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PREFACE/PREFACIO



The present anthology is a result of the First International Symposium: Ethnicity, Citizenship and Belonging in Latin America, organised by the Research Network for Latin America (Kompetenznetz Lateinamerika) in October 2010 at the Interdisciplinary Latin America Center (ILZ) of the University of Bonn. These three central terms formed the guidelines for discussions and served as a conceptual tool to investigate both social dynamics and processes of inclusion and exclusion in past and present Latin American societies. Eighteen speakers from different disciplines of humanities and social sciences came from Europe and Latin America to contribute to the conference, as well as more than 100 participants. The event succeeded in gaining a transregional, interdisciplinary and comparative perspective. Case studies that principally—but not only—focused on various countries of Latin America were presented and theoretical approaches from the different disciplines were discussed. To record the content of the conference in written form and to make it universally accessible to everyone, the revised versions of the lectures of the symposium are published within this anthology.


The Research Network for Latin America is an association of sociologists, historians, cultural scientists, social anthropologists and scientists of area studies from Cologne, Bonn, Bielefeld, Minster and Hanover, founded in spring 2010. The researchers of the Network investigate the current and historical processes of social differentiation in the subcontinent as well as in spaces of migration beyond Latin America.


The analyses are conducted by means of the three guiding concepts: ethnicity, citizenship and belonging, and are divided into three subprojects. The first subproject, political communication, deals with the question of how processes of inclusion and exclusion, linked to ethnically loaded discourses, are communicated in the political sphere and by which factors this communication is influenced. The second subproject analyses the concepts under consideration of politically, socially and culturally inscribed and contested spaces by focusing on the examples of migration and translocal relations. Last but not least, the interdependencies of social categorisations of difference such as class, gender and age are investigated with reference to the three key concepts in the third subproject.


Besides the continuous scientific discussions within the Network, the conference succeeded in initiating a dialogue with scientists from several continents that will be continued and partly institutionalised. For this purpose, the Network is organising the second symposium Interdependencies of Social Categorisations at the University of Cologne in September 2011. Two more conferences are scheduled for the years 2012 and 2013 in Bielefeld and probably in Mexico. The consequent anthologies will be part of the book series “Ethnicity, Citizenship and Belonging in Latin America” that is initiated by this present volume “Ethnicity, Citizenship and Belonging: Practice, Theory and Spatial Dimensions.” With both the present and forthcoming publications and events, we want to consolidate investigators to take up dialogue, exchange their experiences, theoretical deliberations and methodological approaches that are linked to these three concepts in order to gain a holistic understanding about the described social phenomena.


The editors of this volume express their sincere thanks to the German Federal Ministry of Education and Research (Bundesministerium für Bildung und Forschung, BMBF) for the financial sponsoring of the Network that covered expenses for the conference in Bonn and the present publication. We gratefully acknowledge the team spirit held by all members of the Network and the motivating exchange of procreative discussions through which a first conceptualisation of the key terms, discussed further in the introduction, was made possible. We thank everybody who helped us to organise the conference, without which this volume would not have been conceivable, namely Nikolai Grube, Karoline Noack, Antje Gunsenheimer and Jürgen Böhmer, who kindly enabled us to use the infrastructure of the ILZ. We also thank Nadine Alff-Perreira, Anne Burkhardt, Corinna Di Stefano, Menko Behrends and Astrid Schlinkert, who helped with the practical implementation of the symposium and to all those who may not be mentioned here but contributed nonetheless to the success of the conference. Besides this, we want to thank Birgit Sulzer, Astrid Schlinkert and Katharina Farys for their collaboration in the editorial work. Last but not least, we would like to thank the authors for their exciting contributions which form the essence of the volume.


Bonn and Cologne, May 2011










INTRODUCTION/INTRODUCCIóN



Sarah Albiez/Nelly Castro/Lara Jüssen/Eva Youkhana


THE THREE KEY CONCEPTS


Latin America is a subcontinent marked by an extreme sociocultural heterogeneity. Currently, the division between the poor and the rich is continuously increasing. Ethnic adscriptions only serve to further enlarge this disjuncture and simultaneously determine it. Besides, the rights of political participation are also bound to ethnic criteria. Considering this current situation, and for the first time, some Latin American societies try to do justice to their multiethnicity regarding their concepts of political order, by for example, implementing constitutional amendments and reforms. By this means, they try to overcome historically rooted, social, economic, political and cultural mechanisms of exclusion in order to moderate the social rift within the nation. Global economic developments advance the migration of workers and lead to new transcultural and transregional processes of differentiation. In order to investigate actual as well as historical phenomena of inclusion and exclusion1 along with processes of social differentiation, three concepts have proven to be useful: Ethnicity, citizenship and belonging. While ethnicity and citizenship are well known among various disciplines and have a long history in the research of social sciences (c.f. e.g. Gabbert 2006; Banks 1996; Barth 1969; Pedone 2003; Elwert 1989; Anderson 1993; Conrad and Kocka 2001; Isin and Turner 2002; Cachón Rodríguez 2009), belonging is a rather new theoretical term. It was recently conceptualised in social sciences such as social psychology, sociology and anthropology (Yuval-Davis 2006; Anthias 2006; Bogner and Rosenthal 2009). The concepts themselves have different definitions within the framework of different disciplines.


