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Introduction
Xenophobia and ethnic crimes represent a pervasive problem of the Russian Federation. According to the human rights groups reports and international NGOs monitoring the dynamics of the ethnic crimes, xenophobia in this part of the world is on the steady rise
. Among alarming signs of this development are the growing support for the thesis “Russia for Russians” and the increasing number of the ethnic crimes (See Table 1 and Figure 1). From the beginning of 2010 until October there were 384 crimes qualified as racial or neonazi. Among them 36 dead and 348 wounded. Aside from Moscow and Saint-Petersburg, the known centers of the racist incidents, hate crimes were also recorded in more than 60 regions of the country
. The main targets of xenophobic attacks include natives from the Caucasus, migrants and guest workers, especially from Central Asian countries and China.
Table 1. Support of the thesis "Russia for Russians" over time

	 
	1998
	2000
	2001
	2002
	2003
	2004
	2005
	2006
	2007
	2008
	2009
	2010
	2011

	I support it, it should have been implemented long time ago
	13
	15
	16
	16
	21
	16
	16
	15
	14
	15
	18
	19
	15

	It would be nice to implement it, but within reasonable limits
	30
	34
	42
	38
	32
	37
	37
	35
	41
	42
	36
	35
	43

	Negatively, it is a real fascism
	30
	27
	20
	26
	18
	25
	23
	26
	27
	25
	32
	21
	24

	I am not interested
	14
	12
	11
	9
	7
	12
	12
	12
	11
	12
	9
	16
	13

	Undecided
	7
	6
	5
	3
	8
	4
	5
	4
	7
	7
	5
	9
	5

	Total percent of those, who support it
	43
	49
	58
	54
	53
	53
	53
	50
	55
	57
	54
	54
	58


Figure 1. Support of the thesis "Russia for Russians"
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Even though there are epistemological differences between concepts of ethnic crimes, ethnoviolence, hate crimes, racial crimes and bias crimes, they will be used interchangeably in the current work to represent acts of violence in which race and/or skin color constitute the main target of offence. What distinguishes hate crimes from other types of crimes is that they not only target a specific individual, but serve as a platform to send a message to a community to which the victim belongs (American Psychological Association 1998).
For the last years there has been rise in a number of informal radical nationalist groups as well as organized nationalist movements. According to the Moscow based SOVA Center for Information and Analysis and Moscow Helsinki group, the skinheads today count approximately 50000 followers with 10000-20000 of active members and their movement “have become increasingly bold in their public presence”
. Some scholars even argue that Russia has “the largest informal, openly neo-Neonazi youth movement in the world” (Umland 2010). Numerous groups such as the Movement Against Illegal Immigration (www.dpni.org), Russki Obraz (Russian Image) (rux-obraz.net), Blood and Honour Russia (russia.bloodandhonour.net), Russian National Unity (www.center-rne.org), etc. became famous for extreme anti-migrant rhetoric and actions. Accoding to the head of the All-Russian Scientific-Research Institute of Ministry of Interior Affairs of Russia, Sergey Girko, there are at least 150 neo-Nazi groups in Russia and their numbers are on a steady rise
. The xenophobic discourse has extended even to the mainstream political realm, especially in the local elections. Moreover, the recent mass riots in Moscow and Saint-Petersburg on December 11, 2010 showed that the radical nationalist groups enjoy quite broad support from the population and are capable of quick mass mobilization.
Interestingly enough, the dynamics of the ethnic crimes throughout the territory of the Russian Federation is non-uniform. The analysis of Sova Center's weekly reports on hate crimes, massacres and assaults that target migrants and Russian citizens from the Caucasus from 2004 till December 2010 showed that some cities experience constant rise in the numbers of ethnic crimes, for some the numbers are relatively the stable and some cities experience decline
. 
Research Question and Main Hypothesis
The primary research question, the current work probes to address, is why do some Russian cities that undergo change in the demographic composition experience high levels of hostility and violence toward ethnic non-Russians, whereas others do not?

Studies on hostility, violence and anti-immigrant views encompass different approaches. The current project situates itself within the framework of theories that study prejudice and ethnoviolence within relations between dominant and subordinate groups. Several broad groups of theories suggest explanations of the phenomena under study within the selected framework. They emphasize the influence of different key motivations. In the long run this project aims to analyze if existing theories can explain not only the emergence of the hostile behavior and xenophobia, but also the dissimilarity of the hate crimes dynamics throughout the cities of the Russian Federation. 

I argue that it is not only the perceived feeling of general, cultural-identity or economic threat caused by demographic changes that explains the outburst or attenuation of the ethnoviolence, nor the general level of crimes and economic deterioration in a region, but rather municipal/regional policies and programs initiated by the local authorities, non-governmental organizations and ethnic communities that play a key role in forcing exclusion or integration of non-Russians in the society.

