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Responsible Multiracial Politics!
with a new postscript, Chasing Mixed-Race Gliosts

Ronald Robles Sundstrom

AMBIGUITY, CONFLICT, AND HOPE

The ambiguities and conflicts around personal, and the emergent politi-
cal and group-based, multiracial identity are the result of the inherent
ambiguities and inconsistencies within national and colonial systems of
race.? These ambiguities and inconsistencies, and outright errors dis-
guised as racial science, were compounded by migration, trade, and oth-
er contacts—an active process which is at the heart of today's browning
of America. Multiracial lives have been living signs of the profound er
rors of all racial systems, in their vain attempt to categorize, sort, order,
and control. Multiracial lives were from the first days of modern race
theories ruptures of racial mores, and they remain so at some social sites
today. There is, however, a vast gulf between the common beliet, which
held for the majority of the history of race in the United States, that
mulitracial persons were “mongrels” and degenerations, and the ubiq-
vity of celebratory images multiracial persons and families that are now
common. Mulitracial identity has evolved, in the posi~civil rights
decades, into an identity in rebellion against monoracialism, vet it re-
mains the target of racist fears just as it develops its own form of racial
privilege.

Multiracial identity is, as its defenders have asserted, a psvehological-
ly and socially difficult identity to live with: multiracial individuals must
struggle for recognition in a society that does not fully welcome or offi-
cially acknowledge their existence.? Likewise, the assertion of multiracial
identity in the form that it presently takes in the United States is possible
only as a result of a shift in dominant racial projects that have allowed,
and favor, the emergence of a distinct multiracial identity and political
advocacy movement, the flourishing of which may come at the expense
of traditional civil rights goals—arguments, significantly, that dominate
legal critical race theory discussions of these matiers,
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This chapter revisits both sides of the debate, especially in light of the
role of multiracialism in the browning of America. The next section inves-
tigates how multiracialism is a target for liberals and those on the Left
who are opposed to the institutionalization and spread of multiracial
identity because of its affects on the demographics of traditionally domi-
nant American delincated cthnoracial groups and on civil rights policy.
The third section turns to the manipulation of multiracialism by neocon-
servatives, and the careless actions of some multiracialist organizations
that allowed their demands for multiracial recognition to be associated
with Neoconservative color-blind policy agendas. The fourth and fifth
sections investigate the charge of racism against multiracialism —a pow-
ertul charge that directly contradicts and threatens the uiopian-racial-
harmony vision some associate with the browning of America. The sixth
section explores the worries about the expansion of multiracial recogni-
tion beyond the census to public schools, colleagues, and universities,
and it presents and supports arguments in favor of the expansion of
muttiracialism. The chapter ends with a re-conceptualization of multira-
cial identily as an identity and a movement that are called to repair (i.c.,
io act responsibly in the face of racism, to remember the history of race
and the American tamily, and to engage in restorative justice in a society
damaged by racism).® Multiracial persons, and the movement that claims
to look after their interests, have special obligations that are rooted in the
very experience that leads individuals to claim this identity: their obliga-
tion to memory. The demands of memory lead us to seek repair, yet they
also demand that multiracialism contribute to the repair of the damage
wrought by racism,

CRUEL AND COUNTERPRODUCTIVE REBUKES

The criticism that multiracial, or mixed race, is an impossible identity or
that multiracialism is simply a variant of racial passing available to the.
brown are cruel.” They are cruel because they dismiss the particular ex-
periences of multiracial persons and preclude any possibility of the exis-
tence and legitimacy of multiracial identity. Their intention is to foster
incredulity about the intentions of person who dare claim multiracial
identity, and to code multiracialism as simple racist betrayal. These liber-
al and Leftist critics of multiracialism wrongfully perceive themselves as
allies of racial justice, and are unfortunately engaged in the sad project of
sitencing debate through cruel rebukes and denying the possibility of
muliiracial life.

The intention behind criticisms of muitiraciatism is to expose the
interactions, perhaps necessary or intentional, between multiracialism
and personal, social, and institutional racism; another aim is to warn off
those who may be templed to identify with multiracialism. It is a curious
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strategy, because the critics use cruelty to appeal for loyalty, but their
rhetoric merely drives those who most closely identify with multiracial-
ism away.

What, then, is the political or racial project of the criticism of multira-
cialism? To absolutely associate multiracial identity with racist betrayal is
akin to labeling so-called “illegitimate” children as bastards. Will calling
a group of fatherless children “bastards” make them any more legiti-
mate? Given the self-destructiveness of the rhetoric that many of the most
vociferous crilics of multiracialism deploy, their strategy cannot be to
engender loyalty; rather, it is a politics driven by a post-civil rights ver-
sion of racial-sexual-moral panic.” Their racial project is a demand tor
political and social authenticity, while their political one is recrimination
and revenge—it is, at its base, the repetition of the language of absolute
loyalty plus the threat of disowning and exclusion that has historically
marked the ruptures around multiracialism.

in contrast 1o those claims, critics that explore the relationship of
multiracialism 10 personal racism are respectable as they raise serious
moral and political concerns about the choices of individuals acting with-
in networks of racial projects.® Similarly respectable are the investiga-
tions of how multiracial identity, whether rooted in personal racism or
not, interacts with racist systems and institutions. Both of these streams
of vital critique allow for the possibility of rectification, reparation, and
restoration. What must be avoided is insisting on the nonexistence or
moral irretrievability of multiracialism.

Multiracial idenfuly is an identity borne of specific experiences of be-
ing born into, and living among, the gaps of racial and ethnic categories.”
It is a category of people who are the result, on one hand, of numerous
ruptures of racial mores, and on the other, the implications and policies
of those very same mores. Race was imagined to designate deep, perma-
nent, and ilﬁpermcablu barriers between varicties of peoples; vet, racial
systems have consistently been accompanied by an crotic imaginary of
miscegenation, and of course its widespread practice. There is a third
clement, though, that must be added to the dvad: the mulatto/as and
mestizofas that resulted from these ruptures and utilizations have been
the object of curiosity, denial, and terror. For the eighteenth- and nine-
teenth-century race theory, white initiated interracial sex was privately
recognized but publicly denied, and the children of miscegenation were
mysterious. !

In stark contrast to the territories influenced by the power of Spain
and France and the official racial systems of South Africa and Brazil,
there has been little space for the expression of multiracial identity in the
historv of race in the United States, although the identity cannot be said
to have been absent. The “one-drop-of-blood” rule for African Americans
and the blood-quantum rules for Native Americans more or less guaran-
teed that any black-white offspring would be black, and red-white off-
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spring would be white.!'" This is the backdrop only by which the phe-
nomena of passing, which is distinct from the claiming of multiracial
identity, or the ostracism of the racially ambiguous in the United States,
can be understood. Despite, however, the widespread adoption of de facto
and de jure rules 1o guard whiteness from specifically black inclusion,
recognition of multiracialism from within and without racial and ethnic
communilies proliferated. Social and legal institutions in large part did
nol allow for an independent multiracial identity and category, yet the
recognition of multiracial genealogy and experience has always been
present. 12

The critics of multiracialism are guick to recognize the presence of
multiracial individuals as part of so-called monoracial, non-white com-
munities. The recognition, however, of multiracial genealogy and experi-
ence in the history of race in America has been the cause for much of
confusion in current debates, as well as the failure to properly distinguish
between having multiracial genealogy and experiencing one’s self and
life as being multiracial. Critics argue that multiracialism is superfluous:
“African American” and “Native American” already include those who
are “mixed,” those whose genealogy includes white ancestors —white an-
cestors, and families, who are largely ignorant of, or deny, familial con-
nections.” In fact, in the cases of African Americans and Native
Americans, the majority of these monoracial communities have multira-
cial gencalogies.

A corollary argument is that there are no ontological grounds for the
existence of multiracial identity as a separate identity or category. Race is
real at any particular site, because it results from a variety of social forees,
at those sites, that place social and political meanings on bodies. In the
United States, and in the black case, in particular, those forces have coded
all persons with any black ancestry (and socially determined black
phenotypes) as exclusively black.™ The American racial project, with few
exceptions, has identified multiracial individuals as members of a single
race. Although race in the United States experienced significant changes,
there has been no serious alteration in the racial formation of blackness;
thus, there is no justification for a multiracial category. Thus, there is no
reason to label, for example, the child of a black-white union multiraciai
because the black {and probably the white) parent is already multiracial.

These arguments support the request, made by legal critical race theo-
rists who criticize the multiracial movement, that multiracial persons
keep their mixture a private matter and not ask the state or its institutions
to make their mixture a matter of public record.™ The movement for
official recognition of multiracial identity in statistics is best understood,
according to these critics, as a movement toward white privilege, and a
betrayal of civil-rights.

