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1) The activities of the network and the themes explored:

a) During 2006, 2007 and 2008, five city-based events were held in Bradford (6 June 2006), Tower Hamlets (20 September 2006), Manchester (16 March 2007), Leicester (20 September 2007) and Birmingham (8 February 2008). These were organised by one or two specific members of the steering committee (McLoughlin, Eade, Zavos and Kalra, Virdee, Gale) who first drew up a proposed venue and programme for general approval. Although it was not part of our original proposal, the Leeds applicants eventually decided to hold all these events outside conventional academic spaces in local restaurants or community centres with function rooms. Such spaces had the advantage of feeling less intimidating for non-academics. They also told particular stories about the character of each city and reflected wider network themes: e.g. a restaurant associated with a nationally known curry brand in Bradford; a community centre associated with an Asian women’s organisation in Leicester; a civic centre associated with a transnational Sikh religious movement in Birmingham. Although there was some minor variation, events were organised around an agreed range of session themes: i) scholarly writing (e.g. Anthropology, Sociology, Religious Studies); ii) oral history, literary / cultural production (novels, poetry, music, dance), and iii) aspects of local policy / politics / the media (the local/national state, religious education, multiculturalism, forced marriages). Local speakers and participants from a range of academic and non-academic backgrounds and constituencies were invited to take part. A report of roughly 3,000 words was written by the PI for each event (except Bradford when it was written by Gould). These reports summarised the presentations, discussion and further suggestions on the day. These reports were published on the website along with a programme, list of participants and selected photographs (see below).
b) Seven steering committee meetings chaired by McLoughlin as PI were held in Leeds as follows: 3 May, 3 July, and 1 December 2006; 1 June and 19 November 2007; 3 and 15 July 2008.  We split the final meeting of the committee to reflect different aspects of the project (cities and overarching themes). Steering committee meetings were mainly concerned with the substantial practical business of planning / reporting upon city events, developing the web resource and (by the second year) looking ahead to the final symposium and outputs (see following sections). Minutes were recorded by the Co-Is (Gould, Kabir and Tomalin) and postgraduate clerical assistants (Beattie and Singh). However, in the first year, there was also the opportunity to get to know the participants and their work, as well as reflect on various themes through prepared reading and / or presentations by colleagues working on related research. For example, two members of the AHRC Moving Manchester research project team at Lancaster University (Fowler and Mort) attended the first steering meeting and raised issues concerning regionalism and the political economy of publication. At our second meeting we reflected with our colleague in Sociology at Leeds (Sayyid, 2006) on the concept of ‘BrAsian’, and on the ‘writing’ of cities, place and locality with a senior member of the steering committee already well-published in this field (Eade 2000; Eade and Mele 2002). At our third meeting the focus was on the relationship between religion and diaspora based on a reading of work by the PI, the DMI programme director and others (Vertovec 2000; Knott 2005; McLoughlin 2005; Mandair 2006). Not withstanding study (3) or maternity (1) leaves during the period of the grant, steering meetings were supplemented by regular meetings of the Leeds team to identify action points, allocate tasks, monitor progress / expenditure and plan / prepare outputs.
c) A website was established at the very beginning of the project by Gould in May 2006, http://www.leeds.ac.uk/writingbritishasiancities/index.htm. As the AHRC DMI programme site was also based at the University of Leeds, the basic template of our web presence emulated this. Gould and McLoughlin agreed a structure that would have a welcome page plus pages for i) each city, ii) biographies of steering group members, iii) working papers, iv) a resource centre and iv) virtual networking. This web resource has been built up over the course of the project with the assistance of two postgraduate clerical / technical assistants (see below). The city pages are the centrepiece and each page includes: links to a working paper on the city written by a member of the steering committee; a report of the city-based event, a programme of the day, list of participants and selected photographs; as well as links to web and bibliographical resources about each city. The website is interactive to the extent that is possible to suggest / comment on papers / resources on the city pages and in the resource centre. The resource centre contains papers / materials / web links on key themes linked to: South Asian Studies in the UK (e.g. British Association for South Asian Studies; Punjab Research Group); and other DMI AHRC projects on South Asian Diasporas (see below). There are also links to the final symposium and conference panels organised as part of the network’s activities (see below).

d) A final two-day symposium was organised at the University of Leeds 17-18 March 2008. This was a key intellectual space for reflecting on the project and the first step in preparing for scholarly outputs with an audience of academic peers. All members of the steering committee except Tomalin (maternity leave) made presentations based on their reflections on the events and plans for book chapters. The first day concerned work on the five cities (McLoughlin, Eade, Kalra, Virdee, Gale) while the second day reflected on writing British-Asian cities in the social sciences (Fennell), history (Gould and Qureshi), literary/cultural production (Kabir and Nawaz), and religion (McLoughlin and Zavos). Space in the programme for presentations by Pearson (AHRC Asian women’s political activism), Alexander (AHRC Bengali diaspora) and Ahmed (AHRC Making Britain) on their respective DMI projects, all of which concern some aspect of South Asia diasporas in the UK. DMI programme director, Kim Knott, introduced this panel and the event as a whole. Finally, the event was also attended by key figures in the study of South Asian diasporas in Britain and the study of diasporas per se. Brah, Werbner, Peach, Sayyid, Dudrah and Quayson (Toronto) acted as discussants. A key theme of the symposium was the need to think about cities – and the relations between them – in terms of multi-local diasporic spaces. Another over-arching theme was the demise / transformation of the term ‘British-Asian’ not least since 9/11 and the War on Terror. The abstracts, powerpoint presentations, as well as digital sound and pictures from the event are all lodged on the network website at http://www.leeds.ac.uk/writingbritishasiancities/symposium.htm.  

