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READER’S STATEMENT

This manual exists because reparative justice requires precision. Foundational Black Americans (FBAs) are a
distinct lineage with a documented harm history, a defined jurisdiction, and a cultural continuity that no voluntary-
arrival group shares. Yet modern policy environments—especially those shaped by mass immigration—have
absorbed FBA identity into broad racial and “minority” categories that redirect reparative intent away from the
harmed lineage.

This redirection does not happen by accident. It is the predictable result of category expansion, demographic
change, institutional incentives, and the Six-Part Cycle that governs how harm becomes diluted, redistributed, and
ultimately erased. Immigration has reshaped nearly every domain that influences reparations: classification
systems, data reporting, political power, labor markets, business development, housing access, public funding,
health outcomes, education pipelines, DEIl frameworks, and narrative authority.

This manual helps FBAs name these dynamics with clarity. It identifies where immigration intersects with
reparative claims, where it obstructs lineage-specific justice, and where institutions must redesign their
frameworks to prevent further dilution.

This is not an anti-immigrant document. It is a pro-lineage, pro-accuracy, pro-reparations manual designed to
protect the integrity of FBA claims.

Use this manual as a grounding tool, a diagnostic tool, and a policy tool. Use it to ask better questions, document
structural harm, and ensure that repair moves toward—not away from—the descendants of the enslaved in the
United States.
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INTRODUCTION

The Mass Immigration & FBA Reparative Claims manual is a diagnostic tool designed to help FBAs, institutions,
policymakers, and Restoration Zones identify where mass immigration has reshaped racial categories, redirected
resources, or obscured the lineage-based harms documented in the Legislative Timeline of Redress, Redirection,
and Retreat. Its purpose is to make visible the ways voluntary-arrival groups are incorporated into categories such
as “Black,” “minority,” “disadvantaged,” or “underserved,” and how this incorporation affects FBA-specific claims to
repair. The tool exists because modern systems frequently misread FBA conditions as generic disadvantage rather
than the structural outcome of federal policy design. Without a method for distinguishing lineage from category,
institutions continue to make decisions that dilute or erase the unique harms FBAs have endured.

This checklist functions as a precision instrument for identifying displacement patterns in political power,
economic opportunity, cultural representation, and public investment. It supports FBAs in reclaiming the
specificity necessary for authentic repair. It guides institutions toward accurate interpretation of disparity data, and
it prepares Restoration Zones to build policies that protect lineage clarity from the earliest stages of design. The
tool does not frame immigration as a threat or a competition among communities. It highlights the structural
effects of federal category systems that group populations together without recognizing the different histories that
produced their current conditions.

WHY IMMIGRATION MATTERS

Mass immigration intersects with FBA reparative claims through the federal classification systems that determine
who belongs to which category, who qualifies for which benefit, and how disparities are interpreted. When
immigration reforms expanded the meaning of “Black” and “minority,” the categories used to justify civil rights
protections, economic programs, and diversity initiatives shifted away from the lineage of enslavement. This led to
broad eligibility frameworks that treat all non-white groups similarly, even when the historical relationships to U.S.
policy are fundamentally different.

Voluntary-arrival groups entered the United States with their own histories, cultural lineages, and migration
motivations. Their presence does not emerge from the same foundation of forced labor, legal exclusion, economic
dispossession, and criminalization that shaped the lives of FBAs. Yet modern classification systems often merge
these populations, making it difficult to distinguish which disparities stem from federal harm and which reflect the
experiences of newer residents adapting to U.S. systems. This blending contributes to category collapse: the
condition in which aggregated racial and ethnic data no longer reflects the specific impact of state-sanctioned
exclusion on FBAs.

Understanding these intersections is essential for any lineage-based reparations strategy. Without the ability to
differentiate harm lineages, policymakers struggle to design targeted interventions, courts struggle to interpret
evidence, and community leaders struggle to articulate the structural basis of FBA claims. The checklist restores
the distinctions that universal equity frameworks have blurred.
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HOW TO USE THIS MANUAL

This toolis designed to be used in stages. Each domain includes three components: key diagnostic questions,
indicators to observe or document, and an explanation of why the domain matters for reparations. Users should
review one domain at a time and assess whether local conditions reflect category clarity or category collapse. The
goalis to identify where voluntary-arrival groups have been placed inside racial or ethnic categories that were
originally constructed to describe the harms experienced by FBAs.

Users should not attempt to score or interpret all domains at once. Instead, they should move through the
checklist sequentially, allowing each domain to reveal how local institutions organize identity, allocate resources,
and interpret disparity. The checklist is not punitive. It is not designed to evaluate individuals or communities. Its
purpose is to make structural patterns visible so that Restoration Zones can prevent, correct, or reverse the
redirection of repair resources.

This checklist pairs with the Legislative Timeline of Redress, Redirection, and Retreat. The timeline documents the
federal origins of FBA harm. The checklist reveals how modern category systems complicate efforts to repair that
harm.

DOMAINS, DOCUMENTATION, AND SCORING GUIDE

Each domain generates three outputs:

1. Diagnostic clarity: Whether an institution, agency, or community is using accurate lineage-based
categories or relying on broad racial terms that collapse distinct histories.

2. Documentation: Records, data, policies, anecdotal patterns, and administrative practices that
demonstrate how categories are used and how resources flow.

3. Preliminary scoring: A simple indicator of whether the current environment supports or obstructs lineage-
based repair.

The Green-Yellow-Red system is a tool for orientation, not judgment. It helps users distinguish between alignment,
dilution, and displacement. It guides institutions toward more accurate frameworks and gives Restoration Zones a
shared language for identifying structural patterns.

SCORING SYSTEM

The scoring system provides a simple way to read the structural environment surrounding FBA lineage within any
institution, agency, organization, or community setting. It is not designed to rank groups or assign blame. Its
purpose is to identify whether existing systems support lineage-based repair or contribute to the category collapse
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that obstructs it. These indicators allow users to understand where protective structures are strong, where clarity
is incomplete, and where redirection is actively occurring.

The scoring system has three levels: Green, Yellow, and Red. These levels represent the degree to which identity
categories, resource flows, and institutional practices align with FBA-specific analysis.

GREEN | LINEAGE CENTERED AND STRUCTURALLY PROTECTED

A system is functioning in the Green zone when it consistently distinguishes FBAs from broader racial or immigrant
populations and when its policies, programs, and data structures reflect that distinction. In a Green environment,
institutions understand why lineage matters and adjust their practices accordingly. Disparity analysis accounts for
the historical harms detailed in the Legislative Timeline, and decisions about funding, representation, or
community engagement reflect an awareness of FBA-specific conditions.

A Green rating indicates that FBA claims are neither diluted nor redirected. It signals that the system is prepared for
lineage-based design and capable of supporting Restoration Zone work without structural conflict.

YELLOW | LINEAGE DILUTED BY CATEGORY EXPANSION

A system is functioning in the Yellow zone when it acknowledges FBA-specific experiences or disparities but does
so inconsistently or within frameworks that still rely on broad racial or ethnic categories. In a Yellow environment,
institutions may recognize the need for lineage distinctions but lack the policies, data structures, or accountability
mechanisms to apply them reliably. This produces mixed outcomes: some decisions align with FBA repair, while
others replicate the same category collapse that undermines it.

A Yellow rating signals that the system is not hostile to lineage-based repair, but its structures allow dilution.
Restoration Zones must treat Yellow conditions as transitional—areas that require clarification before authentic
repair work can proceed.

