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Résumé:
Cet article analyse de fagcon comparée les émetutds enouvement étudiant anti-CPE. Ces

mouvements reposent tous les deux sur une molulisde la jeunesse, mais les dimensions les plus
structurantes ne sont pas identiques.

Les émeutes révelent un sentiment de relégatioruretprofond ressentiment qui renvoient

simultanément aux dimensions ethnoraciales et legcidMais elles ne se sont pas développées
uniquement sur la base de I'dge et de l'appartenaaciale, elles mettent en jeu également des
formes urbaines liées a la ségrégation des popuotafirécaires immigrées ou issues de I'immigration.

La ségrégation renforce I'imbrication entre toutes dimensions et participe d'une lecture du monde
social et de sa propre expérience en termes deindisation. Cette lecture tend a se diffuser a
'ensemble des domaines de la société.
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Abstract:

This paper deals with the comparative approachefriots on one hand, and the student movement
on the other. If both movements are based on ygeaple mobilization, not all the dimensions
which are important in explaining the riots (socidsses, ethnicity and race, generation, space,
family structure, gender) are so pertinent forstuelent movement.

The riots were indeed the expression of relegadioth a profound resentment that have bought into
play both ethnoracial (youth from African immigradiackgrounds, directly concerned by
discrimination and racism) and social dimensiowsv{iincome backgrounds). But the riots did not
develop simply on the basis of age and class, d&her that they bring into play the urban forms
(segregation) of the increasing precariousnessufgd the low-income population, particularly teos
of immigrant origin.

Segregation reinforces the interaction and the césson between these dimensions, and is a
favourable condition for riots because of the coregion in the space of all the characteristicgctvh
are perceived as object of discrimination and bseanf the best control of territory. This shiftprin
inequalities to discrimination, is particularly Nk in some specific social spheres like political
representation, labor market, police, housing,safol.
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Introduction

For three weeks a wave of riots shook more thanhwwlred towns in France. Beginning in the eadsPar
suburbs and following the deaths of two adolescehts believed they were being pursued by the police
the riots spread across the country between theokB@ittober and the middle of November 2005. Less
than six months later, a large youth movement rimdul against a new measure taken by the Dominique
de Villepin government in response to the Novenmlmes—the “First Job Contract,” oiContrat Premier
Embauch®& (CPE). Strikes and blockades of universities begdfebruary whilst the law was still under
discussion in Parliament. Three quarters of Fremciversities would be blockaded or have classes
interrupted as a result of the movement. In Maf@®62 these blockades spread to secondary scheels, o
a thousand of which would be affected by collectagtion. Simultaneously, an intense round of
demonstrations began to unfurl across the country.

In my paper | will focus more on the riots than ttve student movement, using the comparison
between these two social movements to reflect araksoohesion in a society which boasts of having a
strong specific model of integration. In fact, #wcalled fnodele d’intégration républicaifiérepublican
model of integration) was hardly discussed in teah#s capacity to maintain social cohesion after
riots. | will also reflect on the methodologicaldatheoretical aspects of analyzing this kind ofiaoc

movement, as well as its impact on public policiesigned to enhance integration in France.

What are the main characteristics of this model? Ha it ever really
existed?

Essentially, this model is based on a national eption of citizenship that negates using certaiteria
(such as ethnicity, race, or religion) to categwiimividuals and to treat them as specific groups.

In theory, this means that the state interacts thighindividual independent of these criteria, viahic
implies equal treatment for all. This is the reaunstate refuses to recognize interest group®ticthl
public institutions that are based on these catdn addition, there is a restrictive conceptidfilaicité”
(secularism), which prohibits religious practicesl adentities from appearing in the public sphend a

restricts them to the private sphere.

! Job contract for young people under 26 years whjikes the possibility of laying of the person with
justification during a period of time of two years.
2 This part takes up again arguments which werespted in Lagrange and Oberti (Eds), 2006.
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School, health, and housing are classic publicises\wthat officially must not take these differesice
into consideration. For example, school is viewsd dasic institution with a social integration dtion
that is supposed to guarantee equal opportunitgpexdent of social, ethnic, and religious backgdsun
The idea is that being French means accepting todaet of this national “community of citizensyidain
fact relegating the other dimensions of one’s idgrb the private sphere. This is the reason that
alternative social forms of this model are rejectéclso explains why social and ethnic segregaiso
perceived as dangerous for social cohesion.