The request that multiracial individuals go in the “closet” with their
identity is stunning. First, the mere counting of multiracial individuals,
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who under present guidelines are counted when they check more than
one racial or ethnic “box,” does not necessarily undermine the collection
of data needed to enforce civil rights policies. Second, the demand that
multiracials hide themselves from view in the public sphere amounts toa
“don’t ask, don’t tell” multiracial policy. It advocates the application of a
public-private distinction in personal identity, for the sake of accomplish-
ing traditional civil rights goals. This demand goes hand in hand with,
and would support, the restriction of public discussions of racial justice
to a narrow realm of “public” affairs: jobs, income, wealth, housing,
healthcare, education, and so on, which are the large-scale distributive
ends of civil rights policy. Off the table would be public discussions of
changes in individual identity, family structure, and the implications of
the browning of America for the future of civil rights policy. Public dis-
cussions of race and the private sphere would be kept out of the realm of
public discourse, on such topics as interracial intimacy, multiracial iden-
tity, interracial adoption, and the effects of racial identity in custody
claims of dissolved unions —discussions that are vital to have in a brown-
ing America.’® As with the "don’t ask, don’t tell” policy for gays, les-
bians, and bisexuals in the United States military, such a multiracial poli-
cy effectively ignores demographic reality (there are homaosexuals in the
military, and there are multiracials in America), refuses to recognize a
category of people that morally deserve recognition while benefiting
from their presence, and refuses to deal with fundamental shifts in
American social life.'” Lastly, the “don’t ask, don’t tell” demand is stun-
ning because it so brazenly employs the private-public distinction to re-
move multiracialism from politics, from public life—a distinction that has
been the target of decades of arguments by feminists and race theorists.
On one hand, it recognizes the growing trend of multiracial self-recogni-
tion, but on the other, it asserts that multivacial persons as such are not
morally or politically entitled to public recognition. As with the refusal to
consider differences of social identities by liberals who support strict
neutrality or blindness to social differences, “don’t ask, don’t tell” multi-
racial policies imperiously refuse to deal with intra-communal difference,
and simply demand silence.

Further, “don’t ask, don't tell” arguments suppose that multiracialism
is primarily tied to genealogy, and with that supposition the emergence
of multiracial as an individual identity and a political movement is in-
volved in many of the problems its critics have enumerated. The largest
problems have to do with the ontology of race: if there are no races, then
there are no multiracial individuals. Race, though, is understood as a
social concept, and belonging to one or another race is largely though not
exclusively tied to racialized genealogy. Racial genealogy is not demo-
cratic, as the different races are not considered by widely held social
mores and legal practices to mix equally (e.g., the one-drop-of-blood
rule). Thus, racial categories already include those of mixed genealogices.
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Morcover, the genealogy of individuals admits of a high degree of mix-
ture. Thus, either we are all multiracial, or, really, none of us are.

The supposition that multiracial identity is a genealogical claim is
false. It is significant that both the proponents and opponents of multira-
cialism make this error. Multiracialism cannot be largely a genealogical
matter; rather, it is an experience. Multiracial activists and organizations
that base multiracial identity on simple genecalogy do grave damage to
their own cause, by reinforcing absurd and discounted simplistic biologi-
cal conceptions of race and standards of racial purity. Likewise, those
who criticize multivacialism by merely pointing to past patterns of racial
categorization fundamentally do not understand —or just have not lis-
tened to accounts of —post-Civil Rights era multiracial identity forma-
tion. 18

A preponderance of accounts in art, literature, autobiography, and
social science demonstrate several variants of the multiracial experience
that stretch back to the birth of the concept of race.'” Denying the exis-
tence of multiracial experience, and thus multiracial identity, is patently
false and absurd; it is, as has been said, cruel. Likewise, denying the
existential validity of the form it takes loday simply because of its past
forms is not serious argument. Each multiracial experience is tied to a
particular sile —to a particular network of social forces that give the iden-
tity presence and cffect —rendering it distinet.2?

Yesteryear's Octoroon is not today’s Hapa. Although there has been

littie possibility in pre-1960s America of a multiracial identity that was
separable from a traditional racial category, there have been significant
shifts in social practices, mores, laws (in short, social forces) that have
opened up enough social and conceptual space for such a category.
Hence, X born in 1930, and whose parents were white and black, was
considered by her family, friends, strangers, and herself to be simply
black, even though she was largely recognized as a mulatta or in popular
parlance, “redbone.” X falls in love with a white person Y, and in 1980
they have a child, Z, together. £ faces racial and ethnic pressures similar
to X, but as Z cxists in a distinct site, she faces different degrees of those
forces as well as wholly new forces. Z’s experience of race is distinct, and
she has an option that X never did: she can reasonably declare that she
identifies as both black and white and considers herself multiracial. X
never could reasonably claim to be multiracial. After the 1980s, X and Z
both experience the lovsening of racial mores, but Z can internalize and
identily with these shifts in a way that was unavailable or incomprehen-
sible to X, Multiracialism, then, is linked to interplays between gencalo-
gy, social forces, and the phenomenology of race.

Accusations of bad faith or betrayal are directed toward multiracial-
ism for different reasons and from a variety of directions. Ruptures mark
the experience and presence of multiracial life. Multiracial individuals
are living symbols of the rupture of racial-sexual mores and divisions.
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These ruptures are alive, for better or worse, in all of our families and
communities. The difficulty with which white family structures deal with
non-whiteness within is now a well-told tale; the tragic stories of ostra
cism and denial are as old as this nation—indeed they are story in this
nation’s myth of political and social origins (e.g., Thomas Jefferson’s rela-
tion with Sally l-lcmming,s;).21 Latino, Naiive-, African- and Asian-
American families have to various degrees similar stories of ostracism
and denial.

These stories, at once personal, familial, and social, resulted in a varie-
ty of personal choices: from the most painful choice of passing, to l?\c
contemporary declaration of multiracialism. Each of these stories carries
the signs of personal-familial-social rupture. The personal expression of
multiracial experience, whether racist or not, interacts with the social
processes, the various racial projects, responsible for racial formation in
the United States. Therefore, as the dominant racial projects connect the
everyday with macro-level processes, there is a looping-etfect, or a net-
work of mutual support between racial formations on cach level. The
ruptures around multiracialism are transitive across the personal, famil-
ial, and social.

Each of these sites of rupture must be addressed by the work of repair
that multiracialism should accomplish. These ruptures do not necessitate
the shunning of multiracial identity or the dismantling of the multiracial
movement, but they do entail responsible commitments and action in the
face of these personal and social challenges. Has the multiracial move-
ment engaged its issues in the spirit of repair?

If writings from the critics of multiracialism are the gauge, then the
multiracial movement offers nothing more than shrill and sustained
screams for multiracial identity and multiracial family identity. Certainly,
some in the multiracial movement (e.g., Project Race) have offered such
protests. Although their actions are understandable in the face of cxislqn-
tial denial and assumptions of personal racism, their unfortunate tactics
represent intransigence and the assertion of disconnected individuality.
Calls for recognition are not by themselves acts of repair.

Yet, a careful look at the history of multiracial advocacy shows that
much of their activity has been characterized by the desire for repair as
well as recognition.? Tt is as if the critics of multiracialism do not bother
to notice this facet of the movement, and have been uncharitable and
hyperbolic.?® Theirs is a tactic, as 1 shall argue below, that is counter-
productive and inconsistent with their political aims,

COLOR-BLINDNESS AND MULTIRACIAL PRIVILEGE

Those who bear multiracial identity are relieved to various degrees of the
social forces that subject their monoracial, and often darker, relations, It
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wotlld be unfair to call their lives easicr, for they live their own particular
racial hardships, but they do escape some of the norms that discipline,
limit, and degrade monoracial individuals, The social space they exist in,
then, opens up opportunities not available otherwise: for example, judg-
ments of their “accessible” and “exotic” beauty, or judgments of their
character and normaley based on their “mixed” characteristics; they may
even have the possibility of passing. Atworst, multiracial identity may be
an identity based in racial opportunism that depends on anti-black ra-
cism, as well as class and racial privilege.

