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SOCIAL REPRESENTATIONS OF HUMAN RIGHTS: 

THE DEVELOPMENT OF A SOCIO-DYNAMIC FRAMEWORK 



SOCIAL REPRESENTATIONS 

 Moscovici: la psychanalyse, son image, 
son public (PUF, 1961) 
Doise (1992; 1993). Représentations 
sociales et analyses des données: with 
Clémence & Lorenzi-Cioldi 
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APPROACHES OF SOCIAL 
REPRESENTATION 

 «Ecole d’Aix»: La théorie structurale des 
représentations sociales: noyau central et 
éléments périphériques (Flament, Abric, 
Guimelli, Moliner, Apostolidis)  
 «Ecole de Genève»: Théorie des principes 
organisateurs de prise de position, 
méthodologie en 3 phases 
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SR OF HUMAN RIGHTS 

Doise (1988). Psychologie sociale et 
éthique des droits de l’homme, in J. 
Iliopoulos-Strangas (Ed), Annales 1986 de 
la fondation Marangopoulos pour les droits 
de l’homme, Athènes, 108-124 
Doise (2001). Droits de l’homme et force 
des idées. PUF. 
 Alain Clémence, Dario Spini, Christian 
Staerklé & Monica Herrera  
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«LEMANIC SCHOOL OF SR» 

  Influence of Moscovici (1961):  
 Social representations are a relationship between 
an object and a meaning 
 first perception of our environment is related to 
attitudes  
 Relationship between a cognitive and a social 
system 

  Bourdieu (1979). La Distinction, see Doise (1985). 
Les représentations sociales: définition d’un concept 
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3-STEP APPROACH (DOISE, CLÉMENCE 
& LORENZI-CIOLDI, 1992, 1993) 

Analysis of the field of representations: 
The nature of shared (not consensusal!)  
aspects of the representation 
 structure of contents, definition, objectivation, 
categorization… 
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3-STEP APPROACH (DOISE, CLÉMENCE 
& LORENZI-CIOLDI, 1992, 1993) 

Analysis of the organizing principles of 
position taking (Doise; 1985, 1990): 
interindividual differences, attitudes, 
valence 
 Importance of variability in the SR, the weight 
or valence that individuals give to different 
dimensions of the field of representations 
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3-STEP APPROACH (DOISE, CLÉMENCE 
& LORENZI-CIOLDI, 1992, 1993) 
  Importance of the levels of explanation (Doise, 1982, 1986) 

  intra-individual 
  Interindividual 
Intergroup 
  Societal 

 
  More recently 

  «Cultural» 
Individual level (attitudes, values, etc.) 
  Psychosocial level: how people perceive the social relationships 
among social groups and more generally the social structure 
Sociological level: belonging of individuals of individuals to 
groups and their shared social relations or experiences 
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3-STEP APPROACH (DOISE, CLÉMENCE 
& LORENZI-CIOLDI, 1992, 1993) 

Analysis of the (social) anchoring (Doise, 
1992-1993 

Individual level (attitudes, values, etc.) 
 Psychosocial level: how people perceive the 
social relationships among social groups and 
more generally the social structure 
Sociological level: belonging of individuals of 
individuals to groups and their shared social 
relations or experiences 
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MY «KARMA» RESEARCH PROGRAM 

 SR needs articulation between the 
individual, the group and the collective 
levels: Multilevel 
 SR and temporal anchoring 
 SR and spatial anchoring  
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2005 
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METHOD 

 Articles of the Universal Declaration of Human 
Rights (1948) (all or selection) 
 8 Scales: Doise, Clémence & Spini (1999): 
importance, relevance, government, agree… 
Spini & Doise (1998) personal-governement; 
applied-abstract 
Anchoring in values, perception of injustice, etc. 
 Anchoring in countries 
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THE ANALYSIS OF THE FIELD OF HR 
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SPINI & DOISE (1998) 
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SINUSOIDAL HYPOTHESIS 
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SPINI (1997) 

 The sinusoidal function was tested across 
countries using multigroup structural 
equation models (see Spini, 1999) which 
confirmed the «universality» of these 
correlations across countries 
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EJSP, 1999 
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CORRELATIONS WITH SOCIETAL 
VARIABLES OF THE SECOND DIMENSION 

Human development (UNDP, 1996): r = 
0.76 *** 
Degree of democracy (Humana, 1992): 
0.55*** 
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POLITICAL PSYCHOLOGY, 2008  
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COLLECTIVE VULNERABILITY 