RED | REPARATIVE CLAIMS REDIRECTED, OVERSHADOWED, OR ERASED

A system is functioning in the Red zone when its categories, policies, or resource flows obscure lineage entirely. In
a Red environment, FBAs are consistently grouped with voluntary-arrival populations under labels such as “Black,”

»” &«

“minority,” “people of color,” “disadvantaged,” or “underserved,” without recognition of distinct historical lineages.

This results in direct redirection of opportunities, funding, or representation away from FBAs.

A Red rating signals that the system’s structures actively obstruct lineage-based repair. It indicates that significant
foundational work is needed before Restoration Zones can build or enforce any meaningful reparative framework.
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USING THE SCORING SYSTEM ACROSS DOMAINS

The scoring system is applied at the domain level rather than the institutional level. A single institution may have
Green indicators in one area, Yellow in another, and Red in a third. This variation is expected. The purpose is not to
produce a single grade. The purpose is to create a diagnostic map that shows where lineage is protected, where it
is diluted, and where it is erased.

Patterns across domains reveal the structural behavior of local systems. They help policymakers, practitioners,
and community members anticipate redirection, design safeguards, and identify where lineage-specific
frameworks must be created.

Page | 7



iﬁ}usaAzozs

DOMAIN 1: CLASSIFICATION, DATA, AND IDENTITY CATEGORIES

Federal, state, and institutional classification systems determine how populations are named, counted, grouped,
and understood. These categories influence who qualifies for programs, how disparities are interpreted, and
whether the historical lineage of harm remains visible. When FBAs are grouped with voluntary-arrival Black
immigrants or other non-FBA populations, the resulting category collapse obscures the structural origins of FBA
conditions and weakens the evidentiary basis for repair. Domain 1 reveals how identity is organized and how those
decisions shape every subsequent policy outcome.

This domain is foundational because classification determines the lens through which all other systems operate. It
sets the interpretive frame for health disparities, economic opportunity, education, housing, entrepreneurship, and
political power. When categories erase lineage, institutions lose the ability to design effective interventions, and
communities lose the ability to articulate specific claims. Understanding how classification works is therefore
essential for any reparative agenda.

KEY DIAGNOSTIC QUESTIONS

e How does the institution define “Black,” “African American,” “minority,” or “disadvantaged”?
e Does the data structure distinguish FBAs from voluntary-arrival Black immigrant groups?

o Are FBA-specific categories available in administrative forms, program eligibility, or demographic
reporting?

e Do disparity analyses separate harm lineage from recent arrival patterns?
e Areforeign-born Black populations included in FBA data without clarification or disclosure?
o Do institutional narratives treat all Black populations as interchangeable, regardless of historical lineage?

These questions help users determine whether the system recognizes the structural origins of FBA conditions or
relies on broad racial categories that mask those origins.

WHAT TO OBSERVE OR DOCUMENT

e Administrative forms that merge FBAs and non-FBA immigrant groups into a single “Black/African
American” category

o Dashboards or reports that do not disaggregate Black populations by lineage or nativity

e Program eligibility rules that use universal language (“people of color,” “minority,” “Black”) without lineage

precision
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e Public statements, funding guidelines, and equity initiatives that treat all Black populations as having the
same historical relationship to U.S. institutions

o Absence of FBA-specific fields in data systems used by schools, hospitals, government agencies,

employers, or nonprofits

¢ Instances where demographic reports show high-performing subsets of voluntary-arrival Black immigrants
but present the combined average as evidence of improvement for “Black people”

e Cases where institutions use aggregated numbers to minimize or refute documented FBA disparities

Documentation is a form of protection. It creates a record showing where lineage distinctions are maintained and

where they are collapsed.

REPARATIONS LINK

Reparations require accurate identification of the population harmed, the policies that produced the harm, and the
present-day manifestations of that harm. When FBAs are grouped with voluntary-arrival groups whose migration
was not shaped by chattel slavery, Jim Crow, redlining, or the forms of exclusion documented in the Legislative
Timeline, the resulting data becomes unusable for lineage-based claims. Misclassification invalidates the
evidence needed for legal, policy, and economic frameworks designed to repair federal harm.

Accurate classification restores the specificity that universal equity language eroded. It ensures that FBA
outcomes are interpreted within the correct historical context. It strengthens the analytical foundation that
Restoration Zones will depend on when designing targeted interventions. Without lineage-specific categories,
repair becomes indistinguishable from general diversity work. Domain 1 provides the clarity required to prevent
that collapse.
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DOMAIN 2: POLITICAL POWER, REPRESENTATION, AND MACHINES

Political systems determine how power is distributed, whose interests are advanced, and which communities
receive protection or exposure. For FBAs, political power has always been shaped by federal policies that denied
representation, suppressed voting strength, or redirected benefits intended to repair historical harm. Mass
immigration interacts with this landscape by reshaping demographic counts, altering electoral incentives, and
creating new political blocs that influence how elected officials interpret “Black” interests. Domain 2 helps users
identify whether political machines and governance structures recognize FBA lineage or rely on aggregated
categories that obscure it.

Political institutions often treat all Black populations as interchangeable. This creates conditions where voluntary-
arrival groups gain representation, visibility, and influence within political systems that were originally designed to
address the harms faced by FBAs. When this occurs without lineage clarity, FBAs can lose political ground inside
their own classification category. Understanding the relationship between demographic shifts and political
incentives is essential for safeguarding reparative claims.

KEY DIAGNOSTIC QUESTIONS

e Do elected officials, political organizations, or advocacy groups distinguish between FBAs and voluntary-
arrival Black immigrant populations when developing policy priorities?

e Are FBA concerns overshadowed by the agendas of newer immigrant groups who fall under the “Black”
category?

e Do political machines rely on aggregated “minority” or “Black” numbers to secure power while delivering
limited material benefit to FBAs?

o Are FBA neighborhoods used as political strongholds without receiving proportional investment or
representation?

e Do newerimmigrant communities receive leadership positions or political appointments that define
“Black” issues without FBA lineage grounding?

o Are FBAs underrepresented in advisory boards, commissions, or decision-making spaces that speak for
“the Black community”?

These questions reveal whether political systems recognize the specificity of FBA interests or use broad identity
categories to justify strategies that undermine lineage-based priorities.
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WHAT TO OBSERVE OR DOCUMENT

e Patterns of political appointments where voluntary-arrival individuals occupy roles positioned as
“representing Black interests”

e Electoral maps or demographic analyses that combine all Black populations when determining voting
blocs

e Campaign messages that use FBA neighborhoods and voter strength without committing to policy agendas
centered on FBA harm lineage

e Advocacy groups or coalitions that speak for “Black communities” without FBA leadership or oversight
¢ Instances where political actors promote immigrant-focused agendas through Black political infrastructure

o Policy proposals that treat FBA conditions as generic racial disparities rather than lineage-specific
outcomes

e Shiftsin political messaging or priorities after demographic changes within Black populations

These observations create a factual record of how political systems interpret the category “Black” and the degree
to which FBA lineage is visible or erased inside those interpretations.

REPARATIONS LINK

Political representation is a reparative necessity. The harms documented in the Legislative Timeline—from
exclusion clauses to discriminatory laws and targeted criminalization—were enforced through political structures
that denied FBAs influence over their own conditions. Modern political redirection repeats this pattern when
voluntary-arrival groups gain influence inside aggregated categories without acknowledging that their migration
histories and exposure pathways differ from FBAs.

