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LA PARADA: EXPLAINING IXIL DAY LABORERS IN VIRGINIA
ILLEGALITY, LOSS, HOPE AND COMMUNITY
BY
Esther Ibafez-Holtermann
ABSTRACT

This ethnographic study looks at the lived experiences ofeGan indigenous
day laborers meeting &t Parada, an informal corner in Virginia. Seen as transielet,
spatialized workers, it is easy to forget that theyhamaan beings participating in our
communities. In an increasingly anti-immigrant environtnéhis study explores the
social, cultural, and economic links they develop with¢cbmmunities they interact
simultaneously: their own Ixil-speaking day labor comrtyrthe transnational
community they left behind in the highlands of Guatenthla;Spanish-speaking
community in Virginia and the wider English-speaking camity. A focal point of this
dissertation is the power and violence of illegalitytlosir lived experiences. lllegality
not only marginalizes these day laborers, it signitigeaifects their social life. Unable
to imagine a future in the United States, predominantéy @msequence of their real or
presumed illegality, the increased levels of violenadéncommunities they left behind
in the highlands of Guatemala, make a return unthinkabkbhéomajority. These workers
are stuck in the presence. | see their migration asaof agency, an expression of hope

in the context of violence, discrimination and poventyheir homeland. Migration



however also entails loss and suffering. Despite éng difficult conditions and the
social and economic violence they experience, day lebénel ways to resist their

position in the neoliberal economic system.
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CHAPTER 1
LA PARADA: EXPLAINING IXIL DAY LABORERS IN VIRGINIA
ILLEGALITY, LOSS, HOPE AND COMMUNITY
Many of you indicated to me that due to massive loiteying, were unwilling to
use the Centreville library. . . . | introduced House BAIV3, which aims to
address these safety concerns. . . . With the pas$&ti® 2473, law enforcement

will be able to prohibit the sometimes 20-30 people who habjtleailer outside
on the Centreville library grounds.

—Tim Hugo, Delegate, Commonwealth of Virginia,
Letter dated March 13, 2009 sent to his constituents in the 40th district

Obviously referring to a group of day laborers who arenalsbeg in front of the
Centreville Library, Tim Hugo'’s letter is just one loeadample of the security-
immigration nexus that is invoked when dealing with daydatso With no specifics
about who complained about “massive” loitering, and witlspecifics about activities
that might create the “safety concerns,” a localtfwedin tried to gain political
momentum by singling out the most vulnerable populatidnsmistrict.

This is not uncommon in the Virginia suburbs, where alalagr center in
Herndon and immigrant policies in Prince William Counayé made national news by
stirring up a controversy. Fueled by the steep increaSparish-speaking immigrants in
the United States, a 26% increase nationally between 2000t22@®man 2007), the
anti-immigrant discourse against Latinos has heated uplowdast five years. The

United States has always been ambivalent about imnaigrd#lartin 2003): displaying
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the “nation-of-immigrants” construct alongside a natiahscourse that has historically,
and on a changing basis, marginalized and excluded diffgrenps of immigrants, such
as the Italians, Jews, and Chinese (Davis 2006).

An increase in nativist, anti-immigrant sentiment todgalatinos, buttressed and
reinforced by nativist organizations such as the Minuteliétia, right-wing radio talk
shows, TV shows like CNN’s Lou Dobbs, MSNBC's Pat Buwn or Fox News' Bill
O’Reilly and even scholars like Harvard’'s Samuel Huntinghas been instrumental in
portraying immigrants as criminals and a threat to the sgadp homogenous social and
cultural fabric that constitutes the nation’s identie state’s power to include and
exclude immigrants into the national polity has contedub the ‘othering’ of
immigrants, de facto perpetuating the permanent aliearisaciety. (Chavez 2007,
Coutin 2000; DeGenova 2005; Heyman 2007)

Day laborers in the United States are predominantipgamndocumented Latino
men. The largest concentration of day labor workershanth sites are in the western
United States (Valenzuela 2006). Day laborers occupy a madugpsition outside of
United States society, outside of the law, and have éasy targets of the anti-
immigrant discourse (Coutin 2000). A combination of loweime, illegal status, and
limited English skills render many day laborers vulbé&dao economic instability, social
hostility and discrimination. Day laborers at La FRiarare predominantly of indigenous
Guatemalan origin. The Guatemalan population in theedriittates has grown by 180%
in the last decade according to the 2010 Census (Lopez &&ownn 2011) and now
includes approximately 480,000 undocumented individuals, the third tangeber of

undocumented population in the U.S. after Mexico and BA&8al (Anderson
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2010:108). Day laborers participate in the informal UnitedeStaconomy, occupying a
public and contested space in their daily quest for wdrkyTace daily economic
uncertainty, as well as the social and structural vedehat accompanies their prevalent
condition of illegality. The visibility of their bdds on United States corners is in stark
contrast with the invisibility of their human esseiacel experience. The corner in its
most confined meaning is an informal physical public spaceavnen and sometimes
women gather searching for temporary work on a daily bisssalso a place of
encounter between day laborers and prospective emplaherpick up workers for short
term work. Starting at the corner, continuous directtact with day laborers will help
uncover the hidden and invisible facets of their livessBhudy will bring to light the
experiences, motivations and hopes that are invisilileetonconcerned onlooker or
bystander.
This project proposes a local study of migrant day lasbveew of their lives in
a capitalist system, and their interpretations ofsth@al and physical spaces they inhabit.
Rather than looking at their presence through the lenstsfders, | choose to look at
their presence through their eyes. In particular Irereésted in their definition of self
and community, their perception of the corner and tieelings about the future. This
study will also look at the structural forces that efff@igrants’ lives, as these cannot be
divorced from their experiences. The following questwilsguide this research:
* Within the marginal position they occupy in United Sta@siety, how do
day laborers perceive their identity and what kind dtiucal, economic, and

social links do they develop?
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* How do they define the corner space they occupy? How tth@econdition of

illegality impact their life?

* How do they see their future as workers, as family mesnlas members of

the community? What are their motivations and corgrn

Immigrants, especially the undocumented, and particudayylaborers, inhabit a
space of non-existence and irregularity, and have noyatalinfluence the national and
local discourse. Unauthorized immigrants belong to thekiwvg poor in this country.
Accounting for double the poverty rate of U.S.-born wosk®assel & Cohn 2009) only
furthers their exclusion from mainstream America. Opgnip spaces for the subaltern,
marginalized day laborer is critical to this study. iflperspectives must be included in
the local and national discourse on immigration andfillih vacuum in contemporary
immigration studies.

The study will be based in Northern Virginia, the subuwbthe nation’s capital,
where the exponential growth of immigrants in the deestade has increased the
sensibilities of the host community. At odds with higtérends, rural areas and
particularly suburbs have now become the place ateHor new immigrants (Frey,
Berube, Singer and Wilson 2009; Singer 2007). In light oédarational immigration
reform, localities are actively responding to immigratissues. Local economic changes
and the lack of institutional structures to address thadeaphic shift of immigrants
have left municipalities and counties grappling with thallenges. The crackdown on
unauthorized immigration has made Northern Virginiaiad¢e William County, an outer

suburb of the nation’s capital, emblematic of such nesg® (Singer 2009). Local anti-



loitering ordinances and vigilante-style groups are fotyefipposing day laborers,
while religious and social justice groups are being supmodiva humanitarian level.
Today, day laborers assembling daily on county cornersesn as “polluting”
public spaces and are associated with illegal behavior (Vskg006). The late-
capitalist understanding of day laborers depicts thenspsshble and substitutable
workers, marginal commodities in an economic markeiryely 2005). This project
attempts to bridge an experiential disconnect that exedtgeen the host and the
immigrants (Heyman 2007:200). These disconnects arise fsmoial and economic
distance that undermines mutual connections and human emipaghgve that this
disconnect between day laborers and the local hosttgdeeds the expressions and
feelings of heterophobia, the unease, the anxiety aboutkr®wn, about the ‘other’.
The corner or ‘La Parada’ is a social, economic, alitigal space for day
laborers trying to build a presence in this country.tietcorner is much more than just a
space where the migrant ‘other’ interacts with thaleommunity. On the corner, local
and global intersects. Hence the corner becomesal®pace to study the
consequences of globalization, capitalism, and neolipel&ies. This is a space where
the microcosm of locality, the social, politicalo@omic interactions between the host
society and immigrants can be examined. It is a spetest permeated by inequality,

poverty and marginalization.

Literature Review

Contributions from political, social, economic and gemipical sciences have

informed the study of migration, giving it a multidisi@ary character. Social sciences in
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particular have been preoccupied with historical, palitieconomic forces that affect
migration, the consequences of neoliberal policies arhifation, questions of identity
and belonging, incorporation of immigrants into hosiedges and transnational
relationships, immigrants’ transnational activities agerey of immigrants. More
recently migration studies have tried to understand tpadbof capitalism, globalization
on migration, the second generation, immigrant netwadsder and the migration
experience. (Brettell 2002, di Leonardo 1998, Foner 2003, Mahler 199858b, Pessar
1995, Portes and Rumbaut 2001, Stephen 2007, Suarez-Orozco 2003, 1&A8/&lletc.).
Increased mobility, technological advances in commuiinand the constant flow of
newcomers keep migrants in touch with their communafesigin. Studies have looked
at how these transnational relations affect therpm@tion into society, but also how this
has affected the home communities, for example tleetedf remittances (Basch,
Schiller and Blanc-Szanton 1994; Kearny 1995, Ong 1999; Smith 2003).

Far from new phenomena, day laborers and the infaeomlomy have been part
of the nation’s economy for centuries: the Irishgiig canals for the Potomac Company
in Virginia in the 1700s, dock workers in New York in the 18@@s, (Skerry 2008;
Theodore 2003; Valenzuela 2003). Today’'s day laborers are presiatfgi Spanish-
speaking immigrants who assemble in urban and suburban(ssdaszuela 2006).
While there has been a myriad of research on immdgratind some very well-known
ethnographies that have contributed to the understandexpefiences, social practices
and the stigmatization associated with street worky{é&/1955; Liebow 2003; Anderson
1978; Duneier 2000), there is a lack of research exploringotinglexities and

experiences of today’s Latino day laborers. Geographjaddly labor studies have leaned



toward the west coast as the region with the langestbers of these immigrants
(Valenzuela 2006).

Over the last decade, research pertaining to day labootasefd on who day
laborers are and the particular labor markets in witielt operate (Esbenshade 2000;
Poitevin 2005; Theodore 2000; Valenzuela, Theodore, Meleantttt5onzalez 2006).
Scholars in this field have also paid attention to tmenélization of day labor centers as
a method to regulate day labor and community reactidglaydaborers (Camou 2009;
Crotty and Bosco 2008; Fine, 2006; Valenzuela et al. 2006). Mozatrstudies have
shifted focus from more broad-looking surveys to day lalsbexperiences and
understanding of their participation in the labor marketigovsky 2006), and the
gendered meanings day laborers assign to their searslofo(Purser 2009).

Structural forces and the reception of the host sométyence immigrants’
experience significantly. The impact of globalizatiow &dhe exacerbation of economic
and geographical inequalities have received special atiantimigration studies (Akers
2006; Appadurai 2001; Inda 2000; Castles 2002; Coutin 2003; Harvey 1988nSas
2001). Hamilton-and Chinchilla (1991) elucidate how United Stategyn policy, the
historic economic relationships with some of the semndountries, and the cultural
penetration of the United States have advanced out-migr&towever, the most recent
increase in global migration is attributed to neolibpddicies that have encouraged labor
migration. These policies have supported the flow of werkem capital-poor areas to
capital-rich areas like the United States (Harvey 1989k& 2005; Menjivar 2000;
Sassen 2001). This attraction of workers has been compobpded inherent need of

capitalism to maximize profits, necessitating a flexitakforce to fulfill the demands
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of flexible markets and products. A system characterizetidogeregulation of markets
in a neoliberal system relies on low-wage flexible kewos for its success (Harvey 2005;
Barker 2005). Day laborers become commodities that caalleel up when needed.

An abundance of literature deals with aspects of remepti incorporation of
immigrants. Scholars have examined the characteridtiosnoigrants, labor markets,
and the existence of ethnic networks as factors thatféect the incorporation of
immigrants (Mahler 1995a, 1995b; Waldinger 2001). While some ach@Alba and Nee
1997; Portes & Rumbaut 2001, Waldinger and Feliciano 2004) arguessinailation
may parallel the past and is consistent with earligepss, others (Alba 1999, Ong 1996;
Fernandez-Kelly 1994; Portes and Zhou 1993; Suarez-Orozco an@®@2; Massey
1999) look at differential incorporation (segmented or deand). Increasingly scholars
see the term ‘assimilation’ as problematic, as it mesuthe existence of a mutually
exclusive bounded category into which immigrants can assar{Fernandez-Kelly and
Schauffler 1994) and constantly renders migrant differasaeproblem (DeGenova
2005).

Immigrants and particularly day laborers are confrordimgstile reception
environment that might complicate their incorporati@n.important aspect of current
integration is the resurgence of nativism in the coumdigham (1955) explored
nativism, the favoring of native-born citizens owamigrants, in his book Strangers in
the Land, pinning nationalism as the driving force behinutther complicating the
incorporation of immigrants, more contemporary literat@Brimelov 1995; Huntington
20044a, 2004b) makes the claim that immigration underminesuieecohesion and

cultural identity of the nation.



A recent study notes that three quarters (75%) of thaasd eleven million
unauthorized immigrants who live in the United States cloora Latin America (Passel
and Cohn 2009). Despite the backlash on unauthorized migmasdse counties,
Virginia’s unauthorized population accounts for 3.9% oftthal labor force, relatively
low compared to California’s 9.7% or Texas’ 9% (Passal.€2011:21). The role of the
state in forming categories of inclusion and exclusatassifying, shaping migration
flows, defining the immigrant as “other,” and thus martgairag a group of immigrants
has been critically examined (Coutin 2003 & 2000; Foner 2003; Dm@e2005; Ngai
2004).

The illegal status of some established and also incominagrants and their
lack of English language knowledge further complicate gwgial and political
incorporation. Bourdieu (1977) attributed to language a key funatiacculturation.
Linguistic difference marks the difference from the dwant English-speaking
community and is a driving force for those arguing that ignamts will destroy the
cultural fabric of this country. Upon their arrival, $Eh-speaking immigrants are
categorized into a pre-existing racialized structureolmuch as the Spanish language
creates cohesion between a very diverse immigrant gapuks a vector of exclusion, it
also embodies the distance to power. A lack of Engtialks the racialization into a non-
American, non-white society (Davila 2001; Darder and Ta2($%}; De Genova 2005;
Inda 2000; Vidal-Ortiz 2004).

Although some scholars argue that globalization was sugpgodeave weakened
the state (Glick-Schiller et al. 1992; Massey 1999), otheexathat the state still matters

(Hytrek and Zentgraf 2008; Smith 2003). The increasing survedlahanmigrants and
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the border makes the power of the state evident. Didrelonand Maskovsky (2006)
observe that the search for security is generatingpagi®@rns of inequality. The language
of invasion that has permeated the nationalist pdlitiszourse has revived the deep-
rooted idea of immigrants as a threat to the natioftjrelnthe emphasis from a public
health threat (Molina 2006) to a national security th(a&ers 2006; Faist 2002). The
discourse of threat associated with immigrants aftet,3nd the militarization of the
United States-Mexican border have buttressed an “otheoindjie migrant, which is
often supported by the role of the media in portrayingignamts. The impact of the
military build-up on the United States-Mexican border s dreadful consequences for
migrants, forcing them to cross in more remote aaedsthus increasing the likelihood of
deaths (Lacey 2009). The higher costs and increasingofiskessing have also reduced
the number of migrants crossing back and forth (Brova@#lil). The role of the state in
regulating flows of workers according to seasonal demacatisally examined by
Gomberg-Mufioz (2011). Militarization has made the trigem@angerous; it has also
become a profit-making endeavor for human smugglersesac 2010; Baldwin-
Edwards 2008; Coutin 2005a). Border militarization has alsofittekethe industries of
immigration control, private prison companies, and sue/gtk companies: “this
insidious part of immigration control was designed tmitor and instill fear in
immigrants for profit rather than actually remove théKoulish 2010:178).

The role of the media in creating a negative discowmestructing the

“wetback,” the illegal immigrant getting this back wetssmg the Rio Grande, as a
dangerous and criminal social pathogen, as an abuser sdtial welfare system,

creating stereotypes of the Spanish-speaking immigrant, timgykke Latino as
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foreign—undifferentiated by class, nationality, ethrackground, education—has also
triggered some critical research. (Chavez 2001; Davila 200dg#&nh 2006; Nevins, Ngai
2004). Media is shaping the Latino identity from outside amdaeeing a separate
identity for Latinos from mainstream society, reaagtihem as a foreign rather than
intrinsic component of U.S. society. In particular, plegtrayal of the Mexican border
and the militarized discourse it has generated, shapes and violent responses towards
the border crosser (Kil and Menjivar 2006). Associated witihhe, gangs, and violence,
the new discourse around the border deals with drug caritdisnce and illegality.
Consciously or unconsciously, this will affect the idgniormation of Mexicans in the
United States, who constitute a majority of the Spasisdaking population in the
country.

The laissez-faire ambivalence or unwillingness or ingtlf the state (Chavez
2007) to deal with illegal immigration (Massey 1999; Portes 1889 left many
immigrants living in limbo. Scholars hold the natioatstaccountable for the persistence
of migrant illegality and explore the state’s rolameeting the needs and interests of big
business and the capital elite (Akers 2006; DeGenova 200%k#ttal. 2008; Navarro
2009; Zolberg 1999). Policies that punish and criminalize immigydike the 1986
Immigration Reform and Control Act (IRCA) which was dged to stem the flow of
immigrants to the United States (Chavez 2007) or the 2006 $albog& 4437 to make
illegality a felony, serve to pacify the voter and engbedded in a nationalist political
discourse. (Baldwin-Edwards 2008; Chavez 2007; Martin 2003).

A focal point of this study is to examine how the cowditof illegality is

affecting day laborers’ lives. lllegality marginalizeggnants, positioning them outside of
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society, excluding them from the community, keeping thamerable and punishable
(Bacon 2008; Coutin 2000; Ngai 2004; Nevins 2002 and 2008). Scholarsthessed
the constructedness of migrant illegality, contendirag thther than just looking at
illegality as a juridical-legal construction, illegalgould be looked at as a social,
cultural and political construction (Coutin 2003, Chavez 200Gd&®va 2002, Heyman
2001; Ngai 2004). lllegality is not just produced and imposed ongnamis; illegality is
experienced by immigrants (Willen 2007a, 2007b). lllegality prosisteictural
violence, resulting in inequalities that have mateasequences for immigrants.
Inclusion and exclusion undermines their desire for lgghgnto an ‘imagined
community’ (Chavez 1994).

lllegality, perceived belonging or non-belonging, affébtslives of day laborers.
Day laborers participate simultaneously in multipléwal arenas and inhabit
communities that stretch beyond their local and natitatation, defying the boundaries
of nation-states. Their connection and inclusion afuesion in different communities
make the processes that enable “community” a fundamssmaépt through which
illegality can be explored. As a fluid process, belaggs produced through social
relationships (Reed-Danahay 2008:19) and is crucial in undénstghnow illegality is
constructed by the nation-state and experienced by day labGmg (1996:756) looks at
the dual process of cultural citizenship: the self-makidjthe being-made, recognizing
hegemonic forces at work in the construction of belaggrlhe role of the nation-state in
determining community, regulating social, economic andipaliinclusion and

exclusion is increasingly powerful (Tanabe 2008).
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Benedict Anderson (1991) theorized belonging through theepbd “imagined
community.” The “imagined community” is based on the ithed one cannot know or
interact with all the members in a greater unit and thembers imagine their
connectedness, their communion. The nation thus bextar@oduct of what people
imagine and construct in their everyday life” (Tan2bé8:3). While the “imagined
community” explains the process of construction fooartfdled homogeneous
community, Tanabe (2008) theorizes the integration oftldd® are outsiders and do
not fit into the bounded community. In contrast to htbenogenous “imagined
community,” the “imagining community” is an “arena ofugjgle, negotiation, and
creation” (Tanabe 2008:1). Members of Tanabe’s “imaginom@munity” live at the
margins of the imagined nation-state. From this matgiosition, members of the
“imagining community” create their own sense of pragtimowledge, power, and
identity, as opposed to the collective fictions or n&lanarratives used to construct the
nation-state as an “imagined community.” Chavez (1992}iftesshimmigrants outside
the ‘imagined community’, at the same time (Chavez 1994bé&ving in the power of
the imagined community and its influence on other perceptiesres and behaviors
(Chavez 1994.68). Chavez (2001) contributes theoreticallyetoelationship between
immigration and nation-building: immigrants are portrayedhgymedia as different and
foreign, and are placed “outside the imagined communitgty Rborers are excluded
from the imagined community of the nation-state, batraembers of other communities
they imagine. How day laborers describe and explain tineagined communities” will
give us insights into how they see their lives ingtrectural contexts of globalization

and late capitalism.
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Wenger’s (1998) concept of “communities of practice” cdan ae useful in

understanding membership in a community. Reed-Danahay (2008gu@pdhat it is
“through communities of practice that are face-to-fémegible units of sociality that
immigrants come to experience a sense of belonging inenship.” Its focus on social
agency, social learning and lived experiences complemeriRged-Danahay’s view, the
concept of Anderson’s “imagined community.” Reed-DanaBa8®p8:95) looks at
communities as networks of resources, sites of knowladdesites for acquiring social
skills, knowledge and social capital. “People gain extesocial capital through
membership in interpersonal networks and social instituaodsthen convert it into
other forms of capital to improve or maintain theispion in society (Palloni, Massey,
Ceballos, Espinosa and Spittel 2001:1263).” The significahnetavorks in promoting
immigration and integration has been critically addré$senigration studies (Alba &
Nee 2003; Massey et al. 1994; Portes & Rumbaut 2001; Waldinger T988itional
network theory posits that interpersonal ties that eonmigrants lower the cost of
emigration and mitigate the risks, representing a valuabfe 6f social capital (Massey
et al. 1994: 728). Menijivar (2000), however, challenges the ne@hésw of network

and the belief in ethnic solidarity.

Methodology

Day laborers and illegal immigrants have received &yfdisproportionate
amount of negative attention, despite the fact tlegals only made up 5.2 % of the
nation’s labor force in March 2010 (Passel et al. 2011:1y.l&k#orers are a very small

component of the illegal population—Valenzuela (2009) estistite presence of
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120,000 day laborers in the U.S. Virginia ranks as the la@glest state with illegal
immigration, and the rapid growth of the Hispanic populatias provoked social
tensions on both sides of the community. In March and 2009, raids operated by the
immigration authorities appear to be the largest in tvevs/en the DC metro area
(Constable 2008). According to Passel et al. (2011:10), depoddtave more than
doubled nationwide in the last decade, reaching 400,000 in 2009. Titeidovirginia
counties of Prince William and Loudoun have passed laweng public services to
illegal immigrants, and the city of Culpeper even adogieesolution to declare English
the county’s official language (Aizenman 2007).

Terminology to describe the unauthorized status of sean&ers ranges from
undocumented, unauthorized to illegal. Although the terraddl” is controversial by the
mere fact of making the person and not the activitgdllel use the term throughout this
dissertation with the intention to expose the mateonsequences, the level of inclusion
and exclusion by the state and the law illegality corsatel to expose the
criminalization of human beings. Most of the workegsear use “illegal”’ to express their
status, often using “no tengo papeles” (I am paperlessilicate their legal status.
‘Paperless’ implies not recorded, but it also revdas fpoint of view: we are not here to
hurt, we just have not been registered by the state.

In this environment, a major difficulty for researclestablishing trust
relationships with the day laborers and building rappdtt them, particularly in light of
their visibility and the negative public discourse arounchignation. Local raids,
deportation, and local chapters of nativist groups likevtimitemen have contributed to

an increasingly anti-immigrant environment. As a researdiwill have to overcome
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their potential distrust of institutions, their suspica@froutsiders, and their guardedness
and reticence to open up to outsiders. An additional htwdd@ercome as a researcher is
their lack of contact with and social distance frosesech and academia.

One way of overcoming the potential distrust is beinglfanwith the
community they inhabit and employing the appropriate reseaotts Knowing and
understanding the community is critical to work with undoeotad immigrants
(Cornelius 1982). My involvement over the years with$panish-speaking immigrant
community in the Washington metropolitan area as a bilingniahteer, translator and
coordinator has undoubtedly informed my work and helped meatteith day laborers.
Specifically, my experiences and interactions witmynday laborers, community
organizers, and faith-based service providers as a bilingaalardinator and
administrative helper at the Herndon Day Labor Cent&lorthern Virginia in 2005-
2006 helped me interact with day laborers in the resesdtechReading the local,
national, and international press, and attending cordesesind seminars on immigration-
related topics at PAHO, MPI, local universities, aslaglcommunity-based meetings
has helped me frame the complexities of day labordisitUnited States and the local
reactions to their presence.

Qualitative data has been most useful in grounding thjsgirm day laborers’
experiences. | have used participant observation andstartured interviews to
address the principal questions examined in this studyciparit observation has not
only enabled me to get to know this community, but has allonestb focus on
individuals’ perspectives and interpretations of their ewanld (Bernard 1994; Foner

2003). The strength of firsthand and continual observdia@been documented in other
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ethnographies on people working on the street (Whyte 1955;&W@1) and has
helped me establish an environment of trust with the dardas. Quantitative methods
and structured research instruments are not conducivel&ratanding experiences and
interpretations and not effective with undocumented popuakg{Cornelius 1982).
Qualitative data, though, has the power to reveal codqtigle and locate meanings
people assign to the circumstances of their livesn@er1994; Denzin and Lincoln
2008; Miles and Huberman 1994).

Continuous fieldwork in 2005/2006 as a volunteer with the Heriidicial
Workers Center (HOW) and during the spring, summer and mant2009 and 2010 with
day laborers in Virginia was used to find answers to pleeiic questions this study
poses. Over the last years, | have volunteered iRl@W/ in Herndon, assisted and
translated for a faith-based organization, helped witjlifimas a Second Language
(ESL) classes, and attended community meetings, andhaecied workers to various
appointments. The personal contacts established througbloyteer work, native
fluency in Spanish and my own immigrant identity have @#se initial contact process
and have facilitated access to other day laborers iresgarch site. Participant
observation in day laborer meetings, on the cornetingesite, in ESL classes, and other
events that target local low-income immigrants, swcfiee community health clinics
and food and cloth donation events, have provided fundahuefatanation to this study
and has helped build rapport and trust between myself amthyhaborers.
Conversations with workers in community-based evenisimigrant events, or while
going and waiting for appointments with some of the dépiters have been more

profound than conversations on the corner. Workers@ndimer seem more reticent to
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talk about their feelings, possibly a result of group dyinanbeing surrounded by other
workers. At times, inquiries on the corner were counterigh humor, a way to divert
from answering the question without seeming disrespectime and a way to deal with
group expectations.

Participant observation has allowed me to observedbml organization of this
informal street corner. How do workers organize the geogralpaind social space where
they assemble to find work? What attributes and behaarersalued, which are
condemned and why? Is there a visible hierarchy and vilsat, are the traits of a leader?
Who or what regulates the corner? Are differences leisibtween regular day laborers
and those who only come irregularly? How are newcomeggrated? Why do conflicts
in the corner arise? How does gender affect participaiothe corner?

Work-related contacts with employers on the cornetta@enost apparent links
with the host community. Observing the interactionshencorner between prospective
employers and day laborers has provided insights intdrtfiegies they use to obtain a
successful match and allow me to observe a microcds@pitalism at work.
Furthermore, it has given me an opportunity to studyelponse of workers. How do
day laborers deal with competition within their ranks®hlere a sense of solidarity for the
weaker, elderly or injured workers, or long-term unemptbworkers? How do they
define a “good” job? Why are some jobs rejected? Whattedifges their legal status
have on their behavior in this public space? What impac thesr legal status have on
obtaining a job? Relationships with the close-by businessramity might be critical to
the survival of la parada. How supportive or unaccommodatiadpcal businesses?

Observations at a very practical level have helped exatmmeelationship: Are day
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laborers allowed to use local restrooms? Are theyamedcon their properties when they
seek refuge from inhospitable weather?

Parallel to the primary job-searching purpose, the cailserhas a social
function. Down time is unwanted but might fulfill otHeinctions in the workers’ lives.
This down time has given me the opportunity to listen tbgarticipate in conversations,
thus providing me an insight into preoccupations and topasctincern them. How do
day laborers employ their waiting time? What issuedraquently discussed? What
strategies do they apply to tackle daily problems such asigy access to health care,
injuries or lack of job offers? How are distance, safian, and loneliness talked about?
Is “illegality” an issue in their exchanges and in wbantexts does this come up? These
conversations also helped me gain knowledge abouttigeivith the community they
left and the one they currently inhabit: how closelylggytfollow events in their home
country? How aware are they about events and happenitigsricurrent community?

Although direct participant observation has provided J@&ianformation about
the corner and the interaction with other co-worketsemployers, it is through semi-
structured interviews that | have been able to addresemed views and interpretations.
This has also allowed me to compare the informatiortdiobvith my direct observations
and clarify observations that | could not make semfsiirview questions have
addressed the initial decision process to migrate, theerences and activities on the
corner, their relations and interactions with the cammy, and their assessment and
plans for the future.

In order to understand the structural and personal re&somsgration, | first

raised questions about their school and skills level; tamilies, their opportunities to
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make a living at home, their relationships back homelamexpectations they brought
with them to their destination. It was also importantinderstand who supported this
move emotionally and financially and the source of infation pertaining to their trip
and initial settlement in the United States. Intriisithis research project is to
understand how day laborers themselves view the worldinhaypit. Why do they think
there are no opportunities to make a living back home?

Second, and to complement my observations on the coasked them for an
account of their experiences and activities on thaarpthe strategies they employ to
find work and their interactions with employers and caokeos. During the 2006
immigrant demonstrations in the United States, workgrsssivere displayed claiming
“the right to work is a human right.” What does wonkan to the day laborers? In light
of their economic and legal vulnerability, when do thefyse a job offer? How is a
“good” job defined? Have they experienced discriminatiaredpect or abuse? How do
they feel about looking for a job on the street? Inroftdospitable conditions, what
keeps them going in periods of job scarcity? Does workigeedfor a good living?

In an extremely anti-immigrant atmosphere, particulagainst undocumented
day laborers, looking at relations with the community peovide insights into the level
of integration or isolation these day laborers expege Community here does not refer
to Anderson’s imagined community, but to the day-to-dayg-taeface relationships
these day laborers have in the United States or hdeimgiace of origin. While
interactions with the English-speaking American popaifaticcupy an important space
in this ethnography,| will also examine interactions betweay laborers and the non-day

labor Spanish-speaking immigrant groups in the community. Esatidarity, while
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often assumed, is also questioned (Mahler 1995, Menjivar 20@D)aéimo contractor
abuse is often mentioned. Who are their friends araldehthey trust? How do they find
housing, from whom do they rent? Where do they go shoppvigat are their activities
outside the corner space and with whom do they sharesgage time? What do they
value about their present life in the United Statestwbahey miss? Considering that
most day laborers are recent immigrants, their traimsradtrelationships probably play
an important role in their lives. Contacts and comraitta to their community of origin
will be examined. Did they migrate individually or as ff? What kind of networks do
they build and rely on? How critical are remittancel®w are expectations of the
community of origin negotiated in times of economisisf? In line with the purpose of
this study, interview questions will be geared to underdtaid lives, but equally
important to value their perspective. What would you Yi&ar current community to
know about you? What would you tell your community at hobwuaiyour experiences
in this country? Understanding the way day laborers seekdrcome exclusion and
marginalization will give us insights into their padai participation: how do they assert
their rights? What kind of activities do they engagwisupport social change?

Last of all, | asked questions about the future during tleevietws, but also
during down time at the corner. Is their current preséased on making a living and
saving funds for a better life at home or are thereewmmomic considerations involved?
Have they thought about the future? How does thegallstatus affect their life? How
different would their life be if they obtained “pape?dVhat type of work would they
like to do? Do they want to return home? Are they bng@thers over? Would they like

their children to grow up in this country?
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Participant observations on the corner, in ESL claskegg cultural events,
religious services with immigrants and other events déth laborers were
complemented with personal accounts and interpretagmiiered through semi-
structured interviews. During the summer of 2009 and 2010, |rgaklceitical
information through fifteen semi-structured interviewsl anany contact hours with the
day laborers in different settings. Arranging one-oe-mterviews with day laborers has
been more difficult than expected. Day laborer€dular schedules and their dependence
on the corner time for jobs, made it difficult foeth to commit to a certain time.
Interviews that were arranged were sometimes canceltbeé gast minute when | called
to confirm. On at least two occasions | could not firelwlorker in the arranged place.
Although I have had no difficulties speaking with the woskduring events and on the
corner, | have the feeling that some workers were ufatable meeting with me
individually. Their legal status might influence theivéalability” for interviews,
nevertheless | think that sometimes their religiosntation made them uncomfortable
meeting individually with a woman. But more often tres@manding work-life realities
complicated their availabilities: tired after a long @yvork, or otherwise waiting for
work, their schedules were unpredictable. Through the seostured, five-to-eight hour
long interviews that sometimes went over two days,uinche many more informal
unscheduled semi-structured interviews on the corner, anmjdewents, driving to
appointments, | gathered critical information to undestae individuals’ motivations,
perceptions, struggles and hopes. A core group of day |slibegrwere actively
involved in many meetings and events were of enormopsiteéferring me to their

friends on the corner. This snowball sampling is ¢ifedn small populations and helped
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me contact other day laborers, but also establish rappdrtredibility (Bernard 1994;
Cornelius 1982). Despite the help of this core group, nepetith individual workers
who did not attend ESL classes or community eventsngléo immigrants was a
challenge: work schedules or the need to wait fokwieir religious orientation and
feeling uncomfortable meeting with a woman, their seisesk and benefit of such
conversations and their insecurities due to their low lefvechooling and their legal
status might very well be factors in their hesitatja@cellations, or recurrent promises
to call me that were never fulfilled. At times workdost my numbers (or at least said so)
or had changed their telephone numbers, something thpéhg quite frequently. |
should also note my limitations as a mother of two goctmldren and my schedule
working full-time with a three hour roundtrip commute. Byademic schedule
unfortunately allowed me to be more available during thensemmonths when worker
are the busiest at work. In general, workers who weree interested in interacting with
the wider community, be it by showcasing their localocdsrand culture, or organizing
the workers for soccer games, English classes oistablshment of a local day labor
center, were more available and open to individualvrgess. It also seemed that the
most educated workers were more willing to share thatiiest, while those with less
education were reticent and probably embarrassed to tatkrteb®dy from the
university.

Explaining the reason and importance of this study toasgarch subjects in
Spanish and assuring them of the highest level of coniadigntvas a central aspect of
my pre-interview phase. Aware of the risks that dagiats take by providing me with

their personal information, it is a priority of this jct to protect them from any negative
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consequences their contributions might bring aboutoriméd the participant day
laborers about the potential risk their participatiotaésy and asked them to sign a
consent form for this project in their native langudg#ressed their option to withdraw
from the project at any time without any penalty. | ham/ used pseudonyms in my
writings to protect their anonymity. | used manual no&tlser than tape recordings,
reducing the formality of the conversation, as this wiwalde been too intrusive and
might have caused the day laborers as research subjéets uncomfortable (losifides
2003). To avoid any direct link, I have not identified thetigpéocation of my research,
other than locating it in the broad space of Northergikvia. My research data has been
safeguarded in a key-locked file cabinet in my home ofio€, is only accessible to me.
My computer and electronic files on my computer are sedoyea personal password.
Furthermore, | have omitted any information too sensdive that might jeopardize their
well-being. Although workers spent a significant amourtiroé waiting for a potential
employer, scheduled interviews were held in a neutfalgaace, such as a public library

study room, after the regular job-seeking hours and noteiwthk waiting area.

Data Analysis and Theory

Data collected through participant observation, localspapers, and semi-
structured interviews was continuously compared to inforgomg fieldwork. | used
grounded theory methods to analyze the research daty éomponent of grounded
theory is the constant back and forth movement betuksas and data (Charmaz 2008;
Hammersley and Atkinson 2008; O’Reilley 2009). Originally peted by Glaser and

Strauss (1967), grounded theory focuses on progressively gegehaory from the
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research data and thus uses an inductive mode of an@lgsisepts and theory emerge
and are generated from the researcher’s interactiorthatheld (Charmaz 2002), but
can also be useful in elaborating or modifying existireptles (Strauss & Corbin 1990;
Patton 2002).

The strength of ethnographic methods and their abiligetgerate theory within
ongoing observations is emphasized by Mahler and Pessar @)0@&ho argue the
strength of ethnographic methods: “ethnography is thus efipesaful for exploratory
research, the kind that generates questions whichckatdoe examined systematically,
and in this way promotes new theorization.” Data ctdld through participant
observation and semi-structured interviews with the dbgriers was continuously
examined to find core variables and concepts. Constastingt®f the concepts that
emerge against my observations in the field have informeeémnched ongoing data
collection (Bernard 1994:360). Data has been categorized@ed with the intent of
finding patterns, regularities or concepts that mighgigeificant to understand the
specific experience of day laborers in Northern Virgir8trauss and Corbin (1990)
advocate a line by line review of the data, generatingdaivel categories. They suggest
coding for conditions, interaction among actors, strasegmel tactics and consequences.
As an intermediate step between coding and writing, leuregmos (memoing) to tie up
different types of data, develop analytical ideas, dmlooeate codes conceptually (Miles
& Huberman 1994:72; O’'Reilley 2009:96). Finding relationships oepastand
concepts that emerge from the research data seribd fmindation for theory

construction and/or theory elaboration.
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One of the shortcomings of grounded theory methodgieeaame time its
strength. Focusing on micro-level “grounded” interactidoss not take the social,
political or historical context of the research intc@unt. Thus, studied interactions are
separated from their social, political, and historicaitexts. Charmaz (2008) advocates
for a constructivist grounded theory that takes the subjgctiithe researcher and the
social and historical conditions into account: “too mutualitative research today
minimizes current social context, much less histoeeallution. Relying on interview
studies on focused topics may preclude attention to contextietparly when our
research participants take the context of their lieegfanted and do not speak of it”
(Charmaz 2008:232). Using “situational analysis,” Clarke (203%) aloposes to take
the framework of grounded theory methods beyond the memaation, and looking at
the researched situation in all its social complexity.

