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Visions from the Inside: Day 10 (2019)
by Julio Salgado
"How dare a government punishes a mother’s heroism?
Instead, we should be building monuments that celebrate
their resistance."

https://visionsfromtheinside.tumblr.com/

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/American_Progress
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/American_Progress


"Geopolitical repartitioning, restructuring of the global economy, and patterns of warfare that create large refugee and exile
populations have all transformed the world, so that fewer and fewer people are today living in the land of their ancestors. Some might
argue that the nation-state itself is in crisis, as personal allegiances are increasingly defined in terms of 'tribalistic' ethnicities.
Whatever the root cause, ethnonational communities are increasingly generating bodies of scholarly literature that adopt the
construct of diaspora."
"oppressed peoples that may once have conceived of their situation in the context of 'majority–minority' power relations are now
embracing diasporan discourse as an alternative. This more recent usage is a departure from earlier identifications in which a sense
of powerlessness, longing, exile, and displacement was strongly associated with the Jewish diaspora. Membership in a diaspora now
implies potential empowerment based on the ability to mobilize international support and influence in both the homeland and host-
land."
We are witnessing and participating in the rise of a new line of intellectual inquiry, which necessitates the articulation of theory and
methodology and makes it necessary for diaspora scholars to search for a consensus on the definition of diaspora."

diaspora –  "at its simplest, as the dispersal of a people from its original homeland"
"Since the 1980s, usage of the word has become so widespread as to force a reassessment
of its meaning. Khachig Tölölyan has tracked applications of the term that included
references to 'corporate diasporas' and even an 'egg cream diaspora'"
diasporas are “ethno”-national. In using this term, I am referring to ethnicity in its broadest
sense—a group of people bound together because of a perceived shared characteristic
(e.g., phenotype, historical experi- ence, religion, geography) without fixing the nature of that
characteristic. These factors, stemming largely from the historical formation of the diaspora,
inform its internal structure and explain the rationale of its constituent units. Diasporas are
also “trans”- national, that is, they are a nation with its own internal structure but without—
and existing across—traditional geographical borders.

Micah Bazant



The issue: "To date, most conceptualizations and definitions of diaspora have
been shaped by an intense study of one single diaspora or another, with the
intention of discerning its salient characteristics, in what I call an ethnographic
approach. Definitions and understandings of diaspora get modified 'in
translation' as they are applied to new groups."
"The ethnographic approach to defining diaspora has been extremely
valuable insofar as it has brought sophistication and nuance to the
discourse."

Has called attention to "the relationship between identity and active
participation in the politics of hostland and homeland"

Solution: "if it is to be a working category of analysis for scholars, a definition
is needed that will transcend specific diasporan histories. Such a definition
would enable us to do systematic comparative analysis of diasporas that may
be very different from one another in terms of the historical era in which they
emerged, their size, and the basis of group identity (i.e., political, 'racial,'
religious)."
Most diaspora scholars seem to agree upon three basic features of diaspora:
after dispersal, there must be a minimum of two destinations 
there must be some relationship to an actual or imagined homeland. 
there must be self-awareness of the group’s identity 

1.
2.
3.

"Defining Diaspora, Refining a Discourse", Kim D. Butler (2001)



Problems with the agreed-upon definition: "If the concept of diaspora is rooted in the group itself, it encourages reification of diasporan
identity. Such an approach is unsustainable because identities are never fixed."
"I propose shifting the defining element of diasporan studies from the group itself to a methodological and theoretical approach to the
study of the phenomenon of diaspora in human history. In other words, rather than being viewed as an ethnicity, diaspora may be
alternatively considered as a framework for the study of a specific process of community formation."
"The challenge thus remains to look beyond the labels of diaspora currently in use to the fundamental differences between types of
diaspora."
"The type of diasporan study proposed here focuses on a given group’s diaspora status by addressing five dimensions of diasporan
research: 
Reasons for, and conditions of, the dispersal

captivity: involuntary dislocation in which the receiving societies play an active role in preventing return to homeland
state-eradication exile: colonialism and conquest result in obliteration of entire states or nations, either absorbing population or
forcing them into exile/diaspora
forced and voluntary exile: diasporan group is expelled from or chooses to leave the homeland, which goes on existing
emigration: typically the result of intolerable economic conditions, emigrations to multiple destinations from single homeland
migration: seasonal or temporary migrations that create institutions or networks that become established in hostlands
imperial diaspora: a mode of conquest in which powerful homeland sent its nationals to impose upon subject peoples its
political and economic control and, in the process, its culture; includes settler colonialism

