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Introduction
In 2005, riots erupted in the banlieus when young people rioted and burned cars. The riot was a manifestation of consequences of injustice, discrimination and segregation which resulted in the African Diaspora in France standing out both as a challenge to Frenchness and as riot for justice. It is undeniable the riots were constituents of political acts in the sense that events still initiate the question of the suburbs placement in the political arena. Over time, the riots shifted the focus of the debate of what could have triggered it right up to the highest stratum of political power. The purpose of this paper is to explore the immediate and rather superficial observation that rioters were simply seeking justice to the complexity of the question of their place and integration in the French society.  
Literature Review
According to Jobard (2009), the riots were political events charged with a symbolic meaning. They dispensed a unique paradox because they were conventional in nature. Ultimately, they were deep rooted in the fundamental political mechanisms that underlay the emergence of collective social movements. 
Prior to the riots, the French government had introduced a model well known as the “republican model of integration.” The model was introduced to bring cohesion and integration in the French society. Through its introduction, many social programs were also implemented in many parts where immigrants lived. According to Oberti (2008), the exclusion criterion of the model was the main cause of frustration and resentment among immigrant groups in France. 
According to Jobard (2009), in 1980s the French government had designed policies and programs to bring cohesion and integration in the nation. Such programs included the creation of Zones of Educational Priority (Zones d’Education Prioritaire) and special tax-exempt zones (zones franches) that were all meant to benefit less advantaged immigrants who were living in France. These programs were well established in urban areas, but failed to meet their objectives in suburbs (banlieues) and as a result brought insufficient results.
Oberti (2008) says that failure to meet their expectations in the suburb is a distinction that shows high levels of inefficiency in resource distribution among French population. In other words, immigrants living in banlieues were discriminated against and this is obvious on how policies and programs that were meant to help poor immigrants living in suburbs were implemented. Oberti (2008) states that the riots were as a result of frustrations caused by inefficiencies and desire to see equal implementation of the programs and policies established. In any case, many perceive the riot as a response to high rates of unemployment and police brutality among young minorities who were somehow endowed with separate collective identities.
To better understand the external major causes of the riots one needs to concentrate on specific factors that caused the eruption. The most important factors of consideration may include things like: social, economic conditions, discrimination, police violence, housing and bad national policies. Certainly, the social environment of the suburbs is one marked by social exclusion and discrimination. 
According to Oberti (2008), young people were rioting because their hope for high-quality education, better jobs and better living conditions seemed like a nightmare to them. Majority of the immigrants could not afford high-quality education. While plans for the creation of Zones of Educational Priority were already established, immigrants felt that they were discriminated against as they could not access the programs from the suburbs. Such a program was implemented in urban areas where only a few minorities of the working class lived. This is a factor that strongly indicates that people living in the banlieues were purely discriminated against based on their ethnicity. Researchers like Ernesto Castaneda-Tinoco claims that people living in banlieues were discriminated against simply because of an ongoing stigmatization of the marginalized populations in the French society (Castañeda, 2012).
Indeed, access to high-quality education was something that was politicized since the time immemorial. With poor education, individuals could not access well paying jobs hence living in abject poverty no wonder high rates of violence were recorded in banlieues. The aspect of insecurity was marked by the death of the two teenagers who were electrocuted when running away from police officers. Thus, it is plausible to argue that the lack of access to high-quality education for immigrants indirectly initiated youth’s involvement in wrong doing and a result ended up on the wrong side of the law. A French sociologist well known as Didier Lapeyronnie referred to the violence as a “representation of protopolitical event” in which people involved were trying to seek visibility and ephemeral to the political spheres (Moran, 2011).  
The nation’s slow economic growth had also rendered many immigrants jobless. When searching for new jobs, immigrants experienced difficulties because employment was based upon racial factors. High rates of unemployment also give insight into the generalized causes of the riots that occurred in 2005. An analysis published in Le Monde Diplomatique, indicated that Dominque Vidal drew attention of the riots to the existing discrimination against banlieusards who were discriminated against based on their identity. The French society was reluctant to allow the integration of such populations perhaps as a way of avoiding assimilation. Many French patriots had gone to an extent of stereotyping immigration as euphemism something that led immigrant populations to being seen as threat to national unity and identity. 
The most majority of youths felt that they are members of French society for having been born and brought up in the suburbs hence answering the question of integration by birth. For this reason, the youth rioted simply because they were frustrated and wanted to demand for equal treatment by the French society. While their belief was a reality, French society had failed to ascertain it hence making it an illusion that deserved ignorance in the political sphere. The ignorance challenges the conventional dynamic of integration in the sense that while France was requiring immigrants to adopt its cultural and social norms, it consistently denied them access to the republic. Youths living in the suburbs perceived that they were being treated and seen as outsiders and, therefore, the only way they could have aired their voice for integration was through rioting. 