Adhering to grounded theory methods implies not imposimgets onto the
data, rather letting concepts emerge from it. This,éwvan does not mean that
researchers go into the field with a blank sheet. Ratiagrimporting concepts, Charmaz
(2008:210) advocates treating “them as sensitizing conceis,éxplored in the field
setting.” Hammersley and Atkinson (2007: 163) also belibaethe process of analysis
must rely on existing ideas and that rather than forexigting concepts on the data, they
should be used as resources to make sense of the data rBlsesrcher’s interpretative
framework and theoretical orientation will affect thiay in which he or she looks for
patterns and codes in the data.

Migration theories tackle the need to understand why paople, why they

return, but also how they are incorporated in the smgety. The social complexity of
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migration connects migration theory to a range of atbeceptual fields and theories:
economic theories, theories about identity, gendezgaship, community, the nation-
state and globalization. Theoretical concepts in mmnastudies such as
transnationalism, community, identity formation, agemetwork and social agency
theory will inform my research. Grounded theory methetdlsenhance and elaborate
existing concepts in migration theory, and have the piatd¢no generate original and
innovative theoretical understandings of undocumentedgnamis.

From a political economy perspective in the late-edipttorganization, the
neoclassical theory, for example, explains the re&somigration from an individual
income maximization standpoint, while segmented marketyrergues that migration
stems from labor demand of receiving societies (Massey 1P88&)cular attention has
been given to understanding the incorporation of immigremib their new social,
political, cultural and economic environment and theimgrational relationships with
individuals and institutions in their home countries.

Community and social agency might be particularly wissdncepts to understand
lived experiences of day laborers, their strategies, ggamt sense of belonging.
According to Chavez (1994: 55), undocumented immigrants cannhaiiple senses of
community membership, developing social links, culturaliserits and economic ties.
Understanding their sense of belonging and membership

* onthe corner (gender, ethnic solidarity, etc.)

* with other Spanish-speaking immigrants (ethnic solidarity)

» with the local host community (integration, adaptation)

» with the community in their home country (transnatlema)
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can extend or correct concepts and frameworks in migr#teory. Data on their
relationship with other Spanish-speaking immigrants catribate to understanding
ethnic solidarity and the stability / instability of salcnetworks. Their interactions with
the local host community can inform understanding eftocesses of adaptation.
Contacts and relationships with their home communitiisenhance the insights and
understanding of cross-border networks and transnatiolwaigieg.

Intrinsic to the understanding of community is the conoépbcial capital. Social
capital theories have looked at the knowledge, experi@mceresources immigrants
have in their decision to migrate, and how immigrant®iize funds of knowledge to
integrate. Unlike human capital, social capital is niamed through education; instead
it originates from feelings of trust, belonging, and peacity (Fernandez-Kelly and
Schauffler 1994). Bourdieu (1977) expanded the concept of capiakthe economic to
include social, cultural and symbolic resources. Accorthngoleman (1998), social
capital is defined by the resources people access throagiomehip, the obligations and
expectations they have of each other, and the levelistivorthiness. He includes
information channels as social capital, as well asns@nd sanctions that serve as a form
of social capital by facilitating desirable actions andting undesirable action. Data
obtained from research at the corner will provide imsignto how day laborers access
and use social capital, how social capital is devel@peldshared, with whom and when,
how decisions are taken, and how they negotiate mempensthie imagined
communities. Day laborers compete for jobs and econsuamgval on the corner. At the
same time they engage in social relations building conityn How is social capital used

to bridge individual survival and belonging and solidarity wht& community? The use
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of social capital can shed light on immigrant ageroy it is in the everyday practice of
asking for and receiving help that people construct, tramsémd build their social
worlds (Menjivar 2000:117). Using Coleman’s definition of socadital can reveal
important questions about the organization of the cohmav:is behavior regulated on
the corner? Who controls this behavior? How are namdssanctions established?

Grounded theory methods will be instrumental in discogelinks and
relationships in the data collected, and help understandibg laborers experience
illegality and how entry and belonging to the differemddgined communities” is

negotiated, challenged, and maintained.

Significance of Research

The condition of illegality that has branded Spaniskakjpg immigrants in this
country has a far-reaching weight on the lives of dagrkais. Not only do they
experience their illegality like so many other illegagrants, but their social and
political exclusion and economic vulnerability is alsa@erbated by their daily face-to-
face encounters with the American public. In contrashost other illegal immigrants
who have no clear social markers that distinguish them the legal population,
awareness and association of day laborers with iltgygalhigh. Scapegoated for the
social ills of this nation, their economic survivalttwe corner depends on making their
bodies visible, despite the danger this entails. Rislogpdrtunity, economic connection
and social and experiential disconnect between hosdtgad day laborer, being
needed but not wanted, all shape the inherent tensidhe obrner. These tensions

foreground the social violence present in this space.
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In a discourse that is often driven by fear of the oéimel a sense of superiority by
those who believe to be entitled to certain rightprotections, like the right to work,
based on their race, insider citizenship status or sti@etal markers, this study aims to
counteract the multitude of negativity with a moral appnaaat places the dignity of
human beings at the forefront of this endeavor. An ingpdrpurpose of this project is to
demystify these immigrants, humanize them to the gepatdic, and thus try to create
bridges of communication with the community.

The exclusion of day laborers from the civic and p@ltmommunity precludes
their legitimate participation in a national and lodesicourse on immigration. The central
ambition of this research is to allow day laborers tadiese participants in this
discourse, rendering their own interpretations of wiay tare, why they are where they
are and how they imagine their future. In a discourseedripy fear, imagination,
economic interest, observation and experience, this stiteiypts to reflect the day
laborers’ fear, imagination, economic interest, olm#on and experience.

The local grounded approach of this project enhances thddiroational
analysis of immigration. | believe in the importamddocality as a space of identity
formation. Looking at a recently established, non-organisgy labor corner in the
suburbs of Virginia, | will use the power of ethnographyltaw attention to the
consequences of illegality on individual human beings.

The suburbs of Virginia have experienced a significant gr@fimmigrants:
seven out of the twenty-five counties with the fasgswing Hispanic population in the
nation are in Northern Virginia (Miroff 2008). The djal population in Virginia has

quintupled since 1990 (Aizenman 2009). Local tensions, reacticargdt from
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immigrants, have permeated the landscape. The localiyndeal approach and the in-
depth individual inquiry in this project coupled with the el on qualitative data will
enrich the knowledge of prior large-scale surveys caaugdn spaces with a
longstanding history of immigration like California, Nevark and Chicago. This study
will also fill a vacuum of Spanish-speaking day laboraedists in suburban areas and
enhance the sparse labor studies on the East Coastylpalyiin the Southeast.

It will also make a contribution to the studies of indiges experiences of
migration, their adaptation to new locations, theingrational understandings and the
complex range of agency and strategies of resistaficetsoy the U.S. census to
distinguish indigenous people from broader categories atiiribs” or “Hispanic” has
resulted in a new ethno-racial census category of “Hispamerican Indian” (Delugan
2010:89) that is still too expansive to acknowledge the pantiedfzeriences of different
indigenous group in Latin America. Indigenous people hatendfeen grouped under
national headings, reducing their identity to nation-statgns, thus obscuring the
dynamics of indigeneity in global migration and theiperiences within and outside
national structures of belonging (Clifford 2007; Yescas 2@H)igan 2010).
Immigration of indigenous people remains understudied @&2610) and “challenges
narrow definitions of indigeneity that require geographicudtural fixity” (Delugan
2010:83). This study highlights the agency and strategies sd tki-speaking Maya
migrants, challenging the depiction of indigenous peoplactisns of globalization and
neoliberalism. It shows how Ixil-speaking day laborsdalenging and resisting the
inequalities inherent in capital, what del Valle EscagR009) defines as the

“coloniality of power.” Del Valle Escalante (2009:166) sdesstruggle for recognition
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of difference in the recently emerging Maya movenwogganically attached to the
resistance of neoliberal capitalist mode of producfldn® corner in this study is
predominantly composed of Ixil Maya men. Their indigensiigpes their identity, their
reasons for migration, their behavior on the coraed, their relations within the multiple
communities they inhabit. Of particular interest istihelationship with other Spanish-
speaking migrant communities in the United States andothteilsutions of this research
to exposing the complexities of ethnic solidarity.

Chapter 1 introduces the subject of day laborers in theet)&itates, includes a
literature review and the methodology used for this reke&easons for migration and
their experiences on the migration trail are discugs&hapter 2. Migration is discussed
as an act of agency in the historic context of violedeErimination and poverty in
Guatemala, their country of origin. Chapter 3 take®seclook at the symbolic meaning
of the Corner before describing the physical corneratiiese men assemble. In this
context | discuss the effects of immigration policytbeair lived experiences at La
Parada, the role of social capital and the consequehdigality. Chapter 4 points to
the limited view of day laborers as workers, and not asamubeings that belong and
interact with different communities. A detailed desaoiptof their relationships with the
different communities they inhabit follows: their owqldspeaking community, their
transnational links with the community left behind ie tiighlands of Guatemala, the
complex relationship with the Spanish-speaking communityfl@timited contact with
the English-speaking community. Chapter 5 concludes witmalysis of the violence

inflicted on these day laborers on a daily basis, pradamtly as a consequence of their



33
real or presumed illegality and takes a closer lodketeaction to the social, physical,
and economic violence they experience.

This work will be distributed to a broader public audiencmging a grounded
day laborer perspective into the public discussion. lapffroach community service
organizations, local government offices, immigrant sesyi@al media outlets, public
libraries and other organizations working with day lal®eerd illegal immigrants, with
the results of this study. In particular, public offisian a local level should be made
aware of the consequences ordinances and laws on papamhawman bodies and
spirits. Public officials should be made aware of¢bmetimes-wanted sometimes-
unwanted consequences of excluding people, the hardshipesahnd violence they are

subjected to, as well as their quest to live with digraityd their longing to belong.



CHAPTER 2
DESTINATION U.S.: EXPLAINING INDIGENOUS MIGRATION ROM
GUATEMALA TO THE UNITED STATES

Although this dissertation intends to look at day labgreernces on U.S. soil, it
is imperative to contextualize their lives to understand thibge particular migrants
decide to go north. Where do they come from and what ntes\them to begin this
expensive and dangerous journey? What kind of opportunitiesavailable to them?
Did they consider other options? How does local and ndtiestary shape their
decision-making process? How do economic structures amiegaffect the lives of
indigenous people in Guatemala? Who facilitates this Dpthey travel with friends,
family or on their own? How do they reach the Unidtes? Do they choose their end
destination before embarking on the trip or do theydaaup to destiny? The first part of
this chapter looks at the push-factors for out-migratiamely poverty, limited access to
land, discrimination and neoliberal economic policidse $econd part looks at history to
explain the situation of indigenous people in Guatemalalaeir experiences with
structural and military violence. The third part looks atkeos’ experiences on the
journey itself.

The informal corner that sprouted a few years aghiggarticular suburb of
Northern Virginia is unique in some ways and very comaoardinary in others.

Informal meeting places for workers are a familiahsig see for drivers in Virginia.
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The failure of some formal day labor centers, sudh@s$ierndon Official Worker
Center, and the economic recession the entire coisnemperiencing, have pushed more
workers out on the street in search of work. Dayrdatsoassemble close to main traffic
arteries throughout the state, sometimes in small etsnbometimes in significant
numbers, such as the Annandale day labor corner whewtisoes 300 workers are
assembled in the early morning hours.

Workers that | have interviewed assemble all in an inddearner that | will refer
to from here on “La Parada” (Spanish for “corner”). ®daily basis 30 to 50 workers
gather in the early morning hours, and numbers fluctuatendegeon the weather and
seasonal job opportunities. As | walked in early morhiogrs (can we eliminate one or
rephrase to not have 3 in a row?) on the sidewalksedih Parada,” workers responded
with a curious look and a short greeting to my “Buenias,d;,cémo estan? Hace frio
hoy” (Good morning, how are you? It’s cold today.) Mdsthe young men on the corner
would counter with a quick response, then turn around antbotéfieir small group of
two or three in an unintelligible language to me. Tryingitik up fragments of their
conversations soon proved in vain. Not only were tr@aiversations hushed, as if they
were afraid of waking up the neighborhood, they were gisaldng a different language.
They definitely knew how to speak Spanish, but were caytabt speaking it on the
corner. Who were these men?

Soon | learned that the majority of the workers weredpéakers, an
ethnolinguistic minority from the western highland<zafatemala. They belong to the
twenty-one academically defined Maya ethnolinguistic gr¢Epsnch 2010:2). With the

exception of two workers (a Mexican and a worker fromd&v&lor), the remaining men
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that assembled on a continuous basis on the cormerdesl to one of the minority
indigenous Mayan groups in Guatemala. Having volunteered &raoyear (2006-2007)
at the Herndon Official Worker (HOW) Center where dl lmmcountered workers from
Mexico, El Salvador, Honduras, Peru, Guatemala and othier American countries,
this was quite unexpected. It was also surprising considdringomposition of the
surrounding communities, where the majority of immigravése of Salvadoran and
Mexican origin. So why did a group of indigenous Mayan ewshup looking for work
in the suburbs of Northern Virginia? In order to underdtthe complexities of their
particular migration experience, the historical, pditisocial, and structural conditions

in their home communities need to be analyzed.

Poverty and Push-Factors for Out-Migration

Guatemala is the most populous country in Central Araena the one with the
worst indices of poverty. According to the Internatib®rganization for Migration
(IOM, 2010), the population in Guatemala has risen to 14ligm with almost half
living in poverty, including 15% living in extreme poverty. Tinembers worsen looking
at the indigenous communities—76% live in poverty, 28% afjgnbus people are
living in extreme poverty (World Bank 2009). Children under fiv&uatemala are
within the worst nourished in the world—45% of children under &re malnourished.
Half of the labor force works in agriculture. Inequalgystructural in a country where the
top quintile accounts for 54% of the total consumptidolld Bank 2009). In 2010,
Diego Santiago, a visiting priest from the parish of Nelbach is home for most

Centreville day laborers, said that 95% of his parish begslive in “poverty or extreme
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poverty.” (Diego Santiago, presentation at George Masuwvetsity- New Century
College, October 2010).

Migration from rural to international areas has longbaatrategy to alleviate
poverty and find better opportunities. In 2006, according t@ah éstimate,
approximately 11.2 % of 1.5 million Guatemalans lived abro&t, 97% residing in the
United States (IOM 2010). The number of Guatemalans ibtited States is
presumably higher, as this number does not account focungmted immigrants. Many
Guatemalans are now predominantly using international tagrand remittance
transfer as a vehicle to alleviate poverty, enhancalkstatus, and provide better
opportunities for themselves and their children (Adams 20ayllipll; Moran-Taylor,
Rodman Ruiz 2006).

Remittances from migrants now account for 10.3% of GihiApst equaling
income from exports (IMF 2008). Although it is difficult dbtain exact numbers,
approximately 500,000 Maya have migrated to the United Statks last decades
(Brown and Odem 2011). In Guatemala, particularly for mdégenous poor, poverty
coupled with a long civil war has often made the trigkdlorte the only alternative to
their unpromising experience. Migration north has becamapéion of survival and, for
young men in Guatemala, Honduras, El Salvador, a rpasgage. For the younger
generation, it has been difficult to replicate the stibsce strategies of previous
generations, and as a result many opt to leave theielamd. (Moors 2000: 225). “There
are so many opportunities here that we are almost obligatzme to the United

States,” one Centreville laborer said in a summer 2Q&dview.
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Poverty in the indigenous communities is tied to theohysbf colonialism and an
economic model that promoted agricultural export witheap or free labor force.
Poverty in these communities is also tied in modenesito neoliberalism, the opening
of economic borders and free trade agreements tbat alultinational companies to
compete with small-plot farmers, driving them out of ®ase (Dardon 2005: 24). Many
have felt compelled to leave due to the pervasive poveusedaby the shortage of land
and the limited economic options. Loss of land due tibiged action or unaffordable
pricing has contributed to poverty and has been a pusbr factoutmigration. Those
who do not have land available for coffee or other catlion, migrate. (Montejo 2004)

Over time, local political caciques eliminated commuaatl ownership, making
land a commodity (Montejo 2004:245). Commodification aalted capitalist
production is “linked to the replacement of use value by engdha&alue and the
alienation of producers from the fruits of their lab@Fischer 2004: 275). Not only does
the commaodification of land curtail subsistence oppadtiesfor many farmers who are
unable to compete with increasing market prices for laradsat disenfranchises farmers
from their source of livelihood and identity. Fischer (2@0%) argues that land is more
than just a commodity for farmers, “land is endowethwifective relations, linked to
the conventional moral codes and religious beliefy@lsas social status and material
subsistence.” Once the coyote has been paid off, buying fehdualding a house is the
first financial priority for many workers. It has credta vicious circle of outsourcing
human beings to the north. Those who do not have atressiittance income must
distance themselves from the principle of self-sudficly, and instead join the working

class in the city or abroad.
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Negative consequences resulting from the limited acoedarmers to land are
being compounded by the threat of dislocation brought abongdlberal policies. Free
trade agreements like CAFTA (Central American Freadrdgreement) open up
borders to corporations but do not allow for free labovenment. CAFTA, for example,
eliminates tariffs for U.S. imports, while local famadhave a difficult time competing
with large corporations. Chumil (2009:355) describes the b&aSIAFTA as an
“ideology that attracts foreign investment and createslitions advantageous for those
investors; however this is done at the expense of indiggrenyse.” Farmers become
workers and recently introduced maquiladoras take advantaige aversupply of
female labor force in land-poor communities (Nash 2004:195).

Limited access to land and neoliberal economic polic@ee lthanged the Maya
economy in the Western and Eastern Highland. The prd@ation of farmers is
distancing people from their traditional livelihood ancking indigenous communities
more and more dependent on outside capital. Meanwhdesubsistence base for entire
communities is disappearing. The emergence of maquiladonasthern Guatemala, the
influx of remittances, and the curiosity for new produiskened by media or by
returning migrants are altering the economic systermm@anities do not produce; they
become consumers and are paying a high price for it: setigiimgnen to work abroad.
When migrants return, they invest in land and propeuigsyately changing the power
structure of their communities. Some Maya migrants oili@srthat receive remittances

become economically more powerful than Ladinos (MmanR004:234).
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Experiences with Discrimination

Poverty is also tied to an inherent discrimination agfathe indigenous person by
ladinos, the term used for non-indigenous persons atéboala. Essentialist constructs
of the “indios” have marked indigenous people in Guateamlanherently backwards,
uncivilized and ignorant” (French 2010:4). Often associatéld poverty and sleaziness,
they are viewed by the state as savage, and subversiviagGalmebody an “indio,
campesino, natural” (Indian, farmer, natural) has arpéye association in the Spanish-
speaking world. For the Guatemalan state that strives floodern society, indigenous
communities slow down progress and are considered the saekof the Guatemalan
nation. Fabri (2000: 66).

When James was talking about his youth he addressed hgwa@is used as a
marker for discrimination: “como yo sufro..yo tengo uneb#&b..no hablaba espafiol, no
tenia conocimiento” (how | suffer . . . | have a d@il.l did not speak Spanish, | did not
have knowledge / consciousness). James grew up ireehbtithlet outside of Nebaj with
illiterate parents who do not speak Spanish. His fathéenstands Spanish, but never
speaks it. He himself did not speak in Spanish conversatigisge 17, when he was
basically a grown man. He suffered because he spokeawiiccent and associated not
speaking Spanish with not having “conocimiento,” which catrdreslated as knowledge
or as consciousness. Thus the Spanish language becomd®aforaknowledge, while
speaking Ixil becomes a marker for ignorance.

Their inferior positioning in Guatemalan society is peritdpin their behavior.
One day after ESL class, one of the workers said thaall never had a teacher, never

went to school and on that day in ESL classes he haccagbérs for himself. He never
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thought that somebody would teach him. He was very serptigat | was interested in
his life and that | wanted to know what he thinks. Nobodguatemala ever wanted to

know what he had to say.

Experiences with Poverty and Lack of Opportunities

The lack of opportunities and the desire to “mejorartt@veoneself) was for all
workers that | interviewed the main reason that impehedh to take the journey. Chris,
one of the more educated workers, was eager to conveethashnot starving in his
country, but that he did not see a way to improve in ha area. Working on the milpa
like his parents had done was hardly paying for the statuBgsades the hard work in
the fields, there were too many risk factors that hddcnot control, such as the weather
and the quality of the land. Nor was there enough mamegrid his sisters out to study
in the capital, in his view the only way to become sitning better. For other day
laborers like Jaco, life in poverty was harsh, ndingsevery day, walking for miles in
the mountains to get to ranchers’ farms to work wherevould stay for weeks at a time
without returning to his home. | could sense the pain gbdngrty when he remembered
not having enough money to pay for medicine for his mother.

Samuel.One afternoon | accompanied Samuel, a very timid wotlkehe
community clinic. He is diabetic and takes insulin.dite not know this until one day at
work he got really sick and was hospitalized. He told Ima¢ medical care in his village
was not available. Sometimes two American doctors wdald sy to check people’s
eyes and teeth. For emergencies however, people hadlawgoto the bigger town.

Sometimes they got up at 5 AM and returned at midnight.
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Y algunas veces hay tantas personas que no pueden ateodkes @And
sometimes there are so many people they cannot tregtedy).

Having to leave the field and work unattended to get medacalwas not easy, but
evidently necessary in serious medical emergencies.

Solo a las mujeres que van a tener sus hijos laglatienas rapido (only women
that are going to have children get faster attention).

The lack of infrastructure and migration to urban cenlegive governments with
little incentive to invest in medical and education isfracture. Samuel, however, said
that he was very lucky. He had worked for a company farerthan 30 days and was
entitled to the same insurance as the rich. This eatitim to go the ‘Ixix’ clinic and be
treated there. Those who only worked for three orefiftdays did not have that benefit.
Not being diagnosed early with diabetes almost cost sriféi Now, aware of the
seriousness of his disease, he hoards medicationsestbtcheck his blood sugar levels
every two days.

Chris. Many come to provide more opportunities for their childventher
family members. Chris’ initial resistance to migrattorthe United States was broken
when he could not afford his brother’s education. He Hirhsel tried to pass the
university exam but failed because of the poor educatioadeved in the sciences in
his high school. Motivated to give his younger brother tebehance, he wanted him to
get well prepared in high school. When he lost his jolkiug in a local parish, he could
only see el Norte as a way to pay for his brother.

Paula. Paula, an Ixil women who crossed the border a fewsyago with her

husband, keeps thinking about her children when she gets depressedomesick that
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she spends the day crying. She wants her children to hatteallle and a good
education,

por eso lucho aqui, quiero que estudien (this is why | fight, because | want
them to study).

Both her children are staying with her mother in Guataraall she misses them
terribly.
Me regresaron 2 veces, me agarraba la migra, me castg pasi a los dos

meses (they returned me twice, immigration officersildget me, it was hard for
me to cross, it took me almost two months).

People’s perseverance despite the hurdles they havessaming to the United States
indicates the strong desire and even necessity to ddmaughout my interview with her
she kept saying

a veces lloro por mis nifios (sometimes | cry forahidren).

James.James is one of the youngest workers and does not naitgléhe others.
He never showed up to ESL classes or to the workerstings before. | met him at a
religious service for the workers one Sunday afternoorharayreed to be interviewed.
Meticulously dressed in a suit, he had been to chureadron Sunday. He used to
stand on the corner, but at the time of the intenhevhad a steady boss and only looked
for work on the corner when his boss was short akwide lives away from the core
housing area of other workers and seems to stay to himAseelhdance at his evangelical
church is his first priority and although he would like tarteEnglish, he wants to
comply with his religious obligations. James decided igrate because he lived in
poverty.

Viviamos en pobreza grande (We lived in big poverty).
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Dios me dio el deseo de salir, entré algo en mi carazé puedo vivir asi
sufriendo (God gave me the desire to leave, something icdoney heart, |
cannot live suffering like this).

As a devout evangelical he goes to church four days a weekiéw hours. At home, his

parents live from la milpa, planting corn.

Solo la sembramos para nosotros, para comer. Paralggnque ir a las fincas
de café (We only plant for us, to eat. To make moneykéradiving you have to
go the coffee plantations).
Thus agriculture feeds them, but it does not allow tleemake a living—his father did
not have money for the doctor, and he started workirg@mnine. | asked him if they
sold milpa and he answered “a veces se vendia, peroyesamaio y no da” (Sometimes
we sold it, but it is very cheap and it does not go fuyther
Yo sé pobreza. La persona que crecioé aqui no cree loigmué &now poverty
[almost saying | know how to do poverty due to the ineciruse of the verb ‘to

know’ in Spanish]. The person that grew up here does tetvbavhat | am
saying).

He is aware that his poverty level and experiencesafar from everyday experience in
the United States that people can't conceive what seX@erienced.

Aqui yo no veo pobreza (Here | do not see poverty).
Seeing the people who migrated getting ahead, while hiagsblvere stuck in the same
poverty as his parents with seemingly no chance to inepmootivated him to take up the
journey north.

Yo veo el cambio, construyen casas los que se van (hs@mes who leave build
houses).

Cuando vi que mis hermanos vivian en esa misma pobreza s|padnes—eso

me dio la . . . el deseo (When | saw that my siblingee living in the same
poverty as my parents—that gave me the. . . . the glesire
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James is the fourth sibling of six. He has been workinge fields since he was nine
years old.
Desde pequefio a trabajar en las fincas. Mi fuerza ngulansaba, se malogré mi
estdmago desnutrido y matado en el trabajo (I workeckifiribas since | was

little. My strength could not take it; my undernourishexhsach got ruined and
killed at work).

He believes that his stomach problems that he suffemsso much were caused by
picking up a heavier load than he could carry. At age nine/olsdd go with his father
and sleep for a month in the place the ranchero (Gavrer) had for the workers and
then maybe he would come home for one weekend. Oncaséhiteen, his father did
not accompany him anymore. It is interesting that henassuhat his stomach problems
come from carrying things, although he mentions his “umalgnished” stomach. | heard
one of the day laborers explain the traditional Ixitfb—they wear a long decorated
band called “faja” wrapped very tightly around the waitva times, apparently to
“protect the stomach” and “help carry weights.”
Me enfermé del estbmago, necesitaba ir al especjgista mi padre no podia ( |
got sick with my stomach, | needed to go to the speciblistmy father could
not).
James’s goal was to build a better house for his paaedtbuild his own house. After

five years in Virginia, he has reached his goal, but

al llegar a la meta, no tengo deseo de regresar (adieting the goal, | have no
desire to return).

Uno no se gana lo que se gana aqui. Se acostrumbra siian. #\qui se puede
ganar $80 o $100 por dia, alli trabajando duro bajo el sol se8Qan#etzales
(You can’t earn what you earn here. One gets usedng.lidere you can make
$80 or $100 per day, there working hard under the sun you make 2algskgt

| asked him how much 30 quetzales were, and he answered f&ddgiares” (like 5

dollars). The differential in opportunities for making\ang, even as a day laborer with
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inconsistent work, are so high that workers after regctheir “financial’ goal, cannot
see themselves going back.

Anthony. “Curiosity”—Anthony responded without hesitation whekeasabout
his reasons for migrating to the United States. My feattion was: come on, you are
not endangering your life just for curiosity; you are sjo¢nding all this money on a
coyotes just for curiosity. | asked him again—“what kindwfiosity?” Anthony never
intended to move to the U.S. His friend had asked himdomagany him on his journey
north a few years before Anthony decided to come, amdstclear to him then that he
would never move north like so many others he knew. i@ to make his life by
moving to the city. His “curiosity” emerged from an unsust@sattempt in Guatemala
City over years to make a good living, to further educateéilinm the city, and
ultimately help his siblings go to college. Other migraatthe north had returned with
money, and were investing in building new house in tbeal villages. Despite his hard
work, long commuting time and best efforts, Guatemalg &t not provided the
opportunity to fulfill his desire for a better educatiand to be of help to his family.
Decisions to migrate are thus not just based on the stalieind political conditions of
the place of destination. Migrants are conditioned bytigical and economic situation
at home. Communication with migrants already in tinéedi States—stories about the
easy access to work and money, the modernity, theylutheir investments in land and
buildings in local villages—spark the imagination and“theiosity” of many who stay
behind. When Anthony arrived in Northern Virginia, heswat sure if he had arrived in
the United States capital area. He had imagined big buddislgyscrapers like they

show in the movies” and instead he saw low built stigtisntrees and residential areas.
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Unlike a few decades ago, movies, TV, cinema, music videbh¥auTube move the

U.S. and its culture close to future migrants.

Double Burned: Structural and Political
Violence in the Highlands

Migration, however, is not a new concept in MayandmstMaya migrated
thousands of years ago from north to south until theledeh today’s Guatemala and
surrounding countries. Foxen (2007: xxi) underscores theatigntsf migration in
Mayan survival strategies “even an organizing principle, tespe fact that indigenous
identity has also been characterized by a strong attathiom&and and place.” Reasons
for migrating have varied over time: famines, politicaubles, epidemics, personal
conflicts and cultural preferences (Foxen 2007:26). Migraifomorkers has been an
integral part of the development model in Guatemala dwotanial, liberal and
neoliberal times, a development program that reap®ssdiy excluding a section of the
Guatemalan population (Dardon 2005:25).

During colonial times, indigenous workers were forced twerto satisfy Spanish
colonial economic needs, but they also moved to escapeaiom, tributary or labor
obligations by the Spaniards (Lutz and Lovell 2000). Maya conities were
incorporated into colonial society in the lower echeloedaborers and agricultural
workers. The 19th century saw temporary labor migraticom indigenous people to big
plantations (coffee, banana, and other products) - aofypegration that continues till
today. According to Loucky and Moors (2000), the main obldhe Guatemalan military
in the 19th century consisted in securing a Maya laboefoeeded for the plantations,

and fighting any resistance towards their economic paation into the Guatemalan
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state. Whole families engaged in annual migrations durinahesst season (Lucky and
Moors 2000). These migrations were temporary and allowedam@gmomen to plant
their fields in their home community. The plantatemonomy thus allowed some Indians
to acquire more land; others, however, lost wealtmdutheir absence, furthering class
differentiation in the community (Foxen 2007:34). The 1@thtery also saw the
emergence of land reforms that facilitated the trarsffeommunal land into private
ladino hands. Indian communities might have lost hatlheir land at the beginning of
the 19th century, destroying the material basis foctiporate community. (McCreery
1994; Smith 1993).

The 1950s saw high population growth and was characterizeavayeaof
modernization. During this decade, Guatemala City saw anggsuindustrial
development, and migrants, discouraged by the lack of mankral areas, turned up in
the city to try their luck. Rural peasants settled endity working in both formal and
informal sectors of a growing urban economy (Foxen 2007:Ut&)er President J.J.
Arevalo and the Revolution of 1944, agrarian and labormef@lleviated the political
and economic situation of the Maya. This would not lasthiwa decade, advances were
rendered void, when the CIA-sponsored coup overthrew dakdienz, Arevalo’s
successor in 1954 (Smith 1990; Jonas 1991). It was in this saaseddat many social
leaders who opposed the US- orchestrated interventebtohgo into exile to avoid
political repression. This was the start of a new, jgality generated migration. The
closure of political spaces and the brutal repression dthien§6-year-long civil war
produced thousands of internal refugees and external refugeisg) fover the Mexican

border.
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The 1970s saw the outset of voices claiming change irmaMasnmunities, only
to see them targeted for repression from the staten\Wihevas discovered in 1975 and
Getty Oil, Texaco, Amoco and Shenandoah Oil extendaddhling, promises to
indigenous migrants to the titles of these lands weteaspected. Indigenous migrants
to the Ixcan resisted the deterritorialization, onlyge the army and paramilitary forces
back the oil companies against the settlers’ demands #Bia®95: 85-87). The northern
border and western highlands were subsequently militafizechbers of the community
who worked for change or were associated with resistanite state, such as peasant
organizers, priests, teachers, cooperative leaders, gawet workers, were persecuted,
killed, disappeared or forced to flee. In the contéxhe Cold War they were marked as
subversive communists (Loucky and Moors 2000:3). Those whotergreted by the
state either fled or joined peasant organizations or gasrrome joined the CUC
(Comité de Unidad Campesina/Committee of Campesino Unitygrs joined guerrilla
groups such as the EGP (Ejército Guerrillero de los Bébuerrilla Army of the Poor).
The massacre of Rio Negro in 1982 is only one exampleedttinor of the state in
Mayan communities. The Guatemalan army killed around Sr@b@enous people
between 1980 and 1982 for opposing the damming of a river fintemnational
hydroelectric company (Amnesty International web acce262£1/2011). The 1980s and
1990s saw a particularly violent period. “No previous periogewer triggered such
widespread slaughter, displacement and destruction of laaghsbked ways of life as in
the past 2 decades” (Hanlon & Lovell 2000:35) and saw an selaattacks towards

Maya communities, who were accused of harboring guestiligports and marked as
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allies of the insurgents. The CEH (Comisién de Esciariento Historico 1999)

estimates that 626 villages were destroyed by the arm$zMm000 were killed.

Loucky and Moors (2000:3) write:
The horror of the massacres, the brutality of theuterand murder, the pervasive
fear that engulfed Maya communities in the DepartméHRuehuetenango, El
Quiche. . . .. remains vivid to this day among those wieal lthrough that time.
From these Maya communities came the survivors, sggkigsical safety for

themselves and their children. Thousands and thousandg sefugje in
Guatemala cities or by crossing the borders to Belizxidd, and beyond.

Violence levels were particularly high in the departhefrQuiché, the home for
many day labor workers from La Parada. Many Maya left duke terror of the war
during the Guatemalan civil war, also known as the yetse “violencia” that
predominantly targeted Maya communities in the highlandauatemala. Current
conditions in the country cannot be disassociated thentast two decades, characterized
by repression and ethnocide. The 36-year long civil wa@uatemala ended in 1996 and
was a catalyst for internal and international out-migratrom the country. According to
the Commission for Historical Clarification (CEH 199@yring the years of heightened
violence (1981-1983), more than 200,000 people were killed or disagd€tel 1999,
IOM 2002, Montejo 1987; Carmak 1988, Sanford 2003). From late 1981 to 1§B8; ei
percent of the population of the Departments of El Ri@oes this has an accent? You
used one above), Alta Verapaz, Huehuetenango, and Chinmgjtenere displaced
(CEH 1999). Fabri (2000: 70) sees migration not just as a consmrjaéa military
strategy of ethnic genocide, but arising as an intended mesahaf repression by

military leaders. The correlation between violence mngration is substantiated by the
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fact that communities with a high profile in the imakarmed conflict have the highest
numbers of migrants to the U.S. (Dardon 2005:37).

Experience with violence Violence disproportionally affected the Quiché area,
the home of Ixil-speakers. Most workers were children eaddgers during the years of
high violence, but they all have a story to tell. | dat anticipate the workers’
willingness and openness to talk about their experienthswar and violence. One of
the day laborers told me that he could not talk to hienta about what happened
because it made him very sad. To my astonishment, he deztéeshare his feeling and
memories.

Breaking the silence about one’s experience can haatusal cathartic effect.
According to Fabri (2000:63), recounting one’s story is enfof transgression or
rebellion against the code of silence. Living in circianses where silence was and is
often their only form of defense, opening up to an alretyainger as an undocumented
laborer unmasks a deeper purpose. Are they rebelling agaiodeaf silence? Is this a
new consciousness and desire to let people know what regshHrvocalization of
experiences entails healing, it also shows their lbfsao, their strength, and
determination. Vocalization of memories is also p&# process of “concientizacién” or
“awareness.” Vocalizing their experiences makes theibleis

Chumi. Chumi has been in Northern Virginia for four ye&he is the wife of a
day laborer and works mostly in housecleaning. Compared ¢o ledhwomen who tend
to be very shy, she is outgoing and likes to speak. Chynanitser suffered a lot during
the war years. His father and mother were killed byniigary in front of him when he

was around four years old, inside the house. They aled kils pregnant sister—shot her
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in the heart. Her father was killed when she waselyears old and she has grown up
with her mother and grandmother. The mother left Cramdiher sister with the
grandmother and went to work in the capital. She wodseca “doméstica” (housekeeper)
and would come to see them once a month and bring thegst Her father was killed

by the guerrilla.

A mi papa lo mataron, lo mataron la guerrilla y a un lagan un tio (My father
was killed, the guerrilla killed him, and a brother, acla).

El norte: The journey north. Migration patterns have changed in the last two
decades, past the traditional boundaries to venturing upNorig (Montejo 2004:35).
The armed conflict of the 1980s resulted in massive outatiigr of Maya people to
Mexico. Migration to the United States had already sthstowly in 1976, the year a
major earthquake killed 25,000 people and displaced thousands2002). Compared
with migration patterns to Mexico, Guatemala’s migratmthe United States is still
relatively young (Davis and Lopez-Carr 2010:218). Environmelggtadation, natural
disasters like the earthquake in 1976, hurricane Stan in 208%Jimmate change coupled
with the level of violence and persistent povertyreased the pressures of out-migration
(IOM 2002). Individual stories of workers substantiate viNallmeier (2000:150) states:
“either the most ambitious and adventurous or the most dgspe . migrate.” For the
ambitious ones, the status quo was not enough, and migna®the option to find more
opportunities. Moves to the capital or to coastahtaions, looking for ways to improve
their lives or even their education, ended in deep disapeiris. They looked outside
their country to satisfy their pursuit for a betterstemce. The slow trickle of migrants to

the United States has soared in the last two decades theedtructural and political

52



conditions of the country, but also fueled by the sawvorks of those already living
and working in the United States, and the demand for cladap in the receiving
country.

