exhibit greater familiarity and triiean those who live in majority Latino
neighborhoods. The theory would further supportibigon that immigrant respondents, who
have very limited physical proximity to Whites, wdyperceive Whites negatively. Yet, findings
indicate that despite reporting few interactionsmigrants have developed far more varied
perceptions of Whites than they have toward Blacksging from the perception that Whites are
friendly toward Mexicans immigrants to vehementhyieammigrant. | argue that it is precisely

the lack of meaningful interactions with Whitesttban explain why respondents reported far

fewer instances of discrimination from Whites ttiédacks. In other words, greater physical
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proximity to Blacks in this case, merely providedmmopportunities to experience encounters

that immigrants interpreted as negative interastiith Blacks.

RACE AT WORK: INTERACTIONS IN THE WORKPLACE
Immigrants and Black Americans

In their study of Black and Latino relations anerebtypes, Mindiola et al. (2002) found
that Latino immigrants, particularly those who entev wage jobs in the informal economy, had
less contact with African Americans than did th¢i.-born counterparts. Whereas today Latino
immigrants are more likely to work side-by-side &da&Americans in meat and poultry plants in
the South (Gordon and Lenhardt 2008), very fewardpnts in Los Angeles reported engaging
in regular interactions with Blacks while on théjd his may be due to the racialized segmented
labor market in which Mexican immigrant laborere aoncentrated in low-wage employment
such dishwashers and cooks, factory workers, amel gabs in the informal economy, including
gardening, street vending and domestic work.

In the few instances where respondents reportehgpavteractions with Blacks on the
job, immigrants described the situation in wayg thdicated that African Americans had a
superior position to immigrant workers. For examplatricia, the only respondent to report
having worked for a Black employer, was hired terapty as a domestic worker by a woman
running a home cleaning service. Patricia was $ssahe woman in cleaning a large home in
Manhattan Beach, an upper class White neighborHooten dollars an hour. Upon arriving to
the home, Patricia was asked to clean the kitdha&ttrooms, and floors throughout the house.
According to Patricia, she spent the next few haleaning, while the woman, who was

supposed to do some of the cleaning herself, “sfpenivhole time on the phone” and then
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proceeded to accuse Patricia of not working haoligh. Infuriated, Patricia demanded her pay
for the hours she worked, exclaiming to the woniadon’t want to work with you anymore!”
Although at first the employer appeared “polite &mehdly,” Patricia felt that the woman
exploited her labor by making her do all the wavkjle paying her a small portion of the profits.
This experience reinforced the racial trope thaicB$ are “lazy” and in this case, hire
undocumented immigrants to do the hard work they tire not willing to do themselves.

The stereotype of the “lazy” Black worker also agmeel in situations where immigrant
laborers held a similar status to their fellow Bl@ao-worker. Raul, a baker in a local Mexican
bakery, works with primarily Latino co-workers. Tlast time an African American worked in
the bakery, he did not last longer than a few welksing that baking bread is “is a tough job.
You have to wake up very early, sometimes at 3auth veork with really hot ovens,” Raul
commented that Black Americans cannot toleratekinid of labor because “they don't like to
work hard.” Although Raul got along well with théaBk man, who “did good work,” his
observation that the overwhelming majority of corkers are Latino immigrant and that his
former Black co-worker “didn’t hang” reinforced thetion that American citizens have the
privilege to refuse putting up with difficult workg conditions. Several respondents expressed
that hard labor is reserved for the largely undoent®d immigrant population who face severe
restrictions in the labor market and are theretaiting to tolerate these conditions.

In a different workplace scenario involving Blackite-collar worker, Veronica, an
undocumented immigrant who arrived to the U.S. cwenty years ago, found that her
preconceived stereotype of Blacks as dangerouspdisd after she encountered what she
describes as a charming businessman at her job:

‘One day when | was at work as | came downstaitsaie some coffee there was
morenitowell dressed in a suit and tie, really well drelsaed very handsome for sure,
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and his colored eyes, | said ‘a Black man with gregeen eyes. Wow how pretty’ and

then he started talking to me and | was youngdh'diknow English so | didn’t

understand what he said to me. And ever sinceltd&m’t have any more fear.”
This excerpt highlights two important points. Fitste quote illustrates the relevance of social
status, gender and workplace dynamics in shapm@akure of inter-racial interactions.
Veronica was working in the warehouse of a shipgmgpany when she came into contact with
what might have been a businessman in a suit. 88¢dike Veronica, several respondents
expressed some form of fear related to being aimemigrant and coming into contact with
Blacks for the first time. This may very well béear of the unknown rather than the expression
of anti-Black sentiment. That her fear subsidedrdier first interaction with a “charming”
African American man indicates that the natureaafia interactions with Blacks in the U.S. is
important in determining the degree to which imrargs feel a sense of familiarity with Blacks.
As indicated above, this is not always the cask Wihites, with whom social interaction was
not necessary for immigrants to view them positivel