But this position implies guaranteeing equal opyaty independently of where one lives spatially.
For a long time, even though it was not true, tteeSclaimed to guarantee a relative homogeneithef
conditions required to maintain social integration equality of opportunity for all.

Historical and economical conditions made this nhaafe‘republican integration” more or less
efficient. Despite war and conflict related to decolonizatithe, period of the Trente glorieuse’s(1945-
1975) following the Second World War was a sort‘@dlden age” for this model: economic growth;
expansion of the welfare state; belief in progressyng political and trade union representationthef
working class; and high upward social mobility falVored strong social integration. While conflictda
violence accompanied the integration of early- anid-20" century European immigrants, the next
generation—the “baby boomers” whose children wema lin France—took advantage of this period. Not
only were they able to become French, but they ks integrated at school and work. Thus, theas w
an experience of social mobility. If segregatiotigreatization, and discrimination had plagued their
parents, they themselves were less affected.

| don’t want to emphasize a sharply contrasted sitipa between theTrente glorieusé€sand the
most recent period of the crisis that began inl$ig0s. This model has always been an ideal typevhs
never completely realized. However, conditions sagleconomic growth, the belief in a better futarej
a strong working class movement gave it more ctersity and credibility. Labor shortages createdhgy t
reconstruction and modernization of France provoled arrival of the first immigrant generations to
come from the former colonies, in particular frorarth Africa. This first wave of immigrants, whichas
mainly composed of men, arrived intending to retuome. They were crammed into slums and bore the
full weight of rejection by French society, whickasvbogged down in the Algerian war and other cotsfli
linked with decolonization. The social conditiorfstikese immigrants, such as work and housing, were
very difficult. Moreover, their position as “foreigrs” from former colonies meant they were regaraked
second-class citizens. The first generation’s @gpee of humiliation and exploitation is part of a

collective memory that is still prevalent in thérdhgeneration.
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During the 70s and the 80s, the possibility of mathg to one’s country of origin diminished. The
definitive settling of these immigrants created thegroupement familidl(reunification of the family in
France as a justification for residence therepldb brought the arrival of the second generatidrich
was born and socialized in France. Unlike early’ 2@ntury European immigrants, these second-
generation North Africans are penalized not onlyabsiuggish economy, but also because of theirethn
racial characteristics. The gap between what tleadfr republican model implies—meritocracy, rights,
citizenship—and the actual situation is one of itiegor causes of the frustration and resentmentfelt
these young French people. Theirs is an experieficgigmatization, segregation, and discrimination
(racism) based on their African backgrounds andstheation of social fragility that both they artebir
parents share. In some cases, the appeal of Islanolence becomes a way for them to express their

discontent and reclaim their ill-treated dignitydddentity.

The autumn 2005 riots and the spring 2006 student avement:
complex processes... which implies a complex framewor

The succession of these two movements in the Sptline® months has provoked some rash comparisons.
The way in which the socio-spatial exclusion of Imeome families is linked to the increasing

precariousness of young people mamitgticulous analysis.

In their interpretations of these urban riots, mémtign media focused on the question of
multiculturalism and the role of Islam in Francen®& newspapers went so far as to compare thestseven
to those of Los Angeles in 1992, thus promotingogerly-racialized interpretation of the riots. Othe
didn’t hesitate to stigmatize Muslims as being tilego the rules and customs of Western countrifise
difficulty French society has with integrating Mumslimmigrant populations—or even its inability to d
so—was thus surreptitiously highlighted. By extensithe challenge that multiculturalism poses for
France would appear to come down to this religiasgect, that of the difficulty Islam would have in
finding its place in a society characterized bothte pervasiveness of Christianity and a secudétiqal
culture. Better-informed foreign commentators @eMthese events as a revolt of the most deprived
groups, made of people who are immersed in deejalsdespair and faced with a waning “French
Republican Model” that has demonstrated its ingbid recognize other identities, to cooperate with
them, and to assure a high level of integrationil®\&l of these factors should be taken into aototine
November riots and the social tensions they redealiest not be reduced to questions of multiculismal
or religion alone. Rather, it is precisely the daprof these questions with the “social questidmtt