From a different viewpoint, French suburbs were politically strategized in the sense that they were build to trap and segregate immigrants. Researchers like Léopold Lambert claims that the French government had purposely made the suburb an “archipelagos of social exclusion” where it traps immigrants who include Muslims who are consistently associated with acts of terrorism around the world. Based on this reason, the riots were instigated as a response to discrimination and segregation that clearly indicated that marginalized groups were literary unwanted in the French society.  
To understand the internal factors that legitimized the riot as politically fuelled, on needs to consider the context in which the riot started. As mentioned earlier, two teenagers were electrocuted when running away from the police officers. The fact that the teenagers were running away from the police officers clearly indicates that the officers somehow wanted to brutalize them. Therefore, police brutality represented corrupt sources of power that least supported justice and upheld the law. In general terms, the relationship between the police and the immigrants was one built on distrust, suspicion, and most importantly conflict. As a matter of fact, police brutally abuse young people living in suburbs. They believe that young people living in the suburbs were the cause of violence even in urban centers as majority of them were unemployed and had no means of earning a living. Such abuses express abuse of power that surrounded security systems in France. 
Moran (2011) talks about the paradigm of “us versus them” where he explains that the confrontational situation of the youth with the police represented a scenario in which the police acted as an opposing force rather than a representative of justice. They were vehemently discriminating against the youth hailing from the suburbs by viewing them as wrong doers rather than people who would legitimately participate in the development of the nation. This ideology should also be viewed as an interpretative framework that helps in the understanding of the socioeconomic issues that triggered 2005 riots. Police brutality against young banlieusards places the blame of the riots on the shoulders of the discriminating policies that emphasized on security and protection of the French society from immigrants who were believed to be trouble makers. 
It is also important to note here that the riots were political because people involved were demanding full representation of their “rights” as legible citizens who deserved equal treatment in the French society that consistently discriminated against them. The context in which the riots were started and handled demonstrates a normative political trajectory that moved to a more sophisticated perspective. In fact, the outcry led to creation of awareness of the woes and challenges which immigrants were facing in the French society. 
The ways in which they expressed their dissatisfaction with the ways in which they were treated should not be misinterpreted as having no relevance to their cause. Immigrants living in the segregated suburbs decided to use riots as unconventional means of political engagement. This was even so because the rioters were mainly targeting cars and properties of the rich. They destroyed properties worth millions of money and were reluctant to stop the riots until when their voices were heard. The idea that the “republican model of integration” ensured that all people were treated equally in France was a nightmare. Also, the denial that race did not exist in French society complicated the whole aim of the model in the sense that the model was supposed to correct economic inequalities that were based on race. 
According to Tshimanga et al (2009), the conceptual idea of universalism largely shaped the French approach to assimilation. In other words, the nation was using discrimination as a tool for positioning itself against multiculturalism which it was seeing in other countries like the United States. 
Conclusion
As discussed throughout the paper, the riots of 2005 indeed held an important message that as a result improved social, economic, and political representation of the inhabitants living in banlieues. The inhabitants were faced with lots of injustices and discrimination. French society was fearful of assimilation which was one of the main reasons why immigrants were discriminated against and segregated in areas where they could not access proper social and economic developments. The entire paradigm of “us versus them” placed inhabitants at a disadvantaged end where they were always seen as “wrong doers” and, therefore, denied justice in the society. 
In 1980s, French government had established programs and policies that were meant to benefit inhabitants who were living below poverty lines. For example, a program that focused on “Zones d’Education Prioritaire” was established to help inhabitants living in suburbs have equal access to high-quality education. Unfortunately, the program was implemented in urban areas where the largest population could afford to pay for their education out of their high income. Therefore, lack of efficiency in resource distribution among poor immigrants led to the lack of education for their children. Such an issue induced a profound dissatisfaction and a sense of disenfranchisement because inhabitants living in the banlieues felt that their right to equal access to high-quality education was deprived.
In conclusion, riots that erupted in 2005 can be likened with other French Revolutions that happened in 1789 and 1968. The revolutions illustrates that violence is the only means for opposing oppression and the only way in which people can make their voice reach the political arena. On the other hand, France was discriminating inhabitants simply because it feared assimilation. Multiculturalism is a new trend seen in developing countries like the United States that has led to the weakening of cultural norms the nations held dear. 
Over a long period, French society was unwilling to embrace multiculturalism which was also another reason why it was segregating and discriminating inhabitants. As a result of segregation and discrimination, French thought that inhabitants would be frustrated and, therefore, leave to other nations. Unfortunately, the inhabitants fought for their place and recognition hence forcing the nation to embrace multiculturalism it had refused to embrace in the first place. 
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