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Adida et al (2010). “Identifying barriers to Muslim Integration 
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Adida et al (2010) Comprehension & Debate

1. Motivation: What is the relevance of this research, according to the authors?

2. What are the methodological limitations of the previous literature –according to 
the authors?

3. Discuss ID strategy of correspondence test:
1. Are there any threats to ID (e.g. in the choice of names or coccupations)?

2. Why do the authors claim theirs are lower-bound estimates of the true effect of religious D?

3. Is this a matched or unmatched design ? (i.o.w. are religious estimates for Senegalese-
background applicants within or between firm?)

4. Discuss external validity of the estimates: would results hold if applicants were men?

4. Discuss the term of “française the souche” 







Strabac, Z. & Listhaug, O. 2008. “Anti-Muslim prejudice in 
Europe: A multilevel analysis of survey data from 30 
countries”. Social Science Research, 37:268–286



Strabac & Listhaug (2008)

1. Motivation: What are the two main research questions of this article?

2. External validity: Should these findings be interpreted as lower-bound estimates? Why?

3. Definition of prejudice, forms of prejudice (blatant and subtle)
• Do you think the item used from the Bogardus’ social distance scale is a valid measure of prejudice? Discuss 

situations where preference for social distance might   NOT driven by prejudice.

4. Literature review: Discuss; realistic group conflict theory; competitive threat, perceived threat, 
split labour market theory
• Why do you think realistic conflict theories are typically tested at the group/macro level?
• What is an ethnic hierarchy?

5. What are the 2 dimensions if anti-Muslim prejudice, accordint to the authors?

6. What is the expectation of the authors regrading patterns of anti-Muslim prejudice (q2)? Do you 
think it is well motivated?

7. And do you thin Q4 (distinction between Western and Eastern European countries) is well 
motivated?
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Di Stasio et al (2019)

Discuss IDENTIFICATION ASSUMPTIONS (IDA)

1. Are you convinced that the “Muslim by default” estimate captures indeed a
Muslim by default penalty? Why?

2. What is the IDA behind the comparison of discrimination estimates across 
countries?
• In other words, could differences in the discrimination estimates across countries be 

explained via processes other than differences in anti-Muslim discrimination? Why?

3. The authors clsaim results do not change when the dataset is restricted to
countries of origin that are clearly Muslim (where at least75% of population 
is Muslim)  (p13) This seems to be interpreted by the authors as a sign of 
robustness, but is it? 