These complaints, however, are too focused on individuals and per-
sonal choices. Indeed, the debate suffers from an overwhelming focus on
the whether or not the personal assertion of multiracial identity is racist
and whether the multiracial movement is motivated by the racism of its
lcadership. As Paul Spickard has commented, individualism has a “stun-
ning” predominance in the discourse on both sides, 2

The intentions of individuals are an important issue, and will be in-
vestigated below, but more important is the way in which multiracial
identity may interact with American racial politics and macro-level pro-
cesses. Multiracialism may participate in and contribute to social and
institutional racism. On this point the dominant worries, of course, have
been expressed about the national census and other public records close-
Iy linked (such as K-12 and college enrollment and admission forms),

Additionally, multiracialism has been adopted by the proponents of
naive color-blindness in their pursuit of law and policy scrubbed free of
any reference to, and influence of, race and ethnicity. Now, there is an
obvious trajectory from the politics of the American Left to support for
the multiracialism, a line of descent from Loving v. Virginia to the 1997
congressional hearing on “Federal Measures of Race and Ethnicity and
the Implications for the 2000 Census.” 2 Just as obvious is the appeal of
multiracialism for American neoconservatives.

Neoconservalives, and others on the Right, such as right-leaning liber-
tarians, sce in the multiracial movement what they extrapolate from
Frederick Douglass or Martin Luther King, Jr.: statements of one Ameri-
ca. We should no more fault the multiracial movement, than we do
Douglass or King, for the Right's adoption or manipulation of them. Cer-
tainly there has been covperation between a Republican majority and the
movement. The 1997 hearings on the 2000 census, swhich were held to
determine whether a “multiracial” category would be included as an
identity option, were held under the aegis of the Republican leadership
of the House. There is no reason to believe that a Democratic majority
wotlld have prevented the hearings. In particular much has been made
by the critics of the multiracial movement of the support of the former-
Speaker of the House Newt Gingrich (R-GA).2

Gingrich did support the addition of a multiracial category, but so did
several Democrats. It is a marker of viciousness of the debate that Gra-
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ham has been lambasted for praising Gingrich for his aid; those criticisms
contain inlentional misinterpretations and distortions of her praise for
Gingrich. Graham'’s critics do not mention her praise for President Clin-
ton’s support or her overall point that the hearings were a bipartisan
effort.?”

What Gingrich wrote, though, does demonstrate why the Right |:m5
appropriated, although without much cash or real support, the multira-
cial cause. According to Gingrich, multiracialism is a positive demo-
graphic, social, and political, development because it leads to a.whplc
American identity. Citing the history of ethnic assimilation and, Gingrich
states,

I think we need to be prepared 1o say, the truth is we want all
Americans to be, quite simply, Americans. That doesn’t deprive any-
one of the right to further define their heritage. . . . It doesa’t deprive us
of the right to ethnic pride, 1o have some sense of our origins. But it is
wrong for some Americans Lo begin creating subgroups to which they
have a higher loyalty than to America at large. 28

Gingrich ends with an appeal for the multiracial category as a way of
ceasing to force Americans into “inaccurate” and “divisive” subgroups;
ultimately, as he testified in his writing, this is a step toward the ideal of
having but “one box on federal forms that simply reads: ‘American”.” The
Right's support for multiracialism, however, largely derives its opposi-
tion to color-conscious civil rights laws (it is not opposed to being con-
scious about color wwhen it suit its own agenda).

The stated support of multivacialism by George Will and Ward Con-
nerly is closely linked to their opposition o color-conscious programs,
and in particular, to atfirmative action.?? The pro-multiracialism and
anti-Affirmative Action activism on the Right are closely linked; this link
is most dircctly visible in the rhetoric and activism of Ward Connerly.
Connerly’s successful efforts 1o pass California Proposition 209 and his
failed efforts on both the California Propuosition 34, as well as including
“multiracial” on University of California forms, are, in his mind, one
project.™ The organizations he has lead, the American Civil Rigl_ﬂs I1.1sti-
tute and the Racial Privacy [nitiative, cach represent the dual directions
of his anti-civil rights cotor-blind agenda.™

Connerly, along with other black conservatives {v.g., Thomas Sowell
and Shelby Steele), disagrees with the principle of race-consciousness
that has been securely part of the black freedom struggle since Du Bois's
“The Conservation of Races.” For Connerly, and other neoconservatives,
appeals to race and racism are less explanations of non-white s'ucifcl .dis-
advantage rather, than obstacles 1o assimilation and excuses for individu-
al and group failure. Color-blindness, understood as strict vacial neutral-
ity, then, is a remedy as well as ideal; it is a remedy for the many ways
that race and appeals to racism have plagued communities of color, espe-
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ciall_v Latinofas and African Americans.® It is amusing, then, that Con-
nerly and his allies appeal to the very tool they disparage: they demand
that government institutions be color-conscious, that is, of multiracialism,
to achieve the general eradication of all racial categories. As Gingrich
expressed it, multiracialism is the path to the singular communal concep-
tion of “American.”

The Gingrich-Connerly example displays how multiracialism con-
verges with naive versions of color-blindness, Multiracialism, in some
forms, is simply hostile to the collection of any racial data. As an element
of thal anti-race hostility, it may obtuscate the importance of race by
falsely signifying the end of racism. Beyond such political posturiné,
multiracialism may contravene civil rights programs by obfuscating the
census count of traditional racial categorices; likewise, it may deny those
groups members and thus lessen their political clout and be wtilized as a
step toward color-blindness in law and policy.® Beyond, though, mere
frightfut possibilities, is the present fact that the Racial Privacy Initiative
(RPI) was explicitly used to support the end of race-conscious policies,
such as affirmative action,

Just as with the browning of America, Multiracialism may seem at
first glance to run counter to color-blindness; it is, after all, about the
recognition of the proliferation of colors, Yet precisely because of this
proliferation, opponents of color-conscious law and policy find in the
multiracial movement ideological support for naive versions of color-
blindness.

PERSONAL RACISM

The initial complaint against multiracialism is that personal racism moti-
vates the adoption of the identity. Those who would adopt and declare
that identity are doing so because of their racist beliefs against the non-
white communities whom they are associated with through genealogy.
The motivating racist beliefs may involve beliefs, explicitly or uncon-
sciously held, that the relevant non-white groups are inferior or antipa-
thetic.™ Likewise, if a nondoxastic model of racism is the guide, the racist
belief plus the discriminatory act of choosing a “multiracial” identity (a
label that is cither inherently racist or has such effects) is what makes its
adoption racist.™

There is little evidence for the charge of explicit personal racism al-
though some critics offer anecdotal evidence gathered from the ill-con-
sidered remarks of a few of the principle figures of the multiracial move-
ment. 3 Certainly, personal racism was part of the psychological dynam-
ics of those who participated in passing, an activity and choice that can be
ascribed to what has been called internalized racism. I is unwarranted,
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however, to read the site-specific motivations of those who passed, and
who are still passing, into the current multiracial movement.

A response to this reply points to the function of multiracialism: i.e., to
open what Deglar called the “mulatto escape hatch,” thus providing an
individual solution to racism, and reinforcing racism (how it does so is
dependent on the site).? If a person is not already white, then it is better
to be mixed than not; similarly, multiracial identity reinforces the social
racist belief that it is better to be partially white than non-white.

That multiracial identily functions this way, however, is not sufficient
to charge self-declaring multiracial individuals with personal racism.
Nonetheless, insofar as the declaration of multiracial identity discrimi-
nates against non-white groups, we can hold multiracial individuals and
such movements accountable for their participation in social and institu-
tional racist harm.

SOCIAL AND INSTITUTIONAL RACISM

The symbiosis of multiracialism with racism is displayed in four ways:
First, multiracial identitics exist because race theories have constructed
non-white identitics as inherently inferior and antipathetic. Second, it
provides an individual solution to racist oppression that not only fails to
question racist sacial structure, but also depends and profits from that
structure. Third, it is a vehicle of individual and communal declaration
that reinforces all three types of racism. Fourth, it sets up a multiracial
group—the colored or mestizofas—as a buffer zone that protects white-
ness by ensconcing it within a protective class of brown folk who seck
white privilege via the mulatto escape hatch.®

These claims are thought to be supported be referencing the history of
passing in the United States and mulliracial identity in South African and
Brazil. If multiracialism functions in any of these four ways, then it is
certainly accurate to accuse it of supporting social and institutional ra-
cism. The problem with this objection, though, is that there is no evidence
that any of these four processes are occurring in the United States on a
level that is comparable to Brazil or South Africa.™ While there may be,
even today, non-whites who chose to pass as white, today’s passing is not
like yesteryear’s: being white need not involve the absolute denial of all
non-white ancestry. All the same, passing in the United Stales, or the self-
declaration of multiracial identity, hardly adds up to a “buffer zone.”