e) McLoughlin, Gould and Tomalin gave the keynote lecture (with input from Kabir who was overseas) at an AHRC DMI postgraduate conference, Leeds, 13 December 2006. In March 2007 McLoughlin, Gould, Tomalin and Eade were joined by two other paper-givers at a panel organised for the British Association for South Asian Studies, University of Cambridge. A second, three-session, panel, ‘Writing the Cities of the South Asian Diaspora Worldwide’, was organised at the European Conference on Modern South Asian Studies (Manchester, July 2008). McLoughlin, Kabir and Fennell were joined by six other paper-givers (see below). Conference panel and abstract details (as well as selected recordings) are posted at: http://www.arts.manchester.ac.uk/ecmsas/panels/ecmsaspanel33to41/panelpdfs/Fileuploadmax10Mb,134405,en.pdf . Finally, McLoughlin has given various presentations about the project to: the World Universities Network (Leeds, June 2006); AHRC/ESRC conference (Oxford, July 2008); Royal Geographical Society (London, August 2008); Institute of Colonial and Postcolonial Studies (Leeds, September 2008); Babylon Centre for the study of Multicultural Societies (Tilburg, the Netherlands, March 2009) http://www.tilburguniversity.nl/babylon/babylon-lecture-series/); DMI programme conference (CRONEM, Roehampton, June 2009). Eade also presented on his network research at this event.

2) The people and organisations involved and the frequency and type of collaborations: 

a) Academics - steering committee (12). Over the life of the network, and in addition to the Leeds team of 4, there were 6 regular academic members of the steering committee. Once the grant had been awarded, of those names suggested in the original application Eade (for London), Zavos (for Manchester), Abbas (for Birmingham) plus Fennell (Cambridge, in a general advisory capacity) all confirmed their participation. Hussain withdrew and was replaced at short notice by Kalra (but in a general advisory capacity initially), although Virdee and Martin (the latter later withdrew) eventually took up responsibility for Leicester. Abbas also withdrew and was replaced by his colleague in Sociology at Birmingham, Gale. Steering committee membership was thus stable from December 2006 until the end of the project and all events were held successfully although Zavos eventually shared the responsibility for organising the Manchester event with Kalra and subsequently opted to write a working paper with McLoughlin on religion, leaving Kalra to write one on Manchester. Zavos and Eade also collaborated with McLoughlin (PI) as Co-Is on an unsuccessful Religion and Society Large Grant application (January 2007). In the end there was a good mixture in terms of institutions, with both old and new English universities represented: Leeds; Birmingham; Roehampton / Surrey; Manchester; Cambridge; De Montfort. The range of disciplines included: Sociology; Anthropology; Religious Studies; Postcolonial Literature; History; Development Studies; and Geography. The PI and Co-applicants were junior lecturers at time of application (all now senior lecturers), and while the steering committee contained one Professor and one senior lecturer at its start, others were Lecturers or early career Research Fellows. In terms of collaboration, the majority of these members took responsibility for organising an event in a specific city and writing a working paper / chapter for the website / symposium / final publication, as well as making some contribution to the web resource. Apart from the Leeds team’s interactions, this membership was the heart of the network, attending together the majority of the 7 steering meetings plus the 5 city events and the final symposium. The maximum number of possible meetings was quite intensive at 13, especially for a pre-FEC bid with no re-numeration for academic staff time. At any one time turnout was between 100% and 70-80%. Most steering committee members were also involved as PIs, Co-Is or research assistants on other AHRC funded research projects during the course of the network, sometimes involving extended periods of work overseas (e.g. Gould, Kalra). With the AHRC’s agreement, this together with a maternity leave for one of the Co-Is (Tomalin) and other personal matters, delayed the end of the project first from June 2008 to September 2008 and then until March 2009. 