creates its complexity.
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Periods of protest, especially when they take wioferms, tend to give a unified picture of the
participants. So it was for the riots in Novemb@O02, which were interpreted not only as a violent
response to the insulting comments of a Ministel the death of two young people, but also as argene
expression of the relegation and disqualificatiett by the youth in these underprivileged areas. To
understand these events, we must take into accoumérous factors. Not all underprivilegarkas were
affected by the riots; many young people not liviimg social housing and less affected by racial
discrimination were not heavily involved. Thesetsiavere indeed the expression of relegation and a
profound resentment that have brought into playhbethno-racial (youth of African immigrant
background, directly affected by discrimination aadism) and social dimensions (youth of low-income
background). Emphasizing these aspects does nat dergying the increasing precariousness of young
people in general, nor does it mean neglectinggtbe/ing intergenerational employment inequalitiad a
lack of upward social mobility. Rather, it allows to demonstrate that the riots did not develogpkirn
the basis of age and class, but that they brirggplaty the urban forms of the increasing precariess of

part of the low-income population—particularly teasf immigrant origin.

The protest movement in response to the CPE revdahis same tension between two main
elements: a general reaction to a government pisioefved to be a reinforcement of the fragility and
precariousness of working conditions for young peam one hand; and internal stratification stengmin
from social and educational inequalities during lthreg period between adolescence and employment on
the other. This is exacerbated by the fact thatieims of its recruitment program and the perforceanf
degrees in the labor market, the French schooksysgits prestigious universities (the famogsahdes

école$) against non-selective “mass” universities.

Why compare the riots to the student movement?

The occurrence of two large mobilizations of Fregohith in a short period of time allows us to notyo
highlight the fundamental differences at the hedrtthe two respective groups (which reveals two
different forms of collective action); it also alls us to identify the factors and dynamics at wiorkach

case.

The different dimensions indicated below in Grapénhble us to better comprehend the greater
complexity of the riots relative to the anti-CPHd#Nt movement. In effect, the events of Novemib&52
are not reducible to one dimension alone, whethergocial, ethnic, spatial or political. It isgaisely the
interminglingof all of the factors listed below that explainsahuwf the intensity of the riots, along with

their territorial diffusion, their weak politicizan, and the profile of thgouthinvolved. By comparison,
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the anti-CPE movement appears to be a classic rdtaiggnonstration, similar in both its form and its

demands to the protests against vargagernment bills proposed between 1980 and 1990.

RIOTS Structural factors STUDENT MOVEMENT

Working class origin,
unemployed experience for
parents

Lower middle class and
middle class origin

‘_ Class —>

School drop out, low
educational level. Devalued
degree and stigmatization of
short vocational curriculum

Non selective mass
universities
Afraid of the social relegation
and of the value of degrees

<+ - - - = Education

Strong proportion of people

with African immigrant Ethno-racial
backgrounds
Young people (13-30 years old) Generational Ve (R (3 ol i stydents e
secondary school pupils)

Large families and single- )
e

High concentration in the
most disavantaged public
housing areas

Strong mobilization initialy in
middle town
National movement

b Spatial  }----

No go-between at the national
level. Weak local
Representation

Police and penal response

Big majority of men R —— Gender

Graph 1

Professional and student
trade-union support
Political organization and
national go-between

Political
organization and >
Representation

Comments: Graph 1 shows which social dimension® waportant in structuring and explaining the two
social movements. The thicker the line is, the nmoportant the factor is.

Above all, Graph 1 allows us to understand thatsdmme dimension can play an important role in
both contexts while having different content. Moreg we see that it is possible for some factoas #ne
particularly important in one case to play only aan role in the other. This is especially true the
ethno-racial and spatial aspects, which playedsdexciroles in the riots but were of merely secondar

importance in the structuring of the student movetnagainst the CPE.

Besides the universally-important generational eismmly two dimensions (social background and
political organization/representation) played aidieg role in both movements. However, they differ
radically in their content. Most of the youth thaere implicated in the riots were of working-class

background, with parents who were either unemploye@ho were beneficiaries of minimum income
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support. By contrast, most of the youth who mobdizagainst the CPE were either from the stable

minority of the working class or from the lower-rdld class.

