CULTURAL ANTHROPOLOGY RACE AND TECHNOLOGY

THE INTERSECTION OF CULTURAL ANTHROPOLOGY, RACE, AND TECHNOLOGY IS A DYNAMIC AND INCREASINGLY VITAL AREA OF
STUDY. AS WE NAVIGATE AN ERA DEFINED BY RAPID TECHNOLOGICAL ADVANCEMENT, UNDERSTANDING HOW THESE
DEVELOPMENTS SHAPE, AND ARE SHAPED BY, OUR CONCEPTS OF RACE AND CULTURAL IDENTITIES BECOMES PARAMOUNT. THiS
ARTICLE DELVES INTO THE COMPLEX RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN HOW SOCIETIES PERCEIVE AND CATEGORIZE RACE, AND THE
PROFOUND IMPACT THAT TECHNOLOGY HAS ON THESE PERCEPTIONS, PRACTICES, AND POWER STRUCTURES. WE WILL EXPLORE
HOW ANTHROPOLOGISTS EXAMINE DIGITAL DIVIDES, ALGORITHMIC BIASES, AND THE WAYS IN WHICH TECHNOLOGY CAN BOTH
REINFORCE AND CHALLENGE RACIAL INEQUALITIES. FURTHERMORE, WE WILL INVESTIGATE HOW DIFFERENT CULTURAL GROUPS
ADOPT, ADAPT, AND RESIST TECHNOLOGICAL INNOVATIONS, ALL THROUGH THE LENS OF ANTHROPOLOGICAL INQUIRY, OFFERING
A COMPREHENSIVE OVERVIEW OF THIS MULTIFACETED SUBJECT.
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THE ANTHROPOLOGICAL LENS ON RACE AND TECHNOLOGY

CULTURAL ANTHROPOLOGY OFFERS A UNIQUE PERSPECTIVE FOR DISSECTING THE INTRICATE CONNECTIONS BETWEEN RACE,
CULTURE, AND TECHNOLOGY. IT's NOT JUST ABOUT OBSERVING WHAT TECHNOLOGY EXISTS, BUT RATHER ABOUT
UNDERSTANDING HOW IT'S USED, WHO IT SERVES, AND WHAT MEANINGS IT CARRIES WITHIN DIFFERENT SOCIAL AND CULTURAL
CONTEXTS. ANTHROPOLOGISTS ARE KEENLY INTERESTED IN THE LIVED EXPERIENCES OF PEOPLE INTERACTING WITH TECHNOLOGY,
LOOKING BEYOND THE PURELY FUNCTIONAL TO UNCOVER THE SOCIAL, POLITICAL, AND SYMBOLIC DIMENSIONS. THIS MEANS
EXAMINING HOW TECHNOLOGIES ARE EMBEDDED WITHIN EXISTING CULTURAL PRACTICES AND HOW THEY, IN TURN, ALTER THOSE
PRACTICES. IT’S A NUANCED APPROACH THAT RECOGNIZES THAT TECHNOLOGY IS NEVER A NEUTRAL FORCE; IT IS ALWAYS
DEVELOPED AND DEPLOYED WITHIN SPECIFIC HISTORICAL AND SOCIETAL FRAMEWORKS, WHICH INVARIABLY CARRY THE IMPRINTS
OF EXISTING POWER STRUCTURES, INCLUDING THOSE RELATED TO RACE.

W/HEN WE TALK ABOUT RACE, ANTHROPOLOGISTS UNDERSTAND IT AS A SOCIAL CONSTRUCT, NOT A BIOLOGICAL REALITY.
THIS IS A CRUCIAL STARTING POINT. THEY ANALYZE HOW THE CONCEPT OF RACE HAS BEEN HISTORICALLY FORMED,
PERPETUATED, AND CONTESTED, AND HOW THESE UNDERSTANDINGS THEN GET ENCODED, AMPLIFIED, OR EVEN SUBVERTED
THROUGH TECHNOLOGICAL SYSTEMS. THINK ABOUT IT: EVERY PIECE OF TECHNOLOGY, FROM FACIAL RECOGNITION SOFTWARE TO
SOCIAL MEDIA ALGORITHMS, IS BUILT BY HUMANS, AND HUMANS BRING THEIR OWN BIASES AND CULTURAL ASSUMPTIONS TO THE
DESIGN PROCESS. ANTHROPOLOGY HELPS US TO UNPACK THESE OFTEN-INVISIBLE INFLUENCES.