b) Academics – non-steering committee (88): In addition to steering committee members, 48 additional academics attended the five events (with some contributing presentations): in Bradford (12 - e.g. Samad, Macey, Bagguley, Hussain, McLeod); London (9 - e.g. Alexander, Chatterji, Garbin, Begum, Ahmed); Manchester (12 - e.g. Werbner, Ballard, Ramamurthy, Mort, Fowler); Leicester (8 - e.g. Martin, Bonney, Herbert, Panayi, Gunn); and Birmingham (7 - e.g. Rex, Dudrah, Ram, Dick, Nasser, O’Toole). While promoting general networking and research interchange, these meetings also elicited important suggestions for resources, e.g. an oral history project (http://www.tandana.org/) on Asian Youth Movements at UCLAN (Ramamurthy, who later presented at our ECMSAS panel). Some of these also attended the final symposium (6 - e.g. Ramamurthy, Dudrah, Alexander and Werbner) but an additional 8 academics new to the network  also attended this final event (e.g. Brah, Peach, Nesbitt and one international, Quayson). Leading figures in the field, their impact was to help us shape the direction of our reading of the material collated. As suggested above, a number of scholars also attended who are working on other AHRC DMI projects concerned with South Asian Diasporas in the UK. Pearson (Subverting Sterotypes) subsequently also presented at our ECMSAS panel (see below) and has registered the importance of interaction with the network for putting her project in a wider context. Some reciprocal invitations have also been forthcoming e.g. McLoughlin was invited by Alexander (Bengali Diaspora project) to speak about the network’s research on religion at an LSE event (March 2009, subsequently cancelled and due to be re-arranged). Gould has been invited to contribute on the network’s historical research to a book edited by Chatterji, a member of the same team. As we sought to build of a hub of links for the study of South Asian Diasporas in Britain, a link to all AHRC South Asian Diaspora related websites was subsequently added to our website: http://www.leeds.ac.uk/writingbritishasiancities/resource_centre.htm. Finally, further one-off participation in network activity came in the form of additional speakers and audience at BASAS (March 2007 - 6) and ECMSAS (July 2008 - 28). At BASAS McLoughlin, Gould, Eade and Fennell met socially with Drs Pahl & Pollard (Sheffield, AHRC Ferham Families) to discuss our respective projects. Again, as we sought to build of a hub of links for the study of South Asian Diasporas in Britain, a link to their website was subsequently added to our website (see link above). The ECMSAS panel included papers on churches and cemeteries in East Africa (Frenz); nostalgia and Jewish Calcutta (Noah Hysler Rubin); Asian women’s activism during the Grunwick and Gate Gourmet disputes (Pearson and Sundari); Asian youth movements in Manchester and Bradford (Ramamurthy); Southall (Sawhney); regeneration in Bradford (Bolognani). Across all events UK universities represented by non-steering group academics were as follows: Leeds, Leeds Metropolitan, Bradford, Bradford College, LSE, Roehampton, Surrey, London Metropolitan, Greenwich, Keele, Lancaster, UCLAN, Manchester, Manchester Metropolitan, Leicester, De Montfort, Queen Mary, Birmingham, Warwick, Open University and Birkbeck. Internationally, scholars from Lahore University Management School, St Mary’s College, California, and Toronto participated in our events. Subjects represented were Sociology, Postcolonial Literature, Peace Studies, Religious Studies, History, Anthropology, Media and Cultural Studies, Politics and International Studies, Geography, Development, Architecture and Business Studies.
c) Postgraduate students (12): Over the course of the project two postgraduate students in the Faculty of Arts at the University of Leeds - Beattie, MA Race and Resistance, 2006-07 & Singh MA Religion and Public Life 2007-08, PhD 2009-12) provided paid clerical / technical web support to the project. Students on the MA Race and Resistance taught by Gould use the web resource as part of their curriculum and a cross-disciplinary Arts Faculty MA module based on the project is currently under consideration. The network website is also mentioned amongst the resources on the Potsdam University Summer School, Multicultural Britain Represented, 2007 http://www.uni-potsdam.de/u/anglistik/drexler/kulturwi/multicultural_britain_potsdam_sommer_2007.doc. NB Singh’s doctorate – a Religion and Society Collaborative Studentship awarded to Kim Knott - is co-supervised by the PI in a field directly related to the network. See http://www.personal.leeds.ac.uk/~trs5j2s/. Both Beattie and Singh attended city events along with several other postgraduates from universities across England (Leeds, Bradford, Manchester, Warwick, Roehampton, LSE), as well as one from overseas (Harvard). Postgraduates presented papers in a rigorous but relaxed and supportive environment at Leicester (David, Roehampton) and Birmingham (Dar, Warwick). Singh and 3 other Leeds postgraduates working on Postcolonial Literature were also involved in the smooth running of the final symposium and valued the opportunity to gain experience of participating in such an event. A postgraduate and a very recent doctorate presented at the two conference panels organised by the network (BASAS: Malik, Cambridge and ECMSAS: Bolognani, Leeds). Most recently, (2008-09) Leeds Institute for Colonial and Postcolonial Studies awarded an MRes studentship to the department of Theology and Religious Studies with the student again electing to work on a topic directly related to the network – the writing of Hinduism in Britain (Watkins supervised by Tomalin / McLoughlin).

