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Abstract: The recent process of immigration, mainly since 2001, represents a serious integration problem for the society 
of Granada (Spain) due to the great increase of immigrants in the last years. The viewpoint of the young people in the city 
of Granada (from 14 to 25 years) is key with regard to future trends. These youths need to learn how to share and compete 
for the new economic niches inside the society of Granada, a situation aggravated by the economic crisis. This scenario 
presents increasing levels of racism and xenophobia at the moment. 

In this paper, using a statistical analysis of opinion polls, we examine the influence of the human diversity, i.e. migrants 
living in Granada, holding jobs and studying, etc. These analyses enable us to outline the way in which youths regard for-
eigners, in order to understand and characterize how the phenomenon of the immigration will be perceived over the long 
term within the society Granada. 
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INTRODUCTION 

 Immigration has been increasing in Spain from the late 
1980s, increasing strong interest among social workers, re-
searchers, politicians, and others. This influx of people has 
gained surprising coverage in the mass media, perhaps for 
being a new phenomenon in Spain, a country that tradition-
ally sent emigrants to other countries of Europe, but that 
recently has become the destination of immigrants. The his-
tory of migrations in Europe was dominated by the migrants 
to no European countries over the 20th century [1], and these 
flows ended because of the 1973 world oil crisis. In Spain, 
internal transformations (economic boom from the building 
and tourism), and the incorporation of Spain to the UE 
brought home most of the Spanish immigrants [2]. However, 
the big countries in the world with more than 20 million in-
habitants have the highest percentages of immigrants with 
respect to its entire population: Saudi Arabia (26%), Austra-
lia (20%), Canada (19%) and USA (13%), but small coun-
tries such as Spain and France have 11% of immigrants. 
Spain is the country in the world having the greatest increase 
in immigration, from 0.6 millions of immigrants in 1990 to 
4.8 million in 2005 [3]. Today, immigrants to Spain form 
two major groups. First are the immigrants of countries with 
high economic development, and their arrival is linked to the 
growth of the Spanish economy, goods and services mainly. 
The second group is formed by people from countries with 
lower economic levels than in Spain, and their  
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arrival is linked to the limited employment opportunities and 
poor economic situation in their countries of origin. This 
group is a majority of immigrants, comprising people from 
Eastern Europe, Africa, Latin America, and Asia [4, 5]. 
Many studies have examined the determinants of individual 
attitudes toward immigration [6], the relationship between 
immigration and welfare [7, 8], the way in which immigrants 
affect the job market [9], the relations between immigrants 
and host societies [10], as well as discrimination towards 
immigrants with regard to jobs in Spain [11].  
 According to the latest documentation by the European 
Observatory of Racism and Xenophobia located in Vienna 
(Austria), the society of Granada (Spain) associates immigra-
tion with delinquency and terrorism, due mainly to the great 
number of Islamic immigrants in Granada [12-14]. The in-
habitants of Granada are becoming less tolerant towards im-
migrants, this being reflected in some racist and extreme-
right-wing aggression, which is very scarce (only one occur-
rence) but with great mass-media repercussions. In the pre-
sent work, we carried out opinion polls in 1996, 2000, 2004, 
and 2008, according to the conventions of the European Ob-
servatory of the Racism and Xenophobia, identifying a small 
but growing trend of increasing insecurity among citizens of 
the city of Granada, partly from fear of bands and urban 
gangs. These perceptions are associated with many factors, 
such as the illegal immigration, the relocation of many com-
panies in other countries, unemployment, and the competi-
tion between Spanish natives and immigrants to get a job, 
the issues that arise in periods of unemployment due to the 
seasonal nature of the jobs, and the emergence of conflicts 
between certain groups of immigrants (from Central Amer-
ica and Central Europe mainly). This situation has been ex-
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acerbated due to the current economic world crisis, provok-
ing resentment towards illegal immigration [15-17]. In this 
paper, we present the opinion poll carried out to analyse the 
reasons for aversion to immigrants, to identify their country 
origins, and to discover their living environment in Granada. 
The ultimate aim was to ascertain the way youths perceive 
the foreign element in Granada.  

