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SUMMARY:
... In the tradition of LatCrit Afterwords, Professors Chang and Gotanda take the liberty of raising questions that extend
beyond the particular themes of this LatCrit Conference and the papers published in this Symposium. ... As a result,
ethnicity and race remain undertheorized in LatCrit, which can also weaken in the long run coalition with other groups.
... Though a second (or third or fourth) minority group has been introduced, we would still describe this as a first-order
binary race analysis, and in the aggregate, as multiple first-order binary analyses. ... We will discuss three examples of
third-order multigroup analysis that serve to subordinate minority groups. ... More recently, Asian Americans were
inserted into the debate over affirmative action as a model minority in coalition with Whites and therefore in opposition
to Blacks and Latinas/os. ... But a presentation of foreignness as a racial profile inscribed on Asiatic bodies does provide the beginnings of a common language of racialization which is then available for anti-racist politics, something that
panethnicity does not do. ... We firmly believe that the "race question" in its theoretical complexities of ethnicity versus
race, the coalitional diversions illustrated by our binary and multigroup analytical model, and the political imperative to
re-examine "Black exceptionalism," should all be part of a LatCrit agenda. ...
HIGHLIGHT:
In the tradition of LatCrit Afterwords, Professors Chang and Gotanda take the liberty of raising questions that extend beyond the particular themes of this LatCrit Conference and the papers published in this Symposium. They return
to two issues - ethnicity versus race, and Black exceptionalism - that were raised in early LatCrit Conferences but that
have since been moved to the background. They ask what LatCrit Theory and Asian American Jurisprudence might
teach us about minority-on-minority conflict and other ethno-racial fault lines. They present an analytic model to help
understand commentaries on racial conflict and coalition. This model is organized around a loose historical and theoretical progression, beginning with first-order binary analyses that focus on majority-minority relations; moving to second-order binary analyses that focus on minority-minority relations; and then to third-order multigroup analyses that
examine the relationships among the majority and two or more minority groups. They then use this model to examine
the comparative racialization projects in Asian American Jurisprudence. In Asian American Jurisprudence, they note
that there have been explorations of both the racial and the ethnic and that in analysis of legal doctrine and legal materials, race is the dominant analytic mode. They suggest that the language of race may facilitate a comparative analysis
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around White supremacy that can provide a basis for coalition around a common platform of anti-racist politics. They
speculate that despite the significant success LatCrit has had in fostering coalitions (within the Latina/o group and with
others), LatCrit's failure to address squarely those early questions and challenges may in time jeopardize this success.
Also in the tradition of LatCrit Afterwords, Professors Chang and Gotanda end with more questions than answers but
hope that their set of questions will provide useful guideposts during LatCrit's second decade.
TEXT:
[*1013]
Prologue: Los Angeles, 2007
We are told that the relationship between Latinas/os and African Americans is "acrimonious" and "growing hard to
ignore." n1 We are told that there is a trend of "Latino ethnic cleansing of African Americans from multiracial neighborhoods." n2 We hear of a "black-versus-Latino race riot at Chino state prison." n3 Apparently, things aren't much better on
the Korean-Latino front. We are told that "in clubs, schools, and the work place Koreans and Latinos are increasingly
sharing the same spaces, and yet there is little interaction between them." n4 La Opinion, the Los Angeles Spanishlanguage daily, reported the sentiment of a Colombian-born immigrant who "believes Koreans exploit the Latino community through the high price of goods sold in local stores and the low wages paid to Latino employees." n5 We are told
that "nearly 60 percent of [Los Angeles'] Koreatown's labor force is Latino" and that "two out of three Latino employees
say they would prefer to work for non-Koreans, who would have more respect for labor laws." n6 On the other hand, "74
percent of Korean business owners say they prefer to hire Latinos." n7 The reported tension between Koreans and Latinos comes on the heels of Korean- [*1014] Black conflict that was much hyped before and after the 1992 Los Angeles
Unrest/Riots/Rebellion. n8
I. Introduction: Ethno-Racial Fault Lines n9
One immediate problem in trying to decipher the conflicts described above is the slippage between ethnicity and race.
"Latino" is posed in opposition to "Black," suggesting that both "Black" and "Latino" are racial categories. "Korean" is
posed in opposition to Latino, yet the quoted source is a "Colombian-born" immigrant. Here, "Korean" appears to be an
ethnic designation while "Latino" appears to be a panethnic one, with an immigrant from Colombia being subsumed
under the panethnic Latino designation. The Korean-Black conflict might be characterized as one between a racialized
ethnic group and a racial group, at least within the ethno-racial vocabulary of the United States.
The question of ethnicity and race was raised during the early LatCrit Colloquia, Conferences, and Symposia, as
was the implicitly related question or claim of Black exceptionalism and its relation to LatCrit Theory. n10 Engagement
with these questions seems to have dropped off after LatCrit III and, as a result, ethnicity and race have been undertheorized in LatCrit. At the level of theory, the result is a diminished capacity to describe and address Latina/o subordination
as well as a diminished capacity to theorize minority-minority conflict. At the level of politics, it jeopardizes the possibility and durability of coalitions.
In Part II, we examine the role of ethnicity and race in LatCrit Theory and the question of Black exceptionalism. As
part of our examination of minority-minority conflict, we present in Part III an analytic model for asking the race question. In Part IV, we describe the comparative racialization projects in Asian American Jurisprudence. We conclude with
questions for LatCrit from the experience of Asian American Jurisprudence.
II. Unanswered Questions and Challenges in LatCrit Theory: Ethnicity, Race, and Black Exceptionalism
In 1997 at the first annual LatCrit Conference, n11 Juan Perea made a call that was heard by one of us as an attempt to
shift the terms of the debate with regard to Latinas/os to ethnicity rather than race. He stated that "the concept of Civil
Rights is so dominated by the Black/White binary understanding of [*1015] American racial identity that it is currently
of little utility for Latinos" n12 and that "the concepts of ethnicity and ethnic identity may be the most appropriate set of
group traits for amplifying our understanding of race in a way that discrimination against Latinos/as can be recognized
and understood." n13 Later that day, Ian Haney Lopez responded to Juan Perea's invitation to explore the question of
Latinas/os and race and ethnicity, arguing that "while ethnicity offers a powerful paradigm for conceptualizing Latina/o
identity, one that has been extensively and fruitfully used, ... race remains indispensable to understanding Latino/a experiences and to improving the welfare of Latino/a communities." n14 Both Perea's and Haney Lopez's positions contained
some notion of the relationship between ethnicity and race. But while each took a position with regard to the more rele-
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vant concept for addressing the Latina/o condition, neither fully articulated the relationship between ethnicity and race.
n15

