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Chapter 1
What is diaspora?

The word “diaspora” is everywhere. It is increasingly widespread
in academic, journalistic, political, and popular usage. But what
does diaspora mean? Until quite recently, the word had a specific
and restricted meaning, referring principally to the dispersal and
exile of the Jews. In the twentieth century, the meaning of the term
gradually expanded to cover the involuntary dispersal of other
populations, especially Armenians and people of African descent.
Since the 1980s, diaspora has proliferated to a remarkable extent,
to the point where it is now applied to migrants of almost every
kind: But if diaspora is merely a synonym for migration, why is the
word necessary? What does using the word explain?

Problems arise when diaspora is too rigidly defined, but also when
its meaning its left open-ended. Diaspora is best approached

not as a social entity that can be measured but as an idea that
helps explain the world migration creates. As a concept, diaspora
produces powerful insights into that world, but it can also produce
some powerful distortions, depending on how the term is used
and for what purpose. This book examines where the concept of
diaspora came from, how its meaning changed over time, why its
usage has expanded so dramatically in recent years, how it enables
certain forms of political and cultural expression, and how it can
both obscure and clarify the nature of human migration.




Diaspora

Origins

The Greek noun diaspord derives from the verb diaspeirein, a
compound of “dia” (over or through) and “speirein” (to scatter

or sow). The word emerged from the proto-Indo-European

root, spr, which can be found today in such English words as
“spore,” “sperm,” “spread,” and “disperse.” In all of its various uses,
diaspora has something to do with scattering and dispersal. To

the ancient Greeks, diaspora seems to have signified mainly a
process of destruction. Epicurus used diaspora to refer to the
decomposition of matter and its dissolution into smaller parts.
Human communities subject to the destructive force of diaspora
were similarly split asunder. Thucydides employed diaspora in this
way, in a minor passage in the History of the Peloponnesian War
(2:27), to describe the Athenians’ destruction of Aegina and the
banishment and dispersal of its people. Whereas Greek colonies
retained close and mutually beneficial relations with their mother
cities, the victims of diaspora enjoyed no such connections. In

its original Greek sense, then, diaspora referred to a destructive
process, rather than to a place, a group of peo

o ple, or a benign
pattern of population dispersal. It carried a4 d

a istinetly negative—
though not a religious—connotation, which differentiated it from
other, more voluntary forms of population movement
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The story of the earliest Jewish migrations is told in Genesis and
Exodus. The Jewish people descended from Abraham, who led his
followers from Babylonia (in present-day Iraq) to Canaan, which
they named Eretz Israel, the land of Israel. Famine soon drove
Abraham’s descendants out of Canaan to Egypt, where J oseph,
one of their kinsmen and an advisor to the pharach, welcomed
them. Their position in Egypt gradually deteriorated until Moses,
commanded by God to deliver the Hebrew people from slavery,
led them back to Canaan. Moses caught a glimpse of the Promised
Land before dying and, as subsequent books of the Hebrew

Bible recount, his followers went on to build the nation of Israel,
with the city of Jerusalem as its capital. The very earliest phase

of Jewish history, then, involves the familiar cycle of migration,
suffering, and return. One might even extend the story of exile all
the way back to the expulsion of Adam and Eve.

The kingdom of Israel prospered under David and Solomon, but

later split into two separate states, Israel to the north and Judah to
the south. When the Assyrians invaded the Northern Kingdom in

the eighth century, they destroyed the capital, Samara, and sent its
leaders and some of its population into exile. Nebuchadnezzar I

of Babylon conquered Judah in 586 scE, destroyed the Temple in
Jerusalem, and carried the Jewish elite back to Babylon. It was during
this critical period of upheaval and exile just before and after the
destruction of the Temple that Jewish leaders first wrote down their
history, their law, and the tenets of their faith in a systematic manner.
When the Persians took over the Babylonian Empire in 539 cr, many
Jews returned to Judah. But the era of the Second Temple came to

an end with the Roman conquest of Jerusalem in 70 CE, an event
commemorated on the triumphal Arch of Titus, which still stands in
Rome today. After a final Jewish revolt in 135 cr, the emperor Hadrian
razed Jerusalem, From then until the foundation of the modern state
of Israel in 1948, the Jewish people lacked an independent state.

The Greek words diaspeirein and diaspord, applied to Jewish
history, came into widespread currency in the translation of the

3
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Diaspora
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Gentile nations; all those Jews who lived outside the biblical land
of Israel”

The Septuagint distinguished between two closely related
concepts that later became conflated in Jewish history, galut and
diaspora. The Hebrew term galut (or golus), which connotes
banishment or exile, referred at first to the experience of the
Babylonian captivity. (The related but distinct term gola or golah
referred more neutrally to the physical or geographical places—
initially Babylon—inhabited by the dispersed communities.)

The Septuagint translated the negative term galut into Greek by
avariety of words (most often apoikia) whose meaning ranged
from migration to captivity. Diaspeirein, by contrast, was not
used to describe the Babylonian captivity, or any concrete event
in human history, but the spiritual dimension of divinely imposed
exile, or za-avah. Over time, these different concepts appear to
have merged into a single idea of diaspora as exile, suffering, and
possible redemption (but galut retained its negative connotation,
while gola could have a positive dimension).

Diaspora in this sense was at heart a theological concept. The

Jews had sinned by disobeying God’s law; their punishment was
exile and anguish; their only hope was to repent. The sign of

their repentance was obedience to the law, and their potential
reward was that God might one day return them to the land of
Israel. Resting on a particular theory of human salvation, this
conception of diaspora belongs to the branch of theology known as
eschatology, which is concerned with the unfolding of history and
the ultimate destiny of humankind—in this case, the prospect of
return in a spiritual and, possibly, a geographical sense. The Jewish
conception—which decisively influenced all others—was therefore
forward-looking, anticipating eventual redemption, rather than
being a simple lament over exile. Centuries and millennia later,
when globally scattered peoples of many different kinds turned

to the idea of diaspora to explain their suffering, they adapted the
Jewish model to their own purposes.

5
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Diaspora

Caution is obviously needed in applying such a theologically

specific concept to other people in other times and places. Diaspor®
carries particular claims about human suffering, salvation, and

the direction of history. In their origins, at least, these claims ar¢

culturally particular rather than universal. Simply transposing the
Jewish model onto, say, East Asian or South Asian history wo@ict
be simplistic. The same is true of chronology: 2 I?urist might ;’J
that any attempt to deploy a single category of diaspora zilcr:elm
wide stretches of time is anachronistic. People who uset ebout
“diaspora” today, for example, often do so to make clz%lms1 al -
nationalism, race, or the politics of id'entle that are simp i/ s
to earlier periods of history. But no hlstonz.m would expec
and their descendants in widely different im

es and places toJave
. ily heve t0
used a single, unchanging concept. Nor did they necessarlly ;
use that word at all in order to make sense o

f their experience within
a framework of exile, connectivity, and return. |
Using diaspora to understand migration, the.n, does not m?amn:hat
one must remain trapped within the theological conﬁnefi o e
original Jewish model. If that were 0, mOSst People woul m:ii b
the term at all today. Throughout history, mlgra'nts of many s
kinds have experienced their migration as coercweZ made con o
with their kinsmen abroad, and dreamed of returmng to a hom o’
Scholars seeking to explain the experience of th‘ese r’mgrants c:;?u o
in diaspora an analytical framework of broad hlS'tOrlcal e‘md c :
range. The problem, however, is that if the meaning of diaspora
extended too far, the concept quickly begins to lose coherence.

Expanded meanings

Other than the Jewish case, the Armenian diaspora is probab[y
t}}e best known, Armenia’s strategic importance—and its
istorial misfortune—was that it lay in the path of several
;ICCesSiVQ empires. These included the Persian, Greek, and -
er:man €Mpires in ancient times, the Byzantine in the mediewal

' #7d the Ottoman and Russian in the modern period. Locsted
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at the crossroads of Eurasia in the region between the Black Sea
and the Caspian Sea comprising parts of present-day Turkey,
Georgia, Azerbaijan, and Iran, Armenia stood little chance of
maintaining its territorial integrity. The history of the Irish, the
Kurds, and the Sikhs is marked by similar accidents of power and
geography.

The successive invasions and occupations of Armenia triggered
waves of forced and voluntary migration. By the fifth century ck,
Armenians had planted colonies in various parts of the Balkans. In
the seventh century, many Armenians were deported to Byzantium
and others moved there voluntarily. They prospered in trade

and politics over the following several centuries. Since the tenth
century, Armenians have had a continuous presence in Venice,
Paris, London, and other European cities. Armenian migrants
established settlements throughont eastern Europe in the eleventh
century, in Palestine and Egypt in the thirteenth, and in Persia

in the seventeenth. In the twentieth century, large numbers

of Armenians moved to the United States. Today, there are an
estimated 7 million people of Armenian extraction globally—3
million of them in the Republic of Armenia and 1.5 million in the
United States.

Armenians migrated to an unusual variety of places, but many
migrant groups have done that. What, then, is the basis of the
special claim to diaspora in this case? Armenians not only
migrated on a large and persistent scale, but they also lacked an
independent state between the collapse of Cilicia (on the southeast
shore of present-day Turkey) in 1375 and the proclamation of the
present-day Republic of Armenia in 1991. The Soviet Socialist
Republic of Armenia masqueraded as an Armenian homeland
from 1921 to 1991, but very few people settled there voluntarily,
and most Armenians refused to recognize the state’s legitimacy.
For more than six centuries, then, Armenians abroad maintained
a cherished sense of a homeland, yet they had no place of their
own to return to.
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Although the origins of the Armenian diaspora Strf,ji?:ad .
through the millennia, events in the twentieth cen e 1909 the
tragic and decisive influence. In 1894-1896 an .ag' nt Armenia?
rulers of the Ottoman Empire suppressed an incipi€ .
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ic layer of
tragic lay
The Armenian genocide assumed an even 1more &

tions 0
significance by association with the Holocaust. All cotr;C:; the 19408
diaspora derive from the Jewish model, and t_he o heaval, exiles
added a terrible new dimension to the narrativé of up a(raadigmatic
and suffering. Armenians are regarded as one f)fthe ; und the
diasporas not simply because they scattered wxd?ly arob t 2lso
world and lacked a homeland for most Oftheir,hlstwri; uwentieth
because, like the Jews, they experienced genoc{d"j m; ;e modern
century. With genocide as a defining char aCterl?tlc O. ‘ sawhole
Armenian diaspora, the history of Armenian migration &
took on a new dimension.
The third most widely recognized diaspora, alongSide_the _’Iev;nSh
and the Armenian, is the African. Here the defining histor1c
event is slavery. The scale of the African slave trade, and‘tl?e
suffering that accompanied it, is staggering. About 11 mllhon‘cas
Africans were shipped across the Atlantic Ocean to the Amerl :
from the sixteenth through the nineteenth centuries. The s.lave .
and their descendants in the Atlantic world developed the ldeaf)
an African diaspora, drawing heavily on the Jewish model of exile,
suffering, return, and a sense of being chosen by God.

Exodus provided the central theme. The nineteenth-century
spiritual “Go Down Moses,” based on Exodus 7:14-16, sung on the
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Southern plantations and later made famous by Paul Robeson
and Louis Armstrong, opens with these lines: “When Israel was in
Egypt’s land: Let my People go / Oppress'd so hard they could not
stand, Let my people go / Go down, Moses, / Way down in Egypt's
land, / Tell old Pharaoh, / Let my people go.” Here, in a powerful
cross-identification with Jewish history, Israel represents the
African American slaves, Egypt is America, and pharaoh signifies
the slave masters. The Exodus story continued to inspire African
Americans in the twentieth century, from Zora Neale Hurston

to Martin Luther King Jr., but it was not until the 1960s that the
word “diaspora” came into widespread currency as a description
of African migration. It is now the standard term for describing
enslaved Africans and their descendants in the Atlantic world.

Since the 1980s, the term has proliferated to an extraordinary
extent in both academic and popular usage, to cover migration

of all kinds. The reasons for this new popularity lie in a series of
related historical developments. The dismantling of European
empires inspired new forms of transnational solidarity, especially
among people of African descent. Decolonization also led to the
displacement of certain migrant populations in various parts

of Asia and Africa. Involuntary migrants classified as refugees
received international recognition and protection, bringing global
attention to the idea of diaspora. The number of international
migrants increased dramatically in recent decades. New

forms of technology facilitated faster international travel and
communication. And national governments began to reach out in

new ways to their overseas populations in search of economic and
political support.

These developments help explain not only why the term diaspora
has become so popular but also why it is used in such a wide
variety of ways. The daily newspapers carry stories on the Afghan,
Chinese, Eritrean, Haitian, Iranian, Irish, Indian, Jewish, Mexican,
Russian, Somalian, Taiwanese, and Tibetan diasporas, to mention
but a small sample. Diaspora is the name of an open-source social

9
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Diaspora

networking site that bills itself as an alternative to Facebook.
The concept of diaspora is central to the humanities and the
social sciences, especially history, political science, sociology,
international studies, ethnic studies, and literary criticism.

Hundreds of books emerge from the presses each year with the
word “diaspora” in their titles.

The field of diaspora studies now has its own special centers and
journals. Khachig T6l6lyan, a Syrian-born professor of English
at Wesleyan University, whose Armenian parents moved to the
United States by way of Syria, Lebanon, and Egypt, has edited
Diaspora: A Journal of Transnational Studies since co-founding
it in 1991. The Diasporas Studies Center at the University of
Toulouse-Le Mirail began publishing a similar journal, Diasporas,
histoires et sociétés, in 2005. Diaspora Studies, published in New
Delhi, focuses on Indian migration, while South Asian Diaspora,
based in the United Kingdom, covers migration from and within
the subcontinent. Habitus: A Diaspora Journal compares the

Jewish experience with others in an international urban context.
And there are many others.

The journal Diaspora, in its first twenty years of operation,
published articles on virtually every group, theme, and topic
imaginable for its subject. The inaugural issue equated diaspora
with population dispersal in general and urged that a concept
previously confined to the Jewish, Greek, Armenian, and African
cases be extended to cover a much wider “semantic domain” that
included such terms as immigrant, refugee, guest-worker, exile
community, and ethnic community. The journal went on to publish
articles featuring Japanese, Irish, Tibetan, Jamaican, Ukrainian,
Haitian, Chinese, Indian, and Mexican migrations, among others,

along with repeated attempts to define what the concept of
diaspora means.

Within five years of publishing the first issue, however, the editor
warned that the concept had become too capacious and made a

10

valiant effort to rein it in. One scholar nicely captured this problem
in an essay “The Diaspora Diaspora,” which argued that the
concept has acquired so many different meanings that it has lost
coherence. Another made the same point by invoking the sense

of decomposition and dissolution inherent in the original Greek,
suggesting that the idea of diaspora is in danger of falling apart.

If everyone is potentially diasporic, and every migration or ethnic

group a diaspora, then how much analytical value can the concept
retain?

Definitions

Ironically, much of the confusion about diaspora stems from

the very quest to impose a definition. Over the last generation,
scholars have produced a bewildering variety of typologies

seeking to pin down what diaspora is and what it is not. The most
influential of these typologies are so comprehensive that almost
every form of migration counts—not just the catastrophic cases
(Jewish captivity, African slavery, the Armenian genocide, the Irish
famine), but also the migration of merchants, workers, and even
colonizers. Trying to fit as many criteria as possible into a single
definition can result in incoherence. But choosing some criteria at
the expense of others can result in a partial account, in both senses
of that word—biased and incomplete. Typologies, in other words,

have an in-built tendency to become arbitrary. Who decides what
the important criteria are?

Particular problems arise when typologies are used as checklists,
with a given group qualifying (or failing to qualify) depending

on how many of the stipulated criteria it meets. No single group
could satisfy all the criteria in the broadest current typologies. But
if one settles for, say, six out of ten criteria, it becomes difficult to
compare groups in a meaningful way, as the criteria often belong
to different orders of experience. Some definitions emphasize the

nature of migration, for example, while others concentrate on the
character of the migrant experience abroad.

1
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Diaspora

Given this conceptual confusion, one line of inquiry is to ask not
what a diaspora “is” but how the term is used and how it producet
meaning. Rather than constructing typologies that run the risk

of being arbitrary, partial, or excessively broad, this approach
focuses on how new forms of identity and culture are constituted
To capture these new forms, cultural critics use terms such as
fragmentation, hybridity, and double consciousness. Diaspora
opens up new cultural spaces beyond the boundaries of homelanc
and hostland. The focus here is not on the process of migration bit
on the connections migrants form abroad and the kinds of cultur

they produce.

This approach can be quite powerful, especially when studying
literature and other forms of cultural representation. But it h%IS ore
obvious limitation. It is not possible to analyze diaspora in this wey
unless people articulate a sensibility and leave evidence in words,
images, or material culture. The majority of migrants throughout
history were poor and barely literate, and the written evidenct? thet
has survived about them was produced for the most part by elites.
Attributing a sense of diaspora to entire groups of people on the
basis of this sort of evidence has obvious pitfalls. Historians

of nationalism, similarly, are aware that they should not attribute
a strong nationalist sentiment to all people in a given country
based simply on the writings and actions of their self—appoint.ed
leaders. That historians of migration should encounter a version
of this problem is more than a coincidence. Diaspora, for all its
emphasis on identity as historically constructed rather than ﬁx?d,
can in certain usages result in national history writ large, lumping
together people of different character in different places simpl'y
because they or their ancestors happen to share a common point
of origin.

So this still leaves things in a bit of a muddle. People use diaspora
in so many incompatible ways today that one might be tempted
to jettison the term altogether. It has become a synonym for .
population movements in general, not just involuntary migration.

12

Itis also used as a shorthand measure of the number of people
from a given country living abroad—an “ethnic group,” in the
simplest definition of that term. The adjective “diasporic,”
meanwhile, describes a range of different activities and conditions
from the trauma of exile to political mobilization to cultural
creativity. There is no reason why one concept should not embrace
several dimensions. But if diaspora cannot be pinned down under
asingle, fixed definition, leaving its meaning open-ended stretches
the concept to the point where it loses utility. When faced with a
definitional problem of this kind, it is important to take a stand.

3

To use diaspora as an explanatory device, it is necessary to make at
least some stipulations on the origins and nature of migration and
on the types of interconnections migrants and their descendants
establish abroad. This approach to diaspora does not entail a rigid
typology, a checklist of attributes whereby a given population falls
in or out of diasporic status based on how many criteria it meets or
fails to meet. Instead, it identifies areas of migration history where
diaspora is likely to be a helpful mode of explanation.

Here are the stipulations. Although many migrants travel

through networks, diaspora tends to have greater explanatory
power when applied to forms of involuntary migration rather

than to migration in general. Nonetheless, groups who move
voluntarily—the great majority—can engage in diasporic activities
abroad, depending on the types of connections they establish.

At the most straightforward level, these connections oceur

when migrants or their descendants in one country continue

to involve themselves economically, politically, or culturally in

the affairs of their homeland. This connectedness often involves
the idea of return to a homeland, sometimes literally but more
often metaphorically. The idea of diaspora carries its greatest
explanatory power, however, when it involves communication not
only between a given overseas community and a homeland but also
among various overseas communities of common origin, conceived
as nodes in a network or web. In other words, diaspora is most

13
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useful when the connections assume a multipolar rather than a
unilinear form. The nature of these connections, in turn, carries
two corollaries. Diaspora is most relevant when people migrate to
several destinations, not just one. And the resulting settlements

must persist over time for the kinds of connectivity in question to
develop and endure.