When political machines rely on broad racial categories to define Black interests, the specific demands required
for reparative justice are diluted. This prevents FBA-focused legislation, weakens claims for targeted repair, and
allows resource distribution to follow demographic expansion rather than historical obligation. Domain 2 identifies
where political power has shifted away from the community that endured the foundational harm and redirects
systems toward lineage-based accountability.
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DOMAIN 3: LABOR, EMPLOYMENT, AND WAGES

Labor markets shape economic stability, mobility, and long-term wealth. For FBAs, labor has always been tethered
to federal policy—from forced labor and exclusion to occupational segregation and wage suppression. Modern
immigration policies influence these dynamics by expanding the labor supply, altering employer incentives,
reshaping wage floors, and introducing new forms of competition inside categories labeled as “Black,” “minority,”
or “disadvantaged.” Domain 3 reveals whether labor systems acknowledge the historical barriers imposed on FBAs
or treat all workers as interchangeable participants in a neutral marketplace.

Employment outcomes are not solely the result of individual effort or skill. They reflect policies that restricted FBA
access to high-wage sectors, denied training opportunities, criminalized labor alternatives, and created wage gaps
that persist across generations. When voluntary-arrival populations enter the workforce with different exposure
histories, but are placed inside the same racial categories, wage and employment data become blurred. This
makes it difficult to trace which disparities stem from lineage-based harm and which reflect the experiences of
recentimmigrants. Understanding these distinctions is essential for designing reparative economic strategies.

KEY DIAGNOSTIC QUESTIONS

e Do employers or workforce programs distinguish FBAs from voluntary-arrival Black immigrant workers
when analyzing hiring outcomes or disparities?

e Have wage gains for aggregated “Black” workers masked stagnation or decline for FBAs?

e Arevoluntary-arrival groups concentrated in sectors where FBAs historically pursued upward mobility,
such as government work, healthcare, education, or public administration?

e Dojob pipelines, apprenticeships, or training programs include lineage-based metrics, or do they rely on
broad racial categories?

e Are FBAs underrepresented in union leadership, trade pathways, or positional authority inside major
industries?

o Areforeign-born Black workers used to justify claims that “Black unemployment is improving,” despite
stagnant or worsening conditions for FBAs?

These questions help users determine whether labor systems reflect FBA-specific barriers or obscure them
through aggregation.
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WHAT TO OBSERVE OR DOCUMENT

e Hiring, promotion, and retention data that aggregates all Black workers without distinguishing lineage or
nativity

o Workforce development programs that serve large numbers of non-FBA immigrants while presenting their
outcomes as “Black economic progress”

e Sectors where FBAs were historically concentrated but have been displaced by newer immigrant groups

e Wage reports showing improvement for foreign-born Black workers but stagnation for U.S.-born Black
workers of FBA lineage

e Patterns where employers use immigrant labor to fill positions once associated with FBA upward mobility
e |Instances where FBA unemployment remains high despite positive aggregate statistics

e Economic narratives that blame cultural factors for FBA labor outcomes while ignoring policy-driven
displacement

This documentation reveals the structural forces shaping labor markets and the degree to which institutions
recognize or obscure lineage-based conditions.

REPARATIONS LINK

Economic harm is central to the FBA lineage. The federal government extracted centuries of uncompensated labor,
restricted access to high-wage industries, enforced discriminatory hiring practices, and used criminalization to
suppress wages and limit opportunity. Modern immigration policies intersect with this history by reshaping labor
markets in ways that influence wage suppression, occupational displacement, and representation within high-
growth fields.

When labor data is aggregated, institutions lose the ability to identify which disparities stem from historical federal
harm and which reflect the conditions of newer immigrant workers. This weakens the evidence base for economic
repair and allows policymakers to claim improvement where decline persists. Domain 3 ensures that labor
patterns are interpreted inside the correct lineage frame. It provides the clarity needed for designing reparative
economic policies and for equipping Restoration Zones to confront the economic structures that continue to
shape FBA outcomes.
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DOMAIN 4: BUSINESS OWNERSHIP, CAPITAL, AND CONTRACTS

Business ownership is a primary engine of wealth creation, political influence, and community stability. For FBAs,
access to capital, credit, and contracting opportunities has been shaped by centuries of federal and state policies
that denied loans, restricted licensing, targeted Black business districts, and redirected public investment. Modern
immigration patterns intersect with these structures by expanding the pool of business owners within broad
categories such as “minority-owned,” “Black-owned,” or “disadvantaged businesses.” When FBAs are grouped with
voluntary-arrival entrepreneurs, the data used to justify program effectiveness becomes inaccurate, and the
resources intended to repair lineage-based economic exclusion are diluted.

Capital flows reflect structural decisions rather than personal ambition. Federal programs, bank policies,
procurement rules, and philanthropic initiatives often rely on race-neutral or pan-racial classifications. These
frameworks create conditions in which voluntary-arrival groups can access funding streams that were originally
designed to address the economic dispossession of FBAs. Domain 4 exposes where systems reinforce lineage-
specific barriers and where broad eligibility categories undermine the economic repair that FBAs have been
historically denied.

KEY DIAGNOSTIC QUESTIONS

e Do agencies orinstitutions distinguish between FBA-owned businesses and those owned by voluntary-
arrival Black immigrants when reporting outcomes?

e Are minority business programs dominated by non-FBA participants who qualify through racial categories
but not through lineage-based harm?

e Do procurement policies treat all Black-owned businesses as equally situated despite different access
histories?

o Are FBAs underrepresented in high-value contracting opportunities even when they are numerically
dominantin the local population?

¢ Do immigrant-owned firms disproportionately capture loans, grants, or incubator spaces designed to
address historical exclusion?

e Are FBA businesses routinely cited as “underperforming” without acknowledging structural barriers that
differ from the experiences of newer arrival groups?

These questions help users determine whether capital and contracting systems recognize the economic history of
FBAs or obscure it through universal frameworks.
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WHAT TO OBSERVE OR DOCUMENT

e Lists of certified “Black-owned” or “minority-owned” businesses that do not differentiate between FBAs
and voluntary-arrival owners

e Grant programs, incubators, or technical assistance efforts where non-FBA immigrant groups receive
outsized representation

e Procurement data showing low participation of FBA-owned firms in municipal, state, or federal contracts

e Access-to-capital reports that show higher approval rates for foreign-born Black applicants than for FBA
applicants

e Economic development strategies that use FBA hardship data to justify funding but distribute benefits to
other populations

e Patterns where immigrant-owned businesses dominate corridors located in historically FBA neighborhoods
o Real estate, permitting, and licensing practices that disproportionately burden FBA entrepreneurs

This documentation clarifies how economic ecosystems distribute opportunity and where lineage-based
disparities remain unaddressed.

REPARATIONS LINK

Economic repair requires a clear understanding of which populations have been systematically excluded from
wealth-building pathways and why those exclusions persist. When FBAs are merged with voluntary-arrival
business owners, institutions lose the ability to measure the effects of historical policies such as redlining,
discriminatory lending, urban renewal displacement, and targeted divestment. Aggregated data creates the
illusion of progress, obscuring the structural disadvantages that continue to restrict FBA economic mobility.

Reparations depend on accurate lineage-specific evidence. Domain 4 reinforces the need for FBA-centered
business categories, targeted capital strategies, and contracting pathways designed to correct the federal harm
documented in the Legislative Timeline. It equips Restoration Zones with the clarity required to rebuild economic
ecosystems that acknowledge history, correct structural inequities, and prevent the misdirection of resources
intended for FBAs.
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DOMAIN 5: HOUSING, LAND, AND DEVELOPMENT

Housing and land ownership shape generational stability, wealth creation, and community continuity. For FBAs,
every stage of U.S. housing policy—from slavery-era exclusion to redlining, racial covenants, urban renewal,
predatory lending, and mass displacement—has been defined by federal mechanisms that denied access to land,
stripped accumulated value, or concentrated FBAs in areas with limited investment. Modern immigration patterns
interact with these structures through development incentives, population shifts, neighborhood competition, and
the broad use of racial categories that mask the specific conditions FBAs face. Domain 5 identifies whether
housing and development systems maintain lineage clarity or allow displacement, redirection, and erasure.