While the examples above serve to illustrate ceffie type of interactions between
immigrants and Black Americans in the labor markeitn cordial relations to exploitation,
workplace interactions of any kind were far and festween. This may be due to the nature of
low-wage undocumented labor, which tends to comaeniMexican immigrants in jobs where
the great majority of co-workers are immigrant tlorécs, not Black Americans. Moreover,
several respondents, particularly very recent miggrand some female homemakers, were

unemployed and searching for work, or not in thmtamarket during the time of the interview.
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Immigrant Laborers, White Employers

Given the relative absence of Whites in resporgderighborhoods, the most common
scenario where immigrants came into direct contattt \WWhites on a somewhat consistent basis
was in the context of work and labor. Generallyaieg, however, immigrants experienced very
limited contact with Whites. In fact, a majority mfspondents who work reported having non-
Anglo employer§'. Rosario, a long-term immigrant, sums up the Eahihature of inter-group
relations with Whites quite astutely, saying:

Well, more than anything, Mexicans and Whites dbave relations with each other.

Many times it's related to issues with work. Be@aapposedly Mexicans come to

invade the United States, the White man’s coungd that'’s a lie, because the United

States has gained a lot from the immigrant...thezendnites who, like | said, are

friendly. And there are Whites who also help MergaBut its always, and only, when

Mexicans are serving Whites.
Although several respondents felt that some White® racist and expressed anti-immigrant
prejudice, these statements were usually quahfigll the clarification that “not all Whites are
bad people.” In discussing personal interactiorth Whites, some respondents noted that
Whites who are racist are not representative oft¥ghas a group. It should be noted that this
qualifier was not necessarily applied to discussigarding perceptions of Black’s
discrimination toward Latino immigrants.

The degree to which immigrant respondents cameciotact with different racial and
ethnic groups outside the neighborhood appearbd toghly structured by the gendered
dynamics of labor. The majority of men with jobsrked in the public sphere. Many held jobs

that required them to travel longer distances ftbeir neighborhoods and interact with a greater

variety of people than did their female counterpdrt some cases, immigrant perceptions of

1 Most commonly, respondents reported having emptogeAsian, Jewish, or Arab and Middle Eastern
backgrounds, who often operated as business owners.
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White racial attitudes were just as much, if norenanfluential in shaping their views on racial
discrimination than did their experiences with Bisic

To summarize, in this section, | examined how Maxieanmigrants learn to navigate
race upon arriving to the U.S. | detail how theunatof immigrants’ first racial encounters with
native groups in the U.S. “teaches” immigrants alhé&. social hierarchies related to race,
residential segregation, and labor. | demonstrated neighborhood context could structure the
nature and frequency of inter-racial relations hstiat immigrants who reside in South Los
Angeles come into the most contact with Black Amreans, and the majority of respondents
experience few, if any, meaningful interactionshwivhites in their neighborhoods. With respect
to immigrants and their Black neighbors, | showmat &lthough cordial relations are common,
they tend to be more superficial than relationfwiher Latinos in the same neighborhood.
Interactions with Whites tended to take place en¢bntext of unequal power (labor) relations in
which White employers benefit from the exploitatmiimmigrant laborers. Combined, these
day to day experiences inform newcomers’ understgrabout where certain groups, including
ones own, is situated in the localized racial hidrg. These on-going processes of boundary
work, particularly those that racialize immigraatsforeigners whose purpose is to serve the
U.S. economy as a source of cheap and exploitabte,| can accentuate racial differences
between immigrants and native groups.
REARTICULATING THE U.S. RACIAL HIERARCHY: ILLEGALITY AND THE MAKING
OF A RACIALIZED IMMIGRANT IDENTITY

Sociologists have long theorized that immigrantetidentity will be weakened over
time, as groups experience gradual assimilatidh. & society. Massey and Sanchez (2010),

however, argue that groups with a history of disad&ge, particularly those with an enduring
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stigma attached to their ethnoracial status sut¢heaMexican origin population, develop a
strong immigrant identity that solidifies, rathbah loosens, social boundaries. Legal status and
immigrant perceptions of blocked social mobilitgrsiming from anti-immigrant laws, policies,
and prejudice are central to how immigrants comstmeaning about their position in the U.S.
racial order. Findings presented in this sectiaviogle support for the emergence of a racialized
immigrant identity that rests on the view that antmigrant discrimination is a major social
problem targeting Mexicans in the U.S. As | shdws teads to immigrant understandings of
their racial position as disadvantagethtiveto bothBlacks and Whitesvho are viewed as
privileged due to their citizenship status. Inmigsabelieved that as “true” Americans, Whites,
and Blacks similarly occupied a higher social sdahan documented and undocumented
immigrants.