The phenomenon of ethnoviolence in Russia has gained much attention and interest only in the last twenty years, with the dissolution of the Soviet Union, when numerous people who were previously viewed and considered as “brothers and sisters” suddenly became the “others”, migrants and  “not us”. Even though there exist several studies of the anti-migrants sentiments and xenophobia in Russia (Alexseev & Hofstetter 2006, Alexseev 2003, Pilkington, Omelchenko, Flynn & Bliudina 2002, Gay 2009), none of them examines the differences in the dynamics of ethnic crimes throughout the regions of the Russian Federation. Moreover, the studies of the ethnic crimes throughout the world deal with somewhat different phenomenon, since they usually analyze the relations between groups that have persisted for a long period of time, i.e. discrimination of African Americans and Latinos in the USA, whereas in the context of the Russian Federation the otherness of non-Russians is quite a new phenomenon, in part originated and escalated after the dissolution of the Soviet Union.
This paper proceeds as follows. First, I will examine the theoretical explanations of the intergroup hostility that results in ethnoviolence. The implications of these theories constitute alternative theories that will be tested during the next research stage scheduled to start since summer 2011. Next, I will proceed with the explanation of the methodology and case selection for the subsequent project.
Theoretical Explanations
The role of group position/group status conflict was developed in Herbert Blumer's seminal “Race Prejudice as a Sense of Group Position” (1958). He turned from studying race prejudice as feelings of individuals and proposed the framework of dominant and subordinate group positions within which race prejudice occurs (Blumer 1958). The dominant and subordinate groups are collective images forged by historical dynamics and constantly reinforced and shaped in the public realm (Blumer 1958, 15). Thus, they should be viewed as one entity. The position of the dominant group is secured by its exclusive rights or privileges. These include but are not limited to political privileges, economic opportunities and social advantages. Blumer identifies four types of feeling associated with the prejudice of the dominant group: (1) a feeling of superiority, (2) a feeling that the subordinate race is intrinsically different and alien, (3) a feeling of proprietary claim to certain areas of privilege and advantage, (4) a fear and suspicion that the subordinate race harbors designs on the prerogatives of the dominant race” (Blumer 1958, 4).
In the context of the Russian Federation the dominant group encompasses ethnically Russian people, who constitute approximately 79.8% of the total population
. Majority of the federal subjects in the country are predominantly Russian with the exception of Republic of Sakha (Yakutia), Aginsky Buryat Autonomous District, Republic of Tuva, Komi-Permyatski, Chuvashi Republic, Republic of Tatarstan, Krasnodar territory, Republic of North Ossetia-Alania, Karachaevo-Cherkessian Republic, Republic of Kalmykia, Kabardino-Balkarian Republic, Republic of Dagestan, where other ethnic group is predominant
. It is pertinent to study xenophobia and ethnic crimes in the Russian Federation using Blumer's approach since the claims put forward by the major ultra nationalist movements highlight that they perceive themselves exactly as a superior and privileged group.
According to Blumer, the core of the racial prejudice lies not in the negative stereotypes and feelings about groups, but in the perceptions of threat and competition. These are collectively developed during the historical interaction of groups and are secured in the social order (Bobo and Hutchings 1996). Blumer does not reduce racial categorization to economic status, but views it as sense of group position, which is partly comprised of socioeconomic benefits/privileges, political opportunities, social status, devices of intimidation, prestige, etc. At the same time, group status is not equated with the social status, i.e. not a “mere reflection of the objective relations between racial groups”, but rather “what ought to be” (Blumer 1958). Racial categorization is a product of historical development of relations among groups. In this historical process the group status is set, and groups develop interests and expectations accordingly. The sense of where a group should stand within the social order is paramount (Blumer 1958).

