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Race as illusion & roali’ty

« The classification of humans into
races 1s NOw wiclolg rogarclocl as

arbitrarg from a biologjcal Viowlooint.

o However, racial groups are real in a
sociological sense insofar as Peoplo
with different skin colour, etc., are

commonlg treated oligorontlg.



Race as illusion & realitg

. Racismis the clisaclvantageous
treatment of certain groups whose
members are clistinguislﬁecl bg socia”g
signiﬁcant Phgsical characteristics

such as skin colour.



Race as illusion & realitg

. "l men define situations as realj theg

are real in their consequences." (W. 1.
Thomas)

s Raec theorg
E biologg & culture
. the 1Q controversg



Race as illusion & realitg

: Although biological versions of racism
are no |onger common, new racism is. Jt
involves the belief that the races are
inlﬁerentlg different from one another
in a cultural sense, and Problems result

when they try to live together.



Individual racism: Merton

Discrimination
2 o

all weather | fair- weather

o liberal liberal
Prej udice

* | timide bigot = active bigot



Institutional racism

Institutional racism: Practices cliscriminating

'- against racial minorities that are built into the

_' structure of Politics, economic life, education,
jetc.

Systemic discrimination: laws and rules that
exclude members of racial minorities without

‘necessarily being underpinne racist ideas.
lgb oA d P clbg tid



Theories

Bogardu& cultural explanation of
Prfjuciices

Scapegoati ng & Frustration-Agression
Theorg

Adorno: The Authoritarian Personalitg



Research on Prejudice <

1920’s

* People genera”g accel:)tecl the notion
that female and Black People were

inferior to male and White People.

o The scientists of the time, Primarilg In
antlﬁropologg and medicine, were mostly
interested in Proving those suPPosecl

diferences.



Research on F’rejudice T
50’s

o The notion of White superioritg began to be
Cha”engecl, and Prfjuclicecl attitudes and beliefs

were Perceived as unfair and irrational.

o As anew science, social Psgchologists began to
study the attitudes and beliefs of the White
maﬂorit\g.

* - Bogarclus’ social distance scales (1925)



- iEmory Bogarclus
1882-197%

Social Distance Scale
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Bogarclus Social Distance Scale

Wiclelg used in social research on Prejuclice

atteml:)ts to measure degrees cnC tolerancc—: or

reiudice between social sroups
P S
“Woulcl ou want to live next to a Catholic? Woulcl
15

you have a Catholic into your home? Would you

want your son or claughtcr to marry a Catholic?”

The scale is assumed to be cumulative and has
had the longest Period of usage of any sPecial

research device clevclopecl 139 sociologists.
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Research on F’rejuclice 1950’s
—194-0’s (1)

o The events of WWI and WWII, in Particular,
cna“engecl Psgchologists to explain what

= ppearecl to be irrational beliefs and

behaviors towa rcl outgrou PS.

e The Prominence of Freud’s Psgchoanalysis
lead to Primaril9 Psgchoclgnamic answers

(e.g., unconscious & irrational iml:)ulses).



Research on Prejuclice 1950’s
— 1940’5 (2)

* Friistrition Aggressive lml:)ulses i DisPIacement

o Hovland & Sears’ correlational stuclg of |3nchings
& economic cle]:)ression in the South (1940)
rclationship between frustration and aggression,
relating the annual number of Ignchings from 1882
to 1950 with the value of cotton Production in the

corresponclinggears.



Research on Prejuclice

1930’5 — 1940’s (3)

.« Many persons in a community feel frustrated when
economic contraction halts or reverses
iml:)rovement in income. Hovland and Sears
theorized that some whites in the South would
manifest such frustration }39 aggressing against
blacks believed to have threatened the white
community. Hovland and Sears rel:)ortecl an inverse
relationshilo between the Price of cotton and the
incidence of |9nching.






Lynch Victims and the Price of King Cotton h
. " For wnite tenant

e i farmers, who
gﬁu' " S Frequentlg shared
ém _E,:E E the same standard
Jj g E of IViNg as blacks)
G2, ° violence was used as
a means to allow
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Research on Prejuclice

1950°s
o The Frustratiomaggression tlﬁeorg of

Prejuclice assumed that everyone was

5ubject to the same irrational imPulses.

o DEE Par‘cicipation in the holocaust could

not be normal!