ExAMINING THE DIGITAL DivVIDE THROUGH AN ANTHROPOLOGICAL FRAMEWORK

ONE OF THE MOST PRESSING ISSUES AT THE INTERSECTION OF CULTURAL ANTHROPOLOGY, RACE, AND TECHNOLOGY IS THE
DIGITAL DIVIDE. THIS ISN/TJUST ABOUT WHO HAS ACCESS TO THE INTERNET, IT'S ABOUT THE QUALITY OF THAT ACCESS, THE
SKILLS TO UTILIZE IT EFFECTIVELY, AND THE ABILITY TO BENEFIT FROM ITS OPPORTUNITIES. ANTHROPOLOGISTS INVESTIGATE
HOW PRE-EXISTING RACIAL AND SOCIOECONOMIC INEQUALITIES ARE OFTEN REPLICATED AND EXACERBATED IN THE DIGITAL
SPHERE. FOR INSTANCE, COMMUNITIES HISTORICALLY MARGINALIZED DUE TO RACE MIGHT HAVE LESS RELIABLE INTERNET
INFRASTRUCTURE, FEWER AFFORDABLE DEVICES, OR LIMITED DIGITAL LITERACY PROGRAMS. THESE DISPARITIES DON,TJUST LIMIT
ACCESS TO INFORMATION; THEY CAN RESTRICT ACCESS TO EDUCATION, EMPLOYMENT, HEALTHCARE, AND CIVIC PARTICIPATION,
CREATING A CYCLE OF DISADVANTAGE THAT IS INCREASINGLY MEDIATED BY TECHNOLOGY.

(UNDERSTANDING THE NUANCES OF THE DIGITAL DIVIDE REQUIRES GOING BEYOND STATISTICS. |T INVOLVES IMMERSING ONESELF IN
THE DAILY LIVES OF PEOPLE IN DIFFERENT COMMUNITIES. AN ANTHROPOLOGIST MIGHT SPEND TIME IN A RURAL VILLAGE TO



UNDERSTAND THE PRACTICAL CHALLENGES OF INTERNET ACCESS, OR IN AN URBAN NEIGHBORHOOD TO OBSERVE HOW LIMITED
BANDWIDTH AFFECTS CHILDREN'S HOMEWORK. THIS DEEP ENGAGEMENT REVEALS HOW RACE INTERSECTS WITH GEOGRAPHY,
ECONOMICS, AND EDUCATION TO CREATE COMPLEX BARRIERS TO DIGITAL INCLUSION. THE GOAL IS TO UNDERSTAND THE LIVED
REALITIES OF THOSE ON THE WRONG SIDE OF THE DIVIDE, AND TO INFORM INTERVENTIONS THAT ARE CULTURALLY SENSITIVE AND
GENUINELY ADDRESS THE ROOT CAUSES.