Group status/group position theories – security dilemma

Scholars within group position/group threat theory agree that the perception of threat is not limited to material conditions, but rather involves overall group position (Bobo 1999; King and Weiner 2007). When group position is being threatened by encroachment on its exclusive rights, proprietary claims, or raising economic competition the dominant group invokes racial prejudice as a defense mechanism. This can happen with the change of the demographic composition of the population when the dominant group starts losing its superior status and perceived entitlements. Quillian refers to such situation as “collective threat” and links it to the numerical ratio of dominant and subordinate groups and economic circumstances (Quillian 1995). The reaction usually includes disturbed feelings and hostility to members of subordinate groups. Similarly, group threat theory argues that the greater threat to dominant group’s position is, more likely its members will express prejudice against members of other groups (Quillian 1995). Recent studies have shown that the same trends are also observed for prejudice among minority groups (Bobo and Hutchings 1996; Hutchings, Wong, Jackson & Brown 2009).
A number of studies have been carried out to examine empirical implications of the group position theory. King and Weiner applied group position theory to the analysis of anti-Jewish sentiments in the United States. The analysis of respondents’ opinions on Jewish power and loyalties in American society revealed a robust association between respondents' race and anti-Jewish sentiments (King and Weiner 2007). The findings suggest that African Americans and Hispanics who live in the areas where Jewish minority population is larger than in other areas are more likely to express anti-Jewish sentiments. In case of white respondents these correlations were not significant. Quillian’s research of attitudes towards immigrants and racial minorities also confirmed the group position theory and found correlations among relative size of the minority group and levels of prejudice and discrimination (Quillian 1995). He found that racial prejudice and prejudice against immigrant groups are positively associated with the increase of the subordinate group size relative to the dominant group, i.e. higher the percentage of the immigrants from the non European Economic Community aided by the poor economic conditions, higher prejudice are expected and observed.
Another study that measured perceptions of threat in a multiracial environment in Los Angeles showed that interracial threat perception arises from the sense of alienation and oppression. These feelings, historically formed through economic and social interaction among racial groups, correspond to group’s position in the societal structure and are the most important predictor of perceptions of threat rather than self-interest (Bobo 1999). Bobo’s experiments proved that racial alienation are collective images and they are a result of historical experiences and current social order, as well as the group's position within it. His studies also suggest that group size, economic resources, social status of the group and prior group history contribute to perceptions of competition. The competition increases the sense of threat and hostility among groups. The results of Bobo’s research suggested that scholars who investigate the drivers of perceived intergroup threat need to take into account respective group sizes, their economic resources, social domain status and prior group’s history (Bobo 1999).
Similarly, LeVine and Campbell (1972) studied the “objective basis” of the group conflict. The central feature of their theory is the competition for resources among groups in the overlapping spheres of interest. In the situation when one group seizes the opportunity to expand its positions at the expense of the other, it initiates intergroup conflict. The latter raises hostility of members of one group towards the other. Such situations can occur with a rapid change of ethnic composition. This was seen in the US in the beginning of the 20th century, after Reconstruction granted African-Americans political rights. Some regions, especially in the South, where Caucasian Americans had been the only bearers of political rights experienced the dramatic change in racial composition, as some regions came to be predominantly populated by African-Americans. The change of ethnic balance caused the heightened sense of threat for White populations and increased the levels of hostility and violence towards Blacks, since this demographic change was perceived as the threat to the White's political hegemony. In particular, the studying of Tolnay and Beck (1995) found that regions with the higher composition of black people experienced more lynching rather than regions where the dominance of white people was sustained. In such situations the dominant group seeks the opportunity to secure its position (Tolnay and Beck 1995). Thus, the restricting voting rules were implemented that allowed the White population to return their dominant position.
A wide-known study of white “defended” urban neighborhoods in New York City, conducted by Donald Green, examined the link between racially motivated crimes and demographic change. In particular, the scholar analyzed the changes in the proportions of different racial groups over time and the effects of this phenomena on the acts of intimidation towards minorities. The findings showed that the demographic changes, rather than economic hardships inequality is a better predictor of the racially motivated crimes. (Green 1998)
In the current study I concentrate on conceptualization and measurement of group position and prejudice used most frequently by scholars who tested this theory empirically. Overall, for the study of ethnoviolence in the Russian Federation the group status/group position theory suggests that there is a link between demographic change and racially motivated crimes. So that we should expect the ethnically motivated crimes to be most frequent and on the rise in those areas where ethnic Russias have long predominated and now experience acute demographic transformations, caused either by immigration of non-Russians or natural decline of the Russian population. On the other hand, the ethnoviolence trends throughout Russia do not conform to this explanation. Some cities, that experience changes in demographics, for example, Irkutsk, Belgorod, Ioshkar-Ola, show decreasing dynamics in the ethnic crimes, whereas cities with the relatively stable demographics experience continuity or raise in the number of biased crimes, i.e. Voronezh, Vladimir, Murmansk, Novosibirsk.

Demographic Situation in the Russian Federation

Noting the importance of the changes in demographic composition and its possible link to the ethnoviolence, it is necessary to briefly address the current demographic situation in the Russian Federation. Roughly twenty years after the dissolution of the Soviet Union, Russia found itself in the middle of the severe demographic crisis. With an average annual percent change in the population of -0.465% and rapid depopulation of the Far East, Russia’s only opportunity to sustain its economic development and prevent labor shortages is through the means of immigration
. Today Russia has the world's second largest percentage of foreign-born residents in its population. Only the United States has more
. Russia accepts approximately 280,000 people annually
. Majority of immigrants in Russia come from the former Soviet Republics in search of better economic opportunities. A number of ethnic conflicts on the post-Soviet territory also added up to the immigration processes in the Russian Federation. It accepted refuges and “forced migrants” from Azerbaijan, Armenia, Tajikistan, Transnistria and Georgia. Overall, we could distinguish several time periods of the migration inflow in Russia: increased migration and forced resettlement right after the dissolution of the Soviet Union, development of the migration legislation, subsequent tightening of migration control, later on liberalization and again reinforcement of migration rules (Molodikova 2010). It is also important to note that migrants themselves do not consitute a uniform mass, but rather have internal differentiations,with migrants from the Caucasus at the top of the pyramid and those from Central Asia at the bottom (Mukomel 2009). 