Ethnicity, citizenship and belonging describe processes of social differentiation. These concepts aid our ability to understand and analyse the context-bound, and historically specific, peculiarities of social boundaries and perceptions of order; not only in Latin America, but also in other parts of the world. Ethnicity is a social categorisation comparable to others such as class, gender and age. As such, it serves to analyse human behaviour in and between social and political groups. As Tajfel previously stated in the 70s, “there can be no intergroup behaviour without the relevant aspects of the social environment having been categorised in terms of whatever may be the pertinent social criteria for the lines of division of people into ‘us’ and ‘them’, into ingroups and outgroups.” (Tajfel, Billig, and Bundy 1971, 151) The different social categorisations relate to each other in a complex interwoven manner, they are indeed interdependent. However, by no account do we suppose a simple causal correlation of one categorisation from any other. Rather these social categorisations are processes that mutually influence each other.


While the concepts ethnicity, citizenship and belonging are used by political agents, interest groups, and other actors to express their uniqueness, power and sometimes superiority, they do also serve as scientific categories to describe and analyse social reality. One problem related to scientific categorisations, even though they are indeed necessary, is the very fact that they also construct social reality. These categories, once created, are then introduced into political and social discourses. We do agree with Hugenberg and Sacco (2008) that social categorisations may lead to stereotyping and bias within a person’s perceptions. We therefore question normative categorisations of difference and stress the importance of the historical and context specific embeddedness of these phenomena. Accordingly, we seek the comparison of differentiating phenomena with other global regions by continuing scientific discussion and cooperation with experts engaged in regions outside of Latin America. The contributions by Pfaff-Czarnecka, Geschiere and Jüssen and Youkhana show the substantial gains of this comparative approach and highlight why territorial boundaries need to be overcome to describe ethnicity, citizenship and belonging.


BELONGING


Perceptions and ideas of belonging, or not belonging vary. The different notions of belonging have in common that they are primarily orientated towards the interaction between individuals and the environment they are part of. In a first interpretation, belonging can appear as both a self-attribution and an attribution by others, as a desire and a claim. As such, belonging can be understood as a meta-concept including other social categorisations such as ethnicity and citizenship. The concepts of ethnicity and citizenship, besides their meaning as a formal or legal membership or affiliation, can therefore be expressions of collective belongings. These collective belongings, be they imagined or assigned, undeniably convey processes of inclusion and exclusion in order to distinguish between in-groups and out-groups.


Another conception of belonging is located at the juncture of other categorisations of difference and includes the importance of power relations to processes of social differentiation, as highlighted by Anthias (2006) and Yuval-Davis (2006) and stresses more individual belongings. According to these authors, belonging is more about personal locations and positionings shaped by individuals amongst social, cultural, political and spatial demarcations. This is also reflected in its use as an analytical tool for the investigation of transnational movements, migration and translocality (Savage, Bagnall, and Longhurst 2005; Yuval-Davis 2006; Anthias 2006; Freitag 2005; Freitag and von Oppen 2010; Brickell and Datta 2010; Christensen 2009; Christiansen and Hedetoft 2004; Castles and Davidson 2000; Jackson, Crang, and Dwyer 2005). Within the framework of migration studies, belonging reflects the complex relations that people and their descendants have to different locales, multiple realities and shifting social and political landscapes. Accordingly, belonging is situated at the “intersection of social position and positioning” (Anthias 2006). Studies on migration help to move from static and essentialised views of identity to ideas of multiplicity, fluidity and fragmentation described here as belonging.


Coherently, a more fluid conception of belonging describes attachments of individuals to other individuals, groups and objects, including locations, artifacts and other kinds of media through which a sense of belonging can be both produced and reproduced. These situational and multiple attachments originate from interactions with the social, political, cultural, technical and natural environment and are subject to ongoing transformation and transition (Yuval-Davis 2006; Pfaff-Czarnecka, this Volume). Due to the production of this understanding of the concept belonging being a result of everyday practices and daily experiences, belonging defies any kind of control and final regulation. Instead, belonging happens as a result of sequences of events that are composed by underlying individual narratives.