THe SociAL ConsTRUCTION oF RACE IN ONLINE SPACES

THE INTERNET AND VARIOUS DIGITAL PLATFORMS HAVE BECOME POWERFUL ARENAS FOR THE CONSTRUCTION AND PERFORMANCE
OF IDENTITY, INCLUDING RACIAL IDENTITY. CULTURAL ANTHROPOLOGISTS STUDY HOW PEOPLE NAVIGATE, REPRESENT, AND
NEGOTIATE THEIR RACIAL SELVES IN ONLINE ENVIRONMENTS. THIS CAN INVOLVE EXAMINING HOW RACIAL STEREOTYPES ARE
PERPETUATED THROUGH MEMES AND ONLINE DISCOURSE, OR HOW INDIVIDUALS USE DIGITAL TOOLS TO FORGE COMMUNITIES AND
EXPRESS SOLIDARITY BASED ON SHARED RACIAL EXPERIENCES. THE ANONYMITY OR PERCEIVED DISTANCE OF ONLINE INTERACTIONS
CAN SOMETIMES EMBOLDEN PREJUDICED BEHAVIOR, LEADING TO INCREASED ONLINE HATE SPEECH TARGETING SPECIFIC RACIAL
GROUPS. CONVERSELY, THESE SAME PLATFORMS CAN BE USED TO ORGANIZE MOVEMENTS, SHARE COUNTER-NARRATIVES, AND
BUILD COLLECTIVE POWER, CHALLENGING DOMINANT RACIAL IDEOLOGIES.

CONSIDER THE WAYS IN WHICH HASHTAGS AND ONLINE COMMUNITIES EMERGE TO DISCUSS ISSUES OF RACIAL INJUSTICE.
ANTHROPOLOGISTS WOULD ANALYZE THE LANGUAGE USED, THE SYMBOLS ADOPTED, AND THE NET\WORKS FORMED TO
UNDERSTAND HOW THESE DIGITAL SPACES CONTRIBUTE TO SOCIAL AND POLITICAL CHANGE. THEY WOULD ALSO LOOK AT THE
ALGORITHMS THAT SHAPE WHAT CONTENT USERS SEE, AS THESE CAN INADVERTENTLY CREATE ECHO CHAMBERS THAT REINFORCE
EXISTING BIASES OR EXPOSE USERS TO A NARROW, AND POTENTIALLY DISTORTED, VIEW OF RACIAL REALITIES. THE VERY
STRUCTURE OF THESE PLATFORMS, AND THE DATA THEY COLLECT, CAN REFLECT AND AMPLIFY SOCIETAL RACIAL DYNAMICS IN
PROFOUND WAYS.

TeECHNOLOGY AS A TooL FOR REINFORCING RACIAL HIERARCHIES

IT's A HARSH REALITY, BUT TECHNOLOGY, DESPITE ITS POTENTIAL FOR PROGRESS, CAN AND OFTEN DOES SERVE TO REINFORCE
EXISTING RACIAL HIERARCHIES. THIS ISN'T USUALLY BECAUSE OF A DELIBERATE MALICIOUS INTENT IN EVERY INSTANCE, BUT
RATHER DUE TO THE EMBEDDED BIASES IN THE DATA USED TO TRAIN A|/ THE ASSUMPTIONS OF DESIGNERS, AND THE UNEQUAL
DISTRIBUTION OF POWER IN TECHNOLOGICAL DEVELOPMENT AND DEPLOYMENT. CULTURAL ANTHROPOLOGISTS ARE AT THE
FOREFRONT OF IDENTIFYING AND CRITIQUING THESE MECHANISMS, HIGHLIGHTING HOW SEEMINGLY NEUTRAL TECHNOLOGIES CAN
PRODUCE RACIALLY DISCRIMINATORY OUTCOMES.

THE DEVELOPMENT OF ARTIFICIAL INTELLIGENCE (AD AND MACHINE LEARNING, FOR INSTANCE, HAS OPENED UP A PANDORA'S Box
OF CONCERNS REGARDING RACIAL BIAS. WHEN Al SYSTEMS ARE TRAINED ON DATASETS THAT DISPROPORTIONATELY REFLECT
THE EXPERIENCES AND DEMOGRAPHICS OF DOMINANT GROUPS, THEY ARE MORE LIKELY TO PERFORM POORLY OR UNFAIRLY FOR
MINORITY GROUPS. THIS CAN HAVE SIGNIFICANT REAL-WORLD CONSEQUENCES, AFFECTING EVERYTHING FROM LOAN
APPLICATIONS AND HIRING DECISIONS TO CRIMINAL JUSTICE SENTENCING AND MEDICAL DIAGNOSES.