Housing outcomes are not neutral. They reflect policy histories that restricted where FBAs could live, what homes
they could own, and how much those homes could appreciate. When voluntary-arrival groups move into areas
shaped by FBA displacement, their upward mobility is often interpreted as evidence that “Black neighborhoods are
improving.” This erases the long-term consequences of structural harm and obscures the continued
destabilization of FBA communities. Understanding how immigration intersects with development is essential for
designing reparative housing strategies.

KEY DIAGNOSTIC QUESTIONS

o Do housing agencies, developers, or city planners distinguish between FBAs and voluntary-arrival Black
immigrants when assessing neighborhood demographics?

o Areredevelopment projects in historically FBA neighborhoods serving newly arrived populations while
FBAs experience displacement?

o Do affordable-housing lotteries or voucher programs track lineage, or do they rely on broad racial
categories?

o Are FBAs underrepresented in homeownership rates despite being the dominant historical population in
affected areas?

e Do development plans cite FBA hardship indicators but direct benefits to other populations?

o Areforeign-born Black residents disproportionately included in “Black homeowner” or “Black income”
statistics that suggest improvement without addressing lineage-specific barriers?

These questions help users determine whether housing and land systems are acknowledging FBA-specific history
or obscuring it through aggregation and redevelopment incentives.
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WHAT TO OBSERVE OR DOCUMENT

e Housingreports or neighborhood plans that merge FBAs and non-FBA immigrant groups under “Black
residents”

o Patterns of gentrification where voluntary-arrival populations are recruited or incentivized to occupy
historically FBA neighborhoods

o Affordable housing programs that use FBA conditions to justify funding but allocate units primarily to other
groups

e Land trusts, corridor revitalization efforts, or Opportunity Zone projects that exclude FBA ownership or
decision-making

¢ Homeownership data showing higher gains among foreign-born Black households than among FBAs
e Eviction, foreclosure, or predatory-lending trends that disproportionately impact FBAs

¢ City planning processes where immigrant-led organizations speak for “the Black community” in land-use
decisions

This documentation highlights the structural nature of displacement and clarifies where the conditions of FBA
housing instability are being misinterpreted as market behavior rather than the result of policy.

REPARATIONS LINK

Land and housing are central to FBA reparative claims. The federal government facilitated centuries of land denial,
discriminatory lending, and targeted destruction of Black neighborhoods. These harms produced wealth gaps that
remain visible across every generation. When FBAs are grouped with voluntary-arrival groups in the housing sector,
the data used to assess need becomes inaccurate. Positive outcomes for immigrant populations can mask
ongoing displacement for FBAs, weakening the evidentiary basis for housing repair.

Reparations require accurate lineage-specific interpretation of homeownership, wealth accumulation,
displacement, and community continuity. Domain 5 ensures that housing conditions are read within their
historical context, not through aggregated categories that obscure the legacy of federal harm. It equips Restoration
Zones with the clarity needed to design land and housing interventions that protect FBA communities from further
displacement and ensure that redevelopment aligns with lineage-based repair.
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DOMAIN 6: PUBLIC FUNDING, SOCIAL PROGRAMS, AND NONPROFITS

Public funding and social programs determine how resources flow into communities and which populations
receive support, protection, or advancement. For FBAs, these systems have historically been shaped by policy
decisions that restricted access, imposed punitive conditions, or allowed relief efforts to bypass the very
communities they were designed to serve. As immigration expanded the meaning of categories such as “minority,”
“Black,” “low-income,” and “underserved,” resources intended to address lineage-based harm became vulnerable
to redirection. Domain 6 examines how funding structures, eligibility rules, and nonprofit ecosystems interact with
FBA reparative claims.

Social programs do not operate in a vacuum. They rely on demographic data, community definitions, and
institutional interpretations of historical need. When FBAs are grouped with voluntary-arrival populations who have
not experienced the same policy-generated deprivation, funding models lose their precision. This allows programs
to report success using aggregate outcomes while leaving FBA conditions unchanged. Understanding how this
occurs is essential for designing reparative systems that protect lineage-specific resource flows.

KEY DIAGNOSTIC QUESTIONS

o Do federal, state, and local programs distinguish between FBAs and voluntary-arrival Black immigrants
when assessing eligibility or need?

o Are FBAs the primary beneficiaries of programs that use FBA hardship data to justify funding, or do other
populations receive disproportionate benefit?

e Do nonprofit organizations serving “the Black community” include FBA leadership, governance, and
representation?

e Are philanthropic grants awarded based on broad racial language that collapses lineage distinctions?

e Do immigrant-focused nonprofits receive resources through Black-targeted funding streams without FBA
oversight?

e Are program evaluations reporting improvements for “Black participants” that reflect outcomes for
voluntary-arrival populations rather than FBAs?

These questions reveal whether public and nonprofit systems maintain lineage clarity or contribute to the
redirection of repair resources.
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WHAT TO OBSERVE OR DOCUMENT

e Grant guidelines and RFPs that use nonspecific labels such as “minority communities” or “BIPOC”

e Social service programs where the majority of participants or staff are non-FBA, despite the program being
funded based on FBA indicators

o Nonprofits serving immigrant groups that are classified as “Black-led” despite having different historical
relationships to U.S. policy

e Federal and state funding allocations that rely on aggregated racial statistics to justify awards

o Reports showing positive programmatic outcomes for “Black populations” that primarily reflect gains for
foreign-born groups

e Philanthropic or government investments in neighborhoods experiencing displacement, with benefits
accruing to incoming populations rather than long-term FBA residents

e Advocacy organizations or coalitions that speak on behalf of “Black communities” but lack meaningful FBA
governance

This documentation exposes the structural conditions that shape funding decisions and identifies where
redirection occurs.

REPARATIONS LINK

Public funding has always played a central role in shaping FBA socioeconomic conditions—from discriminatory
New Deal programs to targeted divestment and punitive welfare reforms. Modern funding mechanisms continue to
influence outcomes by determining who receives resources and how need is framed. When programs aggregate
FBAs with voluntary-arrival groups, the historical basis for disproportionate hardship becomes obscured. This
weakens FBA reparative claims by replacing lineage-based analysis with generic narratives of group disadvantage.

Reparations require accurate identification of the harmed population and an understanding of how public funding
systems have contributed to that harm. Domain 6 restores this clarity. It highlights where funding structures mask
lineage-specific deprivation, where nonprofit ecosystems redirect resources, and where Restoration Zones must
build FBA-specific frameworks to prevent further erosion of reparative intent.
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DOMAIN 7: PUBLIC HEALTH, SSDH, AND ISDH

Public health systems shape exposure, resilience, life expectancy, and the conditions that support or undermine
community stability. For FBAs, health outcomes reflect centuries of federal policy—from slavery-era deprivation to
environmental exposure, medical discrimination, uneven access to care, and sustained underinvestment in FBA
communities. The Social and Structural Determinants of Health (SSDH) and the Identity-Specific Determinants of
Health (ISDH) reveal how lineage shapes risk and opportunity across generations. As immigration expands the
meaning of “Black health,” the data used to assess disparity becomes less precise. Domain 7 identifies where
health systems maintain lineage clarity and where category collapse erodes the ability to understand FBA-specific
conditions.