We agree with Anthias’ (2006) estimation that the term belonging is overused akin to that of identity, but without being positioned within a satisfactorily theoretical context. Pfaff-Czarnecka angles towards the same direction:




Belonging is a central dimension of life that is easily felt and tacitly experienced (…) and that is very difficult to capture through analytical categories. (Pfaff-Czarnecka, this Volume, 199).





One problem related to the conceptualisation of belonging is connected to the concept of identity. How can belonging be distinguished from identity in order to give it sufficient meaning and scientific usability? As also stressed by Pfaff-Czarnecka in this volume, both concepts are often used interchangeably. In contrast to the concept of identity, which frames a socially constructed or often essentialistic imagination,2 belonging does refer to the multiple, alterable and situated attachments (social, sensual and material in nature) that effectively educe from everyday practices and experiences of individuals, and from their interaction with the social and material environment. Such a fluid conception of belonging allows the analysis of social processes that are embraced by increasing global flows of people, images, beliefs, discourses, concepts, technologies and other commodities which have an influence upon human behaviour and shape social order (Urry 2003). It also emphasises the need to go beyond the analysis of human behaviour and face-to-face interactions to understand social relations and to integrate the analysis of actors-networks that are related to a certain social phenomena.


Belonging, understood as an experience and a practice, considers the social power of objects, their nature, and the increasing awareness of spatial and temporal processes that are materialised (e.g. buildings, parks). In comparison to identity, which is sometimes perceived as a property that cannot be easily changed or replaced over time, belonging is enacted daily by everyone: whereby social borderlines are overridden rather than established. By using individual strategies and tactics, poetics and rethorics, feints and ruses to position themselves into the social and material environment (de Certeau 1988) and thus, make belonging happen, it can be shown how people invent and produce belonging with the resources at hand.


The performative dimension of belonging as described in Yuval-Davis’ (2006) essay on the “politics of belonging” adds another important facet to the concept as it raises the issue of social representations that result from repetitive practices. These representations at certain locations serve as connections between the social, sensual and material elements of belonging and collective belonging or those bound to ethnic, national or other kind of groups. Taking the described empirical interdependencies into prospect, the conceptual integration of these different locales of belonging is increasingly important.


The empirical reality and operationalisation of belonging often differs from the theoretical constructions of belonging because it is neither fixed, nor inscribed or labelled. Bogner and Rosenthal (2009) suggest the accomplishment of biographical studies to incorporate spatial and temporal dimensions, historical contexts and individual histories into the holistic analysis of practices of belonging. The reconstruction of life histories seems to be a promising approach. The analysis of visual material can also be a useful tool to position the manifestation and materialisation of belongings into context and meaning. Practices and representations of belonging are further described and analysed by the contributions of Dürr, Kummels, and Viteri within this volume. It must be mentioned that the operationalisation of belonging in historical sciences is not that straightforward, and it is for this reason that a disciplinary conceptualisation has yet to be realised.


ETHNICITY


Ethnicity is a social categorisation that has been the subject of heated debates over the last few decades. There exists a vast literature along with numerous definitions and discussions on the topic. Some authors reject the use of the term “ethnic group” altogether, or at very least the prefix “ethno-” as in terms like ethnohistory, this being mentioned by Noack in this volume. The most influential text about this concept is without doubt Barth’s introduction to the 1969 anthology Ethnic groups and boundaries (Barth 1969). According to Barth “ethnic groups are categories of ascription and identification by the actors themselves, and thus have the characteristic of organising interaction between people” (Barth 1969, 10). That means that self- and external ascriptions are the fundamental characteristics of ethnicity and that the characteristic of a common culture has been generally overvalued. He reckons that a common culture is more an implication or result and not a primary and defining characteristic. Related to this is Gabbert’s critique of the “‘unholy trinity’ of ‘one language—one culture—one people’” (Gabbert 2006, 92).


Barth’s essential contribution was to move the discussion away from considerations of ethnic markers such as clothing, food, language etc., highlighting the limitations of a culturalistic approach. It needs to be stated that these types of distinguishing markers are certainly used by social actors to carry out collective external and self-ascriptions to differentiate themselves from others. However, these markers are to a certain extent arbitrary and can be altered by the actors.3 Besides from being a process, ethnicity can also be seen as a condition or a (political) resource that actors employ in order to pursue their own interests.


One important question is connected to the issue of how the concept and categorisation ethnicity can be separated from that of race, which is a highly contested term. This topic led to intense debates during the symposium, with some investigators defending the usage of the term due to its importance for social actors and some advocating its abolition because the employment of the term could, unintentionally, imply that human “races” actually existed. It can be argued, that it is possible to talk about ethnicity when the actors use—mainly assumed—cultural demarcations, and about race, when it is about demarcations along assumed biological differences.


