Sample Excellent Response to Assignment #2, Parts 3 A & B

A.  I am a Vietnamese American male born and raised in the same city, Lynnwood, and still living there.  Socially, I tend to have mainly other Vietnamese friends because I am close to my family and church, a Vietnamese Christian church.  With a mainly, but not all, Vietnamese/Asian social group, I tend to pay attention to race, but I’m not a person that believes people have a radar on me because of my race like my parents because I was raised in the United States and have lived in an area that accepts all races and is fairly peaceful in that area.  However, I can sometimes be wary that people judge me on my race.  I do have a cousin who lives in Tacoma and is a member of a gang (although he says its mostly to protect each other and isn't involved in crime), and he feels that the police hassle him because of his race.  I'm wary of his claims of innocence, but I do know that if you are Vietnamese and "fit the profile," you will be hassled by the police.  Since I don't dress or act in a certain way, however, I haven't experienced that problem.  Being a dedicated Christian, many of my views tend to be more conservative in view, but I’m in no way an extreme conservative.  My parents have a very strong relationship and almost never fight; I've never known anyone in my community to be a victim of domestic violence, although it may be happening without my knowing it.  I tend to think of it happening to "other" cultures.

B.  

When I first read the editorial in US News and World Report, I had a mixed reaction.  On one hand, I agreed with his points about the mistake made by the jury, and the inappropriateness of the black people who were celebrating about the verdict.  I associated the comparison of "9 months of complex and detailed evidence" and four hours of deliberation with lack of caring, and even a lack of intelligence.  I pretty easily slipped into agreement with the "Black Other project" when it came to relating the incompetence of the jury with what seemed to me the callousness of the blacks who were celebrating.  When the article discussed Simpson as a wife beater and someone who wasn't part of the Civil Rights movement, my association was to see him as a part of a culture I didn't understand, one that thought wife beating was OK and that supported a guy who had turned his back on his community.  My own community is pretty tight, and this didn't seem like rational behavior, again supporting the "black Other" project.

I also tended to be pretty negative towards the jury, and black juries in general, when the editorial discussed the problem of black crime and juries that let black defendants go free.  The statistic that 1 in 3 black men go to jail seemed extraordinary, and suggested to me that something was wrong in their community, although I wasn't at all willing to think that black people in general were morally depraved.  But I was struck that the same rate of black men going to jail was the same as the rate of black defendants being set free.  The connotative meaning for me was that blacks were unwilling to send even more black men to jail, and that this furthered the "black Other project" in my mind.  On further reflection, I realize I don't actually know if the Bronx juries were all or mostly black, and if the acquittals had something to do with police or prosecutor's incompetence, but that didn't come to mind until I started studying the piece more closely.

On the other hand, there were parts of the editorial that I didn't agree with or made me reread a few times to see if I was misunderstanding it.  The discussion about "six out of 10 white Americans" feeling they were watching a different trial was insulting to me.  Why did the writer only care about whites?  Did Americans who were neither white nor black not agree with these whites, so the statistics wouldn't work out so well?  The phrase "white Americans" and "black Americans" was particularly annoying to me.  It seemed to suggest that only these two groups "counted" as Americans, something I've seen in other discussions of race, including at UW Bothell.  I think I feel this especially because I am a second generation immigrant, and I sometimes get people asking me "where were you born," even though I was born in Lynnwood and speak perfect English!  So the ideology I connected with here was not so much "black Other" but "black/white Other"—seeing these two groups as part of a conversation I was being kept out of.

I was also disturbed by the way the editorial handled the material on the police.  While I don't think that the police could have framed Simpson with all that evidence, I know that some police officers, especially in big cities, can act illegally.  I think the phrase "To most whites, Mark Fuhrman was an odious freak" was particularly troublesome.  The connotative meaning of that phrase connected with the idea that white people were pretty sheltered about problems concerning race.  And since it left someone like me out of the picture (my "black/white Other" ideology), I was more willing to consider whether there were more problem officers in the LAPD.  Because of Rodney King and movies like Training Day, I tend to be more suspicious of them.  The ideological meaning of this phrase for me helped reinforce my feeling that while the system basically works, there are also times when there are problems, and white people shouldn't be so willing to shove them under the carpet.  I concluded that both blacks and whites were responsible for the problems in the justice system, and that both needed to be more honest about the sources of those problems.