Understood in this sense, diaspora has considerable explanatory
power. It can illuminate particular aspects of human migration,
settlement, and adaptation. But who exactly deploys diaspora

for this purpose? Is it an explanatory device used by scholars

and other social commentators for analyzing what other people
do? Or does it provide meaning to migrants themselves, as they
grapple with their own experiences? Put another way, is diaspora
a category of analysis or a category of practice? The answer is that
it is both. People who write about migration use diaspora as one of
their central categories. But actual migrants and their offspring—
those who move in certain ways and form particular kinds of
connections—also use the idea of diaspora to make sense of their
experience, to build communities, to express themselves culturally,
and to mobilize politically. Any scholarly conception of diaspora
needs to be congruent with the everyday experiences of these
people. This point may seem too obvious to be worth making, but
some claims about the hybridity and fragmentation of migrant
identities raise doubts about whether real people think about their
world in quite so tortured a fashion.

The idea of diaspora, then, involves a particular perspective

or viewpoint on the world of migration. Phrases such as “the
Armenian diaspora in America” or “the Pakistani diaspora in
Bradford” are simply shorthand measurements for the number
of people from a given location living abroad. In themselves,
these phrases explain little. They anchor people firmly in one
place, reduce diaspora to a countable entity, and equate it with
the term “ethnic group.” But the idea of diaspora, in the flexible
sense proposed here, can illuminate particular aspects of the

14

world migration creates, revealing a dynamic range of patterns,
connections, and interactions. Diaspora enables people to

make claims about their world, and this is true of impoverished
migrants seeking to make sense of their disrupted lives, nationalist
leaders in overseas communities working to build links with their
homeland and with their fellow exiles elsewhere, and journalists,
professors, or students who write about the subject.

15
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Chapter 2
Migration

When it comes to the process of migration, the term “diaspora” can
have two quite contrary implications. Used in one sense, diaspora
flattens out social and temporal distinctions, lumping all members
of a given migrant group into a single undifferentiated cat.egory )
based on their place of origin. Phrases such as the “Irish diaspora
or the “Italian diaspora” often refer to all people who happened

to migrate from Ireland or Italy, along with their descendants,
regardless of the circumstances of their migration or the nature

of their history abroad. Used in this way, diaspora has a strong .
tendency to homogenize. Attaching the label “diaspora” t.o th(? entire
migration of a given group, moreover, can reduce that mlg'rr'fltlon to
its single most traumatic form—be it the Babylonian captivity, the
Atlantic slave trade, the Irish famine, Indian indentured labor, or
the Armenian genocide. Migrations, however, are rarely uniform.
People who leave the same place during the same period can doso
for radically different reasons. Even during periods of catastrophe
and political upheaval, not everyone who leaves is forced to do so.
And, above all, the character of every group’s migration changes
substantially over time. Used in a more critical sense, diaspora isa
powerful tool for making just these kinds of distinctions. The.idea of
diaspora can reveal important variations, not just between migrant
groups but also within these groups. Rather than being a simple
synonym for migration, diaspora in this sense illuminates particular
aspects of migration and the world that migrants create.

16
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Early migrations

Humans have been migrating, as individuals and in groups, for
as long as the species has existed. Prehistoric migration, to the
extent that we can know about it, is intrinsically fascinating. Yet,
in the absence of knowledge about motivations and sentiments,
little is gained by calling the migration a diaspora. In this case, the
word “migration” will surely suffice. Diaspora is not a neutral or
Ppassive term: it carries claims about motivations and feelings. As
there is almost no evidence on which to base these claims for the
prehistoric period, the term “diaspora” can apply in only the least
helpful of ways: scattering or dispersal in a generic sense.

In evolutionary time, Homo sapiens emerged very recently, no

more than 200,000 years ago. Humans have not physically

evolved since, apart from some minor and inherently meaningless
Vvariations in skin color, hair, and body shape. According to the

latest scientific research, everyone alive today is descended from a
small group of anatomically modern humans, Homo sapiens, which
emerged in East Africa. Recent genetic studies demonstrate that all
mitochondria within human cells descend from a single woman,
who lived in Africa between 150,000 and 200,000 years ago. This
“African Eve” was not the only woman on earth at the time, but
mitochondria from no other women have survived. Studies of the
male Y chromosome trace the origins of all humans back to the same
period. This new genetic research has largely invalidated the older,
multiregionalist theory that different varieties of man—the so-called
races—evolved from different hominid ancestors. For this theory

to be valid, the mitochondrial studies would have to reveal a much
wider degree of genetic variety. There is only one type of human.

Homo sapiens did not emerge out of nothing. The species evolved
and branched off from earlier hominids. The first bipedal hominids
emerged in East Africa about 4 million years ago when a group of
apes, now known as Australopithecus, began to stand upright. This
gave them a significant evolutionary advantage over other apes.
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A rchaeologists working at Hadar, Ethiopia, in 1974 discovered

T undreds of bone pieces, subsequently dated as more than 3
million years old, from the skeleton of an australopith whom
they called “Lucy”” (A later find in Ethiopia, in 1994, of an earlier
1 rotohuman species, was 4.4 million years old.) Protohuma.ns of
1 _ucy’s kind moved outward from their point of origin, ranging .
from Ethiopia as far west as Chad and as far south as South Africa,
foraging vegetable matter as they went. They continued to migrate
in search, no doubt, of better food and suitable mates.

_About 2 million years ago, the genus known as Homo branched
off from Australopithecus, once again in East Africa. They had
1arger brains than the australopiths and handled tools, made
from stones and bones, more deftly. Different varieties of Homo
and Australopithecus co-existed for a long time, but by 1 million
sears ago the last of the australopiths were gone. The best-kn.ov-vn
example of the Homo genus, Homo erectus, was the first hominid
to explore and settle the earth outside Africa. As hunter-gatherers
who ate meat as well as vegetable matter, the members of this .
species were mobile by definition. Migration was built into their
~wvay of life. Hunter-gatherers needed access to a lot of land to
sustain a relatively small group of people, compared with later
agricultural or urban societies. When they migrated in large groups,
drought and other natural challenges may have been the most
common cause; when they did so as individuals or in small groups,
‘the search for mates no doubt also played a part. Beyond that, we
cannot know why they migrated or how they felt about doing so.

But we do know from archaeological evidence that Homo erectus
traveled the earth to an astonishing extent. Fossil remains have
been found as far apart as Jordan, the Caucasus, Indonesia, and
China. The remains of “Java Man” are estimated to be 1.8 million
years old, while those of “Peking Man” are at least 1 million years
old. Different varieties of Homo erectus evolved outside Africa,

and some reached Europe about 500,000 years ago. Neanderthal
men—whose remains were first found in Germany’s Neander Valley
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in 1856 —probably descended from this group. Neanderthals lived
in Europe, and parts of western and central Asia, from roughly
130,000 years ago until their extinction around 30,000 sci.

Neanderthals were displaced by a new kind of man—Homo
saptens. The oldest Homo sapiens fossils in Africa date to about
the same period as the emergence of Neanderthals. A human

skull discovered in Ethiopia in 1967 is about 130,000 years old.
Subsequent discoveries indicate the presence of physically modern
humans in the region at least 30,000 years before that. Their
chief advantage over their predecessors had less to do with brain
size or skull shape than with enhanced ability to communicate,
probably facilitated by a more flexible larynx. Previous hominids

could communicate in rudimentary ways but only modern humans
developed language.

Homo sapiens encountered Neanderthals when they moved

out of Africa into the Middle East and Europe. The degree of
interaction between them is disputed. The standard definition
of a species is that it cannot produce viable or fertile offspring
with another species. The DNA of modern humans and
Neanderthals is almost identical, but a tiny amount differs.
Identifying this DNA from fossils is challenging because of the
risk of contamination by humans, A study in 2011 suggested that
all non-African humans had a small percentage of Neanderthal
DNA, which could only have happened through one or several
instances of interbreeding. This interaction would probably
have occurred during the first encounters in the Middle East.
These findings did not revive the multiregionalist theory of
human origins, but they unsettled some certainties. The study, if
valid, would support the classification of Homo sapiens sapiens
and Hormo sapiens neanderthalensis as members of a single
hominid species, with modern humans as the last and most
successful subgroup. But a counterstudy in 2012 argued that the

commonality in DNA simply derived from the fact that the two
species at one point had a common ancestor.

19

uonesbIN




Diaspora

Whatever its relationship with its hominid rivals may have

been, Homo sapiens quickly replaced them and ?laimed lonely
supremacy as the last of its line. Unlike some animals, we have
no close relatives: we killed those we once had, or drove them to
extinetion. Homo sapiens went on to populate the earth—first
Africa, then Asia and Oceania, and eventually Europe and the
Americas. In this intriguing if admittedly very general sense, all of
human history is the history of the African diaspora.

Unlike earlier hominids, Homo sapiens learned to speak and
eventually to read, write, and create art. But literacy and.culture
emerged late in human history, and without written or visual
sources historical knowledge is limited. Much has been le%lmed
from archaeology and, more recently, from genetic anal.ysxs, but
most of the human story will remain forever concealed in the
fog of “prehistory.” Even history proper, which begins z.1t most '
10,000 years ago, is for the most part obscure. Only w1.th the rise
of ancient civilizations can one begin to make solid claims about
human consciousness. It was in ancient Jewish history that a
fully articulated concept of diaspora emerged as an explanation
of human migration. It is with Jewish migration, then, that the
history of diaspora begins.

Jewish migrations

Diaspora is such a powerful concept that, when used as a
shorthand description of Jewish migration as a whole, it can
obscure important distinctions. Using diaspora as an all-
encompassing term for the history of Jewish migration pays

little heed to the actual processes whereby Jewish people moved
from place to place, which varied considerably over time.

Jewish migration had several discrete phases, which must be
distinguished from one another. Many Jewish people were forcibly
displaced by wars and persecution, but many others migrated by
choice—as soldiers and traders, for example, or in search of family
members. Those who settled abroad often decided not to return,
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even when it was possible to do so. Used in its more critical and

analytical sense, diaspora can be a powerful tool for distinguishing
between different kinds and phases of migration.

Jewish migration in the ancient world was complex: causation
and motivation varied considerably by time and place. Jewish
communities flourished throughout the Hellenic world, from
Alexandria to Babylon and Sardis. During the era of the Second
Temple (515 5cE-70 cr), some Jews left Judah of their own
accord and others were driven out by military conquest, as when
Alexander the Great invaded in 332 sck. Return to Israel—an
unchosen option in earlier centuries—became impossible after
the destruction of the Second Temple in 70 cE. and the razing of

Jerusalem in 135 ce. There was no place to which the Jews could
return, even if they wanted to do so.

Yet the centuries of dispersal that followed cannot be reduced

to a simple story of compulsory migration. Jewish people, to

be sure, were repeatedly uprooted by persecution or wholesale
deportation. But they also migrated of their own volition, from
Palestine or from their new settlements elsewhere, seeking out
fellow Jews around the world with whom they could live and
prosper as distinct communities. From these patterns of migration,
both voluntary and involuntary, emerged the Sephardim and
Ashkenazim, the two principal Jewish population groups today.
Jews who settled in the Iberian Peninsula came to be known as
Sephardim, after the Hebrew word for Spain, Sfarad. Those who
moved through Italy to France and the Rhineland, and from there
to Central and Eastern Europe, became known as Ashkenazim,
after the Hebrew word for Germany, Ashlnaz. Today, the
Ashkenazim constitute perhaps 80 percent of all Jews globally.
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Regardless of the actual reasons for their migration, most Jews
interpreted their life outside Israel theologically. In diaspora
they had a concept ready-made for this task. Jews believed
their dispersal was God’s punishment for disobeying the law
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But it was anti-Jewish sentiment of the most violent kind, once

as revealed to Moses. This conception of diaspora was 1ar'gi)yt again, that triggered the great Jewish migrations from Russia
negative, incorporating the idea of galut (physical exﬂe? m . in the late nineteenth century. Jews made up less than 5 percent
original framework of za-avah (spiritual alienation)- Dl?.Sp " of the population of imperial Russia at this time. More than 90
held the promise of redemption, in the form of returt, ut t° percent of these Jews were forced to live in a western zone of the
was a distant goal that would be of God’s making rather that | Russian empire designated as the Pale of Settlement (comprising
man’s. ‘

parts of present-day Ukraine, Poland, Belarus, Latvia, and
. Lithuania), created during the reign of Catherine the Great in 1791.
T}’le early Christians, meanwhile, developed their 0% concePt By prohibiting permanent Jewish settlement outside this region,
diaspora. Seeing themselves as a dispersed pilgrim communlt}’
spreading the seed of Christ’s word until he should retur?” middle class from business competition. Concentrating the Jews
were in exile from the heavenly City of God. They agree with © 1 in one region also made them easier targets for violent attack and
?e Jews that Jewish dispersal was God’s punishmen® put thef deportation.
bt:i?f\l;:zd Wwith them on the nature of the offense- Christio®® é . . o .
that Jews were destined to wander the earth not ec 1y Russian anti-Semitism reached a new peak after 1881, when it
t}?ey had disobeyed the law as revealed to Moses, but pecause’ was revealed that some of the assassins of Tsar Alexander 1I were
Fi‘: rCnl‘:)lciﬁed Jesus instead of recognizing him as the Messiad Jewish. Under a series of retaliatory laws, Jews became supject to
ot jus ::;f the Common Era, hating Jews on these groul! 8 b new pl'(.)hlbltions on settl.ement, re'strictlons on property rlghté,
Chrtst, orm of bigotry: it lay at the heart of what it mealt ; and strict c}uotas regulating entry into schools and the professions.
: The assassination also triggered a series of pogroms, large-scale

by the imperial authorities hoped to protect the emerging Russian
they:

Diaspora
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Jewish migras: £ mo}) attacks on Jewish com.munities that often occurred with the
intoleranci %;tlon cannot be understood outside this conte?(t . tac1t- a.pproval of the authorities. The result was an exodus of about
others 1o fo're;nie Jews fled in direct response to persecutl‘?r;’ 12 mllhor.l Jews frf)m the Pale Of.Settlement, first to thé Austro-
eroding any easa 1dt.he' possibility. The threat was ever preseﬂ ;r}’ Hungefrlan Empire and then, via Germany, tf) Fhe Umte'd States.
Migration, AShlZ lst{HCtion between voluntary and invollfnt ; An es.tlmated 75 percent of the world’s 7.7 m.llhon J ew.s in 1880
the thirteenty, a eg azi Jews fled the Rhineland for Poland 1B* 5 | lived in Eastern Europe, and only 3 percent in the Unlt.ed SFates.
Sephardip, Whonh fourteenth centuries to avoid persecutioﬂ- ; For.ty years later, almost a quarter of the world’s Jews lived in the
and executioy, ;d converted to Christianity endured tortu’® United States.

and Isabey, decf}d erthe Inquisition until, in 1492, Ferdinal

Sephardim Setulede-d to expel all of Spain’s Jews. Many ofthes,e : The history of Jewish migration, then, cannot betoldasa

%tlfew years. The Ibm.Port“gaL only to be expelled again 4hi® | one-dimensional story of involuntary exile, however attractive

€ ??diterraHEanexzill Jews eventually scattered througho® the simple clarity of that narrative may be. J ewish migration
in th::is;i € Jews w}r,;llzs well as the Netherlands and the | was multifaceted, featuring voluntary as well as iflvolur.ltflry
€scape pey, nlcn Germany for the United States movement and elaborate networks based on family, religion, and

ce . : L - . .
religiong tsle Ution by t: :llry did 50, for the most part, not J business. Yet, because of Christian hostility, Jewish history also
Oleray,, roa eek greater economic opp ortunity Il unfolded within a unique context of intolerance, hatred, and fear
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The slave trade, too, varied considerably by time and place. Its
best-known form, Atlantic slavery, began in the .latia fifteenth
century and endured for four hundred years, bringing about

11 million slaves to the Americas. Yet Muslim traders he?d bgen )
transporting slaves to North Africa and around the Indian cez; ;
rim since about 650 CE, a majority of them females who were so
as servants or concubines, but also substantial numbers of male
soldiers and household slaves. This so-called Arab slave tra(.ie ;
involved an even larger number of Africans t}.1an th.e Atlantic ttr(z)x e,
though over a much longer period, enduring in various forms

the end of the nineteenth century.

that reached successive peaks in the Inquisition, the expulsion
of the Iberian Jews, the Russian pogroms, and the Holocaust.

Throughout history, moreover, Jews interpreted their dispersal a§

a form of divinely imposed exile. The idea of diaspora therefore

provides a compelling framework for understanding Jewish
migration, provided that dye attention is

paid to diversity as well
as continuity. )

African migrations

The same is true of migration by Africans and their descendants.
The idea of an African diaspor:

a emerged from the world of
Atlantic slavery. Yet, while forcible relocation via the slave trade
was by far the most important of the several phases of African
migration, the periods before and after the Atlantic slave trade
fleserve attention too. Despite the centrality of slavery, it is
Important not to reduce Afyj

Relatively little is known about the enslaved Africans v.vho moved
northward and eastward rather than across the Atlafmc Ocean.
The simplest explanation for this lack of knowledge is that the "
most rigorous forms of historical scholarship on slavery em}frg

in, and focused their inquiries on, the Atlantic world. B}xt the "
nature of slavery in the two regions clearly differed. Afriean wom
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of migration from the fifth
: . century BCE
(f)n, n?erchants, soldiers, and slayeg began to move out of Africa,
orming small communities 5, Portugal, Spain, Tta] the Middle
Fast, and India, There is o

lave
Ssumption that 11 : 2. The slave market in Zanzibar, one of the centerslg’;‘;lle Arabels
must always haye been involuntary atall African migration trade, as depicted in the Illustrated London News, .
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Diaspora

and girls tended to disappear into Muslim households, and bo.y's :
were sometimes castrated. Rates of intermarriage, social moblht}?‘
and assimilation, moreover, were much higher than in the Atla.ntlc
world. Communities of African descent can certainly be foundin .
the Arab world today, though typically with mixed cultures and
ancestry. But, while the lives of captive Africans varied widely
from place to place, diaspora is clearly an appropriate framework
for all forms of slavery when that institution is considered under
the heading of forcible migration as distinct from community
formation.

By far the most intensively studied dimension of slavery is the ‘
system that arose in the Americas in the sixteenth and seventeent,
centuries and endured until the nineteenth. Between 1600 and
1800, about three-quarters of all migrants to the Americas were
African slaves. Slavery filled a labor shortage in areas that grew
staple crops—sugar, tobacco, rice, coffee, and eventuall).f C(?tton.
The slaves performed a variety of functions, but the major.lty were
used in commercial agriculture and lived on large plantations.
This system of slavery emerged first in the sugar-producing
Caribbean—Jamaica, Haiti, Cuba, and other islands—and soon
spread to the North American mainland, where it solved th‘e labo:
needs of tobacco planters in the Chesapeake colonies and rice
producers in the Carolinas. Planters in these colonies imported
their slaves either directly from Africa or from the Caribbean.

Most of the slaves transported across the Atlantic Ocean from
Africa went to Brazil or the Caribbean. Brazil was the largest single
destination for African slaves, attracting almost 40 percent of those
who were shipped across the Atlantic. The Caribbean colonies of
the British, French, Spanish, and Dutch empires accounted for
another 45 percent. The English colonies on the North American
mainland imported only about 6 percent of the total —600,000 to
650,000 Africans—but this relatively small migration eventually
gave rise to the largest slave system in the world, based in the
Cotton Kingdom of the nineteenth-century South. Slavery in the
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United States differed from slavery elsewhere because it became a
self-reproducing system. Long before the external slave trade was
cut off in 1808, the slave population in the colonies that would later
become the United States was growing naturally through an excess
of births over deaths. But if slaves within the United States lived
longer and had higher levels of material sustenance than their

counterparts elsewhere, they also belonged to a closed system from
which there was little chance of escape.