In the first part, | illustrate the ways in whiahmnigrants construct meaning about their
socioracial status in relation to Blacks in the \Sgecifically, | analyze immigrant perceptions
of discrimination from Blacks toward Latino immigra, as well as any expressions of
commonality or a shared minority status with Bladkéemonstrate that although some
immigrants view Blacks through the lens of sterpaigl racial tropes characterizing Blacks as
lazy, on welfare, aggressive, etc., many nonetbgdesition Black Americans above Mexican
immigrants, as Blacks are perceived to occupy tndisadvantage due to their presumed
citizenship status. As such, | argue that legalistahapes immigrants’ construction of native
Blacks as occupying a distinctly privileged soait#tus, and that this is an important factor
influencing immigrants’ views that they do not sharcommon plight with Blacks as racial
minorities. Moreover, while findings show some soipor the construction of social

boundaries between Mexican immigrants and Africameficans, this appears to be partly
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informed by immigrant experiences with social andr@mic barriers due to legal status, and
resulting perceptions that Black Americans enjogatitlement to rights and resources that are
systematically denied to immigrants. In other wordsher than merely a strategy to achieve
social mobility by moving away from Blackness athaser to Whiteness, the social boundaries
immigrants are constructing between themselvesBdaxk Americans are largely constructed
around a distinction between American citizens iamdigrant foreigners.

In the second part of this section, | analyze hmmigrants construct meaning about
their social status in relation to White Americaniirther highlight some important differences
in respondents’ understandings of their socialtpmsvis-a-vis Whites, relative to Blacks.

Lastly, | show how in contrast to studies suggestirat social boundaries between immigrants
and Whites are blurring or perceived by immigraagsnore permeable than boundaries between
themselves as Blacks (Marrow 2009; McClain 200&9pondents in this study viewed Whites as
the main perpetrators of anti-immigrant sentimert discrimination, (both at the individual and

institutional level).

Black Americans: The Privilege of Citizenship amditement to Rights and Resources
Immigrant status emerged as a key social distindhat Mexican immigrants construct

between themselves and Black Americans. For examplen discussing the inequalities faced

by Latino immigrants, and whether there were anyilarities to the injustices faced by Black

Americans, Pablo states, “It's not the same becthesmajority of [African Americans] are

American citizens, and the majority of us [Mexieammigrants] are not citizens. That is the

main difference.” In fact, Pablo is of the opinithiat Black and White Americans share a greater

commonality than do Blacks and Latinos, sayingBlack American is North American in his
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way of thinking. You see his North American-nedterted. It could be a white person, a Black
person, but it's a North American.” By making swchktark contrast between a “North American
way of thinking” and a Latino way of being, Pabtientifies Anglo culture — and the citizenship
status inherent in it - as the very essence tiséinduishes Black and White Americans from
Mexican immigrants. This was further made evidgnPhblo’s expression of commonality with
Afro-Latin American immigrants, who, despite di#eces in racial ancestry or phenotype, were
nonetheless viewed as “fellow Latinos” and thusetdo mestizo Mexicans than are Black
Americans.

A small minority of respondents reported that thay been targets of anti-immigrant
discrimination from Blacks. Those who did tendeddf@rence interactions with institutional
actors such as government employees or bureauagsids in the Department of Motor
Vehicles, their children’s schools, hospitals, arslirance or social welfare agencies, to name a
few. Although there were few concrete examplesfoicAn Americans discriminating against
Latinos, Tomas, a long-term legal resident, desdridn encounter with a Black police officer
that he interpreted as racial discrimination:

One time | had a car accident and the person witadwas a Black lady. She hit me

and damaged my car really badly and so we callegdtice and he came and wrote the

report and there | saw that they play favoritedhwhieir own race. The cop was a Black
man and supposedly he wrote the report but he éavoer side more, his own race, and
put them blame on me and she was the one who hit me
According to Tomas, he was wrongfully accused ofsgag the car accident simply because he
was Latino, and the police officer was “playingdates with [his] own race.” His opinion that

the driver received favorable treatment becaus@dkiee officer chose to “side with his race”

was interpreted as an act of racial discriminabigrBlacks against Latinos.
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Elena, a long-term immigrant living in South Gdielieves that Blacks harbor anti-
immigrant sentiment, particularly when immigrants stereotypically viewed as taking
resources that do not rightfully belong to thenertal explains:

Supposedlylbs morenossay or are of the opinion that we Mexicans coruoetjis

country] to live off of the government, on welfared all that, and one sees that

truthfully, they are the ones who live off of th8b | do feel that there is a huge barrier

between the two races.
Elena reports having very little interaction witkaBks the entire fifteen years she has lived in
the U.S. However, the relationship she describesésrife with tension due to Blacks’
perceptions of immigrants as a threat to theireslovaluable resources. Elena’s quote,
however, also reveals how immigrants at times asl@peotypes commonly used in anti-
immigrant discourse to characterize Black Americasm$azy and on welfare. Most interestingly,
when asked directly if she had ever been discritathly Blacks, Elena replied, “no.” This
suggests that her opinion that Blacks expressimntiigrant sentiment does not easily translate
into the belief that Blacks discriminate againsimigrants. It is noteworthy that Elena also
exemplifies what can best be described as an iresbismigrant experience, as she has
relatively little exposure to the host society, itsrher interactions to co-ethnics and spends the
majority of her time within her ethnic enclave. Asiousewife who makes a living caring for a
small child in her home, Elena lacks the type giasure and proximity that other immigrants
have to different racial and ethnic groups, palidy Blacks.