Public health indicators do not emerge from individual behaviors. They reflect structural realities created by
housing policies, labor markets, criminal legal systems, education access, political representation, and
environmental exposure. When voluntary-arrival groups enter the U.S. health system with different histories,
genetic backgrounds, migration experiences, and social conditions, but are grouped with FBAs under “Black” or
“African American,” the resulting data obscures lineage-based harm. This affects everything from resource
allocation to research priorities. Understanding these distinctions is essential for building reparative health
frameworks.

KEY DIAGNOSTIC QUESTIONS

e Do health departments, hospitals, or research institutions disaggregate Black health data by lineage or
nativity?

e Are positive outcomes among foreign-born Black populations used to suggest improvement for FBAs?

e Do SSDH assessments accurately reflect the historical and policy-driven conditions that shape FBA
exposure?

e Are “health equity” initiatives focused on broad categories rather than lineage-specific harm?

¢ Do voluntary-arrival groups receive health benefits, grants, or programmatic support through frameworks
that cite FBA disparities?

¢ Are mental health, maternal health, and chronic disease indicators reported in ways that obscure FBA-
specific patterns?

These questions reveal whether the health system is capable of recognizing lineage-based determinants of health
or whether it relies on aggregated categories that distort the evidence.
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WHAT TO OBSERVE OR DOCUMENT

e Epidemiological reports that combine FBAs and non-FBA immigrant groups into a single “Black” health
category

e Research studies or grant applications that rely on broad racial language without identifying lineage

o Health systems using high-performing data from foreign-born Black populations to minimize or counter
FBA-specific disparities

e Equity initiatives centered on “BIPOC health” or “communities of color,” where lineage distinctions are not
acknowledged

e Mental and maternal health programs where FBA outcomes remain stagnant despite reported
improvements for “Black women”

¢ Community health partnerships led by immigrant organizations positioned as voices for “Black health”
o Funding allocations that prioritize aggregated need rather than lineage-specific evidence

This documentation clarifies how institutions interpret health data and whether their analysis accurately reflects
the structural conditions that shape FBA outcomes.

REPARATIONS LINK

Health disparities within FBA communities are the direct result of policy-driven deprivation. From plantation
medical experimentation to segregated hospitals, discriminatory insurance practices, environmental hazards, and
targeted criminalization, the health of FBAs has been shaped by generational exposure to structural harm. Modern
public health systems cannot meaningfully address these conditions without recognizing the lineage that
produced them.

When FBA health outcomes are merged with the outcomes of voluntary-arrival populations, the disparities
documented in the Legislative Timeline become obscured. This weakens the evidentiary foundation for reparative
public health interventions, reduces access to targeted funding, and distorts the SSDH and ISDH frameworks that
Restoration Zones will rely on. Domain 7 ensures that health conditions are interpreted within their correct
structural and historical context. It provides the clarity needed to design lineage-specific health strategies and to
prevent the misdirection of health equity resources.
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DOMAIN 8: CRIMINAL LEGAL SYSTEM

The criminal legal system has been one of the most powerful mechanisms shaping FBA life outcomes. From slave
patrols to Black Codes, chain gangs, federal sentencing laws, and the modern carceral state, the system has
repeatedly functioned as a tool for social control, economic extraction, and political disenfranchisement. The 13th
Amendment’s punishment clause created a structural pathway for forced labor to continue under new legal terms.
Subsequent policies expanded surveillance, criminalization, and incarceration in ways that disproportionately
targeted FBAs across regions and generations.

As immigration reshapes the demographic meaning of “Black,” aggregated criminal justice data obscures the
lineage-specific relationship FBAs have with the legal system. Voluntary-arrival Black immigrants often enter the
United States with different exposure histories, policing patterns, and neighborhood conditions. When their
comparatively lower rates of arrest, incarceration, or system contact are merged with FBA data, institutions
misread the depth and origins of FBA harm. Domain 8 identifies whether the criminal legal system acknowledges
this distinction or allows category collapse to weaken the evidentiary basis for repair.

KEY DIAGNOSTIC QUESTIONS

e Do police departments, courts, or correctional agencies distinguish between FBAs and voluntary-arrival
Black immigrants in arrest, sentencing, and incarceration data?

e Areimprovements in “Black incarceration rates” driven by demographic shifts rather than changes in FBA
conditions?

e Do prosecutors or diversion programs treat all Black individuals as an undifferentiated category, without
acknowledging lineage-specific exposure to punishment systems?

o Are FBA communities disproportionately subjected to surveillance, gang databases, or enhanced
sentencing zones?

o Do reform efforts cite aggregated “Black disparities” without identifying where the burden specifically falls
on FBAs?

o Arevoluntary-arrival groups used as representative voices for “Black criminal justice issues” in advocacy or
policymaking spaces?

These questions expose whether systems recognize the historical roots of FBA criminalization or allow lineage
distinctions to disappear inside broad racial categories.
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WHAT TO OBSERVE OR DOCUMENT

o Arrest, charging, or sentencing reports that combine FBAs and foreign-born Black individuals into a single
“Black” category

e Court or probation programs where outcomes improve for voluntary-arrival participants but remain
stagnant for FBAs

e Data dashboards that show declining overall “Black incarceration,” while FBA incarceration remains
disproportionately high

¢ Community violence interventions staffed or led by non-FBA groups who frame themselves as
representatives of “Black public safety”

¢ Funding streams for violence prevention, reentry, or restorative justice programs allocated to organizations
without FBA leadership or lineage grounding

¢ Public narratives that attribute FBA criminal justice outcomes to culture rather than structural exposure

e Patterns where new immigrant populations receive public safety investments not extended to long-term
FBA communities

This documentation reveals how institutions produce, interpret, and respond to criminal legal disparities, and
whether those interpretations protect or undermine lineage-specific clarity.

REPARATIONS LINK

The criminal legal system is one of the clearest examples of structural harm documented in the Legislative
Timeline. Generational over-policing, targeted sentencing laws, environmental exposure, and criminalization of
poverty are direct results of federal and state policy. These policies did not shape all Black populations equally.
They were designed to constrain the economic and political mobility of FBAs. When criminal justice data merges
FBAs with voluntary-arrival Black groups, the historical relationship between FBAs and state punishment becomes
obscured.

Reparations require precise evidence of harm and a clear understanding of how that harm continues. Aggregated
data weakens FBA claims by masking lineage-specific disparities and by presenting improvement that does not
reflect FBA conditions. Domain 8 restores accuracy. It equips Restoration Zones with the analysis necessary to
design justice frameworks that correct the structural punishment patterns FBAs have endured and to prevent the
misdirection of resources intended to address those harms.
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DOMAIN 9: EDUCATION, SCHOLARSHIPS, AND TALENT PIPELINES

Education systems shape access to opportunity, social mobility, and long-term economic stability. For FBAs,
schooling has always been influenced by federal and state policies that restricted access, underfunded Black
districts, segregated classrooms, tracked students into lower-wage fields, and limited entry into competitive
academic and professional pathways. Modern immigration intersects with these systems through the expansion of
eligibility categories, scholarship criteria, and diversity frameworks that treat FBAs and voluntary-arrival groups as
a single educational population. Domain 9 identifies whether academic institutions maintain lineage clarity or
allow broad categories to redirect opportunities intended to address FBA-specific educational barriers.

Educational advantage is not evenly distributed among groups labeled as “Black.” Voluntary-arrival Black
immigrant students often enter the school system with different demographic characteristics, family structures,
migration histories, and academic preparation. When their performance outcomes are combined with those of
FBAs, institutions misinterpret progress, mask lineage-specific disparities, and shift resources away from students
whose conditions reflect generational harm. Understanding this dynamic is essential for designing equitable
educational structures and talent pipelines.