Outside the United States, conditions were harsher and slaves
were often worked to death. Planters in Cuba and Brazil
continued to import slaves from Africa, mainly young men

and children, throughout most of the nineteenth century.

Males heavily outnumbered females in these countries, and

the majority of the slaves were African-born at the time of
emancipation in the 1880s. Among slaves in the antebellum
American South, by contrast, sex ratios were equal and nearly all
the slaves were American-born by the outbreak of the Civil War.
Slaves in parts of the Caribbean and South America therefore
had more direct connections with Africa than slaves in the
United States. But the predominance of males, brutal labor
conditions, and higher rates of liberation for those who survived
the ordeal all posed serious obstacles to the formation of durable

slave communities of the North American kind in the Caribbean
and South America.

In African migration, it is the element of compulsion that stands
out—more starkly than for any other form of migration. Diaspora is
an especially useful category for explaining this form of population
movement. The horror of slavery should not obscure the extent of
African migration in the ancient world. Nor should it obscure the
currents of global African migration since 1900, both by Africans
leaving their continent and by people of African origin moving
freely throughout the Atlantic world. But slavery was the decisive
force. Without the Middle Passage—the ordeal of forced migration
from one side of the Atlantic to the other—there would be no
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African diaspora. Very little evidence remains from individl?als whg
endured that ordeal, but the descendants of those who survived
made sense of their history explicitly within the framework of
diaspora. Scholars who seek to reconstruct that hi'story, for that
very reason, find considerable explanatory power in the concept.

Irish migrations

In the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries, some ’.?'5 million
Europeans moved to the Americas. Their epic journey is the best-
known episode in the history of global migration. Tc? what extent
is diaspora a useful category in this case? The word 1i frequent}y
applied to European migrants, as in phrases suc.h as thS Scottish
diaspora;” “the Italian diaspora,” or “the Greek dlaspor'a. Yet
phrases of this kind tend to use the term generically, either asa
substitute for migration or as a measure of the number of people
living abroad. Other than indicating that people moved to severél.
destinations in significant numbers, these phrases usuall?/ ma.ke no
specific claims about the origins, form, or character of migration
even if they do often refer to the scale of migration and to
particular kinds of sentiments and connections generated abroaj,

One European migrant group, however, stands out from the othsys
in this respect: the Irish.

Scholars who write about the concept of diaspora tend to e>fc1ude
European migrants, with the significant exception of the Irish.
Those who specialize in Irish migration, for their part, frequently
use the word “diaspora,” along with related terms such as .
«“exodus” and “exile” Why? The answer lies in three distinctive
characteristics of Irish history. Ireland was a British colony for
most of the modern era. In the midst of British rule, the country
succumbed to the catastrophic famine of 1845-1851, which killed
more than 1 million people and scattered more than 2 million
around the world, out of a population that reached an all-time
peak of 8.5 million just before disaster struck. And for the rest ¢f
the nineteenth century, Ireland had the highest emigration rate in
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Europe. Because of these three distinctive characteristics, diaspora
can be an especially useful mode of explanation in the Irish case.

Yet the tragedy of the famine looms so large that it can obscure the
diversity of Irish migration and its changing character over time.
The massive wave of migration triggered by the famine makes
sense within the framework of diaspora. But the famine migration
was only one especially intense episode in a three-hundred-year
history of mass migration from Ireland that began around 1700
and has continued with only intermittent breaks ever since. The
famine migration has a tendency to overshadow all others. The
important thing, once again, is to distinguish between different

Kinds of migration. And the category of diaspora can be very useful
for this purpose.

Since 1700, somewhere between 9 and 10 million people have left
Ireland for all destinations. Fewer than 6.5 million people live on
the island today (the Republic of Ireland and Northern Ireland
Combined). By comparison, 35 million Americans list “Irish” as
their primary ethnic identity. Most of the Irish who crossed the
Atlantic in the eighteenth century were Presbyterians from the
Northern province of Ulster. They left in pursuit of land, economic
Opportunity, and religious toleration. From the 1830s to the 1920s,
by contrast, Roman Catholics accounted for roughly 90 percent

Of the transatlantic flow. Almost 1 million people left Ireland for
North America in the generation leading up to the famine, due to
Population expansion, scarce land, and the absence of an urban-
industrial infrastructure. In the postfamine era (1855-1921), another
3.5 million left for North America, Australia, and New Zealand, and
the exodus continued throughout the twentieth century when the
migrant stream was diverted mostly to Britain. Remittances from
migrants financed much of the movement out of Ireland.

Diaspora does not seem especially useful or necessary in
explaining Irish migration in the 150 years before the famine or
the 150 years that followed. The impetus was mainly economic:
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In Economic Pressure (1936), Sean Keating captured the bleak
?irlality of departure, a central theme in Irish culture.

ressure to leave, combined with opportunity abroad. One could
=2y that migration of this kind is, in a sense, involuntary. Yet that
would collapse the distinction between migration in general
Q,nd the particular forms of coerced migration, involving slavery,

enocide, famine, and political oppression that the category of
%iaspora is especially well suited to explain.

~The famine, however, is a special case. Diaspora is at its most
ffective in explaining the singular episode of Irish migration
qnleashed by that catastrophe. The potato blight, a fungal
jnfestation called Phytophthora infestans, was unknown in Europe
‘pefore 1845. People at the time had no idea what it was. The blight
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affected much of western Europe, but it spread most rapidly in
damp conditions, and nowhere was damper than Ireland. Only in
Ireland, moreover, did the population depend so overwhelmingly
on the potato. The blight struck repeatedly in the late 184.0s,
devastating the Irish potato crop. Between 1and 1.5 million people
died of starvation and famine-related diseases. In the ten-year
period beginning in 1846, 1.8 million Irish people fled to North
America, more than 300,000 settled in Britain, and tens of
thousands more moved to Australia.

Popular memory on both sides of the Atlantic—but most
enduringly in the United States—long held the famine to be the
result of deliberate British negligence or worse. Large sectors of
British public, journalistic, and government opinion saw the crop
failure as a stroke of providence. God was intervening in history
to solve the Irish problem by stamping out laziness, ingratitude,
and violence and remaking the country in England’s image.
“The British account of the matter, is first, a fraud—second, a
blasphemy,” the Irish nationalist John Mitchel declared from
exile in America in 1860, in a book called The Last Conquest of
Ireland (Perhaps). “The almighty, indeed, sent the potato blight,
but the English created the famine.” For Mitchel, the famine was

a straightforward matter of genocide, in the sense of deliberate,
systematic extermination.

Few historians today would agree with so sweeping a judgment,
even if most would argue that the British government could have
done more to provide relief. Mitchel was wrong, in a literal sense,
but to understand the sentiments of those who actually migrated,
his position must be taken seriously. Mitchel gave voice to a belief
that became foundational in Irish-American ethnic identity: that
emigration was a matter of British-imposed exile rather than
voluntary choice. Irish migrants during the famine era had good
reason to think of their departure as banishment. Even though
they had not literally been banished, many saw themselves as exiles
rather than voluntary emigrants. In its definition of diaspora, the
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New Shorter Oxford English Dictionary includes as its illustrative
example, “the famine, the diaspora and the long hatred of Irish
Americans for Britain.”

As far as the process of Irish migration is concerned, then, dias'pora
is a particularly useful category for the famine era. The migration
was triggered by a catastrophic event. The migrants scattered to
several destinations around the world. And they carried with them
a sense of banishment and grievance that became central to their
identities abroad. Yet an understanding of history derived from
this one tragic era cannot be transposed onto Irish migration

as a whole without reducing a complex story to a morality tale.
Migrants left Ireland over a period of several hundred years, and
they did so for many reasons, not just to escape starvation or
British oppression.

Asian migrations

Historians are only beginning to appreciate the full scale and
significance of Asian migration in the modern era. Some 30
million people left India for foreign destinations in the century
after 1840 and another 20 million left China. In other words,
about as many Chinese and Indians migrated in this period

as the number of Europeans who settled in the Americas (and
these figures do not include an additional 30 million Chinese
who moved overland into Manchuria). Why, then, has European
migration in the Atlantic world become the model for
migration history as a whole? The simplest answer is lack

of historical research. But the lack of attention to Asian
migrants—especially those who moved within Asia—also rests
in part on a long-standing Orientalist assumption that history
proper somehow belongs to the West. Asians and Africans,

from this perspective, enter history only when they move into
the Atlantic world. The best-known Asian migrant groups,
consequently, are the bonded laborers from India and China
who came to the Americas.
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A quick glance at the existing historical literature might suggest
that this group of migrants was typical of Asian migration as a
whole. Yet they accounted for less than 4 percent of all Indian
and Chinese migrants who moved to other countries in the
century after 1830. The vast majority of Asian migrants in

this period neither migrated to the West nor signed contracts
binding their labor to pay off debts incurred in the process of
migration. From the perspective of global history, therefore,
focusing on Asian bonded laborers in the Western Hemisphere
is a gross distortion. Yet, from the perspective of diaspora, this
focus has a certain merit. The concept of diaspora offers a way
of explaining certain aspects of the migrant experience rather
than a general theory of migration. The aspect it explains best
in the Asian case is the movement of unfree workers to distant
locations. Their migration involved a significant degree of
coercion, they endured racism and labor exploitation of an

especially harsh kind, and they stayed abroad for long periods or
indefinitely.

Considered as a whole, Asian intercountry migration displayed

a particular pattern in which short-term movement took
precedence. The typical migrant within Asia was a sojourner
rather than a permanent settler. Most transatlantic migrants
embarked on a single, decisive journey and did not return to
Europe. By contrast, only about one-quarter of the Indians

who moved to Southeast Asia in the century before World War

I1 stayed there (6 million out of 28 million). Naturally, there

are some important exceptions to this rule. Slavic and Italian
migrants a century ago, for example, came to America as “birds
of passage,” intending to go home after a few years, just as many
Mexicans and Dominicans do today. And large numbers of
Indian and Chinese migrants settled permanently in other Asian
countries, eventually forming sizable urban communities. Yet the
majority of Asian migrants returned to their home countries after

short periods of labor abroad. Many repeated the cycle several
times.

33

uonjesbiyy



Diaspora

Bearing this pattern in mind, diaspora is clearly more relevant
to some forms of Asian migration than to others. Migrants who
settle permanently in distant places sometimes, but by no n?eans
always, form strong connections with their homelands or w1t¥1
people of common origin elsewhere in the world.. Seasonal migran{
laborers rarely do so, even when their migration mvolve.s elaborate
transnational networks. Recent scholars have paid con51d(?rable
attention to these networks—based on family, friends, busTness,
or the state—and the concept of diaspora, with its emphasx.s on
connectivity, is potentially quite useful in this respect. Bth if

one considers Asian migration strictly from the perspective of

the degree of freedom involved, diaspora is most relevant when
considering the subset of migrant workers who moved under
arduous conditions to distant locations from which return was

difficult or impossible.

Having considered these migrants thus far under the singl.e
heading of “Asian,” it is important now to separate the I{)d{an
and Chinese cases. Indian labor migration took place within
the framework of the British Empire. The workers traveled On
British ships to British colonies under the supervision of ?rltlsh
colonial officials working in consultation with employers in the
receiving locations. In the century after 1840, between 12 and 15 ’
million Indians went to Burma, about 8 million to Ceylon (today’s
Sri Lanka), and about 4 million to Malaya. The remainder went
farther afield, to the islands of the Pacific and Indian ocea.ns,
jncluding Fiji, Mauritius, and Réunion; to Kenya, Tanzania,
Uganda, and South Africa; and to the Caribbean.

Uinable to pay their own way, most Indian migrant workers relied
on assistance, redeeming their debt through labor. Relatively small
pumbers of Indian workers had been migrating to Ceylon and
purma on a seasonal basis for centuries. To finance their passage,
ghey turned to middlemen known as kangani who lent money to
he migrants or their families. The workers then paid off the debt
in installments. With the development of tea plantations in Ceylon,
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large-scale rice production in Burma, and rubber plantations in
Malaya in the second half of the nineteenth century, the kangani
system supplied the massive demand for Indian labor. Under the
kangant system, foremen or trusted workers returned from foreign
plantations to recruit siblings, kinsmen, and fellow caste-members.
Successful kanganies established themselves as brokers and
merchants in a network that carried millions of Indian workers
abroad. The proximity of Ceylon, Malaya, and Burma allowed for

a cycle of seasonal labor migration from India characterized by
considerable back-and-forth movement. Indians also migrated

to Sumatra and other parts of Indonesia to work on tobacco and
rubber plantations. These migrant workers typically traveled with

return tickets, and about three-quarters of them went back to India.

Those who traveled to more distant locations, by contrast, were
generally bound to five-year labor contracts, which they often
renewed at the end of their term. In both the Indian and the
Chinese cases, indentured migrants came to be known as “coolies,”
a term that was often extended to cover working-class Asians in
general. The etymology is unclear. Possible sources include the
Tamil £uli (payment for menial labor), the Urdu quli (labor or
service), the Chinese ku-Ii (“bitter labor”), and the Portuguese
name for the Kol people of Gujarat. Whatever the derivation, the
term was clearly derogatory in British and American usage.

The system of long-distance labor migration, which arose to fill
the labor shortage created by the abolition of slavery, was much
harsher than the kangani system. The workers signed contracts,
known as indentures, selling themselves into servitude in return
for passage across the ocean, along with food, clothing, and
accommodation during their periods of service. Between 1830
and 1916, more than 500,000 Indians traveled to the Caribbean
(especially Trinidad, Guyana, Suriname, and Jamaica); about
the same number went to Mauritius, another 152,000 to Natal
(South Africa), 32,000 to East Africa to work mainly on railroad
construction, and 61,000 to Fiji (after its annexation by Britain
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4. An Indian worker on a tobacco plantation in Sumatra, Dutch
Indonesia, ca. 1900.

in 1874). In sharp contrast to the Asian locations, only one-third
of Indian migrant workers returned from Mauritius, about 30
percent from Natal, and 20 percent from Trinidad:

In the Chinese case, as in the Indian, migration to more distant
destinations—Hawaii; California, the Caribbean, British
Columbia, Peru, and Australia—typically involved indentured
labor. This kind of labor was not common for Chinese migrants
within Asia, with the significant exception of the tobacco
plantations in Sumatra. In all, about 750,000 Chinese migrated
as indentured laborers in the nineteenth and early twentieth
centuries, moving in roughly equal numbers to Sumatra, the
United States, and the Caribbean and Latin America. Like most
Asian migrants before the twentieth century, Chinese indentured
laborers were heavily male, although a small number of women
migrated to work as prostitutes:

The Chinese, like the Indians, developed elaborate systemis to
finance labor migration. In both cases, this migration existed across
a spectrum in which long-distance contract labor was the extreme
form. At the least formal end of the spectrum, the Chinese had a
version of the kangani system whereby individual labor brokers
advanced money for the fare and other expenses to families, and
migrants paid off the debt with their earnings. Under the “credit
ticket” system, a professional labor broker or a shipping company
(often acting for a European or American trading house) offered
the same arrangement, while retaining tighter control over the
migrants during their period of service. The migrants paid off the
debt either directly to the brokers or to employers who bought

the contract, In its harshest forms, the credit system merged into
indentured servitude, with the workers receiving no income until
their debt was paid. British control over key ports such as Hong
Kong partly determined the composition of population flows, but
Chinese migration was not subject to the tight imperial regulation
exerted in the Indian case. Networks based on family ties, business
associations, or region of origin played a more prominent role.
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Asian migration to the Americas and the Caribbean differed
significantly from the movement of Europeans across the Atlantig
with which it coincided. The Brazilian government, to be sure, -
imported Italian workers in the late nineteenth century, paying
their passage in return for periods of indentured labor. But

the British government, eager to populate its settler colonies,
subsidized the migration of British and Irish settlers to Canada,
South Africa, New Zealand, and Australia. By contrast, Indian
and Chinese migrant workers had to pay their own way, through
labor. It is not hard to detect the racist underpinning: Asian
migrants must be compelled to work, otherwise they would revert
to their naturally shiftless state. Similar forms of labor discipline
for English servants in the Atlantic world had been abandoned

at the end of the seventeenth century, in favor of African slavery.
Two hundred years later, Asians were imported into the Americas
in a tightly regulated system based on the twin assumptions that
they were better suited than Europeans for hard work in hot
conditions and that they would not work at all unless forced to

do so.

Lack of freedom is the salient characteristic of this form of Asian
migration. Kidnapping, coercion, and trickery were widespread.
Although imperial officials in India were required to certify that
the workers were leaving of their own volition, most migrants
had only a partial understanding of what they were entering

into. The balance between coercive and voluntary migration in
the Chinese case is harder to discern, as it lay concealed within 2
web of business and kinship associations that outsiders could not
readily penetrate, but the degree of exploitation endured by the
indentured is scarcely in dispute. Shipboard mortality for Indian
and Chinese “coolie” laborers was lower than on Atlantic slave
ships, but significantly higher than on vessels taking Europeans
to the Americas, due to inadequate supervision, overcrowding,
poor sanitation, and lack of food, water, and medical attention.
Mortality, malnutrition, and disease remained shockingly high on
the plantations where these workers settled. The lack of freedom in
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this migration process, combined with the abuses endured abroad
means that diaspora is a useful category of analysis. ’

Approaching migration history from the perspective of diaspora
clarifies the distinctions between different forms of migration. But
the process of movement is just the beginning of the story. Once
migrants settle abroad, they develop new connections among
themselves, with their homelands, with their new hostlands, and
with people from their background living in other communities
abroad. Regardless of the form of migration, a sense of diaspora
can emerge from the connections forged in the new communities.
A standard approach to migration history concentrates on one-
directional flows and connections—the movement of people from
one country to another, and the involvement of these people in the
affairs of their homeland. The idea of diaspora offers a richer, more
multifaceted interpretation of the types of connections migrants
and their descendants form abroad. At their most interesting,
these connections become multipolar rather than unilinear,
uniting scattered communities of common origin in a new global
network.
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Irish migration history was also marked by a strong sense of exile
with the famine of the 1840s casting a very long shadow over
that history as a whole. Rightly or wrongly, many Irish migran'ts ‘
in the nineteenth century saw themselves as exiles, a perspective
that only heightened their attachment to home. Bigotry and
discrimination abroad intensified the sense of grievance. The .
ability of Irish migrants to speak English no doubt assisted their
assimilation, yet they were ridiculed for the way they spoke the
language. In Britain, the United States, and Australia, the Irish
drew criticism for their poverty, their association with violence,
and their Roman Catholicism. This criticism sometimes included
derogatory words and images portraying the Irish as inherently
inferior, with their supposed outward bestiality taken as a meast”
of their character and intelligence.
Yet, despite the claims of some recent historians, this anti-Irish
prejudice clearly did not amount to racial subjugation of the sort
inflicted on African Americans or Asian Americans. Irish migran®
could enter the United States freely, move around the country
without restrictions, become citizens through naturalizatio: votey
serve on juries, testify in court, and take legal suits. Nor did.th‘e \
Irish elsewhere experience racism worthy of the name, a8 dlsnicl
from bigotry and snobbery. The global Irish, therefore, ar€ Uflh e
candidates for membership in some diasporic club of the racially
oPpressed. But the conditions of their dispersal in the mid- -
nineteenth century, combined with the prejudice they expenenc

ab.road, clearly gave rise tg 5 powerful and persistent sense ©
migration as exile,
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rth America, rather thai the

Spanish- and Portuguese-speaking countries of Latin America.
Higher rates of mortality, manumission (the freeing of slaves by their
masters), and intermarriage in the latter regions, resulting in distinct
patterns of community formation, may partly explain this difference.
But it may also have originated in the fact that the Protestant
cultures of the English-speaking Caribbean and the United States
placed greater emphasis on biblical knowledge, especially the

Old Testament, than Catholic cultures did. Francophone Haiti,
meanwhile, became a haven for people of African descent in large
part because it was the first independent Caribbean republic,
achieving its independence from France in 1804.