Perceptions of anti-immigrant discrimination frorfaéks commonly stemmed from
observations or experiences of unequal treatmeatvatiempting to access government
resources. Carolina explains:

A lot of the times you can see the discriminatidmew you go ask for aid, like Medical

and all that. You do see the discrimination. Theysdy deny Mexicans more often when
it comes to help from the U.S. government...they degiping Mexicans more than
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gabachos, morenos, chindbat’s for sure! And one has to keep navigatogttiem to
give you something.

Like Carolina, several respondents, particularly tihdocumented, described scenarios where
they felt they were disadvantage in terms of tblcked access to resources and goods. In one
example, William, who had migrated to the U.S. aoe year ago, noted that Blacks in the U.S.
are distinctly privileged due to the “help” theyt @m the government in the form of welfare.
As an interesting take on the stereotype of they‘laelfare recipient,” William believes that
African Americans no longer suffer any major injoss because as former slaves, they are tired
of working hard, and a “law” was enacted by theeggoment in order to compensate them for
the all the hard labor they were subjected to. Wittils perspective is grossly misinformed,
taken together with the understanding that Mexiogamigrants are allowed in the U.S. only
when their labor is needed, suggests that immigremstruct their racial status in the U.S. as
distinct not only from the dominant White groupt laiso from that of Black Americans.

A clear social boundary between immigrants anaBRmericans was drawn around the
notion that Blacks are distinctly advantaged duthéir U.S. citizen status, which undocumented
immigrants lack. Thiselative privilegeis evidenced in Alonso’s explanation of the main
difference between the two groups, commentingdkatitizens, Blacks “have all the power
[they need] to accomplish many things, but theldmy to do so, whereas for Mexicans, it's due
to lack of opportunity.” In this quote, Alonso appe to acknowledge the limited social and
economic mobility facing both groups, yet attritauteis to differences in the behavior of Blacks
(laziness) versus the structural barriers (lackpfortunities due to legal status) that Mexicans
experience. This further illustrates the centradityegal status not only in structuring the livads
immigrants, but also in shaping respondents’ uridedings of their position in the U.S. racial

hierarchy, and thus their construction of Latinesahird, separate racial(ized) group.
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White Americans, a Hostile Context of Receptiond, Racializing Immigrant Status

In contrast to how they viewed Black Americans, ynegspondents described White
Anglos as the “true” American people who view Meidmmigrants as a major threat to the
social and cultural fabric of “their” country. Wb were clearly marked as the group occupying
the top position in the U.S. racial hierarchy, arete commonly associated with positions of
power including business ownership, employers, gowent officials and policymakers, and an
array of other institutional agents. A majorityre6pondents expressed the opinion that
Mexicans as a group were not welcomed in the &l that Whites played a major role in
creating a hostile context of reception. The asgmn with Whites as the driving force behind
the nation’s increasingly anti-immigrant climatendze further contrasted to respondent’s
narratives about Black Americans. Examples of Bdaek anti-immigrant or discriminatory
toward Latinos rarely, if ever, rested on the notieat this is “their country” or that Blacks as a
group are the perpetuators of restrictionist imuatigin policy.

Spanish language media like Univision televisiagddy influenced respondent’s views
that conservative politicians, many of whom are #&hare vehemently anti-immigrant.
Mainstream news outlets regularly characterize EeEximmigrants as criminal “illegal aliens”
invading the U.S. Many respondents were awareagntedevelopments in immigration law and
local ordinances, such as the Sensenbrenner B#43R that would have criminalized
immigrants or anyone “harboring” undocumented mrmggaReferencing Arizona’s controversial
immigration law of 2010, SB 1070, which mandateat @l persons suspected of being
undocumented provide proof of citizenship upon esfjirom authorities, Carla, a recent

immigrant from Mexico City, commented:
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I've heard that, for example, how [immigrants] tneated in Arizona and in Texas. How
they spend their time hunting people, shooting tkemn like they were animals...It's
convenient that Mexicans come to do the work they don’t want to do. But there are
others that aresally racist.
Although Carla did not explicitly mention Whitesréhg her discussion of the harsh immigration
laws and violent treatment of Mexican immigrantshat U.S.-Texas border, it is apparent that
she equatesAmericanoswith Anglo Americans-> Moreover, she appears to make a distinction
between Whites who look favorably upon Mexican faip® who fill jobs that are undesirable to
Americans, and those that are outright racist. I8nhgi when asked if she believes a particular
group is most prejudice against Mexican immigraktsnica, a long-term documented
respondent states, “I sagl ‘gringo, el AmericandBecause you see it in the news, the laws, that
they put all the blame on Latinos. ‘Something’s mg®’ It was Latinos.” Some discussions of
U.S. racism were grounded on the fact that WhiteeAcans have historically discriminated
against non-white groups based merely on Whitesireléo maintain dominance.

