
in the light of Japanese treatment of Koreans during the
war. What is more, Choryõ’n, although Chung studiously
avoids this conclusion, comes across as essentially a den of
traitors, from the Japanese perspective. Shortly after the
war, it issued a joint declaration with the Japanese Com-
munist Party urging the “overthrow of the Japanese gov-
ernment” and calling for clashes with the police (p. 79).
As Choryõ’n commanded majority support among the
Korean population in Japan (p. 78), this declaration was
not a trivial matter. The government declared Choryõ’n a
terrorist organization and banned it in 1949. Although
other Korean organizations—Mindan and Chongryun—
were not politically extremist, they remained opposed to
political, and even some forms of economic, integration.
This strategy reached its crescendo in the early 1970s,
when both organizations initially opposed a landmark
human rights case against Hitachi, which refused to hire a
Korean because he was not Japanese (p. 97), on the grounds
that a change in the law would encourage assimilation.
What is more, these organizations pursue a strategy of
political and at times economic segregation very much
against the wishes of Koreans in Japan.

One of the many revealing findings of this book is that
80% of Koreans intermarry with Japanese citizens, itself a
high measure of cultural integration. The picture that
emerges—one that Chung might have painted in brighter
colors—is of an unholy alliance between Japanese conser-
vatives and Korean nationalists with the aim of preventing
Korean integration. The extremes do meet in the center.
She convincingly shows how a seemingly simple story of
Japanese ethnic preference is, in fact, a much more com-
plex one.

As an empirical study of Japan, this book is very impres-
sive. At times, the conclusions seem to be drawn from a
relatively small number of in-depth interviews, but this
sort of ethnographic research is an established and respected
method of social-scientific inquiry. Where Immigration and
Citizenship in Japan is less convincing is in its use of theory.
The broadest claim in the book is that Koreans have gained
more by lobbying as foreigners than they would have as
citizens (p. 174). This central contention remains unproven:
To know this, we would need to compare a large group of
Korean permanent residents with a large group of Korean
citizens. Since we lack the latter, any speculation about
how a politically integrated Korean community might
behave remains exactly that.

Chung’s treatment of the comparative literature is at
best cursory. A single-country case study does not need a
comparative approach, but she aims at it, and that aim
needs to be evaluated. Her discussion of Rogers Brubak-
er’s culturally determined model of citizenship does not
note the extensive criticism to which that model has been
subjected (see Dieter Gosewinkel, “Citizenship and Nation-
hood: The Historical Development of the German Case,
in Ferran,” in Requejo Coll and Ulrich K.Preuss, eds.,

European Citizenship, 1998); it also does not note that
Brubaker himself has adopted a more political understand-
ing of citizenship in recent work (“Migration, Member-
ship, and the Modern Nation-State: Internal and External
Dimensions of the Politics of Belonging,” Journal of Inter-
disciplinary History 41 [no. 1, 2010]: 61–78). The Ger-
man case is invoked casually, and it seems chiefly with the
elusive aim of finding a comparison that makes Japan’s
approach to immigration and citizenship appear liberal.
Her claim that Germany’s citizenship policy toward Auss-
iedler was a sort of völkisch clubbiness grossly oversimpli-
fies the matter and is based on another book that examines
Japan (p. 162; for the citation, see p. 186). The point
(made again to relativize Japan’s restrictive approach) that
all citizenship policies are made up of a mix of descent,
birth, and residence is well taken, but it was made some
years ago by Marc Howard (“Comparative Citizenship:
An Agenda for Cross-National Research,” in Perspectives
on Politics 4 [no. 3, 2006]: 443–55).

Finally, throughout the book, the author seems unclear
as to how her own conclusions relate to postnationalism.
She seems to think that her book provides partial confir-
mation of the theory. In fact, it is—were another needed—a
searing indictment of it. Japanese and Korean hostility to
political citizenship has left Koreans, rather unremark-
ably, politically excluded, and it has not (whatever one
book cover endorsement suggests) undermined the dom-
inant Japanese self-understanding as a homogeneous nation
utterly opposed to immigration.

