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. Answer any four questions. All questions carry equal marks.

Please read the ‘instructions carefully before attempting
_ the questions in the following four Sections.
All sections are compulsory.

Marks are indicated in brackets.
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. Many urban centers around the world are similar to Rio, in that
they are areas where social and economic inequality is high,
where the middle and upper classes enjoy some semblance of
democracy in all its forms, and where justice is locally
constructed among the poorer classes. Residents in these
differentially democratized areas conceive of the very possibility
of citizenship through their immediate experience.

Brazilian social relations are marked by exaggerated inequality,
and this is true as well for the application of the rule of law. In
' >1997, a twelve-page document titled “Map of Risk of Violence—
City of Rio de Janeirof’was published by the Center for the
~Study of Contethporary Culture. Researchers found that the
risk of being a victim of homicide in Rio de Janeiro is low
"during infancy but rises spectacularly during adolescence,
reaching its peak in the twenty to twenty-four year age group;
after that, the risk of death by intentional homicide decreases
with age. Not surprisingly, the researchers also found a stark
| _contrast between the wealthy and poor regions of the city.
People living in different neighbourhoods a're exposed to
different risks and levels of violence. For example, in 1995 in
Padre Miguel, a neighbourhbod on the periphery of Rio de
Janeiro that encompasses Felicidade Eterna, there were 50
homicides of péople between the ages of fifteen and thirty-
four within a total population of 21,745, inaking the estimated
homicide rate 229.9 per 100,000. In Bangu, another
neighbourhood close to Felicidade Eterna, there were 92
homicides within a total population of 76,133, making the
homicide rate approximately 120.8 per 100,000.
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We need only to look at the bairrosnobres (literally “nobb,,'-”
neighborhoods,’ meaning wealthy neighborhoods) of Rio de
Janeiro to get a sense of the contrast. In Gavea (a “noble”
neighborhood in the ZonaSul), for example, there was a single
homicide in a population of 23,228, making the homicide rate

~ 4.3 per 100,000; in Copacabana, there were nine in a population
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0f 46,117, making the homicide rate 19.5 per 100,000. These
numbers indicate how startlingly high homicide rates are in
peripheral neighborhoods or the brown zones. .

In the case of Rio de Janeiro and in terms of absolute nﬁiﬁbers,
Alba Zaluar (1995) calculated that the number of homicides in
Rio de Janeiro had indeed tripled between 1980 and 1995, rising
from 2,826 murders in 1980 to 8,408 in f994 This epidemic of
violence seems to differentially affect male and female youths
in the same age category. Approxiinétely twenty-two boys die
for each girl in the fifteen to twenty-four year old age range
(Cardia 1997: 27)

Using another indicator of violence, the researchers collected
the numbers of intentional homicides (homicidiosdolosos) and |

intentional injuries (leséesdolosas) in-each of the thirty-eight
civil police precincts (delegacias) within the municipality of
Rio. Bangu had the third highest number of intentional homicides
(276) and the second highestnumber of intentional injuries (904)
reglstered for 1995. Again, the numbers were much lower in
the Zona Sul and city center, areas with much higher standards

of living than the city’s North and West Zones. The authors of

this study point out that the risk of suffering violence in its

4
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extreme form— homicide—is up to seven times higher for
residents of certain areas (the North and West Zones of the
city) as compared with other areas, and that residents -of the

Zona Sul are— relatively, at least— spared this form of violence.

From these statistics, it is clear that violence is experienced in

- profoundly different intensities according to socio-economic

 class. This structure of _inequality\eXtends to the polipe forces

and to how, subsequently, the police forces mete out different
punishments based on class and race. It also influences how
the police forces are perceived by the populations most affected.
The institutionalized brutalization of the poor by the police is
exercised in a number of routine forms such as torture, coerced
confession, extortion, and other physical punishments, including
execution (Mingardi 1992 and Kant de Lima 1986). It is clear
that, historically, the policing forces in Brazil have been useful
in securing the social control of the lower classes (Holloway
1993). . ’

Because the poor are cﬁminalized, they bear the burden of
corrupt dealings with the police. The lower classes’ fear and
distrust of both the civil and military police are extreme, a finding
easily detectable in surveys but also dlscermble in the ways
residents of low-income neighborhoods think about, talk about,
and actually deal with police officials in their everyday contexts.

