Researching Race: Current Questions and Controversies

Sociology 922

Wednesdays 2:45-5:15

Social Science 6117 
Joan H. Fujimura
7101 Social Science

fujimura@ssc.wisc.edu
Office Hours: Tuesday 1:30-2:45pm, Wednesday 2-2:45pm and by appointment 
This seminar is envisioned as a “thinkshop” for students who are engaged in or plan to undertake original research on race.  The seminar will grapple with some of the major questions and controversies that confront social scientists who seek to contribute to this field of scholarship today.  Like social scientists in all other subfields, those who do research on race must make a series of choices to produce original scholarship:  How to define the object of study?  Which methods to use? Whether to use a combination of methods?  How to select the unit of analysis? How to measure variables or operationalize key concepts?  What does it mean to measure variables? How to identify the set of comparable cases and use comparative reasoning to derive generalizable conclusions?  What does it mean to compare?  What does it mean to say that conclusions are generalizable?  Generalizable to what and for what?  Is there an established paradigm in sociology?  If so, what are its foundational assumptions?  If not, what are the competing approaches?  How do we go about our research in a time of debate?  
In this seminar, we will consider how such research questions give rise to distinctive challenges and controversies when the focus of research touches on issues of race. The goal of the seminar is not to resolve all such controversies, but to directly engage them in order to identify gaps in our current knowledge, map the field of positions in currently open debates, and understand the implications (whether analytical, practical, or political) of opting for one position over another in our own research. By tackling contentious questions in the field of race scholarship head on, the seminar aims to help students develop the knowledge and reflexivity to successfully navigate the contentious terrain of race scholarship as they become active contributors to the field. 

The seminar will be run as a participatory discussion, with weekly reading focused on a specific contentious issue or unresolved question in the field. Please note that the content and format of this seminar assume that students have some prior knowledge of scholarship in this field. 

Requirements:  The basic requirement of the course is critical reading of all assigned texts before each class meeting and active participation in class discussions. Some review articles are more tedious than others, but still useful.  Please skim these.  Readings are available on e-reserves through the Social Science Reference Library.  
In addition to reading, all students are expected to:

(1) Write weekly memos.  These are short (no more than one typed page) written responses to the reading for each week. The point of this exercise is to get you in the habit of writing as a natural accompaniment to critical, reflective reading. It is also meant to ensure that everyone comes to class prepared for a critical discussion. The memos should not summarize the week’s reading, but critically engage it. Specifically, your memos should succinctly address the following: 
(1) What do you see as the central issue at stake in this set of readings? 
(2) What, if any, are the points of agreement on this issue?  
(3) What are the core disagreements? 
(4) If you had to take a position on the central issue you have identified, what would that position be, and why?
Memos should be posted to the class website by noon on Tuesdays (to allow sufficient time to read them before the class meets on Wednesdays). After each week’s discussion, you are encouraged to revisit your memo and those of your classmates to reflect on whether your initial position shifted at all in light of the class discussion.

The memos will not be graded, but their timely completion is a firm requirement of the course. Two “grace weeks” are allowed over the course of the semester, chosen at the students’ discretion. For the two weeks you choose not to write a memo, simply send me an email with the subject heading “grace week” before the weekly class meeting. No explanation is required. Missed memos beyond the two grace weeks will result in a lowering of your final course grade.      

(2) Initiate discussion: Each student will initiate discussion for one or two week(s) of readings with a brief (10 minute) presentation at the beginning of class. The opening comments should not summarize readings. They should draw out key issues at stake, make note of similarities or differences in the positions of different authors, point to the implications of the controversy at hand, offer critiques of specific arguments or ideas, etc. Together with the instructor, the student will help facilitate the class discussion that follows.  

(3) Write a final paper.  Students have two options for the final assignment. 
Option #1: Write a paper that directly engages one of the questions or controversies covered during the semester. The paper should build from the assigned reading and discussion, but then move beyond what was covered in class to take on a particular issue in more depth or to broaden the focus to related concerns. The paper should be written in the form and style of a stand-alone journal article that seeks to contribute to advancing discussion on a currently unresolved question or controversy in the field.
Option #2: Write a paper that examines the implications of one or more of the issues covered in the class for the student’s own research project or agenda. All students considering this option should consult with the instructor during office hours prior to mid-point of the semester to discuss their ideas for the final paper. 