Though this exchange was a great setup for an important discussion, the issue seems to have been resolved in favor
of using the term Latina/o without any theoretical consensus or resolution. n16 Our observation is that the Latina/o category that emerged after LatCrit III has primarily been a panethnic designation. Here, we use panethnicity as elucidated
by Yen Espiritu - a conscious coming together of ethnic and national-origin groups in a new umbrella group. n17 The
problem, though, is that panethnicity may not sufficiently address the race question. We note one divergence based on
regional focus: LatCrit scholarship on the Caribbean, Caribbean immigrants, and the North-South Dialogue tends toward an ethnicity or panethnicity analysis while LatCrit scholarship on the Southwest and Mexican Americans tends
toward an implicit race [*1016] analysis. n18 This is admittedly a crude breakdown, but it may reflect a theoretical divide that has been left unaddressed as a matter of politics. With regard to intra-Latina/o solidarity, the call of panethnicity may unite; the call of race may divide. n19
These questions suggest a re-examination of the relationship between Latinas/os with African Americans and
Whites in at least two ways: (1) at the theoretical level of the Black/White racial paradigm and (2) at the political level
with regard to coalitions. With Perea, the move to ethnicity goes hand in hand with his critique of what he calls the
Black/White binary paradigm of race. n20 There is a danger that Perea's analysis allows Black/White race relations to be
sidestepped in order to explore ethnicity with regard to White/Latina/o relations as a phenomenon independent from the
broader current of American race. Haney Lopez responds directly to Perea's first move by demonstrating the racialization of Mexican Americans in the Southwest and thus the salience of retaining race in LatCrit Theory. n21 Leslie Espinoza and Angela Harris respond to Perea's second move with their concerns about what a rejection of the Black/White
racial paradigm at the theoretical level would do to relations between Latinas/os and Blacks. In their co-authored piece,
in which they retain their individual voices, Angela Harris sets forth the "Black exceptionalism" claim:

that African Americans play a unique and central role in American social, political, cultural, and economic life, and
have done so since the nation's founding. From this perspective, the "black-white paradigm" that Perea condemns is no
accident or mistake; rather it reflects an important truth. n22