The charge of social and institutional racism can stili be pressed
against the multiracial movement by detailing how the movement may
play into the hands of conservatives opposed to civil rights legislation by
supporling color-blind policy, law, and judicature. Harold McDougall,
director of the Washington Burcau of the NAACP, gave a clear form of
this charge at the 1998 hearings on Federal Measures of Race and Ethnic-
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ity and the Implications for the 2000 Census, held by the subcommittee
on Government Management, Information, and Technology. McDougall
concentrated his objection on the effects that the introduction of a “multi-
racial” category may have on the census and the deleterious effects that
would follow for the national civil rights agenda. According to McDou-
gall’s testimony, “Census data aggregated in its present form, respecting
historicalty protected categories, has been used:

* to enforce requirements of the Voling Rights Act;

* fo review State redistricling plans;

* to collect and present population and population characteristics
data, labor force data, education data, and vital and health statis-
tics;

* 1o monitor discrimination in the private sector and to establish,
evaluate programs;

* to monitor and enforce the Fair Housing Act; and

* to monitor environmental degradation in communities of color.” 4

this work is not done, as McDougall forcefully demonstrated, and
non-convoluled census date is integral to this effort. McDougall’s list is
but a summary of the important work done with race statistics the census
gathers. Representative Stephen Horn's (R-CA) opening statement at that
hearing lists some thirty-four programs, stretching from the Education
department to the Justice department.?? The laws involved include the
most important civil rights legislation in the history of this country. These
programs are extremely important for insuring, maintaining, and extend-
ing civil rights to many Americans—they should not be toyed with for
the mere self-indulgence of the multiracial identity.

Itis important to note that the main de facto leadership of the multira-
cial movement voiced strong support for the history and pursuit of civil
rights for all persons of color. Indeed, McDougall worked with AMEA,
Project Race, and Hapa to lend support to the “check-all-that-apply” op-
tion over the unified “multiracial” box option. The testimony of the lead-
ership from the AMEA, Project Race, and Hapa categorically denounced
the idea that their movement strives for anything like the color-caste
svstems in South Africa or Brazil 42

THREAT AND RECOGNITION

Traditional non-white communities did not lose a significant amount of
their populations because of the decision by the Census Bureau to collect
mulliracial data, nor has this data convoluted the collection of data of the
traditional races in the United States What has occurred is that we now
know that a significant number of Americans consider themselves multi-
or bi-racial persons.’ The recognition of multiracial persons in the na-
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tional census extends a challenge to various institutions across all govern
mental levels: shall local institutions, if they collect racial data, addition-
ally count multiracial persons? _ _ .

The reasons proposed Lo arrest the spread of the counting of multira-
cial persons parallel the gencral objections against the incl_usion of a
“multiracial” category in the national census. Local, institutional argu-
ments against the spread of counting multiracial persons are tied to Iuc.nl
concerns, however, in addition to being vulnerable 1o the rebuttals dis-
cussed above, these arguments suffer from serious practical problems
that are created by the urge to altogether evade the issue of multiracial
presence. ‘

Ward Connerly’s failed attempt to have a multiracial category added
to the University of California’s admission forms pointedly illustrates the
dynamics around local worries aboul multiracialism. Regent Ward (.:nn—
nerly, during the fall of 2004, proposed to the UC regents ll.mt the univer-
sity add a “multiracial” and “multiethnic” category to its admissions
forms. He argued that this category was needed to recognize both the
identity of multiracial students and demographic changes in society that
are reflected in the student population.™ Fresh on the heels of Connerly’s
failed Proposition 52, this move was motivated by his color-blindness-
multiracial consciousness agenda. .

Signiticantly, in opposition to Connerly’s proposal, the American
MultiEthnic Association, Hapa Issues Forum, and the Mavin Foundation
released a juint declaration against Connerly’s proposal. They supported
the University of California’s decade-long policy of allowing students to
check “one or more” racial or cthnic category on admissions forms.
Unfortunately, the opposition of these groups to Connerly’s color-blind-
ness-mulbtiracial consciousness agenda was not covered or given empha-
sis in the press coverage of the event. The opposition of those national
groups to Connerly’s proposal belies the uppusitinnsj .thal are loo fre-
quently drawn between muitiracialism and the traditional civil rights
agenda. Multiracialism, as imagined by the most visible amfl representa-
tive activist organizations, is not a theeat to backward-looking race-con-
scious faw and social policy. _

Despite their opposition to Connerly’s suspicious pl‘()poSfl], mpltlra—
cial advocacy groups do want the number of multiracial individuals
counted. They agree with Connerly on that single issue; their support,
however, for being counted does not imply that they want their numbers
removed from the counts of the traditional racial and cthnic groups,
which is precisely the result that Connerly intended. The Univt,?rsity of
California allows students to “check one or more” racial and ethnic boxes
on their admission forms, but it does not count the number of students

who check more than one box. Opposition to such a count is based in the
same fears and recriminations that have already been covered. The ends
of race-conscious reparative or rectificatory policies do not justify the
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refusal to count multiracial students, especially if such a count does not

put the numbers for underrepresented minorities at risk. Refusal to count

is lantamount to a refusal to recognize, and that failure of recognition is
both morally and politically unjustified, and it is ineffective.

The refusal to count multiracial persons is simply absurd. If the worry
is the loss of populations from traditional racial and ethnic groups, not
counting multiracial persons will not stop the loss. Thase who wa|’1t to
fluc the traditional categories are not stopped, in this age of sclf-report-
ing, by denying access to a multiracial option on the national census or on
admission forms: if they want to leave they can either resist the checking
one box or they can lake the radical option of passing.

Second, refusing to count multiracial persons does not stop the critics
of race-conscious policies from using multiracialism as a divisive toal.
Such eritics as Connerly will not cease to say that, for example, affirma-
tive action in higher education is unjustified because those whom we
identify as "black” or “Asian” or “Latino” are not simply black or Asian
or Latino. Counting multiracial persons exposes what the enemies of civil
rights always knew: that there is a high-degree of mixing between the
socially-labeled races, and that the children that have resulted are very
aware of how they arrived in the world. The enemies of civil rights, at
one point, hated that fact, now they scek to use it by claiming that Ecw
Americans are truly eligible for race-conscious programs. Indeed, Con-
nerly and other opponents of race-conscious programs accuse the “civil-
rights industry” of hiding the truth it fears. Not counting multiracial
persons will not stop those critics, and simply amounts to a cheap and
transparent cover-up. Such tactics are poisonous; they alienate multira-
cial individuals—a situation that completely contradicts the desire to
hold multiracial persons within traditional grbups—and they reek of mo-
rai and political weakness.

Further, the sclf-declaration of multiracial identity does not bear on
the central questions at the heart race-conscious rectificatory or repara-
ti\.rc justice. Do the generations who have suffered because of racial dis-
cr!mination deserve remediation, rectification, or reparation for the
crimes of racism? To what extent are the children of interracial unions
qualiticd for these programs? It is on these grounds that the opponents of

color-blind law and sacial policy should meet its proponents. The self-
duclal:ntiun of mulliracial identity does not affect the essence of these
questions. A mass movement of individuals asserting their multiracial
identity is not necessary for multiracial genecalogy to cause trouble for
race-conscious laws and social policies.

_ Not counting multiracial persons is to act like the little Dutch boy with
his thumb in the dike: we pretend to protect the status quo from unwel-
come demographic changes that will fundamentally transform the life of
race —with its benefits and flaws—in America. Attempts to stymie the
recognition, and even the sell-identification of multiracial persons, are
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politically, morally, and practicaily flawed. The instinet to stymie this
movement is rooted in the perception that multiracialism challenges race-
conscious law and policy. As long as multiracial organizations act re-
sponsibly, multiracialism in itself should not threaten backward-looking
arguments for race-conscious laws and policies.

Nonetheless, multiracialism dous threaten popular conceptions of the
ends of forward-looking race-conscious faws and pulicies. Forward-look-
ing policies are concerned with nurturing social and institutional condi-
tions that support some level of racial, ethnic, and gender diversity —a
condition that is desirable for its beneficial effects on institutional ends
and culture. It is significant for this conversation that the only grounds
that affirmative action is justifiable, according to the Supreme Court’s
decision in Grutier . Bollinger, are forward-looking ones, Insofar as con-
ceptions of forward-looking race-conscious poticies and laws are predi-
cated on received, albeit contentious, visions of racial and ethnic inlegra-
tion paired with cultural pluralism (or perhaps even nationalism), as op-
posed to assimilation or amalgamation, then multiracialism is a threat to
the ends of those conceptions. Multiracial does not make diversity impos-
sible, but it does challenge preconceived notions of diversity.