Immigrant respondents felt that anti-immigrant pdége was a symptom of a broader
culture of racism against the general Mexican-argppulation. When asked whether they felt
they had ever experienced discrimination of anyllsimce arriving to the U.S., some
respondents brought up larger discussions of Wadsm targeted at Mexicans. Maura
explained:

To me it's betweenel gringo’ with the Mexicans. How can | explain? | have nevad a

problem. I've never felt discriminated against. Bdb believe that there is some racism

from ‘gringos against Mexicans.

As the interview progressed, Maura expressed thignsent that White “racists” did not look

down upon Black Americans the way they did Mexicauggesting that her understanding of

12 Mexicans at times use the term “Americano” wheeméng to any person born in the United Statesluiding
Whites, Blacks, and co-ethnics. However, it's nemshmon usage applies to White Americans, or “WAglo”
culture.
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racism in the U.S. stems from observations of Véhiteatment of Mexicans. Note that Maura
reports having never been discriminated againstopailly. Rather, what shaped her belief that
racism exists is her membership in the highly sained Mexican immigrant category.

Mario, an undocumented long-term immigrant from tBdtast Los Angeles, suggested
that Latino immigrants are victims of racism primhabecause of their racialized status as
undocumented immigrants. He explains, “in the wtake, the simple fact that you're Latino
they treat you poorly. And then...well, sometimeg¢hare family members who are legalized
and others are not, and there always exists thamavhen people are not legal here. They take
advantage of Latinos, they treat them poorly.”dotf an overwhelming majority of immigrant
respondents felt that discrimination based on pnesli(il)legal status is a major problem
affecting their livelihoods and well-being. Mariajsiote suggests that immigrants come to
understand their group status as low in the rdweahrchy, and that issues of illegality construct
Mexicans as a highly stigmatized group.

The sentiment that simply being Mexican was caas@dor treatment by Whites was a
common theme among respondents, who were at timds o feel as if they did not belong in
the country. Alonso migrated to the U.S. approxehabne year prior to the time of the
interview. As a very recent migrant, he found tenappwork passing out flyers for a local
business in what he described as White neighboshttwdughout Los Angeles. As he canvassed
the neighborhoods, he often felt that homeownertéd him as a public nuisance. A couple of
times, Whites in the neighborhood would see hinragghing their home, peer out their
windows, and signal him to keep off their property:

Just the simple fact of being Latino, they dorKelthat you're in their neighborhoods,

outside their homes. Or sometimes they don’t euemtb look at you. I've experienced
that...They look at us like we’re invading their coyn They yell it out in all directions,
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that they pay higher taxes because of us immigrémaswe’re the ones who are
destroying this country.

When asked whether she believed racism exist®ittB., Sandra, a long-term immigrant,
quickly answered, “yes,” explaining that she hasoead that when immigration raids occur,
“they only take the people who are Latino. You da&e that they take other type of people
more than Latinos, so yeah, there is discriminatiés | probed further by asking whether she
believed that a particular racial group was thetrdecriminatory toward immigrants, Sandra
did not hesitate to say “Whites.”

In an explicit comparison between White and Blaadism toward Mexican immigrants,
Lucia, who resides in a mixed Black and Latino hbimrhood, commented:

Here in this country you do see discrimination agaihe Mexican immigrant. Here |

have seen that kind of racism. In Mexico, in rgalithaven’t. But in this country, a

majority of the time | think there is more racisrarh el gabachahan from elmoreno
Lucia was one of few respondents to explain a sehkeked fate with Black Americans as
sharing the burnt of White racism. She continugghsg “it’'s the same thing...Blacks also are
very discriminated against in this country.” Luéédt as though many Whites think lowly of
Mexicans and Blacks, noting that the absence oft&®hn her neighborhood is evidence that
they want to remain segregated from Blacks anchbati
DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSION: IS EVIDENCE OF A RACIALI ZED IMMIGRANT
IDENTITY CREATING A THIRD RACIAL GROUP?

Record numbers of detention and deportations hegeipd undocumented immigrants,
causing individuals and entire communities to gthier into the shadows of society (Golash-
Boza 2006; Massey and Sanchez 2009). In this Chdtave argued that immigrant’s
experiences with, and perceptions of, anti-immigdascrimination are central to how they

construct meaning about their position in the WaSial order. Upon arrival to the U.S.,

131



immigrants begin the process of adaptation to ts society’s racial system. Here, many learn
the “rules of race” and appropriate etiquette fweiacting with Blacks, Whites, and others.
While for many, migration to the U.S. signals tHewst experience as a racial minority in a
dominant White society, it also comes with the &ddal stigmatized status of (“illegal”)
immigrant.