MATERIALS AND METHODOLOGY  

 Using the interview European Observatory of the Racism 
and the Xenophobia model, we conducted research on the 
following technical characteristics (Table 1).  
 The files used were the Municipal Poll of Inhabitants, the 
Andalusian Institute of Statistics, and the EUROSTAT 
(European Statistics). Also, any data were obtained from the 
files of the Andalucía Acoge (Andalusian Federation of Cen-
tres of Immigrant Reception).  
 In recent years, a great number of migrants have entered 
Spain, and the quantity of foreign people has soared from 
250,000 in 2001 to 4,000,000 persons in 2005 [10]. The 
usual categories to measure immigration are “foreign peo-
ple”, “naturalized people” and “returning people”. The larg-
est group was composed of foreigners, with 91.32% in 2001 
and 91.40% in 2005 [17]. In addition, the age of immigrants 
shows that the most foreign people are 20-25 years old, fol-
lowing a Gaussian bell-curve distribution, while returning 
people had two different peaks (25-35 years old, and 60-77 
years old). Presumably, the second peak corresponds to the 
Spanish who emigrated primarily to affluent European coun-
tries in the 1960s Fig. (1). Graphs showing the differences 
between types of immigration based in age (OX axis). The 
number of foreign men was greater than women, but with 
similar features: both populations fit a normal distribution, 
the greater percentages belonging to the 21-36 age group. 
There were no differences in the naturalized category, while 
the numbers of persons in each age category were similar for 
both sexes. Finally, the group of returning was similar for 
men and women, reproducing the results in Fig. (1): one 
peak corresponds to retired persons and the other to the sons 
who returned with their retired parents. The immigrants were 
from several countries. In 2005, the countries with the great-
est number of immigrants (62.7%) were Morocco and Ro-
mania (154,077 and 149,995 persons, respectively) followed 
by Ecuador (65,673 persons), Bolivia (63,342), Colombia 
(61,767), United Kingdom (53,613), Argentina (49,254), 
China (37,429), Brazil (33,563) and Peru (31,527) (Fig. 2). 
Most of immigrants were from Latin America and the 
Maghreb, seeking jobs. Immigrants from the United King-
dom were retired people living almost year round in Spain 

due to the climate [11, 18] Fig. (2). Countries of origin of the 
greatest number of immigrants in 2005 (Spanish National 
Institute of Statistics).  

 
Fig. (1). Graphs showing the differences between types of immigra-
tion based in age (OX axis). 

 

 
Fig. (2). Countries of origin of the greatest number of immigrants in 
2005 (Spanish National Institute of Statistics).  

 From the data set, we took a random sample of youths in 
Granada City to identify the features of “the other”, i.e., peo-
ple living in the city of Granada and having different charac-
teristics from the majority of the inhabitants. Questions in 

Table 1. Technical Features of the Interviews 

Scope   Granada City  

Population  50,000 youths 14-25 years old and 20,000 foreign students 17-27 years old  

Sample  Random sample n=400 each period, ± 5% sample error for 95.5% (2 ) significance level and distribution parameters p=q=0.5  

Sampling  Random stratified for municipal districts with sex and age quotas   

Typology  Home survey by means personally interviewing people 14-25 years old  

Fieldwork  March 18-30 1996 February 1-18 2000 November 10-30 2004 April 1-26 2008  
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the interview were expressed as open questions trying to 
determine the “otherness” by means out five categories of 
social characteristics: nationality, race, language, culture and 
social class. Also, we added a new question expressed as 
“When you hear speaking about persons with different na-
tionality, race, religion, culture or social class, about whom 
does he think?” to evaluate the perception of the Granada 
youths about foreigners.  

THE ORIGIN OF THE IMMIGRANTS  

 First, we analysed the data compiled in the new ques-
tionnaire focused on the immigrants’ place of origin in the 
world. This factor is perceived in different ways (Table 2). 
The percentages were very low and it was not possible to 
apply statistical methods as 2. The Wilcoxon non-
parametric test showed statistical significant differences be-
tween 2008 and the other years with a significance level 

<0.05, but there were no statistical differences between 
1996, 2000, or 2004. It is important to emphasize the de-
crease of immigrants from Central and North Africa and the 
rise in immigrants from other countries, mainly from Latin 
America, whereas 2008 shifted the immigration trend. The 
presence of immigrants from Latin American, Asia and 
Europe became noticeable, the index increasing by 600% 
and 400%, respectively. These characteristics have altered 
the perception of “otherness” in the last few years [13, 19]. 
The first question to evaluate the opinion of the youths con-
cerning the quantity of persons perceived as “foreign” was: 
“How do you rate the number of persons of another nation-
ality, race, religion, culture, or social class living in our 
city?”. The possible responses were qualitative variables 
classified in the following categories: “too many”, “many 
but not too many”, “not many”, and “do not know (NK)” / 
“no answer (NA)”.  
Table 2. Summary of the Percentages from 1996 to 2008 