Harris goes on to state:

The claim of black exceptionalism presents both an intellectual and a political challenge to LatCrit theory. As an intellectual claim, black exceptionalism answers Perea's criticism of the black-white paradigm by responding that the paradigm, though wrongly making "other non-whites" invisible, rightly places black people at the center of any analysis of
American culture or American white supremacy ... . In its strongest form, black exceptionalism argues that ... Indians,
Asian Americans, [*1017] and Latino/as do exist. But their roles are subsidiary to, rather than undermining, the fundamental binary national drama. As a political claim, black exceptionalism exposes the deep mistrust and tension
among American ethnic groups racialized as "nonwhite." n23

As important as these questions are, there has been surprisingly little engagement with the challenge that the Black exceptionalism claim poses to LatCrit. n24 When it has been taken up and engaged beyond a footnote reference, the authors
have primarily been Black, speaking both within and outside of the LatCrit context. n25 The lack of engagement might
stem from an unarticulated effort to ease coalitions among the diverse groups that meet under the rubric of LatCrit. Angela Harris hints at this possibility when she states that "the argument for black exceptionalism is usually not articulated
in mixed company in the interests of interracial solidarity." n26 But this kind of politeness leaves unanswered questions
about the relationship of Latinas/os to the Black/White racial paradigm, along with the related question of whether Latinas/os constitute a panethnic or a racial group or some hybrid. n27 As a result, ethnicity and race remain undertheorized
in LatCrit, which can also weaken in the long run coalition with other groups.
In the next Part, we pose a framework that allows for a deeper engagement with these questions through an examination of conflict and coalition on the racial terrain.
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III. Conflict and Coalition on the Terrain of Race: An Analytic Model
Against the backdrop of conflict between members of minority communities, White supremacy often gets lost. Despite
calls by scholars such as Charles Lawrence to talk about racism in terms of White supremacy, n28 there is a tendency
[*1018] in scholarship on race to focus on what we will describe as first-order binary and second-order binary analyses.
In our analytic model of first-, second-, and third-order racial analyses, the first-order binary model restates the duality of the primary racial opposition in U.S. history - Black and White - and recognizes that many analyses of racial and
ethnic conflict follow this basic majority-minority binary opposition. Commentaries and analyses that focus upon majority-minority relations are first-order binary analyses. In LatCrit, many articles and commentaries focus upon WhiteLatina/o relations in a first-order binary analysis.
There is nothing wrong with such scholarship unless it purports to constitute the entire analysis of the way racism
works to subordinate all groups. For example, too great a focus on the relationship between Whites and Blacks can lead
to push back in the form of a critique of such scholarship. Such a critique typically includes two components: (1) a critique of the Black/White paradigm as incomplete (2) which may then provide the space for the analysis of the relationship between the dominant group and minority B. n29 Though a second (or third or fourth) minority group has been introduced, we would still describe this as a first-order binary race analysis, and in the aggregate, as multiple first-order
binary analyses. n30
Second-order binary analysis stays within a group-to-group binary framework, but looks at the relationship between
minority A and minority B. n31 Scholarship using a second-order binary analysis might include rudimentary [*1019]
comparative racialization, a comparison of the similarities and differences between minority A's and minority B's experience with oppression. n32 Sometimes, this comparison is characterized as or in fact devolves into a squabble between
minority A and minority B over which group is the most oppressed. n33 An example of the former is the one that reportedly took place on President Clinton's national commission on race between John Hope Franklin and Angela Oh over
the scope of their investigation. n34 Mari Matsuda's description of what took place is helpful:

There is a reason why historian John Hope Franklin's admonition that we must learn the history of white over black is
seen as oppositional to Angela Oh's admonition that we must remember the unique issues facing a largely immigrant
Asian American community. As long as the mainstream press can frame this as an opposition, it can deflect discussion
from the core issue of white supremacy. n35

The lesson is that care must be taken when doing second-order binary analysis not to lose sight of the larger political,
legal, and social forces that foster conflict between minority groups. In the American context, one must never lose sight
of White supremacy.
Another example of second-order binary analysis comes from Tanya Hernandez, whose op-ed we quoted in our
prologue. She appears to engage in second-order binary analysis to try to understand the conflict between Latinas/os and
African Americans in Los Angeles. Her title, Roots of Latino/Black Anger: Longtime Prejudices, Not Economic Rivalry, Fuel Tensions, gives away her punch line. Though mindful of other explanations - labor market competition, tensions arising from changing demographics in neighborhoods, Latinos "learning the U.S. lesson of anti-black racism," or
resentment by Blacks of "having the benefits of the civil rights movement extended to Latinos" n36 - she performs a racial mea culpa of sorts and locates the roots of anti-Black racism among Latinos in Latin America and the Caribbean. n37
While we [*1020] agree with her conclusion that minority groups must address their own racism, we agree with
Taunya Banks, who in the context of Black-Asian relations, stated that the "renunciation of simultaneous racism alone,
however, will not foster racial coalitions between Asians and Blacks." n38 Further, we worry that the big picture, how the
relationship among minority groups is structured by White supremacy, might be lost.
Trying to understand, avoid, exploit, or resolve such conflicts can lead to what we call third-order multigroup
analysis. We want to emphasize here our clear understanding that any of these analyses, including third-order multigroup analysis, can serve subordination or anti-subordination efforts. We will discuss three examples of third-order
multigroup analysis that serve to subordinate minority groups.
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Example 1: Asian Americans as a "model minority" or "honorary" Whites. William Petersen, the Berkeley demographer who is credited with coining the phrase, offered the success of Japanese Americans, who overcame the hurdles of
racism through their hard work and culture, as a model for "non-achieving" Blacks and Chicanos. n39 Petersen's efforts
were directed against Lyndon Johnson's Great Society Programs. More recently, Asian Americans were inserted into the
debate over affirmative action as a model minority in coalition with Whites and therefore in opposition to Blacks and
Latinas/os. n40 Some Asian Americans have accepted this coalition, failing to recognize that the minority status in
"model minority" includes the possibility of negative action, such as the treatment of Asian Americans in admissions to
elite institutions of higher education. n41
Example 2: Blacks as American. In 1986, Congress enacted the Immigration Reform and Control Act, which included sanctions against employers who hired undocumented workers. Althea Simmons, the NAACP's representative in
Washington, D.C., "testified repeatedly during congressional debates ... that undocumented immigrants competed with
African Americans for jobs and that consequently the NAACP supported strong employer sanctions." n42 Fear about
competition from undocumented immigrants is often extended to all immigrants, regardless of legal [*1021] status. n43
Coalition between Whites and Blacks was made possible on issues regarding immigration by implicit and explicit appeals to a common Americanness in opposition to the foreignness attributed to Latinas/os and Asian Americans.
Example 3: Latinas/os as White. Early litigation strategy by the League of United Latin American Citizens ("LULAC") deployed what has been termed the "other White" strategy to overcome Jim Crow-style segregation deployed
against Mexican Americans. n44 Though it had some success in combating discrimination against Mexican Americans, n45
the "other White" strategy ultimately supported White supremacy without actually resulting in equal Whiteness for
Mexican Americans and other Latinas/os. A startling example of this took place in Texas public schools in the 1960s
"when schools began to use Mexicans' 'other White' status cynically to 'desegregate' black schools using Mexicans ... ."
n46
The failure to understand this cynical deployment of Whiteness in the face of an ideology of White/Anglo supremacy
allows for Whiteness to reign and complicates coalition between Latinas/os and African Americans and Asian Americans. n47