In the summer of 2010, 70 Central and South American mgaassing Mexico
on their way to the United States were brutally murdiéneMexican cartel thugs
(Archibold 2010). In May 2011, 27 people working in a cattle ramete decapitated,
allegedly by the Zetas (Beaubien 2011). The passage to e hNagthot only become an
expensive endeavor for most Central American migrangsi become a journey of life
and death. Coyotes and criminal elements in Mexico hwade a business of people’s
desperation for a better life. A few years ago, thegdeous part of the trip for many
migrants was the passage of el Rio Bravo, the US-Me)aoader. Today, the border has
come down from the Rio Bravo to the Rio Suchiate betvidexico and Guatemala
(Durand 2009). The border is not static, but rather shiftesponse to policies and
human drive. In-transit migration to the United Stase®day being stopped by Mexican
security forces, often trained by border agents in thieed States (Palma and Dardon
2008). In order to make up for the negative consequences mabpbécies had on the
subsistence of indigenous people, they had to extend thggimtions past their local
destinations (i.e. coastal plantations and capita) titynternational destinations
(Mexico, but mainly the United States). Thus while migsaare forced to travel farther
and farther to make a living, the controlling arm ofc¢heitalist world is getting closer

and closer to their native land.
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Migrants recount with pain the difficulties of theaurneys: their fear, their
hunger, the not-knowing, the waiting, the walking throughdésert without food or
water, the abuse of women, even being left behind to die.

Chumi.

Sufri demasiado. Nos asaltaron los ladrones en d@rtiesieiamos culebras,
dormiamos bajo los palos [asked for clarificationtrees] con el frio, la espinas
me espuncharon mis pies y mi agua. (I suffered too muehrdbbers assaulted
us in the desert, we would see snakes, we slept undeedsentith the cold, the
thorns pinched my feet and my water.)

Chumi had mentioned how she had to get rid of her saaddlsvalk barefoot
through the desert. She was in so much pain that tleteogave her a powder in a
liquid. She does not know what it was, but it would takeyatlva pain.

Tres dias sin comer ni beber . . . Mis compafieros faeotietirada en el desierto
a la 1 de la mafiana. Yo no podia seguir. Cuando me deppei#émafiana solo
veia monte, monte, monte. (pause). Luego vi como uri@a opge se movia lejos
lejos . . . pienso que era un coche y andé todo ebdta las 6 de la tarde y llegué
a la carretera..alli me dormi y cuando me despertétabaerecogiendo la migra
... (Three days without anything to eat or drink..,My pamons left me behind
in the desert at one in the morning. | could not contikiieen | woke up in the
morning | could only see forest, forest, forest. (pausegn | saw a little thing
that moved far away. | think it was a car and | walkedvthole day until 6 in the
evening and | made it to the street . . . there | #lep and when | woke up the
Migra (immigration) was picking me up . . .)

Mira como me quiere Dios (look how God loves me).

She said a few times that she thought she was going &ndithat God must love her to
help her come here and not let her die. She drawsgstré&om her relationship with
God. After going through hell, being left to die and picked upropigration, she tried
two more times and finally succeeded on her third try.géeseverance and resilience
show through her story. Despite her hardship, she fpetsasd—God must love her to

have helped her.
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Women were particularly vulnerable during the trip.

Las pasamos mas rapido, pero nos acostemos. (We pagdwyal) faster, but
let’s go to bed together).

Chumi said that although they were travelling in a grolg coyotes would ask for
sexual favors and promised to get them faster through imioigra

Chris. Chris told me that he had not experienced any direatnva@l from the
coyotes, although they were rough and not friendly, babloéd hear women scream
when they were waiting overnight and in the collecionses on route to the United
States.

Roberto.

Estando con ella dije: tenemos que pensar en algo ysseet® el suefio
americano. Primero fue como una aventura, pero despuésifutriste. Vimos a
gente ahogarse, como trataban a las chicas y a mi gyanpafiero nos daba
tanto coraje—eran mala gente los que nos llevaban.

(Being with her | said: we have to think of something dr@American dream

got into us. First it was like an adventure, but thevaess very sad. We saw people
drown, we saw how they treated the girls and it erdrage and a trip mate—the
people that were taking us were bad people).

For Roberto the trip started like an adventure, butletry bitter aftertaste.
When immigration officers caught the group in Texasywhe able to escape.

Me escondi por 3 dias y yo lloraba y lloraba porque h@ada que le habia
pasado a mi esposa. Las lagrimas se me caian por ltesrodi

(I hid for 3 days and | cried and cried because | did nowkhat had happened
to my wife. The tears were falling down my knees).

Roberto’s eyes started to tear up while remembering thiagashis pain and suffering
still very much present in him.

Both violence and economic need still inform decisionsiafly young and old
Guatemalan to leave their village or their country. T¢xlaplence, as brutal and
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inhumane as during the civil war, is different in natuneldhce never left the country
after the peace agreements of 1996, but has now returried weingeance to the
northern Guatemala-Mexican border. At the core of trodlpm is drug and human
trafficking. Violent deaths in 2009 reached 6,451 in compats@n5,500 yearly average
during the armed conflict (Lopez 2010:34). This new violence sgteated by drug
cartels and armed gangs, but is rooted ultimately imapility or unwillingness of
governments on the drug supply and drug demand side to tackliethem. Reacting to
the massacre in Tamaulipas where 72 migrants were slivugysmugglers, an editorial
in the New York Times (8-29-2010) contextualizes the evedtdenounces the role of
the United States:
But such things do not exist in isolation. Mexico’s drug dsudee nourished from
outside, by American cash, heavy weapons and addictemottthward pull of
immigrants is fueled by our demand for low-wage laboj).Dfug cartels,
opportunistic capitalists, have leaped into the busiaessuggling people.

lllegal immigrants, known as pollos, or chickens, are mesavays better than
cocaine bricks because they can be forced to pay ransbiveadrug mules.

Denouncing the militarization of the border, the editbaisserts:
Without a system tied to labor demand, illegality, disoete death proliferate.
Current temporary-worker programs are so cumbersome aedumnatic they are
almost unusable by employers . . . (..) We have dele¢at#alg lords the job of

managing our immigrant supply, just as they manage our suppgraotics. The
results are clear. (Editorial NYT, 2010)

Mexican government offensives against their infamous canéte last few years have
pushed criminal networks into other countries of Central dgaghitting Guatemala
especially hard. The brutal Zeta cartel controls thesit routes for drugs, migrants and
contraband, “intimidating the populace and committing gruesonwders” (Beaubien

2011). Guatemalan president Colom recently extended a ‘toqyuéeda’ (state of siege)
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in Coban, Alta Verapaz to beat the Zeta's invasion.a@ab at the crossroad of
smuggling corridors from South America to the United Sta&esording to Booth and
Miroff (2011), the community seems powerless “to confraptcious outsiders riding
through the streets in shiny SUV’s, brandishing automet@pons and looking for local
talent with fat wads of dollar bills.” For young men thgions seem clear: earn a living
the honest way and leave the area, or join the crimetavorks. Chris mentioned the
killing of somebody in the village: “la violencia hadiedo al pueblo” (violence has
arrived at the village). He did not know the background ekiling,

es cuestion politica . . . es hermano del alcalde dealoiga, tal vez para

vengarse, por asustar . . . (it is a political issués bee brother of the mayor from
another village, maybe for revenge, maybe just to scarg .

Talking about violence Chris said:
Sabemos que hay 6 cabecillas de narcotraficantes.dJmasuna casa de 3
niveles y basement de un dia a otro. Otro compra 7 castsngterias. Le
encontraron el carro con droga, pero él dijo que sed@haobado. (We know
there are 2 heads of drug traffickers. One got a holdBelegel house and a

basement overnight. Another buys 7 houses and 2 hardteaes. They found
his car with drugs, but he said that somebody had stojen it

Destination USA It is not a coincidence that the majority of Guadtam
migrants choose the United States as a destinatione ihgeneral awareness of what
the U.S. represents, fostered by transnational cowittt migrants and the exposure to
images and information in the media. Furthermore,iésethat link both countries go
back for decades. The beginning of the 20th century markezhet of U.S. influence
on Guatemala’s economy through the United Fruit CompaRZjUThis American-
owned company, now Chiquita, received favorable treatmahte 1930s and 1940s. It

controlled almost 50% of Guatemalan land and was exemtedtéxes and import

57



duties. United Fruit and business allies controlled tlepb®ne system and railroad
tracks in the country (Watanabe 2004).

When President Ubico left office, United Fruit “ownedreathan a million acres
of banana fields in Central America; it had a bigger ahbudget than any nation in the
region. (Gonzalez 2000:135). From 1950-1954, Guatemalan presidebb Jatenz
implemented liberal agrarian reform to redistributell&iom large estates into
individually owned land, a radical redistribution affegtime lands owned by the UFC.
Convinced that Arbenz threatened U.S. national secueitgiuse of his alleged
communist sympathies, Eisenhower approved the first-eNganmnnaction in Latin
America. In an effort to combat communism and prdte& economic interests, the
CIA established training camps in Honduras and Nicaraguadawposition army,
equipped the Guatemalan military with arms and planesselyropaganda campaigns
for the country, conducted psychological intimidation agadmbenz supporters, and
with US-backed troops, overthrew Arbenz in a coup (Chaooo: 356). After the coup
in 1956, the new US-friendly government protected U.S.aster Bank loans for export
crops changed land tenure even further and increased théonem agricultural labor
force. Pressure on indigenous Maya to work on coffe&mroand sugar fincas on the
Pacific coastal plains increased (Loucky and Moors 2000).

From a historical perspective, U.S. policy over timg been geared towards
helping the power and business elites in Guatemala, butrpaired the growth of the
rural and farming communities that the La Parada daydabaalled home. Gonzalez
(2000:135) states: “The tragedy of modern Guatemala owesgissoto US foreign

policy.” Big hopes and expectations that the electioretident Obama would bring the
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long awaited immigration reform have been quelled. To tidraxy, under the Obama
administration, U.S. immigration policy has activplyrsued a securitization of the
border and the repatriation of undocumented immigrant2004, the United States
repatriated 7,029 persons; in 2009 the number of U.S. rematsidab Guatemala jumped
to 25,051 (OIM n.d.).

Migration to the United States might be rooted in ambitio in desperation, but
no matter the reason for it, both require courage, m@tation, and the power of the
human spirit. Embarking on this journey is for indigesd®laya a strategy of survival
and for many Central American workers, a rite of passtige strength of their spirit
should not detract from the fact that it is a paitediljourney. Fabri (2000:65) considers
migration a form of mutilation that creates an expex@eof exclusion and absence.
Migration for the Ixil-speaking day laborers is equivalenhope, to advancement, to
opportunity. Migration is also a continuation of thgaish and the agony that is rooted
in the inability to make ends meet in their communitiese—ain, the hurt that is very
much alive in their passage to their end destination, andaitow of homesickness, loss,

marginalization and exclusion they feel after a long @ayhe corner.
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CHAPTER 3
LA PARADA: A CLOSER LOOK AT THE CORNER

The increased visibility of immigrant day labor bode®ur suburbs has fueled
an already highly charged anti-immigrant public discourseiainnmigration in this
country. Their visibility has made them the poster chitdof illegal immigration, but
more significantly this heightened visibility might obselarger issues that converge on
a few feet of American public space. By no means a newqgrhenon, day labor today is
essentially a result of labor informalization due lmbgl economic restructuring. Supply
and demand structure in today’s economy demands landscegesuction workers,
movers, and general helpers on the go. Increased imioigmtthe last decade is
feeding the day labor market with more and more newcaritawever, this traditional
entry point into the US labor market for new immiggaistbecoming a long-term way of
making a living for many (Dziembowska 2010:28).

Nativist groups and members of the community that seewlagirof life
threatened and the racial composition of their neighdudh changed have targeted
immigrant day laborers as scapegoats for all the eciorexmd social ills the country is
experiencing. Predominantly undocumented and immigrant ¢H23@8:427), day
laborers are seen as problematic, dangerous, if oéattto native-born workers (Wakin
2008; Turnovsky 2006). The presence of predominantly undocumertedn street

corners is an indicator of failed immigration policyddthe state’s failure to enforce
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even minimal regulations at the bottom of the laiarket (Purser 2009:17)." The
inability or unwillingness of the nation-state to satidfe needs of the labor market with
an adequate immigration policy has created a pool of illegaants. These migrants
provide cheap labor in an increasingly competitive busieegsonment. Undocumented
flexible day labors thus are the fitting solution to cmuent high wage cost in an era of
increased deregulation. According to Baldwin-Edwards (20@8krmments have lost
their control over capital and currency flows, and heeiged upon immigration policy as
one of the domains still in their sphere of influeriRather than dealing with economic
need and pragmatic solutions, immigration policy is nthacaed to nationalist
discourses, and homeland security concerns. lllegal tiugrand employment have
become a fundamental structural component in late diapita Baldwin-Edwards
2008:1456-1457). Needed-but-not-wanted immigration policies shotenk®n
between politics of identity and politics of econommterest (Wong 2005). Immigration
policy not only affects the economic integration of tlay laborers, it also shapes their
inclusion and exclusion from national membership.

Day labor has long existed in this country. During thedFera in Chicago,
fluctuations in production needs were covered by casuad,lab called “labor-corners”
at plant gates (Theodore 2003:1812). Dock workers in New Ytei 1800s or Irish
day laborers digging canals for the Potomac Company gindar a century earlier, show
that casual labor has been a by-product of the cappatisuction model for centuries.
What is new to the day labor scene is the increbkemal and informal sites sprouting
up in wealthier corners of the country and the predompanthigrant nature of day

laborers. Fueled by a NIMBY (not-in-my-backyard) philosophd a rising anti-
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immigrant sentiment, day laborers are the object abwgrhetoric in a heated national
and local immigration debate.

Day laborers nowadays are predominantly young unautlloltegno men. They
are a continual presence on street corners, in pardsgnl front of home improvement
stores like Home Depot or Lowe’s, or convenience starels a&s 7/11. On a regular
commute to Washington, D.C. from the suburbs of Fairfaxr@y, | encounter three
informal corners: in front of a 7/11, a Home Depot and mesidential area. The sites are
small and at 9 AM only 10-20 men are waiting for work. Deyor is by definition
temporary, precarious labor. For the majority of dapials, waiting for a job on the
corner is the only source of income, and for manyntiarrived immigrants, the corner
is often their first contact with the US labor mérKehe focus of this dissertation is the
lived experiences of day laborers. Thus at the centi#iinquiry is the space where
they make their livelihood, the corner where they iméde. What is the significance of
this corner? Why do they assemble where they do? Whad=eto this corner? Is the
corner space organized and if so, how? Is behavior reglsitbédt does this corner
mean for the workers?

The corner is much more than just a physical spacs.piditical, social, and
economic space encloses emotions of hope and faileeblodies contradictions:
exclusion and inclusion, global and local, capital atmbt, humanity and violence,
tolerance and intolerance. It is space for human enewmiran intersection between local
community and immigrants, legal and undocumented individaats also a space where
global forces and human agency convene. The coraésasa mirror of society, abuser

and bread-giver side by side interacting with the dagrkis. The corner displays
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attributes of raw capitalism, poverty and inequality, @aclsight of the observer.
Moreover, outside observers are witness to the exegistrength of human willingness

and human agency.

The Corner

La Parada is in many ways a regular day labor corners liuimany ways also
exceptional. Located in Northern Virginia, it is orfentany hiring sites that have
emerged in the suburbs of the capital, Washington, D.@dent years immigrants have
increasingly chosen suburbs as their first entranag.pGhanges in suburban areas
reflect major changes in post-industrial U.S. citiesemgformer bedroom communities
have emerged as growth places for employment, and haaeted the relatively new
phenomenon of direct immigration to the suburbs (Bie2@#3:172). The country as a
whole has experienced a steep increase in the Hispapidation, a 43% rise in the last
decade according to the 2010 Census (U S Census 2010). Daydabdhe United
States are predominantly young undocumented Latino Wedar{zuela 2003). An
estimated 11.2 million people are living without author@ain the U.S., 8 million of
whom are active in the workforce (Passel et al. 20110&9pite the visibility of Latino
immigrants in the commonwealth of Virginia, actual mars of undocumented
immigrants have declined from 2007 to 2010—210,000 unauthorized immigrants
Virginia in 2010, down from 325,000 in 2007. (Passel et al. 2011:2%sdRedor the
decline cannot be pinpointed with exactitude. The chamglesels of immigration
enforcement and the downturn in the economy could possipliain the lower numbers.

Virginia’s unauthorized immigrant population is well beltdve national average of
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5.2%: in Virginia 3.9% of the workforce is unauthorized, comagado 9.7% in California,
9% in Texas, and 8.6 % in New Jersey. (Passel et al. 2011:21)

It is not uncommon in Northern Virginia to see mengr@gating in search of
work in front of Home Depots, 7/11 or other major thoroaged. Valenzuela (2003)
distinguishes formal and informal day labor hiring sitdse Tetropolitan DC area has a
few formal sites run by non-profit organizations like CA8&Maryland, an immigrant
advocacy organization that manages five centers in éterarea (CASA n.d.). The
closing of the Herndon Official Worker (HOW) Center2@07, a Center supported with
Fairfax County public tax money, came after a long struigglid a solution to the

growing day labor community in Herndon.

Formal Day Labor Centers

Formal day labor centers like the HOW are seen by raarpractical solutions
for the communities involved, and a comprehensive solditiothe day labor
community.“The aim of worker centers is to formalibe informal; in other words, to
better integrate day laborers into the mainstream ewg@md to bring this employment
arrangement under the logics and conventions governing nesinsgmployment
relations (Theodore et al. 2007:263).” Formal centers arergly connected with non-
profit organizations and include immigrants and non-immigravaspen and the
homeless. The main objective of worker centers isdiditite the connection of worker
and employer, and provide meaningful activities during waitimes (Wakin 2008:
426). Worker centers provide valuable services such as BS&ed, health check-ups,

and restroom facilities. As a volunteer at the HOWit€ein Herndon, | observed many
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community members sharing food, clothing and ESL classasrailer that housed the
main office for the center. Social service repredema from the county stopped by,
nurses came to check blood pressure and even to providearglthV tests. Centers
thus have also become the contact point for soeralce providers (Theodore et al.
2007: 263).

A representative from the Mexican Embassy came to siffpport services to the
workers and pass on information about the “Cédula Consalaidentification card the
local consulate started to issue for their nationalsnkany of the undocumented,
holding the cédula consular was significant. The laghagiers meant not being able to
open a bank account, get a phone, etc. Even the idatioficcard that workers were
receiving as steady members of the HOW was a soughtdaiteiment for many day
laborers. This card gave the worker some type ofifegdty. Regular visits from a
Herndon police officer gave workers a sense of legalky protection. The officer came
in his official capacity to check in with management #elworkers about potential
problems and ensuring that all was running smoothly. This wésugarly significant in
the context of protesting Minutemen outside the offidtal area. The Center thus also
provided a safe and quiet place for workers. A local BoySitom the community
decided to improve the bike rack area and give the little gaacka a face-lift. For
Valenzuela, the foremost expert on day labor centaysex centers play a role in
resolving neighborhood conflicts and play a crucial rolmi@smediaries. In Herndon,
workers participated in clean-up efforts on Herndon Dag,slnowed their willingness to

be part of community life in and outside the limitdlué center. Worker centers
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essentially help coordinate and oversee the hiring progesstor employers, increase
transparency and curb exploitation. (Purser 2009; Valen20612).

Formal day labor centers, such as the HOW, also proamatset the framework
for worker leadership and decision making (Wakin 2008: 426).eAHOW, workers
participated in patrolling the hiring site, and facilitatingffic flow. They also were
actively engaged in writing the behavior rules for thdweseand making management
decisions at the center. According to Purser (2009:123erseitromote a sense of
collective empowerment” by encouraging workers to takedeship positions. One of
the value-added benefits was the shelter of a big temvthat protect workers from the
heat in summer and the cold in winter. Benches wenepsso workers could sit, rather
than stand for hours. Workers played chess, chatted, dodiele, listened to speeches or
listened to a talented Mexican worker sing typical rarehé@raditional Mexican music).
Another advantage of the Center was the presence Ghhaparrita. This little food truck
would come on a daily basis, serve hot coffee and fasiafor a very reasonable price.

Centers play an important role in safeguarding basi&evaights and reducing
workers’ rights violations, like the right to be paid aadg treated respectfully (Heyek
2008:449). Centers are instrumental in reducing violations agaamker rights. The
HOW, for example, established a minimum of $10 per haugémeral jobs and $15 for
specialized jobs. This rule safeguarded a minimum wagéd! ilveavorkers, and no one
was allowed to underbid this amount. Workers voted for ttabkstiment of a four-hour
minimum per job, to avoid being hauled off for half auhand losing the opportunity to
make a full day’s wage. Workers also insisted on beimym@sed for long commutes to

and from the work place to the center. Monitoring emypgile by having them sign an
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agreement and recording their license plates ensured ieme®in most cases. Bilingual
coordinators like me translated employers’ requests, acdeskinator found suitable
workers for the job based on a lottery system, andduikl coordinators explained the
requirements and conditions of the job to the worker gave both parties the chance to
clarify any questions before leaving. Compared to many iot&itor unintentional
misunderstandings on the informal corner between graplnd employee, this process
allowed little room for misinterpretations.

Formal centers thus create a safe environment for werkelp them use their
waiting time in a more productive manner, ease the physigedring and provide
opportunities for workers to develop. Local formal centan by themselves, however,
not stand up to the global, national, and local forbasmake day labor a necessity for

the poor immigrants (Theodore et al. 2007:263).

Informal Day Labor Sites

Informal day labor sites are probably more common fbemal centers and
provide—in contrast to the formal sites—no protectiorviorkers. Valenzuela
(2003:307) defines an informal site as a place where menegatgrin a highly visible
part of the urban landscape. Most day laborers in irdbsites are foreign-born, recently
arrived, unauthorized, with low levels of education and poomeand of English. As a
result they are highly vulnerable and exploited. (Valete@2003:307).

It is not difficult to understand why local policy resposhis@d migrant civil
society advocate the establishment of formal day laboters (Esbenshade 2000; Fine

2006). The potential and real abuse of day labor workers tharmmmpletely eliminated
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in the formal sites, but it can be limited. On infot@ing sites, each worker competes
with other co-workers for his daily livelihood. Cars of trators that approach the sites
are almost immediately surrounded by multiple worketgnef-and depending on the
general availability of jobs—underbidding their own cadleas. Suffice it to say that

creating an environment of solidarity is difficult in sleecircumstances.

La Parada: More than a Space

La Parada is an informal hiring site. In very close prayito a major east-west
highway to the capital and a main corridor connectingstat in a north-south axis, it is
a very convenient pick-up place for contractors. Intleas five minutes contractors are
en route in a major through-fare, saving time and molhéynot accidental that most
workers live very close to the La Parada. Lack ofdpantation makes the closeness to
the corner—workers walk to the waiting space—crucial toiobtark and make a
livelihood.

Nor is it by chance that this site is located witlie boundaries of Fairfax
County, one of most affluent in the country with arrage family income of $122,651
in 2009 (Fairfax County Government 2011). Compared to thdabeigg jurisdictions
of Prince William County and Loudon County, Fairfax Coumag a fairly neutral
political stance towards immigration, often supporting igmants. Unlike Prince
William County, Fairfax County has not requested feldmuthorization under program
2879 to pursue federal immigration law on the local levaikf& County does, however,
participate in the Safe Communities Program, which inwérearing data on arrested

persons with the FBI/ICE databank.
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According to the United States Immigration and Custom i€efoent (ICE),
2879 allows state and local law enforcement to entempiatocipation with ICE (U.S.
Immigration and Customs Enforcement n.d.). It delegatd®atyt and expands
enforcing civil immigration violations from the federalthe local government. Matt
Coleman (2007b) calls this expansion into local and stat&s a “newly materializing
spaces of immigration politics,” (Coleman 2007b: 56), mo#iag border areas to
within the United States and increasingly controllinggle@nd reaching deeper into
people’s lives. The 287g program reinforces prior movestgfies to associate the
undocumented with a threat to the country’'s securitie. d#€scribes the need for the 287g
as follows:
Terrorism and criminal activity are most effectivelyndmated through a multi-
agency/multi-authority approach that encompasses fedéatd, and local
resources, skills and expertise. State and local lawanfeent play a critical role
in protecting our homeland because they are often gteéisponders on the
scene when there is an incident or attack against nitedJStates. During the
course of daily duties, they will often encounter fonelrn criminals and

immigration violators who pose a threat to nationalséy or public safety. (ICE
http://www.ice.gov/news/library/factsheets/287g.htm, aaxkdsApril 2011)

Placing ICE under the newly-created DHS (Department ohéland Security)
clearly underlined this concept. The expansion of imatign law enforcement to local
areas is a continuum of this philosophy. In the nammatbnal security, undocumented
immigrants are portrayed as threats to our security,ti@guim concrete material
consequences for these individuals. Fairfax County f#areement has not to this day
pursued a 287g authorization. During a recent community nge&upervisor Michael
Frey of Sully District stated that Fairfax Countynist interested in pursuing the 2879

program and enforcing federal immigration law. Accordmdrtey, Fairfax County
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police has enough work chasing criminals. (Supervisor Megting at Centreville
Library on March 22, 2011).

Set-back from the main artery crossing this suburb, ttorfgrty workers
assemble every morning at a corner in Northern VirgiMah the exception of two or
three workers, most men are indigenous Maya from Gudésefior many men, standing
on the corner is their only access to work and tlodé source of income (Heyek
2008:427). Some have been here for two years, and the majowbrkers have been in
Virginia for four to six years. When one observes @dopfters in this community, women
are out of sight, almost in hiding, and are compleadlsent from the corner. Most
indigenous migrants are men; however, a growing humbeowofem are starting to
migrate or join family members (Yescas 2010). The dangtrectrip and the expense
associated with it have discouraged family trips or kap@unification. Despite this fact,
some Maya women have made it to Virginia, but nevéheacorner. Women find work
through social networks, and often are employed on @aals by Latino-owned
cleaning services in the area. Women are also absentnfiany community-based
migrant events: ESL classes, day labor meeting-lmited events. Their invisibility in
the community is striking when compared with the vigijpf the men. Women have
cooked traditional Mayan meals on special occasioné&community, but are
otherwise shy and very private. When | visited some fagwligh a Mayan friend, they
came across as withdrawn, distancing themselves, @mdlyery reserved. Even with
my daughter in tow, women were not engaged. What aelifée from visiting friends in
Peruvian or Mexican households in the area, where wamgeautgoing, sociable and

gregarious, hug and kiss us, especially when | arrive wgtkhitdren. My inquiry into
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the experiences of day laborers in this corner wilitlthis work to examining only male
migrants. A study of indigenous migrant women and theadliexperiences in the
Virginia suburbs would give us an insight into differengiahdered experiences. This,

however. goes beyond the scope of this dissertation.

Social Capital

Bourdieu’s (1986) theory of social capital and Masseyta/oek theory can
explain the accumulation of Ixil speakers in the Paredghborhood. The concept of
social capital looks at the value of social relatiops, and Bourdieu expands it to
include social, capital, and symbolic resources (DomingndafMatkins 2003:113).
Social capital is here understood as the value of psaplationships in their
destination, but also those relationships with membetiseadiome community (Gabarrot
and Clarke 2010:190). Structural links emerge to connect homgestidation
community. Access to resources such as information @iogers, job opportunities,
healthcare, etc., are critical at the corner. Wadr and Lichter (2003:10) explain how
social networks and the social support for moving, andrtke bf expatriates with the
home society, lower the costs and risks of movemdigirants share information with
their home community about the current state of ta@ay, discouraging or
encouraging people to come depending on the local econdraye heard many day
laborers say that they discouraged friends or famédynivers from coming, because the
economy was so bad. Often friends and family members lbelieve them and attempt
the trip anyway. The current downturn in undocumented gration is partly due to

increased surveillance at the border, but information abeuack of jobs is also heard
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in their home communities. Pat Zavella argues thatatso demographics—the aging
and decrease of the most active cohort of young mere @rthe country of destination,
similar network hiring by veteran migrant connections prosl@mono-ethnic workforce
(Waldinger and Lichter 2003). Then, again, although networkbtmigvide certain
starting capital for most migrants, they are embeddéeke social and economic reality
of the newcomers and are often not as unified and stitas they seem. Menjivar
(2000:17) argues that contextual forces at the place of recegpt critical to informal
migrant networks, and with Mahler (1995b) takes a critmalk lat ethnic solidarity and
social networks. Networks are not monolithic and individeaponses are influenced by
broader structural forces (Menjivar 2000: 36).

Network theory is useful when it comes to explairtimg concentration of Ixil-
speakers in one space. Transnational migrant networkes igsifiarmation and link origin
and destination communities. New immigrants thus choedain destinations based on
prior settlement. (Massey, Alarcon, Durand and GonZE3®0; Menijivar 2000). Often
newcomers have a place to stay when they arrive anel @stablished migrants ease
their transition by showing them how to survive in a reMure and labor market.
Destination and origin communities are linked through traimsnmal networks. When |
asked Henry why only Ixil-speakers would assemble on thecmith the exception of
one Mexican and one Salvadoran), | was told that Mexicakers tend to assemble at a
local 7/11 and would stay close to where they live. Hel@y muy caro vivir cerca de La
Parada.” (it is too expensive to live close to the cormegked him why the Ixil-

community assembled here despite the expensive housitsy cos
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Prince William tiene malas leyes para inmigrantes y \deinde viven los

mexicanos es barato ahora, porque mucha gente se maosuiras preferimos

vivir aqui hasta que alguien se queje y empiecen a sac@iPniose William has
bad laws for immigrants and it is cheap now to live whbe Mexicans live,
because a lot of people have left. We prefer to live hietésomebody complains
and starts pushing us out).

Henry is obviously aware of the liminal space they ogcapd the instability and
temporality of the space. | had not expected, howevat wtbrkers were so aware of
their surroundings and although he could not tell me dnéeait of the law, he knew it
was bad for migrants. In 2007, the Prince William Boar8ubervisors passed a
controversial Rule of Law Resolution, policies taigg unauthorized immigrants
(Singer, DeRenzis and Wilson 2009). The County had atpeested and obtained the
2879 authorization that ordered police to check residentyssiar lawbreakers. In a
clearly anti-immigrant, anti-Hispanic atmosphere, mhatino immigrants left the
county. Anecdotal information reported many Latino studieatgng Prince William
County (PWC) and showing up in Fairfax County schooldedd the PWC Policy
Report (2010) reports declining numbers in ESOL (EnglisiSfurakers of Other
Languages) enrolment:

In the 8 years before fall 2008, ESOL enrolliments iné¢&riWilliam County had

been steadily rising by an average of 1,450 students aayealnost twelve-fold

increase. In fall 2008, the number of ESOL students dropp2d byPWC Police

2010: 73)

While at the same time ESOL enrolments in Fairfaxr@p were increasing:

In contrast, the Hispanic percentage of pupils in Baitfaunty, which had

experienced several years of declining Hispanic percentagesschools,

suddenly saw an increase after 2007-2008, when the PWC pobcy wa
implemented (PWC Police 2010:73).
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The decline of Hispanic immigrants, leaving the county aadirg rental
properties unoccupied weakened the already fragile housinkem This situation and
the severe downturn in the economy that left many jskdesl unable to pay their
mortgages, contributed to high numbers of foreclosures(Pdlice 2010:79). Henry
was probably right: housing had become cheaper in PWGt laulhigh price for Hispanic
immigrants. For the Ixil-speakers, an environment whexg tdo not feel persecuted
seems to outweigh the lower costs of housing acrassgdines.

Chento (Jacinto) only moved close to the corner aagar He was living in the
same townhouse as his boss farther away from thecdoat when he had to sell his
house in a “short sale,” they all had to move ouhirniten days. He now lives with a few
other migrants closer to the corner. His contacts otitler Ixil-speakers helped him find
a place almost immediately, in what otherwise coulthzeen a tricky situation. His
undocumented status and his lack of a bank account madwy i¥ficult to sign a lease.
The corner was Luis’ first encounter with the Ughdr market. His friend, who comes
from the same Guatemalan indigenous village, showed l@plte, and he stayed with

him when he first arrived.

La Parada: Physical Description

On one side, the corner faces a long strip mall witly alppermarket and its
adjacent parking lot. On another side, workers faceyiewmstructed townhomes and a
public building. In the last two years, workers have bespeaised into the four corners
of this intersection and have been forced to spread omt\wyfencing that was installed

by the shopping mall management. Fairfax County Poliseatgeneral policy of only
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intervening at the corner if public safety is at risk. dxwcling to Fairfax County police
officers (Meeting in Baptist Church 2010), officers witlkeet if contractors picking up
workers hinder traffic from flowing, but are otherwisayseen patrolling the area. Thus
workers do not cramp a particular area, and are alnmest lip facing the street. This
allows contractors to keep moving, avoiding a ticket, b also brought about a
probably inadvertent but distressing consequence: workeliaedeup like meat in a
meat counter, while contractors drive by the cornbetking out the best product.” The
desire and need to work is stronger than the prospéctafiation in such a setting.
Workers know why they are here and almost nothing willitigrair determination and
sense of purpose.

At the HOW center, a formal hiring site, workers wessigned work based on a
lottery system. Workers would assemble in the earlgning hours and wait as a group
under a big tent. “La Parada” had quite a different feekkafs position themselves
every morning in an elongated way alongside the maietsared across the intersection.
Men are aware that standing in big groups will only hinteir tchances of getting work,
but also they understand that they will draw more &itterto the rest of the community
members if the area is crowded. In an effort to keeplélydaborers away from their
stores and the parking lot, the strip owner set up g falack iron fence around the
property on one side, to avoid day labors sitting qyshg into the grass and tree area
that separates the walkway from the parking lot andttres The purpose of this fence
has symbolic and material consequences for the waitpn¢pfarers. On a daily basis

this fence shouts into their faces: “we don’t want filete and we want you out.”
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How little the strip mall owner that paid for the canstion of this fence

understood about these men is emblematic of theuiderstanding and information the
community has about the day laborers. The fenceawdlis definitely keeping the day
laborers six feet further out from the parking lot aloder to the street. However, if the
idea was to get rid of them, this was a failed projeetftbe beginning. All the workers
live close to the corner where they assemble, and laveahability to move to a
different area. Workers are now pushed closer to thetst basically spending their
waiting time in the frontline. Gone is the possibititymake waiting time a little more
bearable, to be able to sit on the grass and abovesalimmer under the hot sun, be able
to find some refuge under the shade of the few treesh&@rside of the intersection,
workers only have five feet of cement to stand on,rangossibility of sitting as this
would block other pedestrians from passing. The shopping ma#ralso hired a part-
time, then a full-time security guard, whose job wagush out the workers from the
parking lot onto the walkway. One of the store owneas wery unhappy with the
securitization of the mall. Besides charging him montlgtributions to pay the guard,
it gave clients the perception of being in an unsafe, arparception the mall and
business owners were not interested in presentingestiegly enough, | never observed
many pedestrians in that area. Most of the pedestridks\gavith shopping bags seem
to be immigrant men and women walking with groceries frloenlocal supermarket
chain. Obviously, immigrants are clients and consumewgedssomething overlooked
by those store owners who want them as far away ssljp@ when they are waiting for a
job, but are happy to take their money as customeherOAmericans” don’'t seem to

walk any more. They drive up to the front of the storéwheir cars. Mitchell Duneier
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(2001) also makes this observation in his ethnography Sidemablit: errands in the U.S.
are made by car, but on his sidewalk where he observasvibible structure that
vendors, scavengers, have created, people do mostexfamels walking. In a way the
sidewalks in suburbia have become spaces for the mhzgoha-day laborers, homeless,
immigrants, people who cannot afford a car and walk frnark to the next bus station.
Some areas in suburban residential Northern Virgininad@ven have sidewalks. People
have to walk on the street to get from one place tchanat some residential areas.

Public transportation is almost non-existent in sonddhaiclass to upper-
middle-class areas. The lack of sidewalks and public bosestain areas makes one
wonder if it is assumed that wealthy residents of tlaweas must by the nature of their
social and economic standing have a car. In thes@b@igoods, the exclusion of people
who do not own a car and depend on public transportatioggeted by city planners
and contributes to the spatial segregation of rich and pdiar all, life in the suburbs
means leaving the city and everything the city entails—chemse, traffic,
homelessness, the violent face of poverty. We fleecitly to the suburbs to find
sanitized, healthy, peaceful surroundings, gang-free pulblamots A home in the
suburbs is an escape into a clean, peaceful, individusibegie. We park our car in our
driveway, not to be bothered by neighbors unless we laathéointeraction. We do not
mind the occasional African-American, Arab or Hispdrmenebuyer in the residential
area because everybody assumes that in order taefbenith us,” this person must be at
least economically and professionally speaking one of us.

Although the city has traditionally been the first stepimmigrants, the suburbs

have replaced the city. Many newcomers have movedheteuburbs of Northern
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Virginia, drawn by other immigrants or by the demand farstauction workers,
landscapers, cleaners, babysitters, etc. This haslfaelativist, anti-immigrant response
by some members of the community and is being exploitestime political groups.