Social Identity/Social Categorization Theories
Another theoretical tradition emphasizes the social psychological bases of intergroup hostility. William Graham Sumner introduced the concepts of in-groups and out-groups to the study of interethnic relations in 1906. He used them for the explanation of ethnocentrism, which is defined as a view on one’s own group as a “center of everything” and ranking of other groups in reference to it. According to Sumner, “[t]he relation of comradeship and peace in the we-group and that of hostility and war towards others-groups are correlative to each other” (Sumner 1906, 12). In the majority of cases, in-group members tend to view their groups as superior and strong, fostering pride in their peculiar characteristics, while perceiving out-groups is as weak and inferior. One of Sumner’s main hypotheses is that groups with most in-group peace and comradeship tend to show the most out-group hostility (LeVine and Campbell 1972).
The social-psychological research on intergroup relations is highly influenced by Gordon Allport. Similarly to Blumer, he emphasized the necessity to analyze the historical and sociocultural processes that forge prejudice. Analyzing the US history, he argued that prejudice and discrimination created group tensions and conflicts (Allport 1954; Katz 1991). Building on Allport, Tajfel and Turner experimentally established the foundations of what became known as social identity and self-categorization theories (Tajfel 1978, 1982; Tajfel and Turner 1979, 1986; Turner 1981). 
According to Tajfel social identity is “[t]he characteristics of one's group as a whole (such as its status, its richness or poverty, its skin colour, or its ability to reach its aims) achieve most of their significance in relation to perceived differences from other groups and the value connotations of these differences. For example, economic deprivation acquires its importance in social attitudes, intentions and actions mainly when it becomes “relative deprivation”; easy or difficult access to means of production and consumption of goods, to benefits and opportunities become psychologically salient mainly in relation to comparisons with other groups” (Tajfel 1978, 66). Members of the group, thus, follow the social frame where they pursue positive distinctiveness for their own group (Hogg and Ridgeway 2003).
The theory of social identity is based on social comparisons where members evaluate distinctiveness among groups and try to establish in-group favoritism (Hogg and Terry 2000). Further developing this theory, Turner proposes social categorization theory, which states that judgments about in-group/out-group belonging are based on the similarity between the target and prototype. These prototypes include characteristics that distinguish groups. The prototypes typically maximize similarities within the in-group and differences with the out-group (Hogg and Terry 2000). In line with Allport, Turner maintains that prototypes are the products of the historical social interaction among groups.

The important finding of social identity/social categorization theories, which distinguishes them from earlier research of intergroup relations, reveals that intergroup conflict can be triggered by what Horowitz (1985) termed as the human tendency to cleave and compare rather than initial conflict of interests or real competition for resources. The decision of social categorization and belonging of individual to in- or out-group is based on the series of cognitive processes that determine resemblances and distinctions among representatives of different groups, i.e. by means of social identification and social comparison (Tajfel & Turner 1979). 
The theory of social identity or social categorization, developed from the rich empirical base of laboratory experiments, analyzes the phenomenon of in-group favoritism and out-group hostility (Tajfel 1970; Tajfel & Turner 1979, Dovidio & Gaetner 1998; Insko, Schopler, Kennedy, Dahl, Graetz, and Drigotas 1992). In-group favoritism is a tendency to show preference to members of one’s group in contrast to the interests of the other. The out-group discrimination and hostility is a tendency to establish distinctions among groups in favor of one’s own. The social identity theory suggests that the bigger the distinctiveness and/or ethnic distance of the out-group as compared to the in-group, the higher levels of hostility one may expect from in-group members.
The adherents of the social identity theory argue that intergroup cultural differences and distinct social rules are reflected in the mutual stereotypes (LeVine and Campbell 1972). For example, when ethnic groups occupy different positions within the socioeconomic structure, the stereotypical images about members of each group are being formed. This happened, for example, with African-Americans in the USA and with Jews in Europe. The studies of racial prejudice in the USA introduced the concept of symbolic racism as a “form of resistance to change in the racial status quo based on moral feelings”, which was later on applied to the study of attitudes towards migrants (Kinder and Sears 1981; Huddy and Sears 1995; McLaren 2003). Using this concept in order to test the anti-immigrant hostility, McLaren operationalized it by asking respondents' opinion on statements: (1)“[p]eople from these minority groups are enriching the cultural life of [Country]”, (2) “[t]he religious practices of people from these minority groups threaten our way of life” (McLaren 2003) Her studies found that symbolic/cultural threat is an important determinant of the anti-immigrant hostility in Europe.
Practically applying social identity/social categorization theory to the study of xenophobia and ethnoviolence in the Russian Federation, I expect that those regions where the change of the demographic composition was caused by the influx of Slavic, i.e. Ukrainian and Byelorussian, and possibly Moldovan migrants, rather than migrants from the Caucasian and Central Asian republics, show the declining trend in the numbers of ethnic crimes. Slavic migrants are ethnically, culturally and religiously very close to the ethnic Russian population, therefore I expect that the increase in their numbers would not provoke xenophobic attitudes and ethnic crimes among Russians. Similarly, at least a part of Moldovan migrants does not have visible appearance differences to be easily recognized as migrants. In addition to that, Moldovans share the same religion and a number of traditions, which allow them not to be easily identified as non-Russians.

On the other hand, the preliminary comparison of the data on ethnic crimes from the SOVA Center and nationality break down from the available census data for selected cities, shows that these groups do not constitute majority of migrants in any of the cities for which data on ethnic crimes is available. The data on the international migration in the Russian Federation shows that the migrants from Ukraine, Belarus and Moldova constitute only approximately 25% of the total migrants, but together do not constitute a majority of migrants in none of the cities where SOVA Center records hate crimes
.