KEY DIAGNOSTIC QUESTIONS

e Do schools, colleges, and scholarship programs distinguish FBAs from voluntary-arrival Black immigrant
students in data reporting and eligibility criteria?

e Are academic gains for foreign-born Black students used to suggest improvement for FBAs?

o Do diversity, equity, and inclusion offices rely on broad “Black” classifications when awarding scholarships
or leadership opportunities?

o Are FBAs underrepresented in selective programs, gifted tracks, or STEM pipelines despite attending
schools where they are the majority population?

o Do universities rely on international or voluntary-arrival Black students to meet diversity benchmarks while
FBAs remain under-enrolled?

e Are community partnerships or college access programs designed without FBA lineage grounding?

These questions reveal whether educational systems recognize lineage-specific barriers or conceal them within
universal classifications.

Page | 24



@ USBA 2025

WHAT TO OBSERVE OR DOCUMENT

e Enrollment reports where FBAs and non-FBA immigrant students are merged into a single “Black” category
e Scholarship programs using “African American,” “Black,” or “minority” without lineage distinction

e College admissions practices where international or voluntary-arrival Black students increase institutional
diversity metrics while FBA admissions stagnate

e Gifted, honors, or advanced-placement courses with low FBA representation

o Talent pipeline initiatives—internships, fellowships, leadership academies—where immigrant populations
dominate participation

e Philanthropic or nonprofit college-access programs that cite FBA educational disparities to secure funding
but primarily benefit non-FBA students

o Postsecondary or vocational outcomes showing higher completion rates for foreign-born Black students
than for FBAs

Documenting these patterns clarifies whether institutions evaluate success using aggregated metrics that obscure
lineage-specific educational deprivation.

REPARATIONS LINK

Education is a cornerstone of reparative justice. Generations of FBA educational exclusion—through legal
segregation, underfunding, discriminatory discipline, limited access to advanced coursework, and targeted
disinvestment—are central components of federal harm. Aggregated educational data cannot capture these
conditions. When FBAs are grouped with voluntary-arrival groups, positive outcomes from immigrant populations
mask persistent FBA gaps. This undermines the evidentiary foundation required for educational repair.

Reparations require lineage-specific recognition of who was harmed and how. Domain 9 ensures that educational
datais interpreted through the correct structural lens. It equips Restoration Zones to design targeted pipelines,
scholarships, and institutional partnerships that address FBA-specific educational barriers and prevent resource
redirection within broad diversity frameworks.
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DOMAIN 10: DEI, CORPORATE POLICY, AND INSTITUTIONAL INITIATIVES

Diversity, Equity, and Inclusion (DEI) frameworks were originally adopted to address workplace discrimination and
expand opportunities for historically excluded groups. Over time, these frameworks shifted from lineage-specific
correction—rooted in the Civil Rights era—to broad, universal diversity models that emphasize representation
without acknowledging the structural harm that created disparities for FBAs. As immigration reshaped the
demographic meaning of “Black,” DEI systems began to rely on aggregated racial categories that merge FBAs with
voluntary-arrival populations. Domain 10 examines whether corporate and institutional DEI practices reinforce
lineage clarity or contribute to the redistribution of opportunities, visibility, and resources away from FBAs.

DEl is often presented as a neutral, inclusion-focused strategy. In practice, many DEl initiatives obscure lineage-
specific harm by emphasizing multicultural representation over historical repair. When voluntary-arrival groups are
positioned as representatives of “the Black experience,” they often receive access to leadership roles, fellowships,
contracts, and decision-making spaces intended to address the exclusion of FBAs. Understanding how DEI
frameworks operate is essential for protecting the specificity of FBA claims and ensuring that corporate and
institutional policies do not replicate the patterns documented in the Legislative Timeline.

KEY DIAGNOSTIC QUESTIONS

o Do DEl offices distinguish FBAs from voluntary-arrival Black immigrant populations when designing
programs or measuring outcomes?

o Are DEl leadership roles, advisory committees, or affinity groups dominated by individuals who do not
share the FBA harm lineage?

e Do DElinitiatives use broad terms such as “Black,” “African American,” “BIPOC,” or “people of color”
without lineage clarity?

o Areimprovements in workplace diversity attributed to gains among foreign-born Black employees while
FBA representation remains low?

e Do corporate fellowships, internships, or leadership pipelines treat all Black applicants as equally situated
despite different historical barriers?

e Are philanthropic or corporate social responsibility initiatives citing FBA disparities but directing benefits to
non-FBA populations?

These questions reveal whether DEI systems recognize the structural relationship between FBAs and federal harm
or whether lineage is erased inside universal frameworks.
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WHAT TO OBSERVE OR DOCUMENT

Internal DEI reports or HR dashboards that aggregate all Black employees without lineage or nativity
distinctions

Employee resource groups labeled as “Black” but led primarily by voluntary-arrival populations

Corporate leadership demographics showing increases in “Black representation” that reflect immigrant
hiring rather than FBA advancement

Diversity awards, grants, or supplier programs where non-FBA recipients dominate “Black-owned” or
“minority-owned” categories

DEl trainings or communications that rely on multicultural narratives but omit the lineage-specific history
of FBA exclusion

Fellowship or internship programs reporting strong metrics while FBA participation remains stagnant

External partnerships with immigrant-led organizations presented as “Black community engagement”

This documentation helps identify whether DEI programs align with lineage-based correction or whether they
perpetuate category collapse and redirection.

REPARATIONS LINK

DEI frameworks have become one of the most influential gatekeepers of opportunity in modern institutions. When

these frameworks rely on aggregated racial categories, they unintentionally weaken FBA reparative claims by

presenting diversity gains as evidence of structural progress. Positive outcomes for voluntary-arrival populations

are often used to counter the need for lineage-specific interventions. This dynamic mirrors earlier federal patterns

of redirection, where policies designed to address FBA harm were repurposed to serve broader groups.

Reparations require precise understanding of harm lineage and targeted correction. DEI systems must either adopt
lineage-specific frameworks or acknowledge that their current structures do not address the historical deprivation
FBAs have endured. Domain 10 equips Restoration Zones and institutions with the clarity needed to redesign DEI
practices so that they recognize the distinction between representation and repair, and so that opportunities tied

to historical exclusion are not redirected to populations without that lineage.
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DOMAIN 11: FAITH, COALITIONS, AND REPRESENTATIONAL AUTHORITY

Faith institutions and community coalitions have long shaped how Black identity is represented, interpreted, and
defended in the public sphere. For FBAs, churches and spiritual communities have historically functioned as
centers of political organizing, cultural grounding, mutual aid, and narrative protection. As immigration reshapes
the demographic meaning of “Black,” new coalitions—religious, cultural, and political—often emerge without
lineage-specific grounding. When these coalitions speak on behalf of “the Black community,” they can
unintentionally overwrite the experiences and priorities of FBAs. Domain 11 identifies whether faith institutions
and coalitions maintain FBA representational authority or allow voluntary-arrival groups to set agendas that dilute
lineage-specific claims.

Representational authority is not a symbolic concern. It determines who defines the needs of a community, who
speaks to policymakers, who receives funding, and who is positioned as an interpreter of the “Black experience.”
When institutions and coalitions elevate leaders who do not share FBA lineage, the narratives and strategies
presented to the public often reflect migration-based experiences rather than the structural harm documented in
the Legislative Timeline. Ensuring that FBAs maintain control over their own representation is essential for any
reparative framework.

