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June 12, 2015

[bookmark: _GoBack]Dear AUTHOR
We have received two external reviews for your manuscript, “Racialized and Gendered State Repression in Times of Crisis: Mass Deportation and Mass Incarceration.”  After careful consideration, and our own reading of the paper and the reviews, we have decided to invite you to revise and resubmit your paper to the Journal of World-Systems Research. The reviewers felt that your paper addresses a critical topic, but that you have not yet developed your analysis enough for the paper to be published in JWSR.

You can find along with this letter the reviews we have received, and I will summarize the key revisions we would need to see if you wish us to re-consider this paper for possible publication in the JWSR.

In short, you should work to revise the paper to make much clearer your main claims in the paper and to make more explicit the historical and relational processes that you believe are shaping the patterns you find. Reviewer #1 also suggests that you should consider some alternative explanations for the patterns and do more to convince the reader of your interpretation. Both reviewers call for more attention to the role of gender and the interactions of gender and race in your account.

Finally, please note that our submissions guidelines specify that submissions should be 8,000-10,000 words in length. 

We truly appreciate that you allowed us the opportunity to review your manuscript, and we believe you will find the reviewers’ feedback helpful in your research. 

If you choose to revise and re-submit this paper for possible publication in JWSR, we ask you to include with your re-submission a detailed memo indicating how you have revised the paper in response to the reviewers’ and editor’s feedback.

Sincerely,

Jackie Smith, Editor

Encl. Review(s) appended



Reviewer #1
"Racialized and Gendered State Repression in Times of Crisis".

I found the scope of the topic and the interrelationships between social groups and social contexts to be insightful and illuminating. At this time, I would recommend that the writer revise and resubmit the article. I do think considerable work needs to be done on identifying and supporting the main argument and on reorganizing the material.

I would recommend that the researcher do the following:

Begin the article with the main argument, and not the presentation of quantitative data that should help support an argument.

Provide historical analyses of major changes that are noted, and demonstrate how changes impacted the main argument(s).
There are a lot of assertions about historical processes and historical outcomes that seem plausible, but there is insufficient analysis of the various ways that historical processes developed.

To understand why many men were deported and why women generally haven't been, it could be critical to examine reproductive and household processes in relation to state control. These may not turn out to be important elements, but they should be considered.

Has deportation always been related to incarceration or is this a new thing? What happens when patterns are tracked back to the 1930s? 

Was it that Black men in Detroit didn't have the skills to do service sector work? Or was it that they weren't considered for retraining and employment in fields that had job openings? Were there a number of explanations for high unemployment of African American men? Is the oil crisis the reason why the manufacturing economy declined? And/or are there other explanations?

Were countries in Latin America and others parts of the periphery integrated into the world-system long before the twentieth century? The article might identify how the intensification of certain ties took place.

These are just a few of my thoughts and suggestions. I hope they may be of some help as the writer develops and prepares this important article for publication.




Reviewer #2
I think that overall, this article attempts to address gender and race within a world-systems analysis approach. While such discussions are rare in the journal, and in my experience looking through the archive, present a good opportunity to broaden dialogue within World-Systems approach, the article leaves what I believe are a few crucial questions unanswered. I understand the central claims of the article as arguing that the Latin American and Caribbean men are disproportionately deported from the United States, that racialized mass deportation is a result of American xenophobia in the post-9/11 era, and that the deportees tend to be overwhelmingly male.

Overall, I think that the article still leaves questions for me in terms of a clear analysis of racial regimes in the United States and their interaction with the world-system. I think a key question that the author should answer is that of whether more people of color (specifically Dominicans and Jamaicans) are being deported at higher rates because of international economic conditions that affect their home countries or if their racial identity makes them more likely to be deported. I think that the issue of gender is a useful discussion to be had, but it is not handled well in the article and would be better cast as a separate article. This would give ample attention to both gendered aspects of racial and gendered issues of deportation.


For Author

The treatment of gender received an inadequate amount of attention in the text as well as in the research. While the author maintains the assertion that majority of individuals who have been deported since 1997 were men, I am not sure how this rate of deportation functions within a gendered analysis of immigration. Gendered analysis of the sectors that undocumented workers filled would help tell a better story of gender in terms of immigration enforcement. Figure 2 would be useful alongside some data on the gender breakdown on undocumented immigration. While this may not be as accurate as the data from the department of homeland security, the author’s earlier point about the gendered nature of the labor also could be applied to understand, in macroeconomic terms, the gendered nature of deportations. That is to say, if the majority of jobs that were filled by undocumented workers are usually filled by men, it should be no surprise that the majority of deportations were also men. I would like to see evidence or reason to assume that the gender disparity in deportations from the United States cannot be attributed to a gender disparity in undocumented immigration in the United States. I think that exploring such a possibility would make for a stronger and more nuanced argument about the relationship of gender, deportation, and crises in the capitalist system. 

Furthermore, if the author is arguing that it is possible to use theories of incarceration as a method of understanding deportation, there seems to be much more comparison between the two central concepts in a racial sense. There is little gendered analysis of incarceration. This seems to seriously hinder, on a theoretical level, any justification of using mass incarceration. I think analyses of incarceration that more directly look at gender, in addition to the Western, Golash-Boza, and Hondageneu-Sotelo texts would be useful.

In terms of race, the author’s argument is a bit stronger. The Wacquant article would lead readers to believe the possibility that enforcement of immigration policy is more rigorous against black undocumented workers. However, I think a bit more explanation of the quantitative data on deportations might reveal a stronger point about racial bias in immigration enforcement. I would be curious to see if black people are deported at higher rates more generally. I also wonder if there is an issue in the immigration routes or immigrant communities from Jamaica and the Dominican Republic that make those populations more likely to be deported. I would be interested in seeing if there were a disproportionately affected racial group before the 1996-1997 legislation such that different immigration routes and communities were also affected. This may more directly link racial issues to the capitalist system and not law enforcement per se. 

Finally, I would like to say that I enjoyed reading the article. If there is one point that I would like to emphasize as a reviewer, it would be that both questions of race and gender are important and complicated. The author is right in that gender is a question that hasn’t been dealt with in past literature. However, gender seems to border the place of an afterthought in the article while race is at the forefront. That race is the central focus is not a bad thing, however it can be an even stronger article if it does not attempt to address both race and gender in such a limited space.
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