* Aclomo Proposecl that the events coulcl
be better understood in Personalitg

“"Qf"mc



Theodore W.
Adorno

Frankfurt School
, The Authoritarian Personalitg”




Thé Authortarian
Pcrsonalitg

* Rigicl child~rearing results in:
S rigid thought,
S strictlg defined categories,
o need for order and hierarchg.

TS The F-scale



The F scale: variables

Conventionalism: Rigicl adherence to conventional) middle-

ClaSS VBIUCS

Authoritarian Submission: Submissive, uncritical attitude

toward idealized moral authorities of the ingrou[:).

Authoritarian Aggression: Tenclencg to be on the lookout For,
and to condemn, reject, and Punish People who violate

conventional values.

Anti~intrace|:>tion: OPPosition to the subjective, the

imagjnative, the tender-minded.

Superstition and Stereotgpgz The belief in mgstical determinants
of the individual's fate; the clisposition to think in rigicl categories.



The F scale: variables

Power and "Toughness": Preoccupation with the dominance-
submission, 5trong~wea|<, leader-follower dimension:; identification
with power ﬁgures; overcmphasis upon the conventionalized
attributes of the ego; exaggeratecl assertion of streng‘ch and

toughness.

Destructiveness and anicism: Generalized hostilitg, vilification of

the human.

Prcy’ectivitg: The disposition to believe that wild and dangc—:rous
things goonin the worlcl; the Projection outwards of unconscious

emotional impulses.

Sex: Exaggeratecl concern with sexual "goings~on."



Research on Prejuclice 1960’s
—1970’s

& With Glevelol:)ments in social Psgchologg, attention shifted
to external, situational factors that may influence

Prejuclice and stereotgl:)es.

l & Social norms Perspective

'+ Inadd ition, urban revolts in the mid-to-late 60’s and
increasing resistance to the Civil Rights Movement, as it
moved from Public accommodation tojobsj housing and
economic inequalities, focused attention on intergroup

relations and conflict over resources.



Research on Prc—judice
1980’s — 1990’

e Cognitive Revolution in Psgchologg Pushecl the
field to think begonc‘jus’t clescribing stereotgpes
and Prcjuclice and focus more on the process of

stereotgping and Prejuclice.

TS Research began to examine stereotgpes and
stereotgping, in Particular, in terms of normal

Cognitive processes.
o - Research on gender stereotgpes

o -Researchon implicit and automatic processes



Research on Prc—judice
1980’ — 1990’

° Ogbu: VO untarg vs forced immigration:
whites vs blacks in the UsA

o Caste-like minorities: blacks in the
USA, Koreans in Japan (GQPSQ N
Hungary??)

. T Position of an ethnic group In

society determines its measured

inte”igence rather then vice versa



Caste-like minorities

Caste-like minorities scores lower

because theg are lower caste
Socioeconomic depri\/ation
Segregation
Stigma of in{:erioritg



Models of Migration
Classic Model (Australia, US)

+ Nations built from immigration; citizenship extended to
migrants

Colonial Model (Britain, France)

+ Favours immigrants from former colonies; builds on pre-
established Par’tial ci’tizenship

Guest Worker Model (Germangj Swiss)

o Immigrants admitted on tc—:mporarg basis; no citizenship

rights
l”egal Forms (Mexico-US border)

e Remainine beuond visa expiru/peoble smuesling



- Recent Global Trends in
' Migration
Acceleration

® Migration across borders in greater numbers
Diversification
o Most countries receive immigrants of ditferent types

Globalization

+ More countries involved as both senders and
receivers

Feminization

+ Global demand for clomestic, care and sex workers



Push and Pull Factors

Push factors: cncouraging migrants to

|eave lﬁome countrg

» Political oPPression
+ War

* Famine

+ FPoverty

P Population pressure



Push and Pull Factors

Pull Factors: factors &rawing migrants

to host nation

7S Emplogmcnt OPPortunities
TS Higher standards of living

o Lower Population clensitg



Global Migration Sgstems

Interaction of micro and macro issues:

+ Micro: resources, knowleclge and

understandings of migrant Population

+ Macro: Poli’tical situation, immigration
laws and regulations, shifts in the

international economy