Group Interest Theory
The last, but not least group of scholars argue that hostility towards out-groups should be studied within the context of economic opportunities and material resources. Since one of the dominant causes of in-migration and immigration is the search for better economic opportunities, such as higher wages, jobs and better living conditions, anti-migrant hostility is often attributed to the threat of economic deprivation and possible reduction of economic opportunities. The popular view of immigrants is that they take away jobs from the native population, contribute to unemployment and reduce the wages (Espenshade & Hempstead 1996, Olzak 1992). Some economists indeed argue that the influx of migrants willing to work for lower wages bring down wages in migrant-receiving states. Such conditions stimulate ethnic competition for jobs and cause hostility and violence towards migrants. The situation worsens during the economic recessions and depressions, when the number of the jobs decreases and the ethnic competition intensifies (Olzak 1992).
The studies within this approach, “realistic group threat” theory and “realistic group conflict theory”, are grounded in Blumer’s work on racial prejudice, but deal with groups that have unequal position in the current social order, perceive threat to some of their group’s interests and struggle over resources (Bobo 1999; Insko, Schopler, Kennedy, Dahl, Graetz, and Drigotas 1992). The principal difference between group position and “realistic group conflict” theory is that the latter emphasizes conflict over specific material resources rather than the broader implications of perceived group status.
Acknowledging that the individual hostility and aggression matters, and that psychology contributes to the study of intergroup conflicts, adherents of the “realistic group-conflict” theory explain conflicts primarily as rational results of the intergroup competition for scarce material resources (LeVine and Campbell 1972). The cause of intergroup conflict lies in the incompatibility of group interests. Such situation occurs when groups are fighting over scarce resources in a zero-sum context.
Building on Blumer, Bobo analyzed competitive threat theory that pays attention to the perceived group competition, which is measured as the economic outcome of opposed interests between different groups (Bobo 1999). His study finds that members of different groups perceive competitive threat as a zero-sum transfer of economic resources, i.e. members of the dominant group fear that social changes benefiting the opposite group will necessarily result in the diminishing of their own privileged position. A number of empirical tests were conducted to test this theory. A survey study of White population attitudes towards exclusive fishing, hunting and gathering rights for Chippewa Indians in Wisconsin found that the dominant group perceived incoming changes as an economic threat and the strangulation of their rights (Bobo 1988; Bobo 1999). Hostility towards the other group increased with the greater perception of competitive threat. Bobo (1999) further argued for the necessity to study perceptions of threat, since “they are one of a major driving force behind policy views and preferences. As in the case with Chippewa Indians the findings suggest that greater perceptions of competitive threat are linked to support of restrictive measures. A study of immigration attitudes among Blacks and Whites in Los Angeles by Bobo, Johnson, Oliver, and Zubrinksy (1994) proved that perceptions of threat were important correlates of support for hostile policies among groups. This was especially noticed among more alienated and oppressed groups. 
Historical large-scale changes, as desegregation in the USA in the beginning of the 20th century, increased competition among races and ethnicities and intensified ethnic competition (Olzak 1992). With the case of American cities, the desegregation was combined with the economic depression; therefore lots of African-Americans experienced violence, discrimination and exclusions. Similarly, the studies of attitudes towards immigrants in the USA, France and Germany also showed that perceived economic threat increases the opposition to immigration (Fetzer 2000).

In general, group interest theory suggests that the competition between ethnic groups produces conflicts between them. One of the studies showed that the division on occupational niches for different ethnic groups leads to less competition among them and, therefore, to stable situations. On the other hand, the variations in size of the groups, i.e. change of the demographics, which will disturb the balance in the cultural division of labor might lead to the conflict situations (Barth 1969).

Thus, in case of study of xenophobia and ethnic crimes in Russia, I expect that cities with desegregated labor markets will have higher levels of job competition and therefore stable or rising dynamics of ethoviolence, whereas cities with clear split labor market, distinct and non-overlap occupational niches should experience decline in ethnoviolence.

Frustration-Aggression Hypothesis

A related to the group interest theory, frustration-aggression hypothesis emphasizes the overall economic situation in the city/region and connects economic deterioration with the raise of frustration that, in its turn, leads to the release of aggression that turns into ethnoviolence. The adherents of this theory argue that "the occurrence of aggressive behavior always presupposes the existence of frustration and, contrariwise, that the existence of frustration always leads to some form of aggression" (Dollard et al. 1939). One study found high correlation between decreases in the value of cotton and numbers of lynching on both state and national levels (Hovland & Sears 1940). A number of scholars replicated this study using more sophisticated methods, but the results were similar to the original research (Hepworth & West 1988; Tolnay, Deane & Beck 1996). Still, the other research argued that while frustration-aggression hypothesis can be a viable explanation for a particular "short live process", it dissolves over time and thus cannot be used in the studies of hate crimes in a long-term period (Green, Glaser & Rich 1998).