An important reference point in the varying semantics of the ethnic is the belief in a common origin. But the different semantics of ethnicity may also refer to figures of temporality (e.g. primordiality), territoriality (e.g. discourses about primary arrival), injustice (e.g. discourses of victimisation) and cultural diversity (e.g. ethnobusiness).


Over the last two decades, ethnicity has become especially relevant in Latin America, and notably within processes of political communication. Within these processes, public images (of societal groups) are created, emotionally charged and politically instrumentalised. The “ethnic paradigm” obtained political status in Latin America with the seizure of political power through indigenous social movements and in particular the election of President Evo Morales in Bolivia in 2006. Interestingly, Morales’ opponents began to refer to an ethnic paradigm in equal measure, creating what is called the Movimiento Nación Camba de Liberación. The cohesion of this pressure group seems to be founded upon a common opposition to the national government, postulating simultaneously the existence of a common historically grown ethnic-cultural background. Who belongs to the Nación Camba is thereby still under discussion, but generally, it appears to be seen as including white descendants of Spanish conquerors and settlers, as well as mestizos born in the district of Santa Cruz—the stronghold of the movement—and immigrants, as long as they assimilate to the cultural characteristics of the region. The image of the Nación Camba was prominently articulated within the district of Santa Cruz: where through its use in local media and public demonstrations, local elites were able to obtain both emotional and practical support, along with loyalty from the district’s wider population. The main aim of this was the secession of the region from the national state, claimed with reference to the right to self-determination of peoples, as formulated by the UN (Brocks 2010, 37ff and 93ff). The Nación Camba is a striking case of the instrumentalisation of ethnicity carried into the political arena, flanked by a discourse of strategic differentiation, and thereby tackling both the state’s integrity and (implicitly) the question of citizenship and belonging.


Current processes of ethnicisation are also analysed by Santiago Bastos within this volume. He takes the example of the mayanist movement in Guatemala to demonstrate what he refers to as different ethnic ideologies, or ways of understanding difference.


Although the current situation is highly interesting, we shouldn’t forget to study ethnicity in historical processes. Within this volume, the articles by Noack and Gabbert in particular, address historical questions of ethnicity. Whether ethnic groups existed in pre-hispanic Latin America and if ethnicity was a relevant categorisation within ancient societies has been answered differently by historians and archaeologists in recent debates. Gabbert states that for the Mesoamerican pre-conquest Maya, “there was, apparently, no group consciousness that encompassed all masewalo’b [commoners] or almeheno’b [nobles]” and that “the pre-Conquest polities of Yucatán cannot be regarded as ethnic units” (Gabbert 2004, 35-36). According to Gabbert, among the Mixtec, up until very recently, there existed primarily a sense of belonging to the communities rather than to an ethnic group. Social communities were constituted by the locality, kinship or political vassalage (Gabbert 2006, 90-91, ibid. 2004, 35-36). This reminds us that especially in pre-colonial times, existent notions of belonging– understood as a meta-concept—were more subtle and complicated than the Western idea of a clearly bounded socio-political unit. There was a net of differentiations and intersected and partially overlapping loyalties, as for example villages, clans, hunter associations, cult shrines, polities, etc. The notions of “people” or “nation” were quite different from the Western concept.


In contrast to Gabbert’s hypothesis for the Maya, Sandstrom and Berdan state with relevance to central Mexico that “ethnic groups definitely existed” (Sandstrom and Berdan 2008, 219). However, the authors also acknowledge that ethnicity wasn’t very relevant.4 It was neither a decisive factor in ordering peoples’ lives nor did it determine social and political decisions (Sandstrom and Berdan 2008, 214, Berdan 2008, 130-131).


It seems that the existence of ethnic groups in the Tarascan state of Western Mexico is also verifiable. However, while many authors like Perlstein Pollard (cf. e.g. Perlstein Pollard 1993; 2003; ibid. in press; Martínez Baracs 2003; Ochoa Serrano and Sánchez Díaz 2003; Paredes Martínez 2006) have no doubt about the high relevance of ethnicity, the recent work of Albiez (2011) relativises the role of this categorisation and highlights the importance of multiple identities (Ströbele-Gregor 2004; DeGregori 1993) and different forms of belonging (kinship, lineage, ward or social group, nobles, village, city-state, to the señorío and also the affiliation to political units such as the Tarascan State).


In consideration of ancient societies worldwide, Emberling has suggested that “ethnic groups similar in fundamental ways to modern ethnic groups existed in the past, and that archaeologists can identify ethnicity in cases in which ethnicity was a salient social identity” (Emberling 1997).5 This also implies that ethnicity is not necessarily always an important social categorisation. Moreover, its importance can change even during the lifetime of a person, it may “wax and wane during people’s lives” (Lentz 2009, 200-201).