Socio-economic differences divide communities andnatese socio-economic
differences reflect the racial / ethnic compositionhef community. While Clifton is rich,
mainly white middle-class, neighboring Manassas and MasaRark are poorer and
have a high percentage of Latinos. In recent efforthéyairfax County School System
to draw new boundaries for the public schools, some afieighbors were incensed
about the fact that “kids from that xx neighborhoodrontthe townhouse areas” were
going to attend our school (mainly attended by familieadivin single-family homes).
Are these children different just because they live smaller house? Does this affect
their character, their right to be educated? If disgration in the community is based on
socio-economic factors (“we don’t want the poor kideur schools”), one can only
imagine what people think about day laborers on our strdeigde not speak our
language, who are adult men and as such much more thnegtiesun “poor kids.” Tim
Hugo, a local politician, skillfully exploits the feaf the unknown, the discrimination of
those who do not have what we have. He seems to makiegl@ains by constructing
day laborers as criminals and as a threat.

In recent months, my office has received numerous & @ad phone class

regarding safety concerns . . . In this year’s sesditimedGeneral Assembly, |

introduce House Bill 2473, which aims to address these sadeterns. . . . With

the passage of HB 2473, law enforcement will be able talprohe—sometimes

20-30—people who habitually loiter . . . (Tim Hugo—Letter tastduents
March 13, 2009).
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During a recent community meeting, Supervisor Frey, Lieutemrace and
Officer Brett (Fairfax County Public Library on March 2%)11) were asked about
criminal activity in the surroundings of the corner. augting to Frey, only two incidents
had been reported in the last few years (assaultwonan in a house by a man she
knew, and a man exposing himself to a few girls in the plibliary). Criminal activity
is lower in this area than in other parts of Fai@ounty (Hobbs 2011) and criminal
activity has gone down in all categories but two: vehicéak-ins and prostitution. He
clarified that he did not refer to open street progbitytbut prostitution linked to sites
such as Facebook, and Craigslist, meeting clientstelrand local area motels. Why
then are local politicians making the connection betvaegnlaborers and crime? This
perception is not based on facts, but on discriminatongepts of criminalizing the
other, the foreigner. Crotty and Bosco (2008: 226):

Race and class are so closely tied to one anothes Id$A that much of the way

that Americans identify a place as safe, dangeroesdily or hostile is based on

personal associations with elements of the landsitegpéndicate the racial

composition of the area. It is through this racializedeustanding of landscapes

that day laborers are often found to be “out of plgdCzeswell 1996) and
therefore problematic (Crotty and Bosco 2008:226)

Socialization on the street is the cultural norrmiany Hispanic countries. People
sit in front of their house on little benches, megbublic plazas, or just go for walks in
the street. It is an acceptable practice of socialithagis frowned upon in many
segments of American society. People socialize mtehan organized groups, or meet
within buildings and/or in a structured way. As evidenced fiew Spanish-speaking
countries, young people and men meet unstructured on camémt of bars, in central

places like plazas and discuss daily events, newsisg)achatting. My impression as an
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immigrant in this country is that public unstructured megtiare not normal in Virginia
suburban communities—people meet in Starbucks, in lilsranea bar or restaurant or at
sports events. People make appointments to meet. Duriyganly stays in Spain or my
eight-month period in Costa Rica, | see men and younglg@going out on the street to
talk to whoever is there. “Wamos a salir” (we arengodut) with no destination or time
frame in mind. Maybe life is too busy in the suburbs teetthis type of lifestyle—but
socialization in open spaces seems to be abnormaluk®\sky (2006) describes, the
stigmatization of informal work and the socializatiarpublic spaces identify spaces like
La Parada as the site of troublemaking and loitering osttket.

Fairfax County is a diverse place: 140 different languages?00 (are there this
many??? | thought there were only 195 countries in th&iya@ountries are represented
in Fairfax County Public Schools. (Dale 2010). To theidatsye, Northern Virginia
seems like a well-integrated place. Socio-economferéifices divide communities and
often those socio-economic differences reflect dugat / ethnic composition of the
community. While Clifton is rich, mainly white middldass, neighboring Manassas and
Manassas Park are poorer and have a high percentage ofLatimecent efforts by the
Fairfax County School System to draw new boundarieth®public schools, some of
my neighbors were incensed about the fact that “kids et xx neighborhood or from
the townhouse areas” were going to attend our school (metteigded by families living
in single-family homes). Are these children differgrst because they live in a smaller
house? Does this affect their character, their tighte educated? If discrimination in the
community is based on socio-economic factors (“we deaitt the poor kids in our

schools”), one can only imagine what people think aboutatayrers on our streets who
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do not speak our language, who are adult men and as such mugcthreatening than
“poor kids.” Tim Hugo, a local politician, skillfully eoits the fear of the unknown, the
discrimination of those who do not have what we héleeseems to make political gains
by constructing day laborers as criminals and as a threat

In recent months, my office has received numerous & @ad phone class
regarding safety concerns . . . In this year’s sesditimedGeneral Assembly, |
introduce House Bill 2473, which aims to address these sadeterns. . . . With
the passage of HB 2473, law enforcement will be able talprohe—sometimes

20-30—people who habitually loiter . . . (Tim Hugo—Letter tastduents
March 13, 2009).

During a recent community meeting, Supervisor Frey, Lieutefrace and
Officer Brett (Fairfax County Public Library on March 2&)11) were asked about
criminal activity in the surroundings of the corner. augting to Frey, only two incidents
had been reported in the last few years (assaultwoman in a house by a man she
knew, and a man exposing himself to a few girls in the plibliary). Criminal activity
is lower in this area than in other parts of Fai@ounty (Hobbs 2011) and criminal
activity has gone down in all categories but two: vehicéak-ins and prostitution. He
clarified that he did not refer to open street progbitytbut prostitution linked to sites
such as Facebook, and Craigslist, meeting clientstelsrand local area motels. Why
then are local politicians making the connection betvaegnlaborers and crime? This
perception is not based on facts, but on discriminatongepts of criminalizing the
other, the foreigner. Crotty and Bosco (2008: 226):

Race and class are so closely tied to one anothes Id$A that much of the way

that Americans identify a place as safe, dangeroesdily or hostile is based on

personal associations with elements of the landsitegpéndicate the racial
composition of the area. It is through this racializedeustanding of landscapes

that day laborers are often found to be “out of plgCeswell 1996) and
therefore problematic (Crotty and Bosco 2008:226).
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Socialization on the street is the cultural norrmiany Hispanic countries. People
sit in front of their house on little benches, magbublic plazas, or just go for walks in
the street. It is an acceptable practice of socialithat)is frowned upon in many
segments of American society. People socialize mtehan organized groups, or meet
within buildings and/or in a structured way. As evidenced fieww Spanish-speaking
countries, young people and men meet unstructured on camémnt of bars, in central
places like plazas and discuss daily events, newsisg)achatting. My impression as an
immigrant in this country is that public unstructured megtiare not normal in Virginia
suburban communities—people meet in Starbucks, in lilsranea bar or restaurant or at
sports events. People make appointments to meet. Duriyganly stays in Spain or my
eight-month period in Costa Rica, | see men and younglg@going out on the street to
talk to whoever is there. “Wamos a salir” (we arengodut) with no destination or time
frame in mind. Maybe life is too busy in the suburbs teetthis type of lifestyle—but
socialization in open spaces seems to be abnormaluk®\sky (2006) describes, the
stigmatization of informal work and the socializatiarpublic spaces identify spaces like
La Parada as the site of troublemaking and loitering osttket.

Smaller groups also seem to be less threatening to thewoity. Workers are
aware of this and the long-line distribution of humadies along the street is clearly a
strategy of self-preservation. Lining up on along the sidlevedher than bunching up
eases the process of choosing and picking for the eemplaynployers can drive down
the street and literally pick their “body.” Most workdive very close to La Parada and
without transportation, the closeness of the corner+kers walk to the corner—is

crucial to obtain work and make a livelihood.
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In contrast to day labor gatherings in front of 7/11 omddepot, competitive
tensions on the street are not as palpable. Workers damtd contractor vans, do not
scream or draw attention to themselves. Workers tmyaimize their chances of
obtaining work by appearing the cleanest, the strongeshanddst assertive. Crotty and
Bosco (2008:232) state that “inherent in these spot judgmentsaah employer’s racial
stereotype,” racial assumptions regarding citizenship, drugealhonesty and work
attitude, which can lead to discriminatory hiring practi¢€sotty and Bosco 2008).

Workers assemble every day of the week on the coritleough there always
seem to be fewer workers on Sunday. Some workers déideoRare very religious and
attend services on Sunday. Other workers have told méhthacan attend ESL classes
on Sunday as there is not much work. At the HOW in Hennhweekends were by and
large the busiest days of the week. This might also saweething to do with the
different type of employer at each site. While imktlon many homeowners picked up
workers on the weekends, at La Parada there are motr@ctors who have a Monday

through Friday business schedule.

La Parada Interpreted

At first glance, La Parada is simply a meeting pointforkers. A deeper look
brings the symbolic meaning of this corner to the surfébe space talks about
inequality, poverty, and marginalization. It is also acepaf symbolic violence for the
marginalized and vulnerable day labor population. (Nevins 20083€Sis political. La
Parada is not the dream driveway in front of a twogeaiage five- bedroom single

family house. La Parada literally takes a turn; it @eer and does not belong in the
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imaginary of suburbia. It is a space where raw capitafieveals itself and the
consequences of neoliberal policies are tangible. Subedramunities are grappling
with the increased settlement of immigrants in theidod The reactions range from
rejection and hate-mongering exemplified by local Minutecieapters to the creation of
sanctuary cities. Cities like Herndon that experieracébt and numerous influx of
immigrants were divided in their reactions: from auwiiitation and trespassing
ordinances to open support of a day labor center. Imnograind the changing face of
the town divided the community.

Meanwhile, what is not evident is that demand and nealilpelicies have
“created” the day laborer. While anti-immigrant groups lgallegal immigration for the
increase in day labor sites, demand is employer-dri@epger 2005; Heyek 2008). In
“Contesting Neoliberalism,” Theodore (2007) sees unauthbrizgration as
symptomatic of neoliberalizing political and economic psses. Neoliberal policies
create inequalities that encourage labor migration (B&®@@5). Neoliberalism argues
for open trade borders, and while capital barriers arggldismantled, migrants are
encountering the build-up and militarization of bordeeg tibstruct the flow of labor and
people. While states have lost their grip on capitalndition-state has seized its control
over borders. Immigration policy, however, is tied tdaral security concerns, rather
than a pragmatic approach to the economic needs cbthery (Baldwin-Edwards
2008:1456-1457). This acute mismatch between demand for cheapridiibealosing
of borders is a contradiction that enables the existehtunauthorized” human beings.
The condition of illegality more than ever marks thigramt, as a neoliberal subject.

(Varsanyi 2009; Massey et al.2003, Coleman 2007a). Varsanyisagsegower of the
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state: “Immigration policy, the power of the state xolede, admit and expel, is
productively deployed not only as a tool of statecraftdsua tool for neoliberal capital
accumulation via the construction of neoliberal subjé¢arsanyi 2009:883).

A closer look at the corner requires a discussion pitalgsm, class struggle, and
labor markets. Neoliberal policies and the resultirggroeturing of the economy have
increased the demand for part-time, low-skilled, flexialeor. Businesses facing
heightened price competition seek low-wage, contingdatr lNess 2005). This
flexibilization in the low-skilled labor market is ti¢d conditions of low pay and
precarious employment. “These are labor markets teadefmed and shaped by
(formalized) precariousness, maintained by segmentatidic@nstructed in the image of
commodity markets, where workers are seen as relistialele and organized source of
underemployed worker (Theodore 2003:1824).” The need to ctioosh increasingly
competitive business environment has led to a preferdnoomal or casual labor. The
casualization of work allows employers to cut costs laave workers “on call.” (Massey
et al. 2003). Within this context, the reemergence of dayréas on street corners is tied
to the increasing informalization of labor marketshie United States. The need for
employment and the limited ability of challenging work dibions make unauthorized
immigrants who enter the U.S. labor market ideal anatechcandidates (something’s
missing here?) (Theodore et al. 2007:270). “In the beginningeaZ1st century, the
phenomenon of illegal immigration can be reasonablgrdesd as structurally
embedded” (Baldwin-Edwards 2008:1457). Informal hiring sites in fobhtome Depot
or Lowe’s are a result of the growing demand for cgyamnt workers in landscaping and

construction (Valenzuela 2002).
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lllegality

The condition of illegality is a fundamental elemeifé¢eting the day laborer.
Without the condition of illegality, some cornergie county would probably not exist.
Businesses searching for flexible, docile, and availabl&evsihave found the ideal
solution for their problems in the illegal day laboftdnable or limited in their ability to
fight working conditions, today’s immigrant is seen bg tontractor as a replaceable
commodity. Day labor corners emerge as commoditketay where bodies of workers
are disposable and substitutable (Theodore 2003; Juffer 2009at Yt&t, same time as
day labor tells a story of exploitation, it also emies the struggle and agency of
workers. (Poivitin 2005:11). Humiliation and dignity stand sidesidg in the fast lanes
that display labor lining up commensurate to our “to goy whlife.

Legal status determines fundamentally the membershipiafraigrant in U.S.
society. As Hirsch notes (Menjivar 2006:1003), “it can be s&tldocumented and
undocumented immigrants have such different experighe¢shey can be regarded as
two different social classes.” Legal status goes beymidsion in the labor market, it
has material and emotional consequences: “in conjunetith race, legal status becomes
particularly important to consider as an indicator of qatlie delineators . . . (Newton
2008:31).” lllegality shapes the immigrants’ identity, hoetinelate to others, and their
relations with their new community and their homelévienjivar 2006:1000).
Undocumented status affects all spheres of life, in@ges and working conditions
(Massey 2001, Massey et al. 2003), to access to healthese(Menjivar 2006; Willen

2007b), and leads to greater discrimination (Heyman 1998).



87

lllegality guarantees a steady supply of cheap, almosbhlgmatic labor to U.S.
business. “Employers can and do capitalize on this “ledsé condition of
undocumented laborers” (Heyek 2008:437). Taking into consideriibdnhe condition
of illegality is imposed on immigrants by the natiortstat is only logical to question the
motives and aims of the state. DeGenova (2005) arguesdigdlist economic and
nation-state interests are at stake in the construatid persistence of migrant illegality.
The condition of illegality is socially, culturallgnd politically constructed. In a
Foucauldian sense, the government can use this stréategyusion and excluding to
classify people who in turn are easier to contrad@l2006). This created illegality stems
from unwillingness by the state to recognize the conditatrhome that create demand.
(Chavez 2007).

lllegality also shapes the experiences of day laboretseooorner where they
experience their marginality and otherness on a dadigbHlegality shapes their
experiences in the spaces they inhabit. Starting witiglinp in the early morning hours,
to the wages and work conditions they are offered, necurity and randomness of their
work, the lack of benefits or safety package for ramysi the condition of illegality goes
beyond the corner space.

One of the biggest constraints workers face in findingleynpent is their lack of
mobility. Some know how to drive and have driven pick-upkswet home. On occasions
driving them home from worker meetings, some of the wasrkave joked about helping
me drive, making it obvious that their lack of author@athinders them from driving.
Workers do not speak openly about their legal status; thesashsnask the seriousness

of their legal status with a joke. This has created aavlwnmoments for me. Aware of the
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context in which the workers joke, | had to tread a lime participating in the joke with
the risk of taking their situation too lightly; not panpiating would bring a sobering
effect into the conversation that | certainly did mdénd. One of the workers who used
to drive without a U.S. drivers license stopped driving wheanaerstood that he could
be deported if caught driving without a license. Not possgsscar not only limits their
chances of better paying work and more work, it also méiesa completely dependent
on the corner and surrounding areas where they livey Tiive to purchase food in the
stores that are openly trying to push them away, and deanetthe ability to
comparison shop. Lack of transportation also makes tiggrandent on those who have
cars. When | accompanied J. to a doctor’s appointmestidok on his diabetes, his first
reaction walking into the waiting room was relief tHa tlinic was not overcrowded.
Initially I did not understand why it mattered so much to,hintil he told me that the
driver he usually hires charges him for the waiting timelo&tor’'s appointment not only
means a day without pay, it also can be an expensive. degality marks their job,
work, healthcare access, and housing mobility.

Not having a car also means that living quarters need tatbm walking
distance of the corner. Overcrowding in close-by apantsnis the only solution to the
rising rent costs in the area. Workers pay much higitestto the landlord compared to
the going market rent. They share basement apartméhtthwee to four other workers,
at $600 each. One worker described how difficult it wouldobgign a new lease without
legal documentation, confining them to their old locatidrere the landlord is happy to
get the amount. Driving home two day laborers on a venyidhand hot summer evening

last year, | discovered that their apartment buildiad & pool. | asked the two if they had
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used the pool. They said it would be great after work ifnéiae to cool off, but they did
not have pool passes. Anthony said that they were supgcasedled to pool passes, but
he had never asked the landlord. The undertones of thiersation made it quite clear
that they did not want to disclose their undocumentatdist and rather went without
using the pool. Overcrowding also affects the quality efdif the workers. Chris, who is
very open about his passion for painting, can’t paintumzéhere is no space in the
apartment to leave his paintings standing. He is hopinghé summer when more of his
cohabitants might spend time outside or at work.

lllegality makes day laborers live in a constant stafear. If employers do not
pay at the end of the day, most day laborers losegakiry and will not report out of
fear of being deported. Their docility might also beilaited to their condition as
illegals. This condition permeates their daily livespifrlooking for work, to living in the
apartments, to their relations with others. Afraidrtkarnings might be taken away if
police raided their apartment, Ernesto, a day laboremé#bn, was asking me for advice
on how to safeguard his savings. He did not want to sendtkweryo his mother in
Mexico, as this was tantamount to losing control overtioney, but he felt unsafe
keeping the money in the house. A local Bank of Amdnreaach had started opening up
accounts accepting Mexican consular identification cdmaisErnesto did not trust them
either.

In the corner, workers are painfully aware of theclegion and otherness. Their
undocumented status conditions their behavior on teetstDaniel, for example, got
upset about the attention-drawing gesturing of a Mexicanateyer: “no estamos

permitidos aqui” (we are not permitted here). Me eno@envoja (he makes me upset, he
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makes me upset). Daniel, who is usually very calm, walslyiggitated when talking
about the Mexican. Businesses push day laborers furthdurdner out to the streets, be
it with fences or with security guards that patrol the&kiparlots. Their “docile” bodies
pushed closer and closer to the pick-up line facilitate dhéractor’s scrutiny and
inspection. Laborers, aware that their presence carnppevocation for the community,
find a muted way to line up on the street, alone, in groupgmbr sometimes three or
four, never more. Smaller groups seemed to be lessehnegtto the community.
Workers were aware of this and the long-line distribuobhuman bodies along the
street was a strategy of self-preservation. Too muehtain from the outside
community would be self-destructive. The workers’ uséhefdpace in an elongated line
also eased the choosing and picking process for empldymrdoyers can drive down
the street, and pick from the lined up workers. | was astediat how “naked” workers
were on the corner: just working clothes, and nothing masked one of the workers
why they did not bring something to read, drink, eat while there waiting. Manuel
replied:

Employers want to see you clean—they don't like you toecaith baggage

attached ( Los patrones quieren verte limpio—no lesagugiie carguemos
bolsas).

The worker is aware that all the patrén (boss) wiariiés body’s labor; the rest is
superfluous and not desired. During the hot summer monghsy fuite a few workers
sipping from bottles of water and in winter sipping ordbaard cups of coffee they
would acquire at a close-by Russian convenience corner. stowever, once an
employer would pick them, they would always leave thitld of water with one of the

companions. In a society that has sophisticated the fd=arging water at all times—
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just note the diversity of stainless steel and plagéiter bottles on the shelves in any
store—the idea that these workers are afraid of naghecked up for work because
they have food or a drink with them is inconceivable. Wiki® not take lunches or
coolers with them because they think employers willapgrove. During informal
conversations with the workers, some, however, complaout not getting lunch the
entire day or not having enough water. Sometimes the wodg#e too far from a
lunch place and although they get a break, they are uttaplechase food. On the other
hand, workers have described how the boss drives th#dra teearest McDonalds for
lunch and sometimes even pays for their food. Emp$oges not a monolithic group and
generalizations would be unfair.

Then again, while teaching ESL for some day laborerspbtiee first requests |
had from an illiterate worker is to teach him how to ‘8ayeed water” and “I need a
break.” It is beyond belief that in our developed soqiebfit would blind some human
beings to the extent of not allowing somebody to edriok. With no protection and the
need to survive, day laborers would rather spend the daypgvaitthout a magazine, a
radio, anything, than risk the possibility of not getting ¢hir®ne of the workers noted
that contractors do not like their cars to get dirtge@f the most apparent observations
on the corner is that men experience a great deaatdrial deprivation. Like other
hiring sites, attempts to remove the day laborers flanstreets are voiced in community
meetings and by local politicians. Tim Hugo, a local deksgaas proposed an anti-
solicitation ordinance for La Parada, basing his requessoies of safety. Yet there is
more to it than the mere use of public space. Thesedmaot fit into the clean

imaginary of suburbia—they are different and thereforaeatdelong:
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Race and class are so closely tied to one anothes Id$A that much of the way
that Americans identify a place as safe, dangeroesdily or hostile is based on
personal associations with elements of the landsitegpéndicate the racial
composition of the area. It is through this racializedeustanding of landscapes

that day laborers are often found to be “out of plaoef therefore problematic
(Crotty and Bosco 2008: 226).

La Parada is a liminal space, where structural violenddreequality are the
symptoms of neoliberal, unregulated markets. It is a spercounters between the
native and the immigrant, the legal and the illega,déserving and the unworthy,
between dignity and exploitation. The corner is alsmugd for reflection on the role of
the nation-state and the responsibility of businesdéyek (2008:438) puts it:

Hierarchy of values and the profound meaning of work itsedfuires that capital
should be at the service of labor and not labor as¢heice of capital.

Foremost, La Parada is for the workers a space of laogggce that feeds, and
provides opportunities for their families. Despite the asityethey encounter, work
means providing for their loved ones and it fills them waitbense of accomplishment

and satisfaction.



CHAPTER 4
COMMUNITY AND RELATIONS WITH DIFFERENT
AGENTS OF COMMUNITY

The relatively small Guatemalan day labor commuréty $ettled in the northern
suburbs of the U.S. capital, where a highly diverse groupmigrants have settled and
are still settling down (Singer 2009). Although this is noaea unaccustomed to
immigrants, by no means a new gateway area, the xakapg day labor community
does stand out and has not blended in. The steady flomn@frants is changing the
composition of the suburban ring of the wider metro Wasbimdd.C. area. Northern
Virginia prides itself on being a multicultural, multietbr@ind highly educated region. In
the last decade immigrants from India, Korea, Centna¢Aca and Europe have
established their homes in Fairfax County. The Guatamady labor community has
spatially settled close to La Parada, clustered in a hligtgrolocal neighborhood.
Heterolocalism “refers to situations in which immigrgrnoups are dispersed, with
residences and workplaces widely separated, but where etimimunity ties are
maintained, in part through modern technology” (Anderson B)1The spatial
concentration and their strategies of looking for wiargublic sets them apart from the
rest of the community.

Studies of day laborers have focused on their role asbes of the informal

economy, often overlooking that they are also membietifseir communities and have a
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life beyond the corner. Day laborers are not temporgrsooted human beings. They
belong and are connected to different communities thrcheghvarious social and
economic activities. It is important to locate themmasmbers of communities, and not as
a short-lived phenomenon on our streets. Looking at théatlarer as a transient and
temporary existence on our landscape, rather than deneohthe community,
contributes to the commodification and de-humanizing gflalaorers. Why are they
perceived as different and temporary? What are thsitdi¢he different communities
they belong to? How do they see themselves fitting in?

An outside superficial perception is that day laboregjsrmialeros do not belong
to the space, do not take root. Day laborers are perceivhd game way as their work,
as a temporary occurrence. Work determines their whent¢glrather than community
ties. They are loose figures who move around our mappechaaity, but never seem to
fit in the puzzle. The common perception of day laboasrde-spatialized, transient
beings, contrasts with the common perception of inadigsmeople who have a special
attachment to their land. For indigenous Maya, settlé¢m@eth community usually
coincide and they traditionally maintain strong bond$ wheir land (Gabbarot et al.
2010; Moran-Taylor 2008; Montejo 2004). Despite traditional vieinadigenous
people’s lives and identities as intrinsically tiedheit land, and therefore highly
“spatialized,” Mayan people have moved for centuriessres of globalization are
forcing indigenous people in the 21st century to move wgt e their borders to make
a living. The growing numbers of indigenous farm workers atigg are an “indication
that economic dislocation has reached far into thst monote part of the countryside”

(Bacon 2008:72)
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But are day laborers really transient and disconnectaal the rest of the
community? Workers at La Parada have been living andimgpm the same community
for over six years now. Establishing a sense of commanitlyintegration is commonly a
function of time spent in the place (Hombrados-Memdi€&omez-Jacinto and
Dominguez-Fuentes 2009:672). Returning to Guatemala is not a @jatide at the
moment and a future in the United States is riddled wittertainty. High violence levels
in their home country and the exorbitant costs ofsingsmultiple borders have
discouraged most day laborers from returning home. Tt iIedonger stays and an
emotional and physical entrapment in the presentpigssible to live and work in a
community and not be functionally/ emotionally a pErit? Day laborers are by means
of their economic function members of this communitgytrent, shop, play soccer, and
have friends. Day laborers are not merely workeesy Hre neighbors, friends, and
consumers. Why then is it difficult to see them as b of our community? Why are
they seen as the “other”? What do day labors conshéar“imagined community” to
be?

A sense of community involves a sense of belonging (Hadds-Mendieta et al.
2009). Day laborers, like most human beings, are membarsammunity, and as a
result of migration, belong simultaneously and to d#fe degrees to several
communities. Despite the tight spatial concentratioihese Ixil-speaking Mayan
immigrants in this suburban community in Northern Virgjrmembers of this
community engage daily in social interactions with ath&e Genova (2002:423) states
that “there are no hermetically sealed communitiasnoiocumented migrants.”

Understanding the experiences of these particular daydedgoes beyond their job-
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seeking life at La Parada, although La Parada constaatgsportant connection point to
the non-Ixil speaking communities.

When asked where they come from, day laborers atr&dRalways use their
community in the Ixil-Triangle as a reference pointtfeeir identity and their origins.
Community identification seems to be much stronger tizional attachment: Nebaj
first, then Guatemala. How do members from this tggimhmunity interrelate with
members of the communities they migrate to? Withnbeeased securitization of the
border, undocumented day laborers cannot engage in ciroigeation, resulting in
years-long stays in the United States.(Marchand 2011:1377; Monfédeyman 2007:
355). How do social interactions change over time?U3sions over the impossibility or
refusal of Latinos to assimilate to the “American vadyife,” what Chavez (2007)
describes as the “Latino threat,” have created much tyreael xenophobia in the
country. The undocumented status of many day laborersathis tejection of these
newcomers in established communities. Coupled with d fapiease of immigrants into
the Virginia suburbs, long-established residents in tbesenunities have voiced their
discontent, or even sometimes their categoricapgisaval of these new members. What
is the relation between established residents (imntigjieard non-immigrants) with the
Ixil-community? The contentious local debates and publicitnggabout day laborers
and the space they occupy, and the highly charged anti-immigentiment in the
country, are indicators of the complexity of communéhations.

Community is conceptualized in terms of belonging, supporinection, safety,
and membership. Maya-Jarieto and Armitage (2007) defines thegoity as

“belonging to a group or a community based upon the percegtg&imilarity among
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members and where reciprocal relations facilitate atisfaction of individual needs.”
Socializing, trusting each other, but also shared expeseaod shared history are
essential to make emotional connections. (Maya-Jarietb 2007; Hombrados-
Mendieta et al. 2009). Which are the communities day &abdrave emotional
connections to? With whom do they engage in recipretations?

Belonging to different, interconnected communities anditkesgisting in
multiple places at the same time, “migrants may lablento be fully present anywhere.
As a result, much like a picture with a low resolutiomgrants may come in out of
focus” (Coutin 2005a:200). Day laborers have strong sociaiitegheir home
community in the highlands of Guatemala and are physiaatlysocially active in their
Ixil expatriate community. In daily life, they also a# to the Spanish-speaking Latino
community with whom they share a second language andigrant experience. On a
larger scale they are inserted into a broader North&ginid suburban community, an
extension of the DC metro area. Invariably they itvéhe midst of English-speaking,
longer-established suburban communities. With this commuhey share economic
and living spaces. In order of social closeness, this sxaiyines the relations with the
four communities. These are not separate, closed comesj@nd many members
belong and interact simultaneously in a spatial amghoeal dimension. Communities

overlap and interact in different spheres of the dagriers’ daily existence as migrants.

The Ixil-Speaking Community at La Parada

For the small Guatemalan immigrant community thatdedded close to La

Parada, the immediate social reference is the Ixéddpg day labor community. It is this
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community that connects them with the home commuhey left behind in Guatemala.
From an outsider’s view, the day labor community isrg tightly knit community. As a
group, their sense of community is based on shared erpesieThey share a language, a
familiar upbringing, reference points, celebrationsdtucal understandings, symbols,
tastes, and food—familiarities that make them feel cotable with their “own” people.
They share the decision-making process of leaving thayaM community—a history of
leaving, of crossing and of new beginnings. The common ladgel they share binds
them into a community, gives them comfort and makesitfeel at ease with each other.
It is also a community that is bounded through the way iftersect with the local labor
market.

Membership in this community provides emotional securityantans of
identification. These shared emotional connection®fref the fact that members share
significant experiences within the community, be theytpwesor negative, and these
experiences are part of the community’s shared biograplhyéip unite existing
members and socialize new ones “ (Maya-Jariego 20@l:744). In this environment
they can relax; other members understand where theg tom, what they like to eat,
how they celebrate special days and how to help thencawe their loneliness and their
longing for home. It is a zone of comfort, a healipgee. The desire for community is
“as important and necessary to survival as the needdaviork, or to escape hunger and
state violence. Community lies at the heart of thettpreposed by migration” Bacon
(2008:253-254). Migration entails leaving and joining new communitibge trying to

keep some of the traditions that emotionally ground itleintity.
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As a community they share a past and a present and thitmighon-existence in
the eyes of the law, they share an uncertain and umatalg future. The future is always
unsettled and uncertain, but for this community in paercuong-term planning is
impractical and not viable (Coutin 1993; Chavez 1992; De Genova.Zll@2y live day
to day, not daring to imagine a life in the new countryrahactant to see themselves
back in the Guatemalan highlands. No alternative idbcatied. The desire to return, see
familiar places is repressed / stifled by the thouglmaterial deprivation, the inability to
help loved ones, and the level of violence. On May 15, 201Br8%&fs were decapitated
in the northern Guatemala region of Peten by onenth& violent gangs in Central
America, the Mexican Los Zetas gang (El Mundo 2011). Ohesfdst years, the dense
rainforests of Peten have been used by international daffigkers. According to the
Spanish newspaper El Mundo, the decapitated farmers wonkdtefbrother of the
farm’s owner, who prior to this event had been assatesi by the Zetas.

With deportation always looming, a future here is too fahied, too unreachable
to imagine, although glimmers of hope light up in conv@ea about immigration
reform. With the economic downturn in the economy, tmaskers are aware that
immigration reform will not come soon, and all thaiteft for them is to live in the
present and the satisfaction that they are helpingyfaand friends at home. De Genova
(2002:427) calls this the “enforced orientation of the pres#rdt results from their

condition of nonexistence.
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Future

Their entrapment in the present is very differeatrfrother immigrant
communities that | have experienced. Growing up in a guadter family in Germany, |
knew that the majority of guest workers had one goalimdntheir financially stable
return to their home country. They could imagine a retlived their lives through that
hope (and were also disappointed at their return asdhd they had built in their
imagination had changed). They saw their future andexieatife around that goal,
whether it materialized or not. For the Ixil day lakommunity the future is unclear, and
elusive. Not here, not there.

Their legal status not only shapes their view of the futawmealso how they invest
in the vitality of their community. According to Bac@2008:259), “healthy communities
need employed workers, but they also need students, aigoaimg people, caregivers,
artists, the disabled, and those who don't have toadit jobs.” The particularly high
prevalence of unaccompanied men and the lack of childreatecan unusual
composition that has a bearing on the natural developoh¢inis community.
Communities need to be able to imagine the future. Chilairethought to be the main
reason for the inter-community contact and the exgostiimmigrant families to the
mainstream culture. It is through school, sports as®/hnd afternoon programs that
immigrant families get in touch with the mainstrearadtle. Children force parents to
speak to teachers, to other parents, to participatd@okevents, etc. Schools also put
parents in touch with soccer leagues, girl or boy s;a@tit. The absence of children tells
the story of this community: children are not beingnbdogcause the existing couples

can't imagine a presence with them in this country, nlesé a future; and the
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unaccompanied men either left a wife and children behindar & very difficult time
finding partners outside their communities. Most Ixil weamwho live in the community
have migrated with their partners. The day labor comiyu@rived primarily from a
male labor migration. The migration process does ratdistance members from their
home community; it creates atypical forms of new camities.

Most of the workers | have spoken with have a veryaarahotion of what their
future will be like. Paula, a wife of a day laborer svigepressed about not seeing her two
boys. She would break down in tears while eating dinriér lver husband, because she
did not know what her children were eating. | remembexchgng inconsolably after
ESL classes on Mother’s Day last year: understandabé/wanted to be with her
children. While accompanying the Nebaj priest to the airgbd,started crying and said:
“quisiera ser una mosca para volar y ver a mis hijpwigh | could be a fly to take off
and see my children).

Her husband told me that she was so emotionally upseit aot seeing her
children, that he finally gave up trying to convince her &y sind told her to go back if
she wanted. All he wanted is to stay another yearwte Baough financial security.
When | spoke with him recently, he told me again thatvgas very distraught. It was
affecting their marriage and he did not know how to hamdl said to him that if she is
so unhappy maybe she should consider the idea of returning.

Si ya no se quiere ir sefio Esther, ya no se quieB&iacostumbrd aqui..ella

guiere divertirse..ella no era asi, ella no era as(but she does not want to go

anymore Mrs. Esther, she does not want to go anymoregdhesed to being

here . . . she wants to enjoy herself . . . she wabke this, she was not like
this...)
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| could hear his worry and his pain as he spoke. Their daresfuture for their
children made him stay a few years ago when she wanteavi®, and now she had
became so detached from her life in Guatemala, tleatistinged her plans for the future.
Migration changes people and changes people’s imagireiout their future.

Many day laborers had plans to stay for a few yearshamdreturn. But it seems
that for most day laborers that timeframe has passgthay have no clear sense of
where their future will be. This is not unusual for migsattGrowing up, | heard countless
stories of Spanish and Italian guest workers in Germaraflireg their plans of returning
after one, two, three, then five years and finallyiggtto retirement age and having to
make the decision of returning “home” or staying in thenty where they have worked
for 30 or 40 years. For the majority of guest workers gficdheir families behind, the
choice of return was easier. For those like my gareho had children in the country
that had received them as “guests,” the decision was camplex. By the time most
guest workers from Italy and Spain reached retirementbagle, Spain and Italy had
closed the economic gap, were thriving economies and merobtre European Union
along with Germany. The situation for migrants from Gonatia is very different:
opportunities to make a good living in Guatemala are spaesdeg\tel of violence and
insecurity makes a decision difficult to say the leastl the obstacles of return to the
United States a second time seem overwhelming. Florergnal was to help his parents
build a better house and to build a house for himselthétime of the interview he had
been in the Virginia for five years and had reached botis:

Al llegar a la meta no tengo deseo de regresar (wheached the goal, | do not
have the desire to return).
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When asked why he had changed his mind, he said very calthlyimno
emotion:

Hay amigos que se regresan y se regresan aqui. Aqui segaunedeés80 o $100
por dia, alli trabajando duro bajo el sol se gana 30 quetzales, $ 5 dolares
(There are friends that return and they come back kiene you can make $80 or
$100 a day, there working hard under the sun, you make 30 quelikal&s).

Later, while recalling his difficult youth working with hiather in the ranches
since he was nine years old and not going home for ahyBlarencio said:
Aqui dio un cambio. Lo que no tenia en Guatemala adenlgo. Yo no puedo
hablar mal de este pais. Hay leyes. Alli hay violergianuestros paises hay
mucha violencia. No podemos ir tranquilos. Si uno nougg#a . . . (Here things
changed. What | did not have in Guatemala, | have hidexe are laws here.
Over there, there is violence. In our countries tigeeelot of violence. We cannot
go at ease. If you are not careful . . .).

Aware of the levels of violence and lawlessness in &nala, coupled with his
ability to make more money here, his plans to return hizled. Others like Antonio are
hoping for immigration reform. If that does not hapgenplans to return in two years.
At the time of the interview he had been in the coufurysix years.

Mi idea era quedarme 3 afios, pero un amigo me dijo que tahyezportunidad

de legalizar (My plan was to stay for 3 years, butemd told me that maybe
there was an opportunity to become legal).

He started paying taxes in 2006 and is hoping for the béstn\Wasked him how
his life would change if he were to become legal, he said:

Estaba pensando que si estaria legal empezaria a hadéa,néner mi esposa,

mis hijos (I was thinking that if | were legal, | couldu$tmaking my life, having

a spouse, my children).

His undocumented status puts his future on hold. If beind tegans he could

“make his life,” being undocumented implies that he do¢fawee a life right now. His

life, his future is on hold, his existence severely liohibg his undocumented status. Like
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Fernando and Chris, a small number of workers haves ptareturn and set up their
business over there. They have learned some skillohdi@ve a higher level of
education. Chris, for example, has been looking intmimgea business in Guatemala,
but when asked about returning, he does not seem convinced:
Es posible, es mas dificil aqui, inscribir la empresa(no tener papeles) es el

primer reto que tenemos aqui (It is possible, it is nddfieult here to register a
business . . . (not having papers) is the first challengeawe here).

Workers’ orientation is clearly in the present. Unabl@lan for a future here in
Virginia or in this nation, they look at their returs @ possibility at best. The economic
and political situation in Guatemala and their neededibt#wanted status here leaves

their lives up in the air.