Whereas differences of interpretation between the author
and this reader remain, there can be no question that this
book is a significant achievement, one that deserves a spot
in university libraries, on course syllabi, and in scholars’
private libraries.

Remaking Citizenship: Latina Immigrants and New
American Politics. By Kathleen M. Coll. Stanford: Stanford
University Press, 2010. 248p. $65.00 cloth, $22.95 paper.
doi:10.1017/S1537592711001861

— Roberta Villalón, St. John’s University

What is citizenship? How have theorists understood citi-
zenship so far? How have lay people made sense of their
experiences as subjects/citizens? What can be learned from
Latina immigrants in San Francisco as they struggled for
recognition as being worthy of human dignity and citi-
zenship entitlements since the 1990s? Kathleen Coll’s book
tackles these long-standing questions about citizenship
based on collaborative/participatory research from a cul-
tural anthropological perspective. Ethnographically rich,
Remaking Citizenship provides a counterargument to dom-
inant liberal theories of citizenship by looking beyond the
formalities of individualistic rights and duties and their
enactment and enforcement by governmental authorities.
By building on cultural and critical feminist studies of
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citizenship, Coll turns the focus of attention to informal
practices of citizenship at the margins of society, where
she finds that despite their status as noncitizens, immi-
grant women have organized and engaged in collective
activities that have developed not only their sense of polit-
ical power but also concrete, alternative ways of recreating
the very meaning of citizenship.

In the book, Coll begins by sharing one of her first
fieldwork experiences that set the tone of her study. Within
the political context of immigration and welfare reforms
in 1996, she attended a citizen naturalization ceremony
where immigrants with different statuses and national
backgrounds campaigned for voter registration. In ana-
lyzing why and how these immigrants were involved in
such a campaign, the author was able to capture the
veracity of the popular chant “Today we march, tomor-
row we vote” (p. 25). Hers is not just a documentation
of immigrants’ contention but an analysis of how their
activism as noncitizens has challenged the boundaries of
citizenship and reformulated citizenship practice. Citizen-
ship is not a “static bundle of rights and entitlements”
(p. 8) but a contentious, dialogic, and intersubjective
process of intimate—and gendered—motives (such as
undocumented immigrants’ sons and daughters fulfilling
basic needs) and public demands (such as requesting assur-
ance from school principals or hospital administrators
that immigrant children are treated fairly). These motives
become tightly linked, and Coll specifically looks into
these private/public processes in Chapters 2 and 3, where
she reveals how stories of motherhood and family are
intrinsic to immigrants’ citizenship struggles. Through
these discussions, the author builds her argument that in
order to better understand how citizenship is constantly
recreated beyond the formal precepts of the state, atten-
tion ought to be paid to the experiences of citizenship
praxis by individuals at the edge of society. Not only are
they the ones staking claims to be fully recognized as
subjects worthy of citizenship, but also—and here lies
Coll’s main, and most debatable, argument—they are
the ones from whom the rest of US society, including
policymakers, should be learning about innovative ways
of participatory, active democracy.

In the rest of the book, Coll endeavors to show how
and why scholars should be focusing on these more infor-
mal aspects of citizenship praxis. She weaves narratives of
Latina immigrants who regularly attended the organiza-
tion Mujeres Unidas y Activas, MUA (United and Active
Women) with her theoretical discussion on cultural citi-
zenship. Mainly, she builds on the works by Renato Ros-
aldo (“Cultural Citizenship in San José, California,” PoLAR:
Politcal and Legal Anthropology Review 17 [no. 2, 1994]:
57—63), Aihwa Ong (“Cultural Citizenship as Subject-
Making: Immigrants Negotiate Racial and Cultural Bound-
aries in the United States [and Comments and Reply],”
Current Anthropology 37 [no. 5, 1996]: 737–62), and Stu-