Because Africans came to be defined as a single black race on

the basis of Atlantic slavery, it is easy to assume that they were a
single people to begin with. The only evidence in support of this
proposition, however, is that all Africans have dark skin, which
means the proposition really rests on no evidence at all. The slaves
came from several different parts of Africa. They spoke mutually
unintelligible languages. They believed in different religions, and
they adhered to widely divergent cultural customs and political
practices. Europeans and Americans enslaved Africans not because
of their skin color but to make money. The concept of race emerged
to justify this exploitation, giving social meaning to the inherently
meaningless fact of pigmentation. Race was imposed rather

than chosen, and it became the defining condition of the African
experience abroad. Its ultimate expression was chattel slavery,
which reduced humans to a form of property, stripped them of all
rights, and sought to obliterate their agency and identity.

It was from this unique experience of alienation that the idea of
an African people and an African diaspora eventually emerged.
The scholar and activist W. E. B. Du Bois insisted on this point.
Through the ordeal of slavery in the Caribbean and the United
States, he argued, people began to think for the first time of Africa
as one land and of Africans, at home and abroad, as one people.
The extent to which Africans who moved to other parts of the
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world developed similar sentiments and connections is not well

known, It is a question for additional research.

Race and exile were twin motifs in the history of Asian workers
in the Americas. In the United States, Chinese migrant laborers
were repeatedly attacked by Irish and American workers. In 1882
afederal law excluded them from entering the country altogether.
Under federal naturalization law, Asian immigrants could not
become U.S. citizens until the middle of the twentieth century.
Among Hindus, the longing for home was often especially intensq
The Ramayana, one of the two great epics in the Indian canon,
became the central text of the Indian diaspora. The Ramayana
recounts the journey (“ayana”) of Prince Rama (who turns outto
be an avatar of the god Vishnu): his exile in the forest, his suﬂ”ermv
at the hands of the demon king Ravana, and his preordained
triumphal return. The sixteenth-century poet Tulsidas produced .
a Hindi version of the Sanskrit original, which made the epic
widely popular among Indians at home and, eventually, abroad.
Migrant workers from Trinidad to Fiji, South Africa to Suriname,
and Guyana to Malaysia recited verses from Tulsidas’s Ramayand
in public performances, just as wealthier migrants to Britain and
America host readings of the text today.

The Ramayana appealed to Hindus abroad for several reasons.
The central theme of exile and return, along with the happy
ending, had obvious attractions. The story is simple, both in its phit
and in its characters, with a clear demarcation between good and
evil. It lends itself to the popular, devotional style of Hinduism,
rather than the more austere philosophical forms. The Ramayany,
unlike many ancient religious texts, makes few distinctions based
on caste and thus it was popular among rich and poor alike. One
of its most beloved characters, Hanuman, is a monkey god rather
than a human, reinforcing the irrelevance of the distinctions
mortals insist on drawing between themselves. The Ramayana is
atheart, a deeply conservative work, emphasizing the concept of
dharmaq (duty) in personal relationships, parenthood, marriage,
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and kingship. In a world disrupted by migration, with family
structures in disarray, the Ramayana offered a consoling message
to homesick Indians all over the world.

The novelist V. S. Naipaul, whose ancestors came to Trinidad as
indentured workers, captured this sense of exile in his novel A
House for Mr Biswas (1961). Every evening the old men would
gather on the estate, sitting in the arcade of Hanuman House
(named for the monkey god in the Ramayana) where much of the
novel is set. “It was the time of day for which they lived,” Naipaul
wrote. “They could not speak English and were not interested in
the land where they lived; it was a place where they had come for a
short time and stayed longer than they expected. They continually
talked of going back to India, but when the opportunity came,
many refused, afraid of the unknown, afraid to leave the familiar
temporariness.” And so, evening after evening, “they came to
the arcade of the solid, friendly house, smoked, told stories, and
continued to talk of India.” The longing to return in this case was
only heightened by the knowledge of its impossibility. And yet the
old men also found comfort in knowing that they could no longer

go back. Like so many migrants before and since, they were at
home abroad.

There we sat down

To describe the Jewish diaspora simply as a matter of banishment
and exile would be to ignore the flourishing of Jewish culture

all over the world. In the midst of adversity, Jews prospered
economically and culturally. They did not typically expect, or
even want, to return to Palestine. If the “ingathering” of the Jews
was eventually to take place, God rather than man would bring

it about. In the meantime, Jewish people should prepare for
redemption by obeying the commands of the Torah.

Although the destruction of the Temple in 586 ek was
catastrophic, it did not entail the destruction of Jewish culture.
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Quite the contrary. Even after some of the exiles returned to
Jerusalem to build the Second Temple (completed around 515 )
scE), Babylon remained the center of Jewish culture. In the ((}lr::
and Roman periods, dispersed Jews who could have ret}lrne o
Palestine generally chose not to do so. Theological consideratio
aside, there were sound economic, social, and cultural re:dSOnS
for this decision. In Greek cities from Alexandria to Sardis, ;
Jews prospered economically, enjoyed political autonom)./, a'n
maintained their own synagogues, baths, cemeteries, societies, S
schools. Antioch and Damascus, likewise, were important center:
of ancient Jewish civilization and learning. When the Ro.memlS .
destroyed the Second Temple in 70 ct, Babylon retained 1ts. pia ]
as a center of Jewish cultural and intellectual life. The version ?es
the Talmud produced there between the third and sixt%l centurn
cE was the most important compendium of rabbinic wisdom 0
law, ethics, philosophy, and history.

and

Jeremiah’s injunction, “Build ye houses, and dwell in them, .
runs as a leitmotif through Jewish history to the present day. e
the Middle Ages and the early modern era, Jews throughoutt <
Muslim world and on the Iberian peninsula defined themself'e
primarily through local affiliation rather than simply ]amentl.ng
alost homeland in Palestine, The so-called assimilated Jews lfn
nineteenth-century Germany enjoyed a remarkable degree.O an
social and cultura] integration, The 8 million or more Russia! "
eastern European Jews who settled in the United States in th(?I‘he)’
century after 1880 went there intending to stay permanentl)’-
had no desire to return to Ruggis, nor to join the small numb‘?rh
of Jews who were settling in Palestine by that time. Like JeW°

i . JocC
migrants before and since, they adapted in varying degrees 0
conditions while remaining Jewish.

Diaspora

. . ilith
The Irish, although they encountered considerable initial host!
also built a vibrant peyy ethnic culture, especially in the Unite
States. Like Jewish immigrants, Irish Americans tended t0

have relatively equal sex ratios, Wwhich helped foster community
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Yet, for all their social and political success, man

y Irish Americans
retained a powerful sense of grievance,

blaming all of Ireland’s
woes on Britain, especially the continued mass migration from the

island. Along with Jewish immigrants, the Irish had the lowest

levels of return migration from the United States. Although they
had a clearly defined geographical sense of home—unlike Jews

and Africans—they did not go back to Ireland
when they clearly could have afforded to. Doi
undermined the sense of exile at the heart of
The American Irish were content to settle

» even for short visits,
ng so might have
their ethnic culture,
where they were,

People of African descent, meanwhile, had no choice but to settle
permanently in the Americas. Forcibly uprooted and cut off from
their native lands, they built new cultures on American soil. The
nature of these cultures, and the extent to which African influences
survived, depended on the slaves’ region of origin, the recency of
their arrival, and the ratio of blacks to whites in their new locations.
Different parts of the Americas imported slaves from different parts
of Africa. These African regions had distinct languages, economies,
and political forms. Scholars with a mastery of African as well as
American history have traced the resulting cultural diversity from
one side of the Atlantic to the other. In all, about 35 percent of the
slaves who crossed the Atlantic came from West Central Africa (the
states of Angola and Kongo), and another 50 percent from three
regions along the West African Coast (the Bight of Benin, the Bight
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of Biafra, and the Gold Coast). West Central Africans dominated
the traffic to Saint Domingue and South America, accounting for
three-quarters of those who went to Brazil. Jamaica, by contrast,
drew heavily on the Bight of Biafra (southeastern Nigeria) and the
Gold Coast. Slaves from each of the four main regions had differer}t
languages, cultures, agricultural practices, technologies, and politica
structures. It was the ordeal of slavery, and the imposition of race,
that eventually produced a sense of 2 common African origin, 2
people united in diaspora.

The abolition of slavery in the British Empire created a severe
labor shortage on the plantations. Planters in Mauritius and the
Caribbean, working in close cooperation with British imperial
oflicials, imported Indian workers to meet this demand. A

law passed by the British Parliament in 1833 provided for the
emancipation of slaves throughout the empire, but only children
below the age of six and a half were freed immediately. In an effort
to keep the plantation labor force intact, all slaves above that age
were bound to a six-year “apprenticeship,” during which they wet®
required to perform forty hours a week of unpaid labor for their
masters. To further protect the plantation economies, the British
government paid the slave owners £20 million in compensaxtiOn
for their loss of property (a massive sum, but only half the
estimated capital value of the slaves). Neither measure worked.
Investment in the sugar Plantations dried up because of fears
that pr.o du.ction without slavery would be unprofitable. Complete
¢mancipation came in the British Caribbean and Mauritius in
1838, earlier than originally planned. Freed from the constraints
of the apprenticeship system, the former slaves quickly abandoné
anes to rot. But the planters
<ers as an alternative source

the plantations, leaving the sugar ¢

were already turning to Asian worl
of labor.

Nigger Yards.” In Mauritius and the Caribbean, they raised staple
crops, chiefly sugar, which had been the mainstay of the old slave
economy. In Cuba, indentured Chinese laborers worked alongside
slaves and were processed through the Deposito de Cimarrones,

a holding center for runaway slaves. The plantation masters

were former or current slave owners, assisted by foremen and
estate managers, usually of Asian origin, who brutally enforced

discipline. Workers were beaten and sometimes tortured. Sanitary

and safety conditions were abysmal. Work-related injuries,
malnutrition, vitamin deficiency, hookworm, malaria, and other
diseases were common. In the guano mines of Peru, Chinese

workers endured some of the most hideous conditions anywhere in

the Americas, excavating the accumulated excrement of seabirds
for use as fertilizer. Everywhere Asian contract migrants settled—
from Fiji to Natal, Cuba to Peru, and Mauritius to Trinidad—
suicide rates were alarmingly high.

For Hindus, transportation overseas was especially disruptive of

religious and social conventions. Hindu deities, holy places, modes

of worship, and dietary practices were often intimately connected
to place. The process of relocation and settlement outside India
ruptured these connections. The uncomfortable proximity of
migrants from different backgrounds, both on the ships and

in the plantation barracks, intensified fears about loss of caste
through social pollution, especially the sharing of food and water.
To address this problem, recruiters drew heavily at first on tribal
people, such as the Dhangars, who lived outside the Hindu caste
system. During the period of Indian indentured migration as a
whole, migrant workers probably came in roughly equal numbers
from the lower castes, the agricultural castes, and the artisanal or
high castes (with more lower-caste migrants coming from South

India, where they made up a higher proportion of the population).

Transported abroad, Indians had no choice but to intermingle,
both on the ships that carried them and on the plantations where
they settled. Caste distinctions survived but in weakened form.
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The imperial labor regime sought to impose uniformity on all
Indian migrant workers, regardless of background or location. Qe
indication of the power and efficiency of this regime was that al]
workers, from the Caribbean to Mauritius and Fiji, were assignyg
identical rations of tea, rice or bread, and lentils or vegetables.

Life on the plantations wreaked havoc on families. Traditional
forms of privacy were impossible, and the preponderance of
men over women undermined the institution of marriage.
Monogamous relationships gave way to informal arrangements
whereby women serviced multiple partners, and men sometimeg
hired out their wives and daughters. Predictably, the result was
considerable jealousy, insecurity, and suspicion, resulting in
violence against women, including many murders. In the perioq
after indenture, the descendants of Asian migrant workers took
pains to restore traditional family structures, in a patriarchal foyyy,
that continued to impose severe restrictions on women’s choices
concerning education, work, and marriage.

The predominantly temporary character of migration within
Asia, meanwhile, should not conceal the fact that the Indians ayd
Chinese built permanent communities there, as well as in the
Americas. In distant locations outside Asia, such as Trinidad, Fjjj,
and Dutch Guiana (today’s Suriname), people of Indian origin
constituted one-third or more of the population by the early
twentieth century. In British Guiana, Mauritius, and Réunion
they became the majority. These populations numbered in the
tens or hundreds of thousands, depending on the location. But

in Asia, even though the proportion of migrants who settled
permanently was much lower, the gross number of settlers was
considerably higher, simply because most Asian migrants moved
within rather than beyond the continent. About 1 million Indians
lived in Burma in 1931, for example, whose capital, Rangoon,

had an Indian majority. In Malaysia in 194/, the almost 3

million Chinese and 600,000 Indians together made up half the
population.
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Chinese migrants established sizable overseas settlements
throughout Asia. In the 1850s, half of all Chinese migrants had
settled outside the continent, but from the 1880s through the 1930s,
after restrictions were imposed in the United States and Australia,
nearly all Chinese migrants moved within Asia. Deploying their
own migrant networks, the 20 million Chinese who migrated in
the century before World War 11 settled most heavily in Singapore,
Malaya, Thailand, Indonesia, Indochina, and the Philippines.
Long-settled ethnic Chinese elites dominated their communities in
these locations. About 3 million people of Chinese descent lived in
Indonesia in 1947 and 1 million in both Indochina and Thailand.
Smaller urban communities emerged on the West Coast of the
United States, in New York City, and in Peru and Mexico.

The circuits through which Asian migrants traveled were part of
alarger network made up of workers, employers, state officials,
merchants, shipping companies, lodging houses, and remittance
agencies that sent money back to the homeland. For Indian workers,

5. “The foreign element in New York—the Chinese colony, Mott
Street,” published in Harper’s Weekly, 1896.
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status, whether as Americans or as Australians. And the very act
of organizing in pursuit of nationalist goals would demonstrate

to their critics their growing political acumen and their fitness for
citizenship in their adopted lands.

The same was true in the Indian and Chinese cases. Asian
nationalist leaders at home and abroad believed that the degraded
status of “coolie” laborers reflected poorly on the international
reputation of their countries. When Chinese merchants in
Shanghai organized a boycott of American goods in 1905-1906,
protesting the poor treatment of their countrymen in California,
the movement soon spread to Chinese communities in other port
cities in Southeast Asia. Political mobilization in India against
the abuse of migrant workers within the British Empire led to the
gradual abolition of the indentured labor system between 1910
and 1917, Nationalist movements in both India and China in the
twentieth century relied heavily on overseas support.

People of African descent, because they were cut off entirely

from their places of origin, produced some of the richest cultural
and political expressions on the theme of a lost homeland. The
very idea of Africa emerged abroad: it had no meaning for slaves
transported from their individual regions, states, or villages.
Olaudah Equiano, who lived and traveled as a slave and a freeman
all over the Atlantic world—from the United States and the
Caribbean to England, France, Spain, and Portugal—recounted

in his autobiographical narrative in 1789 how his sense of self
developed, through the awful experience of slavery, from a form of
local affiliation with the region of Africa where he claimed to have
been born, to a self-consciously African and Atlantic diasporic
identity. He came to see this sense of Africanness, infused by
Christianity, as the salvation of his people.

These early attempts to make sense of the African dispersal within
the framework of diaspora often cited Psalm 68:31: “Princes shall
come out of Egypt; Ethiopia shall soon stretch out her hands unto
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God” The verse was sufficiently vague to suggest several meanings.
For Ethiopian Christians and, later, members of the Rastafari
movement, it signified the transfer of the Ark of the Covenant—
the chest, described in the book of Exodus, holding the stone
tablets on which the Ten Commandments were inscribed —from
Jerusalem to Ethiopia, and the providential mission that came
with this transfer. Edward Blyden, a native of St. Thomas in the
Danish West Indies who frequently took Psalm 68:31 as his text,
emphasized the importance of the African dispersal in world
history and argued for the centrality of the idea of Africa to those
in exile, After being denied admission to theological colleges in the
United States on racial grounds, Blyden moved to Liberia in 1850
and became that country’s most prominent diplomat. Other black
leaders in the nineteenth century cited Psalm 68:31 as a portent
of the coming economic, political, and cultural revival of Africa,
hastened by the return of former slaves from the Americas with
their Christian religion. Africa, in this view, had gone into decline
as a result of not embracing Christianity. A revived Christian
African civilization would go on to redeem and rule the world.

SUOI3IAULOD)

Some lesser-known early figures occasionally used the word (and
not just the concept) “diaspora” to describe the Atlantic slave trade.
Charles Victor Roman in dmerican Civilization and the Negro
(1916), for example, referred to the Middle Passage as a diaspora.
Other commentators described the “Great Migration” of African
Americans, which began at the turn of the twentieth century and
persisted through World War I1, as an exodus from the Egypt of
the South to the Promised Land of the North. Not until the 1950s
and 1960s, however, did diaspora come into widespread use in

the African case. It emerged mainly in the United States and the
Anglophone Caribbean and did so under propitious circumstances.

Even as Africa and the Caribbean moved toward decolonization,
Jim Crow segregation, lynching, and disfranchisement persisted
in the American South. With the United States presenting itself
as a beacon of freedom to a world threatened by Soviet tyranny,
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American policies on race became an embarrassing liability.
Massive agitation from below, in the form of the civil rights .
movement, resulted in legislation in the mid-1960s overturning
the Jim Crow system and securing voting rights for African '
Americans. Martin Luther King Jr. and other leaders of the civil
rights movement saw African Americans as a chosen people whage

suffering could redeem the United States as a whole.

Wwith black people engaging in interconnected struggles against
racism and colonialism on several fronts—in Africa, the Caribb&m’
and the United States—diaspora emerged as a powerful unifying
theme. The concept provided activists, scholars, writers, and artigis
with a compelling narrative: captivity in Africa, transportation ¥y
the Middle Passage, hereditary slavery in the Americas, and the
possibility of eventual redemption. It also offered a framework iy
which to examine how the slaves remembered Africa; how they
and their descendants eventually forged connections with other

people of African descent, both locally and globally; and how they

might return, literally or figuratively, to their ancestors’ homelang. |

Songs of Zion

Long before intellectuals began to use the word “diaspora” to
explain African global history, slaves and their descendants

had been remembering and imagining Africa in a wide variety
of cultural forms. Perhaps the most poignant belief among the
slaves was that suicides took wing and flew back home to Africa,
African-born conjurers and magicians exercised considerable
cultural authority on the plantations, sometimes over whites as
well as blacks. Many of the songs on the slave plantations were
of African origin, not just in their language or content but also in
their form. The musical pattern known as “call-and-response” is
a classic example. In this style of music, different musicians play
or sing distinct phrases, with the second phrase commenting on
or responding to the first. The pattern is found today in various
forms in jazz, rhythm and blues, and reggae. Typical of many
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sub-Saharan African countries, call-and-response came to the
Americas with the slaves. They used it while singing in the fields,
but also—or so their masters feared—to transmit secret messages.
Call-and-response was also central to the slaves’ religious rituals,
even after widespread conversion to Christianity in the nineteenth
century. Also of African origin was the counterclockwise ring
shout, combining dance and song, found in slave communities
throughout the Atlantic world. And African influences were
evident in slaves’ folk art, from textile designs to quilting patterns,
woodcarving, and basket weaving.