An important aspect of each of these third-order multigroup analyses is the way that the multigroup analysis ends up
collapsing into a false binary to create a privileged top and subordinated bottom. There is cynicism and hypocrisy at
work because which group is invited to join in coalition with the privileged top may change and shift depending on the
particular issue. This political dimension to the multigroup analyses above - the ease with which the dominant group can
manipulate coalition politics - reveals the theoretical shortcomings of the minority group politics. In each of the examples, the seduction of being included with the in-group ultimately leads one minority group to lose sight of White supremacy in order to achieve a short-term gain while jeopardizing progress in the long run. Third-order multigroup
analysis in the service of subordination makes the following move: within the framework of an established top [*1022]
group and a bottom group, a third group is invited to join the top. n48 The third group is told: "You are like us; you are
not like them." This invitation can be seductive. It's easy to say, "Yes, thank you, we are like you and not like them" and
to accept the psychological wages that come with Whiteness or Americanness, actual or honorary. n49 There are also
significant levels of cynicism and denial in accepting such a coalition. Coalitional group politics requires a selfconscious group decision that another minority group will lose important social benefits. And that decision must also
include a calculated denial that participation as the junior partner in a racial coalition will eventually mean the enforcement of "glass ceiling" or even worse in future political developments. Part of the work for LatCrit Theory and Asian
American Jurisprudence is to provide the theoretical, moral, and pragmatic grounds for resisting these invitations. There
seem to be two imperatives at work here: (1) to get it right as a matter of theory; and (2) to get it right as a matter of
politics to foster coalitions. n50
IV. Comparative Racialization in Asian American Jurisprudence: n51 From First-Order Binary to Third-Order Multigroup
In this Part, we briefly review four bodies of scholarship as examples of efforts in Asian American Studies and Asian
American Jurisprudence to address two areas we discussed at the outset - ethnicity versus race, and Black exceptionalism - and work it through our analytic model for thinking about conflict and coalition. We include important scholarship
from Asian American studies because of the close personal and intellectual connections between Asian American Studies and Asian American Jurisprudence.
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[*1023] With regard to ethnicity, Yen Le Espiritu offers the notion of panethnicity as a way to theorize an Asian
American group that arises out of multiple ethnic or national origin subgroups. n52 She develops this theory of panethnicity against the background of sociological theories of ethnicities. n53 Panethnic Asian Americanness is offered as an oppositional identity that is a product of discrimination but which includes a political aspiration, offering its members
some instrumental benefits, including what comes from being part of a larger group. One limitation, though, is that she
does not develop themes of Black-Asian conflict or coalition in this work. She notes at the beginning a possible comparison of Asian Americans and other groups, Latinas/os, Native Americans, and African Americans, but the comparisons are not developed. Further, comparison is complicated because the relationship between panethnicity and race is
not worked out. We would characterize this work as being a first-order binary analysis. As with many first-order binary
analyses, it is excellent for what it does but is limited with regard to what it can tell us about the relationship of multiple
groups in racially stratified America.
With regard to race, one of us has developed a theory of Asiatic racialization that adapts and modifies ethnic categories and existing understandings of Black-White racialization. n54 An examination of the federal and Supreme Court
cases in the era of Chinese Exclusion reveals that the federal courts modified their understanding of the Chinese category. After initially considering Chinese as a term of national origin or national citizenship, Congress definitively
adopted a racial understanding - Chinese refers to any person of Chinese ancestry - a form of bloodline categorization.
