



































Jan Ruth

certainly gives us a better understanding of the current problematizing of
ethnic minorities.

On the other hand the Dutch case also shows that problematizing anti-
socials or ethnic minorities is not necessarily an expression of racism of
the interior or, as the case may be, of racism of the exterior. Anti-social
families and ethnic minorities — both constituting fractions of the lowest
social classes — are seen by the rest of society as people with a lifestyle
that deviates from that of the middle-class ideal type, as people who do
not adequately conform to the dominant norms of normal behaviour, as
backward people with a lifestyle of an earlier pre-industrial period. To
pick out some of the characteristics ascribed to them: they show insufficient
respectability, neatness and hygiene; they don’t housekeep properly; they
are noisy; are a nuisance to their neighbours: are difficult socially: settle
contlicts by violence; show criminal tendencies; go in for alcohol or drugs
abuse; run into debt; do not have a sound work cthic and are often unem-
ployed; are dependent upon the state and hardly capable of standing on
their own feet; have enjoyed little education: don’t speak proper; don’t
care much for parliamentary politics; don’t base marriage on romantic
and affectionate relationships; give a low status to women: don’t bring up
their children properly, letting them stay up late and not being supportive
of their education; and so on. The predominant ideological representation
of these collectivities on the whole revolves round real or alleged s0cio-
cultural features of human beings. That’s why the ‘others’ are not
represented as races apart but as minorities apart. There is no question
of racialization, and so not of racism in Miles” sense. The crux is that in
the Dutch case — with the exception before the Second World War of a
small number of supporters of eugenics with little influence — the signified
socio-cultural features are nor regarded as fixed or naturalized. As a matter
of fact, the state and private institutions have done their utmost to get
these “others’ to adjust to the dominant lifestyle, in other words. to change
them.

As the problematizing of interior and exterior ‘others in the Nether-
lands does not begin with the ideological process of racialization, we must
have recourse to a neologism: minorization, a concept that refers to the
ideological construction of minorities (Rath 1993b). It goes without saying
that racialization and minorization are theoretically distinguishable byt
functionally equivalent concepts.

Some critics may argue that this view is at odds with the prevailing
image of the Netherlands as a country that has deliberately chosen
a "multicultural minorities policy” and which, in doing so, has shown
its progressive and humanistic stand (cf, Strijbosch 1992). They may
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furthermore claim that the Dutch approach takes more account ownE.EBN
diversity than the German or French approaches do. These distinctions.
however, are only relative. What is more important is that those who .rmbim
Dutch multiculturalism are often reluctant to go beyond its fancy image
and to face its ideological foundations and its perverse exclusionary effects.

Notes

L. This is still a matter for debate. Schuster (1999), for example, concludes
that Miles take the more narrow position. )

2. This does not necessarily imply that these authors consider racism as
something exclusively associated with phenotypic characteristics.

3. Balibar (1991: 204-16) speaks in this connection of ‘class EQmSW.

4. Anadditional reason for the religious denominations to oppose possible

eugenic legislation, such as compulsory sterilization, is that this would

imply state interference. They tried to prevent this as much as possible.

In addition to ‘anti-socials’ Hoekstra (1950) includes those “honest

citizens’ who are ‘unaware’ of their social environment and who duck

out of the control of the latter. In reaction to this Kaan (1950) cails
this lack of social awareness the core of the ‘problem’.

6. Sociale integratie probleemgezinnen (Social integration of problem
families). Report of the Advisory Commission on the Prevention of
Anti-socialness. The Hague, 1961. (Quoted in Dercksen and Verplanke
1987: 224).
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