Relationship with the homeland (concept of return)
Relationship with hostlands
Interrelationships within communities of the diaspora (self-awareness)
Comparative studies of different diasporas

1.
a.
b.

c.
d.
e.
f.

2.
3.
4.
5.

"Defining Diaspora, Refining a Discourse", Kim D. Butler (2001)



The Origins of Totalitarianism by Hannah Arendt (1951)

Totalitarian government always transformed classes into masses, supplanted the party system, not by one-party
dictatorships, but by a mass movement, shifted the center of power from the army to the police, and established a
foreign policy openly directed toward world domination. Present totalitarian governments have developed from one-
party systems; whenever these became truly totalitarian, they started to operate according to a system of values so
radically different from all others, that none of our traditional legal, moral, or common sense utilitarian categories
could any longer help us to come to terms with, or judge, or predict their course of action. 

It is inherent in our entire philosophical tradition that we cannot conceive of a "radical evil," and this is true both for
Christian theology, which conceded even to the Devil himself a celestial origin, as well as for Kant, the only
philosopher who, in the word he coined for it, at least must have suspected the existence of this evil even though he
immediately rationalized it in the concept of a "perverted ill will" that could be explained by comprehensible motives.
Therefore, we actually have nothing to fall back on in order to understand a phenomenon that nevertheless confronts
us with its overpowering reality and breaks down all standards we know. There is only one thing that seems to be
discernible: we may say that radical evil has emerged in connection with a system in which all men have become
equally superfluous. The manipulators of this system believe in their own superfluousness as much as in that of all
others, and the totalitarian murderers are all the more dangerous because they do not care if they themselves are
alive or dead, if they ever lived or never were born. The danger of the corpse factories and holes of oblivion is that
today, with populations and homelessness everywhere on the increase, masses of people are continuously rendered
superfluous if we continue to think of our world in utilitarian terms. Political, social, and economic events everywhere
are in a silent conspiracy with totalitarian instruments devised for making men superfluous.

...



"At first glance these troubles in the old European trouble spot looked like petty
nationalist quarrels without any consequence for the political destinies of Europe. Yet
in these regions and out of the liquidation of the two multinational states of pre-war
Europe, Russia and Austria-Hungary, two victim groups emerged whose sufferings
were different from those of all others in the era between the wars; they were worse
off than the dispossessed middle classes, the unemployed, the small rentiers, the
pensioners whom events had deprived of social status, the possibility to work, and the
right to hold property: they had lost those rights which had been thOUght of and even
defined as inalienable, namely the Rights of Man."
"Denationalization became a powerful weapon of totalitarian politics, and the
constitutional inability of European nation-states to guarantee human rights to those
who had lost nationally guaranteed rights, made it possible for the persecuting
governments to impose their standard of values even upon their opponents."

"Before totalitarian politics consciously attacked and partially destroyed the very structure of European civilization, the
explosion of 1914 and its severe consequences of instability had sufficiently shattered the façade of Europe's political system
to lay bare its hidden frame."
"Nothing perhaps illustrates the general disintegration of political life better than this vague, pervasive hatred of everybody and
everything, without a focus for its passionate attention, with nobody to make responsible for the state of affairs-neither the
government nor the bourgeoisie nor an outside power. It consequently turned in all directions, haphazardly and unpredictably,
incapable of assuming an air of healthy indifference toward anything under the sun."

