H WuyxoAoyia tTnC mOALTIKAC OItOAoyLaC

WX116: MoAwtiky Wuxohoyia
KaBnyntrig: BaciAng MoauAomouAog
Tunuo Wuyoloyiag EKMA

Xapttivn-Avaotaoia Apoutcidou AM: 1567202200014
Avtwvia KapkaAakn AM: 1567202200062

@dAela KwvotavtonovAov AM: 1567202200090
Maoegun Mopapec AM: 1567202200136

Xeluepvo e€apunvo 2024-2025




[eplexopeva

DL S

Oplopol

MePLUTTWOELG
XapaKTNPLOTLKA
Noapayovtec artodoxNC
WuxoloyikeG Bewpleg
AvaAuon mepimtwong

YU UTEPACHLOTA




Oplopol

AntoAoyia: Opiletal W AEKTIKEC 1 Kol PN AEKTIKEC TIPAEELC TTOU EXOUV WC
OoKOTIO TN cuyxwpeon (Lazare, 2004), tn cupudAiwon, TNV emavadopa HLOGC
npoowpLva dlatapaypevng oxeonc HetalL atopwy (Tavuchis, 1991, avad.
otou¢ David & Tam, 2023).

MoAwtikn aroAoyia: Mia amoAoyia maipvel MoALTkn dtaotaon otav oxetTileTal
LLE TLOALTIKA {nTAMOTA KOl EKPpAlETOL SNUOCLO ATIO KATIOLO TIPOCWTTO TNG
nioAwtikn ¢ oknvnc (Murphy, 2014- Organick, 2014).

Noyodoaoia: H urtoxpewon evog atopou va Swoel e€ENYNOELC YLOL TLG TIPAEELC
TOU O€ KATIOLOV AVWTEPO, O OTIOLOG £XEL Kal TN duvatotnta va eMIPAAEL TTOLVA
(Lewin, 2007).




Oplopol

2TOXOL TIOALTIKWYV OTTOAOYLWV:

e AvayvwpLon mapeABOVIIKWY TTAPATTTWHATWY | AdLKLWV

® ATOKOTAOTAON OXECEWYV, KATEUVOOMOG TIVEU LATWV

e EvOdappuvon yla TIOALTLKN Kol KOWVWVLKA aAAoyn Kol pun emavainygn
napeABovtikwv Aabwv (Reinders Folmer et al., 2021)

MoAAEC POPEC oL TIOALTLKEC artoAoylec Hev METUXALVOUV TOV OKOTIO TOouC. Avt’
auTtoU Oev yivovtol amodeKTEC KOl EVIELVOUV TLC CUYKPOUOELC Kol T duoTioTia
(Hornsey et al., 2015).




Napadoéo tnc NMoAwtiknc ArtoAoyiac

“Kapio A&€n, 000 KaAd eTUAEYUEVN KL av €lval, SV Umtopel va avalpEoeL
aUTO Ttov €xel oupPel.” (Simonetta Sommaruga, 2013)

To mapadoo Twv amoAoyLwVv: oL aroAoyiec SV UITOPoOUV Vo AVOLPECOUV O,TL
EXEL oUMPEL TTOPOAA AUTA AVTLUETWTTIL{OVTAL WC TIOAU ONMOVTLKEC YLOL EOVIKEC
Kot SteBveic dtadikaoiec cupdliwong (Zoodsma et al., 2022).

Epeuvecg oxeTIKA PE TN Slaxelplon cuykpoUoewV SelYvouV WG oL ATTOAOYLEG
glvall oo Ta 1o oYU pA EpYaAELD TTOU HUITOPOUV VAL XPNOLLLOTIOLIO0UV OL
APOBATEC yLa TNV EMIAUON KL CUYXWPEGDH, TOOO OTA SLKA TOUG LATLOL OGO
Kol ota patia twv Bupdtwy (Schumann, 2018).
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HEPLT[T(bGE LG (Zoodsma, 2021)

War

Treatment of minority group
Colonial rule

Civil war

Insurgency

Slavery

Military rule/ One-party rule/ Dictatorship
Settler colonialism

Civil unrest

Protracted conflict

Invasion/ Annexation/ Occupation

Other
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XopaKTNPLOTLKA

e Armodoxn tng evbuvng

e Efnynon/attioAoynon

e Ekdpoaon petavolog

e Avayvwplon Twv Bupdtwyv

e [lpotaon yla emavopBwon

e Avalntnon kowou edadoug

® Ymooyeon yla peAAovTikn amoduyn

® XpPOoVLKO SlaoTnua LETA TO cUMPAV Kol eEkONAWON UVAUNG

(David & Tam, 2024- Wenzel et al., 2018)