Course Outline
Week 1. (9/7) Introduction
Week 2. (9/14) Racial Categories and Classification
In a field wrought with disagreement over concepts, methods, ideology and politics, the idea that race is a social construct has enjoyed remarkable consensus. But recently, two sociologists have challenged the idea that racial categories are socially, politically, and culturally constructed. Some geneticists also have recently argued that races are more than social constructs.  Other sociologists, anthropologists, and geneticists have argued that this re-introduction of races as genetic categories is based on incorrect understanding of the new genomics. This field of debate is well marked and will hopefully give us guidelines for other debates about race in the social sciences.  We will examine some of this literature in this week’s readings.  We will also discuss what it means to say that race is socially constructed.  
Hudson, Nicholas. "From ‘Nation’ to ‘Race’: The Origin of Racial Classification." Eighteenth Century Studies 29, no. 3 (1996): 247-264. http://muse.jhu.edu/journals/eighteenth-century_studies/v029/29.3hudson.html
SCAN.  Frank B. Livingstone, "On the Nonexistence of Human Races," in Sandra Harding, ed., The “Racial” Economy of Science:  Toward a Democratic Future  (Bloomington:  Indiana University Press, 1993). 

Joan H. Fujimura, Troy Duster and Ramya Rajagopalan. “Introduction: Race, Genomics and Disease: Questions of Evidence, Matters of Consequence,” Social Studies of Science. 2008. 38. http://sss.sagepub.com/content/vol38/issue5/
Fujimura, Joan H., Bolnick, Deborah A., Rajagopalan, Ramya, Kaufman, Jay S., Lewontin, Richard C., Duster, Troy, Ossorio, Pilar and Jonathan Marks.  2014 “Clines without Classes: How to Make Sense of Human Variation,” Sociological Theory 32(3): 208–27.
(NOT REQUIRED: The article above was written to correct the misinformation in the article by Shiao, Jiannbin Lee, Thomas Bode, Amber Beyer, and Daniel Selvig. 2012. “The Genomic Challenge to the Social Construction of Race.” Sociological Theory 30(2):67-88.  Their article makes no sense if you know the science, so I do not recommend reading it, it made my head ache.  Our paper was aimed to correct the misinformation in their article, so we had to write a lot about statistical genetics.  I will summarize their article and ours in class.)
Nelson, Alondra.  2008. “Bio Science : Genetic Genealogy Testing and the Pursuit of African Ancestry,” Social Studies of Science 38(5): 759-783.

TallBear, Kimberly.  2013.  Native American DNA:  Tribal Belonging and the False Promise of Genetic Science.  Conclusion “Indigenous and Genetic Governance and Knowledge” (pp. 177-204).  

Alondra Nelson (2008). “The Factness of Diaspora,” in Koenig B, Lee SS, Richardson S, editors. Revisiting Race in the Genomic Age. New Brunswick: Rutgers University Press. 
Braun, Lundy, Anne Fausto-Sterling, Duana Fullwiley, Evelynn M. Hammonds, Alondra Nelson, William Quivers, Susan M. Reverby, Alexandra E. Shields, Racial Categories in Medical Practice:  How Useful are They?  PLoS Medicine, 4 (9): 1423-1428.  

Morning, Ann. 2008. “Reconstructing Race in Science and Society: Biology Textbooks, 1952-2002” American Journal of Sociology 114 Suppl : S106-S137.
http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/doi/pdf/10.1086/592206?cookieSet=1
Recommended:
· “American Anthropological Association Statement on ‘Race’” (http://www.aaanet.org/stmts/racepp.htm)

· ASA Statement on Race. (http://www2.asanet.org/media/asa_race_statement.pdf)  We will read this in a later session.  
· Rajagopalan, R. and J.H. Fujimura (2012) “Will Personalized Medicine Challenge or Reify Categories of Race and Ethnicity?” Virtual Mentor. American Medical Association Journal of Ethics, 14(8): 657-663. 