"The Decline of the Nation-State and the End of the Rights of Man"

Frontlines of the Great War (NYTimes)



The worst factor in this situation was not even that it became a matter of course for the
nationalities to be disloyal to their imposed government and for the governments to
oppress their nationalities as efficiently as possible, but that the nationally frustrated
population was firmly convinced-as was everybody else-that true freedom, true
emancipation, and true popular sovereignty could be attained only with full national
emancipation, that people without their own national government were deprived of
human rights. In this conviction, which could base itself on the fact that the French
Revolution had combined the declaration of the Rights of Man with national
sovereignty, they were supported by the Minority Treaties themselves, which did not
entrust the governments with the protection of different nationalities but charged the
League of Nations with the safeguarding of the rights of those who, for reasons of
territorial settlement, had been left without national states of their own.
"the transformation of the state from an instrument of the law into an instrument of the
nation had been completed; the nation had conquered the state, national interest had
priority over law long before Hitler could pronounce 'right is what is good for the
German people.'"

"The Decline of the Nation-State and the End of the Rights of Man"

Jewish beggar in WWI (Leo-Baeck Institute)

The Treaties lumped together many peoples in single states, called some of them "state people" and entrusted them with the
government, silently assumed that others (such as the Slovaks in Czechoslovakia, or the Croats and Slovenes in Yugoslavia)
were equal partners in the government, which of course they were not,· and with equal arbitrariness created out of the
remnant a third group of nationalities called "minorities," thereby adding to the many burdens of the new states the trouble of
observing special regulations for part of the population.



"This new situation, in which 'humanity' has in effect assumed the role formerly ascribed to nature or history, would mean in this context
that the right to have rights, or the right of every individual to belong to humanity, should be guaranteed by humanity itself...contrary to
the best-intentioned humanitarian attempts to obtain new declarations of human rights from international organizations, it should be
understood that this idea transcends the present sphere of international law which still operates in terms of reciprocal agreements and
treaties between sovereign states; and, for the time being, a sphere that is above the nations does not exist."
"(Hitler's motto that 'Right is what is good for the German people' is only the vulgarized form of a conception of law which can be found
everywhere and which in practice will remain ineffectual only so long as older traditions that are still effective in the constitutions prevent
this.) A conception of law which identifies what is right with the notion of what is good for—for the individual, or the family, or the people,
or the largest number—becomes inevitable once the absolute and transcendent measurements of religion or the law of nature have lost
their authority...For it is quite conceivable, and even within the realm of practical political possibilities, that one fine day a highly
organized and mechanized humanity will conclude quite democratically—namely, by majority decision—that for humanity as a whole it
would be better to liquidate certain parts thereof."
When the Rights of Man were proclaimed for the first time, they were regarded as being independent of history and the privileges which
history had accorded certain strata of society... Historical rights were replaced by natural rights, 'nature' took the place of history... The
very language of the Declaration of Independence as well as of the Declaration of the Rights of Man—'inaIienable,' 'given with birth,'
'self-evident truths'—implies the belief in a kind of human 'nature' which would be subject to the same laws of growth as that of the
individual and from which rights and laws could be deduced...These facts and reflections offer what seems an ironical, bitter, and belated
confirmation of the famous arguments with which Edmund Burke opposed the French Revolution's Declaration of the Rights of Man.
They appear to buttress his assertion that human rights were an 'abstraction,' that it was much wiser to rely on an 'entailed inheritance' of
rights which one transmits to one's children like life itself, and to claim one's rights to be the 'rights of an Englishman' rather than the
inalienable rights of man. According to Burke, the rights which we enjoy spring 'from within the nation,' so that neither natural law, nor
divine command, nor any concept of mankind such as Robespierre's 'human race,' 'the sovereign of the earth,' are needed as a source
of law."

"The Decline of the Nation-State and the End of the Rights of Man"



Habeas Corpse (2019),
Celeste De Luna



"The war which the United States waged against Japan from December 1941 until
August 1945 was characterized by a degree of savagery unmatched by the war being
fought simultaneously against the European Axis. The explanation for this goes far
beyond the fact that the United States had been the victim of a Japanese 'surprise
attack,' whereas Germany and Italy initiated war by means of formal and 'gentlemanly'
declarations. To a much greater degree than Germans (and certainly Italians),
Japanese be- came dehumanized in the minds of American combatants and civilians,
a process facilitated by the greater cultural and physical differences between white
Americans and Japanese than between the former and their European foes. It was,
moreover, an outgrowth of a long history of white antipathies toward colored races—
American Indians, blacks, and Asians—which had frequently found expression in acts
of murderous violence."
One Marine wrote: "the Japanese made a perfect enemy. They had so many
characteristics that an American Marine could hate. Physically, they were small, a
strange color and, by some standards, un-attractive.... Marines did not consider that
they were killing men. They were wiping out dirty animals."
Marines in the Solomons claimed that the presence of Japanese troops could be
detected at night by their characteristic odor, which was described in an official piece of
War Department instructional literature as "the gamey smell of animals."