Robert Shirley (1990), an anthropologisf Working in a squatter
settlement in Porto Alegre, suggests that there is a level of

community cohesion in low-income neighborhoods that is built
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(a) Suggest a title for the above passage and justify your

choice.

- (b) How do the poor pergeive the Brazilian pol_iée, and what

are the reasons for their views? : i
(c) Why do young men from poor neighbourhoods prefer joining
gangs over paid work?

(d) Whatis the relation between inequality and violence?
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SecTtion 111 20
AT 11

Write a sociological essay on any one of the following

statements in 500-700 words :

Rl T H9F W gmeae ey fifEd (500-700

=) ¢

(a) ‘Religion is the sigh of the oppressed creature, the heart
of a heartless world, and the soul of soulless condition. It is
the opium of the people.’
‘oref Sedife qroft @t e ¥, AT daR @ W R qen
g & Frewms Wﬁﬁaﬁ’q‘r & IEE ff B 1 T8 S
B ABH T

(b) Do you think sociological knowledge is different from

common sense? Justify your answer with examples.
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~Section IV 4 20
HT IV

Summarise the following passage in your own words in 150
words.

The purpose of ideology, of course, is to naturalize or
dehistoricize the status quo. Ideology as socialization ensures
that individuals learn to accept certain features of their existence
as given— in other words, as the objective conditions of their

existence. By “objective” I mean the qualities imputed to certain
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entities of being relatively invariant, permanent, and
unchangeable. In E.P. Thompson’s characteristically bold prose:
“People are born into a society whose forms and relations seem

as fixed and immutable as the overarching sky. The

‘commonsense’ of the time is saturated with the deafening

propaganda of the status quo; but the strongest element in this
propaganda is simply the fact that what exists.”

The focus on socialization is most prominent in the work of
Emile Durkheim and the modernization theorist Talcott Parsons.
Both see it as the primary means by which integration is
achieved within a differentiating society— in which a potentially

destabilizing transition from ascriptive (gemeinschaft) to

nonascriptive (gesellschaft) social relationships, marked by the

acceleratihg division of labor, is counteracted. In Parsons’s
work this task is achieved by the “value system”, which ensures
that individuals in the course of upbriilging and interaction
internalize a normative framework that makes them
interdependent and mutually adjusted role performers. Although
Parsons’s work has been heavily criticized for its pervasive
structural-functionalism— a kind of coordinated regulation that
appears to deny human agency— it is evident that we should
credit him for refocusing our attention on the critical role of

values, norms, and beliefs in structuring social activity.

- But whereas Durkheim and Parsons celebrated the enabling

. role of the value system, Marx chose to underscore its disabling
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(or reactionary) function. It is safe, I think, to assert that Marx

equated the value system with ideology, and ideology with “false
12

consciousness —that is, the inability of actors embedded in @
historical set of social relations to perceive the objective basis
of those relations. Actors, in other words, come to believe in
“appearances”. Their particular situations assume a natural,
therefore legitimate, form. The historical specificity of the forms
they view as natural is obscured. Hence ideology— the
naturalization of unnatural (or historic) relations— detracts from
class struggle and, thus, from its emancipatory role in history.
It is in this sense that ideology is reactionary and not progressive.

" Given his understanding of ideology as a belief system that

consolidates the status quo, it is hardly surprising that Marx

should choose to view it as a tool of the dominant class. In

Theories of Surplus Value, for instance, Marx declares: “Even

the most sublime spiritual productions [for example, ideology]

should merely be granted recognition, and apologies for them

made to the bourgeoisie, that they are presented as, and falsely
proved to be, direct producers of material wealth”. Here,
although Marx asks the reader to credit the bourgeoisie for the
existence of “superstructural” elements, we cannot readily infer
that he intended to locate their origin or persistence in the self-
conscious practices of individuals belonging to the dominant
class. While some members of the dominant class might in
fact act purposefully to “pull the wool” over the eyes of
subordinate groups, it is clear that an ideological system
grounded in such openly manipulative practices would be very
brittle indeed because of the risk of exposure. The
effectiveness of ideology lies in its ability to universalize the
existing state of affairs, to erase the very idea of an alternative.
And for it to do so, not only would workers have to believe, for
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instance, that capital, like labor, has a legitimate claim over
surplus value (i.e., the right of capital to profit or to interest on
investment is as natural as the right of labor to a wage),
capitalists themselves would also have to believe it. In other

words, capitalists would reproduce their ideology purposefully
as well as unintentionally.
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