Application of the frustration-aggression hypothesis in the context of the Russian Federation assumes the raise of the hate crimes in those cities/regions that experience deterioration of the economic situation

Social Mobilization and Political Explanations

Another group of theories, combined under the name social mobilization and political explanations, studies hate crimes based on "political opportunity structure", i.e. availability of public and political channels to express the grievances. The literature on social movements suggests the analyzis of the role of informal networks, mobilizational structures and political entrepreneurs in studying ethnoviolence (Gurr 1963; Tarrow 1994). Some scholars point out that informal networks help overcome the problem of recruitment (Snow, Zurcher & Ekland-Olson 1980). One of the recent studies analyzes the stages of the development of anti-immigrant mobilization in the Russian Federation "dependent on patronage and protection from local and provincial political elites" (Markowitz 2011).

For the current study political explanation suggests that the availability of informal networks, mobilizational structures and political entrepreneurs in a given city could lead to the development of xenophobic and racist violence.

Other Explanations

Other explanations of the hate crimes dynamics may include the overall deterioration of the police (militsia) system in the city and as a result increase in the numbers of all violent, not only hate, crimes. Also, the increase in the number of hate crimes might be connected to the anti-migrant demontrastions/meetings and with the terrorist attacks/bombings.

Data, Measurements and Methods for Subsequent Research

Data
The primary data used in this research comes from the SOVA Center for Information an Analysis, a Moscow-based Russian nonprofit organization. Since one of the directions of the organization’s work concerns the study of racism and xenophobia, it collects and provides what seems to be the only statistics on hate crimes throughout regions of the Russian Federation from 2004 up to today – “Statistics of Convictions Taking into Account the Racial Hate Motive of Violent Crimes”. According to the Human Rights First “[a]lthough several official bodies address the issue of hate crimes in some way, there is no specialized anti-discrimination body in Russia with a specific mandate to monitor and report on hate crimes or to drive policy measures required to combat such crimes” (Human Rights First 2006, 13). A later report confirms the lack of official statistics: “[n]o official statistics on the incidence of hate crimes and their prosecution are systematically collected and regularly reported by Russian criminal justice authorities …” (Human Rights First 2009, 2). On the other hand, the data violent hate crimes provided by the SOVA Center is “intentionally conservative and probably underestimate the actual situation” (SOVA Center 2006, 1).

In view of the fact that the only data available at this point of the research is that of the SOVA Center it determines the choice of unites of analysis as cities, rather than regions or villages. Since the selection of cities could lead to the skewed results and threaten external validity of the research, it is planned to conduct a complementary test of the main and alternative hypothesis on a smaller units, i.e. villages and/or towns later in the project. 

Hypotheses
There is no agreement among the theories on hate crimes and there is a clear gap in the literature explaining dissimilarity in the dynamics of the hate (xenophobic) crimes throughout cities of the Russian Federation. The proposed hypothesis of this project, therefore, is the following:

H0: = Those cities of the Russian Federation that address changes in the demographic composition by implementing special municipal policies for the inclusion of minorities in the society and administering joint programs with human rights NGOs and ethnic communities experience decline in the numbers of ethnic crimes.
Since in the context of studying ethnoviolence in the Russian Federation there do not exist comparative empirical tests of the three theoretical arguments discussed above, an important component of the empirical part of my project will be devoted to testing these alternative hypotheses. Therefore, the following testable hypotheses are proposed:

H1: = Cities that experience acute decline in the ethnically Russian population and at the same time increase in the non-Russian population either through migration or natural increase show the stable or increasing dynamics in the numbers of hate crimes.

H2: = Cities where the non-Russian component of population consists of people of Slavic and Moldovan origin and where the major influx migrants migrants comes from Ukraine, Byelorussia and Moldova show the declining tendency in the numbers of hate crimes.

H3: = Cities with clear and non-overlapping occupational niches for Russians and non-Russians experience decline in the numbers of hate crimes.

H4: = Cities that experience deterioration of the economic situation overtime as well experience raise in the numbers of hate crimes.

H5: = Cities where political enterpreneurs advance nationalist goals around the issues of migration experience raise in the number of hate crimes.

H6: = Cities that have experienced the overall increase in violent crimes, as well experience the rase in hate crimes.

H7: = Cities that have held more instances of anti-immigrant marches/demonstations/meetings experience raising numbers of hate crimes.

H8: = Cities that have experienced the terrorist attacks/bombings or threat of terrorist attacks/bombings expressed in the local media experience the raise in the numbers of hate crimes.
Methods
To test the main and alternative hypotheses the current poject will conduct the nested two-tier analysis: (1) large-N statistical analysis of the dynamics of ethnic crimes and demographics in the Russian Federation (2) in-depth case study analysis that entails detailed process tracing.