CITIZENSHIP


Contemporary theoretical thinking on and about citizenship was mainly influenced by Marshall (1950) and his famous trias of civil, political and social rights alongside responsibilities that the subjects of citizenship, the citizens, hold and are respectively obliged to fulfil. As Isin and Turner summarise, “modern citizenship rights that draw from the nation-state typically include civil (free speech and movement, the rule of law), political (voting, seeking electoral office) and social (welfare, unemployment insurance and health care) rights” (Isin and Turner 2002, 3). In Europe, the French Revolution created the nation-state as the unit of political organisation and nationality as its condition of membership. Compulsory education, obligatory military service, and national welfare created exclusionary boundaries that came to denote citizenship and were reinforced through the introduction of national identity cards in the early 20th century. This of course holds true for most European countries, whereas large numbers of inhabitants in other countries do not hold national identity cards to this day and thus are unregistered and have to e.g. participate in voter registration campaigns before general elections commence, such as in Bangladesh before the 2008 general elections (Bangladesh Election Commission 2000-2008). In most Christian states, up to the 18th/19th century there did not exist central public registries but only baptism registries in the parishes or local registries. In another light, citizenship rights also have responsibilities or obligations attached to them, as has been the case with military service (and/or civil service as in the case of Germany), which is becoming increasingly privatised in some states. Moreover, it is a citizen’s obligation to pay taxes, which is more or less forcefully implemented, and in some states, as for instance in Greece or Argentina, even to take part in general elections.


In the post-war era and in contradiction to this process of “creation” of citizenship, other scholars hold that the Marshallian trias of civil, political and social rights was “progressively disentangled from citizenship and extended to non-citizens in the democratic welfare states of Western Europe” (Baganha 2010, 129), which is especially the case when observing the evolution of migrant rights and social movements. Turner points out that it might be misleading to think of citizenship as fixed and inflexible, but that the social and cultural context of citizenship‘s evolution matters (Turner 1993, 9).


For historians this notion poses a special challenge or might even prove inapplicable for pre-republican times; at the same time historical studies that analysed how the modern concept of citizenship evolved (e.g. Herzog 2003) have proven especially fruitful, because they showed how the “neighbour” (vecino) turned into the “fellow citizen” (Irurozqui 2005). In this volume, Méndez Gastelumendi and Granados Moya analyse the example of 19th century Peru.


Generally, two theoretical strands of conceptualising citizenship can be distinguished: The first uses citizenship as a notion that captures the formal status of an individual within a state. This conceptualisation derives from the underlying idea that only the state can confer and define citizenship. It has to be seen in the liberal tradition that contextualises citizenship around the rights of individuals. Brubaker (2002) points at citizenships’ internal inclusiveness and external exclusiveness which is why the rights of migrants are a point in question for this definition of citizenship. In the view of this theoretical strand of thinking about citizenship it is always the state that defines where the limitations of migrants’ rights are (Joppke 2010).


The necessity to broaden this perspective was increasingly demonstrated by bottom-up and citizenship rights movements in the second half of the twentieth century, e.g. through women’s movements, gay movements, black movements, ecological movements, and other social movements, who articulated their demands by claiming rights (Isin and Turner 2002, 2ff). The success of many of these movements, as proven through the actual expansions of rights could not be ignored and also influenced the theoretical debate on how citizenship is constituted. This led to the development of a more open application of the term citizenship that constitutes the second strand of conceptualising citizenship. It derives from the idea that contemporary conditions no longer coincide with that of the 1950s when Marshall proposed his theory centered upon social, political and civil rights and responsibilities. The concept of citizenship is further extended through the restructuring of socio-political spaces; globalisation and the increased bypassing of the state; and the extension of rights of non-citizens, in particular those of migrants. In this light, Sassen calls for a reassignment of nationally defined citizenship in an age of growing globalisation, deterritorialisation and post-nationalisation, thus deriving the definition of citizenship from the everyday practices of migrants. She moulds denational and postnational citizenship as alternative to nationally defined citizenship (Sassen 2002). Scholars of this conceptualisation of citizenship do not deny state sovereignty but acknowledge that citizenship is a process that can be enacted through people. Isin even calls for a consideration of “acts of citizenship” through which the constitution as citizen becomes real (Isin 2009). Cultural citizenship, as termed by Rosaldo, encompasses the necessity of inclusion of differences and diversity into dominating discursive and institutional practices (Consejería de la Inmigración y Cooperación de la Comunidad de Madrid 2009). As Isin (2009) rightly points out, both theoretical strands of conceptualising citizenship determine and pre-suppose each other, as formalised rights often come into existence through social pressure or practices through claims, while claims, negotiations and acts of citizenship (practices) refer to rights.