· Bolnick, Deborah, et al. (2007) “The Science and Business of Genetic Ancestry Testing,” Science, vol. 318, 19 October, 399-400.  
· Film: “Race: The Power of an Illusion. Episode I: The Difference Between Us” Available at the Social Work library. This film is commonly used in undergraduate teaching. See also the accompanying exercises online: http://www.pbs.org/race/000_General/000_00-Home.htm
· Movie:  Skin.  “Skin is a British-South African 2008 biographical film – based on the book When She Was White: The True Story of a Family Divided by Race by Judith Stone – directed by Anthony Fabian, about Sandra Laing, a South African woman born to white parents, who was classified as "Coloured" during the apartheid era, presumably due to a genetic case of atavism.”  “SKIN is one of the most moving stories to emerge from apartheid South Africa: Sandra Laing is a black child born in the 1950s to white Afrikaners, unaware of their black ancestry. Her parents are rural shopkeepers serving the local black community, who lovingly bring her up as their ‘white’ little girl. But at the age of ten, Sandra is driven out of white society. The film follows Sandra’s thirty-year journey from rejection to acceptance, betrayal to reconciliation, as she struggles to define her place in a changing world - and triumphs against all odds.”  Quotes taken from websites about the movie.  
Week 3. (9/21)  Analytical Concepts: Choosing Tools to Think With

Race, “race”, racism, racialism, racialization, race relations, racial relations, racialized social system, racial domination, racial identity, raced identity, ethnorace, ethnicity, ethnicization . . . researchers in this field use a wide array of closely related terms in their scholarship. Some researchers give little explicit attention to their choice of terminology, while others invoke particular terms deliberately, to mark a theoretical, analytical or political stance. Some researchers distinguish sharply between race and ethnicity, others treat one as a subset of the other. Some researchers argue for analytical categories that break with the vocabulary of daily life, others reject such a move as impractical or undesirable. How to navigate this terminological minefield? What are the implications of opting for one set of terms over another in our own research? How do we decide which concepts offer the best tools to think with given the focus of our research?
Omi, Michael. and Howard Winant. "Racial Formation." In Racial Formation in the United States: From the 1960s to the 1990s, 2nd ed. New York: Routledge, 1994, pp. 53-76. ISBN: 041590904X.  

Winant, Howard. 2000. “Race and Race Theory” Annual Review of Sociology 26: 169-185. http://arjournals.annualreviews.org/doi/pdf/10.1146/annurev.soc.26.1.169
Wade, Peter. “The Meaning of Race and Ethnicity” Ch2 in Race and Ethnicity in Latin America. 

Cornell and Hartmann. “Mapping the Terrain: Definitions” pp.15-37 in Ethnicity and Race: Making Identities in a Changing World. 

Andersen, Margaret L. and Patricia Hill Collins. 1995. Race, Class and Gender. Preface (pp.xi-xix).

Wacquant, Loic. “For an Analytic of Racial Domination” Political Power and Social Theory, v.11 (221-234).

Bonilla-Silva, Eduardo. 1997. “Rethinking Racism: Toward a Structural Interpretation” American Sociological Review. 62(3): 465-480.

Robert Miles and Rodolfo D. Torres. “Does ‘Race’ Matter?  Transatlantic Perspectives on Racism after ‘Race Relations’”, pp.19-38 in Rodolfo D. Torres, Louis F. Mirón and Jonathan Xavier Inda, eds. Race, Identity and Citizenship: A Reader. Massachusetts: Blackwell Publishers, 1999. 
Recommended

Fields, Barbara J. “Slavery, Race and Ideology in the United States of America” New Left Review (181/1990: pp.95-118)

Banton, Michael. “Analytical and folk concepts of race and ethnicity” Ethnic and Racial Studies 2(2) 1979.

Goldberg, David Theo.  “The Masks of Race”, Ch 4 in Racist Culture: Philosophy and the Politics of Meaning.  Blackwell, 1993.

Banton, Michael. 2005. “Finding, and Correcting, My Mistakes. Sociology 39(3): 463-479. http://soc.sagepub.com/cgi/content/abstract/39/3/463
Week 4 (9/28):  
Postcolonial Theory:  Theorizing Race, Culture, and Nation
Fanon, Frantz, 1925-1961. "The Fact of Blackness" in Black Skin, White Masks. New York:  Grove Weidenfeld, 1991. 

Bhabha, H. (1988). “The Commitment to Theory,” New Formations, 0(5), 5.