The widespread national attention and controvevgy onmigration reform effectively
places issues of legal status and social excldssom and center in the lives of respondents. This
in turn serves as a constant reminder to immigridnatisthey hold a uniquely disenfranchised
position due to their simultaneously racialized onity and immigrant “foreigner” status. As the
findings indicate, respondent’s day-to-day expexsnwith the U.S. racial system were highly
structured by their presumed illegaliiregardless of their actual immigrant status. Naized
citizens who are homeowners and have lived in t& ldnger than Mexico expressed
sentiments similar to undocumented respondentstditoouthey believed their lives continue to
be shaped by anti-immigrant discrimination. Tho$®were by all standards “incorporated”
into the host society’s institutions and socia ifonetheless felt the brunt of the burden of
belonging to a highly stigmatized group.

Anti-immigrant discrimination continues to be a pragocial issue restricting immigrant
opportunities, both for undocumented and legalir@digrants. This leads to immigrant views
of themselves as occupying a social position belaw of Black and White U.S. citizens.
Although immigrant perceptions of native Blacksigdrsomewhat from those of Whites,
African Americans were viewed first and foremostrembers of a privileged, upwardly mobile

group precisely because they held the extremelgteovstatus of “American citizen.”

13 Just over half of respondents reported being undeated.
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Whereas Jones (2012) has highlighted the importahcentext in determining
immigrant racial attitudes, she makes the caseMieaican immigrants express feelings of
closeness with Black Americans, due to perceptibasthe groups share similar experiences
with racial discrimination by the dominant white joraty. Marrow, (2009:1052), on the other
hand, has argued that immigrants perceive AfricareAcans as prejudiced against Latino
immigrants, which can “foster resentment, stereiotyjand social distancing [from immigrants]
in return.” Together, these studies reveal the mamae of localized racial and political contexts
in shaping immigrant and native group relations.

My findings contribute to theorizing about the tadaship between the growing Mexican
immigrant population and native Blacks and Whitdgd that experiences with racialization
and social exclusion — including immigrant awarenafsthe historical racial oppression of
Blacks - does not, on its own, prove to be suffitia fostering a sense of linked fate with Black
Americans among Mexican immigrants in Los AngeRsther, it appears that the main
distinction immigrants make between themselvesAfridan Americans is their association of
Blacks with an inherent “American-ness” that imnaigis do not readily identify with. This
foreigner-citizen distinction was central to imnagt’s beliefs that Blacks, although also
discriminated by the White majority - are not sabj® the same barriers to upward mobility
facing immigrant groups. The extent to which imnaigfis are erecting social boundaries between
themselves and Blacks (and Whites) may be more@detionary response to the rejection they
experience from American society, rather than k& tdgerceived commonality with Blacks, or a
deliberate strategy to disassociate from Blacki@sshieve upward mobility as some might

suggest.

133



Respondents, whether documented or not, expressidds of social exclusion and
disadvantage, which they attributed to a pervaanteimmigrant social climate. Thus, although
many immigrants in this study did not explicitlyew Blacks as discriminatory toward Latinos,
neither did they view Blacks as being subject ®tame barriers to upward mobility. Situating
Blacks on the “other side” of the citizenship boandled to the placement of both Blacks and
Whites above Mexican immigrants in the U.S. racraler. The construction of a citizen/foreign
distinction was further shaped by immigrants’ opmthat White Americans exert their power
and dominance by creating a hostile context ofp®ae for Mexican immigrants. This context
in turn creates the conditions that prevent manyignants from achieving social mobility and
incorporation in to U.S. society.

These findings suggest that respondents’ interpoetaf discrimination stems from a
sense of a collective identity based on a racidlisemigrant status, as respondents expressed
that immigrants as a group were subject to thisifof discrimination, independent of having
personally experienced discrimination, or regalEsammigration status. This reasoning is in
line with scholars who suggest that increased péiares of discrimination from mainstream
(White) society are associated with greater ideatifon as a separate Latino racial category
(Zepeda-Millan and Wallace 2013; Golash-Boza andtpa008). Findings from the Mexican
immigrant case may provide further evidence forttjgothesis that Latinos more generally are
being incorporated as a third, separate nonwhaeidt” group. These trends are likely to

continue in the face of increasing racializatiorMexican immigrants.
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CHAPTER 5
CONCLUSION: RACE, IMMIGRATION AND THE U.S.” EVOLVIN G RACIAL
ORDER

A central aim of this study has been to understaowd Mexican immigrant constructions
of race, racialization, identity, and inter-gro@bations with racial “others” change in the
process of transnational migration and incorporatmU.S. society. Drawing on seventy-five in-
depth interviews with non-migrant Mexicans in JadisMexico and recent and long-term
immigrants in Los Angeles, California, | argue tbatlerstanding some of the key mechanisms
affecting the choices immigrants make when negogatcial encounters — and their social
position in the U.S. racial hierarchy - requirgsamsnational framework that systematically
examines racial conceptions “here and there.” \With work, | hope to impel scholars of race to
reflect more on the consequences of circulatoryatign flows for localized racial hierarchies
in immigrant sending and receiving societies.