XopaKTNPLOTIKO

XOpOKTNPLOTIKA WG TtPOG TNV eTteAeon pLag aoAoyiag (Cels, 2015):
e Emloyn poAwv
® JknvoBeoia (xywpog, dtakoopnon, dtataén)
® Jevaplo Kol XpoVvikn akoAouBia evepyelwyv

® Epunvela-ekteleon




KALpakwto povteAo (Staircase model)

A Staircase Model
of Intergroup

Apologies

The perpetrator recognises
that their behavior has
deviated from moral
standards of how members of
another group should be
treated, and accept
responsibility for the harm
they've inflicted on members
of another group.

The perpetrator and
victimised groups
have engagedin
formal discussions to
reconstruct an
accurate consensus
of history. Thus
ensuring the
victimised are heard,
understood, and
validated.

Consensus on the
records of history has
beenreached by the
perpetrator and
victimised groups,
allowing for discussion
of the most
appropriate means of
repair. The
perpetrator’s offering
of repair indicates
sincere remorse fOI’
past harm.

The perpetrator has
not only apologised,
but has
acknowledged the
past disregard of the
victimised group’s
human dignity, and
understands the
mutually defined
consensus of history:
placing collective
guiltsolely on the
shoulders of the
perpetrator group.

The perpetrator group
has engaged with the
victimised group since
the apology. with the
intent to develop
feelings of safety and
trust. A human
connection with the past
ismade, and promises of
amends are followed
through on; thus
returning human dignity
to the victimised group.

MovTtéAo Ttou
TEPLYpAdEL TIEVTE
Bripota Ttou MPETEL
va rtepthapfavovrtol
o€ pia Stopadikn
aroloyia

(Hornsey et al., 2015).
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MNapayovtec Atodoxng

[MOAU oNUOVTLKO yLa TNV arodoxn Lo artoAoylog elval To toLlog TNV KAVEL Kol
OXL Hovo to Tteplexopevo tne (David & Tam, 2024).

Otav otnv amoAoyia kaBpedtiovtal cuvalcOnpata Kot olaitepa n EVvoxn Kalt n
viponn, paivetal va avéavetal n anodoxn Kat n cuyxwpeon. AvtiBeta, o
npoPaAAopevoc oiktog ouviota epmodlo otnv amodoxn Tne armoloyiog.

Newtoupyia “e§loopponnong tou status”: Qaivetal va eival KaBOPLOTIKAC
onuooioc o BaBuog otov omoio n amoAoyia amokadbLotd To KUPOG Kal TNV aia
¢ mAnyeiooag opadac (Hareli & Eisikovits, 2006).



Napayoviec AtodoxN¢

Epuntiotoolvn: H dSnuoota amoAoyia cuvnBwc yLVETOL OO QVTUTPOCWTTOUC TWV
nopafatwv. Etot, ta Bupata dgv pmopouv va elval olyoupa yLa TNV ALKpLVELQ
TNG armoAoyilac Kol yLa To oV oL BUTEC EXOUV TIPOYUOTLKA LETOVONOEL.

Kivntpo: H opada twv Bupdtwy pmopet va eivat Atyotepo npobupun va
ouyXwpPNOoEeL, E0KA av N adlkia Ttou uTtEotn €xeL cUUBAAeL otnv SLapopdwon
TNG TAUTOTNTAC TNG KOl EXEL CUCTIELPWOEL TAL LEAN TNCG.

EpmtAokn: Ta mpwtoyevn Buuata, dSnA. 6oca mARynKayv ApeEca, EVOEXOUEVWC
ouyXwpouv yLati Bglouv va adroouv iow Toug ToV TTOVo, EVW T SEUTEPOYEVN
Bupata cuyxwpouLv eneldn akpPwe v viwBouv dpeon mapafioon.