As for the political dimensions, the differencesamen the two events are not only prominent; they
reveal thoroughly the difficulty that the politicahd trade union systems have in effectively reprisg
the interests and expectations of young peopladivh working-class areas. If from the beginning th
student mobilization was able to profit simultanglgurom the involvement of, and the taking of more
radical positions on the part of, political partasd trades union; it was reserve, hesitation,sarsgicion
that characterized their reaction to the riotsvds especially in the communities that were mdstctdd
by the riots that political representatives on btite right and the left were heavily mobilized, eoit
supported by active networks of associations andl Ispontaneous demonstratioAs the national level
on the other hand, in addition to the police respmrchestrated by the Minister of the Interior, the
engagement of the political parties and of thegsaghion remained moderate in the face of the sangde
duration of the riots. Few overall interpretatigm®posed by major politicians have sought to give a
political sense to the riots, or to translate défely the revolt of the underprivileged youth wih in
areas of relegation. In this sense, we can sayttibgbolitical response to the riots was mostlyesgive

and penal.

The difference is flagrant when we compare thedigpiof the mobilization with the political
support from which the students were able bengéttainly, the politicization of this category abyng
people has been institutionalized for quite sometiThis is especially true in France where, despit
continual drop in electoral participation of itspresentatives, the tradition of the student syrdica
remains a structuring element of university pdditiife. It remains an easily-accessilbksource in the
event of a social movement, whose public demonstratalways have numerous implications for the
political and national trade union systems.

The ethno-racial and spatial dimensions, which wéminimal importance in the structuring of the
student mobilization, played a determining rolethat of the riots—thus accounting for many of its
particularities. The first factor intervened in tways. First, it served as an easily-accessibldoaetor
the youth to explain the behavior of the police aods the adolescents they were pursuing, who emgled
accessing a forbidden zone and dying of burns fraroltage transformer. Numerous authors have shown
how the relationship between working-class areaty@nd the police has degraded in the last twenty
years. They have also shown how this relationshiéreasingly based on a philosophy of physical
confrontation and provocations during which theotgse to violence becomes banal. The strong presenc
of youth of immigrant background contributes heatd the “ethnicization” of police intervention, wh

these young people experience as racial profilingking these North African or black African youtleth

6/16



OSC - Notes & Documents N° 2007-02
Marco Oberti — The French republican model of irt¢ign: the theory of cohesion and the practicexalusion

target of choice for law enforcement agents. Tt death of the two adolescents was interpretédeas
dramatic consequence of ethno-racial discriminatiorecurrent theme in the lives of youth of imraigr
background. The explosion of violence that followd#@ announcement of their death equaled the

resentmendf working-class youth that share the experiencetlufio-racial stigmatization.

The ethno-racial dimension also intervened, forseea mentioned in the preceding paragraph,
simply because a significant part of the youth wieoe directly implicated in the riots were of immagt
background. Moreover, this element insidiously tegitain commentators and mass media (principally
foreign) to present the events of November 200%#wmic” riots. But if it is true that a majorityf dhe
implicated youth were of immigrant background, minstance were the actions organized on an “gthnic
basis—just as the violence was at no moment ainbead specific ethno-racial group. This is a major
difference with the 1992 Los Angeles riots, durimfpich the violence put ethno-racial groups in
opposition to each other, with logics of territbré@ntrol playing an important role. This dimensidid
not play an equivalent role in the emergence angldpment of the student movement; it manifested
itself ephemerally during certain incidents towattts end of the protests, throughout the coursehich
limited and isolated groups of non-students (a nitgj@f whom were black) attacked some protesters.
These events, which contributed to the attacksthadooting that took place during the proteststewe
able to sow discord in the unity of the universiyd high-school movement without ever making the

ethno-racial difference a dividing line.

This is even more noticeable on the social and exoad levels, between high-school students
engaged in the curricula of general education foftemiddle-class origin) and those who are engaged
vocational education (whose degrees are more afteralued and significantly less favored). This
cleavage has sometimes taken the form of oppositiemrds vocational education at the high-school
level in working-class areas and towards generataibn in the most privileged areas, with thetfirs
group summoning a section of the youth implicatedhie riots. In this way, some protesigve taken

place in certain “bourgeois” high-schools, whichddo violence and the destruction of property.