Mohanty, Chandra Talpade. "Under Western eyes: Feminist scholarship and colonial discourses." Feminist Review 30 (1988): 61-88.

Said, Edward W. “Chapter 1:  Introduction” in Orientalism. Vintage, 1979. 
Spivak, Gayatri Chakravorty. "Can the subaltern speak?" Marxism and the Interpretation of Culture. Macmillan Education UK, 1988. 271-313. 
Anzaldúa, Gloria. "La conciencia de la mestiza: Towards a new consciousness." In Alma Garcia, ed, Chicana Feminist Thought: The Basic Historical Writings (1997): 270-274.
Wilkinson, Charles F. “Chapter 2:  The Deadening Years” in Blood Struggle: The Rise of Modern Indian Nations. WW Norton & Company, 2005. 
Recommended, not required:  

Kincaid, Jamaica. A Small Place. Macmillan, 1988.
Povinelli, Elizabeth A. The Cunning of Recognition: Indigenous Alterities and the Making of Australian Multiculturalism. Duke University Press, 2002.  Excerpt.
Week 5. (10/5). 
Race as Variable (I): Constructivism vs. Quantitative Methods 

Sociologists who make use of large N datasets to investigate racial dynamics routinely signal their recognition that “race is socially constructed” in the presentation of their results. But critics argue that prefatory comments or footnotes-of-allegiance to the constructivist school of thought are insufficient gestures - that more can and should be done to bring practices and interpretation of quantitative research into line with constructivist theories of race. Is it really that difficult to do rigorous constructivist work when using quantitative methods? Do critics identify real problems, or are their comments based on inadequate understanding of current uses of statistics? 

I may delete one or two readings in this list.  

Martin, John Levi and King-To Yeung. 2003. “The Use of the Conceptual Category of Race in American Sociology, 1937-99” Sociological Forum 18(4): 521-543. http://www.springerlink.com/content/t576181368457570/fulltext.pdf
Zuberi, Tukufu. 2001. Thicker than Blood: How Racial Statistics Lie. (selections)

Holland, Paul, W. 2008. “Causation and Race” Ch.5 in White Logic, White Methods.
Horton, Hayward D. and Lori L. Sykes. 2008. “Critical Demography and the Measurement of Racism: A Reproduction of Wealth, Status, and Power” Ch.14 in Bonilla-Silva and Zuberi (Eds) White Logic, White Methods. Rowman and Littlefield, 2008.
Stewart, Quincy Thomas. 2008. “Swimming Upstream: Theory and Methodology in Race Research” Ch6 in White Logic, White Methods.
American Sociological Association. 2003. “The Importance of Collecting Data and Doing Social Scientific Research on Race” http://www2.asanet.org/media/asa_race_statement.pdf
Sabbaugh, Daniel. 2008. “French Color Blindness in Perspective: The Controversy over ‘Statistiques Ethniques’” (Introduction). French Politics, Culture and Society 26(1): 1-6.
Simon, Patrick. “The Choice of Ignorance: The Debate on Ethnic and Racial Statistics in France” French Politics, Culture and Society. 26(1): 7-31.
Blum, Alain, France Guérin-Pace. 2008. “The Illusion of ‘Ethnic Statistics’” French Politics, Culture and Society. 26(1): 45-61.
Week 6. (10/12). 
Race as Variable (II): Beyond “controlling for race”


Researchers are experimenting with innovative ways to construct datasets and build models that operationalize, rather than ignore, key tenets of constructivism. Do these efforts resolve the problems identified by constructivists who criticize the use of statistical methods to research race? Or do they skirt the criticisms, leaving underlying issues unaddressed? 
Soss, Joe and Sarah K. Bruch. “Marginalization Matters: Rethinking Race in the Analysis of State Politics and Policy” 

Saperstein, Aliya. 2012. Capturing complexity in the United States: Which aspects 
of race matter and when? Ethnic and Racial Studies 35:1484-1502. 