Forward-looking arguments for diversily seem to assume that diver-
sity is accomplished by having some portion of cach traditional group
represented in institutions. It stresses what has been called external di-
versity, which its critics lampoon as oddly zoological, or worse as Epcot-
center-style representations of diversity.* Multiracialism undermines the
simplistic idea that an individual is identified and represents one racial
group. The multiracial movement stresses the micro-diversity that exists
within families and communities, or what can be called internal diversity.

Multiracial activism, as seen on the campuses of the University of
California and the California State Universities, should continue to sup-
port the ends of backward-looking race-conscious policies. Likewisce, they
should, in principle, support the larger ends of forward-looking pro-
grams without backing down and acquiescing to indifference. Univer-
sities and other institutions should allow the populations they serve to
“check more than one box.” They should also count those who have
checked more than one box; they should provide statistics on multiracial
students, staff, and faculty (likewise the Department of Education should
follow suit).

The reasons for counting the multiracial populations begin with em-
pirical concerns, but are founded in moral and political demands for
recognition.”7 Multiracial organizations should demand recognition, and
with that recognition they should forcefully push their respective visions
of racial justice and harmony, in the knowledge that when such groups
look forward to the future they will necessarily trouble American precon-
ceptions uf what racial justice looks like.
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REPAIR

Multiracial persons find themselves born into a world riven by racial
fault lines, a situation they frequently feel they carry within their bodi:‘s
and identities. In reaction to racially broken societics, some have in-
qulgud in the romantic idea that multiracialism, amalga’mationisr; mos-
tizaje, or some other conceptualization of ethnic or racial hybridity Jis the
conceptual key, or worldview that can repair racial faultlines. The ridca is
simplistic and messianic, and helps itself to the fallacy that a new unity
cquates harmony. Likewise, this argument has been forwarded in fa\-'u}r
pf muitiracial or mestizo consciousness, scemingly a way of knowing and
interacting with the world that does not other and that either accepts or
synthesizes differences. In the extreme, this power has been identified
with multiracials themselves as some messianic “cosmic race” that will
sweep away the old divisions through their very existence. These roman-
tic notions have been roundly criticized, in part by merely pointing :)ut
that mestizo nations have hardly achieved their touted values of racial
democracy . M o
Yet multiracials can be said, without making them into a brown army
of interracial messiahs, of having a particular role in interracial repair A[)I
l!‘IL‘ same, we should be extremely reluctant to claim that multiracial it'k'n—
lity is an idenlity called to repair. “Calling” specific categories of people
ta noble missions is too rhetorical. “Calling” multiracial indh-iduztls a[;d
groups to repair is not as satisfying as simply compelling them to attend
the demands of social justice. Of course, one way to compel multiracial
persons to attend to these matlers is to not allow them to "cscape’: th‘u
tr.u.'lllional categories; thus forcing them to work against the forces of
racism and oppression that afflict the traditional categories. That strate-
sy, though, as has been argued above, is cqually incffective as "C'llli; 2"
them to anti-racist struggle. e
Psychologists and sociologists friendly to the claims of the multiracial
movement have rejected conceptions of multiracial identity as nthoio ri-
fai«](')tr' "bl'urkun” identities; they are, of course, breaking withpthe lon}?g-
radition of seeing iraci L > “mi " as " i
“ragic™™ Assetig that mullhacils a (i on i com e
ic.” . s cial conditions that
require interracial and interethnic repair is not a return to those images of
pathg[og_y. However, we need not entirely break with that tdei,tiun
Mulhraclm[ identity is a painful and difficult identity, and its richness a:;
an experience is linked to its traditional problems and struggles.®
All the same, it is preposterous to say to multiracial persnns. “you are
called to repair relationships that you did not break.” It is tant;;m)ount o
burdening children born out of wedlock with being bastards, and then
asserting that they are responsible for rebuilding their ]egilimzru:y None-
theless, muttiracialism is burdened with its special measure of ;cs on-
sibility to repair the ruptures around race in their lives, families,pand
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communities. Multiracial individuals are thrust into brokenness, into the
ruptures that marks their condition. They can react like libertarians and
assert their absolute autonomy and disconnection, or they can acknow!-
edge the broken world that surrounds them. In the record of multiracial
activism, there is evidence of both kinds of reactions; indeed, the former
reaction is modeled by the actions of litterrace and Project Race, and the
latter we find modeled in the actions of the University of California
multivacial activists.

Turning to the idea of repair as an organizing principle for multiracial
identity helps to transform the discussion of multiracialism from individ-
ualist to communal, political, and social. Repair is about self among oth-
ers. The work of repair—moral, political, social, and psychological re-
pair—will refer to the social and institutional concerns that haunt the
assertion of multiracial identity. Given that traditional civil rights organ-
{zations stress the continuing need for distributive justice, and rectifica-
tion and reparation for past racial harms, dialogues with those groups
about social justice will be driven by those traditional concerns.

Further, beyond redistribution, rectification, and reparation, the work
of repair is restorative.™ Restoralive juslice is a form ol justice that has
received too little attention from traditional legal, moral, and political
theorists. The truth and reconciliation committees that have occurred in
South Africa, the former Yugoslavia, and now in Rwanda and Burundi,
are examples of attempts at restorative justice; those proceedings precede
or work in concert with criminal and distributive justice. Restorative pub-
lic discussions of race in the United States tend to be more ad foc and are
intermingled with criminal or civil proceedings (e.g., the prosecution in
2005 of Edgar Ray Killen, wha was accused of murdering three dvil-
rights workers in Mississippi in 1964). In future restorative conversations,
multiracialism should play a central role—it marks the boundaries of
what needs restoration (e.g., retelling the central myths about the birth of
our nation).

Understanding multiracialism identity as “called” to repair, and being
born into conditions that demand repair, will confront the nation with the
need to have discourses of restoration, rather than merely discourses of
distribution and separation. Discourses of restoration are disturbing, and
have the potential to go all the way to the bone of our racial history. One
of the interesting aspects of restorative justice is that restorative dialogues
do not, and cannot, have as an end to restore people to their pre-trauma
conditions. Restorative justice seeks to heal and to bring victims to a new
image, a post-traumalic image of themselves.™ Likewise, multiracialism
as repair will not bring the nation or groups back to their pre-rupture
condition. Multiracial persons should not have to heal themselves into
oblivion. Rather, through a reflection of our racial history, mediated
through our collective experience of love during times of racism, and
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racism during times of love, we are led to an image of restoration and
image of ourselves that we have not yet imagined.

Turning to repair as an organizing principle for multiracial identity,
expericnce, and organization also aids to concretize the political and mo-
ral burdens that multiracialism needs to commit to if it is to resist the
traps of racial privilege. In “Being and Being Mixed-Race” 1 argued that
multiracial groups and individuals must fulfill specific conditions if it is
not going to be politically and morally irresponsible:

* A rejection of naive popular conceptions of race and biological con-
ceptions of race,

* An understanding of race as a social category made real by social
forces.

* An understanding that race, via racism, is a mode of oppression:
Social status, privileges, and burdens are parsed out according to a
racial hierarchy that places whiteness at the top and darkness at the
bottom.

* A rejection of, and a commitment to resist, racial hierarchy and
white privilege.53

Those are fine conditions, but they do not place specific obligations on
multiracial persons and organizations. They can be said to apply to all
persons, multiracial or not. Specific or special obligations to commit to
anti-racist principles and actions for multiracials are called for because of
their experience and their place in the racialization process.

Multiracial persons and organizations are uniquely situated to cause
or perpetuate racist harm, as their behavior is linked to the weli-being of
those who are vulnerable to racism. Multiracial individuals, through
their interactions with the forces for racialization and the network of
existent racial projects, have a direct effect on monoracial lives,

This call to repair and restoration is not foreign to the multiracial
experience. Again, the identity is one born into brokenness, and asser-
tions of multiracial identity have consistently evoked themes of personal,
familial, and social repair.® In particular, multiracial identity has been
justified on the grounds of familial repair, that we need to recognize all
the members of interracial families.

Specifically, appeals to recognize “white mothers” has become a con-
tentious point in so much of the discussion. It has been taken as evidence
of the motivating desire to “cscape blackness.” Much credence should
not be given to those who make such claims. There are nasty gender and
race politics in those arguments, and they are largely ad hominem attacks.
The push for multiracial identity, according to a few critics, is driven by
the interests of white mothers of non-white children; those interests, ac-
cordingly, demonstrates the multiracial movement’s relationship to
white privilege. Such objections are superficial and ignore the thick rela-
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tionships of family belonging that are nurtured rather than rejected in the
post—civil rights era.