Cultural Preservation and Language Use

Ixil Maya base their identity on their common langudg®:. indigenous
communities, migration to the United States threatemstihvival of their cultural
practices, and languages (Bacon 2008:252). All in all around 70,00 sp@ak one of
the three varieties of the Ixil language (Lewis 2009). Téggonal language is more than
just a way to communicate—it conveys customs, pracioe feeling. In my
observations, most day laborers use Ixil and not Spasisheir primary language. For
an older day laborer, speaking Spanish does not comdexfiyt Although direct
communications with me always were held in Spanish\mbibut the frequent teasing
at my strong “th” sound, which is typically associatathwpanish-speakers from
Spain), workers would almost unconsciously slip into theldxiuage and only revert to

Spanish to be polite to me. The Ixil language carriesoagtsymbolism for this
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community and is the keystone for their indigenous itieriiVhen Roberto tried to tell
me that he is not part of them, he said “you know | didspeak their language growing
up.” Although indigenous Maya, Roberto comes from théhi€ispeaking areas and is
thus considered an outsider. His wife’s family cledity not accept him, partly because

of his poverty, but also because he was not one of.them

Composition of the Community

Ixil families are few in number and very under-represént the migrant Ixil
community. Most members are young men of working-age eSwwe left families at
home which they are supporting, and others have not sfartelies yet and are hesitant
to do so. Antonio, one of the workers, told me that bald/probably have to return
home to find a wife and start a family. Separatiofaafilies during the migration
process and the gendered male migration is typical ictimsmunity. This has not
always been the case with other immigrant groups to @enBtro area: in the 1960s and
1970s, women pioneered migration as nannies and housekempeealthy diplomatic
families (Repak 1995; Cary 1996). De Genova criticizes tttethiat profit of male-
driven migration “has relied upon exploiting the separatibtine (migrant) working man
from the women (and children) who remained “in his natwvel” in order to defray the
costs of reproduction of labor power.” (De Genova 2020:435-48@\ve not met any
Ixil-families who brought children along. Many have léfem behind with family
members not willing to risk the dangers of the trip ordkgenses associated with it. The
few children in the community have been born post-mimnednd are just starting to be

of preschool age. This will probably intensify some @f ititeractions with the main
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community. Participation in local communities will ingbdhe integration and contact
level between community members, although from a sulkatediposition due to their
economic and legal situation. A married couple leftrtheo children behind in
Guatemala and after years of being in the United Stiatgs the idea of having children
here an impossibility for their lives. They worry wheould happen if they are deported,
but also worry about how to feed their child here, tffigcdities of renting as
undocumented with children, and how to survive with onargafl the mother has to stay
with the child.

La vida con hijos es muy dificil aqui. Alli tengo a miegira y a mi madre, aqui no

tengo a nadie. (Life with children is too difficult hefighere | have my mother-in-
law and my mother, here | don’t have anybody. (Paula)

Mobility

Migrant mobility has been overstressed in migration sgidnd much attention
has been given to studies of transnationalism. Yeenough emphasis has been placed
on the lack of movement and mobility many undocumenteglpexperience once they
settle in the country of destination. Nufiez et al. (2007:86d)that “freedom and
accessibility of movement is fundamental to people’8-taging in the contemporary
world.” The lack of mobility explains partially their dj@d concentration within a few
blocks of each other. Workers walk to the closest batmarket, to La Parada, to get
pizza, and to see friends and neighbors. Some workeesdtcess to bicycles and it is
not uncommon to see them cruising in the neighborhoddtitir bikes. However,
riding bikes marks them as individuals without or withaleed drivers’ licenses. (De
Genova 2002:438). What type of citizen does not own a ¢aeisuburbs? Living so

close to each other makes life easier and guaranteescgonpany in the long winter
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months when work is scarce. Women, although in themtyn can easily visit with other
women. For special events, like the time a Guaten@#dholic priest from the Nebaj
community in Guatemala came to visit, women get togethplan and cook the food for
the celebration. Their undocumented status alone thowgghrai explain their lack of
mobility. Other undocumented immigrants have obtainecesilicenses and have been
able to find better paying jobs, despite their legal sthtuse last years, the increased
clamping down on immigration has curtailed immigrantsia to participate in the
regular job market and has increased their subording@ioch measures are holding back
migrants from getting better jobs. New requirements tovsfmcumented status in the
country before obtaining a drivers’ license in Virgina/a had two consequences for
undocumented immigrants. First, an increase in clugteaimigh dependency on work
on the corner, and the near impossibility of obtaigrggeady job in the regular market
unless a contractor or business owner finds the workextodme value and decides to
pick up him on a daily basis. This usually comes at a presy. low earnings and a high
dependency on the particular job. The second consequetieerew regulation is that
for some undocumented immigrants (recent arrivals anadgnants who have been in the
country for twenty years), mobility is critical to keeg their jobs and thus providing for
their families. These immigrants have continued drivingwkngly increasing their risk
of deportation, but with no alternative to make an Bbheing. The inadequate
transportation system (consequence of increasinglyrfumtked government services) in
Northern Virginia (expensive and incomplete) is a notaigyfective car substitute.
“Smaller communities provide more seclusion, but thpging processes are also

exacerbated by the limited source of transportation,”lodecNufiez et al. (2007:356).
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A little over a year ago, one of the Herndon day laf®called me to see if |
knew of anybody who needed help. He told me that trarsortwas not a problem
(obviously aware that this was a big asset), that dephechased a white contractor van
from an old boss and had all the tools to do home impnewt jobs, even long ladders to
do outside painting. This was the same worker who was sted@bout potential
deportation a few years ago that he asked me what e d@owith his saved money
which he did not want to leave at home. He shared hisragat with his wife and other
workers and did not want ICE to find the money in case theye to the apartment.
Neither did he have papers to open a bank account. Haavgsbout sending the
money to his home in El Salvador, as he did not trudtrbihers either. Religion and
God seemed to have a special place in his life. He useddahe Bible while waiting at
the HOW Center in Herndon and seemed to be the onelwlays wanted to do the right
thing. Surprised by the fact that he had ventured out to mechaan, | said something
like..”ahh se ha comprado un van” (ooh you bought a vanhamdsponded saying that
there is no other way to make a good living here. Thetlfiat he had to take this less
than ideal approach to make a living, also speaks to tleegoances of the dismantling
of the Herndon Center and to the resourcefulness amtywagéworkers.

Minor changes in the law have criminalized the undocundeiotetrying to make
a living. The majority of undocumented, despite the gemenaeption, have lower
criminality rates than the native population. Incartierarates for the 18-39 year old
native born was five times higher in 2000 than that efftineign born (3.5% for native
born vs. 0.7% for foreign born) (Anderson 2010:195). Withetkeeption of being in the

country undocumented (which for some is the biggest asimearth), undocumented
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migrants respect the law—they wear bike helmets, usdets, stop for red lights, and
yes, pay taxes. Writing about Maya migrants from thentoWT odos Santos Cuchumatan
to the United States, Burrell states : “Upright and lémiag Todosanteros find
themselves in peculiarly right-less situations, guiltylhef crime (under new securitized
post-9/11 regimes) of wishing for a better life and crasborders without
documentation to achieve it.” (Burrell 2010:94). Now they limeler constant fear of
being stopped, of having a fender-bender: a minor change iaw has made them
potential criminals. This weighs on their general wellhly and is another example of
how increased surveillance is dehumanizing the undocumenteantigr

Lack of mobility also weighs on the social life of kkers, even resulting in what
De Genova (2002:427) describes as social death. Accordigitez and Heyman
(2007:354) “ . . . political-legal forces are only among meleynents leading to
entrapment and immobilization; other factors includ@dportation constraints, poor
health, lack of geographic knowledge, gender roles, restritetc..” Unlike in Latino
communities, where young men often go out on weekendste drells, most of the day
laborers stay home and do not venture out.

The self-imposed reclusion in turn reifies the feamoement while increasing

the immigrants’ spatial isolation and alienation. Thewain invisible to the

dominant society, while maintaining visibility (and audtlyjliwithin their small

support circle. (Nufiez 2007:358)

Roberto said a few times that he is alone at hordasalbored. Sometimes he and

his roommates walk to a little restaurant, but mosheftimes he is home watching TV.

The guys he lives with bought a billiard table and they ptehome. When it is nice
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weather he just walks to the “campo” (field). He kebkes being outside. They also go
to the soccer field and play soccer.

The day laborer neighborhood borders communities wigh humbers of
Latinos, some with undocumented status. An undergroundeaxce has flourished in
these areas, where local private cars from the Latn@anity charge individuals
money to transport them—this service is usually availablereekends, when men and
women look for safe and inexpensive rides to socialibeasbeing mobile and having a
car is of immense value. It can even become a niche wedkesiness for some
entrepreneurial-minded Latinos. Avoiding expensive taxis, cunchented immigrants
find ways to participate in public life. It is not comigly clear to me if the Ixil-speaking
day laborers do not like to go out or if their econoniigasion forces them to stay in.
What is clear is that the lack of mobility has matkeconsequence for them—from lack
of better job opportunities to paying other Latino drivergét them to the doctor’s office
(remember the worker who was glad to find few people imtieing room, as usually
he has to pay the driver by the hour). Lack of commuitsty affects building
community.

In one of the weekly ESL meetings, workers were askedtahe one thing they
would like to do during their time in the United States.rkéos gave some expected
answers: make money to provide for my family, earn endaidpaild my house, learn
English, and travel more. The travelling answer wasrprise to me. Having heard some
of the difficult crossing stories, it never occurred t that these workers were eager to
travel. They wanted to see more of the state, go tehigton, D.C., travel to the

Shenandoah Valley, and see Richmond. De Genova (2002:247) amakesresting
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observation when he juxtaposes the restricted molilithe present with their initial
mobility, crossing different borders to get to their destion. There is a feeling of
captivity in their lack of mobility. “The personal codtemtrapment is enormous” (Nufiez
et al. 2007:361). One of my first interviews with a day taboPrimero, from Guatemala
happened weeks before he had decided to return home. He veasIxibspeaker and
his home was in Jutiapa. He had helped his daughter tougoviersity in Guatemala and
had just recently helped his son financially to crosdthder. Now that his son was
living in the United States, he felt he had fulfilled r@sponsibilities and it was time for
him to return to his wife. His daughter had asked him alb@ucapital, the White House
and other things she would see on TV in Guatemala. Ryigzed:

No tienen ni idea de mi vida aqui. Yo nunca he visto la B&s#a. Piensan que

estoy aqui como un turista, visitando lugares. (They havdea about my life

here. | have never seen the White House. They thinkHeamlike a tourist,
visiting places).

This is the first time it occurred to me that althoughkeos live so close to
Washington for years and years, they never get a chhanigt the nation’s capital.
Following up with some day laborers about their wishrawodl and “see more,” people in
the community have offered trips to Washington and Richmeamdl they have shown
strong interest in going, despite the fact that theylevtose an opportunity to make
some money that day.

Mobility thus does not only affect the workplace, it dies a bearing on their
social life. While some day laborers in Herndon owned aad only came to the HOW

Center to make extra money when work was slow or ekeras, day laborers at La

Parada do not own cars and are basically full-timeeattinner. The question is why day
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laborers at La Parada do not take it upon themselves-etliegs in the undocumented
community do—to use a car. Are they more law-abiding, raéead of the authorities?
Do the consequences of deportation weigh more on theina function of the time
spent in the country or can they just not afford a caraltieeir very limited income?

What differentiates them from others?

Housing

The high price day laborers pay for their undocumenteédsstmes beyond the
cost of transportation or job opportunities. Day labolreesin close proximity and often
share the same apartment or townhouse building with widseys. Their inability to
obtain credit and consequently a mortgage only leaves tine option of renting. The
lack of individual credit reports raises the suspiciotanéllords and some prey on the
needs of the undocumented for housing. All day labdhattsl have visited—families,
couples, and single workers—share their apartments withsoffieis is a conscious
strategy that allows friends and family members to stieadurden of high rents and
allows day laborers to minimize the risk of becomingnktess in the winter months. It
also serves a social function of curbing loneliness swoidtion. When asked what he did
not like about being in this country, Antonio respondechsiijghesitating (almost not
daring to complain):

En este pais la mayoria del tiempo uno esta solo,senhegy mas harmonia, si

uno esta enfermo esté la mama. Uno extrafia a sudahaitiecesidad no permite

este suefio. (In this country one is alone for thentgjof time, at home there is

more harmony, if one is sick mother is there. Onesesgamily, necessity does
not allow for this dream).
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On the other hand, these housing configurations do not &lomuch privacy or
independence. Last winter, | accompanied Chris, a paiatpurthase a canvas, his
specialty paints and brushes. A few weeks later | askedf lhienhad started to create
something, but he told me that he would not be able tot#téne spring. His answer
puzzled me, as by and large in the winter months callwdok were few and far between
compared to the busy spring months. Winter months wdei months” and a perfect
time for a pastime. In winter, however, all of therkers would sit around the apartment
and Chris did not have enough space to leave his paintings easel to dry. All spaces
were shared spaces. In spring workers would be in oufsabes and only return home
to sleep. The reality of living in tight quarters encieescon the social life of workers.
The social dimension to being undocumented impacts dayeed lives outside La
Parada, and is fundamentally important for their emadiavell-being.

The cost of living in Fairfax County, in particular hewgsand rents, has risen
exponentially until the recession hit the area attted of 2009. Rent is the biggest
financial pressure for workers—they can go hungry, theyreduce the remittances they
send home, but losing a roof over their heads is a majurern. In conversations
workers have mentioned how the income of spring, sumemnelrfall months has to be
rationed to pay rent in the winter when there is ookw

Winter can be a very difficult time for day laboredsb offers only come
intermittently and for short periods of time. Lastyaavorker called me concerned
about the wellbeing of another worker. He had not showwoua few meetings and was
not answering his cell phone. At their last encourtentorker had asked to borrow $50,

a very unusual request that alerted his friend to trouldehdd lost weight and



114
apparently did not look good. The concerned worker catledo see if we could help.
He speculated that his friend was probably not answenaghone because it had been
disconnected by the company for not keeping up with paymidataas afraid his friend
was suffering from hunger and with no job, might loseHausing arrangement and
become homeless.

When winter came last year, the concern for somdatmyrers who had become
homeless was raised at community meetings. To my lkeame, less than a handful of
workers were sleeping in a close-by forested area ree®atada. A Fairfax County
social worker addressed the issue and explained how theheypua shelters in the
county worked. One of the homeless workers seemed tediamt. Going to one of the
shelters meant that the workers would to be too far frarRdérada and lose the ability to
make money. One of the workers was also adamant abbskeeping in a shelter
because as he expressed it:

Esos negros me roban todo (Those black people steatl@agrirom me).

The undocumented status of workers allows landlords to@réhese migrants.
Unfurnished basements go for as much as US$2,000 to $3,000—ameyrtaritonly
afford by pooling their resources. Roberto, who had récerdved closer to La Parada
with his wife, was recalling his experiences with his @g@artment. He had signed the
lease for the apartment in an older townhouse thahget to a Hispanic woman.

Sabe sefio Esther, nosotros no podemos pagar , tenemogigjuatos (You
know Mrs. Esther, we cannot pay, we have to live tagth

After signing the lease, the other workers who were teeniio with him to share

the costs backed out and he was stuck with the apartAfesitbeing stuck with the rent
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for two weeks, he was able to fill the apartment: twthéasmall bedroom, three in the
master bedroom, two in another room and one in the mmam (probably the living
room). They were paying $1800 for the two top levels otalaehouse.

Another costly consequence of living in tight quartersti@darly in winter, is
the effect on relations with each other. One ofwbekers said that it was not easy to live
with family:
He visto familias aqui que no sé si sera porque no tieabajo, pero prefieren
tomar y se agarran a golpes siendo hermanos (I havdasagy here that | don't

know if it is because they do not have a job, but prefeirink and they take it
out on each other being brothers).

Lack of mobility and financial liquidity force most worlssto spend hours and
days at a time with little privacy and under financieg¢s$—a recipe for strains in their
relationships. Although alcohol does not seem to begagfisant an issue as in other day
labor communities, stress will affect their psychadagwell-being and perhaps their

sense of solidarity with each other. (Negi 2008)

Religion

Evangelical churches have become very influential in thleléands of Guatemala
(Stoll 1993). Co-existing with traditional Maya beliefs ahd Catholic Church,
evangelical groups have gained ground since or before &ing gkviolence. General
Montt is described as an evangelical and many Biblelatms groups have settled
down in Guatemala. Religion plays an important roldhémigrant community and
references to God are frequent in conversations. Whilalgsalation, the hostile anti-
immigrant environment, and stigmatization affect day flatx) mental wellbeing in a

negative way, religiosity seems to protect them frontpslpgical distress (Negi 2008).
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For the evangelical day laborer, life on weekendsdscdéed to God's service.
Some day laborers, like Florencio, join their felloelievers three, even four times a
week. These loyal followers have a very strong comenitnto their religion. Attending
church and joining their religious community becomes adrighiority than making a
living. Florencio was very eager to study English and agkéng me to find out where
and when classes were offered. He could not attend S&®#laglasses because of his
obligation to go to church. He spent four days a week,darshat a time, with his
congregation. Local evangelical churches have very strotigach programs to
immigrants. They provide free shuttle services to thelalagrers a few days a week. On
Sundays, pick-up time is early in the morning and drop-off tatéy/in the afternoon.
Thus, they spent a good part of the time of their weekenttigh their religious
communities which might not just break the workers’ isotaand boredom, but also
provide an opportunity to expand their social ties and devh&ipdocial network (Negi
2008:103). A few non-evangelical churches engage with theabaydr community
through their outreach programs. Workers find emotional stymatralso very practical
support in these religious communities: people to driventttedoctor’s appointments,
find them shelter if they become homeless, etc. Ridoesaid that once he arrived in this
country, the church went looking for them:

Ellos me han ayudado mucho con consejos, no con l@agom (They have
helped me a lot with advice, not with the economicfstuf

Florencio, in his religiosity, attributes his desirarigrate to God:

Dios me dio el deseo de salir, entré algo en mi carazd puedo vivir asi
sufriendo (God gave me the desire to leave, somethingedntey heart, | cannot
continue living like this suffering).
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My interview with Florencio was full of references God and his beliefs. When |
asked him who helped him find his first job once he arrivédinginia, he said:

Conocia a Dios, el me guiaba (I knew God, he wasrigatie).

Or when asking him about his reasons for leaving the cauntry
En Guatemala la vida es muy dificil. Es sefior nos guiarcho, el sefior obra en
nuestra vida, el sefior nunca nos abandona. Yo no siesutigliento (In

Guatemala life is very difficult. The Lord loves usry much, the Lord works
through our life, the Lord never abandons us. | do eeltthe suffering).

Daniel joined the evangelicals back in Guatemala. He hadibedharge of
communion and confirmation “charlas” (meetings, talkghe Catholic church, but was
disappointed by some of his colleagues’ behavior. Theydwgailout and drink and he
told them that such behavior was not appropriate. Wheuatt@eed his concerns, the
priest did not side with Daniel but told him to stay outhdir lives. This made him very
mad and he started going to the evangelical groups. lim\argevery Saturday at 7PM a
van picks him up to go to church. He wants to study the Bhgldikes studying. His
move to the Evangelical church seems to be more atetivby his disappointment with
the Catholic Church than a change in his general ®jgtém. | have seen Daniel pray
during celebrations with other denominations (Methodisitddian) and he has no
problem participating in celebrating God wherever hepgaging about Catholics and
Evangelicals, he said to me:

Dios nos hace diferentes a todos, algunos buenosicalgnalos (God makes us
all different, some good, some bad).

| think he was trying to say that the “religious labal'hobt important; there are good and

bad people in each denomination. He was definitely noloaed-minded as other
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Evangelicals | have encountered, who try to convincersttinat their way of believing is
the only way accepted by God.

Day laborers’ religious commitments affect theiegration into the wider
community and the interaction with non-evangelical ldéprers. Non-evangelical day
laborers dismiss them as “son los evangélicos,” meamingan’t count on them when it
comes to organizing community events. Tensions withiméyelabor community are to
be expected based on their human condition and omtdsecial, emotional, and legal
stress they undergo on a daily basis. Tensions onggsedif disapproval were noticeable
during the preparation of a multicultural celebrationatneffort to reach out to the wider
community, a group of younger day laborers wanted to partecipa local celebration
showcasing a few traditional dances. This particular gstagpd out as they purposefully
engaged with the wider community. Actively participatingnieeting and organizing
events, they were eager and interested to contribeietiine, energy, and knowledge.
This group of single workers was enthusiastically tryingefresent some of their local
dances in this community event. Sharing their musictla@id cultural traditions was a
way of reaching out to the wider community. During the pragi@an phase, many doors
were knocked on to help with the costumes, the make-ufpdldeetc. One of the main
problems they encountered was the lack of women partiegpatitheir dances. In all the
dances women and men portrayed daily life, courtship, foeplaration. Workers had
asked around the Ixil community and they had given up hopedifd female
participants. Although some of the dances included the usasis, some workers were
clearly uncomfortable dancing female roles. Their sehseasculinity was at stake and

worries about being recognized under the masks weraisebBi@ances with masks are
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common in the western highlands of Guatemala. Stemmamg & Spanish tradition that
portrays the battles of the Christian and the Moorsnduhe Spanish Reconquista, in
Guatemala these dances reenact the conquest of thie(Taylor-Moran 2003). This
tradition is a center piece of their local festiviti#gghy would women not participate in
preserving their culture? Maybe they were too shy to damc#liers, or maybe too
afraid to perform in public due to their legal status. | dtke workers a few times why
they thought none of the women was willing to participateeir first responses were
clearly avoiding the main reason: we don’t know, theyk, don’t have time to practice
with us, etc. Sensing that there was more behind skeédcithem about some specific
women | had encountered with them. Finally, one ofatbekers said it probably had
more to do with the women’s husbands. Why would the dndbnot participate if they
are from the same communities? This was a family emaahiprobably had nothing to do
with the traditional understanding of women belongindheoprivate sphere. Women,
write Taylor et al. (2006:55) are usually limited to a “nardomestic realm of cleaning,
cooking, and caring for children.” Then one of the workarg that some of the men are
evangelicals and find music and dancing offensive to thaefeeAlthough some of the
women apparently wanted to participate, their husbaedlgious devotion and
allegiance did not permit them to participate in cat@vents as such. Their non-
participation was frustrating for the workers who weyinty to share some of their
cultural expressions with the wider community. Prouthefr heritage, this was an
opportunity for day laborers to render a performancearhielves, not as workers, but

as members of a community.
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According to some non-evangelical workers, the mgjafitday laborers become
involved with the evangelical churches after arrivinghlm tnited States. They estimated
that almost half of the day labor workers were toeatgr or lesser degree involved with
these evangelical groups. To a major extent, the morenaoity-active workers blame
the evangelical groups for their members’ inactivity amd participation in community
events. Critical of the evangelical churches, thegdghat workers have to pay a
percentage of their paycheck without seeing any good iodimmunity as a result of it,
almost scamming the workers. One of the workers everttiomed that a pastor would
give members of the congregation his car plates, aittgamembers with this kind of
incentives. The biggest challenge workers face in organibegay laborers at la Parada
is their inactivity in community-related matters using tbastant excuse of having to

attend meetings for the church.

Women

In the end, three of the women danced on the flodr thi¢ir compatriotas (fellow
nationals). It would be interesting to look at gendetticeia in this community and how
gender roles, religion, and integration are negotiated. diwhe women who came to
dance have young children who soon will have to stait $hbooling in the American
system. One of the married women was not accompanibdridyusband on the night of
the dance, but received a phone call towards the ené ef/gnt apparently (according to
the reaction of Ixil-speakers surrounding her) urging heettorn home. Despite the

transformative power of transnational migration thataubtedly will change gender
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relations over time, the “continued persistence afigrahal . . . rule” (Hain 2006:173) is
very much alive.

Women and families are by far a minority in this comityu Migration from the
Ixil-speaking areas in Guatemala has been male-led andbtes to an almost artificial
community of worker bees that are here “just to wofke few women in the
community are surprisingly absent from community eveB#, courses, bilingual
religious services, immigration forums, etc. Their invidly is also due to their
particular insertion in the local job market. Almesclusively, these women work in the
multitude of maid and housekeeping companies that servedhlenhiddle and upper
class in Northern Virginia and even drive to Montgont@éounty, Maryland, to clean
houses. Latino patronas (female bosses) pick them bgawian in the early morning
hours and return them home when the job is done. Wamtée day laborer community
thus only interact with the wider community while cleantihgir houses. In my few visits
to their homes, Ixil women appear to be shy and withdr@uning a recent religious
service, led by a Catholic priest of their home pamgimen prepared the typical
horchata (a corn-based drink) and chuchitos (chicken caokaxin leaves) for the
event. | was surprised to see them laughing, chattingeath other in Ixil and
remarkably lively. The shyness that in my eye had set #part had completely
vanished. They were obviously enjoying each other’s compaisydifficult to get close
to them, partly because their job does not allow forhrftee time. One of the women
that | have had a few exchanges with here and there wiartays a week, Tuesday to
Sunday. Her only day off on Monday is a time to restpare for the rest of the week,

cook and clean, spend time with her young daughter. (Unddedily interviews with a
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semi-stranger were not at the top of her priority asid | never dared ask her directly for
an interview. | had to engage another member of the eontyrto bridge the trust
divide.) Most are accompanied by their husbands and oagedturn home from work,
they stay in the private sphere of the household. Slifeiah Guatemala remains largely
governed by traditional patriarchal norms. Women are ysshllnted to the private
sphere. In other words, women'’s activities largely beclimted to a narrow domestic
realm of cleaning, cooking, and caring for children (Taylale2006:55). Although
migration might empower some women to become moregertient (Pessar 2003), it is
only vaguely apparent in this community and might be a slowgss.

Access to women has been much more difficult thandw. ilen have to use a
public space to look for work and are sometimes themselgaged in participating
outside of their community. Learning how influential hustgor family members are on
women’s public participation requires a level of trust tHaave not been able to obtain.
Questions of power distribution in the household areribmate to ask about without a
grounded trust relationship. Slowly and through questions pertamiigir children’s
future schooling or the interaction of their children witii children in some events, |
have been able to increase the contact points andimépe future to be in a better
position to ask them more personal questions. My roéerasther and a Spanish-speaker
allows me to get a little closer to them, but notglese enough.

Migration changes gender roles and although women seeacdone more
independent and empowered through the migration process, soeumalergo changes.
Day laborers often share an apartment and withoutergtdaughters or sisters, face

taking on traditional female chores and basic houselwidtées like washing, cleaning,
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and cooking. Antonio has often said that one thing heasigs having “home-cooked”
meals. After long days of work, these men often eatk@prepared food at home.
Transnational migration might empower women and gieentthe financial tools to
become more independent. It seems, however, thatds, omen on their return home
are not able to sustain the change in gender roles: ygesan point to individual Latina
and Maya women who resist and fight for change, howyewe must temper these
isolated cases of resistance with the observat@mintost females in Guatemala still
remain largely dominated by traditional patriarchal notifiiaylor et al. 2006:57).

Maya women “adhere strongly to cultural traditions” (lslioiTaylor 2003:166;
also Manz, Castafieda, Davenport, Perry-Houts and Mamzta2000). Women are often
the bearer of culture and in this community it seerasttiis function has been shared
between men and women. Although it is the men wheelgtorganize events in the
community that showcase their cultural expressions tite women who cook traditional
food and who wear their traje (long typically red gkamd their huipiles (hand woven
blouses) in public. Men wear similar clothes to other yaueg, jeans, t-shirts and
obviously functional clothes for work. Both men and worspeak primarily in Ixil,
although most are fluent in Spanish. Language is a keyealenfi their identity and
despite the potential for discrimination as indios (ofised in a pejorative way to
describe indigenous people, although it also can meamjliain), the day laborer
community communicates exclusively in Ixil with each otl@nly when other, non-Ixil
speakers like me are around, do the conversations anttcBpanish. Nonetheless Ixil is
frequently inserted into these conversations, a defensaahanism that allows them to

have their own space and control the conversatiomi&thavitalization politics in
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Guatemala have recently encouraged the learning and us#iggnous languages.
Writing about people in the city of San Cristobal,hia tvestern highlands, Moran-Taylor
(2008:119) states that they
realize the great value of holding and passing on therenlanguage to the next
generation, especially given the current ethos and Metyasm in Guatemala. In
spite of the recent ethnic cultural organizing and natidewalls for the teaching

of indigenous languages in public schools, many youngstetssang their
ability to speak their native language.

The political dominance of the Spanish language in thematgmvernment and
in higher education, threatens a healthy invigoratiaim@imore than twenty indigenous
languages in the country. Moran-Taylor (2008:120) also deschibw in U.S. cities with
large Guatemalan populations like Los Angeles, “it is ust [ess desirable to speak an
indigenous language, but it drops out very quickly too.”In¢bismmunity of day
laborers, languages seem to be almost a protective spaltsathe outsider and Ixil

language use has not diminished over the years.

Community Tensions

Despite the semblance of a tight-knit community, tensiwasunavoidable when
dealing with human beings. Menijivar (2000) and Mahler (1995a; 1995hrbatyzed
the fragmented ties and solidarity within the Latino camity, debunking the general
and romanticized conception of a brotherly community lidaagty. Struggles and
tensions arise on a daily basis, side by side withcdaslidarity and generosity.
Tensions might be handled differently because day lab&r®w who they are and

where they come from.
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The frustration workers felt with the disengagemerdtbér members of their
indigenous community when it came to participation androzgesy events in the broader
community has also revealed itself in other settiGgsne workers are eager to actively
engage with the “outside,” attending workers’ meetipgsticipating in ESL classes,
going to bilingual church services, organizing singing groups, sbeams, and
generally looking for opportunities to expand, to developelate to others in and
outside the Maya Ixil-community. Tired after long workimgurs, this small group of
workers takes charge of planning events, practicing songdaamugs in their basement
apartment, etc. The lack of participation and absencehef atembers of the community
is reason for frustration. When attendance is lofw&it classes or workers’ meetings,
they express their irritation and disappointment withse absent. Meetings, ESL classes,
etc. are seen as venues to improve their standing icotimmunity, to improve their
future and have an impact on their presence in this Bespite the tight community
profile, differences in approaches within the community canseeties and stress on the
community. Despite the pressures, | have observedtsomgalifferent in this
community of day laborers. Their lack of aggressiveestiylthe Parada has always
confounded me. Based on the sometimes dire financiatisituaf some day laborers, it
would be natural to expect them to be running for a cowiragob and trying to out
compete those vying for the same job. One of the typreages from informal
gatherings in front of 7/11 or Home Depots is that ofr@reator van or pick-up being
swarmed by workers trying to get the job. In Herndon, a atgdlday labor site, rules
and regulations conditioned workers’ participation. Solme workers tried to show the

contractors that they spoke English, etc., and triggttaheir attention and fought for the
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job. At La Parada nobody enforces any regulations anlesseem to “behave.” There
is incredibly little shoving and a withdrawal when tlmattactor has chosen somebody.
Only workers close to the employer’s car approachhavie withessed workers in front
of the 7/11 fighting to get closer to the employer, trymget the employer’s attention
yelling and outcompeting the others. It is a rough job marke the strongest, loudest,
has an advantage. This seems very different at Lal®avhen | asked Roberto why he
had not gone to the corner today, he said that he hdad/tnre entire week and wanted
to give others an opportunity to go out. Not knowing him toth, Wwam not sure if that is
the whole truth, but the fact that he is thinking abbistinteresting. Solidarity is not in
the minds of every worker. Antonio said during an interview

Hay que ser equitativos, si has trabajando todos losClie®zco a gente que
dice que no ha trabajado y vienen a la Parada. (You bdeedquitable if you

have worked every day. | know people who say they havevoiited and come
to the Corner).

Being more educated and speaking better English, it meybtabier for Antonio
to be more generous. A few days before the interviewebody was looking for a
painter and he chose somebody to go with him that hadieriied the entire week:

Me gustaria que todos serian conscientes, para que el ggagpervarden. Cuesta

convencer a la gente. (I would like for all to be camss, so that the group
functions. It's hard to convince people.)

From his statements, | gather that not everybody Isoand with giving away job
opportunities to those less lucky workers. At the HO®BWi€r in Herndon, solidarity was
institutionalized in the form of center rules: thoserkanrs who had been unsuccessfully
waiting for a job during the entire week had automaticrpyi@n weekends. Thus,

conditioned on enough job offers, everybody had a eéhtmmake some money.
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Although the system worked on a lottery basis, workerg \g&en an opportunity to go
out to work, independently of their lucky or unluckyestk during the week. In an
informal day labor site like La Parada, these gestursslolarity are individual
decisions and cannot be enforced. However, despite thetpawel need most of the
workers live in, some still forgo making more moneytfo¥ good of others and for the
good of the little corner community. Although difficuthese individual decisions show
that despite the deprivation and hardship, some workeeb&r¢o find comfort in the
common good and overcome greed and selfishness.

In another demonstration of solidarity, workers poategether funds to support
the repatriation of a young day laborer, Pedro Ceto Chaxez had been killed more
than ten miles away from La Parada while crossing g busti-lane street at night.
None of the workers knew exactly why the deceased wasewigewas at the time of
death. He had only been at the corner for a few wasksn@st of the workers did not
know him well. An article in the local newspaper ann@ghhis premature death. Why
was he so far from La Parada? Was he purposefully drogpkd @ contractor? This is
one of the strategies contractors use to avoid payag/tinkers: dropping them off along
the way or far from their usual pick-up location. In artdeeliminate this type of abuse,
coordinators at the HOW Center in Herndon would get ¢éimiéractor’s name, phone
number and write down their car plates. The limited Bhgikills and the lack of
mobility (friends with cars are rare, particularly feewcomers), converts a usually
harmless situation into a difficult one. The costegatriation from the United States to
Guatemala is in the thousands of dollars, in this pdaticase US$5,000. Although the

Guatemalan Consulate in Washington, D.C. agreed to cot@i#iS$1,500, this was not
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enough. The family in Guatemala was not able to payiffezehce and for a few days
the repatriation of his body was in limbo. The fuh&@me in Virginia was starting to
get apprehensive about the body. One evening Roberto callfdtm me that the
workers were meeting and worship for the deceased hachbesiged. He was asking
for general collaboration

estamos pididendo colaboracién, nosotros lo conocéesre asking for
collaboration, we know him”).

Aware of the difference in cost that they werertgyto raise, Roberto inferred his
trust in God when talking about “la colecta” (the drive)

La colecta, lo que Dios ponga (The drive, whatever God ag)pli

In solidarity with “one of them,” workers and othenstihe community met and
donated enough money to pay the difference and help theyfdmisilworker had left
behind in Guatemala.

In their study of Guatemalan indigenous communitiesahf@nia, Manz et al.
(2000:21) also conclude: “In the case of the Guatemalanstemriewed, we found the
networks to be stronger and more resilient than otlsearehers had concluded in the
context of Salvadoran immigrants.” It would be prematareonclude that the
indigenous migrant community in Northern Virginia is armsolid, less individualistic
community than other migrant communities. | have, haredveen surprised by the level
of solidarity and caring for each other, despite tbein suffering. It may be that their
political and human suffering and the experiences o$maeind marginalization in their

homeland of Guatemala have provided them a deeper secsmmiinity as a tool of
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survival and protection. This does not mean, however, ileatdmmunity is a nirvana of
peace and happiness.

Nonetheless it is easy to understand why frictions waude aver time. The
conditions of overcrowding generate a lack of physicatespaat in times of personal or
economic stress can easily lead to conflict. Durimgviinter, workers spend hours on
end in their apartments waiting for a potential cadl aith not many opportunities to
“escape.” When | asked Roberto why he had left his old mpattto live closer to la
Parada, he told me how other people had come to livethath and his wife did not get
along with one of the ladies. She always brought nmelno@e day his wife told her that
the house was not a hotel. One day when she camenik, gthe told him that he was not
the boss in his own marriage and he lost control aadlatl her. After that he decided to
move close to La Parada. While getting the new apartrhemiut the deposit down for
eight people who then backed down at the last minutenigdnnm with the payment for
the entire apartment. He indicated that some migh¢ Heought he was going to make
money out of it, but this was not the case. Sombaarcommunity wonder why he has
money, almost implying that he is involved in irreguleaties. He vehemently said
that he had earned his money working hard under theosumainy hours. Now that he
has filled the apartment, he had to let a worker go. Wggsst breaking up with his
girlfriend, xxx broke the mirror door in his bedroom and mtéd the wall throwing
things. Personal ups and downs affect the relationshipothrs in any group of people.
Living so close to each other makes “venting” very difficu

Roberto has recently been at odds with some of thkessrBeing a very

outspoken and active worker, it has been obvious thhth retreated from the main
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stage in recent months. When | expressed surprise ab$esice at a multicultural event
with a heavy Ixil-speaking representation, he said thad b&ying away and it is better
that way. He is having some problems with a few workedsfeels unhappy about his
general situation. The leasing of the apartment did netedlp the doctor recently gave
him bad news, and he was attacked and lost all his ideigfiiccards. The other workers
made him feel bad because he does not know how to writénvies language and he
felt humiliated by them. The others think they are “prsif@sals” and know more, but
that does not give them the right to make him feeltlg He trusted those other
workers, they have been to his house and now they preterid see him on the street.
After spending so much time together he does not undertaindehavior. They are
even related to his wife and she is very upset as Buglthis gave him even more
“ganas” (desire, motivation) to learn how to write andsheven writing in English now.

¢, Se acuerda sefio Esther ?— hace unos afios yo ni saibia &6 nombre en
espafol. Ahora estoy escribiendo en inglés (Do you rdraerivirs. Esther? A
few years ago | did not even know how to write my nanfepanish. Now | am
writing in English).
Obviously very proud of his accomplishments, the fall-ott the other workers
motivated him to prove himself, but it has clearly hadhgmact on his and his wife’s
relationships with them. His strategy to avoid themdiss distanced himself and his
wife from ESL classes, cultural celebrations and otteetings, thus isolating him from
the wider community.
His relationship with his wife had also suffered in b years. His wife was

exposed to a different lifestyle here and he blamegiad_fiend of his wife for his

wife’s character change.
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En casa ella era una chica humilde, buena, ahora elt@mbesta, me habla mal y

hace lo que quiere (At home she was a humble, good gl she talks back, she
curses and does what she wants).

