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Introduction
The article to be critiqued is “Interrogating “Urban Citizenship” vis-á-vis undocumented migration.” The article’s objective is ignited by emerging literature concerning cities and citizenships. The article thus intends to decisively cross-examine the literature regarding cities and citizenships with explicit mention concerning undocumented, “illegitimate,” or irregular immigrant categorizations (Varsanyi, 2006). The examination of the literature is achieved by first classifying and discussing three main strategies that include: rescaling, normative, and agency-pivoted approaches. Further, the article cross-examines the literature through the immigrant legitimate status’ lens and undertakes a normative vision of urban citizenship in which an individual becomes a citizen, merely by being a resident in a given location, but not by overt approval of fellow nationals (Varsanyi, 2006). 
The author is concerned that in a globalizing, itinerant world, issues of individuals changing citizenship is becoming the norm. However, what concerns the author most is the way the subject of unauthorized migration appears to be ignored, whereas, a large number of individuals are finding themselves under the illegal immigration category, especially in this globalization era.  The USA, for example, has been forced to roll back several rights previously granted to legal residents after the terrorist attack in September 2011(Varsanyi, 2006). Citizenship has become a progressively more privileged status, and undocumented rank is rapidly becoming the personality of a racialized, sidelined, and deprived labor force. The author believes that the lawful right to remain must not be deemed inconsequential. 
Outline 
The author’s central argument is based on the need to understand the relationship between the city and citizenship (Varsanyi, 2006). It was becoming clear that literature regarding citizenship and migrants was gaining popularity and it was heightening researchers’ interest. The rise in the literature about citizenship and cities forced Varsanyi (2006) to undertake further research with the intention of finding out about the association between the city and citizenship. The issue about citizenship was significantly based on the rise in globalization. The author is thus driven to find out more about the immigration and citizenship especially because of the way undocumented migration is perceived illegal in the USA (Varsanyi, 2006). 
Previous research literature appears to have asserted that the process of alteration of citizenship membership was losing significance (Varsanyi, 2006). Many researchers have shown interest in trying to understand how city and citizenship are connected. Additionally, several researchers have suggested that the city should be deemed a legitimate political thought objective, majorly because of the city being a long acquiescent to the country-state. 
However, although the majority of the researchers showed an interest in trying to find out the relationship between city and citizenship, they did not appear concerned with the issue of undocumented migrants (Varsanyi, 2006). Thus, it can be argued that there is a gap in trying to comprehend the association between city and citizenship regarding undocumented migrants. The author, therefore, is working towards the meeting of this gap by discussing the link between city and citizenship, with emphasis on undocumented migrants. According to Linda Bosniak, as cited by Varsanyi (2006), theorists and citizenship critics regard exclusivity, boundaries’ issues, and citizenship access, as non-issues. This statement explains why theories and citizenship critics regularly write under the universality assumption and the de jure impracticality of second-class association (Varsanyi, 2006).  Thus, the author had felt compelled to discuss the issue about the connection between city and citizenship, with emphasis on undocumented immigrants, to fill that existing gap in research. 
The author’s central concepts are introduced through the identification of important approaches found in the majority of the literature about cities and citizenship, as well as, the introduction of local policies’ examples. These illustrations are related to how states struggle with the issue of nationality concerning undocumented immigrants. These concepts involve a critical evaluation of rescaling, normative, and agency-oriented approaches, which enhance the understanding of the issue of citizenship and undocumented migrants (Varsanyi, 2006). 
The author utilizes a review of the extensive literature to explore the major claims. Through the review of literature about various states and cities, the author manages to gain access to information that is applicable in supporting the arguments. 
Analysis and discussion
In trying to evaluate the association between cities and citizenship concerning undocumented immigrant status, the author can be said to be convincing. The author is convincing based on the way she brings about the issue of “urban citizenship” and undocumented migration. To convince the reader about the significance of the article’s objective, Varsanyi (2006) provides an overview about ancient comprehensions regarding citizenship. Additionally, the author tries to highlight the issue of immigration based on the understanding of the emergence of global cities’ networks.  Varsanyi (2006) provides information concerning several states and capitals and how they have approached the issue of immigration. It emerges that some cities have been allowing undocumented residents to participate in significant activities such as voting in school board elections. 
In other states, undocumented individuals have been constructively involved in building the country’s economy through engaging in employment, sending children to school, and purchasing groceries, among other activities (Varsanyi, 2006). Thus, in various states and cities, undocumented migrants are not treated differently by the relevant authorities. On the contrary, undocumented migrants are allowed to enjoy several rights just as citizens and documented immigrants. It is worth noting that undocumented migrants could be issued with driving licenses and even authorized to open and operate bank accounts. Furthermore, in Texas, for example, Mexican citizens working in the state can use their Mexican Metrículas consulares as official identification of being in the USA legally (Varsanyi, 2006). It is interesting to note that the USA can recognize another country’s IDs as authentic and for use in the USA. Therefore, it can be observed that there are disparities in the way undocumented individuals are treated between the cities and the nation. While it becomes challenging and tedious for a migrant to attain citizenship in the USA, it can be observed that cities approach the immigration issue differently. 
The article evaluation of the association between cities and citizenship raises the question of why there are disparities in the way the issue of undocumented residents are perceived and treated in several states. While the country terms undocumented residents as illegal, it can be observed that they are recognized as equal citizens in several states, such as New York, Illinois, California, Washington, Utah, Texas, and Oklahoma because they are allowed to access in-state tuition (Varsanyi, 2006). 
It can be argued that the article is balanced and thus does not ignore some ideas. This statement is based on the way the article tries to analyze the situation about cities and citizenships and tries to bring about the existing disparities between states. The article provides information to the extent that although undocumented residents are categorized as “illegal” by the country, some cities do not perceive them as illegal, but as worthy individuals with similar rights. The article remains balanced in trying to heighten understanding of the plight of undocumented residents and the part they play in the economy of a given city. 
The article cannot be said to be biased because it evaluates how undocumented residents are perceived and treated in several states such as New York, Illinois, California, Washington, Utah, Texas, and Oklahoma (Varsanyi, 2006). Had the article only provided information about a single state, it would have been deemed as biased.
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