The spatial dimension is easier to analyze by coimpahe two events because it is woven
intimately into the logic of the diffusion of théots, whereas it appears marginal in the other.cHse
geography of the riots clearly demonstrates thequdairity of the neighborhoods concerned: a majority of
the areas affected were among the most working-céal precarious neighborhoods, with a strong
presence of immigrants or people of immigrant bealgd. These neighborhoods are also considered
“sensitive” by urban policy, and it is common tadideteriorating public housing in such areas. Vile w
see in the following section how the level of sgaiteon in these neighborhoods has helped to tremsfo

the conception of the social world from one thatheught of in terms of inequality to one that is
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conceived in terms of discrimination. The situatminstigmatization and segregation has contribtited
the consolidation of a “community of destinies”dthHs, one of “pariahs”) among young peoplée
territorial dimension also played a determiningerbkcause the most intense conflicts with the ppls

well as the most flagrant civil rights abuses, tptdce in specific areas (either inside or on thmediate
frontier of blocks of Public Housing Projectdhtimate knowledge of these spaces gave a strategic
advantage to the youth, who were operating onitetreat was difficult for the police to control. &h
“urban guerilla warfare” quality of certain violergpisodes is explained by the specific territorial
configuration of such largeublic housing projects, which function like teorial units that are difficult to

penetrate and control.

Territorial aspects were of only secondary imparéafor the student movement. We note that just
as with other mobilizations during the 1990s, midsiized provincial university towrage often the first
to mobilize on a large scale, with the size antlarfceof the student body in local life being conducive
to this type of demonstration. These are also usities at the heart of which the mass curricuatae
most numerous and where, by extension, the unogrtas to the value of their diplomas is the most
elevated.

Finally, two dimensions which are represented bitedblines in the case of the riots (familial
structure and gender) are absent in that of theCRE student movement. The choice to make them
appear dotted here consists of two elements. Tlefdets available and the observations made at the
moment of the riots have clearly shown that a nigjaf the rioters were young men; the charges that
were filed and information obtained during poliogerviews confirm this. On the other hand, few vgork
have sought to thoroughly examine this questioenéf/classic explanations could help explain wing t

young men’s most intense involvement was in viokaitons against the police.

We also notice that a significant part of the yauatblicated in the riots came from families of thre
or more children, usually residing in single-parkatiseholdsLiving in this situation appears to increase
the likelihood that a young man will be involveddonflicts with the police.

This leads us to distinguish two ideal types:

1 For the riots young male of working class or underprivilegedgior and of African immigrant
background; living with a large family and in a yedepressed public housing project; low

educational level and no direct connection withtall and trade union organizations.

2 Student movementither male or female attending university andvifidle- or lower-middle
class origin; no specific residential or ethnic refeeristics; well-connected to collective action

and to formal or informal political organization.
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Segregation and Discrimination

From the 1990s onwards, the notion of discrimimatllecame a major issue in the political and
institutional arenas, in common discourse, andhéngocial sciences. This process has been accosdpani
by the creation of institutions, such as the Higlth®rity for the Fight Against Discrimination andrf
Equality (a HALDE).® Although this organization aims to counteractfatins of discrimination, special
attention is paid to offenses of ethnic or ractsracter due to the tendency of French societytaive
them high priority and to not devote enough resesitto their legal and statistical pursuit. Far nibian
just a realization of the necessity to identify,amere, and eliminate ethno-racial discriminatibig trend
refers to the transition from an idea of societpagived in terms of class and social inequalityte
founded on the dimensions of ethnicity and disanation.

While numerous sociologists have pointed out thiscess, many of them have failed to give
segregation a deciding role in their analyses. THais certainly helped reinfordbe paradigm of the
transition mentioned above—that is, the shift talgaa society in which ethno-cultural (ethno-racial)
identities, and the discrimination they imply, tgkecedence. Unequal access to housing, employment,
and healthcare services, as well as unequal treatoyethe police and in jails, thus tends to belyaeal

primarily in terms of ethnic or racial discriminaii.

We must clarify the more general link with segrémat as it is the subject that is most often
approached in reference to a specific urban cordigan: that of working-class areas with a high
concentration of first- or second-generation immigs. A more general analysis of urban segregation
implies taking into account all of the logics ots®spatial differentiation that contribute to tinéentional
practice of grouping together by common charadtesis Logically, this leads us to reflect on the
relationship between segregation and discrimindtiasther types of urban spaces.