art Hall and David Held (“Citizens and Citizenship,” in
Stuart Hall and Martin Jacque, eds., New Times: The Chang-
ing Face of Politics in the 1990s, 1989). Like these authors,
Coll believes that citizenship is a “process defined not only
by the culturally and historically constituted legal institu-
tions of power politics and the state nor even by what has
been traditionally recognized as political participation and
civic engagement,” but mainly by the “daily struggles, col-
lective analyses, and diverse expressions of resistance to
inequality of subordinated citizen-subjects” (p. 8). In this
vein, she focuses on the ways that Latina immigrants “chal-
lenged their political marginalization as low-income, non-
English-speaking women and the dehumanization of terms
such as illegal and alien. In doing so, they embodied claims
against the legitimacy of cultural, administrative and legal
obstacles that prevent full social and political participa-
tion of immigrants in U.S. life” (p. 8) and represented
themselves “as legitimate, if not legal, claimants to the
rights, privileges, and obligations of citizenship” (p. 9).

While Coll dedicates a significant amount of time to
sharing experiences of personal empowerment, her research
is not a reassertion that change that happens at the indi-
vidual level may be politically valuable despite broader
oppressive systems remaining intact. Instead, she shows
how the processes by which Latina immigrants at MUA
became self-confident and active were indeed collectivist
and public (as opposed to individualistic and private). For
example, in Chapters 4 and 5, she documents how Latina
immigrants participated in a self-esteem program devoted
to linking their personal stories with those of other immi-
grants, and encouraging them to become vocal in the orga-
nization and beyond. As a result of this program, Latina
immigrants were able to express that they had gained the
ability to reestimate their value as individuals and com-
munity members; they elaborated their traumatic experi-
ences of migration, exploitation, and discrimination, and
in some cases, domestic violence; they learned how to
speak up at home and speak out in public; and they became
active in helping peers in their communities, as well as in
collaborating with the broader political campaigns of the
organization. Since the process of Latina immigrants’ per-
sonal empowerment had such community-oriented roots
and consequences, Coll points to the value for main-
stream American society of learning from these women’s
citizenship praxis, given the present “neoliberal” culture
of individualism, political apathy, and economic compe-
tition (p. 112).

The development of these Latina immigrants’ sense of
belonging and collective political power was particularly
strengthened by their participation at a summer-long work-
shop organized by MUA and the Chinese Progressive
Association that was intended “to develop leadership skills
of and facilitate exchange between Chinese and Latina
women across significant divides, including language,
immigration status, and educational backgrounds”
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(pp. 133–4). In Chapter 6, Coll highlights the potential
of coalition building between minority groups, and poi-
gnantly shows the power not only of learning about shared
histories of exclusion and social mobilization but also of
such collaborative, cross-cultural, and grassroots con-
texts. In what I find to be the peak of the book, she
explains that for many of these women, this first oppor-
tunity to think about how they might “write” themselves
“into the national citizenship story” (p. 138) was a pow-
erfully awakening experience.

Lastly, in Chapter 7, Coll goes over the various ways in
which Latina immigrants “used creative protest and mobi-
lized their cultural traditions and identities in support of
their struggles for social justice and political recognition”
(p. 174), while renovating the very meaning of citizenship
from below. Similar to the way in which she opens the
book, the author points to the broader relevance of her
fieldwork of the mid-1990s by addressing Latina immi-
grants’ activism post-2001 and during major immigration
mobilizations from 2006 to 2008. These latter events
allowed her to emphasize the transformative power that
MUA had on its members in the long run, as well as the
potential that this kind of grassroots organization has to
push for policy change on a larger scale by unifying forces
with other groups. By addressing the way in which MUA
had to adapt organizationally to changing economic and
political circumstances, as well as by contrasting how local,
state, and federal politics affect individuals’ lives, Coll points
to the complexity of dealing with immigration policy on
multiple levels. So while the book “presents one version of
a particular story of how a group of immigrant women
worked together in a contentious time” (p. 154), she con-
tinuously links this with larger issues, thus strengthening
her position on the relevance of nontraditional spaces of
citizenship (re)making.