ALGORITHMIC BIAS AND ITS RACIAL IMPLICATIONS

ALGORITHMIC BIAS REFERS TO SYSTEMATIC AND REPEATABLE ERRORS IN A COMPUTER SYSTEM THAT CREATE UNFAIR OUTCOMES,
SUCH AS PRIVILEGING ONE ARBITRARY GROUP OF USERS OVER OTHERS. IN THE CONTEXT OF RACE, THIS OFTEN MANIFESTS IN
WAYS THAT DISADVANTAGE BLACK, |NDIGENOUS, AND OTHER PEOPLE OF COLOR. FOR EXAMPLE, FACIAL RECOGNITION
TECHNOLOGY HAS BEEN NOTORIOUSLY LESS ACCURATE FOR INDIVIDUALS WITH DARKER SKIN TONES, LEADING TO HIGHER RATES
OF MISIDENTIFICATION AND POTENTIALLY FALSE ACCUSATIONS. THIS IS A DIRECT CONSEQUENCE OF TRAINING DATASETS THAT
ARE PREDOMINANTLY COMPOSED OF LIGHTER-SKINNED INDIVIDUALS. SUCH BIASES AREN'T ACCIDENTAL, THEY ARE OFTEN BAKED
INTO THE TECHNOLOGY THROUGH THE DATA IT CONSUMES, WHICH ITSELF REFLECTS HISTORICAL AND SOCIETAL BIASES.



THis ISNITJUST A THEORETICAL CONCERN. REAL PEOPLE FACE REAL CONSEQUENCES WHEN ALGORITHMS DISCRIMINATE. IMAGINE
BEING WRONGLY FLAGGED BY A SECURITY SYSTEM BECAUSE THE FACIAL RECOGNITION SOFTWARE FAILED TO ACCURATELY
IDENTIFY YOU DUE TO YOUR RACE. OR CONSIDER ALGORITHMS USED IN RECRUITMENT THAT MIGHT INADVERTENTLY FILTER OUT
QUALIFIED CANDIDATES FROM UNDERREPRESENTED RACIAL BACKGROUNDS BECAUSE THEIR RESUMES DON'T MATCH THE PATTERNS
LEARNED FROM HISTORICALLY DOMINANT APPLICANT POOLS. ANTHROPOLOGISTS STUDY THESE IMPACTS BY INTERVIEWING
AFFECTED INDIVIDUALS, ANALYZING CASE STUDIES, AND DOCUMENTING THE SYSTEMIC NATURE OF THESE TECHNOLOGICAL
FAILURES. THEY ALSO EXPLORE HOW THESE BIASES ARE PRODUCED, MAINTAINED, AND SOMETIMES CHALLENGED WITHIN THE TECH
INDUSTRY ITSELF.

SURVEILLANCE TECHNOLOGIES AND RACIAL PROFILING

THE PROLIFERATION OF SURVEILLANCE TECHNOLOGIES, FROM CCTV CAMERAS TO PREDICTIVE POLICING SOFT\WARE, PRESENTS
ANOTHER CRITICAL AREA WHERE RACE AND TECHNOLOGY INTERSECT PROBLEMATICALLY. THESE TECHNOLOGIES, OFTEN DEPLOYED
IN PUBLIC SPACES, CAN INADVERTENTLY OR INTENTIONALLY LEAD TO INCREASED SCRUTINY AND PROFILING OF RACIAL MINORITIES.
L AW ENFORCEMENT AGENCIES, FOR EXAMPLE, MAY USE DATA ANALYTICS TO IDENTIFY “HoTspoTs” For CRIME, BUT IF THIS
DATA IS BASED ON HISTORICAL ARREST RECORDS THAT ARE THEMSELVES INFLUENCED BY RACIAL BIAS, THE TECHNOLOGY CAN
PERPETUATE A CYCLE OF OVER-POLICING IN MINORITY COMMUNITIES. THIS CREATES A CHILLING EFFECT, WHERE INDIVIDUALS FEEL
CONSTANTLY WATCHED AND SUSPECTED BASED ON THEIR RACE, REGARDLESS OF THEIR ACTIONS.