The principal difference between privileged aread those that are distinctly disadvantaged and
stigmatized is that the first group is able to jggrate in the process—directly or indirectly, intenally
or otherwise—of the relegation of the second groupije this extreme segregation does not make the
inhabitants of well-to-do neighborhoods victimsdacrimination. In the case of underprivileged wogk

class neighborhoods on the other hand, segregetiancompanied by a diffusion/concentration of the

% La Haute Autorité de Lutte contre les Discriminasioet pour I'Egalité(HALDE) is an administrative authority
that was created in December 2004. “Our generadiorisis as follows: to combat discrimination ashipited by
law; to provide all necessary information; to acpamy the victims; and to identify and promote jpsdctices in
order to introduce the principle of equality to gentional wisdom. We retain the legal right to cood
investigations concerning such matters.” (http:Awialde.fr)
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concrete experience of discrimination, which comsdes and amplifies an interpretation of the wanld

reference to this logic.

For this reason, we will focus on this specificaypf urban space, which was at the center of the
November 2005 riots. Apart from the initial incidehat triggered them, these riots can be integgrets
the violent manifestation of profound resentmenthia face of a situation that was perceived tohae t
result of deliberately discriminatory treatment adrtain categories and spaces. The intensity af thi

resentment can only be understood when put in cosgpewith other categories and spaces.

It is in the way that peopleerceivebut alsoare perceivedhat the situation is interpreted in terms
of discrimination. This is why the feeling of beiagvictim of discrimination can affect other catdge
and other better-off areas, simply stemming fromjtidgment of being intentionally deprived of cirta
opportunities or resources. Evidently the naturtenisity, and effects of such discrimination aradnway
comparable to those that affect the populatiotefrhost disadvantaged neighborhoods. Often, thmeth
racial characteristics of the inhabitants of thexsas provide the basis for principal discrimimagmd the

most profound inequalities.

If the link between segregation and discriminateppears to be particularly tenuous for this
specific socio-urban configuration, it may not, lewer, be only reduced to ethno-racial aspects. ,Tihus
is necessary to specify the nature of this link emdlynamics. This allows us to understand whythia
context, urban segregation acts on school segoggatot only in quantitative terms (e.g., highest
concentration of underprivileged students), bub afs qualitative terms, favoring an interpretatioh
academic difficulty and failure as the result ofilokerately discriminatory treatment on the parttioé
academic establishment and its personnel (Obefi7r20hus we witness, on the part of the youth
themselves, a more diffuse recourse to discrindnatd explain their situation of difficulty or faite, for
which the intentionality of discrimination tends picevail over the structural and/or personal eldsef

maladjustment/dysfunctién

Such logic reappears when we consider the diffesilthat youth in these areas have in finding
employment (Kakpo 2007). Very few sociological werkocus on the custom of denouncing
discrimination as a way of masking one’s own dysfioms/maladjustments (at work, at school, etc.) by

diverting them to social determinations (such ascknowledged or bottled up inequality, for example)

* This marks an evolution from what Frangois Dukighlighted in his work on “the hasslefa(galéré, in which he
demonstrated how some youth living in public hogsitiributed the difficulties they had at school wiiritegrating
themselves into societg “personal” weaknesses or shortcomings (Dube? .98
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This way of thinking implies that we must first tiiguish inequality from discrimination. We will
thus speak of inequality as the result of a stmattwnintentional process that translates intoquaé
access to resources and social positions accotdimtpssic sociological factors such as: sociajiori
level of education; ethno-racial dimensions; lomatof residence; age; gender; and family structBye.
contrast, discrimination refers to an intentionedgess of differentiated and unfavorable treatnoéren
individual or of a group based on one or severalratteristics. The intentionality of this unfavdeab
treatment is perceived as such by individuals wigoaéfected by it. This point is complex and impoitt
because inequality can result from a deliberatecgs® of “putting aside” certain groups without
necessarily aiming for them to be treated in anaumfable manner. This process reveals what is
commonly referred to as “perverse effects” in slogjg, which is a phrase used to describe an attian
has unintended consequences. In some cases, tieneuay even be contrary to the actor’s intentions
For example, parents may very well desire to aesiblishments with a strong presence of childfen o
immigrant origin without, however, hoping to accardfavorable treatment to such people in terms of
educational conditions or breath of curriculum.tNei the protagonists of this “avoidance” nor ple®ple
stigmatized by it perceive such behavior as disaation. What is important in the definition retaéh
here is the individual's subjective perception ditmiation that he or she will interpret as theuliesf a
deliberate action seeking to accord to them unfabler treatment on the basis of one or several
characteristics. If stigmatization often impliessaimination, the link is neither mechanical nor
systematic.