Nonetheless, we can turn to the claims of family belonging to ground
a responsible and reparative multiracial politics. The demand to recag:
nize, if you will, our mothers is a moral response, itself grounded in our
obligations to care for those wha are connected to us by bonds of 'lu\'e.
This response, as has been clucidated by the proponents of the ell}lcs of
care, is political. in that fight, multiracialism is caught, like Antigone,
between the demands of political communities and communities of fa-
milial love.

The way out of this trap is to affirm the obligations that multiracial
persons have to the memories of their mothers. To refuse that obligation,
again, is a repetition of the ruptures of interracial intimacy that mi.lt'k‘} the
history of race and multiracialism. Nonetheless, the experience, internal
structure, and history of multiracialism implicitly demand that it con-
front the dynamics of racial privilege. This demand is the result in our
movement toward our mothers, Qur obligation to our mothers is a call to
moral interconnection, and not an invitation to fafssez-faire, disconnected
politics.

An individualistic libertarian conception of absolutely autonomous
identity is the reaction that [ often receive from students when | confront
them with the racist dynamics of multiracialism: “This is my identity, 1
am not causing direct harm to monoracial groups, and 1 have a right 1o
truthfully identify myself.” Individualism, though, fails to meet our mo-
ral demands to our mothers, and our familial obligations. If obligation to
the memory of mothers is going to be the ground for multiracial identity,
then other obligations follow.

The other obligations are illustrated by the comic, sometime cynical,
Cuban and Puerto Rican saying about family racial identity and the hid-
den grandmother: “Those who aren’t descended from the peoples of the
Congo are descended from the Carabali; and for he who c[;_lims he knows
no such thing, where are you hiding your grandmother?”™ That is exact-
Iy the question [ would put to multiracial individuals, as anyone else,
who claims a radically individualistic conception of their social identities:
Where is your grand.mnlhcr? What of your obligation to the memory of
your mother’s mother?

The assertion of obligation to the memory of our mothers links us to
obligations to the memories of our African American, Asian, Latina, Na-
tive American, and Anglo grandmothers—to their welfare of them and
their children. This is a special obligation that multiracial children must
face that is grounded in their experience and family ties. The demand for
the recognition of multiracial identity, then, ought to be grounded in
recognition of their particular responsibilities (psychological, social, eco-
nomic, and political) to their mothers and their grandmothers.
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The “don't ask, don't tell” approach to multiracialism is related to the
general evasion of discussions of interracial intimacy in public discourses
ot racial justice. Public discussions of racial justice have been restricted to
public affairs for practical purposes, so as to not enflame opponents of
racial equality or to run counter to the endogamous or nationalist values
of some paris of the civil rights coalition. One result of this relegation is
the shock that has greeted assertions of multiracial identity. Yet, multira-
cialism is just a part, a highly visible part, of interracial intimacy —the
very topic that was ignored and dismissed in the first place.

The continued ignoring of interracial intimacy in the time of the
browning of America comes from a stubborn desire to continue with
resistance as usual and the fear that the baseline of racial justice has been
shifted without traditional claims ever being met—this is the demands of
Justice part of the black-white binary that was discussed in chapter three.
Yet, it is a dangerous strategy, because its continuance will make present
claims based on the legacy and categories of the civil rights movement
seem irrelevant to the lives of a changing American public.

In this context of silence about interracial intimacy, multiracialism
represents a breakout of dissentious discourse, not only against racial
categories, but also against the refusal to think about racial progress and
justice within the private sphere. Multiracialism, then, is a gateway to the
other submerged controversies around interracial intimacy that ethical
and political theory has likewise ignored. This is especially true for indi-
viduals, who are just as likely not to be multiracial, who engage multira-
cialism as a starting point for thinking about the myths, secrets, and lics
of their racial family identity. So much of the interest about multiracial-
ism, especially from the young, is about their relationships with the inter-
racial dynamics of the modern American family that contains members
that have different racial identities: half-siblings, whether recognized by
the tamily or not, adopted siblings, stepparents, and extended family.

The injustices of the American history of race are decply related to
conflicts over interracial intimacy. The way we have loved and failed to
love across the color-line needs to be a part of any reasonable vision of
racial reconciliation. “Don’t ask, don't tell” policies about multiracial is
vet another sad attempt to keep discussions of racial justice in the public
sphere, away from the private, and away from the potentially troubling
topic of interracial intimacy. However, discussions of racial justice,
progress, harmony and so on cannot be so restricted. it is precisely the
racial ruptures in our private lives that must be addressed if we are to
achieve societal meaningful racial justice in the public sphere, and thus
socictal repair.

Challenging monoracial family identity and, more to the point, the
reproduction of racial identities and divisions that attends the monoracial
family is not enough. All hope does not lie in new happy, healthy multi-
racial familics. They are not our political salvation. Integrated families
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may come without substantial distributive justice or serious anti-racist
policies effected. Nonetheless, the revolution of the American family, and
the dismantling of racist and nationalist concepts of family belonging is
an important condition of social justice. Revolutionizing, moreover, the
American family will transform us in ways that will lead us to an image
of ourselves that we may not welcome or recognize, bul we cannot be so
arrogant as to presume the face of justice before us.

BIBLIOGRAPHY

Alcoff, Linda Martin. “Mestizo Identity.” In American Mived Race: The Cutture of Micro-
diversity, edited by Naomi Zack Eanham, 257-78. Lanham, MD: Rowman and Liitle-
field Publishers, 1995,

Appiah, Kwame Anthony, The Cthies of fidentity. Princeton: Princteon University Mress,
2004.

Baird-Olson, Karren. “"Colonization, Cultural Trnperialism, and the Social Construction
of American Indian Mixed-Blood Tdentity.” In New Faces in a Changing Anierica,
edited by Loretta [ Winters and Herman L, DeBose, 194-221 Thousand Oaks, CA:
Sage, 2003,

Blum, Lawrence. “I'm Not o Racist, But. . .. : The Moval Quardry of Race.” lhaca, NY
Cornell University Press, 2002,

Burke, John Francis. Mestizo Democracy. College Station: Texas A&M University Press,
2002.

Connerly, Ward, Creatiny Equal: My Fight Against Race Preferences. San Francisco: En-
counter Books, 2000

Corlett, ). Angelo. Race. Racismi, and Reparations. Ithaca, NY: Cornell University Press,
2003,

Daniel, G, Reginald, More Thar Rlack? Philadelphia: Temple, 2002.

Davis, James F, Wi Is Black?, One Nation's Definition. University Park: University of
Pennsyivania Press, 1991,

Degler, Carl N. Neither Black Nor White: Slavery and Race Relations in Brazil and the

United States Madison: The University of Wisconsin Press 1971.
Goldberg, David Theo. “Made in the USA” In American Mived Race, edited by Naomi
Zack, 237-36. Lanham, MD: Roswman and Littlefield, 1995,

. Racial State. Cambridge: Blackwell, 2001,

Gordon, Lewis R. "Race, Biraciality, and Mixed Race—in Theory.” In Her Majesty's
Other Children: Sketches of Racism from a Neocolondal Age, 51-7 1. Lanham, MD: Row-
man and Littlefield, 1997,

Hernandez, Tanya Kateri. "*Multiracal’ Discourse: Racial Classifications in an Era of
Color-blind Jurispradence.” Uhiirvrsity of Maryland Lau Revicne 57 (1998): 97-173.

Hickman, Christine B. “The Devil and the One Drop Rule: Racial Categories, African
Americans, and the U.S. Census.” University of Michivan Law Review 95 (March,
1997): 1165-1265.

Jones, Lisa. Butletproof Diva: Tales of Ruce, Sex, and Hair. New York: Doubleday, 1994,

Kennedy, Randall. futerracial Intimacies: Sex, Marriage, Identiy and Adoption. New York:
Pantheon, 2003

Lind, Michael, Next American Natwon: The New Nationalismn aud the Fourth American
Revolution. New York: Free Press, 1996

Linehan, Patrick F. “Thinking Ouiside of the Box: The Multiracial Category and lts
Tmphications for Race [dentity Development,” Toward Lace Journal 34 (Fall, 2000):
43-72.

Mezey, Naomi. “Erasure and Recognition: The Census, Race and the National bmagi-
nation.” Northwestern Unioersity Laie Revtew 97 (Summer, 2003): 1701-68.




42 Claprter 1

Michaels, Walter Benn. The Trouble with Diversity. New York: Metropolitan Books,
20006

Prewitt, Kenneth. “Racial Classification in America,” Dacdatus 13431 (Winter, 2005):
5-17.