While scholars interested in Mexican immigrant engreces with racialization have
tended to focus almost exclusively on the U.S.alntain that some knowledge of Mexico’s
racial system and social order is critical for ayanced scholarly interpretations of how
immigrants make sense of race in the receivingetpdMexican immigrants originate in a
society where social class status is often deenwd important than racial and ethnic difference
is determining one’s life chances. In a nation #wively sought to build a racially homogenous
citizenry through nationalist racial ideologiesnoéstizajeskin color factors in more
prominently than “race” in how far one can climle $ocial and economic ladder in Mexico. The
racial context in Western-Central Mexico, whergomxlents originated, is one in which

meaningful interactions with Blacks are nearly rexmstent and where Blackness is made
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invisible in nationalist racial discourse. For mamygration to the U.S. marks the very first time
they interact with Black Americans, with whom theyme to share a racialized minority status.
As immigrants look to lay down roots in their negciety, they undergo a process of adaptation
to U.S. social and racial norms and practices.ohsifiners in a dominant White societygstizo
immigrants experience a shift from enjoying theviege of being the numerically dominant
ethnoracial group in their society, to confrontargincreasingly hostile anti-immigrant nation
that relegates Mexicans to an inferior and crimfilidgal alien” status.

Yet, a transnational approach, which requiresdasa be collected on multiple units,
scales and scopes of analysis (Levitt 2010:2)pleas missing in scholarly theorizing about
immigrant experiences with the U.S. racializatioogess (Kim 2008:243). As our lives are
embedded in an ever-increasing global system eféohnected communication and
transportation networks, economic markets, socidtural, and political elements, scholars of
race and immigration will have to account for h@ansnationalism may be changing the way
we study social phenomena. One of the most ob\aspscts of how transnational migration is
changing U.S. society in the last thirty years lb@sn what some scholars have referred to as the
“Browning” of America.

Increasingly, Latino cultural values, traditionadandeed, racial ideologies and
discourses, are influencing the lives of thoséneW.S. Scholars interested in U.S. emerging
racial and social hierarchies, therefore, mustgaize the increasing necessity to understand
localized race relations within a transnationaltegt) as racial ideologies have long “traveled”
with immigrants and have social, political, andtatdl implications for the host society. While
significant variations exist within as well as beem nations, as different regions have distinct

processes of racial formationtransnational racializatiorframework would allow for the
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possibility that conceptions of race originatind-etin America may have significant
implications for contemporary race relations in th&., particularly between Latino immigrants

and native Whites and Blacks.

Summary of Findings

Chapter 1 outlines the central aims of my project and segat within the relevant
literatures on comparative race and ethnicity, igration, and transnationalism. | also detail my
research methods and datdapter 2 examines the research question: in a nation tide$
itself as a unified mestizo nation, how do Mexicanderstand, define, and experience
discrimination based on race and skin color? Ispagse attention to how Mexicans construct
meaning about social hierarchies, skin color priegicsocial and economic disadvantage, and
racism in contemporary Mexico. | compliment thislysis with respondents’ observations and
experiences with discrimination in Mexico in thentext of localized racial and ethnic relations
with indigenous and Black groups in Mexico. Thigpter set the stage for understanding the
racial “lens” through which Mexican immigrants teetU.S. view race in the receiving society,
and thus laid the foundation for interpreting supsnt chapters examining the ways in which
U.S. migration alters Mexicans’ conceptions of ragequality, and the formation of the U.S.
racial order.

While findings illustrated that some respondentapare Mexico to U.S. understandings
of racism as a way of explaining away discriminatio their home country (Sue 2013), | argue
that this in and of itself does not lead to theight denial of racism. Mexican’s overwhelming
perception that the most prevalent type of disaration in society stems from socioeconomic

status has indeed played a role in the countnyigeid social recognition of racial
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discrimination. In this chapter, however, | fouhatt respondents interpreted racial
discrimination in many different ways, which oftercluded overlapping structures of difference
such as skin color, education level, and culturatkers such as dress and language. These
understandings of “racism” in Mexico are more vdilean dominant U.S. understandings, and
suggest that many Mexicans are indeed aware ofaekmtbwledge, social discrimination in their
country. Findings suggests that the contours aéliaation in Mexico should be understood in
the context of nationalist ideologiesraestizajghat promote racial harmony, yet serve to masks
racist practices (of whitening).