Thus, discrimination is composed of a profound scidfje dimension. However, pronounced
inequality is not necessarily interpreted in teraisdiscrimination, just as real discrimination istn
necessarily perceived as such by those conceltnisdndeed the combination of these two aspecteirt
intentional character on one hand, and the pemet this intentionality by the affected peoplethe
other hand—that generally constitutes the pointdeparture for revolts or large-scale mobilizations

(especially when discrimination scoffs at the lamsl rules currently in force).

The diagram below lays out the overall scope ofamalysis:
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The analytical dimensions indicated above (sodigim, level of education, ethnicity/race, location
of residence, age, gender, familial structure) espond to the domains that are typically linkedhte

production of inequality. They all played a roletlie structuring and development of the riots.

However, two factors merit special consideration:

1 These dimensions do not necessarily act on theuptimah of inequality with the same intensity or
according to the same logic. Likewise, their mudticombinations give rise to complex

interpretations.

2 Depending on the category in question (educatiausimg, security, employment, political
representation), each dimension will have varyirigucsural effects on social inequality.
Consequently, the extent to which they are perdeagediscrimination will differ. In other words,
certain factors are more linked to an interpretatioterms of inequality, while others are more
linked to an interpretation in terms of discrimioat For example, social class is more commonly
associated with inequality than with discriminatievhereas the inverse is true for ethnicity and
gender.

Examining a few examples will help us better untderd this dynamic.

For quite some time now, sociologists have broughthe fore educational inequality linked to
social origin. The social actors themselves mosenofperceive this situation as the result of an
unintentional process on the part of individualsinstitutions; they tend to attribute it to the goal
endowment of economic and cultural capital, whichnifests itself as disproportionate access to
knowledge and an unequal relationship with the rmaffeacademic evaluation. Their feeling is thas it
not a deliberate intention of the institution orspiecific groups to discriminate against peopl¢ehenbasis
of social class in granting them access to edutaind academic degrees. Thus, they do not make an

initial interpretation in terms of discrimination.

The logic behind educational inequality that iskéid to ethno-racial dimensions is different in
France. Not only has the perception of the acaddailiare and relegation of some immigrant children
been experiencednd interpreted as resulting simultaneously fromqirality and discrimination (of
deliberate intentions and differentiated treatmet® tendency has also been to stress a disctionina

vision of school and its verdicts.

However, in areas such as law enforcement, housimgeven employment, ethno-racial
discrimination appears to be determinant and ignoféxperienced as sucBoncrete and ordinary

experiences with racism contribute to their cortom as discrimination rather than as inequakiyd
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bring to the foreground ethno-racial aspects asrai@ source of discrimination. Sources linkeddoial
background, gender, and neighborhood are thusedilwthereas it is precisely urban segregationén th
most disadvantaged areas that produces an origimarmixing—which is liable to amplify
discrimination. In effect, those that are linkedthe ethno-racial dimensions find themselves intitya
linked to those referring to other criteria, sushage, gender, and location of residence.

In this way, we better understand how each dimenaas differently on various areas of society.
Urban segregation in disadvantaged working-clasasais at the very heart of this process, actingrige
separate ways: first of all, it reinforces the agsion and intermingling of dimensions (such aass|
ethnicity/race, age, gender, neighborhood, etaf &ne less spontaneously correlated in instangesgd
which there is less segregation based on thesestem

Secondly, it also tends to durably associate somuat®ns and behaviors with certain social
categories and specific ethnic groups to such &negthat these characteristics become uniqueetseth
groups, who end up being principally perceived defined in reference to these phenomena. In this wa
a significant number of youth of immigrant backgrnduin a school is most likely to be perceived as a
factor of disorder, or as reducing the quality oddemic instruction; just as their presence in hlipu
place will be perceived as a potential factor gkicurity. To the extent that the segregated groufiese
neighborhoods are already the most stigmatized,vitiility of their concentration reinforces this
stigmatization and a homogenized vision of suchugso This is how violence, delinquency, incivility,
academic failure, and so on are less related t@db&@l contexts that generate them than theycatieet

stigmatized groups themselves.