Saperstein, Aliya, Andrew M. Penner, and Ryan Light.  2013.   “Racial Formation in Perspective: Connecting Individuals, Institutions, and Power Relations,” Annual Review of Sociology. 39:359–78 
Maryl, Damon, and Aliya Saperstein.  2013. “When white people report racial discrimination: The role of region, religion, and politics,” Social Science Research, 42 (2013) 742–754.   
Roth, Wendy. 2005. “The End of the One-Drop Rule? Labeling of Multiracial Children in Black Intermarriages” Sociological Forum 20(1): 35-67                        http://www.springerlink.com/content/xq0x46n8m22034uw/fulltext.pdf
Schwartzman, Luisa. 2007. “Does Money Whiten? Intergenerational Changes in Racial Classification in Brazil” American Sociological Review
Week 7. (10/19).
Race as Lived Experience:  Ethnographic Practice and Politics
Ethnographers who research racial dynamics face a host of complicated issues in relation to their data. They also confront challenging questions about the status of their findings in relation to the broader field of scholarship on race. In what ways are the challenges of researching race as “lived experience” similar to or different from the kinds of challenges confronted by researchers who analyze “race” as a variable? How do ethnographers who research race navigate the politics and practice of their craft? 
Conquergood, Dwight. "Rethinking ethnography: Towards a critical cultural politics." Communications monographs 58.2 (1991): 179-194.

Visweswaran, Kamala. "Defining feminist ethnography." Turning points in qualitative research: Tying knots in a handkerchief (2003): 73-94.

Young Jr., Alford A. 2008. ‘White Ethnographers on the Experiences of African American Men: Then and Now” Ch11 in Bonilla-Silva and Zuberi (eds) White Logic, White Methods. Rowman and Littlefield, 2008.

John Jackson, Jr. 2004. “An Ethnographic Filmflam: Gift-giving, Doing Research, and Videotaping the Native Subject/Object” American Anthropologist. 106(1):32-42. http://www3.interscience.wiley.com/cgi-bin/fulltext?ID=120129310&PLACEBO=IE.pdf&mode=pdf
Fine, Gary Alan. 2004. Book Review of Body and Soul. American Journal of Sociology 110(2): 505-507.http://www.journals.uchicago.edu/doi/full/10.1086/425391
Alexander, Claire. 2005. “Writing Race: Ethnography and the Imagination of The Asian Gang”, in M. Bulmer and J. Solomos, Researching Race and Racism (2004) London: Routledge.
Duneier, Mitchell. 2005. “Three Rules I go by in my ethnographic research on race and racism”, Ch6 in M. Bulmer and J. Solomos, Researching Race and Racism (2004) London: Routledge.
Lewis-Kraus, Gideon. 2016, January 12.  “The Trials of Alice Goffman,” New York Times. 
Week 8. (10/26).
Race as Boundary:  Theory, Concept or Metaphor?


The study of social and symbolic “boundaries” has been popular in recent years. Do we gain leverage from focusing on boundaries as primary objects of analysis? What is lost from view in boundary-focused analytical frameworks? Is this a productive direction for new research or not?  Does it open up new fields of inquiry and raise theoretical relevant and empirically resolvable research questions? Has the boundary-focused approach already exhausted possibilities for new contributions?  Has it created problems for the study of race or not?  
Lamont, Michele and Virag Molnar. 2002. “The Study of Boundaries in the Social Sciences. Annual Review of Sociology. 

Pachucki, Mark, Sabrina Pendergrass and Michèle Lamont. “Boundary processes: Recent theoretical developments and new contributions” Poetics 35 (2007):331-351.
Alba, Richard and Victor Nee. Remaking the American Mainstream: Assimilation and Contemporary Immigration. (selections). Harvard University Press. 2003.
Zolberg, Aristide and Long Litt Woon. 1999. “Why Islam is like Spanish: Cultural Incorporation in Europe and the United States” Politics and Society. 27(1):5-38.
Wimmer, Andreas. 2008. “The Making and Unmaking of Ethnic Boundaries: A Multi-Level Process Theory” American Journal of Sociology 113 (4): 970-1022.
Loveman, Mara, and Jeronimo Muniz. 2007. “How Puerto Rico Became White: Boundary Dynamics and Intercensus Racial Reclassification” American Sociological Review 72(915-939).
Week 9. (11/2)
Race-making, race salience, or race meanings in educational contexts 

Investigating how race becomes meaningful and the role of racial thinking, categorization, and identification in schools is an emerging field of scholarship in sociology of education research. Scholars use a variety of theories to explain these phenomena - from racial formation theory to interactionist and process-based theories; and subsequently focus on different features of educational contexts - from school institutions and practices to teacher-student interactions. Some articulate racial or social identity as the mediator of these contextual and interactional inputs i.e. these things affect the racial identity of students which then affects the academic performance, behavior, and outcomes of students. 