d) Non-academics - steering committee (2+1): Our steering committee brought us into close and sustained conversation with two main stakeholders who attended a majority of steering meetings and city events. Aki Nawaz is a London-based activist, musician and head of Nation Records. Irna Qureshi, a Bradford-based oral historian and freelance researcher, has completed work for the BBC, Victoria & Albert Museum and Bradford Heritage Recording Unit. (Nima Poovaya-Smith, founding Director of Alchemy, a cultural enterprise company based in Yorkshire, also attended our initial steering group meeting). Nawaz and Qureshi were able to contribute fruitfully to discussions over the life of the grant most especially in terms of contributions at city events, challenging some of the unquestioned priorities of academics and having input into outputs such as the website which includes non-academics as one of its audiences. At the same time they both affirmed the value of interaction with scholars in terms of explaining issues in terms of broader processes and contexts. Indeed, Qureshi collaborated with Gould in researching a chapter on History for our edited book – and also presented at the final symposium. This joint-working brings the ‘community based’ and cultural heritage oriented oral history of South Asians in Britain into a rare conversation with the academic history of (post)colonial Britain and South Asia. While initially there were plans for Nawaz to collaborate with Kabir in a similar fashion on the chapter on cultural production, it was decided that his contribution would be best captured more conversationally. Furthermore, it was agreed with Sally Hitch at AHRC that a £2000 network underspend in terms of travel and event consumables could be used to support the final preparation of the web resource. This resulted in part in Qureshi being commissioned to draw up a web montage of local actors speaking about the two northern British-Asian cities (Bradford and Manchester) with a view to seeking further resource enhancement funding to complete this new initiative for all five cities. See also http://news.bbc.co.uk/local/manchester/hi/people_and_places/history/newsid_8081000/8081211.stm
e) Non-academics - city events (70): As suggested above, engagement with non-academics has been one of the highlights of the project and has been cited as flagship of the DMI programme by the director in terms of knowledge transfer and impact. See, for example, www.ahrc.ac.uk/About/Policy/Documents/economic%20impact%20framework%202008.pdf.  The city events were held at Mumtaz Paan House (Bradford), Kobi Nazrul Centre (Tower Hamlets), Indus 5 restaurant (Manchester), Peepul Centre (Leicester) and the Nishkam Civic Association (Birmingham). Overall, there were about 70 non-academic participants in these events and while some conflict of agendas was occasionally in evidence in terms of refused invitations (e.g. local press in Bradford), most reported feeling validated by the experience. While for the most part these were one-off opportunities for networking and interchange, the meetings also produced important interventions and suggestions for resources, e.g. local writers working mainly in South Asian languages raised at the very first meeting in Bradford. A very wide range of individuals and organisations were represented at events including religious and Black and Minority Ethnic (BME) organisations; research foundations and charities; local politicians and local government officials and policy-makers; writers, poets, musicians, arts organisations, newspapers, local historians / archivists, regional publishers. For example, the Bradford event drew Britain’s first Asian Lord Mayor, various community relations workers (Bradford Vision, Bradford Racial Equality Council, Bangladeshi Porishad), two novelists, librarians / archivists (Bradford Heritage Recording Unit, West Yorkshire Joint Services) and religious representatives (Bradford Council for Mosques). The Tower Hamlets event featured and attracted a councillor and local authority researcher, three journalists (e.g. Bangla Post, Surma), various community relations workers, a local novelist, two singer-songwriters (including a Baul singer), two oral historians (Swadhinata Trust), and a local artist. The Manchester event featured the former (Asian) Lord Mayor of Manchester, representatives from the Manchester Education Authority, Tameside Local Studies Unit, Ahmed Iqbal Ullah Race Relations Education Trust, the editor of Shorelines, a Manchester-based literary magazine, and two Manchester-based British-Asian poets (one performance being filmed by a satellite TV company, Channel M. The Leicester event featured the acting Chief Executive of the Race Equality Centre, the Chair of the Federation of Muslim Organisations of Leicestershire, representatives of the East Midlands Economic Network and local people involved in sports (Nirvana FC), Gujerati kathak dancing and business (Kapasi and Co). The event in Birmingham featured members of the Nishkam Civic Association, Punch Records, Nachdar Sansaar Bhangra Group, the Indian Workers Association, Birmingham Stories oral history project as well as Respect councillor and Stop the War campaigner, Salma Yaqoob.

3) An evaluation of how the “thematic area” has been advanced through the network: 

a) Apart from advances in the study of South Asians in Britain in relation to diasporas, migration and identities (see 4) below), we aimed to complicate the dominant ‘race and ethnicity’ paradigm of the social sciences with deeper reflection on the significance of three other (Arts and Humanities) disciplinary areas in the study of South Asians in Britain. Firstly, there was a need and opportunity to re-examine Asian-Britain historically. Almost sixty years after post-war immigration began, we argued that a sophisticated historical narrative about the changing dynamics of these communities was still waiting to be written (see b) below). Secondly, there was a pressing need for literary and cultural studies to scrutinise the cultural production of the grassroots as well as cosmopolitan intellectuals, exposing the fraught and nuanced processes of memorialisation, celebration, mourning and self-fashioning to fresh analysis (see c) below). Thirdly, given the role of religious affiliations in reinforcing trans- and multi-local ‘ethnic’ communities, but also in the sustaining of more cosmopolitan and ‘universalising’ trans-national circulations, the network also prioritised new reflections on the explanatory power of religion (see d) below). See also www.leeds.ac.uk/writingbritishasiancities/interactive_papers.htm.