Pomeroy, Lisa K. “Restructuring Statistical Policy Directive No.13: Controversy over
Race Calegorization and the 2000 Census.” Lhniversity of Toledo Laie Review 32 (Fall,
2000): 67-87

Rockquemore, Kerry Ann, and David L. Brunsma. Beyoud Black: Biracial Tdentity in
America. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications, 2002.

Rool, Maria P, I, ed. The Mudtiracial Experience: Ractal Borders as Hie New Fronticr,
Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications, 1996.

Sollors, Werner. bitervaciaism. Cambridge: Oxford University Press, 2000,

Spelman, Elizabeth. Repair. Boslon: Beacon Press, 2002,

Spencer, Jon Michael. The New Colored Peaple: The Mived-Race Movement in Anteriva.
New York: New York University Press, 1997,

Speneer, Rainer, “Assessing Multiracial Identity Theory and Politics.” Efhuicities 4:3
(2004): 357-79.

Spickard. Paul. “Does Multiraciality Lighten?: Me-Too Ethnicity and the Whiteness

Trap.” In Newe Faces i ¢ Changing America: Mudtivacial Identity in the 215t Century,
edited by Loretta L Winters and Herman L. DeBose, 289-300. Thousand Qaks, CA:
Sage, 2003.

Streeter, Caroline A. “The Hazards of Visibility: Biracial Women, Media hmages, and
Narratives of Identity.”. in New Faces in a Changnig America, edited by Loretta |,
Winters and Herman L, DeBose, 301-22. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage, 2003,

Subcommitiee on Government Management, Information, and Technology, of the
Committee on Government Reform and Oversight, House of Representatives.
“Hearings on Federal Measures of Race and Ethnicity and the Implications for the
2000 Census.” Serial No. 105-57. Washington, D.C., U.S. Government Printing Of-
fice, 1998,

sundstrom, Ronald R. “Being and Being Mixed Race” Social Theory and Practice 27
(2001} 285-307

Tessman, Lisa. “The Racial Politics of Mixed Race.” The fournal of Social Piilosophy 30:2
{Summer, 1999); 276-94.

University of California Regents, Committee on Fducational Policy, Office of the Sec-
retary. ““Multiracial” Designation on the Undergraduate Admissions Application,”
RI-32, November 17, 2004,

Velasco y Trianosky, Gregory. “Beyond Mustizaje; The Future of Race in America.” In
New Faces in a Changing America: Multiracial Idestity in the 21st Cemtury, edited by
Loretia L. Winters and Flerman L. DeBose, 176-93. Thousand Qaks, CA: Sage, 2003,

Will, George F. “Melding in America.” Washinglon Post, October 3, 1997, Accessed on
June 30, 2015, hllp://www.\\'ashinglunpml.com/nrchive/npininnsli997{]0/05/meld-
ing-in-america/beY8934d-0411-456e-a813-02297154 1 dad/

Williams, Kim M. “Multiracialism and the Future of Civil Rights Future.” Daedains
134:1 (Winler, 2005): 533-60,

Wu, Frank . Yetlowr. New York: Basic Books, 2002.

POSTSCRIPT (2015)

Chasing Mived-Race Ghosts

My mixed-race story began abroad, at my birth in the city of Olongapo
near the Subic Bay Naval Station in the Philippines in 1969. The base and
the economies created around it brought sailors and marines, who were
looking tor entertainment, sex, and love together with locals looking for
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economic opportunities. This had been the case since its founding by the
Spanish Empire in 1884, then as a United States base that played a role in
America’s battles in the Pacitic during World War 1l and the Vietnam
War (I was born during the latter war), through its closure in 1992, The
base was at the same time infamous as a mark of the Philippines’ colonial
domination by the United States, for its environmental damages, for the
sex trade that operated around it, and the Amerasian children (many of
whom were abandoned by their American (athers) created through the
social connections the base made possible. [ was one of those kids, and,
despite being an American by birth, had to be naturalized as a citizen.
Fortunately, | was taken to the other side, the American side, of the base's
fence and then on to an early life of middle-class opportunities and prob-
lems. My fortune was entirely dependent on the considerable efforts of
my mother and her marriage to an American who subsequently became
my steptather.

I have writlen about this before, in “Falling into the Olongapo,” 5 but |
mention it here because I, at middle-age and mid-carcer, no longer feel
the need to assume an objective academic stance on the topic and feel free
to admit that my interest in the topic was initially motivated by my
personal history, and, as a philosopher of race who has benefited from
feminist defenses of embodied knowledge, 1 realized that a scemingly
objective stance toward the topic of mixed-race identity limited as much
as it aided my analysis. My personal investimenlt in mixed-race involved
the usual American confusions about racial identity (i.c., Am | Asian-
American, black, white, other, or nothing at all?). But it also was just as
much about chasing after the ghost of an absent biological father that |
believed, particularly in my adolescence, would solve the enigma of my
identity and belonging. This pained and personal story is also a global
one, caught up in war, colonialism, immigration, and was multi-lingual
and multi-ethnic from the starl. Narratives of interracial and trans-na-
tional belonging, for that reason, have appealed to me for their ability to
shed light on my experience by placing it within a global historical con-
text. Lines such as, “Am 1 to be cursed forever with becoming somebody
else on the way to myself?” from Audre Lorde’s “Change of Season”
have seemed crammed with meaning. My mother was a mestiza Filipina,
my ghost father's ancestry was its own mixed-up white-black-and-what-
ever American story, and my white stepfather was largely Swedish-
American. This story parallels the story of who knows how many others
in the United States; mixed race has always been and remains a story of
global movement and contact, and the study of mixed race identity and
experience benefits from the expansion into what is now called global
mixed-race studies.

Mixed race, with ils global permutations, and in the age of the brown-
ing of America, troubles nationalized discussions of race that are over-
determined by census race-talk and its narrow categories (even with its
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relatively new multiracial option).% It pushes discussions of American
mixed-raced identities beyond the usual concerns around black-white
racial identity and Native American ancestry. It adds complexity to de-
bates about the meaning of race or its ontological status insofar as these
debates are concerned with ordinary, everyday, or folk race-talk or con-
cepls. What counts as ordinary race-talk when everyday people are in-
creasingly tied to places, peoples, and practices whose race-talk does not
malch or is even inconsistent with American racial categories or prac-
tices?™ Mixed-race identities contain legions and are collectively a spec-
ter that hangs over attempls to pin down any one meaning of race.

Humans were on the move and blending with each other long before
the idea of race was invented. For most of the existence of our species,
other gathering concepts that demarcated kinds of people were promi-
nent, Race, however, is a distinclively modern concept that followed
transmigrations tied 1o modern global political developments including
nationalism, the growth of global trade, and new ways of conceptualizing
human bivlogical, religious, and cultural variety. The effects of these de-
velopments on the lives of individuals in most nations have been singu-
larly profound.

A couple of these effects, global dispersement and transformation, are
illustrated by Christopher’s Cozier’s painting “castaway.” The image is
of a black male figure afloat in a green ocean speckled with blue and
above him is a sky of white, black, and blue. Impaled on his back is a
mast with a rectangular sail that is also an antique map of Africa, and
part of Europe and Asia, filled with the wind, and topped with a small
triangular black pennant.™ As Cozier states of the image, we are “sub-
merged but also mobile,” traveling through layers of history, memory,
culture, and geography through Africa, Europe, Asian, the Caribbean,
and the Americas. On the move, we are also hali-drowned, but alive. The
phantom-like figure evokes Marx and Engels’s diagnosis of modernity in
the Communist Manifesto that “all that is solid melts into air.”® Yet, not all
of those who have been moved through history have been melted away
by the forces of progress, as in the telling of Ralph Waldo Emerson’s
essay Fafe,

We know in history what weight belongs to race. We see the English,
French, and Germans planting themselves on every shore and market
of Amuerica and Australia, and monopolizing the commerce of these
cotntrics. We like the nervous and victorious habit of our own
branches of the family. We follow the step of the Jew, of the Indian, of
(he Negro . .. see the shades of the picture. The German and Irish
millions, like the Negro, have a great deal of guano in their destiny.
They are ferried over the Atlantic, and carted over America, to ditch
and to drudge, 1o make corn cheap, and then to lie down prematurely
{0 make a spot of green grass on the prairie. %1
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In the shadow of Emerson’s cruel (and false) prediction, and within an
essay celebraling the exceptional individual who resists fate, T can’t help
but compare Cozier's castaway to Walter Benjamin's angel of history,
who while being blown forward by the storm called progress, glances
backward and mourns the damage in his wake.%® Yes, the castaway
moves forward, but the women and men he stands in for not only glance
backward, they are marked, impaled with history. And, in contrast to
Emerson’s condemnation of the castoff as compost, they survive through
mestasaje, méstissage, creolization, and grit.