 1996  2000  2004  2008  

North Africa  68.7  70.5  72.0  47.1  

Central Africa  25.4  12.8  10.8   7.3  

North American   0.5   0.5   0.0   2.2  

Latin American   2.3   1.8   5.3  21.3  

Asia   0.8   1.3   1.0   6.1  

Europe   2.3   1.8   1.8   8.0  

 
 The percentage of inhabitants of Granada who responded 
that there were “too many” immigrants was low (<6.5%), 
while the other categories “many but not too many”, “not 
many” registered a significant result: the perception of oth-
erness grew over time in all categories, reflecting a shift in 
the perception of immigration. The graphs show an increas-
ing trend over time in the perception of “many others”, espe-
cially with respect to the social class. In recent years, the 
growth of otherness has been constant and in 2008 showed a 
sharp growth index, multiplying the percentages of 1996 by 
a factor 3 (Fig. 3). Perception of “many persons of another 
nationality, race, religion, culture, or social class living in 
our city” over time. The application of the 2 test to percep-

tion of otherness due to the nationality showed statistical 
differences with respect to sex ( <0.05) in 1996, 2000 and 
2004, with the women considered “not many” but men con-
sidered “many but not too many”, whereas in 2008 no differ-
ences appeared between men and women ( 2=1.438, 
p=0.868), reflecting a similar consideration towards men and 
women today. Also, there were no statistical significant dif-
ferences with respect to the age of the interviewed, but the p-
value was at the limit of significance ( 2=11.189, p=0.083) 
and thus did not give reliable results.  

 
Fig. (3). Perception of “many persons of another nationality, race, 
religion, culture, or social class living in our city” over time.  

DAILY LIFE  

 Daily life is an important topic because allow us to obtain 
information about how the perception of the immigrants may 
differ when they live in our neighbourhood as opposed to 
when they live far from our home. These daily contexts have 
been analysed from three perspectives that may be crucial for 
people to live together peaceably: a) immigrants living in 
near us, b) friendship with immigrants, and c) immigrants 
working or studying with us. The neighbourhood is impor-
tant because it constitutes the nearest area of relationship, 
and it characterizes a important aspect of the otherness.  
 The first question posed was, “Do you think that there are 
many foreign people, few or none living in your neighbour-
hood?”, and the results were the following: Fig. (4). Percent-
ages for “many foreign people living in their neighbour-
hood”, over time. The year 2000 showed an inflexion point, 
the percentages of otherness in all categories reached a 
minimum, and the percentages rose in the following years, 
thus indicating that the perception of otherness increased 
among the youths of Granada. Nationality was the item with 
the highest growth index (also exponential), close to race and 
culture, while religion and social class grew less. Social class 
appeared as the most influential category in otherness. The 
year 2008 was different, showing an increase in the response 
“too many” and a decrease in the response “few” with re-
spect to the responses of 2004. Thus there was a general in-
crease in the perception of otherness. By sex, the application 
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of the 2 test gave no statistical significant differences be-
tween men and women ( 2=0.255, p=0.880) with respect to 
the perception of otherness. Nor were there any differences 
with respect to age ( 2=6.057, p=0.417). The second ques-
tion was “Have you many, few, or no foreign friends? This 
question indicates the level of integration of immigrants with 
the youths of Granada. This category implies the acceptance 
or rejection of the immigrant as an equal. The results appear 
in Fig. (5). Perception of “many immigrants” with respect to 
friendship.  

 
Fig. (4). Percentages for “many foreign people living in their 
neighbourhood”, over time.  

 

 
Fig. (5). Perception of “many immigrants” with respect to friend-
ship.  

 Over the entire study period, social class registered high 
percentages for all but decreasing, perhaps implying that the 

economic situation of the individual is not the main factor 
associated with otherness. The growth associated with na-
tionality indicates that this is major factor of otherness. The 
other categories (race, religion, and culture) seem not to have 
strong effect on the vicinity, and growth was very small but 
constant, mainly from the year 2000 on. This trend contin-
ued, though with minor percentages, with respect to the other 
categories, thus showing an increase in daily relationships. 
The comparison with the previous category indicates that the 
perception of foreigners in the city as a whole was greater 
than in the neighbourhood, that is, the growth index was al-
most three-fold when the entire city was considered. 