Lewis, Amanda E. 2003. Everyday Race-Making: Navigating Racial Boundaries in Schools. American Behavioral Scientist. 47: 283-305. 

Staiger, Annegret Daniela. Learning Difference: Race and Schooling in the Multiracial Metropolis. 2006. Stanford: Stanford University Press. 

Tyson, Karolyn, William Darity Jr., and Domini R. Castellino. 2005. It's Not "a Black Thing": Understanding the Burden of Acting White and Other Dilemmas of High Achievement. American Sociological Review. 70(4): 582-605. 

Carter, Prudence L. 2006. Straddling Boundaries: Identity, Culture, and School. Sociology of Education. 79: 304-328.

Shedd, Carla. 2015.  Unequal City: Race, Schools, and Perceptions of Injustice. New York:  Russell Sage Foundation.  (Selections.)
Week 10. (11/9). 

What is white?


I may add one more article to this list.

James Baldwin, “On Being White . . . And Other Lies.” 
SKIM.  LAW REVIEW ARTICLES ARE VERY LONG.  Harris, Cheryl. 1993. Whiteness as property. Harvard Law Review 106(8): 1707–1791. 

Reardon, Jenny and Kim TallBear,  “Your DNA Is Our History”: Genomics, Anthropology, and the Construction of Whiteness as Property,” Current Anthropology, Vol. 53, No. S5, (April 2012), pp. S233-S245. 

Ruth Frankenberg, “The Mirage of an Unmarked Whiteness.” 
Dominguez, Virginia R.  1998.  “Exporting U.S. Concepts of Race: Are There Limits to the U.S. Model? ” Social Research, Vol. 65, No. 2, pp. 369-399 .  

Week 11 (11/16)

Multiracialism

Nakashima, Cynthia L. “An invisible monster: The creation and denial of Mixed-Race People in America” Ch12 in Root, Marla (ed) Racially Mixed People in America. Sage Publications. 1992.
Rockquemore, Kerry Ann. 2009. “Racing to Theory or Retheorizing Race? Understanding the Struggle to Build a Multiracial Identity Theory” Journal of Social Issues 65(1):13-24.
Rockquemore, Kerry Ann. 1998. “Between Black and White: Exploring the ‘Biracial’ Experience. Race & Society. 1(2): 197-212.
Xie, Yu and Kimberly Goyette. 1997. “The Racial Identification of Biracial Children with One Asian Parent: Evidence from the 1990 Census” Social Forces 76(2): 547-570.  (Will try to find a more recent article.)
Brunsma, David L. 2006. “Public categories, private identities: exploring regional differences in the biracial experience” Social Science Research. 35: 555-576.
Suki, Ali. 2003. “Where do you come from?” in Suki, Ali. Mixed-Race, Post-Race: Gender, New Ethnicities and Cultural Practices. Oxford and New York: BERG.
Week 12.  (11/23)  
The Practice and Politics of Comparative Race Research

In 1967, Pierre L. van den Berghe published Race and Racism: A Comparative Perspective, in which he criticized North American scholarship on race for its parochialism and argued the need for more cross-cultural analyses. In recent years, calls for more comparative research have multiplied, as have the number of studies that attempt to fill this gap. But comparison can be tricky business when the subject matter involves race. 

Jonathan Friedman, 2000. Americans Again, or the New Age of Imperial Reason: Global Elite Formation, its Identity and Ideological Discourses. Theory, Culture & Society, Vol. 17(1): 139-146 
Edward E. Telles, 2003. US Foundations and Racial Reasoning in Brazil. Theory, Culture & Society, Vol. 20(4): 31–47 
Stoler, Ann. 2001. “Tense and Tender Ties: The Politics of Comparison in North American History and (Post) Colonial Studies” Journal of American History 88(3): 829-865.
Wade, Peter. 1999. “Images of Latin American mestizaje and the Politics of Comparison” Bulletin of Latin American Research 23(3): 355-366. 
Review of Dikotter, Frank. Discourse of race in modern China: http://www.hartford-hwp.com/archives/55/043.html
Week 13. (11/30). 