As maodern, albeil contradictory, confusing, and downright messy
identities, mixed-race identities were born out of the modern impulse to
categorize and control. Nothing is more indicative of this practice than
the Spanish New-World practice of inventing special terms for different
types of people, or castas, that resulted from the combinations of the
groups they recognized: Spanish, Crillo, Mestizo, Castizo, Mulatto, Mo-
risco, Albino, Covote, Lobo, Zambo.5 The resulting cighleenth-century
paintings that documented this practice are remarkable and presage the
American “black, mulatto, octoroon, and quadroon,” and the South
African “white, black, coloreds, and Asian” that were about social cate-
gorization, monitoring, control, and domination, This is a fundamental
part of the history of mixed-race identity, and it has led some critics to
rightfully see mixed-race identities as redolent of this racist past and as
tools of racial division and domination (e.g., in the concern that the pro-
posed adoption of a mixdd-race category or option on the US. census
was part of a conservative political project to roll back and undermine
civil rights policies). Some also felt that such identities were false or illu-
sory {if races are not real then mixed-race identities are doubly silly),
redundant (American non-white racial categories are ipso facto mixed), or
asserted in bad faith (mixed race identities are dependent, continue, and
support anti-black, anti-indigenous, or even simply anti-dark, racist ideas,
beliefs, and attitudes). What is swrong, the critics asked, with simply be-
ing black? Mixed-race seemed dishonest, a modern version of the prac-
tice of passing, and as such retrograde and dangerous, especially in the
American context, with its focus on the black-white binary %

The problem was that, in the post-1960s world, not clearly belonging
to, or being identified with, any race or ethnic group became itself a social
problem, a loss in social status. In the shadow of the civil rights move-
ment and its legal advances, with the resulting opening up of opportu
nities, integration, and intermarriage, the rise of muscular-assertions of
ethnic and racial pride, and the end of racist immigration quotas in 1964,
many individuals and groups wanted and needed their version of Black Is
Beantiful and the politicized pride that came with it. Being between—
neither this nor that—would not do for personal, social, and political
reasons, and of course there was money to be made from this new target
audience and from using their adaptable and broadly appealing images.
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This new, intentionally self-aware and disorganized group, formed from
patches of other recognized groups, rightfully sought tolerance, recogni-
tion, and affirmation. Plus, many in this movement put little stock in the
one-drop rule, the black-white binary, or America’s basic racial catego-
rivs. Mixed-race individuals saw themselves as multiracial and multieth-
nic; they were variations of Asian Americans (black-Asian, Asian-white,
or Asian-Latino), or Latino/Hispanic, which is a radicalized ethnic cate-
gory that already included the other groups, and per the castas example,
had its own long history that stretched back beyond 1492, And, to boot,
these new self-avowedly mixed-race individuals and groups did not like
being thought of as “mixed-up,” tragic, or attached necessarily to bad
biotogical concepts of race; so much so that some groups, such as UC
Berkeley’s “Mixed” student organization dropped references to race, or
chose an alternative label, such as “Hapa.” The relativelv recent collec-
tion of photographs by Kip Fullbeck of mixed-race individuals that pairs
black and white portraits of individuals (focusing on the face, and bare
neck and shoulders) with short, handwritten testimonials about who they
were stands as a prime example of the expressive-individualistic turn of
the mixed-race movement, 63
My approach to these and related concerns was laid out in the articles
“Being and Being Mixed-Race,” “Mixed-Race Looks,” “Fevered Desires
and Interracial Intimacies,” in Jungle Fever, and in the chapters “Interra-
cial Intimacies” and “Responsible Mixed-Race Politics” from my book,
The Browning of America and the Evasion of Social Justice, which is collected
in this volume.® I sought to defend the idea that “mixed race” was a real
identity, or one with social presence and effect, that was, in the usual
academic lingo, socially constructed. This was largely consistent with K.
Anthony Appiah's argument that racial labels are social ascriptions,
“identifications,” rather than “identities” with some stable material ¢s-
sence or clear linguistic referent. T also defended the mixed race identity
and its movement against the ethical and political objections above. 1
stand by those defenses, although 1 want to clarify that my critical analy-
sis of mixed race identitics was always more concerned about the social
rote, value, and meaning of mixed race than its ontological status.

What 1 would add 1o that analysis now, is to stress how mixed-race
identification relates to what Appiah calls the ethics of identity.& Sclf-
ascriptions of mixed race are in part reactions to changing social condi-
tions; those changes opened up opportunities for new forms of identity.
Individuals and families expressed their individuality in the usual late-
twenticeth-century form of claiming a label, taking pride in that label, and
then seeking social and legal recognition. Mixed race is one of many
modern badges of honor. The label is an iteration of expressive individu-
ality, and sometimes of possessive individuality, When thinking about
mixed race, 1 cannot help bul think about first-person assertions that
individuals have the right, in proper Lockean or in libertarian form, to
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name themselves, to claim their identities; how else should we think of
Maria P. P. Root's “Bill of Rights for Mixed Race Peoples”?% These asser-
tions should be understood as modern liberal claims of personal autonoe-
my and authenticity, which taps into the emergence of expressive indi-
vidualism of 1960s counter-cultural movements, but turns on its head
that era’s rhetoric of group-based autonomy and authenticity. Mixed race
is indicative of modern expressive individualism; it is anothoer version of
Walt Whitman's “1 am large, I contain multitudes” but now in the context
of the twenty-first century and the browning of America.

This analysis is not meant to put a special onus on mixed-race identity
or to accuse it of a special sort of commodification; recall Marx and En-
gels's categorical claim that "all that is solid melts into air.” All modern
identities (nearly all “identifications”) are caught in the same thrilling yet
destructive grip of modernity. My earlier analyses did not benefit {from
fairly recent and excellent sociological and critical theoretical analyses of
mixed-race identities, so they did not stress enough the larger transfor-
mative social and economic pressures that made identifying as mixed
race or identifying with mixed-race others possible.® [ did, however,
argue for the possibility of reconciliation and understanding, and that
accusations that mixed-race identities were disloyal, racist, or otherwise
destructive of present cultural forms were largely misguided.

Behind this position was John Stuart Mill’s conception of individual-
ity, with its stress on the value of experiments in living, and Josiah
Royce's view of Joyalty as loyalty to loyalty rather than some predeter-
mined or scripted object of commitment. Modern individuals in the face
of plural values and plural socicties develop their attachments and loyal-
ties according to their broadly social and cultural backgrounds, but their
comimitments will also be shaped by their individuality and personal
preferences.™ In light of these influences, 1 called for mixed-race illu.iivid-
uals and groups to embrace and defend their mixed-race identities as
well as a responsible politic that eschewed racial privilege and accepted
anti-racist principles.

This was an essentially liberal approach, but there are, however, other
relevant nineteenth-century (and ecarly twentieth-century) approaches to
individuality, such as Friedrich Nictzsche's. This is a vision driven not by
responsible experimentation attuned to not harming others, but by an
individuality understood as exceptional, as a work of art, and drawing on
destructive as well as creative passions. This is a conception of mixed-
race that critics are right to impugn with negative intentions. Such ex-
pressions of mixed-race identity are not responsible; they regard pf:rsunal
identity the way a libertarian regards property: as possessed and rightful-
ly transferable (or transformable), with little regard for the effects on
third parties.

This sort of expression of mixed-race identity can all too casily play
into the hands of the proponents of post-racialism. The rise of mixed-race
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identity, along with the other demographic trends that account for the
browning of America, are what is fueling the claim that we have entered
a post-racial age, or the separate claim that post-racialism is an ideal
situation where the bonds of racial identity and ascription have loosened.
The quick response here is offered by an avalanche of sociological facts
that the United States is not in a post-racial age, and careful skepticism
about post-racialism as an ideal. My view on this is that post-racialism is
unreasonably idealistic, and it offers a horribly regressive path that wil
not get us to the desired end. 1 say all of this as an addendum to where |
left off in “Responsible Mixed-Race Politics.” My recommendations re-
main the same—understanding but not succumbing to the feelings of
disappointment and disloyalty that others have about mixed-race iden-
tity, responsible anti-racist politics, and acting in solidarity with dominat-
ed groups —~but I no longer think that reconciliation with alt the critics of
mixed race is possible; their feelings of betrayal and loss cannot be dis-
persed by arguments alone. We should not be cursed while on the path to
ourselves, vet the figure and the path of the castaway should haunt us.
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