Dependent variable
In general, the term hate crimes is designated to emphasize the conventionally recognized in the legislative and political contexts serious crimes, such as murder, rape assault, robbery whereas ethnoviolence, a more inclusive term, emphasizes the group prejudice motives behind the violent acts, and, in addition to hate crimes also includes acts of verbal aggression, insults and harassment (Ehrlich 2009). With the currently available data, the dependent varibale is the number of hate crimes, rather than all instances of the ethnoviolence, per city/per year. The dependent variable will be measured using the SOVA Center data on hate crimes. The Center presents monthly reports on the ethnic crimes throughout the territory of the Russian Federation. The expected release date of the 2010 report is May 2011. So far I have decided to manually mark the dynamics of ethnic crimes in a particular city as increase if the aggregate number of hate crimes in 2008-2010 is higher than the aggregate number of crimes in 2004-2006.
Large-N analysis of ethnic crimes across region:
The large-N analysis of the ethnic crimes across regions of the Russian Federation aims to test the main hypothesis as well as the rival explanations, test for external validity of the argument and help select cases for the detailed analysis.

In order to test the main hypothesis H0 using the large-N analysis I will create a proxy variable Cooperation to indicate the involvement of the local authorities, NGOs and ethnic communities in the process of inclusion of non-Russians in the society. It will be done by using the standardized mean scores for the numbers of local programs, trainings, cultural evenings, cultural fairs, intercultural cooperation projects, etc. aimed at interethnic interaction per person per year. In order to get the evidence to support the hypothesis H0, the higher numbers of the proxy variable should correspond to the lower levels of ethnic crimes ina particular city.

One of the envisioned problems concerns the fact that the quantity of the programs not necessarily correspond to their quality. One of the solutions is to use secondary source data, such as reports of the well-known organizations, Moscow Helsinki Group, Human Rights First, Amnesty International, OSCE reports, to ensure the calculation of really existing and working programs. An example of such data is a 2009 comprehensive report of the monitoring  “Xenophobia Among Youth” prepared by the Moscow Helsinki Group together with the Coalition Against Hate and Youth Human Rights Movements (YHRM)
.

To test the first alternative hypothesis H1 the official results of the 2002 and 2010 censuses of the Russian Federation are required. The 2002 results are available online at www.perepis2002.ru. The preliminary 2010 census results were announced to be available late February 2011, but were not published. As of today, they are announced to be published at http://www.perepis-2010.ru/ in April 2011. I will test H1 using the following four indicators of the city-level ethnic composition in each of the cities:

· Total number of ethnical Russian people in a city in 2002
· Total number of ethnical non-Russian people in a city in 2002
· Total number of ethnical Russian people in a city in 2010

· Total number of ethnical non-Russian people in a city in 2010

These indicators will allow me to construct percent-point change by groups that will be used in a regression analysis to check whether there is association between dynamics of ethnic crimes in these cities and demographic changes. There will be evidence in support of the hypothesis if the cities that experience the increase in ethnic crimes also experience the decline of the Russian population and increase in non-Russian population.

In order to test H2 I will use the same data from the 2004 and 2010 census, but not only the total numbers of ethnic Russians and ethnic non-Russians, but the nationality breakdowns to see what specific ethnic non-Russian groups have increased/decreased. Therefore, there will be evidence for the support of this hypothesis if those cities that experience increase in the numbers of ethnic crimes also experience increase in the nationalities, other than Ukrainians, Byelorussians, Moldovans. Similarly, the cities that experience decline in ethnic crimes should have their demographics altered predominantly by the Slavic and Moldovan migrants.

The test of the H3 is somewhat more complicated. I need to look at the segregation of the local labor markets. For this I will use Olzak’s isolation index: 
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where . – summation over the index, nijk – number of members of foreign-born population j in occupation k in the city i. K-number of occupational categories (Olzak 1992, 146). 

The index gives the probability that a randomly-chosen worker in any of the K occupations would belong to the same foreign-born population as another randomly chosen worker from that same occupation. High levels of P* indicate that the foreign-born are highly concentrated in just a few occupations. Therefore, in order to support H3, higher numbers of P* in a city should correspond to lower numbers of the ethnic crimes throughout the time. Even though Olzak’s in her research construct the index using more than a hundred of occupations, I will use somewhat simplified version of this index to work with the several occupational groups, mainly, white-collar, service, manufacture, farm, unskilled workers. Since the main competition usually arises among unskilled jobs, I might need to further break down this category, i.e. construction, cleaning services, etc. The required data can be acquired from the local administrations. The process of constructing such index seems to be quite complicated, time- and resource-consuming and thus requires further inspection.

In order to test the frustration-aggression hypothesis H4, I will use the Ayres index, which "includes weighted individual measure of consumption, production, construction, imports, exports, and prices" (Hovland & Sears 1940). In case of the absence of the data needed to construct the index for all the cities, as an alternative measures I can use the data from changes in gross regional product (GRP), city development index, urban Gini coefficient (World Bank) or unemployment rates.

In order to test the H5, hypothesis I will need to look first at the political affiliations of the city mayor and province head, record if some of them have publicly supported the anti-immigration movements.

Next, H6 hypothesis will be tested based on the data on violent crimes from the annual statistics of the Ministry of Interior Affairs. I will use data on the numbers of murders and attempted murders, intentional infliction of grievous bodily harm, rapes and attempted rapes.

In order to test the H7 I will need to gather information about the anti-migrant marches/demonstrations/meetings. I will use online media resources to do that.