Slave religion involved a fusion of African and Western forms.
Slaves in the nineteenth century derived much of their theology
from non-African sources—the Roman Catholic Church in

Latin America or various forms of Protestantism in the United
States—but they infused their Christianity with African ideas and
rituals. That an individual could be possessed by the Holy Spirit,
for example, was consistent with African notions of possession.
Scholars have identified particular forms of ecstatic response to
the divine—dancing, shouting, shaking, jerking, and fainting—as
rooted in African practices.

In the English-speaking Caribbean, Christian slaves deployed
supernatural powers both to inflict harm (obeah) and to counteract
witcheraft and other forms of evil. The religious practices of
convince and kumina, involving worship of ancestors as well as
sky gods, had room for a Christian deity among others. Vodun
(or voodoo) traditions of herbal healing and intercession against
evil were common in the lower Mississippi region as well as in
Haiti. In Brazil, African religious traditions known collectively
as candomblé were organized by ethnic or national communities
(nagoes). African-infused forms of Christianity also survived in
Cuba (santeria) and Trinidad (shango).

An African dimension of a different sort is evident in the more
formal institutional structures of American Protestantism.
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During the American Revolution, black southerners organized
African Baptist congregations in both Williamsburg, Virginia,
and Savannah, Georgia. In 1792 black parishioners walked out g
a Methodist Church in Philadelphia after being directed towarq
segregated seating and formed their own separate congregation,
Under the leadership of Richard Allen and Absalom Jones, the
Philadelphians formed the Bethel African Methodist Episcopal
Church (AME) in 1794. The name “African” in these cases mighy
be dismissed as a synonym for black, used merely for purposes
of variation, but the AME leaders strongly supported the efforty
of Paul Cuffe, a wealthy African American Quaker sea captain
and merchant in Massachusetts, to encourage black migration
from America to Africa. Bringing Christianity and commerce to
Africa by planting a black American colony there, Cuffe believeq,
could liberate people on both sides of the Atlantic and restore th ¢
fractured unity of the African people.

In the twentieth century, powerful new ideas about African

unity and solidarity emerged. These ideas, which often go by

the shorthand name of Pan-Africanism, had several disparate
strands: W. E. B. Du Bois, who was born in Massachusetts in

1868, stood at the intellectual vanguard of a movement to liberate
African Americans—and all people of African descent—through

a combination of historical analysis, social criticism, and politica}
activism. A co-founder of the National Association for the
Advancement of Colored People (NAACP) in 1909, Du Bois helped
organize Pan-African conferences in Paris in 1919, London in 1921,
New York City in 1927, and Manchester in 1945. Disillusioned with
developments in the United States, he eventually renounced hig
American citizenship and relocated to Ghana, where he died on
August 27,1963, the day before the March on Washington,

Marcus Garvey shared some of Du Bois’s goals, but the two men
could not have been more different in temperament and strategy,

Born in Jamaica in 1887, Garvey spent some time in London before
founding the United Negro Improvement Association (UNIA) in
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Jamaica in 1912. He moved to the United States in 1916 and set
up the UNIA headquarters in Harlem. The movement for African
self-government, Garvey insisted, was every bit as serious as the
contemporary global nationalist movement to liberate Ireland or
the Zionist movement to reclaim Palestine. The red, black, and
green flag he designed—signifying the blood shared by all Africans
and shed by them under slavery, the color of their skin, and the
natural abundance of their continent—became the emblem of Pan-
Africanism, black nationalism, and (along with gold) the Rastafari
movement. Garvey’s Black Star Line promoted trade between
black communities throughout the Americas. His newspaper, the
Negro World, the most widely circulated of all black publications,
appeared in French, Spanish, and Portuguese translations as

well as in English. At its peak, the UNIA claimed onc thousand
branches in forty-three countries.

Pan-Africanism also had a distinctively French literary form
known as Négritude. This movement emerged among African
and Caribbean students and intellectuals living in Paris before
World War I1. The poet Léopold Senghor, who later became the
first president of Senegal, played an important role, along with
his fellow poets Aimé Césaire of Martinique and Léon Damas of
French Guiana. Alioune Diop, another Senegalese, founded the
review Présence Africaine in 1947, and writers such as Jacques
Roumain of Haiti, Paul Niger of Guadaloupe, and later Edonard
Glissant of Martinique established their reputations in its pages.
The editors of Présence Africaine organized the First Congress of
Negro Writers and Artists in Paris in 1956, followed by a second
conference in Rome in 1959,

Négritude had several strands. Some proponents of the philosophy,
notably Césaire, argued that it was the shared experience of
oppression that had created a common African identity. Others,
such as Senghor, tended toward the belief that people of African
descent had an inner racial essence that distinguished them

from non-Africans and found expression in cultural works.
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o along with q, Israel secured control of the West Bankand Gaza, &
. . . € f
;rOWded Gaza Strj and the G the Sinai Peninsula, east Jerusalem, Shebaa Farms, 3
aOO,OOO residentIR and the Weg; Bank Bank olan Heights. About 225,000 Palestinians fled the West
s . ) i S .
Cist'mfugees' Egypt 1(111 1952, of Whom ré 5' The Gaza Strip had some, l‘efugecrosing the river into Jordan. The UNWRA-registered
1Zenshj 7Pl adminj percent w ified i es who stayed in the West i i
bercem a5 Tesidenty o g s CFEOTy bt creclssifed | ttanad i s e e aanan sl
extended ¢; ‘e 750,000 res: 1 the West Bank, m l n'o 0 (unti] 1988), but now they were de rived of the protection of t}f)e
the 100 OCItlzenship to th dents were refuge - meamvhile, Jordanian state. The ind'y Ai') bs in th Wp t Bank—th
the rive, 00 Palestipi,, € residents of gees. In 1949, Jord2? whose famili . B i e
Settlog Tinto the Eout 1;1 refugecs within Je West Bank as well 85 Jordun ilies had not been displaced in 1948—lacked both
in Syr ank, T ordan w od ian protection and refugee status. Some 750,000 UNRWA-
Iraq. Thege C(l:lgi If'ebanon, an};eiremaining Pa]est?;i:j (rle(;::;s registered Palestinian refugees lived in the occupied West Bank in
refugees be aj} ries di ot T smaller numbers i d 2012, about the same number of non-refugee Arabs, and 350,000
absorb they, ; OWed to peyy, 8rant citizenshiy. ; ers in Egypt 28 Israeli settlers
™ into theg, Ownrn to Palestine Ilp’ insisting that the '
SOCiet: rat e .
The UN defineg P cleties. " than trying to : Conditions in the Gaza Strip are even more precarious than in
the standy, a‘lestinia the West Bank. The ratio of refugees to non-refugees has always
R Td defin; R refy &
efugees (UN 1tion a4 opted 8ee statyg ina ) been higher in the Gaza Strip, and none of the residents has any
CR), the crit by the High ¢ special way, Under form of citizenship. At the same time, migration out of the Gaza
Ommissioner for Strip has been lower than from the West Bank, allowing for more
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rapid population increase by natural means. The population
of the Gaza Strip stood at about 1.7 million in 2012, of whom1
million were UNRWA-registered Palestinian refugees. Most of
these refugees were born in the Gaza Strip to families displaceq

earlier.

The refugees in the West Bank and the Gaza Strip make up about
one-third of the 5 million Palestinian refugees today. The other
refugees live mainly in Jordan, Syria, and Lebanon. One outof ‘
every three refugees lives in a camp, of which more than ﬁﬁ)f are jp
operation. The UNRWA does not administer these camps dl'rectly,
but it provides the residents with humanitarian relief, especially
in the form of health and education. Nearly all Palestinians lack
citizenship and the protection of a government. Ironically, the
main exception is the 1.5 million Arab citizens of the state of
Israel (those who do not live in the occupied territories)- '-I‘oday, Il
million people worldwide identify themselves as Palestinian. The
largest community outside the Arab world, some 300,000-5rong,
is in Chile.

How useful or appropriate is the term “diaspora” in the
Palestinian case? The Jewish connotations of diaspora are

such that Palestinian people are not likely to use the word to
describe themselves, Their favored term, al-Shatat—signifying
displacement and expulsion—is nonetheless strikingly similar

in Mmeaning to diaspora. Palestinians use that term to describe
aprocess of expulsion on a colossal scale, the systematic
depopulation of towns and villages, and the erasure of their history
fmd culture, Many of the refugees have lived for generations

11 agonizing proximity to a homeland from which they are
permanently excluded, even as Jews from all over the world enjoy
a “right of return.” While these features are highly distinctive,

the Palestinian case has several characteristics that fit within the
familiar framework of diaspora. Catastrophic in origin, al-Shatat
involved dispersa] to multiple destinations at once and was
accompanied by a strong sense of banishment and exile. Although

70

Palestinians lacked a coherent nationalist ideology or movement
prior to the twentieth century, a powerful form of nationalism
emerged in response to the Zionist settlements in the early
twentieth century. The Palestinian Liberation Organization (PLO),
created in 1964, united a globally dispersed population—from
Algiers to London, Beirut to New York, and Damascus to Paris—in
adiasporic nationalist movement intent on reacquiring a national
territory through violence if necessary. And the desire to return to
Palestine was surely intensified by its impossibility.

Inthe United States and Israel, a vocal minority of academics
and activistg have tried to envision a post-Zionist Jewish culture.
heir Concern is that a state defined as a national homeland
for the Jewish people, with a Law of Return based primarily on
bloodlines, cannot be truly democratic. One group of scholars,
1'oWn a5 the “new historians” set out to debunk the prevailing
Narrative of Israeli history, especially concerning the nature of
PaleStinian Arabs’ displacement. Other academic critics see the
very attempt to root national identity in a territorially bounded
Mate as an abandonment of Jewishness. Zionism, they argue,
"ePresenteq a sharp break with two thousand years of history by
secking to contain Jewishness within a nation-state.

wnRy

InSiSting that the unique virtues and accomplishments of the

EWish People lie precisely in diaspora, these critics emphasize
f:‘lhural difference and open-ended coexistence over a national
ldentity based on the possession of territory. From this perspective,
non*Israeli Jews today might better be described as a global people
Tathey than a diasporic people. Within Israel, meanwhile, some
ultra*Orthodox Jewish groups, such as the Naturei Karta and the
Reb Arelach, deny the legitimacy of the state on the grounds than
Man alone cannot bring about the “ingathering” of the Jews and
that the true Israel will be restored only through divine providence.

At an abstract theoretical level, these are fascinating arguments.
Yet the very open-endedness that cultural critics celebrate, the

7
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insistence on retaining the particularity of Jewish culture Wlthog:s
anation-state, cap be acutely double-edged in practice. It ?ccoll
for not only the unique historica] accomplishments of Jewish
civilization but also jtg terrible vulnerability. The very lack of d
rootedness ang belonging provoked the anti-Semites; they hate
Jews for Tetaining 5 unique identity within the boundaries of :
existing nNation-stateg, For the Zionists, too, the absence of natio®
affiliation wag the problem. Wwhat they wanted was a Jewish S,t at? :
itory. And how could the Jewish people survive
tate after the Holocaust? From a Palestinian
wever, the price of Jewish statehood has been

with its ow terr
without such as
Perspective, hg
incalculable.

The Law of Return

_Israels relations wip, the Palestinians stanq in sharp contrast with
1ts policy toward j, WS around the woylq who wish to enter the

of eagles. Similar oper

. of Israg] ¢, Zion on the wings
ations tg tran
from Arab Countries ¢,

sport Communjtjeg of Jews
0 Israe] followeq in the 1950s and 1960s.
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One of the mogt dramatic cases of repatriation WaS‘ th.atno}:?iiage
10pian Jews i 1991. Ethiopia has a unique Chrls}t:aeugions in
Utalsg 5 distinct Jewish tradition. Members O“f bot f)f Kings™),
iopia finq inspiration in the Kebra Negast (“Glory hal
a hOly book that draws from the Bible, the Koran, apocr}g the
SOurces, andlocal folklore. According to the Kebra N(fg t}ie
t lopiang are God’s chosen people. King Solomon & wned
Veen of Shebahad a son, Menelik, who was lat'eilctll‘:)e Arkof
ing of Ethiopia and returned to his kingdom Wltfrom this line.
the Covenant, The Ethiopian Jews claim descent turned to
&y believe that when Menelik and his fouo.werstzfo groups.
thiopia, they came to a river and separa‘te(} o d those who did
95¢ Who crossed the river became Christians an ally deprived
not ®mained Jews. The Christian majority eve(;lz‘;ferr ed to them
the Bthiopian Jeuws of the right to own land1 af; (and, by extension,
8 falasha, a pejorative term meaning land Zsto themselves as the
Strangers, outsiders, or exiles). They referre

Beiq Israel—the Community of Israel.

. ¢ origins and .

Scholars and religious teachers disagree (;; ;}slrael’s Sephardic cl}lf
Wthenticity of the Ethiopian Jews. In 19h lost tribe of Dan, which
Tabbi recognized them as a remnant of t e;f Return. His Ashkenazl
entitled them to the privileges of the Li‘:’vo years later. Whatever
Counterpart issued a Simﬂar‘iluign;:::iced a form of Judaism

Fhefir origins, the Beta Ii:::rlls gf irthern Ethiopia foz;nﬂ;?iyons’

!0 1solation in the m?u ed to follow strict dietary pr'ohth day, but
Centuries. They contint! r, and circumcise on the eig d in Ge'ez,
Sacrifice sheep at Passo;,lee; than Hebrew and they praye

they spoke Ambaric T2l L o while facing Jerusalom.

the classical language

. . "

ing the overthrow of Emperor Halie rSlzlj}s;le
Inthe 19705, fou'ovilxist insurgents, Jews in both .Isrz.tenf} o
government by l\i/Itz;ted for the “return” of the ]%thl?pxtz}tl onos
United State> afiopiau ravaged by war and f:amlne mthe e
Israel with B ganized a series of airlifts from

11990, Isracl o
an
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tion’
€amps in which the Ethiopian Jews sought refuge. (I)I;‘ er in
Moses brought more than 7,009 Ethiopian Jews to Is [sraci Al
1984. Finally, in Operation Solomon, in May 1991, tﬁe capital of
Foree transporteq 14,324 Jews from Addis Abab‘a, t }iirty- four
Ethiopia, in omplex two-day operation involwng t ipister
aireraft, Op arrival, they were greeted by Israel’s prime

iy
. ent, Nez
Yitzhak Sham;, and high-leye] members of his gOVe;'m:in Isracl
all of Ethiopia’s Jews relocated. More than 130,000 liv

today, ahoy; one

~third of whom were born there.

dto
ael origin whose ancestors conve‘::;s’ .
Nity were not S0 fortunate, Thousands of these con sions
known g Falash Muyra, abandoned the;y homes and posses o
In hopes of joining friends anq relatives in Operation Solom: .
But, having reverted to udaism only quite recently, they haVn :
N, Most of the Falqgp, Mura have. l?ee for
€ camps ip Ethiopia since 1991, waiting
Srael. Some have

Ethiopian Jews of Bezy Isr
Christija,

languishing in refuge
Permission tq enter |

e
B8est single 8TOUp of o7, 4 arrive in Israel were fihés :
who left the former Soviet Upjop in the 19905, At the time of its' ;
dissolution, the Sovieq Uniop includeq about 2 million Jews. In
the Soviet SYstem of ethp;, classiﬁcation, Citizens had their s
nationality inseribeg in thejy, Passportg, With “Jewish” as one of
the categories, g

®ing classifieq 3s Jewish leq 4o discrimination
in education gpg “Mploymey; but it a1, held the possibility of
emigration t, Israe], OViet Jopsg *ere not Jewish by strict
rabbinica] Standards; y €Ir ethpj, Status wag based on their :
father’s Nationality, Contra_diCting the “entral Mogaie principle of *
matrilinea] descent, Spouseg of Jew;

. Shmen ey accorded Jewish
status based op their husband’s

. . Mame ajope, Ina society in which
overt religioug Practijee had long een iscouraged the majority of
Russian Jews Were Seculay, They g; dnot 5

attend Synagogues, study
74
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i —yield investment and
iaspory bonds” 4 mixture of relatively l.ow t};e dimy
Patriotj, donation—from Jews living outside |
“going home

For 008t Mgy groups, unlike modern J ((a)\;vi his rehe b?erll
38 either Presented formidable obstacle:l,lm tehe metaphoflcant
impossible in practice, Yet, even when .re e
Tathey literal, the idea could be deeply 1nszmple’ e -
Numhe, of people of African origin, for exa'St A neto

tantje and settled in West Africa. The \t, A “returr.ln
Opeto qq 80, even if they wanted t?' .Bu e ool force 11d.
s " o ane s'pl'nttcliz::e in the Atlantic wor
thee Struggle against racism and injus

African homelands

ican
d for people of Afr lcian
The ideq of African unity, and a hon;zljrrlld g descer:idz)rlllzslore’
Oligin in exile, emerged among s.lavS e sormos, aILlaCk
the Atlantic world. Tt develope((ii H;]itical e Oftillfe juck
#0d in the autobiographies ::Ag-ic a believed tc};a:nd -
elite, Advocates of a return o ofcommi; cand Christi '
Would bring with them the1 1VlAfrican people. : o nineccenth,
and, in g doing, redeerr.l a ons always Sh?‘:ﬁican ble-ed W}luz)
century, however, this wsxoSOth o people Ord icen riin w; 3
wbed in different V'Vays f their own acc(t)o rid their countrie:
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a group of aboliti
1tioni
black poor t Jnists was planning t, v
0 a suitable ] g to relocate some of the city’

topl ocation i .
attzrini'f‘ colony in 1787 wag 5 3.‘“ West Africa. The first attemp®
ptin 1792, f isaster. But it inspi
, featuri - itins ired a second
ing about 1,000 of the NO\I:a Scotians which
¢4

States and the Caribbean

Amon
g thOSe wh
O saw t| .
he Potential of Sierra, Leone as a homeland

Freetown
on a seco
colonists nd expedition i
, whose 1tlon in 18 .
pas 15 with thirty-ei
-eight

sSage and
Xpenses he helped finance. At the

Sopport of leading poyiy Society (acs)

- .

enry Clay, saw ng ﬁltulrcai‘ﬁgures such as J
e ames Monroe a

nd

open to workj ; or frr

Methodist 1‘ng with the ACS eed slaves i Ameri

Ameri Episcopal Clygpay - ere Rich ica. Cuffe was

a Crican opinion, at J¢, l”c.h and other by, lilrd Allen of the Africant
sanst .the ACS, digCre(?-S t 0 the North soc leaders. But African -

generation. Mogt free ) 1t » 500N turned gh, arply

of colonization frop y; Ny

his

a pretext for remqyiy, thpoint on ..
g td

em fI‘()m the o
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e

eVidenCe, th

1 ough, th i ;
h , that the idea remained somewhat more popular in

¢ South,
, Where g
ny escape from slavery would have been welcome.