KEY DIAGNOSTIC QUESTIONS

o Do faithinstitutions and coalitions distinguish FBAs from voluntary-arrival Black immigrant groups when
defining community priorities?

e Areimmigrant-led churches or cultural organizations positioned as authorities on “Black issues” without
acknowledging lineage distinctions?

e Do coalitions that represent “the Black community” include meaningful FBA leadership, governance, and
agenda-setting power?

e Are FBA concerns overshadowed by immigration-based issues within multiracial or pan-Black coalitions?

¢ Do interfaith or multicultural organizations use FBA hardship data to secure funding but direct benefits to
non-FBA populations?

e Are public statements about Black identity, safety, or justice issued by groups without FBA lineage
representation?

These questions reveal whether coalitions and faith institutions respect lineage-specific authority or participate in
category collapse.
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WHAT TO OBSERVE OR DOCUMENT

e Coalition membership lists that include many non-FBA organizations but few or no FBA-led institutions

o Faith organizations describing themselves as serving “the Black community” without FBA representation in
leadership

e Public events, advocacy campaigns, or community town halls where voluntary-arrival individuals speak as
representatives of “Black issues”

¢ Funding distributed to immigrant-led organizations through Black-targeted faith or community coalitions

e Statements, platforms, or policy recommendations issued by coalitions that rely on broad racial narratives
without acknowledging lineage-based harm

e Partnerships between government agencies and non-FBA groups framed as engagement with “Black
communities”

e Situations where FBA concerns—policing, displacement, reparations, political power—are deprioritized in
favor of newer immigrant community agendas

This documentation clarifies how representational authority is structured and whether FBA voices remain central
in defining Black identity and community needs.

REPARATIONS LINK

Faith institutions and coalitions have historically served as the backbone of FBA political organizing and advocacy.
They carried the weight of mobilization during Reconstruction, the civil rights era, and every major push for
structural change. When representational authority shifts to voluntary-arrival groups or coalitions without FBA
lineage grounding, the political and spiritual foundation of reparations becomes unstable. These shifts can redirect
policy focus, reshape public narratives, and weaken FBA claims by presenting a diluted definition of the “Black
community.”

Reparations require FBA control over their own interpretive structures. Domain 11 ensures that Restoration Zones
can recognize where representational power has shifted, where coalitions need lineage clarity, and where FBA
leadership must be restored. Protecting representational authority safeguards the integrity of FBA claims and
ensures that repair frameworks reflect the experiences of the population that endured the harm.
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DOMAIN 12: NARRATIVE, MEDIA, AND CULTURAL APPROPRIATION

Narrative power shapes how identity is understood, how history is interpreted, and how responsibility for harm is
assigned. For FBAs, narrative distortion has been one of the most persistent forms of structural harm—from
slavery-era myths to Reconstruction propaganda, civil rights backlash messaging, and modern media portrayals
that criminalize or trivialize FBA life. As immigration expands the meaning of “Black,” new voices enter the media
ecosystem with different histories, cultural traditions, and social positions. When these voices are elevated
without lineage clarity, they can unintentionally redefine what it means to be “Black in America,” often in ways that
conceal the structural burdens placed on FBAs. Domain 12 identifies where narrative power is being redirected
and where cultural appropriation obscures lineage-specific experiences.

Media visibility is often mistaken for representation. Many voluntary-arrival Black immigrants arrive with stronger
global narratives, different cultural capital, and fewer generational barriers to public visibility. When institutions lift
these voices as the default interpreters of Black identity, the depth and specificity of FBA history can be
overshadowed. Cultural appropriation intensifies this dynamic. Music, language, aesthetics, and struggle
narratives rooted in FBA experience are often commercialized or reproduced by groups without FBA lineage.
Understanding how narrative power operates is essential for maintaining identity clarity and protecting FBA
ownership of cultural and historical expression.

KEY DIAGNOSTIC QUESTIONS

¢ Do mediainstitutions distinguish FBAs from voluntary-arrival Black immigrants when selecting
commentators, storytellers, or cultural representatives?

e Are narratives about “Black culture,” “Black struggle,” or “Black progress” framed through the lens of
immigrant success rather than lineage-specific barriers?

e Do cultural productions—film, music, literature, fashion—use FBA styles or histories without recognizing
FBA creators or communities?

o Are data, stories, or historical references about FBAs replaced by generalized narratives that merge all
Black populations into a single experience?

e Do platforms celebrate the achievements of non-FBA Black individuals as indicators of “Black
advancement,” masking continued deprivation for FBAs?

e Arevoluntary-arrival voices positioned as experts on FBA-created cultural forms or social issues?

These questions help identify where institutions elevate narratives that dilute lineage-specific understanding.
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WHAT TO OBSERVE OR DOCUMENT

Media appearances, op-eds, or expert panels where non-FBA immigrants speak as representatives of
“Black America”

Cultural movements or trends originating from FBAs but commercialized or popularized by groups without
FBA lineage

Entertainment companies using FBA pain narratives to generate revenue without benefit to FBA
communities

Storylines that frame immigrant upward mobility as evidence of broad Black progress
Social media patterns where FBA cultural practices are replicated without credit or contextual grounding

Campaigns or advocacy messaging that rely on multicultural Black imagery to obscure lineage-specific
historical harm

Documentary or academic work that replaces FBA-specific history with generalized diasporic narratives

Documentation helps expose how cultural and narrative appropriation operate and how they influence public

understanding of FBA conditions.

REPARATIONS LINK

Narrative control is a core element of reparative justice. The harms documented in the Legislative Timeline—

including enslavement, exclusion, criminalization, and dispossession—created distinct FBA experiences that must

be understood accurately to justify repair. When media and cultural narratives merge FBAs with voluntary-arrival

groups, they erase the lineage-specific trajectory of harm. This weakens the public’s understanding of why FBAs
require targeted policy solutions and undermines legal and political arguments for reparations.

Reparations require that FBAs maintain ownership over their stories, symbols, cultural expressions, and
interpretive authority. Domain 12 ensures that Restoration Zones can identify where narrative displacement is
occurring and how cultural appropriation reshapes public understanding of FBA life. Protecting narrative integrity is

foundational for ensuring that repair efforts are grounded in truth, not in generalized or imported representations of
Black identity.
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DOMAIN 13: COALITIONS, SOLIDARITY CLAIMS, AND LINEAGE BOUNDARIES

Coalitions are often treated as expressions of unity, shared struggle, or collective power. For FBAs, however,
coalition politics have repeatedly produced mixed results. Throughout U.S. history, FBAs have extended political,
cultural, and economic solidarity to other groups, only to receive limited reciprocity when pursuing lineage-specific
justice. As immigration reshapes the demographic meaning of “Black,” new coalitions form across racial, ethnic,
and migration lines. Many of these coalitions rely on broad solidarity language—“people of color,” “the Black
community,” “marginalized groups”—that dissolves lineage distinctions. Domain 13 identifies whether coalitions
strengthen or weaken FBA claims and whether solidarity is used as a bridge to collaboration or as a mechanism for
redirection.

Solidarity is not inherently harmful. It becomes harmful when the language of unity replaces the need for lineage-
specific repair. Voluntary-arrival groups often enter coalitions with different priorities, exposures, and political
incentives. When these groups receive influence or visibility within “Black” political structures, they can shift
policy agendas away from FBA harms and toward cross-group interests. Understanding the boundaries of
solidarity is essential for maintaining lineage clarity and ensuring that FBAs do not lose interpretive or political
control within aggregated coalition spaces.

