Evaluate Tajfel’s (1970) Social Identity Theory as an explanation of prejudice (8)

Social identity theory can be seen as useful as it does help to explain ............................................. ....................................... of prejudice and discrimination such as the ................................ between opposing ......................... .......................... and football fans categorised by the colour of their shirts and offers some ways of reducing prejudice by ......................................  the boundaries between in-group and out-group possibly helping people to find common ground or similarities which encourage new social perceptions of out-group members as in fact sharing qualities with in-group members this could help to reduce prejudice. 

There is also good ........................... ..................................... to support the stages outlined in social identity theory. For example in ................................ (1953) .......................... ......................... study the boys showed social ............................................ within the first week; they bonded and established group norms to which they began to conform. 

In the second week when the groups learnt that they were not alone and that there was another group of boys at the camp, they immediately wanted to know if they could have a contest and wanted to be in competition with them. This showed how the ......................... ................................. of another group could cause ............................... favouritism and ................................ bias. 

When the groups met they quickly showed ....................................... attitudes and .......................................... behaviour in the form of name calling and fighting, (social .......................................).

This study could be criticised however as it was a ....................................... experiment which took place without complete ................................ over confounding variables which could weaken the ................................ validity however Tajfel’s theory gains further support from well controlled ........................... groups studies. Here boys would show in-group favouritism and out-group bias by consistently allocating more or less points to unknown strangers (who didn’t actually even exist!) on the basis of whether they were believed the stranger to be a member of the in-group or out-group. 

These groups were completely artificial in that the Pps were led to believe that they had either over or under estimated the number of spots on a slide and then were told that the strangers were either like them or not like them with regards the accuracy of his estimate. These studies support the concepts of social categorisation and social comparison but tell us little about social identification.

Furthermore, the idea that social comparison serves to increase ......................... ..............................is also supported as Lemyre and Smith (1985) found that if Pps in minimal groups studies were allowed to allocate points to an in-group member in comparison with an out-group member they had increased self esteem following the study compared with a control group who were only allowed to allocate points to strangers who were all from the in-group. 
However, the link between self esteem and social comparison is certainly not clear cut and there is a good deal of evidence to suggest that those with lower self esteem do not show greater levels of in-group favouritism and out-group bias, (Rubin and Hewstone, 1998) as you might predict from Tajfel’s theory.

Also social identity theory may be a ‘..........................-................................ ‘explanation that applies better within ............................................. societies where self esteem and self confidence are highly prized. This is supported by minimal groups replications in collectivist societies. For example, in New Zealand, Wetherall (1982) found that white schoolchildren showed greater social comparison in a minimal groups experiment than the Polynesian children and this was in line with the norm of cooperation of this ethnic minority group. 

Furthermore social comparison is affected by ....................................... differences which are not explained by this theory. For example the more competitive an individual the more likely he or she is to shown high levels of social comparison.

Also the theory ignores important .............................-............................................. factors which impact upon the degree of discrimination shown to out-group members. For example, a study by ................................................................. (1940) showed how the number of ..................................on Negroes in the Southern States of America correlated with the price of .................................., such that when cotton prices were low and traders were making little money, frustration was high and lynching increased. This cannot be explained by SIT alone whereas alternative theories such as ........................................... theory and .............................................. theory do explain that as competition increases for tangible resources, prejudice also increases.


SIT oversimplifies the complexities of social perception. As outlined by Crisp (2002) we are able to process information about ................................. categories that a person belongs to (i.e. black and female, as opposed to black and male) and use each of these categories to determine the extent of the bias shown towards a person. 
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