The Acg

» meanw g
States of hile, pressed ahead with its plans to rid the United

un
Tegion to th‘g::; ed fr?e blacks. In 1820 the Society colonized 2
Orethan 13 oot (;) t Sl.erra Leone, which became known as Liberia.
With the aSSis;a African Americans had moved there by 1867
Seonomie apnq PI:)(;?t‘Of the ACS. The colonists who provided the
“Thomas ang Jlﬁcal leadership—among them Edward Blyden of
01 New York’s b} o Ru_SSWlll‘m, the Jamaican-born former editor
?V 0 broke with ack abolitionist newspaper, Freedom’s Journal,
M favor of o) ?he flOminant line of that publication and came out
the indigen, omza'tmn—differentiated themselves sharply from
building il(lls African population. These men saw themselves as
Tistiag civil?al 1?1acl'< American society in Africa, an outpost of
the Republ 1Z&t.10n .m apagan land. In 1847 the colonists founded
that of the E o.f Liberia, establishing 2 government modeled on
after Presiq, nited States and naming their capital city Mo.nrowa,
Migrated 1, e“.t J ames Monroe. While most African Americans who
Moved t, 0 L.lberla did so before the Civil War, a few thousand
trigger dere m ’fhe 1880s and 1890s ifl a grassroots movem.ent 4
infuse(:b b?’ racial violence, disfranchlsement, and segregation, an
y ideas of black nationalism-
1S)ome former slaves also migrated t0 West Afr?ca fr’om Brazil
etween 1830 and 1888- Lacking 2 formal emigration program
comparable to that of the ACS, the Brazilians generally had to fund
their own passage and resettlement- Nonetheless, about 8,000 of
them made their way across the Atlantic Ocean. They settled in
port cities such as Lagoss Uidah,.Porto Novo, and Agoué. Their
descendants in Benin and Nigeria are known today as Agudas, the
Yoruba word for Catholics: In Ghana, they are known as Tabom,
deriving from the portuguese phrase «p4 bom” (a contraction of
“estd b om.” s godd), the. cus:omary response to the question “how
areyou?” © ow is it go'mg? In parts of West Africa, Brazilian
i still evident in styles of food and architecture.

influencé
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. nited

The call for a return to Africa took a radical form in t};;;, and
States in the 1850s. Martin Delany, ajourna.liSt, ph}}z “father 0
abolitionist who is widely regarded in America as tl could cont®®
black hationalism,” came to believe that black peop’e reignty
their own economic destiny and achieve political S?Vteion. In

only where they constituted a majority of the popula of Color
1835, after attending the National Convention of Men a “Black
in Philadelphia, Delany conceived the idea of setting u;z)i o
Israel” on the €ast coast of Africa. In his book The Con le of the ‘
Elevation, Emigration, and Destiny of the Colored P eop' festo
United States, Politically Considered (1852) and a manl o
titled “Politica] Destiny of the Colored Race on the Amer rein the
Continent” (1854), Delany argued that blacks had no futu he said:
United States, They shoulg found a new nation elseWhefeil sethis
perhaps in the West Indies or South America. He eventually :

a

3 . . 1 rCh Of .
sights on Wegt Africa and sajleq for Liberia in 1859 in sea
territory ip which to establish g colony.

. inthe
Little came of thig endeavor, apq by 1860 Delany was back in
United States, During th

é
Civil War, he recruited and command
African Americap troops, becoming the first black field officer
inthe Ug, Arm

War, Delany v,

yin 18635, with g Commission as major. After th:
orked for the Freedmerps Bureau and agitated fo
the redistributioy, of planterg land to the former slaves, With
the abandonment tion, he revived his interest ifl 3
colonization, but again little practicy) effect. African Americal
St coloniy,

€ Purposes of their oppressors. But
Delany‘left a0 ideologicy) legacy emphasizing racj
Separatism, anq an Afrog,

of Reconstruc
.contmued to regj ation for the most part, aware that
1t could tg0 readily serve th,
! Dtric Cultura] jq
he was an important forerunner of Marey

al purity, black
N entity. Like Paul Cuffe,
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y for repatriation
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: idea of return had stronfe
heritage. He never visited Africa, and his Sld::(:h e iﬁ;la
SPiritual ang figurative dimensions. Il’.l ah :pe - people“WOd y
Gardey in1924, Garvey annlciur;cii :ifanks it Nigzz ;Izst .

‘ st thiopia. :
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- o I oo ather frrll diminished, the fee
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1Spired by the biblical allusion.
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Ark of the Covenant from As Solomon, 1 iy f Ethiopia were

God’s new chosen people(;f Christ, the Kings 0
cestor

. “His

fari assumed the' tlﬂe:-the Tribe of
30 Ras TSI Conquering Llor:iothat recur like
e Selassie L, f God,” words

of
religious forms

the Rastafari

i in19 35 to
ast time 111 <. “Look to

history, was an an o
therefore divine. In lil t o
Imperial MajeSty_Hgas Emperor, Elec
Judah, King of King®

: ore > uld
nd in the m it sho
tafari culturf . ie nor Marcus Garvey,
. Ras ile Selass
mantras in the K2 her Hal
Neit

mperor
. ment. The e ey
i . astafari movemen! hile Gar
Jeggacmusie 'cipated . t:e ]f::ﬁth dedicated to him, W
rty . f the

be noted, pa thing ©

. W no
initially knew ] .
was quite eritical the Promised Land. In th

iopia was
Ethiopia W

% 1] 1 t lavery,
a lantic S
di ions hat emerged from Al
Xy AL
al T

ith Africa.
. eably Wi
For the dliter d as terms interchang
cligiot® 27 | 7ion were use
T . n

Ethiopi® ¥

Rastafarh

81

winy




Diaspora

ut for
Jamaicans, too, used Ethiopia to refer to Africa in generiliﬁplacé‘
them the actual nation of Ethiopia came to occupy a spe ean ’
Asone of the few countries in Africa independent OfEuro?OPia v
Trule—at least until the Italians invaded in the 19 305‘Ehth(;f Whic
& source of inspiratiop, The Ethiopian Orthodox Chure ’he fourt
aile Selassie yyg 5 lifelong member, traced its roots to t

The Rastafar
Hajle Selassie,

Ethiopia Stretc

—-—.
found ample biblical evidence for the dlwn;t-}{;:to
They interpreted the reference in Psalm 6 . ia’s
hing out jts hands to God as signifying Et hlOple in
acceptance of the Ark of the Covenant and the redemptive ™

. . elatio’
history that camg Withit. And they cited the passage in Re‘;’y
5125 where the Lion of udah opens the seven seals, there imé*
unleashing the historica] forc

es that will bring about the end®
1ling
;2:1}21;1330 . Y the name of Leonard Howell begar{z:

o dSof Hajle Selassie in the slums of Kingston, Jamaic® e
Which he Claimeq could 1, « » to Ethiopia- How!
declareq ¢ eem , .e'u§ed 2 ‘passports”to E . Jassies
declared, hoq , 0TS divinity ag early as 1933. Haile Sel "
Symbo] c;f Babr‘iturned to earth 1o kill Nebuchadnezzar’s 1magFil‘st
Temple i, 586y Of hameq fo, the king who had destroyed the ot
Howel) claime * “ople of African descent in exile in the V‘f
called 7, Prom,iseere One of the lost tribes of Israel. In a b(?o ;
Predicted thy, black, 9 (1935, he elaborated on these clailmse
for seditious activi stvg; ° rep @triated to Africa. Imp I.qsdoer;ness
after hig Teleage, They g, Vellled his followers into the W‘l' he
hills outsiqe Kin, Ston “deda °Mmune called Pinnacle in t,
that the Rastafari m ere, in the 1940s and 1950%

ed itg familiar form.

S, aman

assup,
At Pinnacle, the ¢

. OMmuype il
1t gradually becatrne tangledn;er:i ers let their hajy grow wild untll
came to typify the T loe ed” Thege « ” whi
/ fars * “1ese “dreadlocks,
of Cf"reﬁﬂ S'tylmg angd i » Were the product not
devices, hair naturalty tangleg u(tn © OPPOsite, T efy 1 j1s own
Ockg

" “0€ Rastafari came 10
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. “dread”
be known as “locksmen” or “natty dreads,” VYlth thinwl:;sylin-
Signifying both fear of the Lord and alienation fro d exile, the
eeing themselves as Israelites sent into slavery - on Mosaic law.
tafari based their dietary and hygienic I.)racncerfsimilla (from
Apotent Strain of marijuana known as ganja or Zesacr ed status
the Spanish sin semillas, without seeds) e veloase from alienation
mong them, The herb provided temporary re e:;ey returned
and insights into the cosmic and eternal. When treets denouncing
'om the wilderness, the Rastafari roame(,i thzzwn Babylon.”
amaican socf ety or, as they put it, “chanting

turn physically

The ultimate release from Babylon would biiztrihat black
t0 Africa. The Rastafari believed, ?t least at aSS; from the

People would eventually be repatriated er:;early step toward
countries where they had been enSlavei Ethiopian World
realizing this goal came in 1938.when tYe rk the previous year,
Federation (EWTE), established in Nf:W o ‘th the intention of
oPpened a branch in Jamaica. Orgam.zed ‘;:alian colonialism, the
assisting Ethiopia in its strugg;e aﬁzlari“si:y of all people ofAfr}ichn
E i the unity and soli Selassie ha
or\:gli?npi(r)ici;g:efhe EWF announced that lETnI::tokr)y black people
grantt;d five hiindred acres Oflan(.i fo.r s:et)ilfe war. If this plan

i had assisted Ethiopia 1n' which came at
In the West who ha would follow. This news, e for the
Succeeded, other grants £ Jamaicans were leaving homf Babylon
atime when thousan(is::d__relOcating from one part ofari

cold unknown of Eng:;at excitement among the Rastatari.

to another—*caused, :’O’ became the cry.

wney

“Repatriation Now

. isit Jamaica for
ed that Haile Selassie would visit :2 n;triation
When it was anrioune;:G expectations peaked that r'n‘attsswhi)ch was
four days in April 11.235t’a fari did not organize thehws}l-;torian of
he . ic Williams, the hi
would follow. The ¥ vitation by Eric
t they

t of an 110 Trinidad and Tobago. Bu

a by-produc inister of Isaiah 43:6
ime 10 lcome the emperor.

slavery and Pr numbers to welcom south,
turned out in h“g'(:l say to the north, Give up; and to the

. 4T wi
held the key:
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Keep not back: brin
ends of the earth”
repatriation, Youn
the idea of “liberat
freedom apq Justi

om the
& my sons from far, and my dau.g hterZilaSs
But the emperor’s visit did not t”ggermbrace’
§er members of the movement soon e 1 winniis
ion before migration,” concentrating o
cein Jamaica as 5 prelude to return.
The idea of return did

OTe powerfy] ip alleg
especially music, that

not have to be literal; it could be eve: an
orical form. It was in popular cllltur't,s

the connection with Africa assumed; rise :
most influentja] dimensions, The Rastafari movement gath of its
o2 new type of music called nyabinghi, which owed mu odby
Origin to the kuming style of singing and dancing practic binghi
the slayes, Among the mogt important practitioners of nya g
Was Count Ogsje (Oswalq Williams), whose rhythmic drum usic
and voca] chanting, derived from nineteenth-century slave nrllt
Wwas designeq to indyce states of heightened spirituality. COlllg 505
Ossie set up a Rastafay COmMmunity i east Kingston in the
His Broup, Mystic Revel

. ential’
ation of Rastafari, was hugely influ :
especially thejy 1973 albuy, Grounation,

rPorated nyabinghi elements, it

e
ectly from the ska anq rock steady styles of th

ks
any reggae Starg today, despite their braided dreadloc
gatory referenceg to

have lity

ATCus Garvey and Haile Selassie;
le orng Connectjon to the Rastafari movement. Stricter
adherents ofthe moye ek to dissociate themselves from .
bopular muygje, But the Connectioy between reggae and Rastafarl
is inescapable, becang

©the greateg; Teggae star of all, Bob Marley’
Movemen;,

Although Teggae musje incg
evolved more djy

1960s. M.

Wwas a convert ¢, the

Marley wag born in 1945 i t

© Same Jamaican Parish as Marcus
Garvey. In the early 1960, he formeq , band witp, Peter Tosh and -
Bunny Livingstoy (later Bunny Wailer), They calle d themselves
Bob Marley and th Waileys, g 1 arley and pig group had

converted to the Rastafari faith, Haile elassie died that year, but. "
in a series of “roots ye S begingng With Nazty proad.

BZae” albuy,

-

L e—

1 al
s, Surovtvat,
7 ation Exodu >
a‘nd Continuing through Rastaman Vibration,

ular all over
prising Marley made the Rastafari r.nesfzif’%?z funeral was
€ worlg, He, died in 1981, at the age (?fthlbr:znze coffin, Marl(ely
Slargest iy, amaican history. Lying in aPsalm 23, “The LO; the
eldg Bible in hig right hand—OPer.led ;(t) wearing the tam ©
s My Shepherd”—and a guitar in ?115 left,
Welve Tribeg of Israel, a Rastafari sect.

lobal.
dwentg
f styles and w reggae
Reggae Soon evolved into a number 0 he Afrocentric roots gae
UMing Spear continued to develop the ») developed dub reg ica
Stle. Lee “Scratch” Perry (“The Upse-tt o oducers in both J.am
andy, f the most influential pr 1. led by Brigadier .
eca eo : , .
- Englr;:;dor; ah Love Muzik In’cernatlor;?the Twelve '[‘rlbtf%i;eir
) essage ettes O
er . agated the m tleg cass :

Isrila'nd Ilavw,iggfofiSed deejay sty}e' Pfgi)ical lore, clrculétedsuch
' in 1al.new, formances, steeped in blll a5 Jamaica. Artxststhe
Powerful live per. d New York as we Levi pioneered ,
throughout Londin arli/[ouse and Barrington raggamuffin (ra;%g‘aous

Hek-a- 4 to 181
ZSYellc)Wman, e hich eventually gave \_Na}}’lop and rap. The reicgbut
ancehall'style, v isive influence on hip- uted or formU1a' ,ed
and exercised a decisi - eradually becamefmrce that populariz
Content of reggae music g other cultural fo twentieth century-
1t was music more t;‘:\z:::i’c unity in the late
the idea of African di

unyy

s in
:or innovator:
re major Innova the
icians in England we to England since
Afro-Caribbean muS1c; had been migrating

. ican:
this respect. Jamai

A
. ion there.
; ¢ alienation
jence racism and lflteIilsndon Birmingham,
1940s, only to experleiment emerge‘? 1}Tde(:zelopments in
vibrant Rastafari mf)t":es in Paranil W:n and ended their Steel
ish ¢ s beg e
and other Engliean reggac S;—?:)megrown bands su_ch a;ile artists
Jamaica. Carib n England' d style of protest music, V‘-’amin
d-edgec sty Netifa, and Benj .
{ Johnson, Sister in the new genr
n Kwesi Joh lly radical stance in the fluence on
LyntO an equa. d ahuge in ) d
such as dopted ae rhythms ha. sic importe
haniah 8 - and reggae rhy he bhangra mu

ZeP try- Sl unk music. T
of dub po€ tone and P

English tW0~ 85
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to Britain by Pu
danceha]] rhyth
Bally Sagoo.

a6
. with reg8
njabi Immigrants, meanwhile, merged

. d
i dian an
ms in the work of artists like Apache In

5
. ica. In album
Completing the circle, reggae also took hold in Africa

such as §;

e t Pan-
urvival, Bob Marley had embraced a militan Rastamart
i Dationalism, The anti-racist song “War,” from

. ie before
Vibration, which set tq music a speech by Haile Selassie
the UN Genera] Assembl

Y in 1963, inspired reVOIUtionarle;esia).
throughout Africa, ang especially in Zimbabwe (then Rhg nce
Marleys performance i Harare on Zimbabwe’s Indepen esic.
Day, April 15, 1980, had a significant impact on African mu
Alpha Blondy of the Ivory Coast, who melded West Af; nca?
melodieg With the 3 amaican rootg style, became the first big Jihas
Rame in Africyy, reggae. More recently, Askia Modibo of Ma. ats,
Pentatonic mygjeq] structures with reggae be
Vocals, 5 Prominent horn section, and potent

n
€ the diasporic sound par excellence. I

atleast, the dream of , return to Africa was fulfilled.
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Chapter 5
A globa] concept

ome
. jaspora has bec
W the contemporary era of globalization, diasp

. opularity

ns forits p
N extragy dinarily popular word. The realfioWar 11. In the era;) ;)f
liein 5 series of developments since WOrunities—-most notably
ecolonization globally scattered comm

s darity. Many
f solidarity.
those f African origin—forged new bonds o

e

} jans—wer

ecially Ast

Migran groups or their descendants—esp where they
T

ies

e countri “repeat

Uprooted and forced to relocate as ﬂ;n addition to these "T€p

- . dence. cl

lived moved toward indepen d anew n
ature le O

Migrants” the contemporary fel:a:‘; The number of peop

. ized refugees.

ternationally recognize

S

. t decades,
. in recen sonal
has increased Slgmﬁ-canﬂyew era of internation
the move globally hasi oclaim a n

ass of

be
to pr . wever, can
s tators aims, ho
leading some commerf1 diaspora. These claims,
igrati €0
Migration or an ag

. ishing
istinguishi
ive. A final dis
- cal perspectxve forts by various Sta.tes
assessed only in hlStoI'loral'y eraisthee tapping into their
ions. ta
feature of the Cont?mserseas pOPulatlonu;ces in return for . hip.
to reach out to theu“ol and political reso 1 or flexible citizens
considerable financia nd new forms of dua
e g
X incentive
Investment inc

t
these recen
i & people underStar,ld ion, refugee status,
. for helping P tion, repeat migration,
t ization,
As a concep colonl

—diaspora
h efforts .
—de ment outreac s+ ic an ideal
developments ers: and govel‘nower In many ways, it is an
. um natory p :
increased n 1e expla
: qerab

cOnslde ‘ ,al age.
has opt fol' a glob
conc ’
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Repeat migrants and refugees

The age of decolonization,
century,

a patter;
resent
fi

which began in the mid-twentle":ll;ns
gave rise to new kinds of migration. Among theS;the

n that can be calleq “repeat migration” Because 0 15 were
ment of indigenoyg Ppopulations, many Asian mlgranrs had
orced to move from the places where they or their ancestohieved
settl sia and East Africa aspired to or ac nities
inde s of their Chinese and Indian co,mmu -
ble economic and political hostility fro

$ Most severe, this hostility triggered

. t o
ary migrations of the kind the concep
to explain,.

ed. As colonies in A
Pendence, member.
encountered considera,
loca] Populations, At iy
€xpulsions or involunt
diasporg ig well suited

. d
Throughoyt Southeagt Asia, the ethnic Chinese prospere able
€Conomically jp the twentieth century but remained vulne

K jetnamm
to nativist backlash, 1y, Malaysia, Indonesia, Thailand, Vietn
and elsewhere, the C

hinese controlled a disproportionate Shfg
of businegs, As early ag 1914, King Rama v of Siam denounc
the Chinege a5 the “Jews of the Eagt” Hostility toward the d
Chinese intensiﬁed during the Great Depression. Siam adopte¢.
the name Thailanq i, 1938 1o ¢mphasize a national identity
Separate from that of its gj

businesseg faced tight regul

ave of anti-Chjp,
consolidated jtg ind,

€Pendence i the 19504 than

. . and 1960s, more
100,000 ?thmc Chinese flgq the €ountry, many on vessels provided
by the Chinege government. But they soon discovered that they
were not welcome i, Ching

O Many returnees before

€se violence, As Indonesia

either, Like g

88

cultures
tween two

d singe, they found themselves trapped be

Wd athome in neither.

during the turmoil
.. ified du .
Anti-Chipege agitation in Indonesia l.ntensi;vere killed or drl"fen
of the 19605, Thousands of ethnic Chmesenist bloodletting ©
om their homes during the anti—COmmulidated povwer, the
1965-1966. When General Suharto conse ave way to one of ting
Policy of forced or encouraged migratiorildgentity while tdertal‘ie
Simultaneou51y diluting Chinese ethnic tages it brought 10 int
'he Chinese business elite for the ad;’;znfd the Chin;sg};‘jege’_
nt ‘o close

é¢onomy. The Suharto governme in public, closed
discm:z Zd :heuspeaking of Chinese in %‘;ation of Chmisie ity
angug ; hools, and outlawed the (?eleamesy but thetr ¥ (zjhinese
fesi°Tu {geiz C’hinese changed their nhe same time, the

ivals, .
Card\sarscorgrelzl, their ethnic origins. ALt

1 well-
d severa
overnment, an cful. The extent
elite retained close links with the g powe

n

ich and iots that
ery ric in the rio
‘Onnected businessmen becam:t‘;rkly evident glbturned Chinese
. was n .
of anti-Chinese Sentlmzn:crhe rioters 100t€2: and systematlcaily
toppled Suharto in (119 9 d' Kkilled Chinese mex ds of peop
businesses, attacked an

san
f thou
in, tens O
men. Once again
Taped Chinese wo :

fled the country.