b) History - From the very beginning of the project, it was very clear that there was a dearth of serious historical scholarship from the academy, looking at the specific themes of British Asian and South Asian diasporas in urban localities over time.  Whereas there have been a few good surveys of the South Asian presence in general (notably the work of Rozina Visram, Brown, Fisher et al.), there is still a need to properly historicise the South Asian presence in the UK, creating a temporality for a subject dominated by the social sciences.  This is especially urgent for the post war period, in relation to narratives of postcolonial British history in the academy.  The critical ‘moments’ in the grand British historical narratives surrounding decolonisation describe the mid century period in terms of war and national reconstruction, with little or no reference to the complex day to day realities of Commonwealth citizens’ migration and how they might shift such political narratives.  Our project has outlined the sense in which this illustrates the lingering patriarchal nature of the British state as inherited from the colonial period, and the need in mainstream UK politics to pay lip service, over time, to certain principles of secular democracy, participation politics and human rights, but nevertheless, while depicting Britain’s historical narrative from the point of view of dominant white elites.  For example, in most of the mainstream historical accounts of post war politics, it was clear that ‘immigration’ was considered to be perhaps the key public ‘concern’ of the 1960s and 1970s (see for example the work of Dominic Sandbrook).  Yet there is very little historical research that looks at the agency of South Asian communities in the UK around these central concerns.  Through the Writing British Asian Cities network in contrast, we have begun to explore the theme of ‘British’ identity or Britishness, as it relates to decolonisation has been interrogated in a new way through the network. In contrast, since the 1980s, a wide range of local history projects have been developed which explore the specific local histories of South Asian communities.  These histories have been very much in tension with the largely political history coming out of the academy outlined above, with mainstream political histories rarely engaging with the wealth of local projects.  This can be seen in the differing agendas of, on the one hand, the Heritage Lottery Funding agendas of community history projects, and the more direct archival research of historians such as Anandi Ramamurthy, working on the Asian Youth Movements.  In contrast, we have attempted to forge research links between these two fields, through collaboration with a leading oral historian of Bradford, Irna Qureshi (see History working paper on the Writing British Asian Cities website).  In the five cities examined by Writing British Asian Cities, it became clear that there were peculiar dynamics to how these oral accounts had been produced and ‘consumed’ for each city.  An abiding feature was the tendency to depoliticise the South Asian presence, particularly downplaying themes of religious mobilisation or sectarianism.  Instead, histories were created that celebrated the cultural products, divorced from their political contexts, concentrating on food and festivals, albeit presenting decontextualised narratives of individual and family migration and settlement.  For us, this is a process in which specific urban South Asian narratives in the UK have been marginalised alongside the grand narratives of post war British political history.  However, it is clear that such collections and repositories of oral history are still in need of synthesis and study.  In comparing our five cities, it has become apparent that there is a need to rethink, in a historical sense, the relationship between time and space.  A lot of work has been done on late colonial conceptions of space, boundaries and mapping, but this has not generally been related to the work on diaspora, which has focused in the main on the transference of identity, cosmopolitanism etc.  Yet the localities which make up the many homes of South Asian migrants have been configured over a long period of time, around particular indices of power.  The experience of space, distance and travel is to some extent also determined by ideas about boundaries and borders, or the lack of them.

c) Literary / Cultural Production - Since the network has borne the title, ‘Writing British Asian Cities’ from its inception, it appeared at the outset that literary production, as an obvious constituent of ‘writing’ was going to be prioritised within its activities. Written into its conceptual framework was the understanding that the network would endeavour to track, assemble and analyse literature written in English emanating from, or focusing on, the cities under scrutiny. In some cases, as with Monica Ali’s Brick Lane, there seemed to be a ready-made agenda for such discussion. Nevertheless, the very first network meeting in Bradford revealed the focus on literary production in English as a narrow reflection of the aspirations, politics and imaginaries of South Asian heritage communities in Britain. Paradoxically, this realisation was effected through the discussion organised with two authors, Yunis Alam and Tariq Mehmood, who have written novels in English based on South Asian life in Bradford; it became clear that a full appreciation of these novels in their contexts could only emerge against an understanding of the relationship between literary expression in English and a range of other forms of cultural production: music, poetry, dance, children’s books. Moreover, these diverse forms of imaginative expression through which individuals gave voice to their experiences as British Asians, engaging with both the specifics of their location in Britain as well as the impress of locations in South Asia with which they were entangled through ties of memory, culture and kinship, were often in languages other than English: Bengali, Urdu, Punjabi, as well as a host of less well recorded ‘dialects’ such as Sylheti and Pothwari. In the case of the latter, in fact, it was the diasporic space that had allowed these so-called dialects to escape socio-linguistic hierarchies established in South Asia and receive a new lease of life in their British habitats. The thematic advances that we made through the network’s meetings thus involved a concrete movement away from a narrow focus on ‘literary production’ as manifested in high profile novels in English, to a broader analytical view of ‘cultural production’ in which literature in English complemented and completed with a range of other literary and non-literary expressions. This wider remit enabled us to effect another thematic advance: to propose and articulate the significance of a nexus between the oral, the performative, the bodily and the affective that subtended this range of cultural productions that we discerned, and that was best manifested in the relationship between specific music/dance forms and specific British locations: Baul music (a Bengali folk/ spiritual genre) and the Tower Hamlets, Bhangra (a Punjabi folk genre that has evolved spectacularly into dance music within the diasporic space) and Birmingham, Dandiya (a Gujarati Hindu dance genre) and Leicester. Through this nexus, we were able to advance a theory of British Asian vernacularities that drew on and clarified the initial focus on the multi-local. Dependent on the resources of embodied memory, this new understanding and evaluation of literary and cultural production presents a significant advance for the thematic area of diaspora studies in general and studies of the South Asian diaspora in Britain in particular. 