Race, State and Violence

Poggi, Gianfranco. “Social Power and its Political Form” and “The Nature of the Modern State” pp.1-33 in The State: Its Nature, Development and Prospects. Stanford University Press, 1990.
Calhoun, Craig. “State, nation, legitimacy” Chapter 4 in Nationalism University of Minnesota Press, 1997.
Wimmer, Andreas. “Racism in Nationalised States: A Framework for Comparative Research”. Ch3 in Comparative Perspectives on Racism
Wimmer, “Who Owns the State? Understanding Ethnic Conflict in Post-Colonial Societies” Nations and Nationalism 3(4): 1997, 631-665.
Burleigh and Wipperman. “Barbarism Institutionalized: Racism as State Policy” ch3 in The Racial State. Germany 1933-1945. 
Brubaker, Rogers and David Laitin. “Ethnic and Nationalist Violence” Annual Review of Sociology 24 (1998): 423-52. 
Connor, Walker. “Beyond Reason: The Nature of the Ethnonational Bond” Ethnic and Racial Studies. 16(3) 1993: 373-389
Hagan, John and Wenon Rymond-Richmond. 2008. “The Collective Dynamics of Racial Dehumanization and Genocidal Victimization in Darfur” ASR, Dec 2008.
Week 14. (12/07).  

Race Research and Group(ness) Politics 
Brubaker, Rogers. 2002. “Ethnicity without Groups” Archives européennes de sociologie 43(2): 163-189.Brubaker, Rogers. 2003. 

Calhoun, Craig. 2003. “‘Belonging’ in the cosmopolitan imaginary’” Ethnicities 3(4):531-568

Brubaker, Rogers. 2003. “Neither Individualism nor ‘Groupism’: A Reply to Craig Calhoun” Ethnicities (3): 553-557. http://etn.sagepub.com/cgi/reprint/3/4/553
Calhoun, Craig. 2003. “The Variability of Belonging: A Reply to Rogers Brubaker” Ethnicities 3(4):558-568.
Yans, Virginia. 2006. “On ‘Groupness’” Journal of American Ethnic History Summer: 119-129.

Lee, Taeku. 2008. “Race, Immigration, and the Identity to Politics Link” Annual Review of Political Science. (11): 457-478. (see also his 2007 in DuBois Review) http://arjournals.annualreviews.org/doi/abs/10.1146/annurev.polisci.11.051707.122615
Jenkins, Richard. “When Politics and Social Theory Converge: Group Identification and Group Rights in Northern Ireland” Nationalism and Ethnic Politics 12(3): 389-410.

http://pdfserve.informaworld.com/428880_731316774_759129831.pdf
Modood, Tariq. 2007. Multiculturalism: A Civic Idea. Pp.37-62; 87-116). 
Recommended:

Bourdieu, Pierre. “Identity and Representation: Elements for a Critical Reflection on the Idea of Region” and “Social Space and the Genesis of Classes” pp220-251 in Language & Symbolic Power. 

Week 15. (12/14). 

Race and Diaspora: Beyond Comparative Analysis/Research on Race in a “Globalized” Era 
Smith, Robert Courtney. 2005. Mexican New York: Transnational Lives of New Immigrants. University of California Press (Introduction and Chs7-8).
Anderson, Elijah. The Cosmopolitan Canopy: Race and Civility in Everyday Life. WW Norton & Company, 2011.  Excerpt.  
Lowe, Lisa. Immigrant Acts: On Asian American Cultural Politics. Duke University Press, 1996.

Holland, Sharon Patricia, and Cathy J. Cohen. Black Queer Studies: A Critical Anthology. Eds. E. Patrick Johnson, and Mae G. Henderson. Duke University Press, 2005. Excerpt.
Johnson, E. Patrick. Sweet Tea: Black Gay Men of the South. Univ of North Carolina Press, 2011.  Excerpt. 
Hall, Stuart, Kuan-Hsing Chen, and Kuan-Hsing Chen. The formation of a diasporic intellectual: an interview with Stuart Hall. 1996.  Excerpt.  
Gandhi, Leela. Affective communities: anticolonial thought, fin-de-siècle radicalism, and the politics of friendship. Duke University Press, 2005. Excerpt. 
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