KEY DIAGNOSTIC QUESTIONS

¢ Do coalitions that claim to represent “Black interests” include clear lineage-based representation for
FBAs?

e Are FBA political or economic claims reframed as general “community issues” to avoid addressing lineage-
specific harm?

o Do voluntary-arrival groups use solidarity language to access Black-targeted resources or policy platforms?

o Are FBAs expected to support immigrant-focused agendas while FBA-specific needs receive limited or
symbolic attention?

e Do coalitions avoid acknowledging lineage distinctions to maintain internal cohesion?

o Areclaims of “shared oppression” used to minimize or overshadow the unique structural harms faced by
FBAs?

These questions clarify whether coalitions recognize the specific trajectory of harm documented in the Legislative
Timeline or whether they rely on solidarity narratives that collapse lineage.

Page | 32



@ USBA 2025

WHAT TO OBSERVE OR DOCUMENT

e Coalition mission statements or public materials that use broad racial terms but fail to reference FBA
lineage

¢ Funding streams that cite FBA conditions but flow primarily to non-FBA organizations within coalitions

e Advocacy platforms where FBA concerns—reparations, political representation, land loss, displacement—
are deprioritized in favor of generalized racial or immigrant issues

e Coalition leadership structures where voluntary-arrival individuals or groups hold disproportionate
influence over “Black” agendas

¢ Instances where FBA-specific harmis diluted by claims that “all Black people experience the same
barriers”

e Policy endorsements where coalitions support immigration or multicultural initiatives but do not
reciprocate support for FBA-specific repair

e Situations where FBA voices are pressured to accept dilution in the name of solidarity

This documentation helps users understand how coalitions operate and whether lineage clarity is being protected
or compromised.

REPARATIONS LINK

Coalitions shaped much of the civil rights landscape, yet many of those coalitions were not grounded in lineage-
based reciprocity. Modern coalition structures repeat this pattern. When FBA-centered agendas are merged with
the priorities of voluntary-arrival groups, the specificity needed for reparations is lost. Coalition messaging can
weaken the accounting of federal harm by framing FBA experiences as interchangeable with the experiences of all
Black or non-white groups. This dynamic undermines the clarity required for legal and policy repair.

Reparations require boundary-setting. Solidarity must be rooted in truth, not in the erasure of lineage-specific
history. Domain 13 equips Restoration Zones and local leaders with the ability to analyze coalition structures,
identify when solidarity becomes redirection, and build targeted strategies that honor collaboration without
sacrificing FBA clarity. Protecting lineage boundaries ensures that repair remains focused on the community
whose harm was created and enforced by federal policy.
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SYNTHESIS & RESTORATION ZONE PROMPTS

The Mass Immigration & FBA Reparative Claims Checklist reveals a consistent structural pattern across all thirteen
domains. Every system that shapes FBA life—politics, labor, housing, business, public health, education, DEI,
narrative power, and coalition spaces—has been influenced by broad racial classifications that merge FBAs with
voluntary-arrival groups. These classifications collapse lineage, distort data, and create conditions where
resources and opportunities intended to repair the harm documented in the Legislative Timeline are redirected to
populations without the same historical relationship to U.S. policy.

This closing section synthesizes those patterns and provides Restoration Zones with the interpretive tools required
to convert checklist results into actionable strategies. The goal is not to assign blame. The goal is to create clarity—
clarity about where lineage distinctions have been erased, clarity about how redirection occurs, and clarity about
what must be rebuilt so that reparations can proceed with precision.

THE SIX-PART CYCLE

Across all domains, institutions follow a predictable cycle:
1. Harm

Federal policies create deprivation, exclusion, or dispossession for FBAs.

2. Partial Repair
Limited corrective measures are introduced to address inequities.

3. Category Expansion
Eligibility widens from FBAs to “Black,” “minority,” or “disadvantaged” groups.

4. Immigration Shift
Voluntary-arrival populations enter these categories and reshape demographics.

5. Redirection
Resources, opportunities, representation, and narrative authority shift away from FBAs.

6. Rollback
Systems weaken even the universal remedies, leaving FBAs with minimal or no benefit.

This cycle explains why aggregated data often suggests progress while FBA conditions remain unchanged or
worsen. It also reveals that redirection is not accidental. It is built into the structure of category-based policy.

Avisual table or diagram may be added in the design phase to highlight this cycle across domains.
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WHY LINEAGE CODING IS ESSENTIAL

Reparations require precision. They cannot be built on racial categories that collapse lineage.

Lineage-coded data is essential because:

It distinguishes voluntary-arrival outcomes from the outcomes of the population harmed by federal policy.
It prevents immigrant gains from being used to mask stagnant or worsening FBA conditions.

It makes disparities legible, traceable, and legally defensible.

It restores accuracy to SSDH, ISDH, economic analysis, narrative interpretation, and political strategy.

It gives Restoration Zones the tools needed to design targeted interventions with measurable impact.

It ensures that any repair effort is grounded in evidence rather than broad assumptions about “Black”
experience.

Category redesign is not an academic exercise. It is a protective structure. It ensures that FBAs remain visible
within systems that have repeatedly erased them.

RESTORATION ZONE PROMPTS

Restoration Zones are responsible for converting diagnostic insights into structural solutions. The prompts below
support that process by guiding leaders, policymakers, and community stakeholders through the steps required to
strengthen lineage clarity and prevent redirection.

1.

2.

3.

Which laws or administrative rules still offer leverage for policy revision?
Identify federal, state, or institutional rules where lineage distinctions can be reintroduced or strengthened.

Where must new FBA-specific frameworks be created?
Determine which domains require new categories, new reporting protocols, or new eligibility structures.

Which receipts from this checklist should drive reparations claims and litigation?
Document category collapse, redirection patterns, or misallocation of resources that demonstrate
structural harm.

How should Restoration Zones integrate this federal record into their design?

Use the checklist to guide land strategy, funding models, political engagement, health initiatives,
educational partnerships, DEI negotiations, contracting pipelines, and narrative structures.
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5. Which institutions need immediate correction to prevent further lineage collapse?
Identify priority systems—housing, workforce, education, DEI, public health—where redirection is most
acute.

6. Where is FBA representational authority missing or misassigned?
Clarify which coalitions, faith institutions, advisory bodies, or media spaces require rebalancing or
boundary-setting.

7. What documentation must be collected to protect FBA claims long-term?
Build an archive of data, policies, and institutional decisions that reveal category collapse and
misallocation.

These prompts ensure that the checklist becomes a tool for action rather than observation. They support
disciplined decision-making rooted in lineage clarity and structural accuracy.

HOW TO READ PATTERNS ACROSS DOMAINS

The Interpretation Protocol provides a structured approach for making sense of results:

1. Look for patterns, not isolated indicators.
A single Red domain does not indicate systemic collapse.
Multiple Red domains signal structural redirection.

2. Map lineage clarity across institutions.
Green zones show where protection exists.
Yellow zones require correction.

Red zones require structural redesign.

3. Identify displacement early.
When voluntary-arrival groups dominate programs justified by FBA hardship data, redirection is active.

4. Assess narrative control.
If non-FBA voices define Black identity, heritage, or political claims, lineage clarity is compromised.

5. Determine whether the community is experiencing active removal.
Housing loss, economic displacement, institutional redirection, and representational erasure indicate
immediate need for intervention.

6. Use structural evidence—not sentiment—to guide decisions.
The goal is accuracy, not blame.
Diagnosis precedes design.
Design precedes repair.
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CLOSING REFLECTION

This checklist is not about exclusion.
Itis about precision.

It protects the integrity of FBA reparative claims by restoring the clarity that universal frameworks have repeatedly
eroded. It gives Restoration Zones the analytical structure required to confront redirection, prevent dilution, and
design systems rooted in truth.

Lineage clarity is not a preference.
Itis a prerequisite for repair.
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