To that category, however, foreignness - a permanent condition of inassimilability and disloyalty - becomes the primary
racial trait. Foreignness was the assigned racial trait or racial profile rather than any notion of biological or cultural inferiority. The basic method of legal analysis - finding foreignness embedded in judicial decisions and other legal materials
- has been developed by other authors writing on Asian Americans and the law. n55
While this theory of Asiatic racialization by itself is first-order binary, this model is explicitly intended to provide a
common language of racialization that permits a comparative analysis around White supremacy. Because the Chinese
category is racialized and the primary attribute of foreignness is assigned to the Chinese-Asiatic body, this racialization
is similar to historical Black-White [*1024] racialization. The structurally similar bases for racialization offer a theoretical basis for building racial coalitions. As an immediate political platform, such an analysis does not provide immediate common interests as a basis for coalition. But a presentation of foreignness as a racial profile inscribed on Asiatic
bodies does provide the beginnings of a common language of racialization which is then available for anti-racist politics, something that panethnicity does not do. On the contrary, panethnicity has the danger, like other ethnicity theories,
of being organized around a common language of assimilation. n56
Assimilation is the great promise offered by proponents of the model minority designation for Asian Americans. n57
Thinking through it as a multigroup analysis may offer some theoretical clarity. Here, the idea of racial triangulation
holds a lot of promise, especially as advanced by Claire Jean Kim, a political scientist. Her work on Black-Korean conflict developed a mapping of Blacks, Asian Americans, and Whites against two axes - Superior-Inferior and ForeignerInsider. n58
Racial Triangulation
[SEE FIGURE IN ORIGINAL]
Central to Kim's project is the central attention paid to the relationship between Blacks and Asian Americans in relation
to the White position.
Consider how racial triangulation in the form of inverted triangles can help us to understand the three examples
posed above as third-order multigroup analyses in the service of subordination. Depending on the issue, a different
group is placed on a horizontal plane of formal equivalence with Whites. The triangle is a useful device to emphasize
the issues at stake in the coalition and helps to avoid collapsing the politics into a false binary. The triangulation diagram demonstrates the issue-specific way that the invitation to Whiteness (actual, honorary, or formal) or Americanness
is issued, and it highlights the inconsistencies and the hypocrisies.
Example 1. Asian Americans as a model minority.
[SEE FIGURE IN ORIGINAL]
Example 2. Blacks as American.
[SEE FIGURE IN ORIGINAL]
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Example 3. Latinas/os as White.
[SEE FIGURE IN ORIGINAL]
The cynical deployment of the language of equality, "You are like us and not them," can be seen to be issue-specific. It
masks attempts to co-opt without [*1025] any real granting of equality with Whites. It is a way to maintain White
dominance. n59
The use of racial triangulation is not new. One of us pointed out in 1985 the rhetorical and structural use of racial
triangulation (though not in those [*1026] words) in Harlan's famous dissent in Plessy. n60 In what is taken as Harlan's
call for colorblindness, which would have invalidated the Louisiana statute requiring that Negroes have a separate coach
from that of Whites, Harlan would have placed Blacks on a horizontal plane of formal equality with White Americans,
but he set this up by posing Whites and Blacks together in juxtaposition to the Chinese:
[*1027]
There is a race so different from our own that we do not permit those belonging to it to become citizens of the United
States. Persons belonging to it are, with few exceptions, absolutely excluded from our country. I allude to the Chinese
race. But by the [segregation] statute in question, a Chinaman can ride in the same passenger coach with white citizens
of the United States, while citizens of the black race in Louisiana ... who are entitled, by law, to participate in the political control of the State and nation ... and who have all the legal rights that belong to white citizens, are yet declared to
be criminals, liable to imprisonment, if they ride in a public coach occupied by citizens of the white race. n61