d) Religion – For all the world-wide significance of appeals to ‘tradition’ in the face of cultural ‘translation’, not least amongst South Asian diasporas in Britain, it is striking that neither earlier Sociological and Anthropological literature on migration and ethnicity (e.g. Rex and Moore, 1967; Watson, 1977) or more recent Cultural Studies literature on diaspora and hybridity (e.g. Sharma et al 1996; Alexander 2000) has theorised religion with much sophistication. In Religious Studies, it was the Community Religions Project (CRP), founded in 1976 at the University of Leeds, which pioneered the writing of post-war South Asian heritage religion in Britain. However, reviewing this writing the network found a tendency to emphasise description over critical explanation, and theoretical discussions were comparatively limited. Building to some extent on issues first raised by Smith (1964), in the last decade or so many scholars of religion in Religious Studies but also in Anthropology have sought to do more to deconstruct the idea of ‘religion’ as a cross-cultural and trans-historical phenomenon (e.g. Asad, 1993; Fitzgerald, 2001). In line with work problematising the paradigm of world religions as discrete systems, we concurred that analysis must instead be ‘worldly’ (Sutcliffe, 2004) and therefore begin with particular locations (Knott, 2005), be they physical, social, textual, or virtual, moving back and forth between detailed description of ethnographic contexts and critical theory. Seeing a new opportunity, then, for such reflection, and with the aid of various sessions and contributions at the city based events (one of which was held at a civic centre with a Sikh religious ethos), the network explored how hegemonic and counter-hegemonic discourses around religion and ‘religioning’ (Nye, 2000) have been represented in the scholarly literature on BrAsians. In their working paper ahead of the final edited book, McLoughlin and Zavos, who usually work on Muslim and Hindu diasporas respectively, begin to reveal more clearly the different sorts of work that the category does when constructed by competing constituencies across four characteristic processes of BrAsian identity formation: i) urban settlement and the dynamics of religio-ethnic fusion-fission-fusion in the formation of congregation and community (e.g. Knott, 1986; Kalsi, 1992); ii) public representations of religion and recognition by the local/national state in multicultural politics and increasingly faith based policy-making (e.g. Baumann, 1996; Nye, 2000; Modood, 2005); iii) established multi-local religious networks and more cosmopolitan, trans-local, networks often associated with religious organisations which open up new circuits of religious connection and imagination (McLoughlin, 1996; Bhatt, 1997; Werbner, 2002); and iv) less organised collective and more individualised, folk, syncretic and hybridising formations including music, which resist dominant relations of power and constructions of religion (Sharma et al, 1996; Ballard, 2006). Overall, the network highlights the way in which in these various guises ‘religion’ can reinforce and even sanctify ethnic (caste, regional) and sectarian difference within locative and non-locative communities. At the same time, it can be discursively well-adapted to narrating broader (universalising) unities that are useful fictions in representing diasporic and minority groups vis-a-vis others in a globalising world. This is something that, in Britain at least, the post-colonial secular state has encouraged at local and national levels since the 1980s, highlighting a distinction that is increasingly being made between ‘good’ ‘faith’ (with its potential for bridging and linking capital in interfaith dialogue) and ‘bad’ (and racialised / ethnicised) ‘religion’ (with its problematic, bonding and ‘self-segregating’ capital). In addition, religion has important discursive power in narrating moral resistance to consumer capitalism, although globally networked resistance can be both accommodated to the nation-state in terms of the civic project of faith relations highlighted above, or seek to trump and transcend it especially in more political, revolutionary and militant forms. Finally, the network argues that all of the above constitute in their own way late modern dominant discourses, something which obscures (and sometimes re-categorises) more demotic religioning in the non-institutional, individual and popular cultural spaces in between what has become ‘religion and ‘non religion’.  