We developed the idea that a 
generalization of risks across groups or 
the systematic repetition of violations 
would create a collective context of 
vulnerability which would call for social 
change in the direction of reinforcement of 
universal HR (contingent theory could also 
go in the direction of more 
authoritarianism) = emancipated SR  

14/09/17 28 



14/09/17 29 



30 
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Multilevel survey 
  50 respondents in 80 
regions, 
representative 
sample of ex-
Yougoslavia; life 
calendars   
  Over sampling of the 
1968-74 cohort 
with life calendars 
and social attitudes 
questionnaire; 30 
respondents by 
region 

TRACES (D. Spini, PI, 
G. Elcheroth, coordinator, 
et al.)   



WHAT HAPPENED? 

  Victimisation events:  (imprisoned, wounded, member 
family killed, house looted or destroyed, forced to leave 
home) 

TRACES : Life calendars  

When did it happen ? 
•  Precise dates (every 3 months) of the event 

Where did it happen? 
•  Recording of spatial mobility and duration of stays 



LIFE CALENDAR DURING THE WAR YEARS 
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WHAT IS THE CONTEXT OF A VICTIMISATION EXPERIENCE? 
INDIVIDUAL AND COLLECTIVE 

In order to escape logics of exclusivity we 
need to weight distances.  
Collective experiences are influenced by 
what happens in «close» contexts 



REGIONAL AGGREGATIONS OF TRAUMATISING WAR 
EVENTS (UNWEIGHTED) 



COLLECTIVE VICTIMISATION DUE TO WAR 
WEIGHTED BY GEOGRAPHICAL DISTANCES  
 



COLLECTIVE EXPERIENCES WEIGHTED BY 
COMMON IDENTIFICATION 



COLLECTIVE EXPERIENCES WEIGHTED BY 
COMMON TERRITORY 



SPINI, MORSELLI, & ELCHEROTH 
(SUBMITTED) 

Where does the collective vulnerability 
comes from? 
Hypothesis: from a sens of collective 
anomy due to collective traumatic 
experiences 
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CALCULATING THE GRI 
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Slovenia: Slovenians vs. Serbs 

Croatia:  Croats vs. Serbs 

Bosnia-H.: Croats vs. Serbs vs. Bosniaks 

Kosovo: Albanians vs. Serbs 

Macedonia: Albanians vs. Macedonians 

Serbia-Montenegro: Croats vs. Serbs vs. Bosniaks vs. Albanians 

Groups in conflict by country 



GENERALISATION OF RISKS (GRI) WEIGHTED BY 
GEOGRAPHICAL DISTANCE  
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Norm Violation 
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1.0 .85** .76**  

Collective 
Victimization 

Weighted by 
geographical space 

INDIVIDUAL LEVEL 

AREA 
LEVEL 

CFI = .98 ; RMSEA = .02; SRMR Individual-level = .01; SRMR Area-level = .10  

-.05 n.s. 

Area-level  
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Individual R2 = .09 

Condemn. 
Norm Violation 

N = 2082 

N = 80 



METHODOLOGICAL DEVELOPMENTS 

Multigroup 
Multilevel techniques 
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Condemn. 
Norm Violation 

Social 
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Condemn. 
Norm Violation 

Social 
Rights 

Humanit. 
Rights 

Juridical 
Rights 

1.0 .85** .76**  

Combatant 

Female 

Age  

Anomy 

War victim 

n.s. 

n.s. 

n.s. 

n.s. 

.17** 

1.0 .85** .76**  Generalized 
Risk (GRI) 

Weighted by 
geographical space 

Collective 
Victimization 

Weighted by 
geographical space 

INDIVIDUAL LEVEL 

AREA 
LEVEL 

CFI = 1.00 ; RMSEA = .01; SRMR Individual-level = .01; SRMR Area-level = .02  

.08* (.12*) 

-.08* 

INDIRECT EFFECT of GRI via ANOMY = .04* 
CONTEXTUAL EFFECT of  ANOMY = .29* 

Area-level  
R2 = .36 

Individual R2 = .09 

Condemn. 
Norm Violation 

.08* 
.46** 

Anomy 

N = 2082 

N = 80 



CONCLUSIONS 

 Importance of (weighted) space in our 
cognitive representations 
 Collective experiences have long-lasting 
effects 
 Importance of the life course and collective 
experiences 
Methods enable us to think differently 
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