"Trophies of War: U.S. Troops and the Mutilation of Japanese War Dead, 1941-1945"
by James J. Weingartner



The percentage of U.S. troops who engaged in the collection of Japanese body parts
cannot be ascertained, but it is clear that the practice was not uncommon. U.S. Marines on
their way to Guadalcanal relished the prospect of making necklaces of Japanese gold
teeth and "pickling" Japanese ears as keepsakes. 

An American officer told Charles Lindbergh in 1944 that he had seen Japanese bodies
with ears and noses cut off: "Our boys cut them off to show their friends in fun, or to dry
and take back to the States when they go. We found one Marine with a Japanese
head. He was trying to get the ants to clean the flesh off the skull, but the odor got so
bad we had to take it away from him."
Not until Jan. 1944 was there a directive from Joint Chiefs of Staff to all theater
commanders that they should prevent "the preparation of skulls and 'similar items' as
war trophies, and to prevent members of the armed forces and others from removing
from the theater skulls and other objects which might be represented as Japanese
body parts."
Despite this, on May 22 1944, a photograph appeared in Life magazine with the
following commentary (direct quote):

When he said goodby two years ago to ____ _____, 20, a war worker of Phoenix, Arizona,
a big, handsome Navy lieutenant promised her a Jap. Last week, ____ received a human
skull, autographed by her lieutenant and 13 friends and inscribed: 'This is a good Jap—a
dead one picked up on the New Guinea beach.' ____, surprised at the gift, named it Tojo.
The armed forces disapprove strongly of this sort of thing.

U.S. soldiers' mutilation of dead enemy bodies in Pacific Theater

Cartoon depicting parents in the US receiving
"Jap's ears" from their son, a soldier.

 
Pub. Jan 13, 1943 (p. 24) in Yank magazine, 

a weekly published by the US Military '42-'45



The photograph in Life, left, created a lot of backlash from readers, one of whom wrote: "Let us
reverse the situation and imagine that one of the most prominent magazines in Tokyo
published the picture of a young Japanese girl in such a pose, gazing at the skull of one of our
sons who died for his country—the storm of protest at such savagery would sweep America
and it would most certainly be held up to us as an example of the hopeless depravity of
Japanese youth."
Another similar story was published in New York Mirror on June 13, 1944: a column describing
the presentation to FDR by PA Congressman Francis Walter of a letter-opener purportedly
fashioned from an arm bone of a Japanese soldier. The congressman was reported to have
been apologetic for presenting the President with "so small a part of the Japanese anatomy."
The 1929 Geneva Convention reads: "After every engagement, the belligerent who remains
in possession of the field shall take measures to search for wounded and the dead and to
protect them from robbery and ill-treatment."
After the Life magazine incident, Major General Myron C. Cramer penned a memorandum to
the Asst Chief of Staff, quoting the 1929 convention text and arguing that commanders were to
undertake all steps necessary "to prevent such illegal and brutal acts," and to prohibit the
movement of parts of enemy dead for the nefarious purposes under discussion.
Acting Assistant Deputy Chief of Staff Schulgin and others in the War Department requested
the director of the army's Bureau of Public Relations stop U.S. publishers from publishing
stories depicting the war crimes, arguing it could result in retaliation against captured American
POWs or the bodies of Americans.