Soysal’s idea of the breaking up of citizenship can be positioned somewhere in between these two theoretical strands. In her study of post-war migrants in Europe she is careful not to attach the notion of citizenship to them directly. Rather, her aim is to show that “a more universalistic model of membership comes to contest the exclusive model of citizenship anchored in national sovereignty” (Soysal 1997, 8), which is based on universal, deterritorialised rights, contradicting the bounded, territorialised nation-state.


In practice, a special case of rights movements are indigenous, aboriginal or autochthonous movements which have been confronted with either developing separately within their own “state”, or assimilating into existing citizenship structures. The latter meant all too often changing or destructing the indigenous culture, while both options convey a rather repressive trait to citizenship. In this volume, Stavenhagen retraces how indígenas have been treated by Latin American state policies. In the last decade, indigenous social movements in Latin America have managed to pose presidential candidates and acquire state power. To a greater or lesser extent they have tried to change the political context, which was primarily done, at least in some countries, by decreeing new constitutions, as in Ecuador, Bolivia (officially: Estado Plurinacional de Bolivia) and Venezuela. The 2008 constitution in Bolivia (Asamblea Constituyente de Bolivia 2008) emphasises the cultural diversity of the state’s peoples and admits communitarian rights parallel to individual rights, while in the liberal tradition of citizenship the individuals are the only unit holder of rights. As such, the individuals and the communities became the units holding rights in some constitutions. In his contribution, Stavenhagen also points out the conflictive nature of the recognition of communities as subjects of rights. This is shown mainly in regard to collective land property vis-à-vis the traditional liberal and individual private property. With the stipulation of these communal conditions in the constitution, the reference frame of “citizenship as a formal status” was remarkably altered, if seen from the point of view of Western conceptualisations of citizenship, as they are formed around the individual as the only main holder of civil, political and social rights in the Marshallian sense. The reifying institution for this new content of citizenship is none other than the state, though approved by the population through referenda. Buenrostro Alba, within this volume, gives the example of the “traditional judges” in Mexico, a figure that highlights how the bridge between collective and individual rights within the judiciary is intended to be built.


THE RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN SPACE AND THE THREE CONCEPTS


To stress the importance of spatiality for the concepts of ethnicity, citizenship and belonging, a rather relational conception of spatiality is considered, in order to overcome, where possible, normatively related social categorisations. Space is understood as a relational composition of bodies (social and material bodies) that are continuously in motion and whereby spatial arrangements between them change permanently (Löw 2001). Thus, space and place is seen as a hybrid characterised by the material and symbolic components of life. These components mark the complexity of spatial constitutions that are based upon spatial structures and space as well as place producing agency. The approximation from a sociological, socio-geographical and anthropological point of view strongly adds a spatial dimension to the concepts of ethnicity, citizenship and belonging. In scientific and political communication the concepts have often been (and still are) used with inherent spatial and territorial references.


The concept of ethnicity, for example, has been connected to the notion of a joint spatial origin or heritage, an argument used by different political actors from states to activists of indigenous rights movements in order to instrumentalise the primordial elements of ethnicity. In the Latin American context and worldwide, conflicts about land rights and access to natural resources are linked to people’s livelihoods, the economic and cultural necessities of both the rural population and ethnic groups, and their claim for land use rights. Territorial demarcations are therefore essential to the claim for free access to land and land resources. This territorial boundary making, also implying inclusive and exclusive aspects, has been marked as “strategic essentialism”, a term that describes the temporary creation of group identities to be used as a strategic resource in contentious politics. The term was introduced by Spivak (1996) in order to conceptualise political agency of nations, states, ethnic and minority groups (cf. Ströbele-Gregor 2010). These politics of belonging are carried out at different levels (community, national, regional) with implied spatial boundaries and acquisitions linked to larger group formations.


A spatial dimension also sticks to the debate about citizenship, understood as a legal status being issued by hegemonic state authorities. In order to give consideration to political transformations, the de-nationalisation of politics and economies and the rise of translocal social relations, and to understand citizenship as a political practice rather than a status, a more open conception of citizenship was introduced. It is argued that such a conception of citizenship gives justice to de-territorialised political landscapes such as international activism (Isin 2009), feminist movements (Yuval-Davis 1997) and urban place making (Lepovsky and Frazer 2003).