These examples show the way that careful multigroup analysis that keeps an eye on White supremacy can help us see
beyond binaries, real and false. Our sense is that this kind of analysis has been developed further in Asian American
Jurisprudence than in LatCrit Theory. Our sense also is that this might be due in part to the greater consensus in Asian
American Jurisprudence about the role of race. n62
V. Conclusion: Back to the Race Question in LatCrit
George Martinez at LatCrit II called for Mexican Americans to "embrace a non-White identity to facilitate coalition
building with African-Americans." n63 We believe that one barrier to this is the lack of resolution of the ethnicity versus
race question. As we noted earlier, Latina/o panethnicity dodges the race question and permits the following kind of
White identification. The U.S. Census for 2000 reports that 48% of Hispanics identify as White, 2% as Black, 6% as
belonging to two or more traditional race categories, and 43% self-identifying as "some other race." n64 Perhaps

more importantly, whiteness is clearly associated with distance from the immigrant experience. Thus, the U.S.-born
children of immigrants are more likely to declare themselves white than their foreign-born parents, and the share of
whiteness is higher still among the grandchildren of immigrants. In addition, the acquisition of U.S. citizenship is associated with whiteness. n65
[*1028] For Latinas/os, the persistence of the claim to Whiteness in the face of discrimination must be noted. We
would urge LatCrit to re-visit Martinez's argument in his article about the racial construction of Latinas/os. n66
At the level of theory, what kind of scholarship would provide for LatCrit a more clear disclaiming of the legacy of
Whiteness? It might include a more critical examination of cases such as Mendez v. Westminster n67 that have played an
important role in the critique of the Black/White racial paradigm. n68 Reynaldo Valencia notes that Mendez has been
denoted as the Brown v. Board for Latinas/os. n69 He goes on to note the intervention in that case of the African American, Japanese American, and Jewish American communities, marking it as "one of the earliest examples of successful
coalition building among communities of color." n70
We can compare Valencia's reading with the account of Toni Robinson and Greg Robinson, who offer a more cautionary tale of the coalitions that emerged from this litigation. Rather than a "golden moment of intergroup unity among
Latinos, Asian Americans, and African Americans," n71 they note that there were important differences with regard to the
legal arguments advanced by the litigants and the amici on appeal. The most serious breakdown was based on race, and
the stipulation that the litigants in this case were members of the White race. n72 As a result, the primary legal argument
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of the original plaintiffs on appeal in this case was that the California legislature had not authorized the segregation of
Mexican American children. The amicus brief that the Japanese American Citizens League participated in, as well as
the amicus brief filed by the NAACP, went much further. n73 Robinson and Robinson conclude by stating that "although
the Mendez case did not lead the Mexican Americans to identify themselves as a minority in common cause with the
Japanese Americans or African Americans at that time, the case did help cement the alliance between the JACL and
NAACP," which went on to participate in each group's efforts to combat discrimination. n74 We learn that one of the
leading Mexican American civil rights lawyers, who participated in Hernandez v. Texas, initially thought that Brown v.
Board of Education had little to do with the Mexican Americans and their efforts to achieve educational justice. n75
[*1029] As questions of LatCrit theory and LatCrit politics, it is crucial that we examine closely the positions and
actions taken in past and present racial coalitions. We firmly believe that the "race question" in its theoretical complexities of ethnicity versus race, the coalitional diversions illustrated by our binary and multigroup analytical model, and the
political imperative to re-examine "Black exceptionalism," should all be part of a LatCrit agenda. Failure to examine
these questions will lead to ruptures such as the one that followed Hernandez v. Texas or failed opportunities to move
forward on our anti-racist agenda.
Legal Topics:
For related research and practice materials, see the following legal topics:
Immigration LawAdmissionSelection SystemGeneral Overview
FOOTNOTES:

n1. Tanya K. Hernandez, Roots of Anger: Longtime Prejudices, Not Economic Rivalry, Fuel Latino-Black Tensions, L.A. Times, Jan. 7,
2007, at M1.

n2. Id. But see Jill Leovy, The Homicide Report: Jill Leovy Chronicles L.A. County Homicide Victims, Are Black vs. Brown Racial Tensions Driving Homicide?, http://latimesblogs.latimes.com/homicidereport/2007/03/marchers protes.html (Mar. 1, 2007). Leovy, a crime reporter for the Los Angeles Times, while acknowledging some cross racially motivated killings, finds that statistics do not indicate that black
versus brown racial tensions are driving up the homicide rate.

n3. Hernandez, supra note 1.

n4. Aruna Lee, Korean-Latino Relations Grow Icy, New America Media, Mar. 12, 2007, http://news.newamericamedia.org/news/view article.html?article id=956104e550c2a5e615 02487bd2912c9e.

n5. Id.

n6. Id.

n7. Id.

N8. See generally Reading Rodney King/Reading Urban Uprising (Robert Gooding-Williams ed., 1993); Mark Bernheim, Los Angeles,
April 29, 1992 and Beyond: The Law, Issues, and Perspectives, 66 S. Cal. L. Rev. 1313 (1993); Colloquy, Racism in the Wake of the Los
Angeles Riots, 70 Denv. U. L. Rev. 187 (1993).
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n9. We take this phrase from Tomas Almaguer, Racial Fault Lines: The Historical Origins of White Supremacy in California (1994). For an
excellent examination of contemporary fault lines, see Eric K. Yamamoto, Interracial Justice: Conflict and Reconciliation in Post-Civil
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