Finally, it favors the transition from the logic mfequality to the logic of discrimination; in othe
words, it tends to transform one’s outlook on siycand on one’s own situation from a perceptiori tha
conceived in terms of inequality to one that isulfat of in terms of discrimination. It is not a gtien of
rupture, but rather of a gradual shiftat does not completely erase the vision conceinettrms of

inequality.

This transformation is particularly noticeable imeteducational sphere. The social and ethnic
homogeneity of certain establishments, which asodated with a less-diversified and less-attractiv
curriculum, is no longer just perceived as resglfiom social inequality (which is more “legitimatand
therefore more easily-accepted). Above all, it &cpived as the result of an intentional process of

exclusion and of differentiated, unfavorable treatirbased on characteristics of which the stroagjalp

® This has already been revealed by Dominique Dypi@g8.
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concentration amplifies the stigmatization andhiiiy.® This works in favor of the dissemination of the
logic of discrimination—which is traditionally assated with certain dimensions (mainly ethnicitgéa
and gender) and with certain domains (law enforecgmbousing, and employment)—to the entire

society’ This includes school, whose verdicts appear tmtreasingly perceived as discriminatfon.

The situation of areas with a strong presence akiwg-class citizens and of immigrants from
North and Sub-Saharan Africa provides a good exarapthis double process. The multiple factors that
produce inequality in these areas heavily interwoven. The image of the young man vid@oorly
educated, of working-class and immigrant backgrowamdi living in a housing project, incarnates these
consolidated characteristics that can not onlyfoede their own capacity to amplify inequality, kalso
promote their perception as discrimination. Theypned, however, be reduced to simply ethno-racial
aspects. In this way, young men in these areasiper@actions taken by law enforcement agents as
discriminatory actions, the basis of which is tleiyg men’s identification not only with a certaiimo-
racial group, but also with a neighborhood, a gerated a social clasdn this context, urban segregation
contributes to the transformation of a personakeignce into collective experience.

Last but not least, going back to the second graghyunderstand that the French riots were not an
ethnic conflict. Of course, the experience of ethand racial discrimination was a crucial aspect in
producing hatred and deep resentment. But the trexad never a clash between ethnic groups, and the
movement was not organized on the basis of speddifinic interests. In the same way, it was not anly
class revolt. Segregation was the element thatertea specific and favorable context for the rioys
transforming inequalities into visible and intolel& discrimination. More than a wish of ethnic self
organization or community division, it was a stromgjuest for state intervention in order to reclaim
dignity and achieve equal opportunity. It also edishe question of political representation of vimgk

® This is why urban segregation contributes to tihetidn of the effects of each factor, acting sitankeously as an
objective element and subjective dimension of disicration. Comparative studies run on areas thatpd contrast
with each other in respect to their social and nn@files would allow us to more subtly understémel experience
of discrimination according to the level and typlesegregation, as well as the way in which disaneion is
associated with certain factors.

" Of course, this has played a large role in exjgirthe scope of France’s November 2005 urban laigrange
and Oberti (Eds), 2006).

8| was able to fully comprehend the intensity 6 tprocess during a public conference where | triefresent the
difference between inequality and discriminatiomgsschool as a counter-example to a deliberatislyridninatory
institution. Several spectators, who were relayiwelung and of North African or Sub-Saharan Afrideatkground,
raised their voices in opposition to this concétey portrayed their own academic orientation a&s dhbliberate
choice of professors and academic advison®legate them to the least-valued curriddaause of their immigrant
roots.

° Some rap lyrics, in covering the theme of the ghetemonstrate the multidimensional aspect ofpéreeption of
discrimination and its effects on the amplificatimfirage.”
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people of African immigrant background living inryedepressed areas. The French national and local

political system has some problems in facing thiellenge.
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