"Trophies of War: U.S. Troops and the Mutilation of Japanese War Dead, 1941-1945"
by James J. Weingartner



As early as November 1942, Japan and the U.S. has made bilateral agreements with regard to treatment of the dead. 
Japan had offered to cremate the remains of deceased American prisoners of war in Japanese custody and return the ashes
via prisoner exchange ships, unless U.S. authorities preferred local burial.
The United States had expressed a preference for in situ burial and post- hostilities recovery, although it was willing to
cremate the bodies of Japanese prisoners who died in the United States.
The Japanese government was assured that the United States was keeping careful records of the disposition of deceased
Japanese prisoners in anticipation of an exchange of remains following the end of the war.

After the news broke in Japan that Americans had desecrated the dead, Secretary of State Hull set letters to both Secretary of
War and Secretary of the Navy. By August of 1944 (two months after the New York Mirror story), the New York Times reported
that FDR took offense to the gift of the letter-opener "with the explanation that he did not wish to have such an object in his
possession and with the suggestion that it be given burial."
"The widespread inability to empathize with the purportedly subhuman foe was dramatically reflected in the contrast between
American treatment of Japanese dead and...that no comparable pattern of abuse of enemy dead emerged from combat between
U.S. forces and troops of the European Axis."
"A dehumanized enemy is one to whom it is easy to do terrible things while he is still living...There is a kinship between the
charred bones of Tokyo, Hiroshima, and Nagasaki and the polished bones of souvenirs gathered on Guadalcanal, New Guinea,
and Iwo Jima...Two days after the atomic bombing of Nagasaki, president Truman remarked:

"The only language they seem to understand is the one we have been using to bombard them. When you have to
deal with a beast you have to treat him as a beast. It is most regrettable but nevertheless true."

"Trophies of War: U.S. Troops and the Mutilation of Japanese War Dead, 1941-1945"
by James J. Weingartner



Why come to the US? Food shortages were common in Mexico while most of the foodstuff
produced was exported. Hunger and misgovernment, combined with population growth, prompted
many Mexicans to attempt to enter the United States, legally or illegally, in search of wages and a
better life.
Why come illegally? While the Mexican Constitution allowed citizens to cross borders freely with
valid labor contracts, foreign labor contracts could not be made in the US until an individual had
already legally entered the country. This conflict, combined with literacy exams and fees from INS
formed significant obstacles for Mexican laborers wishing to emigrate.
bracero – manual worker from Mexico; with regard to the legislation, these were Mexican
migrants recruited to assuage labor shortages during WWII; under the law, the laborers were
promised decent living conditions in labor camps, such as adequate shelter, food and sanitation,
as well as a minimum wage pay of 30 cents an hour. In reality, the farm owners controlled the pay
(and kept it very low), hours of work and even transportation to and from work.

Transportation and living expenses from the place of origin to destination, and return, as well
as expenses incurred in the fulfillment of any requirements of a migratory nature, should have
been met by the employer, but employers often showed that they couldn't stick with what they
agreed on. Braceros had no say on any committees, agencies or boards that existed
ostensibly to help establish fair working conditions for them.

Mae Ngai uses the concept of “imported colonialism” to describe the conditions in which
braceros lived and worked, arguing that they were subjugated, racialized, and classed aliens
legally and socially excised from the rights-bearing community.

The Bracero Program (1942-1964)



The state-capitalist alliance that supported the program found both
compliant boosters and critical detractors in US photojournalism.
Photo-essays from the 1950s in nationally circulating outlets used the
ostensibly “objective” powers of photography to demonstrate
capitalism’s ability to transform migrant workers. Images constructed
braceros as laborers who benefited financially, psychologically, and
socially from their sojourn. These photojournalistic accounts
suggested that braceros returned to Mexico able to meet the Cold
War ideal of the model patriarch and masculine breadwinner. Photo-
essays sought to justify the program as an agent of class uplift,
mobility that improved racialized workers. In doing so, they repressed
braceros’ political agency, reproduced capitalism and masked the
labor regime’s perpetuation of inequality and expropriation. Through
1950s photo-essays that made the laboring lives of braceros visible,
migrants acted as political subjects by contesting these often buried
features of capitalism’s use and abuse of dependent workforces. 