The concept of belonging, understood as both, a metaconcept to describe different social categorisations (such as ethnicity and citizenship) as well as a multiple and alterable attachment originating from everyday practices, implies a spatial perspective too. Increasingly used within the framework of migration studies and to frame the multiplicity and intersectionality of social relations, the concept of belonging is located at the interface between the local and the global, and by that means is able to dissolve the binary semantic of these spatial dimensions. Anthias (2006; 2008) introduced the term “translocational positionalities” to contest the inherent spatialities of concepts of belonging and identity, to break up with essentialised categorisations of social difference and to stress the growing complexity of forms of otherness. Here, the spatial reference is twofold and reflects the importance of place based interaction on the one hand, and movement on the other, or, to speak like Urry (2000, 133), the dialectic of roots and routes. Anthias’ term corresponds to the debate of transnational identities and critically reflects notions of diaspora, hybridity and cosmopolitism by pointing at social relations that are not necessarily linked to groups or group identities and thus, implied spatial boundaries.


THE STRUCTURE OF THE BOOK


The articles in this book are altogether adapted versions of papers presented at the First International Symposium of the Research Network for Latin America, with the exception of the contribution by Jüssen and Youkhana, members of the Bonn subproject of the Research Network who present their ongoing research. As this event constituted the inaugural conference of the Research Network, its aim was primarily to present an overview over the state of the art into the investigation of ethnicity, citizenship and belonging and to initiate a transdisciplinary and transregional debate concerning these guiding concepts. As a result, the contributions and the authors present a wide array of perspectives, methods and disciplines. While some present case studies relate to one or more of the concepts, others go more deeply into theoretical debates. This diversity is intentional, as it reflects the manifoldness of the members, projects and approaches that integrate to create the Research Network and engage together to bring fructiferous debate.


The contributions have been divided into three subchapters. In the first, historical approaches to ethnicity and citizenship are presented; the articles in themselves combine case studies and theoretical reflections. In the second chapter, ethnic and spatial aspects of citizenship are discussed. With the exception of the article by Stavenhagen, which serves as an introductory text, the articles use a regionally delimited case study to illustrate their deliberations about different dimensions of citizenship, going beyond “classical” notions of citizenship and occasionally addressing questions of ethnicity and belonging. The third chapter, which focuses principally upon belonging, can be subdivided into two parts. The first two articles by Geschiere and Pfaff-Czarnecka contain mostly theoretical reflections about the concept of belonging; neither author has a special research focus on Latin America and consequently they illustrate their considerations with examples from other parts of the world. The remaining contributions focus on practices of belonging and its spatial dimensions, analysing diverse case studies.


Here follows a brief résumé of each article.


ETHNICITY AND CITIZENSHIP IN A HISTORICAL PERSPECTIVE


The conference volume is opened by an article that has considerable historical and theoretical depth. Karoline Noack analyses the example of the north Peruvian city of Trujillo in the first century after the Spanish conquest. Based upon a significant number of historical sources she uses the example of the production, exchange and consumption of textiles as a lens to society in Trujillo. While the colonial societies in Latin America are normally categorised as sociedades de castas (“caste societies”) and these castas are often seen as ethnic categories, Noack found no evidence for the existence of ethnic categories in Trujillo and concludes that differences in the contact zone must be investigated by other means as for example by the analysis of material practices in daily life and employing the concept of transculturality.


The contribution by Wolfgang Gabbert also has a historical and theoretical approach. It focuses upon different aspects of the concept ethnicity. He exposes a typological distinction between ethnie and ethnic group and illustrates his argumentation with an example from Nicaragua’s Atlantic Coast. His theoretical deliberations about ethnicity are entwined with a description of the ethnogenesis of two groups: the Miskitu Indians and the Afro-American Creoles, offering a broad historical perspective on the region and various internal and external factors in the process of ethnogenesis.


The approach by Cecilia Méndez Gastelumendi and Carla Granados Moya is a historical one. However, they focus not so much upon ethnicity, but more on citizenship. Using the example of the “forgotten” civil wars of Peru at the beginning of the nineteenth century, they show how citizenship develops in a very young nation state. They underline the importance of the civil organisation of the rural people in the irruption of the war and, in a broader sense, in the construction of the State.


ETHNIC AND SPATIAL ASPECTS OF CITIZENSHIP


The contribution by Rodolfo Stavenhagen gives a broad overview over the situation and the constant renegotiations of citizenship concerning indigenous peoples throughout Latin America. His deliberations encompass a panorama that starts with the Spanish conquest of America and continues until the present day. He highlights important theoretical currents over time and influential historical processes, as for example, the formation of the nations and the role that the indigenous population played in it. Especially instructive is the theoretical discussion of the recent processes around multicultural and intercultural citizenship and its entanglement with human rights.


Santiago Bastos discusses aspects of ethnic citizenship by means of the Maya in present day Guatemala, with explanatory references to the historical background. He analyses the different postures that exist among social actors, especially indigenous organisations in Guatemala. The different existing postures that express diverse versions of culture and identity are structured by Bastos in what he calls three “ideological poles”: a syncretic pole, a modernising pole and a mayanist pole. He explains how the references to these poles shape current social and political developments in Guatemala and also how they are entangled.