His relationship with her has deteriorated to such aenéxhat he is convinced
that things are not workable at home anymore. He wipetdis a few times and it was
difficult for me to watch the pain this was causing hirfteAall he had been through as a
young child when he lost his parents and was adopted byearfathily, after the abuse
he has encountered at work here and there, after ghaldrway up north from
Guatemala, he said:

Esto es lo peor que me ha pasado en mi vida. Graciasgewsedlo por sacarme

de casa. Ella se va y no me dice adénde va, que hace ¥dque hacer en casa.

Antes compartiamos los dolores. En malos dias venigmos tomdbamos una

ducha, yo hago los frijoles y ella las salchichas, comsgamos. (This is the

worst thing that has happened in my life. Thank you feritte walk for taking

me out of the house. She leaves and does not tellheeevghe goes, what she

does. | don’'t know what to do at home. Before, we ugesthére our pain. In bad

days we arrived, took a shower, | was making the beaasnalle the hot dogs,
we eat together.)

The lack of company and trust, the changes in his wikefgvior have deeply
hurt Roberto. Combined with the problems with some otbemaunity members, he is at
a low point in his life and very pessimistic. His megsto me was that after all the
sacrifices he has made, living at odds with the peopleubts is a major blow to his
well-being. (I could relate much more about their refaghip and although | have a
signed form from him, | do not want to write about theation as it would affect her as
well . . . in this small community, she would know) $éfit to say that the basic tenets
of trust have been violated to such an extent that he apeght in jail . . .

In their confinement, members of the day labor commugity each other

strength and a sense of worth. It is against the baplafrtheir social and economic
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exclusion from the wider community that a supportaystlevelops and functions as a
protective shield. Gomber-Mufioz (2011) describes her oligamgavith a few
undocumented men, “the Lions,” working in a restaurant bsAfs:
Lions’ social and political circumscription from widescgety also increases
reliance on one another for both material and emati@sources. . . . in
response, lions have created a social community witing of mutuality and
helpfulness; within these communities, they buffentbelves from disdain and
promote values that uphold their sense of self-wortpahtcular, work and
relationships provide social space in which the lions esik some normative
beliefs . . . such as hard work is a virtue and realtales care of their families.
This selective process allows the lions to attaiaress of dignity in spite of being

some of the most marginalized and vilified members osbS8ety” (Gomber-
Mufoz 2011:122).

The Transnational Community: Relations
with Those Left Behind

Despite the exorbitant costs associated with the niapah of a worker’s body,
there was no discussion of whether the body shoutdgmgriated or buried in the U.S.
Could the money not have helped the family sustain tHgesever a period of time and
make up for the loss of income due to their son’s deatib®rding to conversations with
the workers, the mother of the deceased in Guatemsieauhht about her son’s death,
was disturbed and eager to see her son’s body in hestbenrm Moran-Taylor (2008:18)
stresses the importance of organizing burials and funar&@asatemala in reinforcing the
transnational ties: “in addition to fortifying transioemal ties, the practice of organizing
burials and funerals back home for deceased migrants déai@s how Guatemalan
migrants continue to maintain their orientation tadgathe homeland.”

The transnational community, and by that | mean the pdefilbehind in Nebaj

and the surrounding municipios in the western highlandzuatemala, is as present in
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the workers’ minds as their bodies are present in Nort¥i@ginia. The strong
relationship with this community over the years is dase solid family relations, and
unwavering support to those left behind, but also on their laclear future in this
country. Parents, sisters, sons, and daughters thatbleawn left behind embody the
worker’'s motivation and raison d’étre. One worker adteother validated and vindicated
their decision to leave, their hard work, their suffgrand sacrifices, through the fact that
they were providing for their family’s material needs.

Lewis like many others came to help his family. A reeat theme in their
motivation to come here is their own deprivation ararttesire for their children to
have what they did not have, sometimes to the extfemainting to provide them with
gadgets and toys children in the United States desire. lme@nsioned how he purchased
Nintendos for his two boys, a rather expensive toy incautry. It serves his desire to
make up for his absence and provide proof to himself and hig/fdrat their separation
is worthwhile. It also increases the difference betwehildren with migrant parents and
those with non-migrant ones. Globalization and teiemisre certainly exposing people
in Guatemala to a consumer world, but it is the miggrémemselves who are exposed to a
high-consumption society and to these items in the UiStates, and they desire them
for their own children.

Vinimos para darle lo mejor a los nifios, uno no tuvodadaa (We came to give
our children the best, | myself did not have that gootlife).

Antonio said he is here to help his parents and sisterserhds money home to
help when he can, but when things are tough he does rbaisgthing. His sister this

week turned fifteen and only had a small family partg @hinceareras celebrations in
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Central America are big events; it is the coming of aebration for 15 year olds).
Antonio asked her what she wanted and she requested asootber. He is thinking
about it; because he does not have his own family (hisabwidren), he wants his sisters
to have what he never had.
Chris started helping one of his younger brothers whilersGuatemala. He
brought him to the capital, against the desires of hiefat

“Si se queda alli se pierde.” (If he stays there helgsts

His father, who wanted the brother to stay and help thighfamily land and cattle, turned
over the responsibility for his son to Chris:

Yo me compreti . .. mi padre me dijo: si tu lo llevasesa tuya (I took
responsibility . . . My father said to me: if you take huith you he is yours).

| asked him why it was so important for him to help histeeotand go against his
father’s wishes. In a resigned tone, he explained:

Porque era lo mismo de siempre (Because it was the sameepeating itself).

Chris was not happy with the status quo; he was hopmgndoe and looking for change.
He had experienced his own failure to pass the entraareseior a technical
undergraduate degree due to his poor high school preparatiomgeipibrother was a
way to break that cycle. In later conversations with, lienxspoke about the confrontation
with his father. His father looks at the status quoawpts it. He does not see that
things have changed. This is his main point of contentitmvis father who does not
understand that in order to go to university you need a gobdshigpol education that

his brother was not going to get in Nebaj. Having some alitbings | wondered why he

took it upon himself to help this younger sibling.
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El primero termina y mi hermano mayor tiene aspimaEs no puede trabajar y

no puede ayudar al siguiente (The first one finishes andleegt brother has
aspiration, is not able to work and cannot help the indkte).

Only later did I find out the oldest brother studied theplagd was thus unable to make
money and help the other siblings. His decision to migcatiee United States only came
after he lost his job and was unable to fulfill his prerto his younger brother:

Aqui ya empieza la idea a venir. Yo me quedé 6 meses desgusspido y no

encontraba espacio y me vine (This is when the ides staming. | stayed for 6
months after the lay-off and | could not find space acanhe).

It is interesting that Chris said he “did not find spaes,if the country did not have
space for his physical presence and was forcing him out.

This sense of purpose overrides many hours of lonelifass, sacrifice, and
even humiliation. One was helping his daughter go to cqolegether was sending
remittances to his mother so she could buy her medicategnpther was building his
parents their first real home. Studies have showrstading remittances to family
members has a similar effect on day laborers asrdl@iosity: it serves as a protective
factor against psychological distress (Negi 2008)

Latino day laborers often worry that they are ndftlfing their duty as fathers,

husbands, or sons. Consequently, sending remittances gdgsitipacts Latino

Day Laborers’ well-being, because their monetary coutions make them active

contributors to the sustenance and well-being of theilyaand allow them to
fulfill their gender role as breadwinners and providergy{i2€08:103).

Studies addressing the effects of material and sociattesmoes abound in the
literature. From the effect of remittances to develepinand poverty reduction (Adam
2004), to the effect on consumption and environmental chgbgess et al. 2010), to
social transformations and inequality creation in segp@ommunities (Marchand 2011),

to gender relations (Hain 2006; Hirsch 2003; Stephen 2007), &ffdwts of social
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capital (Grim-Feinberg 2007), to the differential effeatd.adino and Maya sending
communities (Moran-Taylor 2008).

While it seems that remittances have positive and ivegatitcomes in the
sending communities, these revenues are increasinglgl@@mponent for the nation’s
finances. Remittances represent 11% of Guatemala’s &Bfming mainly from
immigrants in the United States. The downturn of tlenemy influenced the level of
remittances, and after a drop in 2009, they rose 5.5% in 284€hing $4.13 billion.
(Reuters 2011). Remittance senders to Guatemala come pnashbignirom the United
States, with 40% in Los Angeles, California. They areng males, with more than half
at primary or below primary education, working mostlyimskilled jobs such as
construction in the U.S. Remittances flow regulaolgtipport primarily household
expenses and are intended for family members: 55% to chaddhekparents, 14% to

brothers and sisters and 13% to spouses (World Bank 2006:7).

Remittances and Consequences for Local Communities

Economic remittances tend to be used by family membersohsumption or to
cover household expenses (Moran-Taylor 2008:120; World Bank 2@@i63r than local
development. They are also used to pay the coyotenificagt expense in the first year
of arrival. This economic growth without developmendagrimental to long-term
development of the community and the nation. Althougihénshort-term, Guatemala’s
economy might be tackling immediate poverty issues thigise funds, it is not creating a
sustainable economic future for the nation.

Actualmente los délares que llegan a la comunidad tienedinéeica de rebote
vertical, a través del consumo y la inversion no prodedtiera de la comunidad
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(Dardon 2005:64) (Currently dollars that arrive in the comitgthave a vertical

rebound dynamic, through the consumption and non-produntiestment
outside the community).

As a nation, Guatemala cannot morally be content antbconomy that is based
on sending its own citizens to participate in the loveeselons of other nations’
economies, such as Mexico and the U.S. The volumgcofe lacking a productive base
is stimulating imports of consumer goods to the detriroénational products (Dardon
2005:63). Left-behind families are becoming remittance-depéraheinthe state of
Guatemala is relieved from responsibility of caringtfegir poor. Families have taken
these resources for granted and have grown largely depemddr@m; in general they
have not developed further skills, not created smalhbases to generate additional
income (World Bank 2006:36). The majority of remittance-recg individuals are
poor, rural farmers, who use these funds to pay back debts,education and better
housing. Remittances go primarily to cover food expensestiag to the existing
poverty in remittance-receiving areas. Dardon (2005:63) ndstihat remittances
function as a “seguro social informal”’ (a social imhal insurance) for the government.
He critiques the limited governmental and business attitiogesrds the increase of
foreign currency (divisas), without looking at the causethe social costs these
remittances entail for families and communities. ([2ar 2005:64)

Those who do not participate in this migrant economyeaee more excluded.
Marchand (2011:1384) discusses how the “emergence of so-cadjeghtrelite in small
rural towns result in many tensions at the communitglle The creation of new
inequalities is, according to Durand (2009), the fundamentaéazfusocial

differentiation and only one symptom of the social ttamsation the sending
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communities are experiencing. In line with Marchand,ddoar(2005) looks at the
accelerated process of internal differentiation, s@iso worried about the damage this is
doing to communities:

Esta diferenciacion ha llevado a las comunidades a exgraamtensiones
internas, tendientes a romper largas tradiciones ¢@mganizacidén comunitaria
(Dardon 2005: 64). (This differentiation has made commuret@grience
internal tension, which tends to break long traditiorhsas community
organization.).
Those families who send their sons, brothers, ane@rfatlp north pay a high price for the
absence of their loved ones. Marchand (2011:1383) describesoddhe symptoms in
the community after their loved ones depart north: desresand anxiety in people left
behind, and children acting up in school. These are the sighe emotional anguish
they endure. Those who do not send their loved ones pafh @thce due to their
exclusion from the market and the increasing consumgligparities between them and
their migrant-sending neighbors. Another problem for tHaselies who have sent out
migrants is the increasing dependency on those remittéorcte local household.
Transnational migration is changing the local econdvtontejo (2004:235) describes
how subsistence milpa agriculture is becoming a supplemeptactice, while family
members rely on remittances as the major source ofm@cBemittances have also the
perverse consequence of increasing inequalities. They cneageexpectations and thus
push even more people into the migration circle. Young penolp out of school to
follow the path north (World Bank 2006). Male-led migratamd the absence of men in

the community affect gender relations in the sendingnconities, changing the role of

women (Hirsch 2003; Stephen 2007).
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The ambivalent and differential impact on sending comrasnffrom individual
prosperity to dependence), is discussed in Durand (2009):aro@H are generating
intense urbanization processes and the developmentabind@structure, while in other
areas migration has been the principal cause of depmplatgradual abandonment of
investments. New concrete multistoried houses are poppimg sending communities, a
far cry from the adobe houses they lived in. The housimgtruction boom with
remittance monies brings up the question of potential enveatahoutcomes. Florencio,
one of the workers, said he decided to come, because

Cuando estaba alli, yo veo el cambio, construyen t@sasie se van (When |
was there, | saw the change, those who left werdihgihouses).

Davis et al. (2006:232) conclude that “most Guatemalans striaehieve US
living standards by increasing consumption immediately atihdess inclined to reduce
fertility.” The effect of remittances on the environmh@nd the effects on a sustainable
economy in Guatemala that could thrive without sendieg thorkforce up north
warrants future research. On a community level, rentiga are bringing about many
changes, contributing to some development, but also esgiagrindividualism (Durand
2009). One of the more obvious consequences is the albsfeymeng men in the
community and the cyclical international migration {@@n 2005). Despite many studies
stating that remittances are not resulting in localaiion-wide development (Taylor et
al. 2006), they allow many individuals to fulfill their penst aspirations of owning their
own cement home and helping their children receive sxtueation.

The negative effects of remittances do not stop detred of intra-community

inequalities that are being created. Taylor et al. (2006:4&yithe some of the effects the
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transnationalization of communities have on thellecalogy: loss of knowledge about
the land, use of non-traditional crops and fertilizargl the accumulation of land in a
few hands. The growing ecological impoverishment is indeedrry for the long term
development of those migrant-sending areas. Remittanoey is converting the
rainforest into cattle pasture. The new purchasing powieda@fenous migrant families
is transforming traditional ownership patterns, creatamgibns between Ladinos and
indigenous members of the community. While social strastuand particularly the
migration-induced gender relations changes, are slow-movaypiTet al. (2006:58)

report a rapid change in land use and land ownership.

Transnational Community and Day Laborers in Virginia

Workers frame their existence in Northern Virginianore than just their
physical space. They are grounded in their transnatideatities, with a very strong
focus on their local identities. “Hometown is botteal and symbolic site that draws
people back repeatedly in many senses” (Stephen 2007:9). 8&®mgth their home
community are materialized through many of their dagksa

Communication with friends and families back in Neban important
component of their lives in Virginia. The purchase aed phone is a “must” investment
as day laborers. | have not seen a single day latdatteyut a phone. Work often depends
on last minute calls from colleagues or former empleyédio need a job vacancy filled.
Cell phones have become an intrinsic part of thelalayrers’ social and economic
participation. Cell phones are also crucial for commation with their loved ones at

home. Talk of purchasing phone cards or needing phone caréssap many times in
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conversations with the workers. The purchase of phardsseems as important as the
purchase of food. A convenience store close to La Paaadaell as a local dollar store,
has a variety of phone cards. Workers are very fanulidn the technical details of some
of the cards: charges too high for a connection fees doework well, only lasts for
seven minutes, etc. | have also observed that woskdirshone cards to others. The lack
of mobility, lack of time after a long working day ane timancial inability to buy many
cards at the same time might make this a profitable asioe some individuals.
Standing outside an apartment housing day laborersehedd men stopping by to
obtain phone cards from one of the day laborers. Bmeational orientation is
unequivocally directed to their native country. Commutiocalines with home and work
are crucial and workers have become communication sé&ey. Khow how to text and a
few workers, probably those with above-average educdiare purchased computers
and are using SKYPE to keep connections alive. Interactidhgheir family members
seem to be thriving.

Modern communication technology has brought new methbparticipation,
both opening new social spaces of interaction, and egabdisier maintenance of
existing social spaces. . . . An individual physical enes is no longer a

prerequisite to participate in and develop a sense of caoityrfar a particular
social space (Maya-Jariego et al. 2007:746).

Workers are very aware of village news and although ofdyehave access to the
electronic version of the press, there is enough timihe corner to transmit information
to others. Workers that attend the ESL courses in otieeqdublic libraries were
interested in learning basic computer skills to access tla¢e@alan press online. On the
morning after the Guatemalan first lady publicly spokeuaber intention to divorce the

president in order to get her own name on the ballgpresident, workers knew all the
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details. The Guatemalan constitution does not allovptésident’s wife to run for
election (Ordaz 2011). A few workers that have online acaebome are well aware of
international news. On the day Spain won the Socaatd\Zup in South Africa, two of
the workers called me to congratulate me (not sure | inthiag to do with the Spanish
team winning the cup, but | assume they thought my natigmadide me co-deserving of
this title). Mike and other workers seem better infadrabout the Spanish soccer league
and individual players than | am—always teasing me whgfanorite team loses.
Workers are well informed about Guatemala, but also $t&®m interest in international
and U.S. national news. For the majority who cannaotrdfé computer but have the
skills to use one, the public library offered some religffortunately, the computer use
in the public library is now limited to 30 minutes and,eask on weekends, is in constant
demand. The severe reduction of opening hours in the ceyniplic libraries due to the
economic recession has impacted the workers’ opportsitdiarn and get information.
Nonetheless, the day labor community finds ways to aceds share news and
information. Many of the day laborers who usually doatténd public meetings joined
the visiting Guatemalan priest during his mass. Word abeuwti$it and the mass
celebrated in a local firehouse had spread in the conynuni

Migrants are also connected to their home communhieaigh the sponsorship
system that gives new potential migrants the opporttmitpnsider the trip north. “This
system of sponsorship adds an economic dimension ttidbamd friendship ties, as
undocumented workers incur and repay financial and socias tiebach other”
(Gomberg-Mufioz 2011:53). After their arrival, many workeesiadebted to family

members and close friends and spend most of their @estworking trying to pay back
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the costs for a coyote. Florencio, who migrated wieewas only 18, said it took him
nine months to repay the trip debt, “la deuda.” His brothene six months after he had
left his town, but he could not help him as he was sfiaying his own debt. He paid
US$ 6,000 five years ago, and first went to Ohio. A typtigalnorth with the help of
typically more than one coyote can cost from US$ 7,0008% 10,000—an outrageous
amount considering the cost of a regular commercialtfiglthe United States (under
US$1,000) and considering the income opportunities of day labor&ers in the United
States or in Guatemala. The tightening of the U.S.-Mexiorder has increased the
vulnerability of the workers travelling through, and hastisetconditions for an
increasingly more sophisticated and violent underground crirstingcture that preys on
the needs of workers to support their loved ones.

The sponsorship system works in both directions and susta@ioistinuous flow
of people who see migration as a daunting but potentallyavailable way out of
poverty. The fact that the day labor community at heaBa is made up of many
extended family members explains their closeness, andirect result of the exchange
of social, economic, and emotional support both sidéseofommunity make available
to each other. No matter the location, family tiasguage, and familiarity with a shared
cultural reference frame substantiate their bondingeQiebts are repaid, migrants that
settle in the United States become valuable assetiseiohome community. Workers
become information brokers for those left behind: theye travelling experiences and
knowledge about the local job and housing market. Moretivey,become cultural
brokers, taking some of the mental pressures off the timgrdecision. The foreign,

unknown land gets a little closer and familiar througg $tories they hear and images
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they see. Knowing where to go and having somebody a&nithef the trip clearly eases
the process and facilitates the decision to move.

Felipe came to Virginia in 2004 when he was 29 years olé Badyguard, he
drove the car for the Meli Novela family and had a gjodd He worked for them for
eight years and did not pay rent, as his boss providedmna. cCompared to some of the
young Maya women that help in houses or work in factohesonsidered himself
lucky. He was able to see his family every weekend—it bb&urs on the bus to cover
the 230 km. Despite considering himself lucky, when his brathiaw asked him if he
wanted to come over here, Felipe said:

Yo le dije: no sé como esta el trabajo. Uno ak& yo tiene como venirse . . . Si
alguien le ayuda, si. Mi cufiado me ayudd. . .”(l saidina: | don’t know how
work is over there. One is over there and if you dbaite a way to come . . . if
somebody helps you, then yes. My brother-in-law feelpe . . .).

He returned to Guatemala after a few years and thea baok again to Virginia, this
time with his wife. When | asked why he returned, he cented:

Esa era la idea (de quedarse en Guatemala). Yo me retiqugjene pongo mi
negocio. Tenia dinero ahorrado, pero antes de llegamallconocida, también es
vecina, me pidié prestado un dinerito . . . Yo pensabaleveelven el dinero
justo cuando regrese, la fecha se llega..y hasta ahona neconoce los US $
6,000...mejor me voy a trabajar a la ciudad. La sefiorsiteaa el dinero para
dar a traer a sus 2 hijos a Estados Unidos. Ahora laasdit@ que sus hijos no
tienen trabajo. Me costé trabajo reunir el dinero. Yiaspba que era una persona
de confianza. Mi esposa se confio...ella tiene una seapddipero le dijo que no
tenia la plata para venir sus 2 hijos. No le hemos podickr s 1000 pesos, le
hemos amenazado y nada . . . Yo nunca crei que meadbaraHablé con mi
esposa Yy le dije que iba a regresar y ella hablo coarsoaima y su hermano le
dijo que podia ayudarle.” (That was the idea (staying irtéoma)). | retire/ get
away from here, start my business. | had money sauedbetiore getting there an
acquaintance; she is also a neighbor, asked me forlsommved money . . . |
thought, | will get the money back just when | retuhg tlate arrives . . . and till
now she does not recognize the US$6,000 . . . | bettendoin the city. The

lady needed the money to arrange for her two sonstakba to the United
States. Now the lady says her sons do not have woslasithard to get the money
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together. | thought she was a person | could trust. My spimusted her . . . she
has a superstore but said that she did not have monbkgrftwo sons to come.
We have not been able to even get 1,000 pesos out avdnbgve threatened her
and nothing . . . | never thought that she was goimgteive me. | spoke to my

wife and told her that | was going back (to U.S.) arelsgoke to her sister and
brother and they told her (the wife) that they cowdéptner).

Felipe’s story shows how important friend and familymbers are as sponsors of trips.
Family members often put their land or the house aswaisefor their family members.
The sponsorship system is not without flaws and riskghfose left behind or for those
sponsoring the trip. In Felipe’s case, the owner oftigermarket that borrowed the
money has acquired a bad reputation and is on very udlfyieerms with Felipe’s
family. Living in small communities, the strain inagbnships has affected their daily
existence. It is not clear if this lady’s sons, whugeshe needed money for, successfully
made their way up to the U.S., and if they are unwilingnable to repay their debt. In
either case, it is creating stress for the moth&uatemala and if they are unable to
repay it must be a constant burden for them. For Fsliiaenily, however, this was a life
changer. Felipe’s dream of setting up his own businessHhmane and making a living
close to his family was shattered. Disappointed and aagpyt the deceit, he was forced
to return to the United States and ask for help himsel§ fiinie, he is travelling with his
wife, leaving his children with his mother-in-law. His @i cleaning houses and has
almost repaid her sister. The inability to get his movegk is also a major cause for
frustration:

Yo nunca crei que me iba a fallar, yo le dije—si ustethagaga la

demando..pero nada, alli no hay ley...” (I never thoughtgas going to fail me, |

said to her—if you do not pay | will sue you, but nothing, ¢hemo law over
there).
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Thus, the need for sponsors due to the high costs afippha¢ates a system of
dependency, risk, and trust. At times this trust can bayes, debunking the idea of
community solidarity and putting relationships at riskideats like this also make
bystanders and others in the community more wary dliirgnmoney and make trusting
each other more difficult. However, many day laborelied on the help of family
members to get here and generally complain about theexyyitusive overcharging or
kidnapping to get more funds from family members.

After repaying their own debts, migrants also become ¢iia&brokers to the new
migrant generation. No longer do family members haveltthedr earthly possessions to
sponsor a son or a husband. Unlike migrants who nowadasd tmi-directionally,
capital travels in circular form with no borders togs. Thus money coming from the
north is indirectly stimulating and making new migratpossible—effectively
undermining U.S. efforts to keep the undocumented out (althiogigdsstion the effort to
keep them out—their cheap labor is too valuable for tige €conomy). On the other
hand, monies travelling north-south also might fadéitand encourage people to stay.
Antonio is sponsoring his younger brother’s educationuat&mala. It remains to be
seen if education is enough to keep his younger brotherdesmng and imagining a
life outside his national borders.

Like Oaxacan indigenous migrants in Stephen’s study, jpakking Maya day
laborers have the “ability to construct space, tinek sotial relations in more than one
place simultaneously is a part of the daily framingfefih this extended family”

(Stephen 2007:5). Transnational ties are the source mfyetiat sustain workers and
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their community in this country. This energy translatés endurance, patience, and a

sense of direction. It keeps them going.

The Spanish-Speaking / Latino Community
in Northern Virginia

The Ixil-speaking day laborers in Northern Virginia hallearrived within the
last decade and have settled in a region and a natibrawisible presence of Latinos.
From Mexican, Salvadoran, Peruvian, Bolivian restaurémtsmnaller stop-and-go stores,
to financial service organizations ranging from bigger bdikkBanco Popular to small
corner places offering Vigo money-sending services, topgatetion services to
countries in Central America, to Spanish-speaking nowmices and/ or immigration
/tax services, the range of Spanish-speaking business&s &itthe presence of a diverse
and significant Spanish-speaking community. According to tlise Oensus, the Hispanic
population has increased 43% in the last decade, more thailif Hispanics living in
the country or 16.3% of the total population. Although Hispsmake up only 13% of
the population in Virginia, their numbers have incredsef1.7% in one decade (U.S.
Census 2011).

Links between the Ixil community and the wider Latimormunity are
established through the job market, housing arrangemewltsha wider services Ixil-
speakers access. Day laborers rent from other Hispavock for them, shop in Latino
markets and go to church with other Spanish-speakers. fbhemnost contact outside
their own group of co-nationals is the Hispanic commufiitbe diversity in class, race,
origin, educational attainment, time of migration, aglijfous orientation of the

Hispanic population in the United Sates makes this a higdéydmgeneous group (Portes
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and Rumbaut 2001). The complexity of this group makes localitynportant factor
when studying how indigenous communities interact wighMlexican and Salvadoran
Latino majority in the area. What most Hispanics irgwiia share with the recent
arrivals from Guatemala is a migration experiencenadteimilar religious orientation
(Christian), and an ability to communicate in the séanguage. A common language
eases communication with other Hispanics and is armagalblock for interaction with
the majority English-speaking population. However, @lg language that separates
these indigenous day laborers from their Latino neighbineir self-ascribed identity as
indigenous Maya, speaking Ixil, affects their insertioio ithis community. For the wider
community in this area, these day laborers are ideshi@fgeHispanic, often “Mexican,”
and more than one person has been surprised to hetreinahain language has little
similarity with the Spanish language.

Migrating to the U.S. also means undergoing a re-evaluafitme person’s
position in the racial/social/economic hierarchieghefnew country. Migrants undergo a
process of re-classification and racialization. aligenous workers from Guatemala the
economic, racial, social and political experiencey thiéing with them do not change
drastically from their subordinate position in Guaté&anbut become more complex and
textured in the racial and ethnic landscape of the Ui8tates. Racialized into the
Hispanic community, they encounter a vicious anti-Lasantiment. Mexicans constitute
the largest Hispanic group in the country and accordingetetdh (2008:26) “currently
the word ‘Mexican’ in the United States is pejorativgutomatically conjures a vision

of something un-American, even menacing.”
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Recent arrivals, as well as Hispanics that have lvelre country for generations,
have encountered a wave of nativist and xenophobic attitadles United States,
intensified after the 9/11 attacks and the depiction afigrants as a national security
threat. Harvard scholar Thomas Huntington (2004a; 2004 Wwedidlispanics as an
internal threat to the country, based on what he thonghtan inability and
unwillingness to assimilate the ethical, moral, antducal values of the main society.
Meanwhile, groups like the Minutemen, or SOS Save Virgiia right wing
commentators like Bill O’Reilly, Rush Limbaugh or GleBack, see Hispanics as
outside invaders. Calls for new border construction anéased surveillance and
militarization on the border try to rein in the crimal invader/ trespasser. Within the
Hispanic community, and as a continuation of raciatipsland colonial legacy in their
countries of origin, indigenous migrants end up sociallsiatly and economically at the
bottom. However, a more encouraging development, theefinition in the racial/ethnic
U.S. context and the increasing strength of pan-Mayagandus groups, might allow
indigenous Maya to carve out their own space. “Guatésnaistory of economic and
social marginalization of the indigenous population hadrdmuted to the lack of
connection of indigenous Guatemalans to the nation ansuibsequent focus on the
local’” (Manz et al. 2000:3). Clearly not interested in bedamtified as another Spanish-
speaking Hispanic, their fearless and strong use of thairmdigenous language and
their self-identification with their home regionthiar than with the country of
Guatemala, might give them the tools to create a dewtity as indigenous Maya, rather

than Guatemalan immigrants. Nash (2004) describes the mmgerof indigenous
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language and culture to promote self-awareness as ddrasedf-governance, and a tool
to overcome racist biases in the dominant culture (I9664:193).

In a highly polarized and extremely anti-Latino politieavironment, the workers
are blended into the “Hispanic immigrant category,” whihften negatively associated
with a lack of desire to assimilate, criminal behavidggality, and a cultural invasion in
our midst. State policies after the attacks on 9/11 bguated the foreigner, the
immigrant, with the “terrorist mind.” This is the sadlityahat awaits Hispanic
immigrants arriving in this country post 9/11. With the exepof a few skilled and
educated immigrants, they enter the country in the loveesal, social, and economic
echelons. Even within the Hispanic community, indigenooskers are racialized into
the lowest level. Stephen (2007) describes how MixtechZapotecas indigenous
migrants are placed at the bottom of Mexican racialedhdic hierarchies, and how this
system is reproduced in heavily Mexican population sitélser).S. Not significantly
different from their Mexican counterparts, Guatematahgenous migrants “who are
continuously read as dark and illegal become subiject tiorteea that is justified by their
appearance.” (Stephen 2007:152). Their mostly undocumented stettisgm at a
disadvantage compared to all other community membersgldminakes them vulnerable
with respect to the Hispanic community where, accordingix and Zimmerman (1999),
85% of immigrant families are mixed families, meaning a ofidocumented and
undocumented members. Mixed families, although clearlydegaalvantage, can access
certain services through their documented members thatraost impossible for the day
laborers. Access to a car and transportation is efifost importance for the worker in

the suburbs and even though the documented driver might hgsaytdaxi driver” for
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other family members, it guarantees a level of mobifityx et al. (2004) also assert that
indigenous migrants face discrimination with non-indigenmigrants or native-born
minorities as they compete in areas of jobs and setvice

Identified as another group of Hispanics, these day labarerinserted into the
racial landscape of the nation. Rendering Hispanics feseht, anti-immigrant forces
have succeeded in racializing them, rendering thenrdiftdrom the dominant society.
As undocumented they are “integrated into a racializedtuly of status and prestige”
(Chavez 2007:193). Language in this case becomes the mairr wbdkigerence,
although in the case of day laborers, the space wheyddok for work is also a
racialized space. Galindo and Vigil (2006: 423) point out tieafear of linguistic
diversity fuels racial nativism as it is thought to undeemational unity. The English
language has become a marker / a key symbol for nataeaity and thus languages
other than English are considered “un-American.” EBmgOnly movements have
emerged in recent years as the nativist, anti-immigrane has swamped the U.S.
territory, and in particular those new immigrant gatgsuanaccustomed to seeing
foreigners in their midst. When ethnic and legal diffiees come to be seen as absolute
and natural, physical appearance, cultural practices andsvate defined as inner
essence or substance (Stephen 2007: 152). Leo Chavez (1994) shadjery used in
the media to portray Hispanics and concluded that the snagee racially coded and

equated Hispanic with a darker color and speaking Spanishiiedality.
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Exploitation / Abuse

While women that migrate often end up working in the doimeghere, cleaning
or taking care of children, men end up in farm work or gdalaorers. The physical,
emotional, social, and economic vulnerability of ddyolers on the corner speaks to
their position in a neoliberal capitalist societye$a vulnerabilities often translate into
hidden exploitation. Although their bodies on the coarerhighly visible, the greater
part of their work is invisible: another painter, constion worker, landscaper that shows
up for a day and then disappears. No paper trail, no regisgaho recommendation
letters, no letters of recognition for a job well dersothing to prove that they were
there. Today one supervisor, tomorrow another, nothingothds the worker to the
workplace, eliminating any foundation to develop a sengeidé and self-esteem
through the work they perform.

Exploitation of vulnerable populations is unfortunatelydesffect of our free
market and our “the market regulates itself’ philosophyighatlowing the political and
economic powerless to pay the human and economic @bat§ree” market. The power
of the law to include and exclude and the lack of hunghtsienforcement create power
differentials that in turn create a breeding grouncefqnoitation. Stephen (2007:166)
describes how abuses increase in direct relation tartioeint of control contractors have
over their workers, who increasingly are undocumented :

Contractors might pay workers for fewer hours, loantimoney at high interest

rates, require workers to pay for food, rent, tools, andpartation (...) often at
exorbitant rates.

Deregulation and the increased use of undocumented worlggsmine the enforcement

of labor laws and make it easier to abuse workers.
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Haynes (2008:10) writes that exploitation specificallyférs to the upper hand
wielded by the former over the latter, in which the a® secures labor opts to cheapen,
undermine, or devalue the labor, and the humanity, ofritbeooviding it. It refers to the
relationship between the devaluing of the labor to theldewpof the human person
providing it, and the choice made by the one the expipibrchoose financial gain or
other personal profit over the dignity of the human pelsing exploited.” Critical of
the free market, Haynes (2008) points out that this madaspts a “large and silent
underclass of migrants, both documented and undocumentedisty 8z needs of the
middle class.

Workers on the street are exploited on a daily batisies of non-payment are
plentiful, of work with no breaks, of insults and ingsiunattended to. Distressing as this
exploitation of other human beings is, for the woskitne authorship of these denigrating
actions is even more confounding and saddening for themn§&eesipecial connection
to the Latino community, they believe themselves tmldbe “same boat.” Thus the
betrayal and mistreatment from this precise communéiyttiey instinctively trust,
inflicts more pain.

Prefiero trabajar con un americano. Lo trata a unseatido humano. El latino

te trata como lo mas bajo, como esclavo. (I prefevdrk with an American. He
treats me with human sense. The Latino treats ¥etthie lowest, like a slave).

He paused and said “no todos son asi” (not all of thentilee this).
When | asked him to explain this behavior, he said:

Los latinos lo traen asi de sus paises. El amerjgamero da de comer, el latino
ni vaso de agua te da. El americano valora el trabapspmgno aunque ya hayas
terminado el trabajo, lo pone a hacer mas, solo poragaas plata. El
americano valora mas su trabajo. (Latinos brindkét this from their countries.
The American first gives you food; the Latino doesew#n give you a glass of
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water. The American values the work, the Hispanic evleen you finish the

work, sets you up to do more, only to grab more monkg.American values
your work more).

Roberto’s reaction when speaking about Latino or Hispemmtractors is
unexpected and brings his very deep-seated anger to llggie & resentment, anger,
and disappointment in his voice and in the words he Bs#sg treated with “human
sense” is juxtaposed to being treated “like a slave€' filo worlds could not be further
apart. Was more understanding and solidarity expectedtfrefdispanic contractor and
therefore the disappointment bigger? Or does the Amecmatnactor treat his/her
employees with more fairness and humanity? Roberkpkpation that Latinos bring it
with them from their countries also mirrors his peed@xperiences in a highly racialized
and Ladino-dominant country. He is basically saying:ithi®ow people are treated over
there and they bring these structures, these behavithrshem.

Aqui no dicen gue eres tonto, aqui se sientan y te amstplano (Here they do
not tell you that you are stupid, here they sit you domhshow you the plan).

He clearly demarcates the differences in treatmenofne they just call him “tonto”
(stupid), not believing in the capacity of the individual &neating him like an “indio”
(indigenous, but also used in derogatory form to mean deadeloped, not intelligent).
Here they believe in his ability, they let him particgat the project, give him an
opportunity to understand the concept. Roberto sees tm®lcontractor as money-
oriented, greedy, and only worried about his personal gagontrast, his American
counterpart values the work he does. Giving him recognitidnsaowing appreciation
for the worker’s creation, gives the worker a levedlighity and self-worth that is often

missing in day laborers’ interaction with the resth@f community. The Latino
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contractor, however, does not value his work, and ratiae seeing the worker as a
human being, is only interested in his laboring capasitg.the economic and social
structures in Central and South America the referpog# for the Latino contractor and
does he/she therefore think that it is acceptable &b tine worker here just a little above
the conditions in Guatemala, Mexico, or Nicaragua? Tdtenb contractor knows the
conditions most of these workers migrate out fromwv kbloey live, how many hours they
work, what food they eat, what kind of luxuries theydyaand how little protections they
are used to. From the contractor’s view then, the waskieeing treated better than in his
home country, but far from the legal/moral understandirdecent treatment in the
United States. The American contractor might lack peispective and be more readily
prepared to give workers certain breaks, to offer foaddaimks, and to pay under the
market rate, but still more than the meager worker ircon@Guatemala. The treatment
of the Latino contractor creates ill feelings in tiay laborer as it undermines the reason
for the worker’s migration: a better life, fair tre@nt and an opportunity to rise above
the condition of poverty. The Latino contractoreplicating conditions at home, not
understanding that workers left that system for somethiifeyeint, something better.
The supply of day laborers and the need for work is sat ¢nat contractors can pick and
choose, as long as nobody is enforcing basic labar éand human rights.