Overall, the book is a valuable contribution to a debate
usually dominated by theoretical accounts that lose sight
of the informal processes through which citizenship is con-
tested and rebuilt by lay individuals and civil society. Read-
ers unfamiliar with anthropological writings or with critical
feminist perspectives may find an overemphasis on women’s
testimonies (since Coll candidly follows Gloria Anzaldúa’s
claim that narratives are “intersubjective and multilayered
social theories” [p. 11]), as articulated in “La Conciencia
de la Mestiza: Towards a New Consciousness,” in Anzaldúa,
ed., Making Face, Making Soul/Haciendo Caras: Creative
and Critical Perspectives, 1990). While in my view, this is
not problematic, I found the book’s main shortcoming to
emerge from Coll’s research methodology. Her efforts to
relate with (and fully comprehend) Latina immigrants at
MUA were at times compromised because of her position
as an outsider. Although she tried to shrink the gap between
researcher and research subjects by developing collabora-
tive, participatory research, she continued to be perceived
as an amiga del grupo (“a friend of the group,” p. 31) who

did not seem to fully fit because of her different immigra-
tion, racial, ethnic, and class background.

This limitation, while perhaps inevitable, permeated
her views. For example, she claims that the women’s sto-
ries helped her “appreciate the complex, multifaceted, and
highly personal ways that people experience social inequal-
ity” (p. 33), as if exclusionary processes were foreign to
her, and she often seemed to be surprised by women’s
capacities to keep going despite all kinds of adversities.
Likewise, some of her analyses did not fit with, or seemed
to stray too far from, Latina immigrants’ verbalizations,
such as the section on “sexual citizenship” (p. 121) and
her assessment of “theoretical interventions” and personal
and political change (pp. 113–14). To her credit, Coll was
aware of, and tried to address, such tensions, particularly
in the Introduction, Chapter 1, and in the appendix, where
she refers to the “warning about the false innocence of
politically inspired social criticism and the ways in which
it may reify the relationships and subject positions of the
critic and the object of study” (p. 189), as articulated by
Judith Butler (“Contingent Foundations: Feminism and
the Question of ‘Post-modernism’,” in Butler and Joan
W. Scott, eds., Feminists Theorize the Political, 1992).

In sum, Coll’s ability to keep a critical eye on the
organization’s programs despite her overall praising of MUA
as a model for activism and progressive politics is worthy
of recognition. Likewise, her inclusion of political and
sociological theoretical literature from Latin America in
her transnational analysis of Latina immigrants’ activism
in the United States is important for understanding how
their civic and political culture may have originated
elsewhere.

Reasons of Identity: A Normative Guide to the
Political and Legal Assessment of Identity Claims.
By Avigail Eisenberg. New York: Oxford University Press, 2009.
208p. $100.00.
doi:10.1017/S1537592711001873

— Audie Klotz, Syracuse University

The title of Avigail Eisenberg’s book is a bit deceiving
because it omits two key words that best capture its sub-
stantive focus: Canadian multiculturalism. Perhaps the
marketers thought that “identity” would sell better, but
such skepticism underestimates Eisenberg’s ability to con-
vey the broader significance of her concerns about the
inherent tensions in multiculturalism. Navigating profi-
ciently between optimistic advocates of multiculturalism
and its staunchest opponents, Reasons of Identity offers a
middle road that takes cultural claims seriously without
relying upon an essentialist notion of identity. The author’s
middle road merits serious consideration in all countries
wrestling with issues that arise within socially diverse
populations, not solely those with official policies of
multiculturalism.
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