Finally, to test H8 I will also collect the data about the terrorist attacks/bombings or their threat in the cities of the Russian Federation. I will use online media resources to gather the data.
Process Tracing with control comparison
In order to explain the causal mechanism in detail and ensure the validity of the conclusions, the project will employ several case studies. I intend to select cases based on the results of the large-N analysis, since it will allow me to choose those cities, using method of difference, that have different outcome (increase/decrease in the number of hate crimes) with the relatively similar initial conditions (change of proportions of ethnic groups). Similarly, using the method of agreement to choose another pair of cities that have similar outcome, but distinct demographic changes. ok The final selection of the cases will be possible after the publication of the 2010 census results. For the selected cases I will apply process-tracing technique with control comparison.  In particular, in each pair I will ask “whether similar stimuli led to different outcomes in the two cities and identify the mechanisms that transformed the same trigger into divergent outcomes” (Varshney 2002, 14).

So far I have preselected Tyumen and Yekaterinburg. Both cities have a relatively significant share of Tatar population (approximately 9% for Tyumen and 11% for Yekaterinburg), both have experienced the decline of the ethnic Russian population, though not acute (approximately 3% for both cases), both are administrative centers of Tyumen and Sverdlovsk regions respectively, i.e. big industrial centers. Therefore, I expect that the dynamics of ethnic crimes to be the same. But the data shows that where Tyumen has experienced the decline in hate crimes (4 in 2004, 15 in 2006, 6 in 2008, 0 in 2009), Yekaterinburg experiences the raise (8 in 2004, 6 in 2006, 20 in 2008, 22 in 2009). One problem in this choice of cases concerns commensurability of the cities, since the population of Yekaterinburg in 2010 (1383700 people) is twice as big as that of Tyumen (580223 people)
.

The in-depth case analysis will trace the interaction between local authorities, ethnic communities and non-governmental organizations. I plan on (1) examining local newspapers for the 2004-2010 period to look for the indication of joint programs/projects implemented, any ethnic fairs/festivals/evenings conducted, (2) conducting expert interviews with the local leaders of ethnic communities, leaders of NGOs and representatives of local administration, (3) surveying local population using open-end questions to reveal if they perceived any changes in response to the local programs implemented/lack of programs/their necessity

Conclusions
This paper aimed to present detailed plan of the subsequent research, parts of which will be carried out during summer 2011. Overall it aims to test the main theories of the intragroup hostility as well as effects of the local policies and joined programs of the local authorities, ethnic communities and NGOs. In particular, several groups of theories will be tested, group status/group position, social identity/social categorization, economic interest/economic competition theories, frustration-aggression hypothesis, social mobilization and political incentives and other explanations. In addition to that the joint work of the local NGOs and municipal administration will be analyzed and possibly the content analysis of the local newspapers.
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� UN reports, OBSE reports


� http://www.sova-center.ru/racism-xenophobia/publications/2010/12/d20603/


� Levada Center all-Russian survey 1998-2011 � HYPERLINK "http://www.levada.ru/press/2011020407.html" �http://www.levada.ru/press/2011020407.html�


� Human Rights First, i


� Ministry of Interior Affairs: the number of neo-Nazi groups in Russia is raising: ttp://www.bbc.co.uk/russian/russia/2010/10/101028_russia_neonazi_growth.shtml


� Statistics on racist and neo-Nazi attacks in the Russian Federation for the period from 2004 till December 15, 2010 http://www.sova-center.ru/racism-xenophobia/publications/2010/12/d20603/


� It is necessary to distinguish between two terms, Russki (en. Russian) – a term for ethnic group, which constitutes the majority of the population in Russia and Rossiiskii (en. Russian) – a term for citizenship identification, more inclusive term. In the current work Russian refers to ethnically Russian, i.e. Russki, unless otherwise specified


� National composition of population according to the 2002 census in the Russian Federation http://www.perepis2002.ru/ct/doc/English/4-1.xls


� Central Intelligence Agency, World Factbook – Russia ttps://www.cia.gov/library/publications/the-world-factbook/geos/rs.html


� Global Policy Forum “Countries Hosting Largest Number of Migrants” � HYPERLINK "http://www.globalpolicy.org/component/content/article/109/27530.html" �http://www.globalpolicy.org/component/content/article/109/27530.html�, United Nations Department of Economic and Social Affairs. Population Division “International Migration 2009” http://www.un.org/esa/population/publications/2009Migration_Chart/ittmig_wallchart09.pdf


� Federal State Statistics Services “International Migration” http://www.gks.ru/free_doc/new_site/population/demo/demo42.htm


� Federal State Statistics Services. International Migration in the Russian Federation 1997-2008 http://www.gks.ru/free_doc/new_site/population/demo/demo42.htm 


� “Xenophobia Among Youth” report prepared by Moscow Helsinki Group www.mhg.ru/files/010/molod.pdf


� Site of Yekaterinburg’s administration - � HYPERLINK "http://www.ekburg.ru/" �www.ekburg.ru/�, site of Tyumen’s administration - http://www.tyumen-city.ru/
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