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¢ The specific aim of this study is:
ke o To further understand the dynamics and effects of territorial stigma ‘on the
o B W e ground’ from a youth perspective in postindustrial European cities.

G

Tl Additional aims:

3 - To respond to Link and Phelan’s (2001) critique of research that focuses on stigma itself,

— rather than the discursive and social elements surrounding stigma, by paying particular

ﬁ attention to how young people understand the production of territorial stigma.

N - 1o explore inter-generational questions of territorial stigma, and look specifically at what
territorial stigma might mean for young people’s political opinions and mobilisations, as
well as the futures of individuals and communities.

— = - To question more broadly the trajectory of the postindustrial metropolis, with regards to
f spatial inequalities, welfare state futures, housing tenure frameworks, local and national
% governance, planning policies, political rhetoric, media misinformation, and public attitudes.
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1. Identification
a. How can a stigmatised area be idegtified in the media/in policy/'on the ground’? I
b. What are the key stigmatising fact@rs? C
c. Are there spatial patterns to whergq stigmatised areas are found in the case study cities? a
2. Representations o
a. Do local statistics support stigmatigng representations? (E.g. Crime, Unemployment, etc.) c
b. How do young people understand gae production of territorial stigma? -
c. How do young people respond to matising representations of their area? (ep)
3. Experiences e
a. In what ways do young people expgience territorial stigma? (ep)
b. Does territorial stigma influence ydilhg people’s ideas about politics/society/social justice? | FTl
c. Do young people’s experiences of itorial stigma differ from the previous generation? ==
4. Futures g
a. How does territorial stigma affect uture plans of young people? > I
b. How do young people imagine the re of their area and the people in it? — ‘ || K
c. Isthere any evidence of territorial a being activated for particular means? -< e e e e
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- Developing research relationships with young people (aged 16-24) and other relevant people in the
area. Participatory Visual Methods, Walkabouts, Semi-structured Interviews, and Focus Groups will
be used to gather information relating to the research questions;

- Conducting some Structured Interviews and Covert Interviews with outsiders, depending on whether
evidence is found of territorial stigma being activated in the area (question 4c).
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