1deduod eqoib v

i a
cklash during the- er ;
bat in Burma intenmﬁ;e
nt i ¢
i ; nd the emergence 0
jg en the Chettiar caste
o ages to local

more concert.ed
Indian sentin!

at Depres
the 193

Indians faced an even .
of decolonization. Antl‘e
with the onset of the Grt in
anti-colonial movement

tg
on mor
reclose urmese
s began t0 fo + amounts of land, B
of merchant bankerver significal

: king O
cultivators, ta

ing a strike by
30, following
 all Indians. ﬁn 151 120 Indians in Rangoorz
ains illed at leas hroughou
activists turned igers mobs ~kgli\/[0re attacks followed t
T ’ 00.
Indian dockwo
. s m

and injured 2

1 n illi ndians le
W rlt’i War 11, halfa million I ft
1 (o}
Durl 2
he decade. g
Burma, ire ng o

became
sam. When Burma b Most of the
verland to A e denied citizenship.
kki Indians wer
. 4.‘87

. de
indepen

remainlng

in 1962.
ntin 19 opulation was expelled in
jan P
Indian
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Indians faced sjpp;
Sri Lanka) becs;;gg?r g roblems when Ceylon (known since 197285
Population wag exchI:d ependent in 1948. The South Indian Tamil -
by the Sinhalese ma; ?d from the protections of the new constitution
Tamils remained t;;]tOI]'lty Del?ied citizenship in India as well these
Onterms for thejr pe : o lfntll 1964, when India and Ceylon agreed
ofthousands of Taml')lamatlon' Over the next two decades, hundreds
hadleft generations - T-love.}d “back”to India, aland their ancesto's
as strangers, Anti-T: ea.r ler, In which they now found themselves
Lanka. Tami) mﬂita::llep()gr"m& meanwhile, continued in Sti
unsuccessful war of ind, ought a hugely destructive but ultimately
I massive interna] g ependence between 1983 and 2009, resulting
Splacement and further repatriation to Indiz

In East Africa, § ]

Populations iy, tl?: \t: ‘l‘:slan‘s faced particular suspicion from native

land by Britig}, poli ake of independence. Denied the right t0 0"

they workeq in bus"2 > they concentrated in urban locatigns where

1o be more skilled alness and in the imperial service. Th tended
nd better educated than India(:.migzms

elsewhere
and oceyp;
elite . Pled an j .
and the indigen gy pe;g;ermedlate niche between the Briti!
e.

.only atiny minority of thy
1
n Kenya ang 1percent

t. i
, and'IT“he newly independent
om jobs ang serviceasnzanla respondedly
Th '
eresult wag oy, exoduys f
rom E,

was largely volunty, ast Afric, t
a. At first, this movemes?

to Britain ip - About o
1965—196 3’0 e >
: . n .
migration, the gOVernm. armed by the yan {Xswns moved
passport holders from et excludeq Brifrowmg scale of this
demonstrate exigtjy, Chtering ¢ ish Commonwealth

«. € Co
g “patrial 1: untr
grandparent whg Patria] linkg» in Br Y }lnless they could
S born, adopte Titain (g parent o
T

» Or Naturgl; .
% alized in the United

Kin, _

if::;nn)l.plfeanwhﬂe’ in Uganda, an even more concerte.d anti-

Banda betV:gn was getting under way. About 24,000 Asians left

their way ¢, t}elen l9.69 and 1971. Most of them managed to m?.ke

the Up; e United Kingdom, with smaller numbers settling
Nited States, Canada, India, and Pakistan.

Th
Preesilgliixtlig? Cris.is reached its peak in August 1972 ‘when
that o) Asi 1 Amin revealed that God had told hlm,.ln a dr‘eam,
ays. lans must be expelled from the country within ninety
in vy rangements were made to accommodate these rc.efugees
. 'atlous Commonwealth countries—29,000 in the United
Sezlg do.m »10,000 in India, and 8,000 in Canada. énother 6,000
edin continental Europe and 3,000 in the United States. Most
« *toleave their money and belongings behind. The so-called

Jeandan Asians” tended to be better educated and had hig'her
adeshis who arrived

le .

. VeIS. of skill than the Pakistanis and Bangl : bostil
M Britain in the 1950s and 1960s. But they faced 1r.1tense oi, i 137
from Britons who insisted that their towns and cIties were already

s .
Aturated with Asian immigrants.

70 meanwhile, intensified

Fiji’s ing itain i
tain in 19 .
alo eper.ldence fl:om Bn. . here. People of Indian descent
-Ong-standing ethnic conflict Eae7* d there had long been

Shghtly outnumbered native Fijians, an ! .
consi them Resentment against perceived

onsiderable tension between ' inst the Indian-led
Indo-Fi; L. dtoa military coup agains

o-Fijian privilege le in 2000, accompanied

gover i g7, and an attempted coup s P

b nmentin 19 1 ; e against 1ndians. Large numbers of

. . Jenc .
Ir};(;vldef‘pread ;:(f)-oilustraua’ New Zealand, the United States,
o-Fijians le sult, people of Indian origin now constitute

and.Can'ada. A; a opulation in Fiji. Asians also fled the former

a minority of t fe spuriname (Dutch Guiana) after it achieved

pUtCh colony oin 5. About 40 percent of the population

mdependencoe o) was of Indian descent and half of them relocated

(300’000111):,1zn ds. They were not forced to leave, but they were
to the Net thnic tensions, skeptical about their postcolonial

fearful of © and eager t0 avail of Holland’s liberal citizenship laws.

prospects:
91
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st
t—mo

i entmen
Some of the migrants forced out by postcolonial res

notably the ethnjc C
the UN a5 refugees,
long as there haveb
since World War I1

hinese—won recognition and pr Ote(:;z;z}slﬂs
In a generic sense, there have beentrthe perio
€en wars, plagues, and famines. Bl.l - sand
saw the emergence of formal deﬁnll'iloissue.
policies and 5 greatly heightened global awareness of t eRefugeeS
The office of the United Nations High Commissioner for
(UNHCR) in Gene es (except
relief and seeks to protect the human rights of all refuge fISraeL
Palestiniap Arabsg displaced by the formation of the St.a'te. Odiction’
and thejr descendants, who come under the separate Jurls The
of the Uniteq Nations Reljef and Works Agency, UNRWA)- :

. igration
refugee qQuestion hag drawn global attention to mass mig
and to the jdey of diasporg,

While the origins of refugee policy lie mainly in World War.ICIe’ as
the Vietnam War brought the question to international noti in the
never before, ong the 3 million beople who left Vietnam 119905
turmoil thay engulfed the reglon between 1975 and the early te
were significant Numbers of ethnic Chinege (Hoa). Concentr®
in the Saigon area, the
Vietnam’s Population i, 19
its trade. Whey, the way ended d
trade, closeq businesses, Confiscateq foreign currency, and force
businessmer 1o join the armed forces, move to the country Sid?

as farmers e-educatjoy> €amps. As the most dynamic ’e'
my, the Hoq, suffered most directly from the?

» OT enter “p,
element of the econo,
measureg,

S deteriorated. When Vietnam

as a potential “fify}, column:, Were £

92

s ian
. anitari?
va, established in 1950, provides hum

jves in
s arriv
efugee
up of r
9. Fleeing Persecution in Vietnam, 2 group

in 1978.
. horein 19
alaysia after their boat capsized offs

eave the country

sands took t0 d
a, Thailand, an .
’ Kong or

dtol
. e allowe

Cities to the remote interior, or W:; Tens of thou
n retury for substantial paymen fnge in Malaysi ng
the sea i desperation, seeking re de their way to Ho
elsewhere About 250,000 Hoa ma

Mainland China in 1979

1daduod eqoib v

nam

rom Viet
exodus from
e part of the 12%1‘%‘(‘11)'08‘t people.” Huge
The ethnic Chinels)e :\:: shorthand term
often referred to by ‘

irates.
3 to pll‘a
: sessions
2 or lost their PO;5 refugees, but the
; he .
Mumbers perished at S:eluctant to taki}:ose who landed in Hong
i i re s for
Aslan countries we p

camps {0 hilippines-
tually set WP donesia, and the P

UNHCR even Thailand, IP

Kong, Malaysia,

ietnamese
ted more than 80?)’(;)2:(::. The ordeal
The United States acczl;d Australia 135’0ing in the camps, a“_d
and Canad? ir continued suffer nd Cambodians 10
refugees, ople, thel s of Vietnamese and n the refugee
of the boat P;,J’l arge n“mbg 1;n‘cernationzﬂ attention o
the arrival 0 use

World
d June 20
ited 51215 S0 00, the UN declare
the Unite ecem e
s n InD
on. .
questl Day- 03
Refugee
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In 2010, UNHCR clas
addition to the 4.6 mi
status),

sified 10.5 million people as refugees (2
llion Palestinian Arabs with UNRWI;__
The largest numper of UNHCR refugees—3 m.llho in.
were Afghans. More thap 6 million people left AfghamStar;(istan
the decade after the Sovietg invaded in 1979, mainly for ?a nin
and Iran. Aboyt 5.7 million refugees returned to AfghamSt%ng
the decade after 200z, fy others continued to leave followi
the American invasion, About 1.7 million Afghan migrants :
n Pakistan jn 2010 as recognized refugees, along -
other 1 milljon who were there informally oF
es from Iraq were the second largest refugee
BIOUD i1 2010 (17 milljom), fy1omen by Somalia (770,000),
the Democratje

r
Republic of Congo (477,000), and Myanmado
(416,000). Contrary to common Perception, most refugees

notlive in the Weg, Eighty percent of the world’s refugees in o
2010 lived in developing Countries, Slightly more than half we

»and both Jordan and Germany
had about hajf, milliop,
In addition to refugees, UNHCR Provides assistance to an even
larger category of “pe

TSons of concern” T
failed asylum seekers deported 1, their h

protection, along with an
displaced people” (IDPs)
and consequently lack th

his category includes
ome countries who need
& number of “internally ,
Within their own countries v

ever-increasin
who Temain

€rsons, Scatt

hat the true

»IDPs, ang oipe

rants brobably o
94

to 12 million. Between refugeeg

. . T stateless persons,
the number of mvoluntary mig

Xceeded 40 million-

Contemporary migration

clared December

12200 the United Nations General Aistelmlbalz,gieand increasing

8 Infernational Migrants Day. Noting "t 12 cation insisted that
Mumber of migrants in the world,” th.e dec all humans. The
Migrantg were entitled to the same rights > ant is a person Who
Standayq definition of an international mlg; remained there for

% moved from one country to anoth(-31” artled 3.1 percent Of'fhe
st a year. By that measure, e aational migrants. This is
"5 population in 2010 were interna 1 percent of 7 billion 111

SUre may seem low on first sight, but 3. ef but not IDPs). If2
AT million (a figure that includes refugees,

that
ied country,
occupie

ese international migrants moved to an un rth—_exceeded only

sonea
country would be the fifth most Populglindonesia.
¥ China, India, the United States, an

. t the
in stating tha .

ion was correctin s ing, this

Althoug, the UN proclamatio d increas

. € an . ts has
; . igrants is larg igran
Mumber of international nfl? ding. The number of rg j migration
for i n also be mislea ' ate of glo
ce:;liﬂelitlon can in recent decades, but the l{ier periods. The terlm
nly grow . in ear iti
is v ily greater than it was 11 eal rity to an uncritica d
ot necessarily g h of its current popuia 2 of unprecedente
3 ” e
diaspora” owes muc recently entered an cess that
belief that the world has lobalization pro igins of
. s art of the g just as the origins 0t
Population mobility, p orary era. Butju migration
; contemp ies, contemporary
characterizes the everal centuries, ical context.
o s . istoric
globalization go bade outside its deeper hist
tannot be understood

: million
‘ mple, admitted more than 1to entury.
r examp:e, he twenty-first ¢
decade of the ithout
- the first he country wi
. . ¢ in the ntered the
legal 1mm‘gﬁﬂln’:mkﬂ°"Vn number e visas expired. But even11
In addition, an fer their. tempc:oral'y d, boosting the overa
apers or stayed?‘ migrants are included, f1.5 million a year,
F’ftr})l se jrregula’ -lg,lum conceivable figure ?1 . as a percentage of
if the axi X al inflow d
he M ion (i.e., the annu . er today
figure to tfimm1gratl(;1n l(e) v,vould still be significantly low
o
the rate aw

the POPuIatiOn as

The United States 0

95
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than it wag 5 century ago. In the opening decade of the mentel
century, the United

States admitted roughly 9 million immigrant®
about the same as jn 1901-1910. 1n gross terms, the figures fOl-' o
decade are roughly comparable, Byt the population of the Unie?
?tates In 1900 wag only 75 million, compared to 315 million
in2013, Although Americans are currently living through the
Breatest waye of immigration i theiy history, immigration bad
much greate, impact on the;, society in the past.

T? > sortof historicg) Perspective can also illuminate the characte!
:e:t‘;?;;mporaf.y global Migration as 4 whole. The world has

y experlenced an upsurge in migration in recent decadesf
Ir;easlured by absolute Numbers. An estimated 7 million to 8 milhpn
ie: fhz ?il:uliz Vv‘;mllirating aCross international borders each’}’elari)
migration rate t?)u Leed to reach abont g million for today’s 8t
So when peq 1 "match the rage iy the early twentieth century-

Ple claim, that the contemporary era is a new age of

diaspora the
> Y are uSuaH refopr: than
the overa]) rate of migray CITINg to gross numbers rather

asynonym fop lati tion. Ang they are employing diaspora s
concept for mai?pu Ation Movement jp general rather than as &

INg sense of Certain kinds of migration.
International .
ml?:j:}lloﬂ, ‘moreover, is less open today than it was ‘
beginning inthe 183 Asiaang the Atlantic world, the century
Migration, Most of theS VYas the golden age of unrestricted mass

g countries for European

migrants, notably the Iig Teceivip

tiong at.e > C.anad.a, Australia, and New
- Combineq Wwith ﬂoln "Mmigration durip g and aft‘er
and World War 11, these measurzse I:,feCtS of the Great Depression

migration fropm, Europe ¢, "OUBht the era of mass
downturn ang the outbrezan ;n -In Asia, likewise, the economic
Ol'war j .
of the great cycle o : % the 19305 g5 end
abolished it i‘]ace-s;si (:in Migration, Althougt, theggili:jdtgfates
. ) quotay, System jp, 1 :
era of global Immigratioy, ; 965, Maugurating a new

- Internay; .

world is now regulateq by vast st;;tl({)nal Migration throughout the
€ bur, eaucra ci

es. The European
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i ropeans.
Umon’ tobe sure, has opened its borders—but only .for E:ucgd "
€ System of Passports, visas, and border controls intro

er S e h
Etriction erg i here to stay.

.
NevertheleSS, contemporary migration has several cha?ac:?:suc
.at are strikingly new. Since about 1960, for the first tim atios
Istory, half of a1 international migrants are Wo.men. Sex rre
Yaed iy Previous migrations, but male breadwinners we and
ically the first to set off, often embarking on temporair};ants
%elicq] Journeys to supplement family income. or.xge IItll gPlauyed as
"anto develop communities abroad, women evi er}lliz balance
Prominent role as men. Without a rough defnograp merge in
Chieen the sexes, after all, no such community can € e
thefirgy Place. But in the early stages of migra'tlon, \;Vtocou
Usually the minority. They were discourag'ed, in mooung, cngle
"M leaving home unless they were married Foit};ough the Irish
Women, Overseas migration was generally .taboo this rule). At the
Mthe ate nineteenth century were exceptions toheavy manual,
*3me time, much of the work available abroad— )

Unskilled—wag for men only.

ntries,

ily
t necessart
. i ts today do no "
e hal sexratios among mlgranlity in either the sending or
ieni uality,
iy a move toward gender eqare migrating in larger number.S
.. . en
e Jecelving countries. WOT icted at home and demand for their
oo T
becauge opportunity is conSector menial work, and sweatshops
s 1o, ice s > .
labor is high in the servtllc v do the work that most native-born
jes. The;  rate
of the host countrl‘:;i sh to do. These women often m}igie
Vorkers no lo.n & or other family members left' at ho : f;;mily
to support children involve an extension of patriarcha s
o : n s .
Their migration ¢2 rather than an escape from these con bliged
Structures overse?s men in the nineteenth century were o
Trish wo . from New York and
Just as young o send back remittances fro b United
by their parents tin American women today come to tf € ios at
2 : i ir farm
Boston, man}}:e primary intention of supporting their
States with t

home. - 97
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Diaspora

The most sjop;
diasporic coilzgcc;:it new force in facilitating migration and
an.d CommUnicationt}}: todayis technology. Innovations in transport
migration. Since the agve enabled much faster and easier forms© '
mass scale in the 1970, vent of relatively inexpensive air tr avel ond
by plane rather thap bs, most long-distance migrants have traveled
jfravel by ship frorm I y.boat or overland. It once took months t0
inless than ten hg ndia to England, but now people can f] direct
telephone calls f; urs: The availability Ofinexpensize interrf;tion
efficient ¢ Ommun?m t‘he 1980s on enabled much more frequent”
Webin the 1990s aclz]ltlon' And the emergence of the Worldqude
Communities ang tho-w ed migrants to stay in touch with their hom¢
Z;(])) cfore. How WOulfil;fr‘ili] ow diasporans to an extervx‘;1 undreame
have responded if tolir:}rll; :Ocslr:ltz;}; ii(:m e;ir;: (jecade
eon e?

The Int
ernet, with j
COmmunicatipp i};:S vast network of inform » d
a . ’ na ation an
sense of diasporg, LiklmOSt Perfect vehicle for propagatin
e the concept of diasporapthplgf;1 : it
, the Intern

Wwithout
W cen
ay connectj ters based on multipolar rather

today defy ons. Al
nes i - Alm
s 1tself onlipe USingOSt ivery migrant group
’ Websites, b
to ady, . s, blogs, chat rooms
metimaencfe IFS Cause. This kind of ’
S facilitate what one scholar has -

J

sm’— Ly
m"—a fervent, yet curiously

nvolves g network
than one

an

d dlSCuSSlOn groups
CO!

mmunlcatlon can SO

Po

tr

itg Speci
cial : .
Share jig affinity with people of Irish ancestry living
cultural identity and heritage”

e S——— e e

Migray
. s as
well as descendants of those who had left in the

Stant
e Unif:;tS:::llo wished to return to Ireland. Educated in
Wer of Irigh Arsnanfi well aware of the economic and political
Erishing the ‘el‘lcar.ls, Robinson delivered a speech called
Wtliameny in1ig rish DlasPOra” to a joint session of the Irish
38edy and sop 95.The fllaspora, she noted, had been born in
row, but it had become one of Ireland’s greatest

tl’eas
Ures, : .
1998 55 P When Article 2 of the Irish Constitution was revised in

¥I‘e1and

peace to Northern
h nation cherishes
abroad who

a
N rlt of the Belfast Agreement bringing
»aclause was added stating that “the Iris

n the Irish at
«Celtic Tiger”
the end evanescent,

Rob- s
oml: Z?lzsai)all for C(>.0Perative projects betwee
(1995~2007)r0ad P& id off during the era of the
€Conomig , a period of extraordinary, but in :
e boom, growth. Many Irish migrants returned home during
of people’ and for the first time in modexn history the number
eaving DErlt.ermg the country exceeded the number who were
OWeve.r qu‘lng the severe economic recession that followed,
€ven mo, rish people began to leave again in Jarge numbers, and
ore would have left if they could have escaped the burden

of

is debts accumulated during the boom. In 2011 Ireland began t0

I Sue new Certificates of Irish Heritage to anyone with at least one
Tish ancestor. The government also declared that 2013 would

be the “Year of the Gathering,’ an opportunity for all people who
Were “Irish born, Irish pred, or Irish in spirit” to contribute to the
country’s cultural and economic recovery.

