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1.CENTRAL QUOTATION

(pp. 208) Racism is a ubiquitous and inescapable feature of modern society, and despite official rhetoric to the contrary, race is always present even in the most neutral and innocent terms. 

2. ARGUMENT

The author states that racism was present throughout history. Even nowadays in modern societies while human rights and equality are emphasized is racism recognized at rather broader scale. Furthermore, Petrova highlights that we are recently facing a “denial of racism” in a meaning that racism could be found in everyday life but generally not considered as racism or intolerance. 

3. QUESTION

I have found this text very accurate. There is just one aspect that could be more elaborated. The author demonstrates several examples of racism denial in a way that the Roma population (minority) is not supported enough. It is stated that racism is rooted in almost every culture. However, there is not a suggestion or advice what to do in order to include minorities into ‘normal’ social life. 

4. EXPERIENTIAL CONNECTION

The argument in this text confirms my own experiences. The topic of denial racism is very current. For instance people in subway when they see a Roma, they put subconsciously their hand on their handbag in order to “guard” it while at the same time they might be talking about “having a good friendship with a Roma neighbour”.   

5. TEXTUAL CONNECTION

In the text it is referred to Cohen’s stratification of individual, official and cultural denial (pp. 214). Official denial is ‘supported by the state’. Because the recent states are working owing to good bureaucracy system Zygmunt Bauman’s (1989) argument about the Holocaust as the ‘result’ of bureaucracy might be mentioned. “Dehumanization is inextricably related to the most essential, rationalizing tendency of modern bureaucracy. As all bureaucracies affect in some measure some human objects, the adverse impact of dehumanization is much more common than the habit to identify it almost totally with its genocidal effects would suggests” (1989:103). 

6. IMPLICATIONS

The author provides good arguments supported by example of racism denial. What is worth understanding is that people should “think differently” in order to eliminate their prejudices. It is important to look at person as an individual and not to “typecast” each other as people tend to do. 
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