(Hornsey et al., 2015)
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WuyoAoylkec Oswplec

Oewpia TNC KOWWVLIKAG Tavtotntac: H cuumnepidopd tng opadac mnyadlet
arto TNV avVAyYKN Twv avBpwrmwy va SLatnprRoouV A va ETLITUXOUV Lo BETLKN
KOWWVLKA Towtotnta. AvaAveL yiati ToANEC POPEC OL TIOALTIKEC OTTOAOYILEC
dev divovtal (r.x. popoc yia peiwon KUPoucg), OUWC dev e€nyel emMapKwE yLoti
Sivovtal ko yivovtol amodekTec.

Kowwvikog unxoviopog tng anocuvdeong: Katd tov Goffman (1971), n
armoAoyla dlakpivel tov dpaotn oe SUO LEPN: TOV EVOXO EQUTO KOl TOV
avapopdwHEVO eauto. Mia amoloyia SNAWVEL TNV AOUAKPUVON ATTO TO
adlknua HEowW TNG LETAUEAELAG, UTTOONAWVOVTOC ETOL CUUTTEPLPOPLKI KoL
TIVEULOTIKA aAAayn.

(David & Tam, 2024)



Movtélo cupdhiwong e Baon Tic avaykeg: Meplypadel mwe ot SLAPOPETIKEG
OUVOLOONUATIKEC AVAYKEC TWV BuTwV Kol Twv Bupatwy ennpealouv tn dtadikaola
ocuud\iwonc.

AmelAn yla tnv tavtotnta: Ta Oupata viwBouv mwc amelleital To KUPOG Kal N
Suvapn Toug, eVvw oL BUTEC avnouxoUuV yLa TV ELKOVA TOUC KOL TNV KOWVWVLKH TOUG
aroppdn. Ta nopanavw odnyouv oe SLAPOPETLKA KLvNTPA YLOL OITOAOYLA, WC
e€nc: Ta Bupata emtBupoUV TNV ENOVAKTNON TNS SUVALAC TOUC, EVW OL TtapoBAatec
TNV amoKataotaon The NBIKAC touc stkovac (Shnabel et al., 2009).

Movtélo tng avBeviikic anoAoyiag: H amoloyia Kveital o€ Eva CUVEXEC OO TNV
gotioon otov eaUTO WC TNV €otiaon otov aAAo (Gkinopoulos, 2022).
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H niepimtwon tn¢ nupkaylac oto Matt (2018)

H mAatoiwon tn¢ kplong Atav pa dSuvapukn dtadikaotia:
® ApXLKA, XpNOLLOTIOLNONKE OTPATNYLKN AoAdELA YLa TNV TOPOVCLAoN TNG
coBapotntac TS Kpiong Kat tng amodoonc evBuvwy.
e Meta tnV KpLTIKA TTou S€xTnKe o Tolmpag, epdavics Eva mpodil
volaéipatoc, pe emiokePn otnv MAnyeloa EPLOXN KoL ALECN ETILKOLVWVLA
ue ta Bupata (Triantafillidou & Yannas, 2023).
e Eidn amoloyiag:
1) EoTlaopEVN OTOV £QUTO, LE avadPOPEC OTLC AVAYKEC TOU KOUpOTOC (oTo
KowoBoUALo)
2) Eotlaopévn otov aAAo, pE dpeon amoAoyia, avayvwplon Tou Tovou
Twv Bupdtwy Kat avaAnyn evBuvwv (Gkinopoulos, 2022).
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JUUTIEPOOHOTAL

® OLroAwtikéc amoloyieg divovtal og TolkiAec meplotaoelg, Stadopormolovvral
WC TIPOC TOL XOPOKTNPLOTIKA KOL TNV OMOTEAECUATIKOTNTA TOUC Kal eV
UTTAPXEL KATTOLOC Kavovac rtou va e€aodaAilel Tnv amodoxn Touc.

e H moAltikn) amoAoyia Bewpeltal KOWWVLIKA Kol NOLKN €mLtayr], CUXVA OUWC

gEunnpetel otpatTnyLlkoUC OKOTIOUC aVTL Vo armoppEeEL oo kabapd nBika
Klvntpa.

® H oAtk amoAoyla ival onpavTikn TOo0 YL Toug BUTEC 000 Kall yLo Ta
Bupata, KaBwc pmopet va Swaoel TN SuvaTtoTNTA YLOL ATIOKATACN TNG ELKOVOLG
TwV Butwv Kal emtavadopd TNS AELOTIPEMELAC TWV BUUATWV.
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