Republic of Armenia in 1991 prompted

8 President Robert Kocharian declared
urk

The establishment of the

similar initiatives- I 199
41d strengthen its links with the diaspora (sp

that Armenia WOU "

in Armenian)- special department within the Ministry of Foreign

Affairs took charge of relations with people of Armenian origin
gome eight hundred delegates from fifty-two

living overse?: .
countries a,ssembled in Yerevan for the first Armenia-Diaspora
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Diaspora

. eval
eld in Yer
conference ip 1999. Subsequent conferences were h s supporh
in2002 ang 2006. In a further effort to secure ove:S introduce
. 0
the Armeniap Constitution was amended in 2008

. . ualiﬁed
a form of duy] citizenship, including voting rights, for q
People of Armenjan origin abroad.

The Chinege

I
stronge

government, likewise, has worked to foster
diasporic Iin

« as
ks in recent decades, Today, the number of O(; o
Chinese”*People of Chinese birth or descent living abroa éonesia,
including foreign nationals—is estimated at 40 million. In daaré
Thailang, Malaysia, Singapore, the United States, and ('jana m, the
the major locations, Smaller populations live in Peru, Vietna a’nd
Philippines, and Myanmgy. Cities such ag Vancouver, S'ydnei’(’)bal
New York City have joineq Singapore and Hong Kong in 2 iese
hetwork boupg together by enterprise and investment. In t o priof
Cities, Chinese People from around the world, who have ha('i " I
interaction With one another, find themselves in an immediately
recognizable cultura] setting—the neyw global Chinatown.
Aware of the considerab)e Wealth of this international network,as
the Chinese Bovernment offe,q Preferential treatment to overse
entrepreneyr Interested i, developing China’s economy. The nc
Overseas Chinese Affairs Offyee (OCAO), an administrative brathe
of the State Council, seeks to Protect the rights and interests of
Overseas Chineg

R . g'uage
€, Supportg Chinege media and Chinese-lan
schoolg abroag,

. a'l
and promgeg economic, scientific, and cultur
exchange, Every Chinege

L] 0 i d
. Municipality, autonomous region, an
Province (except Tibet) haq its own OCAO branch, By some
estimateg, almost three

. 2 N .n
i “Quarters of direct foreign investment |
China now Comes fropy, Chinege Overseag

S ————

s national
40w, globa) sense of Chineseness that transz:jny overseas
OUndaries apd citizenship status. Becaus(fissecondafy education
inese today receive their elementary a:tiary stage, they.often
China before they go abroad for the te d the Communist
"etain a gooq deal of loyalty to the state ZnoCAO'run summer.n
arty, Their foreign-born children attf?n e roots before returning
“amps, getting in touch with their Chines of the new overseas bby
0 thejp Permanent homes overseas. MaﬂZment athome and 1(') 1y
inese cooperate closely with the gov:rth movement, especia
erlergeticadly in its interests. Back and

. mmon.
. ie ingly co
Orbusinegg purposes, is increasing

in

in similar ways.
X . ora in s1ml
t to its diasp blished

The Ing rnment reaches ou long-esta

nd ian goved the world with sizable ar.ld Myanmar, Singapore,

ies aroun, a, o
Indian Populations include Nepal, Mgl';})]:)lago and Fij. Su;:cegland
.. inidad an i sto En

Soy i itius, Trinida . number :

Ortl}:i%riczli,ll\;lag:ans have migrated in lafgenada, and Austra..ha.
and, s arth ,13605 to the United States, jntries of the Persia r111
e » Since 1e o oil-ri ch, labor-hungry ?aﬂ migrants, especially
. 1re recently, ior destination for Indi jes, the migrants '

a 1€S, i

U fnave beeri & m tJ' enship in these countr ted workers steadily

Muslims. Denied citiz ith a stream of exploi by contrast,
- , W1 i tates,

tend to be short-term ;vals. In the United 8 ically prosperous
replenished by new al;u cated and most econom
Indians are the best e

of all immigrant groups-

rs a variety of incentive.s to its i
ment ;ffleg to enlist their economls :}1:: Eategory
’ S(e): the government introciuciitizens and
return. In the late 1‘(31’i7an,s (NRIs) to classify Ir;illlzr;nore expansive
of Non_Resident I'r:,ing permanent‘ly abroad. -ntrOduced in 1999,
passport holder :s of Indian Origin (PIOs), i

The Indian govern
ion,
Overseas populatl

ing back
i i r ancestry (goin
category of Personationals of Indian birth o

$300) for
ign 15,000 rupees (
included foril)gns). The PIO cards cost
atl
four gener

ight to enter
ees for minors and carry the 1ﬂgand 2000 the
nd 7,500 rupfor fifteen years. In 1991, 1998,
adults a t aviSa-
hou

-+ho
India Wit o
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Diaspora

issuing & t(_’tal
Indian government tapped into overseas wealth ];}é;mmmee in
of $12.3 billion in “diaspora bonds” A ng.'h Le‘fes ora” and, in'
2000 outlined a global policy for the “IndlaI? Dia g the Federatio?
2003, the Ministry for Overseas Indian Affairs an

14
1d the firs
of Indian Chambers of Commerce and Industry he

annual Indjan Diaspora Day.

In 2004 the Indian

ohad
Citizenship of India (OCI), open to all Indians abro;ir‘:r}rli pakistal
migrated aftey 1950 (except those who had departe tofdual
and Bangladesh), Despite its name, OCI fell well ?ho onstitution
citizenship, which is not permitted under the Indian ((i'a without
It did, however, offer lifelong multiple entries into In 1 Sfer
avisa. Those wit}, OClI status could apply for Citizen.shllp dia, but
five years, Provided they haq spent at least one year in In

0s
. - ip. Both PI
they would haye 1, 8ive up their existing citizenship

and OCIs ¢q

on
L unters

uld pasg through expedited immigration c(} financial
arrival in Ingj,_ They were exempt from a wide range 0 :

:oners, and they
regulations anq Special charges imposed on foreigners,
could take g

vant;
investment.

Reaching gyt to the diag
African Union (AU). B
Organizatioy o

all countrieg o

POra is also g central initiative of the
Unded ;
f African Unity,
n the continent

" APIil 2005 the AU adopted 2
definition of the “African diag

rical
: pora” embracing all people OfAf, :
descent or heritage living Outside the Continent, whatever their
nationality oy Citizenship, Who retajned 5 connection with the
continent ang Wwere

: Willing t6 5y the idea of African unity
economically o politically.

102

eas |
f Overses
government created the category O

. gan
; incom .
2ge of a variety of tay exemptions on :

T ——

The A hag s

art of this
d two major conferences as p
ponsore
i

: d the
1s of Africa an
Ditiative, The First Conference of IntelleCt: ahsosted seven hundred
Vi850ra (CIAD 1), held in Senegal in 200h’ Central, and South
intellectual and cultural figures from N}Z:t A;ab world, as well
erica, the Caribbean, Europe, and t flicials also attended. 1
3 Africy, Leading African gOvemnfglt;le president of Senfg;t’h
d a proposal by the P the title “s
z d{:leg?};esdsutspozt;fe::n the African Diasg)rgast West, and
taye Wade, to ¢ . uth, )

Tgion” of the A (supplementing North, S0
Centrq) Africa),

tin )
pic “Africa
ce.” About

CIAD II) me
The Second African diaspora conferen(:c(e took as its to
Salvador, Brazjl, in 2006. This confelje and Renaissan
inthe 'I‘vs;enty-ﬁrst Century: Integration

B ssion, X
1,200 people attended the opening Zend featuring high-
President Luiz Inacio Lula da Silva

. by
ded over .
prest ranking

by Alvin Ailey’s American D
by

ance The:}xlter, teesl(l;l .
T 3
lavery to the p
lation® American history fro:; tsS A Aatuny
i n . .
the Kc:; ° l:;::"ez:u:ive and unifying asp:
to o

thfesi)raﬁ“g th 103
cel
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Diaspora

s Nobel
. ith Kenyas .
officials from several African countries, along with
Peace laureate, Wa

ivided its ma?
ngari Maathai. The conference d%:ieign of
topicinto siy subthemes: Pan-Africanism, the CO.IltI'I ras,” Africal
intellectuals, relations between “Africa and its D la'spoin tile world,
identity in multicultura] contexts, the place of A/.&frlca rican
and science and technology, The legendary African AH; ing the
singer-songwriter Stevie Wonder set the tone by repea

must
« can, weé ;
words spoken to him by his mother: We should, we
and we wil]»

The AU conferences ing
Organizations ip the Un
People of African origin
elements of 5 Pan

pired a proliferation of Pan-AfrlcanmanY
fted States and elsewhere. clearly’brace
around the world continue to em n
~-African identity. The idea of diaspora f : 2012,
therefore be a, powerful source of political mobilization. Itl,ership .
for example, Hajtj Successfully applied for associate mem oo
inthe AU, the first non-African country to do so. Diasp (')ra braces
also inspire 8reat art, music, and literature. As an idea, it erliion‘ :
themes of €aptivity and exile, byt also salvation and redemp man
Many African Americang have seen these two poles Oft}.le huf the
eXperience a5 inseparable, believing that only the suffering © cant:
chosen wi]] redeem Society ag 5 Whole. Diaspora, in this sense; ¢

. . Ce O
provide not SIMply a narrative of exploitation but also a sour
unity and liberatioy

104

Chapter 6
The future of diaspora

. 1 n
. n mlgratlo ?
owerful perspective 0 ent,
The ideq of diaspora offers a Pd dimensions of movem us aspects
. o
baseq on the three mterrelafte ora illuminates numer lsobe
o s it can a
€Olinectivity, and return. DlZ isian history, but it ca d space. The
ofJ ewish, African, Irish, an roups across time an 11 within the
#pplied to many other mlgr?trgds for exammple, fits Wea (“Gypsies”)
. R u. il Jeut
hlStOI'y ofthe Sikhs and thz es the history Ofthe. Ro ise, the
framework of diaspora, as oly modern period, hke;ilur’lderstood
i i . In the ear ts can X
ortain respects200 000 French Hugueno ish to consider how
. wi .
dlSPEI'Séll. of some ersl;e ctive. Readers mays and eras, including .
from diasporic pk plies to other group ustained periods o ‘n
well the framewor 1ap ecific to Muslims, or s ¢ of state power, as i
Patterns of dispersal iﬁe context of the Couapsl'mited explanatory
X e . i
Intense migration in Because diaspora has it is more relevant
early medieval Europe-f states and homelands, it other periods.
ce O . n to
Power in the absen ially modern history tha ncerned
. d especl . f diaspora are co C
to ancient an + conceptions o a distinctively
And because moS in particular, the term has
. ates
with nation st

ence.
contemporary val

ding
- lay depen
ions of the idea are currently lrOlr};:e a;’Pl‘oach
rsi .
Two contra?y Veth.e term and for what pur[&iﬁsi can have the
. ysin othe

on who 18 ustlioialist history, whereas the

rts n&
suppo

to flatten
a tendency

ffect. Diaspora in the first sense has

: ect.

site €

opp@
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Diaspora

out differences, to homogenize, to reduce complexity and dlve;'SItY
tc? asingle type. In its second, more critical sense, however,'
diaspora can be used to draw important analytical distinctlf’ﬂs :
between different kinds of human experience. Any concluding
assessment of diaspora and its future relevance must take thest
contradictory tendencies into account.

T ..
here are significant pitfalls in using diaspora without careful

reflectj

acf;(eictlo.n- Ithasbecome a trendy word in both popular and i
€mic usage. Diaspora has a nice ring to it: the word rols

Offthe tOngu

be rather em;;i;li.ng apparent substance to whaF may a_::ous
meaning, it cap gj an‘ns, _Unless the term is used vmth. coln o
homogeniZe o dSlgmfy- httle.. Even when used reﬂef:tlve y, e
Babylonian cq t.o'Verslmpllfy. A single event or epls'ode— e
Armenian genﬁ l'gty’ the Atlantic slave trade, the Irish fam ;te
fora group’s entc'1 eican FOO easily come to stand asa ?urroogf
diaspora inVOlvelre mlgratlon history. And because the idea .
facile historica as P?rt{cular forms of suffering, it can result 1t
every form of ant?.? O8les concerning racism or genocide- Not
very migration i ammlgrant prejudice involves race, and noto
take the Views of n EXod}ls. Another pitfall is the tendency © -
avocal elite as typical of all members 0f 8™

they claj

M to re

resultin g Koo Ezelasent. A diasporic approach can sometime®
arge-scale nationa] history.

Oach, gloha)]
riging Y Scattered people whose ancestors

. te in asi .
characteristicg N that}, su}gle Place are endowed with comm®"
members gf 4 « asis alop, .

a . €. The ct.
transnatxonal Nation” yt Ee;ome, in effect,

X wi i
nstltuting a co, theirs

In this appl‘
happen to o

timelesg attrib
;)f where the Migrant,
rish di ”

tersm Sd.laspora or “the Afric, i

. is the Dumbey of pe s

t }Tscent? Do such People ;)‘Ple glob

e world e g

Y share coz;rr:n

sh diaspora i

utes ¢ upposedy
mmon culture, I‘egardless’
helpful is it to talk of “the
Pora” if all one means by e
ally who claim Irish or Afric?”
Widely different settings arov”
mon characteristics? To Speak °

N thi
his sense, and to count numPe

» Necessar
: il
an African op an Inj
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acCO i i . » . .
st ringl, s to fall into the trap of “essentialism. Migration
cu1t°l'y becomes little more than the story of fixed and inherent .
Wral essences transplanted without change from 0n€ part of the

W . .
it others. Diaspora becomes a form of biological destiny

Oi:: of the most striking ways in which deploying the idea }?ihe
OUtrI;Ora ¢an result in national history writ large 15 thro;lgﬁons cor
al "ch efforts by governments to their overseas populatior .t'on
etalk of the demise of nation states in the age of globalization,
$OVernments that reach out to “their” diasporas are clearly

augmenting their economic power. They are even begi.nnmg 'to
Xtend thejy sovereignty by offering concessions on citlzejn.shllp
o voting rights to overseas populations in return for political of
fonomje support. Diaspora can therefore serve 10 st'rer.lgthen. e
"ather than undermine nation states. China and India, in iartlc )
s way.

We the potential to become new supernations it thi

ses
Those who use the category of diaspora for schotarly purpo

. ize diverse
Will remain critical of approaches that homogerlnfz;rcihe e oy
Populations. To offset this tendency, it is helptfuwho *riginate in
) : ! S )
Winclude a comparative dimension- Migran e oad,

i jstories
esame countries have signiﬁcantly d1f'fere.n tl}all-itzuin or Australia
depending on where they settle: To be .Ims};;no e culture
is not the same as being Irish 1? A'merlziim; Jamaicans in

i : erican . : )
ilﬁ'ers starkly from %fncan Ay tences from J amaicans in
ondon have radically

: (Ferent experi .
N Ki gj::ff The comparative method secks ou
ew York City or Kan .
v 1] as

t] P P i .
ese d]ﬁ we. >the Sl‘rﬂl’ larities. But itis not wel S1 llted
i erences as

alyZ]ng dynam]c O i i 5 1itical
to an V icf rms Of deln()gl aphlc, eCOnOTnlC Po. 5
' These are the domain Of dlaspo a pal

n. ) i r

i io i i i i tes a
and cultural mteraCtl ach to migration history integra

ro !
excellence. The best 2P larger framework of diaspora-

. dlmension into &
comparative © ’ ) )
J ond sense embraces but moves beyon
c

in it ¢ ining i jon as well
Diaspora lt.sve method. By examining interaction: -
0
the comParai‘hiS approach presents a cl_ear alternative
s atio”y
as varia® 107
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homogenizing, quasi-nationalist model. Far from classifying
people by nation or lumping them into supernations, it .
undermines the supposedly fixed and natural relationship
between identity and place. This approach is powerfully
“anti-essentialist,” rejecting the notion that people, nationSf o
races have characteristics or inner essences that stand OutSX.de 0rdy
historical time or are grounded in geographical territory. Diasp
understood in this way, does not respect boundaries. In the "
language of cultural studies, it deals more with “routes” than WI
“roots” The emphasis is on movement and connections rather d
than origins. Going beyond the simple polarity of homeland "

. e
hostland, this approach is less interested in where people cOm
from than in how they travel and interact.

Diaspora in thig sense greatly enriches our understanding of
migration. The field of migration history deals, by definition,
with movement from ope place to another. Yet for the modern

and contemporary erag at least, it is strongly nation-based. 1S
vocabulary is organized around the dualities of push and pull
emigration and immigratj

. On, uprooting and transplantation,
usually applied to the relationship between one sending county
an.d one receiving country, The concept of diaspora can transcen
this limited Perspective, re

' ' vealing multifaceted patterns of
interaction and exchange,

3 religions, and ¢
a potentia¥ source of Convergence, bringing People back together
and breaking doYvn the artificja] boundaries that earlier migration®
d externa) migrations have recently
"&est wave of urbanization in history-

CeN Megacities—those with pOPuIations

unleashed the fastest ang la
Eleven of the world’s sevent
of more than 10 million—g,

il

- Terging, involving dual, multiple, or flexible Ci;izg?i;?:tlgn and
0se who are working to define these new forms Of (;as oo
elonging could do worse than study the concept ot d1asp

Asin Previous eras of history, diaspora offer.s a framewozl; If;)rit )
underStanding the world created by migration. Asa corrr'x1 ents,deploy
"povertul and empowering; migrantS. and g(?v;r; 1o offer. The

forthey own purposes and reap the dividends it ible meanings
Job of scholars and students is to delineate the.posm o emerit
of diaspora, and to determine its utility. There 18 c(()irézne it

in thig enterprise. But if a given group c}}ooses tcihOr S short

ity oreforts own purposes, 40 theﬁalti what they are
introduction to disagree? People will always 1 cople’s needs
%oking for in the idea of diaspora. And because pa Dt the idea
thange over time, members of the same gro;?: Zra is a powerful
More or less appealing in different p.e.r10<?s- 1 ngit 1 become
Source of cultural and political moblhzat.lon, a .t continue 10
en more powerful as migrants and‘thell‘ (?e;comelands.

forge links among themselves and with their

- on” once proposed

ACCOrding to the “law of the thir.d ger}erattl}cl): g(r)andcll)lildren of
by a historian of American imrnlgratl}(i:,children of immigrants
Immigrants seek to remember what t ey often ry t0 release
tried to forget. Those who make th.le; from the dead hand of the e
their children (the second geneI:a(t1102neration may wish to embrac
past, but the members of the thir io they are. This theory hasa
that past as they s¢e Folflilcﬁc?er:alse of American histoW’ where
¢ertain Valigitz’:rffsz::g};d their childrenf to Caj:(‘)’g(:};zu:rhe
migrants O re, or were force .
ol(iwofld languafc(:;; gecnlj:Ztion in today’s world of r?pl(zimd

. seand flexible citizenship is more comp > er where
communicat 7 in the past. But for all who seek to disco e
ambigno¥® thf: and to understand what they have become,
they caf:i:ﬁ) re;aiﬂ a powerful attraction.
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