Chapter 3 examined how racial ideologies in the United $tate circulated back to the
immigrant sending community via interpersonal conbetween U.S. immigrants and non-
migrants, individuals who have never left their leogsociety. Findings show that the
maintenance of transnational ties between immigrantl thoseemaining in the home country
facilitate Mexicans’ engagement with U.S. raciaatbgies prior to migratiarAs immigrants
gain direct exposure to the U.S. racial systemy, teenmunicate their observations and
experiences with racial encounters, discriminat@mployment and residentisggregation back
to Mexico, a transnational process of racial reanites. Specifically, findings elucidated how
U.S. immigrant perceptions and attitudes of Afri¢anericans are formed and relayed back to
the sending community to influence the views of-ntigrants— even in the absence of direct
contact with U.S. Black®Vhereas recent scholarship has documented imm&janeference to
maintain social distance from Blacks upon migratmthe U.S., my findings challenge
assumptions that these attitudes are a produbedfltS. incorporation process. | end this chapter
with a discussion of the findings’ implications foow new migrants to the U.S. will navigate the

racial order upon arrival.
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In Chapter 4, | turned my analytical focus to the immigrant esipnce in Los Angeles.
Scholarly debates over the social positioning dfi@aimmigrants in the U.S.’ evolving racial
order hinges on contradictory evidence that Laitmmigrants either feel closer to Whites and
are engaging in social distance from Blacks, omtieemselves as a racialized minority group
and thus closer to Blacks. Findings illustrated thmmigrants often renegotiate their pre-
migration constructions of race upon settling ititeir lives in the host society. In U.S. society,
legal status and anti-immigrant discrimination, Wiee perceived or experienced directly, were
important in shaping immigrant understandings efrtposition in the racial hierarchy. Contrary
to recent studies suggesting that Latino immigranésmoving closer to Whiteness, findings in
this study suggest that immigrants are moving eeithoser to Blacks or Whites. Ultimately,
with increased exposure to anti-immigran¢judice and blocked opportunities for upward
mobility, Mexican immigrants come to belietleatthey occupy a distinct racial status vis-a-vis

Blacks and Whites, illustrating a clear departuoefthe U.S.” White-Black binary.

Theoretical Implications of Study

As one of the few studies to systematically analMexican non-migrants’ perceptions
of U.S. racial dynamics, the implications of mydings are several. First, how Mexicans
perceive racial ‘others’ in the U.S. is not jugiraduct of being socialized into American
racialization practices, as some scholars haveestigd. Instead, U.S. racial conceptions are
remitted to the sending society, forming part ¢fa@snational social field in which the daily
occurrences of immigrants in the U.S. also affeosé who stayed behind, including how they

might interact with U.S. racial groups who visitreside in their home country.
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Second, findings suggest that ideas about race taxi ‘travel’ with migrants to the U.S.
These racial ideas not only serve to reinforceiagr stereotypes about certain groups, but also
may have consequences for immigrant and nativepgrelations and immigrant incorporation
into the host society. Although immigrants’ pre-naigon ideas and practices are either
negotiated, transformed or in some cases, reindanpen migration, in the absence of
meaningful and positive interactions with Blackssilikely that migrants’ racial prejudices will
be reinforced within the immigrant community. Giviae extent of transnational ties among
Mexicans in both locations, and the steady replenent of Mexican immigrants and cultural
ideas about ethnicity and race (Jimenez 2008)ethas-Black stereotypes are likely to extend
transnationally, resulting in a continuous flowti@nsnational racialization.

The implications of this study extend beyond thgecaf Mexican non-migrants’
transnational understandings of race. Findingsgmtesl here raise important questions about the
“Latin-Americanization” of race in the U.S., in wdhi the existing Black-White racial binary is
being challenged by large-scale immigration fromib&merica (Waters 2001; Yancey 2003;
Lee and Bean 2007; Bonilla-Silva 2008). Just as ta8al conceptions are exported abroad, so
too are Latin American racial constructs being intga into the U.S. by migrants and globalized
media. It remains to be seen how this will impaet future direction of the U.S. color line and
the way groups position themselves within the tdauerarchy.

In moving the research agenda forward, future ssgudhould compare different regions
of Mexico and Latin America, particularly those lwielatively small Black populations. Other
studies may also expand this work by comparingMbgican case to non indmestizanations
with significant rates of emigration to the U.Sdarastly different racial contexts and ideologies.

Further research might also incorporate the expee® of U.S.-born Latino populations, as well
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as an examination of different Black immigrant gye@as a way of uncovering the complexities
of Black and Latino relations in the U.S.

In our increasingly globalized world, social scist# are looking for new ways to think
about the connections between “here” and “theMifrants of the day can communicate with
friends and family back home with an ease not d#drto earlier waves of migrants, keeping
them firmly connected in unprecedented ways. A$ sfuture researchers of international
migration and race would do well to explore furtbie® mechanisms of transnational cultural
diffusion and its consequences for the racializatibracial and ethnic minorities across national
boundaries. This requires a reconceptualizatiaachl dynamics that extends beyond the local
and national level to explore how racial ideas prattices ‘travel’ with migrants to new

localities and have social, political, and culturaplications in sending and receiving societies.
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