Florencio’s experience with Latino contractors misr&oberto’s:

Aqui sufro en el trabajo. Dos afios en grama. Como artizme documentos, el

duefio latino como nos corria. Los latinos se aprovechemo. Si yo hablara

inglés podria trabajar con un americano . . . (I siiéee at work. Two years in

landscaping. Because one does not have documents, yadd ske how the

Latino owner pushed us. Latinos take much advantage tflispoke English |
could work with an American . . .)
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The closeness and dependence of day laborers from the cammunity is
primarily language-based. Working for an American is an wggraut only reachable if
one speaks English. But Florencio also knows that havipgrpdbeing documented)
would make a big difference, the dependence on a Latirtoactor would end, workers
could get up and find something else to do; this is a substamiate difficult without
legal papers. The abuse and exploitation by the Latintrador is at its core a human
tragedy. Florencio continued speaking about his disappointmgmtatino contractors:

Es que hay que ser justo. He observado yo en las casdsgtas dan $300 por

echar el mulch y el jefe latino solo sentado en maigaeta y uno lo trabaja y solo

nos dan $9 la hora. (You have to be fair. | have obsehatdn the big houses

they pay $300 for putting down mulch and the Latino bosssjtssin his truck
and one works it (works hard) and we only get paid $9 an hour)

His frustration with the bossy attitude of his Latlmass reflects the disillusions of many
other workers with their contractors. The Latino hessomebody domineering,
authoritative, making sure the workers understand his pos@Ziound Roberto be right?
Do they bring it with them? Maybe this is what Latinattactors who have reached a
relative position of power have seen and experiencbdrag, and all they do is replicate
a system of power and abuse. There is a boss, anthdrerare the workers. Some
workers are astounded by the willingness of some Amepa#&nes (boss) to work side
by side with the workers, get dirty and sweaty. This istmcay that some Latino
contractors do not also do the right thing. When Antanioved in the country, a
Peruvian contractor took him under his wing, and accordingitorio:

Me ensefié como funcionaba todo y aprendi muchas desifide showed me
how everything worked and taught me many skills).
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Antonio was dismayed about his own decision to leave thisvR@ contractor for a
higher- paying offer. Although the higher paycheck in therbegg was a reason for joy,
in the end the new patron tried to stifle him, and leednup worse than before.

Troubled, Florencio said,

Es nuestro propio cercano...” (It is our own close ang.. This shows that day

laborers consider members of the Latino community lgghanto their “own

group. Thus betrayal from their own midst might exptam very strong response

| received from day laborers in regard to the Latino remtdrs. And could it be a

stereotype?

Another day laborer describes his feelings about Latmbractors this way:
Yo prefiero trabajar con un americano. Paga justomd&sconsciente. El latino
nos hace trabajar mas de la cuenta y no paga....Naitle ta suerte de trabajar
mucho con americanos. Con el latino, siempre es apimesesito terminar
rapidamente y uno lo hace porque nos paguen. El americatescinso, se come
a la hora en punto, después de las 8 horas se deja dartrdlefer working
with an American. He pays in a fair way and is marescious. The Latino
makes us work more than expected and does not payhave Inot had the luck to
work much with Americans. With the Latino it is alveago faster, | need to finish
quickly and we follow because we need to get paid. Theriseregives you a
break, you eat at the precise time, and you stop workieg&hours).
The contrast between the American and the Latineractor is baffling. Working with
an American is considered a good day, a lucky day. Theiéameis portrayed as fair,
considerate with the worker: he gives breaks, he paysh is eaten on time and the
workload is limited to a regular day. This stands out ag#mwestatino contractor who
seems to be constantly pushing the worker, only interasteid gain, always
overworking his/her employees, and not paying fair wagiethé work done.
Unconcerned about the day laborer’s working conditithesatino contractor seems
unconcerned about the length of the workday or covering basids such as water and

food. The Latino contractor is self-absorbed and greetye the American is thoughtful
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and fair. The Latino and the American contractorsrseebe on opposite sides of a
moral scale.

Although in the minority, some workers also compldiw @ the American
contractors, but the type of complaints are usualkgdiht in character. A contractor
Roberto had worked for many times asked him to movedntRoyal, even going so far
as to offer him a room there. He was hesitant in@awg his offer because of his wife,
and because he knew the contractor would often get druhtake drugs and be out of
control. Roberto remembers his verbally abusive behawibttze insults he received.

Me decia “shorty come here” y muchas malas palabtgss#id, shorty come
here - and many curse words).

Although this type of abuse is not physical (not allowimgkireaks or water), the verbal
assaults made the worker feel unsafe and threatened.idda@yenous day laborers are
physically smaller than their American counterpartdlifi@ahim “shorty” ties into his
indigenous identity and his male dignity.

Speaking to one of the Salvadoran workers who sometissesnble on the
corner, he confirmed what other day laborers had alreddyne: the Latino contractor
is not good. When | asked him why he thought it was so,itle sa

Ellos creen—estos vienen a quitarnos lo que tenemlos. 6} quieren compartir.

Creen gue es de ellos, se piensan que son importarttey.tfink—these are

coming to take away what we have. They do not wantacesi hey think it
belongs to them, they think they are important).

He openly attributes the abuse of the Latino contrdottreir fear that newcomers will
take away what they have. According to him, Latinostseanewcomers, the day
laborers, as competition and are unwilling to share. Taseg a sense of entitlement and

feel they are above the newcomers. With the exaemti a few skilled or highly
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educated immigrants, most migrating members from Hispanidresiare workers that
have made a living in the United States in lower paying jobs.structural insecurities
in the job market and the harsh competition in an opeeé/market where the stronger,
younger, and cheaper offer makes the cut, pitches ebbisimigrants against
newcomers working in the same field: survival becomesifyrid his kind of
individualistic attitude, supported by a system that follolwes“survival of the fittest”
motto, might also explain why a considerable numbétigpanics in the country are
against immigration reform and legalization of the undcenied. In niche markets,
Latino contractors might lose their cheap labordaand in certain jobs the more right-
leaning, mobile, post-reform worker might stand in diceztpetition with the longer
established Latino. Rather than showing solidarity wébh other, the tough conditions
and the desire to survive and achieve the American Dreafrepit against each other.
Theodore (2003: 261) describes the destructive competition amakgra,an particular
Ecuadorian and indigenous workers undercutting Mexican workers:

The roots of this competition, according to the organieem the desperation of
the (mainly rural) Central American workers, who brieg skills and little
experience to the worksite, limited ability to communicait other workers or
employers . . . and significantly higher debts owed ymts for smuggling them
into the US. Contending with multiple labor marketdigantages, these workers

resort to undercutting wages as a way to make themsetvastiae to the
employer (Theodore 2003:261)

Looking for work at La Parada makes day laborers momgevable to discrimination.
Although invisible to many in the community, there is méweless a very specific form
of discrimination based on the indigeneity of the waskéndigenous people in Latin
America generally belong to economically, politicaiynd socially marginalized

populations. Framed in general as underdeveloped, rural, uteducaive and



160
unsophisticated, indigenous people are treated as infer@ambigrs of the wider U.S.
community might at first and second glance not undedlstaat these men on the corner
bring with them a very particular history, a unique languagd,an ethnic difference not
immediately obvious to the outside observer. The groupigether of people from
different nationalities, different economic, sogcialigious, and educational backgrounds
just on the basis of speaking the same language oblg¢hete@ichness of diversity in the
Hispanic community. It also does not do justice to thiedihces of experiences of each
individual. For the non-indigenous Hispanic community inWinded Stated, the racial
hierarchy positions the indigenous person on the bottom repkgating the structure in
their native countries.

Samuel was being mocked by Mexican co-workers and treatesirapla-

minded indio. He was putting gas into a machine to cut treées W spilled and got into
his eye, burning his eye. He showed me the injury, which thtkene like cataracts. He
had developed a light skin over part of his eye. The icggaof his Mexican co-workers
offended him. Rather than helping him, they decided to mouk hi

Burro, me dijeron, la gasolina es para el motor, no fparajos (Ass (donkey),
they said to me, the gasoline is for the motor, noydair eyes).

He described how they did not do much to help him, and usedd¢basion to get a good
laugh. Samuel was humiliated and let down by their imatb—what he considered—a
serious situation that left visible marks on his eyen&s, who suffers a few medical
problems, was however more positive towards the Koceatractor he had worked for
that week. In 90-degree weather with high humidity, leevmarked outside and kept

sweating and sweating. The contractor who saw him askede$a he could drive him
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home, but he told him that he was fine and always swidatsaid the contractor was
nice.

This contrasts with Daniel's story about another Komaamtractor who picked
him up at the corner and took him to work in Maryland.h&t énd of the day the
contractor did not want to drive him all the way back tgwia. Daniel said:

Le dije —I call police, no good, no good you Virginiadids—I call police, no
good, no good you Virginia).

In his extremely limited English, Daniel was tryingtétl the contractor to drive him
back to Virginia. Showing the contractor that he watsafiaid of calling the police,
Daniel recounted how he sat in the van and refused twug@ntil the man decided to
drive him back. Refusing to leave the van, Daniel insisteki®nghts and actively
resisted this wrongdoing. Daniel thought that the contraetasra bad person and maybe
involved with drugs.

The abuse is, however, not limited to the workplacst kaar, one of the local
churches that have an active outreach program wittiahdéaborer community asked one
of the wives to bring some traditional food from theigion to an upcoming meeting.
Paula hesitated for a little while and then told me sha would really enjoy cooking
something, but she did not have a kitchen. | was sudptisbear that because | had
dropped her off in front of her townhouse a few timed assumed she had access to a
kitchen. She lived with a Hispanic landlady, who did adw her to use the kitchen.
Sometimes she would warm up something when the landddtdyé house, but she was
always afraid to be caught. In the end Paula and her idishaved to a different

apartment. She wanted to cook for her husband and fethatdfter a long day working
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outside, she could only offer him cold canned food. AccgrtinPaula, the landlady was
afraid she would use the kitchen to make dishes and esill tlany Salvadoran women
in the area make tortillas and other food for men to takeork or sell them close to
construction or workplaces during lunch time. Salvadorame&vohave seen a business
opportunity in this field, given that many immigrants aenmwilling to pay for home-
cooked meals. For some women who have children and ave-bound, it is an
opportunity to earn some extra income. Obviously awhtki®practice, the Hispanic
landlady prohibited the use of her kitchen. Paula ale&espbout their restrictions in the
house: how they were only allowed to sit and watch Tthénliving room for a certain
number of hours in the evening and they were not allow&dep the lights on in the
evening, not even while watching TV. The mistreatmentisp&hic people towards
these new migrants extends to the social spheresgiofittes, living and working under
unpleasant conditions.

The person inflicting the abuse often excuses therabticexplaining how much
better off this person is here than in his or her hoowntry, comparing earnings, etc.
They sometimes even see themselves as “saviors” ahokets” and find their behavior
morally acceptable because they went through hard tintealarse themselves when
they started off. | remember talking to a Latina cacttmawith a small housekeeping
business. She was trying to sell me her housecleaning prafigctshe saw me talking
to her employees. | had become friendly with somé&efbung ladies that cleaned a few
houses in the neighborhood and engaged in conversationthaithwhile they were
waiting and eating their breakfasts under a tree, waitinthe van to pick them up. They

would eat after they cleaned the first house, because imorning they were too tired to
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eat. The van would pick them up in the early morning homnlstesometimes took an
hour to pick up all the cleaners. After cleaning in Virginkey would clean some houses
in Maryland. The young women were complaining that tbey/a lot of time in the van
and they only got paid per house cleaned. Sometimes the ewuokl forget to leave the
keys, and they could not enter the house. The contractald not pay them for that
house. One of the young women lived with the contra8liee. had left children behind in
her home country and had only recently arrived. Theraotadr would deduct rental and
housing money from the pay check, leaving only small amaargend her children.
Commenting on the difficult economic situation in td@intry, she was convinced that
we all have to pay a price and the newcomers even thargystem always worked like
that, you have to work your way up.

Relationships with the Spanish-speaking community are actestiby workers’
undocumented status. They depend on contacts that are¢hmaaigh the workplace and
housing market, where they enter relationships withrdtagnos on a purely gain-
oriented level. Their lack of mobility and their low g@economic position make social
activities cost-prohibitive and simply impractical. In tharm months, workers toil long
shifts in landscaping and construction. Hard physical wodeudifficult weather
conditions precludes any possibility of an active sodrl (60ing out to dances,
restaurants, and to visit places takes time and mondytha workers’ priority is saving
money. Some workers take advantage of close-by ESleslasschurch events. One of
the activities that workers have participated in the gagports. On Sundays after ELS

classes, some workers would get together to play volleghdlbften they would take a
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ball and walk to the closest soccer fields. Gonz&1@p(@:145) describes how the first
types of immigrant organizations in the Washington area weccer leagues.

Soccer provided day laborers the space to meet othepkatind interact in a
non-business environment. The high numbers of Latinggriicular in close-by Prince
William County, fostered the creation of Hispanic sodeagues. Soccer is above all a
very inexpensive and paperless sport. Show up with artzhkhdew friends, and you
have a game. Soccer, like many other sports, opens ud #ofi@ncounters and
friendships. It is on the soccer field where day lalsars measure themselves against the
other Latino, or the other English-speaker. Dziembow2Ra({:30) finds soccer a tool
for building solidarity: “Soccer facilitated camara@eaind provided the workers with an
opportunity to relate outside the competitive environméthe job market.”

The increasing anti-immigrant policies of the neighbpnunty dissolved the local
Hispanic soccer leagues in the area. When PrinceaWiilCounty passed the highly
controversial anti-immigrant laws, many undocumentespéhic were afraid to go out,
taking their children out of school, and leaving strip matigty. Active soccer leagues
were decimated (Brulliard 2008), players not showing up owafdf being
apprehended or deported for not having the legal documentatgtay in this country.
Legal status again emerged having an impact “far beyond flatwer participation and
access to services, to encompass sociocultural spgevesll” (Menjivar 2006:1000).

Two years ago Chris played soccer on Tuesdays, cloke f@ld on Route 28
and the Burger King. Then they stopped playing because theyowea the goal. Chris
thought that maybe people were leaving trash and that ishelgyclosed down the fields.

Then they tried to build their own goal arches.
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Con colaboracién para los arcos, compramos los tld®sprtamos, pusimos
tape alrededor, compartimos los gastos. Yo traje el iavdiodo, todo. Pusimos
los tubos en el suelo para que cabiesen dentro de lodudioss armamos todo y
Luego después el juego siempre los escondiamos para quéadieseasen.
(With collaboration for the posts, we bought the tuloeis them, put tape around
them, we shared the costs. | brought the invoice. Bwexy, everything. We set
up the tubes in the ground so they would fit in the othesslve set up
everything and later after the game we always hid thetinagsdhey could not take
them away).

Here they had an opportunity to collaborate, to work togetheid something for the
common good. It was important enough for workers to tadie time and money to
organize a few men and open up space outside of la Paaldagdor them to enjoy, a
place that could foster camaraderie and friendship. Eegpir efforts, this opportunity
vanished in a matter of months:

Luego ya no nos dejaban jugar alli, no les daban espacigaipo que vino y

gueria jugar. Llego la policia y nos dijo que entre semanagngan a jugar, solo

el sdbado y el domingo. (Then they would not allow ysldg there anymore, we

did not give space to a group that came and wanted toTiaypolice arrived

and told us not to come during the week to play, only Satumthypanday).
Somebody took the tubes he had paid for. Later they bounylabte goal posts, but they
got stuck in a van in one of his five moves, and they wexer recovered. Obviously
playing soccer was important to Chris and despite histefforbuild the goal, they could
not sustain playing soccer as a continuous activity. Aftegrto Chris there are two
leagues: he plays with the group in Manassas, the gtbap plays differently:

Cuando ellos juegan apuestan y cuando apuestan eligen gdossma mi me

gusta jugar rastico, ellos no juegan limpio. En Manassasmpor apuestas. Aqui

todo se vale como son por apuestas y por el dinerdvher( they play they play

for money and when they play for money they seleetiest. | like to play rustic,

they do not play clean. In Manassas we do not bet. élengthing is acceptable
because they are betting and because of the mongy . . .
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Chris’s critical observation that as soon as moneyaar is involved the game is not
played clean and it is a free for all, is a dired¢iazsm of how profit spoils the game.
Yo lo hago por el deporte, es una distraccion, como un grupmig®s, con las

apuestas se crean conflictos (I do it for the sakkeo$port, it is a distraction, like
a group of friends, with the betting they create cotd)i

Chris and his friends don’t go to the fields regularly anym@®hus an opportunity to
meet people outside of the community, to get out of thermpat and relieve the daily
stress, particularly in days of no job offers, hasrblimited. Soccer could facilitate
community relations, and would make this community alscemeible to outsiders. The
lack of public spaces to interact with others in a pasiicial environment impacts their
integration into the wider community and furthers whahascholars have called the
“atomization” of the community.

From charges for driving a day laborer to a doctor’s effio the abuse in the
workplace or the humiliation from a Latina landlathg majority of exchanges between
the Ixil-speaking day laborer community and the Latino rooimity seem to occur in
monetary exchange relations. In this environment, theréear stories of mutual
support. Feeling abused and mistreated by their Latino aenthy laborers look at
these relationships with disappointment, having expected frmm “nuestros cercanos”
(our close-to-us).

Menjivar (2000) reminds us that a great social distancetsoegeexists between
longtime residents and newcomers and that “socidioeRdo not exist in isolation from
the structures in which immigrants live.” (Menjivar 2000:1153)e Taterial and physical
conditions in which day laborers and the Latino comnyusntst affect the social fabric

of communities, often undermining local solidarity (M&h1995b; Menjivar 2000).
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Destructive competition in the unregulated labor marketlned with little opportunity
to make social connections outside the business envirormh@émtling work, renting
homes or purchasing food and phone cards, shapes the fadtatt between Latinos
and the day laborers. Although many Hispanics show solidamnd are working to
support the newly arrived immigrants, the lack of mohikgucation, and financial
means reduce the exchanges between the day laborereardttof the community. In
an extraordinary expression of solidarity, the 2005/6 dematitsts for immigration
reform, millions of predominantly Latinos all over tbeited States insisted on
immigration reform and legalization for the undocumenkéalvever, as Gomberg-
Mufioz (2011:105) emphasizes, “divisions have anything but disaggpear , Latino/a
identity is nuanced with respect to class, gender, nditiprend ethnic group.” Places of
encounters such as public soccer fields or public libraresindergoing severe cuts in
services to the community, affecting the quality of &éifed the integration of residents

into a functional social—not just business-community.

The Wider English-Speaking Established
Community in Northern Virginia

Workers are painfully aware of the barriers that seépdhem from the wider
English-speaking community: the first and most obvious déraisia language barrier, but
class and legal barriers also complicate communicafibe lack of interaction with the
community surrounding the day labor settlement is not@eladged by workers in daily
conversations, but is tacitly accepted as a naturalitt@mdTl he social atomization and
isolation of the Ixil day labor community at La Parasla result of their social,

economic, and legal presence in this neighborhoode Ipénception of being similar to
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other community members and the recognition of interdepeerdegtween members is a
criterion to establish a sense of community (Hombradeseikta et al. 2009:671), the
Ixil-speaking day laborers are far from considering thévasemembers of the same
community with their English-speaking non-migrant neigisland vice versa.

Geographical factors also play a role in the level teigration. Unlike earlier
immigrants that would settle in bigger cities with ethenclaves, newcomers have
formed new settlement patterns in the suburbs, crea¢éwggateway communities that
tend to be more isolated than those living in citigbnle enclaves facilitated social,
economic, and organizational connections, which arecdiffto establish in some of the
newer settlement areas. The geographical isolatiootaffewcomers’ engagement with
their communities, and tends to limit the possibilitypofitical organizing, and building
leadership (Andersen 2010). Although larger enclaves in b&satight mitigate the
effects of isolation, they also tend to slow down lishglearning and thus also have an
effect on social and political integration with theinséream society. According to
Hondagneu-Sotelo (1994:205), legal status and living in smaltemzinities produces
isolation and marginal involvement in societal instaos. In the suburbs of Virginia this
is especially true for day laborers. Interactiondlite English-speaking community
around the day labor corner are predominantly limitediginess interactions (workers
being picked up by contractors or homeowners) and faithdese immigrant advocacy
groups. Spaces of daily existence do not seem to overlaphsitiegular English-
speaking citizen and in those rare moments where spaedap, language barriers arise.
Heightened visibility on the corner is countered wigightened invisibility of their

social life.
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While most day laborers do not speak much about the laockepéction with the
wider community, it is an issue that concerns migramiraunity leaders. During one of
the meetings, Alfredo, a Mexican community leader waykiith day laborers in
Annandale, Virginia, gave a speech to the 30-40 day labwoter had assembled. The
three pillars of his speech rested on the idea of digaitgouragement for the workers,
and the importance of reaching out to other members aiimenunity. He urged the day
laborers to reach out to talk to people. Paraphrasing tssage, he pled with the
workers: “We all have a person we can talk to. Notglainything is not why we came
here. It is very important to open spaces to talk to sflath the community.” He
conveyed the story of how some people in the commuwotyld act surprised when
walking past the Annandale corridor where up to 500 workeesrdds at times.
Passersby would be surprised to see day laborers playingacties®uld ask Alfredo if
those men really could be day laborers. The limitednancbw representation/depiction
of a day labor in the imagination of outsiders credét@riers to human interaction. If it is
not possible to imagine a day laborer playing chessbé&dause we are not imagining a
human being behind those faces that is capable of thinkimmja@ying pastimes similar
to ours. They are different, uneducated and any similarityour lives would bring
them uncomfortably close to us. It is so much easighinx of them as being different. It
validates our no-contact zone, endorsing our “naturatadce.
Assimilation and integration of newcomers has beg¢hermminds of sociologists for
decades and has increasingly become of interest to andgte. With a majority of
newcomers in the Washington, DC metro area settlingbarbia in the 1980s (Brettell

2003), the area around La Parada has experienced an inflam@rants from many
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countries, predominantly Asian and Latino newcomersiddigh Mexicans, Puerto
Ricans, Salvadorans, and prior to them Jewish, Chiaeddtalian immigrants, all had to
struggle for their acceptance in the wider community,aeemers today find themselves
arriving in a political and social environment that is vieogtile to immigrants. “New
migrants are increasingly excluded and criminalized byribenting neo-assimilationist
and increasingly xenophobic public discourse and policy whiehegiacing those of
recognition, accommodation and tolerance of culturadrdity typical of
multiculturalism.” (Pero and Solomos 2010:5). The excluaich discrimination of
newcomers is by no means a new concept in U.S. histbeyvicious criminalization of
newcomers in the last decade by state discourse migatamaplified the level of
discrimination and othering.

Easy access to inexpensive communication technology, lbasageconstant flow
of new immigrants from Central America, might alswé consequences for the
integration of these new members. Only a few decadeslagdo the lack and costs of
communication technology, new immigrants could not sast@antinuous
communication with those left behind. This has changed cenadity now, allowing
immigrants to call home daily, weekly, send packages) 8kgpe for free. Until
recently, immigrants could, although at a certain risk@sts, cross the border and
engage in circular migration. The heightened border gtiotemakes this almost
impossible today, limiting the back-and-forth movementnwohigrants and imposing a
voluntary confinement in their ethnic or immigrant conmies. The feeling and sense
of insularity of the day labor community is only congdale to the isolation of transient

temporary farm workers during the Bracero Program. Thal&yillaborers struggle to
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make connections with the local community for the afeetioned reasons: language,
legal status, and economic status. Most social corfactise day laborers are initiated
through religious or immigrant advocacy groups that chambe in touch with the day
laborers.

Members of the English-speaking community can be dividexdthree groups
based on their relation with the day laborers: tlaasely trying to defend the human
rights of immigrants, the dignity of labor, trying to suppbeir integration in the wider
community; those bystanders that have political vieveaialmmigration, but stay at a
safe distance from the day labor community and mightight not hire a worker for a
house improvement project; and those who have verygsaotikrimmigrant day labor

positions and engage in direct or indirect harassmethiss€ommunity.

The Anti-Day Laborer Group

Anti-immigrant groups have soared in the last decade arelllean energized
with the failure of Congress to pass immigration refofime strength of anti-immigrant
groups has allowed for the development of country-widerazgd structures with local
chapters that aggressively pursue the “disappearance” afjramhday laborers on our
streets. The existence of anti-immigrant attitudes aoaements plays an important role
in how immigrants are incorporated into the communitngaized groups such as the
Minuteman Project “may provoke counter-organizations anmonggrants and their
liberal allies or may instead have a repressive impath® organizational capacity of
immigrant groups” (Andersen 2010:97). The geographical closeheasRarada to

Prince William, a county that has aggressively passedrantigrant ordinances, and the
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local chapters of anti-day labor groups like the MinutePexect or S.O.S. Manassas,
might have a repressive effect on immigrant organizafdeoording to their website, the
mission of the nationally organized Minuteman Projedh Yocal chapters in Virginia, is
“to secure United States borders and coastal boundgaessaunlawful and
unauthorized entry of all individuals, contraband, andidorenilitary.” They consider
themselves the “National Citizens Neighborhood Watchthwigoal of securing the
American border. The border in this case is fluid andile@nd is located in any space
where immigrants are present.

Minuteman members were catapulted into the spotlight gugaeaid patrolling
the U.S.-Mexican border: Armed civilians sitting in laalmairs, flying the U.S. flag,
using binoculars to spot the undocumented, and defend thac&amepil from the
foreign invader (Navarro 2009). They call for a heavy aniltation of the border,
petitioning the Secretary of Defense for members of timyANavy, Air Force, and
Marine Corps to assist in this effort. At the sameetithey are spreading the politics of
fear (Stephen 2007:30). A drive to sign a petition on theudiman’s website under the
heading “Secure our Borders Now” declares:

Border security is absolutely essential if we are to redine imminent threat of

new acts of terrorism on American soil, maintain aweseignty as a free and

decent nation, and contain the alarming growth of iat@nal criminal

syndicates that are violently overtaking our territangl assaulting our people
(Secure America’s Border Now, Minutemen HQ, n.d.)

Playing to the fears of Islamist terrorism after 9/h&, group’s strategy is to link
undocumented immigration with terrorism. A ticking courde their website tallies the
number of illegals crossing over the border synchromicailoking the image of a

ticking time bomb. The website text is intermittergbattered with reminders such as “50
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lllegals WILL JUMP America's Borders While You Read THislinutemen HQ, n.d.-
Immigration Crisis Survey) .In the following excerpt,r@&n Mercer, a co-founder of
the Minuteman HQ, attempts to link the Mexican border Vgldimist terrorists, and
stresses the inaction of the U.S. government (tlkasghe Minutemen their reason for
existence):
There’s an even worse situation to consider. Onadrad mine who has a ranch
on the Arizona-Mexico border was awakened late one highis dog barking.
When he went to the window, he saw several men litanyi helmets and full
body armor marching across his land, just a few feet fisrhouse. That was
strange enough, but when he heard them speak, a chiircargh him. My friend
served with the U.S. Army in the Middle East and cleegtognized that the men
were speaking Arabic. Because of his ranch’s locationthedoorder, it was
logical to assume that they were crossing from Mexit® shuddered when he
thought of where they might be heading and what they nogiptianning. Once

again, when the Border Patrol arrived, the men weg dmme, and they were
never found. (Mercer 2010)

The formal worker HOW center in Herndon attracted maogl members of this
organization. With more or less intensity depending oméwes or political environment
of that moment, Minuteman would assemble early imthening protesting against the
day laborers, carrying signs, shouting at the waiting dayréas, taking pictures of day
laborers, volunteers, and contractors, with therdigantion of intimidation. Surprisingly
for me, many of these Minuteman, were younger, middle-&gedtewomen, who

would show up in the very early morning hours (HOW opened saxihto “defend”

their homeland. Not allowed to trespass on the HOW, éineae protesting women and
men would stand for hours watching the workers. Somé&evemwould pass the
Minutewomen and men on their way home when the cetused. There was an intrinsic
moment of violence when these young men would pass throedWitiuteman crowd, so

close to them that they inevitably could face eachroffiee hate, anger, and
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discrimination directed at their bodies were too intekk®v could these women and
men look at these young men and hate them so much faingdo work and feed their
families that they would go through the tribulationgefting up early and expressing
hate so openly? As a mother | could not understand theaiigmo®wards these young
men, some still young enough to be in school. Wheretheasense of human solidarity,
compassion, and tolerance towards other human beings?

A local blogger addressing the situation of the day labatela Parada writes:
We are the citizens of Centreville, Virginia, who &d up with our local
government’s abject failure to address illegal immigraiioour community. Our
public library is a haven for illegal alien day laboret® regularly molest and
abuse underage children at what should be a place ofligaand safety. Our
community is overrun with illegal aliens who trash cammunity, overcrowd
houses on our streets, and destroy the quality of liéeiwrcommunity. . . . Our
community is under assault, and our public officials ate@ly complicit in
fostering this problem. (www.centrevillecitizens.org)
Day laborers as child molesters, wild people trashingdinemunity: the mean and
degrading rhetoric around the issue of day laborers ttagl gome community members
against these workers, bearers of all moral illsf ab their problems were tied to these
few men and would disappear if they would only return tat@mala. For Brettell and
Nibbs (2010), the anti-immigrant backlash is closely teed crisis over the identity of
middle-class America, where class in addition to eawkethnicity are fundamental
contributing factors. Discussing the viral anti-immigraagis$lation in form of local anti-
immigrant ordinances, they affirm that this type of $éggfion:
is a defensive strategy against people who have beensi&tyrconstructed as a
threat to middle class suburban identity. Where tiwey their home, their
neighborhood is part of the internalized world that sb@nrAmericans inhabit as

members of the American middle class. When ideas atloait these places
should look like and be are challenged, local residents rean effort to hold on
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to particular modes of living and to a particular sodiaiis (Brettell and Nibbs
2010:20)

Day laborers upset the ideal landscape of suburbia, repdiie idea of prosperity,
security, order, and cleanliness. By doing so, these woakayupset the identity of the

suburban middle class.

Civil Society and Faith-Based Organizations

In light of the economic crisis of the past few yeand the escalating national
debt, state, local, and federal governments have bekearariorced to cut services
significantly. Increasingly thus, responsibilities ahgfting from the federal to the local
level, transforming local community-based organizat{@®BO) into critical actors in the
suburban political and social landscape.

The image created around undocumented workers taking awalfygabs
deserving Americans and using limited public resources (h&sptzblic schools, social
services) fuels the anti-immigrant sentiment at a twthen some natives are struggling to
keep a job and see their own services dwindling. At a ¢ihiecreasing exclusion and
scapegoating of the immigrant, civil society mighttfié void left by retreating
government. Theodore and Martin (2007:207) define civil speiet’‘community
organizations, social movements, hometown assoc&taimirches and faith-based
organizations, social clubs, and other organized groupsgjiasent the interests of
migrants and operate between markets, households artdtené dowever, Pero and
Solomos (2010) argue that the state can play a posilerénreupporting immigrants’
rights and conditions and admonishes the reader nobteéive the neoliberal state as a

compact and coherent anti-immigrants engine whichasmgty committed to and fully
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effective in enforcing governmental policy” (Pero et28110:14). In reality, however,
unauthorized immigrants are legally denied access to thenagasrity of federally
funded services. In some instances, social workersedfdirfax County local
government have distributed information about homelestesti@r have given talks
about pedestrian safety and provided neon bands for besttality of the pedestrian, but
the relationship is frail at best. The weak connectwitis the state leave civil society as
the potential bridge builder and integration motor for mawigrants. Then again, Heyek
(2008:431) addresses the disconnection of day laborers futlraaziety organizations
and describes the disconnection as “exceedingly problgnaatthe majority reported
that they do not know their rights as a worker or asremigrant residing in the US.” At
La Parada, for the most part, civil religious organizetiare the ones actively reaching
out to the workers.

Faith-based organizations form part of the civil soategganizations that “have
stepped into the void created by the withdrawal of public eeswio migrants in an
attempt to patch holes in the societal safety net byighng emergency services, housing
assistance, job training programs, and otherwise aggisigrants in need.” (Theodore
and Martin 2007: 207). They provide ESL classes, serve amgderies and
information gateways to community health clinics, aband legal services, provide
food, connect immigrants to civil society structure, terdtl to the spiritual needs of the
migrant community. Anderson (2010:90) also believes thafptem of immigrants and
the perception by natives is “highly dependent on the kindsgaiizations that help to
integrate refugees and immigrants.” These community-baggeaiaations (CBO) work

with local government officials to work against the NBM (not in my back yard)
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phenomenon. CBO’s advantage of knowing the immigranegmic communities,
“lowers transaction costs associated with overcorf@nguage and cultural barriers
between newcomers and native-born residents” (Fraswae 2010:456). The National
Day Labor Organizing Network (NDLON) describes congregagioah interfaith groups
as the most compelling vehicle for community organizinditesy have shared values
that allow them to speak and mobilize for their memb@d&ILON website).

Members of four area churches (Methodist, Baptist,dtesan, and United
Church of Christ) have come together as CIF (Centrdwilaigration Forum) to
strengthen and address issues that affect the local eoibtyrsuch as immigration,
poverty, and homelessness. One of their objectives“®ipport each other’s work in
reaching out to the poor, many of whom are low-income imamigt” (Wellspring
United Church of Christ correspondence Feb 8, 2009). CIFmgseterve as a platform
of dialogue for issues and concerns that arise inaheranity. With the help and
collaboration of immigrant advocacy groups and non-prgfinaies and representatives
of Fairfax County government, CIF’s goal is to raise giuality of life for everyone in
the community. CIF was founded in 2007, concerned abouetegiue reaction to
diversity in the area, as seen in Herndon or in neighdpd’rince William County. In
their outreach to day laborers, CIF’s goal is to foxhl solutions to a local problem. In
cooperation with organizations like the Virginia Legadl Austice Center (VLAJC)
(http://www.justice4all.org/our_programs/vjc) and the Veestairfax Christian
Ministries (WFCM), CIF reaches out to day laborersgyto cover their more urgent
needs. VLAJC support immigrants in Virginia through ttheimigration Advocacy

Program. Reducing abuse and exploitation is one of tkelicé goals: recovering
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unpaid checks and trying to recover unpaid wages is only opénwehich this
organization supports day laborers and immigrants in theremity. The Western
Fairfax Christian Ministries (WFCM) runs a food panand supports the homeless in the
area. These faith-based organizations have historicsdigtad immigrant communities
and continue to do so (Anderson 2010:73). In some casesbéséu organizations
encourage immigrants for political participation. This suppan range from information
about the 2010 Census to active participation in the stréggiemigrant rights and
immigration reform. Catholic Cardinal Mahoney for exae publicly denounced anti-
immigrant political propositions and actively supportesl 2006 pro-immigrant
mobilizations (Navarro 2009:329).

Faith-based organizations like CIF are filling the vacuusated by the
disappearing state-involvement in the day labor commgAigerson 2010:27). These
organizations are for the most part the only connectaynlabors have to the English-
speaking community outside their work environment. Drivea bymanitarian call that
does not prioritize national and legal identities owan&n needs, members of these
organizations strive towards an inclusive community titestts ALL members with
dignity and humanity. Heyek (2008:432) determines that “no Inmogeerative is
repeated more frequently in the Old Testament thanatmenand to care for the
stranger.” The people of Israel are also “repeatedlyntanded not to exploit the
oppressed and the vulnerable, also relevant categoriearfeonsideration of migrant
workers.” (Heyek 2008:432). Stepping out of their traditionad adlreligious leaders
concerned with the spiritual well-being and developmemh@f parishioners, their

approach is hands-on, and pragmatic. With no money tcade or votes to be gained,
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the privatization of services so typical of the neeial economy connects civil society
and the migrant community.

The unrelentless anti-immigrant atmosphere in the@ndtas further limited the
possibilities of the state to support marginalized comtramiThe day labor center in
Herndon that was partially supported with funds from BaiCounty drew national
attention for supporting potentially illegal day laborerthwAmerican taxpayer money.
Anti-immigrant groups like the Minutemen and the natigomaks made Herndon a poster
child for the state helping out “illegals.” This issue diddgie city of Herndon, and
became the political hot iron in the local electiothen council elections came around,
the topic of illegal immigration took front stage. Pro-diyor politicians were ousted
and the new city council “adopted a more punitive day labemce, which included a
strict anti-solicitation ordinance. The city has aisade English its official language
(Herrera 2010:9). As a result of this election, the H@¥¢ slated to close. Far from
resolving the problems of day laborers, most of the wonletusned to the streets,
assembling in front of the 7/11. Yet again, workers waith@ streets without the
protection against abuse and the supportive environment ofer ce

This experience has made it very difficult for any goveminodficial in Virginia
to support the establishment of other formal day labordecerdespite the increasing
number of day laborers on the street. The Herndon exyper; although a sensitive and
pragmatic solution for the community, is not likely ® teplicated in the near future in
this county. For elected officials that depend on themsttuents votes, defending a
decision to use taxpayer funds for immigrant day labdhatsmight be unauthorized in

this country sounds like political suicide. This is notag that although in the minority,
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there are some locally elected politicians that lmoktd solutions for to improve the

quality of life of all members in the community, running tisk of not being re-elected.

Workers’ Center

Given the stories of contractor abuse and the demarstieguous presence on
the corner, faith-based organizations or immigrant adyogexups take it upon
themselves to find viable solutions for both the day labandrthe community.
Unauthorized migrants in particular

have little recourse to counteract the abusive praaicesme employers who

view day laborers as a pliable, flexible, and exploieatworkforce (Theodore et
al. 2007:280).

Formal hiring centers are seen by many scholars astas@agy to control abuse and
give workers a more dignified place in the communityl eeplace under-regulated street
corners (Theodore et al. 2007; Heyek 2008; Turnovsky 2006; x(&én2009) Heyek
(2008:449) and other scholars find workers centers to “be fahe onost effective

means of reducing workers’ rights violations and helping coniines address competing
concerns over day labor.”

