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“… publishes an eclectic mix of provocative reports and articles, including 

broad integrative reviews, overviews of research programs, meta-analyses, 

theoretical statements, book reviews, [..], and even occasional humorous essays 

and sketches.”

Today’s paper
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Video from “Machete” (2010)

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=AHpu2wj_ogg

https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=AHpu2wj_ogg
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Herbert Kelman, 1973

Identity + Community = Human
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Outgroup members are perceived as “less than human” and this renders 

them vulnerable to harm.

The dehumanisation hypothesis
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1. Comparisons to non-human entities are not reserved for outgroups

= lack of positive control groups, ie no evidence against
attributing non-human qualities to ingroup members

Challenges to the hypothesis
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Words that most frequently co-occur with #immigrants in 3200 English-language tweets.

How are outgroup members described on 
Twitter?
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+ bonus challenge: pre-replication crisis literature
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https://www.newyorker.com/magazine/2017/11/27/the-root-of-all-cruelty

Discussion

https://www.newyorker.com/magazine/2017/11/27/the-root-of-all-cruelty
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Further things to discuss?