 The application of 2 test indicates significant statistical 
differences between men and women ( 2=6.959, p=0.031), 
wherein the men had few immigrant friends and the women 
were associated with many immigrant friends. Also, using 
the categories of age, the 2 test provided no differences be-
tween these categories, but the category of age with many 
immigrant friends was 14-16 years. Another question that 
completes the perception of otherness concerns the number 
of foreign people in the working or educational environment, 
and corresponds to the daily life at work (the previous ques-
tion was about the living environment). The relations in 
these spheres of activity are important due to the great num-
ber of hours spent together each day in a small space. The 
question was: “Do you think that there are many foreign 

persons, few, or none in your working or educational envi-

ronment?” From 2000, there was a growth of immigrants in 
the working or educational environment with respect to cul-
ture, nationality, race, and religion, but social class remained 
almost at the same percentage. Nationality registered the 
most growth, and the percentage in 2008 was twice that of 
2000. This shows a great diversity of people in these neigh-
bourhoods, and otherness was not perceived in this category. 
Social class appears as the strongest factor governing friend-
ship and constitutes a stable factor over time, i.e. the youths 
have many friends from different social classes (Fig. 6). Per-
centages for “many immigrants living in the working or edu-

 
Fig. (6). Percentages for “many immigrants living in the working or 
educational environment”, over time.  
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cational environment”, over time. The 2 test provided no 
statistically significant differences between sexes in the per-
ception the otherness with respect to the environment of the 
people polled ( 2 =4.214, p=0.122. Also, there were no sta-
tistically significant differences by age ( 2=4.214, p=0.122).  

DISCUSSION AND CONCLUSIONS  

 Spain in the 1960s had many inhabitants who emigrated 
to other countries, to Latin America first and then to certain 
European countries later. This phenomenon ended in the 
1980s, when many people returned to Spain to retire, often 
bringing children back, also. From the 1980s, Spain began to 
receive large numbers of immigrants, due to a high economic 
rate of growth until the start of the last economic crisis. From 
2000 on, the massive arrival of immigrants has been provok-
ing xenophobic perceptions. This study examines the percep-
tion of “otherness” among the youth in the city of Granada 
and perceptual transformation over time. The results indicate 
that, in the 1999-2004 period, the immigrants came from 
North Africa for the most part, but in 2008 decreased to half. 
Immigration from Central Africa continuously declined to 
very low percentages (from 25.4% in 1996 to 7.3% in 2008). 
Latin American immigration, almost negligible in 1996 and 
2004, grew to the quarter of the entire immigration in 2008, 
apparently due to a shared language (Spanish) and failing 
economies in Latin America. The other areas (Asia and 
Europe) grew in 2008, but by small percentages, possibly for 
the economic boom in Spain during the period 2004-2008. 
Probably, this situation in Granada is similar to other areas 
of Spain [20-22]. The youths perceive otherness fundamen-
tally due to social class, but other categories such as nation-
ality or race are influential. The growth of otherness in each 
category analysed (nationality, social class, race, and relig-
ion) was noticeable and continuous.  

 Daily life constitutes a strong indicator to detect a non-
structural xenophobia. This phenomenon was detected by 
means of three categories quantifying this situation. The 
analysis of the question “Are there many foreign people liv-

ing in your neighbourhood?” reached an inflexion point in 
2000, with a continuous growth in the following years, 
mainly for nationality, race, and culture. Also, social class 
proved to be the most important factor, with high percent-
ages over time. These results indicate that otherness is hardly 
associated with cultural features, so classifying people as 
belonging a group as individually. This feature is general 
among the young people living in Granada, given that there 
were not differences in perception, either for sex or for age 
range. The question “Do you have foreign friends?” differs 
from the previous one in that it is positive, that is, to have 
friends is a virtue rather than a flaw. The continuous de-
crease in social class indicates that this category it is not so 
important as it was previously or maybe the goodness of the 
economy in recent years diminished the problem. Neverthe-
less, in 2008, nationality appeared as an emerging factor that 
prevents friendship between the Granada youths and immi-
grants, and, together with other indicators, indicates that the 
daily relationship in the same neighbourhood attenuates the 
otherness. In terms of sex, men have few foreign friends 
while women have many. This perception did not change for 
the age ranges. The working or educational environment 

showed a great diversity of people, but the young people had 
few friends of another race or religion, which, together with 
nationality and the other categories, implies that race and 
religion are the major factors of otherness in the working or 
educational environment. The present survey has detected 
the perception of otherness, but not the underlying causes. A 
plausible hypothesis is that the growth of immigration pro-
duces a growth in this perception, but it is possible that the 
youths in Granada are becoming more xenophobic. Proba-
bly, as more immigrants come to the city, xenophobia will 
increase, as a feedback effect.  
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