Although the majority of scholars see Workers’ Censsra way to mitigate
abuses and take the workers off the street, othexgitical of such establishments. Day
labor centers serve in general as protective spac&smagrthe hiring process more
transparent and organized. Herrera (2010), however, alsenctsithat the benevolent act
of opening a center might “in fact become a mechanisrgreater management of the
subjects” (Herrera 2010:16), hence subjecting the worker tizefupolicing and

supervising. Critical of the spatial and physical segregatmnkers’ centers undertake,
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Herrera (2010:16) argues that it creates a “particular Kingraigrant laborer, one that
is out of sight and out of mind, and that behaves andtsohork within a certain
bandwidth of permissibility.”

Groups such as CIF have actively engaged in opening up new $paseskers,
despite the incredible difficulties and challenges ¢nitails. Unlike in Herndon, where a
local partnership between a religious CBO, Restonfhitk, and the local government
worked together to set up a non-profit labor site with puiinds, CIF had to rely on
private donors and the support of the local shopping malkoto plan a day labor
center. For elected officials, the support of a dayrlakater is clearly a brave political
act. The existence of formal and informal day lab@sslare a very visible appropriation
of public space by individuals who many residents intergdaing no right to do so”
(Frasure et al. 2010:460). The hostile anti-day laborer @ntsnn a packed public
community meeting to present and discuss the possilmlitg flay labor center that
would be completely privately funded gives an indicatibhaw difficult suburban
politics concerning immigration and day laborers have be¢camd how influential anti-
immigrant groups such as bloggers are. Civil society arngioe$ leaders met in an open
forum to present a plan for a day labor center and amgpuestions and listen to
concerns. The public school was packed that night, thé emeounced by local anti-
immigrant bloggers, as well as the faith-based organimsapporting the opening of a
space for workers. Attacks, however, became ever pdrs¥oa should be ashamed of
yourself” yelled an elderly lady with passion to ondlef leaders promoting the opening
of a day labor center. The rage of the outburst wddesnatic of many speakers in the

meeting: they felt individually wronged by the presencthefworkers and by the people
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defending a day labor center. From personal insults tedtwfice of time and money,
these faith-based religious leaders work from a commnadf dignity and humanity that
they base in the Bible: “I (Jesus) was a stranger andwelcomed me.” (Matthew
25:35b) or “When an alien resides with you in your land sieall not oppress the alien.
The alien who resides with you shall be to you aiti’een among you; you shall love
the aliens as yourself, for you were alien in the lainfgypt; | am the Lord your God.
(Leviticus 19:33-34). Faith-based organizations like the biigh Church that
participates in CIF, call upon their members to contactgess and ask for
comprehensive immigration reform and guide their membesgitty Spanish and other
languages, share meals and social events with racagité#ks and socio-economic

classes other than their own.

Others in the English-speaking Community

Besides contact with the contractors, day laboreks &arada also interacted for
a while with a private security guard hired by the shoppiny fiiae security guard
would tell the workers to get off the parking lot and wouldhpiirem out to the sidewalk
close to the street. Workers were irritated by hisgres. According to the workers, the
guard would follow them even when they were trying to lmmething at the local
supermarket chain. A group of workers on the corner weiidesy how the guard
would also walk up to cars that would park in the parkingflstyspected of picking up
workers. As a worker recalled, one morning, a blond ladygo a fight with the guard
because he approached her when she was leaving her caendlgsaispecting that she

was there to talk to the workers. Workers were also athatedhe security guard was not
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a police officer and poked fun at his behavior for pretentb be someone important.
The group of workers that | was talking to that morninghencorner agreed that he was
not a good person. “El negro” (the Black one), as teésrired to him, apparently met
two or three more black young people in the back lot ostipermarket. Those young
people has been coming around since the security guardistamiing and even came
to la Parada offering drugs. The workers were uncomfortatitehim. They were fully
aware that the security guard had been hired to push theshtbetshopping area and
could not comprehend how they hired this guy, who in theis @ not a “clean” guy,
to chase them away. The construction of the deviantadeyér collided with their
negative view of the security guard. Herrera (2010:11) desdnine@ghese punitive
measures construct day laborers as “triply problematiplpavho simultaneously
engage in lewd and illegal behavior on street corneeskidrespassing codes by
congregating on private property, and violate federal immagrdaw.”

Interactions with the English-speaking community amy ¥ew and limited to
people reaching out to the workers for their labor or fadked organizations driven by
their social principles to help others. Day laborersatogo to the gym or the movies,
they seldom go out to eat out, they don’t drive carsaaedocially invisible. Menjivar
(2006) describes how they are seen as different bedas®bdk different, immigrant
and racialized, and because they work and shop in diffareas and thus participate in
the mainstream community in a different way. Day l@bgrisolation and insularity is on
the one hand self-imposed and serves a function epsedervation. Invisibility protects
them against the potential risk of deportation. Theiaisoh is, however, also

superimposed on them through the structures they encowibées country. Class, legal
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status, ethnicity, and language are all factors tharistthe workers from the
mainstream. The right to space in suburban commurstiesnstantly contested. The
isolation of the Ixil-speaking day laborer community spe@kthe difficulty of working
class minorities to find “their” space as members, usit\vorkers, of the middle class
suburban community. Few contacts with the English-gpgatommunity, contentious
relations with the Latino community, leave workergling refuge and security within
the Ixil-speaking day laborers and their families. Ihieresting, however, that within
their community, points of contention do not deal witt tompetition for jobs, but
rather with the differential interest of day lab@&éw engage with mainstream institutions

and the wider community, despite the risks and challeregekd workers.



CHAPTER 5
CONCLUSION: ILLEGALITY AND VIOLENCE

In an increasingly anti-immigrant environment, the veiaad stories of day
laborers often go unheard. Day laborers in the UnitegSteave become the emblem of
undocumented, “illegal” immigrants. Vilification and dajpation of day laborers on the
street go hand in hand with the wider economic and gallistructure that creates an
underclass of rightless and discriminated people livingamtldst of our communities.
From a very simplistic angle, day laborers are furelaally “surplus” workers in their
countries of origin, who choose migration as their amyion for a future, and only
become valuable for Guatemala once they have crosséd & border and are ready to
send remittances. For day laborers this often meatisgeop on corners of U.S. streets,
“out of place” in their chosen country of destination.

Although the demand for low-wage workers has increasedlimstrialized
nations, the human beings taking on these jobs havedsaedited by the law and by
society as criminal law-breakers, as “illegals.” llletyehas material, political, and social
consequences for people marked this way. An estimated i@mméople with “illegal’
status in the United States live continuously with tlae & deportation and reside for
years in this country without full rights. The dimemsaf this historically rather recent
phenomenon, and the relative inaction of the statectarporate these workers into our

society and not treat them as second class membékss e state implicit in their

185
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exploitation and suffering. lllegality is a centrahcept when trying to understand the
lived experiences of day labors in this country.

Nowadays, it is politically incorrect and forbidden by lemdiscriminate on the basis of
age, gender, sexual orientation, or race. Legal stagjshowever, become the new label
that can be used arbitrarily to insult, differentiateoffend, and attack the dignity and
integrity of others. Even if those others have many valuesmmon with their
antagonists, like the desire to work hard, to help tlaenilfes, to live in peace, the
existential difference between someone with or witllbgovernment authorization to
work and be present in this country seems impossibledgey

Thus the question arises of why these mostly young meidwadebt their
families and friends to risk their lives to make theywmorth on an extremely dangerous
path, “where crimes of the most egregious nature are ¢tedimvhere almost everyone
who passes through becomes a victim of robbery, rapaulaskidnapping or violent
accidents” (Green 2009:332) to end up standing on a cornengviait work, laboring
under extremely difficult conditions for often abusemployers, with no protection or
insurance for days of sickness or unemployment, witheutlbseness of their families,
stigmatized by their legal status, living in the shadofxsociety? The answer is simple:
Juan, Pedro, Florencio, Pablo and all the other daydaebbhave met in the last six
years are looking for a future, a future that seemed inigess their countries. Is
working hard for their families and endangering their omsesl for a better future the

crime of which they are accused?
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lllegality

For day laborers, the greatest obstacle to a dignifiedslihe status or assumed
status of illegality. Their individual experiences ahaped by the legal context they
encounter (Stephen 2007:144). Foremost, illegality is notumala@oncept, but is rather
constructed and produced by law, in this case immigratioriDe@&enova 2002). The
power of the law to create categories and hierarchiasaass, to include and exclude, to
differentiate (DeGenova 2002; Newton 2008), has in Willéad07b:29) words “deeply
anxiety-production” or “terrifying” consequences for thosectd. The distinctions
between legality and illegality have not always exisidny of the European ancestors
that arrived in this country just walked in, given theeaige of a border patrol and at
times the lax enforcement of the law (Newton 2008:178).

One of the more obvious consequences of being markddgsed ik the restriction
of movement “which signifies a measure of captivity amciad death” (DeGenova
2002:427). lllegality is, according to Willen (2007a; 2007b), prodaredexperienced.
Those experiencing the material and social consequehdlegality are many migrants
and day laborers in the United States, but also manysatitet are not thought of as
illegal. After all, illegality is not naturally markechane’s body—although many
“bodies,” in particular Latinos, are being marked kgjdl and might therefore
experience the same consequences. lllegality does oexeilde people from
participating in the political community, it imposes atsyn of material and social
inequalities on them, that range from being overchargekiofesing, to being abused and
mistreated in the workplace without recourse, to liveslivethe shadows of society.

Undocumented immigrants are legally denied access to figefenaded services, and
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have no access to workers’ compensation, or unemployimamance (Cleaveland
2010:638; DeGenova 2004). The legal erasure of people undamthehb have not
entered the country with permission of the statentataount to living “in a state of
subjugation that results in vulnerabilities to deportattmmfinement to low-wage jobs,
and denial of basic human needs, such as access to haagsingtion, food, and health
care” (Menjivar 2006:1007).

lllegality is thus not just a legal category, it is aigbcategory that “justifies
exclusion from the rights and social benefits accotdgzeople in the surrounding
community” (Bacon 2007:67). Legal status shapes migrant igsntitow they
participate in the job market, where and how the linaits their social life, changes their
outlook on the future, and how they relate to theatte community. Menjivar (2006)
argues that documented and undocumented immigrants havdiSednt experiences
that they can be regarded as two different socialetadtarsanyi (2009) sees the ever-
increasing walls between “us” and “them,” a rescalinghembership as she calls it, the
foundation for a permanent expansion of a second-clagp.gfthe increasing
militarization of the border since 9/11 has conflatedcthecept of illegal and criminal,
further pushing the migrant into this second class grougragats, migrants are placed
outside of society. Although illegal immigration is &ithot a criminal offense (Koulish
2010), the anti-immigrant discourse in the country and endation of national security
and immigration, has perpetuated the idea that illegal migguals criminal. The term
‘criminal’ conveys images of violent behavior, rape, afrtieeft, murder. Koulish
(2010:16) prompts the reader to “now imagine the realityyad@nomic migrant who

seeks a job: different image, different response.aAscial category the term illegal has
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been inscribed on people, rather than their actions.rB@&a98) ascribes this as a victory
to the nativist movement, while Koulish (2010:17) remarks e would not call a
person that speeds an “illegal driver.” Like regular cridsindegal migrants are
associated with bad character or behavior.

Behind the scenes is a powerful nation-state creatingigration laws. The
centrality of the nation-state and the sovereightye state to differentiate and exclude
is irrefutable. The fact that millions of undocumeniied in this country is a direct
consequence of changes in immigration law. The 1965 Haldrx@mmigration Act set
hemispheric number ceilings for visas from the Wedtimisphere, limiting the number
of those permitted to cross the border, not those &ctuahing over (Koulish2010:179;
Varsanyi 2009; Ngai 2004). Human despair does not wait for pppesal, when
knowing well through experiences with the Bracero Progfangxample, that the
demand for work awaits across the border. When new imtiagriaws in 1996 made
removal of undocumented workers mandatory, “Americaig lbistory of practicing
both deportation and legalization pretty much came to dnfmnesty, no stranger to
the history of immigration policy, is now considered poditly unthinkable “(Ngai
2010:62). The state’s role in controlling the undocumented pidguia the United
States has grown over the years. Federalizationrafgnant control to the states has
brought border surveillance strategies to local stieeisr communities. Through
enforcement and potential or actual deportation, the *g#agets direct forms of
disciplining day laborers, instills fear, and engendessrse of spatial immobility of this

population” (Herrera 2010:4).
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If ilegal immigration is such a hot topic—why has theestadt enforced the law
and deported all the illegals in this country? Why hadatvad for millions of people to
remain illegally in the country? Has it failed to acleiekie goal, or is it, as some scholars
have alluded, more interested in regulating than pregikgal immigration, and if so,
why? Coutin (2005b:13) explains: “Criminalizing, but not entigglgventing,
unauthorized entry would create a pool of cheap and expendatkers, who, due to
their immigration status, are willing to work ‘hard andreci...” Or is it as Chavez
(2007) suggests the state’s unwillingness to recognize comslithat create demand for
labor and thus the unrealistic number of visas the govanhissues? No matter the
background of state intentions, historically restricpadicies have always moved up and
down with economic demand. Today, however, “restriaiivigration policies are now
almost independent of economic imperatives. Theyiardyfembedded in essentially
nationalist political discourses, which are ideologredlher than pragmatic” (Baldwin-
Edwards 2008:1457). This might explain the high demand for chéap &nd the
inflexibility of the immigration law to allow more imigrants to come in. The demand
being there, millions of undocumented migrants work infelols, our streets, our
gardens, “the phenomenon of illegal migration can beoreddy described as
structurally embedded” (Baldwin-Edwards 2008:1457). In other wordsc@momic
dependence is accompanied by a social and political exclagibie workers filling that
demand.

As the economic crisis of 2008 clearly demonstratesrialiberalism does not

reject government intervention in economic affding, rather government

intervention on behalf of the working class and mimesitThe role of

government under this neoliberal regime has been to proewtance, and
facilitate the growth of corporate and financial sestavhile limiting support for
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social services, education, health and welfare. Thetsdeffects of this have led
some to call neoliberalism predatory capitalism. (Rd@b0:41)

lllegality thus also produces a docile workforce thabisstantly being monitored, under
constant fear of deportation, stripped of all rightse $tate, thus complicit in the
presence of undocumented workers, “reinforces the momlfoaamnesty” (Carens
2010:28).

The criminalization of illegal workers has furthereslogial environment in which
illegal migrants are scapegoated, attacked, insulted apdesirof their basic rights as
human beings. Hunting for illegals, a sport in armed erilnilitias, would be
unthinkable if it were not for the public criminalizationwfdocumented people.
Criminalization of the migrants and an increase in eafment has raised deportation and
promoted the growth of the prison industry. (Green 2009:334).rArwgpto Koulish
(2010), detention numbers have increased three-fold since hé9beadetention
industry is undergoing a boom.

Immigration detention is the fastest growing prison pdmnan a country that

has the highest incarceration rates (Koulish 2010:52¢alllenmigrants are

therefore subdued, excluded, constantly threatened withtdépa, and
imprisoned.
The construction of private detention centers in ti& bas grown exponentially, and
Green (2009:337) speculates that if those prisoners “workineochain gangs are
migrants, who in a perverse Orwellian twist, haveaegd themselves at a much lower
wage, even as they await deportation for their “crintieé refusal to be disposed of.”
In the end it comes down to the tension between ecigriatarests and the

politics of national membership and identity (Wong 2006). $ked is also a question of

hierarchies of values: should capital be at the seofitabor, or labor at the service of
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capital? (Heyek 2008:438). Temporary migrants and particudasplaborers, fulfill an
essential role in the neoliberal world. The risenddimal work and unregulated markets
demands subdued, disciplined and preferably rightless memherperform at minimal
costs and without complaining. Capitalism as an econeysitem works best when
workers are used as objects, as commodities. As MaglFsaid in the context of rising
anti-immigrant sentiment during the wave of guestworkergiag in Germany, “We
asked for workers, and human beings came.” Free flaaamital and the now-militarized
restriction of human flow is a quintessential eletredfrthe neoliberal economic system
(Nevins 2007; Varsanyi 2009). The commaodification of part®oiesy disregards the
social needs of immigrants as human beings. Excludeddoaraty, “they have been
stripped bare of their dignity and humanity, they alseeH@come easy victims of

sovereign impunity. (Koulish 2010:69)”

Violence

The commodification and criminalization of workersress an inherent violence
that is played out in workers’ bodies and minds. Hawig— those who society and the
law discredit as “criminals” are being subjected on & dmisis to multiple acts of
violence by the state, the law, their employers anghiers. Their only crime is to have
crossed the borders “sin papeles” (without papers) mthelr families, like many
immigrants did before them. lllegality pushes many imamgg further into the shadows.
Green (2009:335) compares their rightless and inhuman worangjtons as
“reminiscent of the black sharecroppers.” Migrants’ hamghts are being ignored by

law makers and the public (Sladkova 2010:41) in this country aed of their country
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of origin. Maybe the “human” in human rights does apply to the workers laboring in
our farms or streets, or maybe the right of survivaladdynified life, the right for
economic survival is not included in the rights of “humans.

Of all immigrants, day laborers have a particularf§iailt role to play in the
economic and social landscape of their communitiegdlity permeates the space they
occupy. Day labors have to satisfy two contradictory delsan the social space where
they encounter the dominant society in a subordinaggigo. The violence of having to
simultaneously be visible to find a job and invisibleha eyes of the law creates an inner
tension that is infused with violence. This inner tearifithe workers’ presence, visible
and invisible, violates his or her integrity and well-beiDgportation looming always as
a threat in the air not only destroys their dreatid|ls the dreams of entire families for a
better life, for education, for adequate medical treatng&rosman et al. (2009) shows in
a PBS Frontline report the effects of deportation orfahely of a Guatemalan worker
caught in the raid of the Postville meatpacking companywaiaespite hard work, he is
almost unable to pay the interest on the loan he regéoscross north, his family’s
house is at risk of being taken away and gone are adigtiens to get his mother’s
cancer treated. Deportation destroys not only dredrdsstroys real and material
necessities for survival.

Violence is experienced by day laborers on many letladsdistance and yearning
for home and family, the paralyzing fear of deportatibe,exclusion within the
communities they live, the economic violence of livingleprivation, poverty, often
hunger, and the physical pain of hard labor. Violence basrrieft the lives of these

indigenous Mayan migrants. Violence permeated their livéiseir home countries: warr,
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gangs, poverty, and the violence of no opportunitiesn@s brought about by rapid
globalization have created “an atmosphere of chroniceds and anxiety in many
indigenous communities, expressed in acute levels of trdeara psychosomatic
symptoms, substance abuse, and domestic violence” (ROx&n. “New” violence in
Guatemala is associated with a rise in narco-traffgzkgang violence, and a corrupt
judicial system where impunity is still prevalent (Smet al. 2010:4). According to
Lopez (2010:34), in 2009 alone, 6,451 violent deaths were registeragared to a
yearly average of 5,500 during the armed conflict. Violemoempanied these migrants
on their path to the north. In the first six monthige in 2010, more than 11,000
migrants were kidnapped (Castillo 2011). Gruesome Kkillingsigfamts by local gangs
have in recent years horrified the world.

The separation of families and longing for loved onesciisflan inner level of
suffering that is mentioned by many day laborers. Carsdisrisks of circular migration
make this impossible for Guatemalan day laborers (Brh&@81). The dangers, risks
and unknowns of their destination rule out the optibbringing their wives or children
with them, reducing their presence in this country to tledras, as individuals cut off
from their families. For Green (2009:334), the distancenaki place also brings along
the inability to organize and change conditions at home .c8hs it the “integrity of face-
to-face relations, the crucial basis of organized coMlestruggles” (Green 2009:334).

Day laborers live consciously with fear—fear thgprisduced by immigration
policies, but also fear of the unknown when picked up byrdamown employer going to
an unknown place. The vulnerability of workers due ®l#tk of basic legal protection

makes employers “often take advantage of such labamedsicumented status via
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nonpayment, underpayment, threat of deportation, and exptosdamgerous conditions”
(Wakin 2008:425). One worker at the Herndon HOW did not ¥earitde with one of the
employers because he had asked him for sexual favorerding to Herrera (2010:27),
the day labor corner is one of the preferred sitesrarigration raids. In particular for
the newly arrived, the fear of being deported and not bdilegta even pay off the debt
is painfully present. Gomberg-Mufioz (2011:54) describes #®findentured servants.”
Fear also extends to their life away from the cerndear in winter of not being able to
pay rent, fear of getting sick and not being able to wieds, and anxiety of not being
able to send remittances for the family to survive.

Violence also arises from the exclusion of theseldlagrers from the community
they live in. Gyanendra (2006:190) describes this routinengelépracticed all along to
constitute certain groups as majorities and others as s, to deny yet other groups
even the status of minorities, and to create spemigéted minorities that then live under
constant suspicion of disloyalty.” The cruel and viicitanguage used in local blogs and
during local town meetings or even by local politiciaresates a violence of not being
wanted, of being despised by people that do not even knowlyese very public
attacks on day laborers and the intolerance shownrhog sothe community, makes this
type of violence not just insensitive to the feelings oéthit normalizes violence
committed against others. One speaker during a hometowmgieempared day
laborers to bird droppings while day laborers were presshia majority of the
attendants clapping. Independently of one’s position orlaksyr issues, there should be

no tolerance for this kind of speech. The unmet sociasetthe migrant, the isolation,
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being disconnected from the dominant construction of sg@ed being othered, also
inflicts distress and anguish.

Exclusion from the dominant society makes day labordysheavily on men
from the same Ixil-speaking communities. They are boundrmyuage, common
experiences of migration, common cultural and socfaleace points from the country
of origin, and by legal status. According to Gomberg-Mui {:65), “the social
circumscription of undocumented workers results in areesed reliance on fellow
undocumented immigrants for aid and assistance.” Worledpsgay other day laborers’
rent in tough months, refer them to fair employeis stmare information important for
day-to-day existence. They also rely on each othemfmtienal support, in times of
boredom and loneliness, some workers walk out to theecowrichat” with others or sit
on the front steps of the house to make small talkvé ladoserved men on the corner
chatting, and laughing amongst themselves, thus helping daahtotcope with the daily
stress and with their social isolation from otherth& community.

Day laborers’ distance from the English-speaking comtyarises from
language and a broad social distance between both grosipfiafe discussed in chapter
4, contact with the English-speaking community seems onbted to the CBOs and
church organizations that purposefully engage with thdatayrers. Day laborers’
orientation in the United States tends to shift motééd_atino population. Contact is
facilitated with this community by language, a majorda@ communication, through
their lived experiences as immigrants, but also througldhemon spaces they attend:
shopping in ethnic stores, buying phone cards, sendingtaaoeis, going to church

services and obviously the workplace. Social activitigsublic places during their free
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time have slowly disappeared, as we have seen witbhd¢hesoccer leagues. Moran-
Taylor (2008:120) argues that contact with the Latinos inftee the worldview of
Guatemalan migrants, “they are the standard to whiche@hsans orient, at least with
respect to real contact,” also indicating that contattt the “white folks” is very limited.
Leo Chavez (1994) posits that even the most margicafiEmbers of the community,
such as unauthorized immigrants, develop community ties aedse of settlement.
Although | agree with Chavez that over time relatiopstare established, it seems that
the path to relationships with the English-speaking conityiis long-drawn out. Many
factors influence the difficulties of day laborers ez a meaningful relation with
members of the English-speaking dominant society: theramigrant discourse so

prevalent in the United States today is neither helpdulsupportive of these relations.

Agency
Despite the incredible hurdles, the violence experemteéhe past and

continuously experienced, their subordination in the etioneystem, their erasure from
political participation, these indigenous day laborersqafy resilience and undeniable,
compelling strength to continue fighting and finding theindapace” in this economic,
social, and political system. Rather than staying hawitl,no opportunities to support
their families and themselves, with no outlook foe#tér life, or even worse, rather than
joining a local gang to make some fast money smuggling drugsomie, these Ixil day
laborers have chosen a difficult and dangerous wayoterforward. The path of
migration is characterized by hard work, struggle, lonedinasd sacrifice. It is, however,

also a path with moral standing: a path that follovesghiding principles of the dignity
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of work and labor. Refusing to accept their fate, thetisien to migrate shows that all
these men resist the structural conditions of inequalitydiscrimination they have been
born into, and show tremendous agency in moving nortmdfoonsiders that even in
this day and age , 2% of the Guatemalan population owns 8% arable land (Green
2009:331), and poverty rates in the indigenous population laweand 75 % (World
Bank 2009), the hurdles these men face are significaru@h transnational migration
they take charge of their own destinies and activeliiggaaite in shaping of their own
lives and identities.

The active resistance and protest towards their condigapressed in the form of
migration counters the image of indigenous people as passtuas and docile workers.
In a study of Mexica indigenous labor in Mexico’s neolgdegriculture industry,
Martinez (2004:221-225) attributes this image of docility tohiséorical subordination
of indigenous people in colonial and postcolonial periodisesiases a “long history of
political activism in the San Quintin Valley. Indigenousrkers are constructed as more
docile, frugal, and patient, and this justifies lower sadaand worse living conditions.
(Martinez 2004).

In the neoliberal system, a docile and disciplined woikarpreferred worker, but
despite the structural restraints Ixil day laborers agpee, they push this docility by not
accepting just any job on the corner, refusing very Idersf sharing information with
other workers about bad employers, taking a day offatdek to learn English,
fighting to recoup lost wages, helping to organize workersaatidely resisting the

image of the illegal by standing on the corner on a dwbis, participating in community
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events, dressing like other young Americans, and learningdoavigate the inadequate
transportation system to see the 4th of July celemsabn the Washington Mall.

Day laborers, as wells as other undocumented immignasist the discourse of
illegality by being active participants. We only have to labkhe protest and organizing
efforts of Latino undocumented youth fighting for théght to attend state universities at
state tuition after having attended local high schoalkerJnited States (also known as
the Dream Act). Immigration mobilizations in the sgriof 2006 also showed the agency
of undocumented immigrants, to come out of the shadowgagenand counter the
discourse about their legal presence, the slandeenfdimaracter as immoral and
criminal and their motivations for being in this counf@havez 2007). Immigrants
resisted the discourse that depicts them as a thriwe tmuntry and millions of
undocumented (and documented) immigrants filled the stredtfferent cities of the
United States. The general strikes and nationwide protwstaled, according to Koulish

(2010:76), “a potential threat to the immigration controtaiare.”

Our Response / Our Involvement

Independently of political and philosophical orientatiod atands on migrant day
labor, issues that have been and continue to be divadid highly controversial need to
be discussed in a contextual framework. No social tiqad issue can be critically
discussed in isolation. It is astounding how little peaplthe community know about the
lives and background of these workers. Their main languay# Spanish? They are not
Mexican? They speak an indigenous language? Many, howeversthang opinions

about their presence and are not afraid to voice themenWwe see day laborers on the
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street, our first thought might not be to inquire abbatforces that push more and more
people out of their countries for a better life. Cwdrs, militarization of rural areas,
trade agreements, economic policies and an adherencetditzeral economic
philosophy have left countries in Central America inrexuic disarray. Migration is for
many families the way out of poverty. Neoliberal piechave produced a surplus of
workers in developing countries that in turn fill the lexage jobs these same policies
have created in the United States.

The story of migration in Guatemala cannot be told wathmoention of U.S.
actors: undocumented migration is not a historical actiatas, according to Gomberg-
Mufioz (2010), the result of uneven economic developmieagstistence of links and
social networks between immigrant-sending and immigracgiving communities, and
policies that “restrict legal entries to unrealisggdls” (Gomberg-Mufioz 2011: 39). The
obvious demand for cheap labor, be it in California orié farms, in construction all
over the country, for cleaning and landscaping services mafslicates U.S. employers in
the existence of undocumented migrants. Day labor btirggssue of demand to the
front. It is unambiguously clear: no demand, no day lab#&essman (2001) argues that
we always speak about undocumented immigration as a sumdiepr, but don’t
discuss our responsibility in the undocumented immignatiaves.

It is also all of us in the US that are responsibtectintinued undocumented

migration from Mexico. Our government representativesiig employers that

violate US immigration, labor, and health and safetyslaAnd, we consumers
demand inexpensive fresh produce, but do not want to think gi@abnditions
under which these commodities are produced. We do notamsathigher

standard of human and labor rights, not even in ourawntry (Krissman
2001:17)
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The rage and highly charged nativist discourse around undocuhweaitkers has
spiraled into inflammatory expressions of hate. Durlrglast State of the Union
address, one of the Republican members broke the decoruatlibg the president a
liar, when discussing the non-eligibility for undocumeinteder the new Health Care
Reform Law. Joining the anti-undocumented discoursetig@ahs are sure to profit in
elections. Ordinances against undocumented immigrants baverising, one state
trying to trump the state before it in the harshnesdrdangmane treatment of migrants.
Even ethnic studies have been voted out of the curncuivArizona. Alabama is the
latest state to proclaim an anti-immigrant law: a aorérsial law going into effect in
September 2011 that requires schools to report the immoigistatus of students
(Associated Press 2011). Politicization of immigratios imareased vulnerabilities of
immigrants in particular and Latinos in general to diegration and hate crimes
(Gomberg-Mufioz 2011:36). Washington, D.C. has seen a 70% hs¢e crimes against
whites and Latinos over the last year (Madden 2011).

Looking at the Ixil migrant day laborers and their daityggle to find a job,
work hard, and help their families, the rage and haealanost incomprehensible. Why
are they so despised and hated? We have to find the answerawn vulnerabilities
and insecurities, our own fears of the future. Scapegoatit@ys might be an easy
solution, in particular if we are accusing people thaehay legal recourse in our society.
Anti-immigrant legislation at its core is a reflegtiof a debate on and anxiety about
American identity and perceived threat to middle clasist(Brettell and Nibbs 2010:1).
In suburban America, a recession, the falling reatesnarket, the loss of confidence

and money on Wall Street that has decimated retirepians, and the possibility of the
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American Dream not coming true as in previous generatiasscreated middle-class
anxiety and fear. Adherence to the law, being a law-abtimgn has become the
guintessential element of being morally right and desgryndocumented migrants
violate this law by their mere presence on the corner.dsarticularly played out in
suburban areas. Suburbia is a symbolic place for midss culture and identity. The
“infiltration” of migrant newcomers into these subun@mmunities has been linked to
the eroding sense of a promising middle class and has gesharaainti-immigrant
backlash in areas like Herndon, and Prince William Cpuntmigrants have been
constructed as a threat to the middle class identity:

Rule of Law has been elevated in new citizenship tesbdrse, alongside a

shared language and history, as one of the three fundamp#atal of what

makes America American. At the local level immigrat@ebates, Rule of Law

has become the personification of Americanism, and hiencdable (Brettell
and Nibbs 2010:17).

For Knapp (2008:131), suburbanization is defined as a rejectimonahunity, a
retreat from community. Community is here understooa@sading the less fortunate,
the needy. In Knapp’s view (2008), suburban citizens est@pedrld of poverty and the
world of the less fortunate in the city. The appeararidess fortunate on their turf might
make them uncomfortable, making inequalities visible tiiney are not ready to digest.

Politicians, right wing media and more and more reguit@ens blame
undocumented migrants for the ills of this country. Notlbog ago, in June 2011,
Senator McCain without producing evidence blamed illegal dontser setting the
fires that burned over 700,000 acres of forest in Ariztmthe economic downturn,
illegal migrants or just foreigners take our jobs. Arkline PBS documentary

interviewed farmers in the San Joaquin valley, who ssdénat they were looking for
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workers and no American would apply for the back-brealabg jn the fields. When
confronted with the idea of paying higher salaries so thagrfcan workers would be
interested, the farmers said, Americans don’t want yonpare for their food. The new
company awarded the pool service contract in our Virginighterhood has
predominantly hired young foreigners from Poland and thaid&rthrough a work-
summer program that allows foreign college students t& wmathe United States.
Mothers were complaining how difficult it was in thisomomy for our own high school
kids to find jobs and that they should have had the firgt p@&st year’'s company that
lost the bid this time around hired local high school Kilky do we think did this new
company outbid the last one? | can only assume thaintéey more price-competitive.
In a global economy the lowest bidder gets the jobsd@ o examples show that the
downward pressure on salaries and the pressures to hagelated businesses demand
cheap labor, on the one hand, but are also a resulirdife style of consumption. How
complicit are we as consumers in the plight of Aisaar and foreign, legal or illegal
workers? How complicit is our government (and thus wehé consequences of our
foreign policies, our economic policies and treatieg (SAFTA, NAFTA), and our
immigration policies that mark people as illegals mearevideding their services to

protect our lifestyle?

What Can be Done?

One thing is clear: given a choice, day laborers and otiggants would rather
stay home and live with their families. As individydlse actions we can take to

influence policy and structural conditions in and outsieeUnited States might be more
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limited. However, it is on the local level where wvancounter the discourses of othering
and make face-to-face experiences with these workbesmbve towards exclusion can
only be countered by citizens trying to engage, include, amtecomwith these human
beings on an individual level or through community orgaiwnat We can also take an
active stand against hateful speech against immigrantscanast sit as bystanders when
politicians, neighbors or friends make disparaging roemts about the “illegals.”

With many migrants not being naturalized or being undocusdetiey lack the
political voice to make changes, and to protest unfair I®8BSs and we as individuals
can play the role of advocates for those in needvoi@. We can vote for better
workplace protections, for adequate minimum wage lawsgfpularization of the
informal and casual labor sector. As citizens we ¢sm ressure our politicians to issue
a realistic number of visas for the existing demand and fousimmigration reform that
would allow many long-term undocumented to lead their limessdignified way and
allow others to find a path for inclusion.

Workers’ Centers have ultimately proven to improve dagrk conditions for
day laborers, secure minimum wages and workers’ saftlyprovide basic services
such as ESL classes and citizenship courses. Worketgrsean increase transparency
and help eliminate the rampant abuses day laborers undeaydailly basis (Mitnik and

Halpern-Finnerty 2010:62).

More Research Needed

The goal of this project was to bring out some of thepgextives and lived

experiences of indigenous day laborers in Northerginia. Despite the fact that | have
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been working with day laborers for the last five yetis dissertation cannot incorporate
the complexities of their experiences. Future resaatotthe role of religion in
migrants’ incorporation into new communities, changesaeir treligious identities and
the role “religious citizenship” has on their socihtionships can give us better insights
into their identities. Workers lean on their faitimdf solace and strength in their relations
with their church. However, religion is also fractuyithe day labor community into
groups of evangelicals and other Christians, and thisstehave negative
consequences for the organizing efforts of workers. Hovkeverengage with
evangelical churches in their new communities, whetthey bring their evangelical
orientation from their home communities where evasgelas grown strong over the
last decades, or engage or are engaged into evangelicatehorwce in Virginia should
be explored further. Of particular interest would beotzklat differential political and
economic worldviews that might be driving a wedge betwgrenps of different
religious affiliations.

The complete absence of women on the corner, thdids way of living, and
their very reserved personalities has made it difficuéngage with the few women in
the community. | estimate that there are fifty tdysday laborers on this particular
corner and from workers' accounts the Ixil communityhihanly be composed of six to
eight women. Women in contrast to men, continue wgaheir traditional indigenous
skirts “traje,” an indication that they might feekk pressure than the men to dress like
Americans and fit in. Research into how gender will shBpeeommunity’s experiences,
particularly in light of the first children that haleen born, could give us insights into

changes and strategies of adaptation in these fantiliesto the seclusion of women and
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their reticence to speak to “outsiders,” valuable insigatsonly be gained on a long
term basis, earning the trust of these women.

As a language instructor, preservation of language and lingalstnges has
always been of interest to me. It has been fascintdimgatch these workers
overwhelmingly speak their Mayan language, although in dillgdzatino area it might
have been easier to “fit in” speaking Spanish. Languagesignificant marker of their
identity, and might be used in this context to conscjodsferentiate themselves from
the rest of the Spanish-speaking Latino community. Thisds in contrast to Moran-
Taylor’'s (2008:120) observations in Guatemalan communiti€®s$ Angeles where

indigenous language drops quickly.

Final Thought

It is important to understand that our historical/ mijitarvolvement in Central
America, specifically in the northern highlands of Guata, has directly or indirectly
created a situation that forces people to move, that@uromic policies of subsidizing
corn in this country takes away their livelihood at hptoeunderstand that these day
laborers are the same people we admire as tourite ihighlands of Guatemala for their
colorful textiles and abilities to create intricateigas; to understand that their lives are
linked to ours and their well-being is our well-beingsltmportant to know that these
workers’ lives are being marked by the laws we createanebtize that our behavior as
citizens, voters, consumers, travelers, bears coesegs.

Although a discussion on Central American migratioth®United States cannot

circumvent a discussion on the structural, political doda factors influencing the
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voluntary departure of workers to other countries, thalfpaint of this dissertation is the
smallest element in this complex structure: the mig&y analyzing the lived
experiences of these workers on the corner, | tryaavdhe motivation, experiences,
thoughts, and desires of these young men and how, ddéspitenarginalized position in
society, their spirits survive. It is also my objectigede-criminalize these workers, show
their humanity and spirit and do away with their image¢haeats to our homeland
security or violent gang-members, as recently portrayéaeiirizona elections. They
are sons, fathers, cousins, brothers who month mfbeth try to help their extended
families to survive, to get medical attention, to godiao®l. Living in incredibly difficult
conditions, these workers exemplify the strength efrthman spirit and the sacrifice
human beings are able to undergo for their loved ones. Blahengfor our problems is
to have a very myopic view of problems we have to confom a global level. In a
globalized world, we need to support /fight for human rigidgpendent of nationality,
we have to protect the marginalized, create structuatptbtect workers and pay them a
decent salary. And we must make conscious political idasiso minimize the damage

we can do through our policies to other human beings.
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