—Erica Toffoli

The place of 'media' in constructing migrant narratives



"To describe forced migrants as illegal migrants is highly contentious, since it would appear to criminalize those who have no choice
but to migrate. To refer to ‘forced migrants’ is to highlight the extremity of conditions under which certain groups ‘decide’ to
undertake the migratory journey. An emphasis on forced migration implies a series of factors such as political persecution, ethnic
conflict, inequitable access to natural resources, declining living conditions, and chronic and pervasive human rights abuses marking
a limited agency on the part of those migrating. Based on this assumption of restricted agency, forced migrants are generally
conceived of as legitimate if not strictly legal. Hence, Article 31 of the 1951 Geneva Convention stipulates that ‘Contracting States
shall not impose penalties [on refugees], on account of their illegal entry or presence.’"
"By contrast, the term ‘illegal migrant’ implies a form of agential capacity that is less restricted than it is rendered suspect through its
assumed (yet contestable) illegitimacy. The association of migration with criminality has occurred across wide-ranging regions,
particularly since migrants increasingly resort to the services of smugglers under [dangerous] conditions."
"Together, the literatures ... point to the problems of using labels such as ‘forced’ or ‘illegal’. Of particular concern has been the
search for a terminology that does not criminalize those to whom it refers. Many scholars have problematized the use of the prefix
‘illegal’, turning to alternatives such as ‘undocumented migrant’ that challenge assumptions regarding migrant criminality. Yet these
alternatives are not always accurate, given that many migrants arrive and live with various forms of documentation."
"forced and voluntary are not a binary opposition, but ends of a continuum, and that legal and illegal are not clear-cut juridical
statuses, but contested and ambiguous conditions"
"The problematization, targeting, and active production of ‘forced migrants as illegal migrants’ indicates a significant shift in the
politics of mobility, which is characterized by the emergence of ‘migration management’ as a dominant paradigm in migration
policy...It revolves around a utilitarian economic logic, and entails the differentiation of migrants into various ‘desirable’ and
‘undesirable’ categories. Consequently, this new paradigm has not only effectively displaced the prominence of refugee protection,
which constituted the dominant framework for the regulation of migration during the Cold War. It also implies a transformation of the
post-war refugee protection regime itself."

"Forced Migrants as ‘Illegal’ Migrants" by Stephan Scheel and Vicki Squire (2014)



1954: Operation Wetback used military-style tactics to remove Mexican
immigrants—some of them American citizens—from the United States.
Though millions of Mexicans had legally entered the country through
joint immigration programs in the first half of the 20th century, Operation
Wetback was designed to send them back to Mexico.
1980: Mariel Boatlift brings Cuban refugees to U.S., narrative is about
saving them from Communist Cuba
1986: Ronald Reagan signs Immigration Reform and Control Act,
making it illegal to knowingly hire 'illegal' immigrants and establishing
fines for companies that do; grants amnesty for nearly all 'illegal'
immigrants who came to U.S. prior to 1982
1994: Proposition 187 makes 'illegal' immigrants ineligible for public
health, social services, and education, required public agencies to report
anyone they believed to be in the country illegally to either the INS (ICE)
or the CA attorney general; makes it a felony to print, sell, or use false
citizenship documents 

This law is ultimately found unconstitutional by federal judge in San
Francisco

Contemporary Anti-Latin sentiment



"A Legacy of Injustice: The U.S. Criminalization of Migration" -
2020 Report from National Immigrant Justice Center (NIJC)
"Surrogates and Subcontractors: Flexibility and Obscurity in U.S.
Immigrant Detention" by David M. Hernández
"The Thickening Borderlands: Bastard Mestiz@s, 'Illegal'
Possibilities, and Globalizing Migrant Life" by Gilberto Rosas
Introduction to Governing Immigration Through Crime: A Reader
(eds. Julie A. Dowling and Jonathan Xavier Inda)
Introduction to Forever Prisons: How the United States Made the
World’s Largest Immigrant Detention System by Elliott Young

READING

Next class...
Policing the Crises: Militarization of Borders, Incarceration of
Migrants, and the Wealth Behind It All

https://ptstoneofficial.files.wordpress.com/2021/06/nijc-legacy-of-injustice-report_2020-07-22_final.pdf