Questions of ethnic and differentiated citizenship are also guiding the considerations of Manuel Buenrostro Alba. He focuses on the example of the “traditional judges” in Maya communities in the Mexican district of Quintana Roo on the peninsula of Yucatán. Apart from presenting some theoretical deliberations concerning the tension between individual and collective citizenship rights, he mainly analyses the experiences of the “traditional judges” who have existed since 1997 in Quintana Roo. The analysis of the relatively new figure of “traditional maya judge” is a good demonstration of the tensions that exist between different notions of the judiciary in multicultural societies such as Mexico.


THEORY AND PRACTICES OF BELONGING AND SPATIALITY


The article by the social anthropologist Peter Geschiere takes a deep look at the concept of belonging, analysing current political developments outside Latin America, namely in Africa and Western Europe. He not only makes a comparison between current processes in several African countries and the Netherlands, but also dedicates quite a few pages to theoretical considerations. He goes back to the roots of the term autochthony, which is closely related to belonging; and this search leads him to classical Athens. Furthermore, based on his experience in the symposium, he carries out some brief deliberations about the term autochthon, as used in Africa, Western Europe and Canada, opposed to the term indigenous, used widely in Latin America.


In the contribution by Joanna Pfaff-Czarnecka, a theoretical concept of belonging is developed as an emotionally charged social location, which the author bases on the three concepts of mutuality, commonality and attachments, inserting examples that demonstrate her point. Through this, she enables a distinction between identity and belonging. She also differentiates between an individual’s relation to a collective and collective belonging. She ends by giving an outlook on implications for the politics of belonging.


Eveline Dürr, in her analysis of a festivity in Oaxaca, Mexico, takes a close look on another important aspect of belonging: its practices. She investigates the practices of belonging in the process of “touristification” of the celebration of the Day of the Dead (Día de los Muertos) in the Oaxacan town of Mitla. Special attention is paid to spatial and representational dimensions of belonging and to the role of different actors in the community, especially the so-called profesionales and the political implication their comportment entails.


Like Eveline Dürr, Maria Amelia Viteri analyses a practice of belonging, this time the consumption and importance of food between Ecuadorian migrants in New York City. After some theoretical considerations in which she highlights that neither citizenship nor identity can enclose the notion of belonging, she stresses the importance of nostalgia and proceeds to analyse the situation of the Ecuadorian migrants in more detail, basing her deliberations mainly upon interview-material and the analysis of a multi-media installation she conducted in the Queens Museum of Art.


The situation of transnational migrants is also a dominant theme in the contribution by Ingrid Kummels. She investigates how migrants between Mexico and the USA express collective feelings of belonging by analysing the example of “indigenous” filmmaking. The contribution follows the origins and dynamics of migration and filmmaking especially since the 1990s. The case of the p’urhepecha filmmaker Dante Cerano and two of his films are presented paradigmatically. Based on this analysis, conclusions about the connections of dynamics of belonging to new forms of geographic and virtual mobility are drawn; wherein some considerations about ethnicity and cultural citizenship are also mentioned.


The contribution of Lara Jüssen and Eva Youkhana uses a space-based approach to the three key concepts of this book, ubicating them within a migration context. It is investigated how Latin American migrants in Madrid “make space” for labour, leisure and religious practices. The cases of Ecuadorian vendors in Casa de Campo, and of La Tabacalera and San Lorenzo in the neighbourhood of Lavapiés are followed as places of ethnic reproduction and reconstruction, as articulation and negotiation of citizenship and as vitalisation and making of belongings.
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1 The terms inclusion and exclusion as description of social processes in modern societies derive from Luhmanns approach in systems theory (Luhmann 1995). The term inclusion is defined in social research as a “consideration of persons in social systems, whereas exclusion means their marginalization respectively their non-consideration” (Hahn and Schorch (2007, 253); Stichweh (2007, 231)).


2 For critique on that “groupism”, cf. Brubaker (2009), also Heinz (1996) giving the example of ethnicity and ethnic identity.


3 According to Apitzsch, this doesn’t mean that ethnic belonging can be freely chosen. In her opinion, ethnic belonging is mostly “imposed on individuals by ethnic politics, and the individuals have to live through different ethnic regimes in order to reorganize their and their families’ biographies through biographical work and through coping with different group identifications throughout their lives” (Apitzsch 2009, 94).


4 Instead, they stress the importance of corporate groups such as calpulli and teccalli which were followed in significance by the altepetl (village or city state). Cf. Berdan (2008). For more detailed information about calpulli and teccalli, cf. Brumfiel (1994, 91-92).


5 It remains doubtful, however, if archaeology alone can identify ethnicity.
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