4) Key advances in understanding that emerged from the discussions, particularly with regard to the study of diasporas, migration and identities:

a) During the 1960s and into 1970s, the ascendancy of conflict theories concerned with the state and political economy in Sociology made the study of urban space and local community unfashionable except in the case of race and ethnic relations (see, for example, Rex and Moore 1967; Rex and Tomlinson 1979). Ethnography of immigrant and ethnic minority settlement flourished especially in Anthropology ‘at home’ with much work on South Asians in Britain being multi-sited i.e. at both ends of the migration chain (e.g. Saifullah Khan, 1977). However, although there were notable exceptions in this field (see the work of Wallman), the predominance of an ethnic lens meant that its interplay with local dynamics was rarely of interest. For example, Ballard’s (1983) comparison of the contexts and consequences of migration from Mirpur (‘Azad’ Kashmir) and Jallandhar (Indian Panjab) suggests an awareness of diverse local configurations of landscape, political economy and cultural practice in an analysis that could be described as multi-local. However, while the (1994) collection, Desh par Desh, highlights the dynamics of diverse South Asian ethnic and religious groups, their location in several different UK cities is almost coincidental with the implication being that local accounts can be generalised as part of a national story.

b) Into the 1990s, there was a multi-disciplinary recovery of interest in how cities and the experiences of the people that inhabit them at specific moments in time are constructed, represented and written through processes of both political economy and socio-cultural agency (Eade 2000; Eade and Mele, 2002). Reflecting shifts to viewing the urban as a focus for post-industrial, post-modern consumption, set against the increasing intensity and extensity of globalisation, Savage, Warde and Ward (2003) identify a twin focus in current work across Sociology, Anthropology, Social Geography, Cultural Studies and Religious Studies: i) the interconnection of - and multiple flows, linkages and relations between – city spaces across the boundaries of the nation-state; and ii) multiple narratives, memories and signs of the city represented by differently positioned, intersecting stakeholders and constituencies in the dominant and demotic discourses of politics, policy, tourism and cultural production. 

c) Such agendas chime very much with our own interest in rethinking the study of South Asian diasporas in Britain through reflection on the ways in which this presence has been written. Writing on diaspora is full of scholarship and cultural production highlighting the tensions and possibilities that come with awareness of the multiple and sometimes contradictory attachments to people and places elsewhere. This sense of multi-locality has often been expressed in terms of the ‘triadic’ relations between: i) globally dispersed ethnic groups, ii) their new host-lands and iii) the home-land (Cohen, 1997 / 2008; Vertovec, 2000). In the notion of ‘double-consciousness’, for example, Gilroy speaks eloquently of ‘the special stress that grows with the effort in trying to face (at least) two ways at once’ (1993: 3). At the same time, however, he and other Cultural Studies scholars - including those with an interest in new British-Asian expressive youth cultures (see Sharma et al, 1996; Ali et al, 2006) - have challenged the preoccupation with homeland orientation in other areas of migration, ethnic and diaspora studies. This work highlights the way in which a tyranny of origins and the ‘myth of return’ can overemphasise the explanatory power of ‘roots’ at the expense of hybridising ‘routes’, not least as first generations become settled second and third generations on in the experience of ‘twice migrants’ (Brah, 1996). 

d) At the same time, however, and recalling Clifford (1994), both Procter (2003) and Schwalgin (2004) have argued that a fashionable emphasis on de-territorialisation, mobility and homelessness has tended to marginalise consideration of the continuing significance of the re-making of home and dwelling places in diaspora studies. Revisiting the literature on South Asians in Britain, we address how an ethnicised and racialised postcolonial presence can be better conceived in ways that highlight the localities and regions that people have migrated to (and from), as well as the interconnections that continue between and beyond the diasporic triad. Although earlier ethnographic accounts of South Asians in Britain were often naïve about wider political forces and contexts, one re-reading of their legacy could be that they describe the everyday struggle to resist assimilation and hostility, re-making a safe and enduring sense of place and community. Elsewhere Sayyid’s (2006) critique is undoubtedly correct in arguing that ‘British’ and ‘Asian’ are highly contested terms and that their joining in the commonplace ‘British-Asian’ has not undone a sense of ‘ironic citizenship’ amongst a constituency exposed to racism and ‘the residue of colonial mentalities’. However, while his preference for the term ‘BrAsian’ is ‘custom built to be out of order’ (2006: 10) - and despite hints at the significance of locales from Southall to Toronto to Mumbai in the original formulation of Kaur and Kalra (1996: 223) - the emphasis on locality here is framed largely in terms of the nation-state. 

e) It is our argument, then, that notions of locality (translocality, glocality and multi-locality) have all to a large extent remained undeveloped in writing about BrAsian diasporas during the last decade or so. As Brah argues, there is a need to make more allowance for ‘the historical ‘experiences’ of diasporas’ and ‘the lived experience of a locality’ (1996: 192). Indeed, her notion of ‘diaspora space’ (1996) - configured by multiple locations of ‘here’ and ‘there’, as well as the contested relations amongst and between majorities and minorities with diverse subject positions – is perhaps most helpful in this regard. Following both Brah (1996) and Procter (2003), we locate the writing of a multi-centred, regionally accented and internally differentiated BrAsian identity, in terms of its multiple subjectivities (ethnicity, religion, class, gender, generation, sexuality) and the dominant discourses of British society but also in terms of the particular spatialities of five cities. As the northern riots of 2001 illustrate, there is continuing place-based loyalty shown to whole neighbourhoods and their associated homes, streets, businesses and institutions. Even the suburbs (see Procter 2003 on Kureishi, 1990, and Syal, 1996) are a site for new ethnicities, organic hybridisation and becoming local. Similarly, the idea of ‘milieu’ (Albrow et al 1994) suggests that individuals produce their own ‘maps’ of translocally produced spaces (cf Back, 2005). Identity, belonging and embodied / emotional attachment are all generated through intimate knowledge of place, locality and landscape (Westwood and Williams 1997; Schwalgin 2004). 

5) Future topics for investigation that were identified:
Other topics for further research under consideration include: 

· a) writing the diaspora in British-Asian vernacular languages; 

· b) we also note that there is no definitive account of the representation of South Asians in the UK media, although of course there is a burgeoning literature on Muslims and Islamophobia.

· c) the writing of British-Asian London, e.g. Southall, with attention to the overarching impact of living in an undoubted global city characterised by ‘superdiversity’; 

· d) a study of the idea of a distinctive British Pakistani Muslim North of England; 

· e) a thick ethnographic and oral historical spatial analysis of the dynamics of British-Asian urban spaces in the five cities:

· e.g. particular Asianised streets such as Lumb Lane (Bradford), Soho Road (Birmingham), Brick Lane (London), Wilmslow Road (Manchester) and Belgrave Road (Leicester)

· e.g. melas as microcosms of translocalities

6) Future collaborations or research projects that emerged from the network/workshops:

a) The new connections and approaches developed by the project are largely described above. It should be noted once again that the network has already produced original work and as produced outputs that might normally be expected of a larger, more expensive project. For example, quite apart from the thematic reflections described under Subject Area, the conduct of the project revealed discrepancies around the writing of British-Asian women's experiences, a hugely important theme not highlighted in the original application. With a background in gender and development, Tomalin has sought to critique the gendered stereotypes and invisibility of women in accounts of the British Asian diaspora. First, the gendered nature of the processes impacting upon migrant communities as they settle and establish relationships with the state and society has often been underplayed. Second, recognition of this lacunae has given rise to forms of writing from within the media, as well as from policy makers and academics, that attempt to 'redress the gender balance'. However, there is a tendency across these genres to essentialise women as passive victims of their culture who need rescuing by the progressive values inherent within western secular liberalism. In her working paper, see www.leeds.ac.uk/writingbritishasiancities/interactive_papers.htm, Tomalin examines how these discourses are manifest within different forms of women's writing, as well as writing about women in terms of four themes: i) Migration, settlement and women's domestic reproductive role; ii) Political organising and activism around the intersection between race, gender, labour, religious relations; iii) Public recognition and the secular state, including the problematic of multiculturalism; iv) Transnational cultural production/consumption.

b)  In January 2007 McLoughlin, Zavos and Eade submitted an unsuccessful large grant proposal to the Religion and Society programme. Concerning, the 'turn' to religion in British-Asian identities, this would have seen the network extended in terms of comparative research in six British-Asian cities. In light of their collaboration in writing on religion as part of the network’s final outputs, McLoughlin and Zavos are now considering whether to revisit this application. 

c) Drawing upon residual project funds, and with the AHRC’s agreement, oral historian, Qureshi, has also drawn up a web montage of local actors speaking about British-Asian Bradford and British-Asian Manchester with a view to seeking further resource enhancement funding to complete this new initiative across all five cities. See also mention of her association with ‘Writing British Asian Cities’ at http://news.bbc.co.uk/local/manchester/hi/people_and_places/history/newsid_8081000/8081211.stm.

7) Plans for further development or action:

a) The network has been accepted as one of the British Association of South Asian Studies' research groups, the only one concerned with the UK diaspora. See www.basas.org.uk/research.htm. The plan is to hold an annual meeting in Leeds and / or an annual panel at BASAS following the successful meetings organised at BASAS (Cambridge) and ECMSAS (Manchester), as well as at Leeds for the symposium. We are also planning to discuss with BASAS the possibility of working towards Flagship Project status.

b) The network will also be maintained electronically. There is a networking database on the website (25 to date, 4 international, 17 who did not attend events) http://www.leeds.ac.uk/writingbritishasiancities/table.htm. Having completed the initial phase of the project, we are flagging new content that is of use in terms of research and teaching as well as for postgraduates and the media, i.e. reports, bibliographies, web montage, audio of the symposium, working papers, links to other good quality sites.
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