CULTURAL ANTHROPOLOGISTS EXAMINE HOW THESE SURVEILLANCE SYSTEMS ARE EXPERIENCED BY DIFFERENT RACIAL GROUPS.
THEY MIGHT CONDUCT ETHNOGRAPHIC RESEARCH WITHIN COMMUNITIES THAT ARE HEAVILY SURVEILLED TO UNDERSTAND THE
LIVED IMPACT ON DAILY LIFE, TRUST IN AUTHORITY, AND SENSE OF FREEDOM. THE QUESTION ISN,TJUST WHETHER A
TECHNOLOGY CAN BE USED FOR SURVEILLANCE, BUT HOW IT IS USED, BY WHOM, AND WITH WHAT DIFFERENTIAL IMPACT ON
VARIOUS RACIAL GROUPS. THIS INCLUDES INVESTIGATING THE JUSTIFICATIONS PROVIDED FOR DEPLOYING THESE TECHNOLOGIES
AND THE WAYS IN WHICH THEY CAN CONTRIBUTE TO THE CRIMINALIZATION OF CERTAIN RACIAL IDENTITIES.

CHALLENGING RACIAL DiscoUrses THROUGH TECHNOLOGICAL INNOVATION

W/HILE TECHNOLOGY CAN REINFORCE RACIAL INEQUALITIES, IT ALSO HOLDS IMMENSE POTENTIAL AS A TOOL FOR CHALLENGING
RACIAL DISCOURSES AND PROMOTING SOCIAL JUSTICE. CULTURAL ANTHROPOLOGISTS ARE KEEN TO DOCUMENT AND ANALYZE
THESE COUNTER-MOVEMENTS AND INNOVATIVE USES OF TECHNOLOGY THAT EMPOWER MARGINALIZED COMMUNITIES AND
PROMOTE GREATER UNDERSTANDING. THE DIGITAL REALM OFFERS NEW AVENUES FOR COMMUNICATION, ORGANIZATION, AND
ADVOCACY, ENABLING COLLECTIVE ACTION AND THE AMPLIFICATION OF VOICES THAT HAVE HISTORICALLY BEEN SILENCED.

FROM SOCIAL MEDIA CAMPAIGNS TO DIGITAL ARCHIVING PROJECTS, TECHNOLOGY IS BEING HARNESSED TO REFRAME NARRATIVES,
EXPOSE INJUSTICES, AND BUILD SOLIDARITY ACROSS RACIAL AND ETHNIC LINES. THESE EFFORTS ARE NOT ALWAYS SMOOTH OR
WITHOUT THEIR OWN COMPLEXITIES, BUT THEY REPRESENT A SIGNIFICANT EVOLUTION IN HOW SOCIAL CHANGE IS ENACTED IN
THE 2 1ST CENTURY. THE ANTHROPOLOGICAL PERSPECTIVE IS CRUCIAL HERE FOR UNDERSTANDING THE CULTURAL NUANCES OF
THESE DIGITAL MOVEMENTS AND THEIR IMPACT ON BOTH ONLINE AND OFFLINE REALITIES.

DIGITAL ACTIVISM AND THE AMPLIFICATION OF MARGINALIZED VOICES

SOCIAL MEDIA PLATFORMS, ONCE SEEN PRIMARILY AS TOOLS FOR PERSONAL CONNECTION, HAVE BECOME POWERFUL ENGINES FOR
DIGITAL ACTIVISM. MOVEMENTS LIKE BLACKLIVESMATTER HAVE DEMONSTRATED THE CAPACITY OF THESE PLATFORMS TO
MOBILIZE PEOPLE, RAISE AW ARENESS ABOUT RACIAL INJUSTICE, AND PRESSURE INSTITUTIONS FOR CHANGE. CULTURAL
ANTHROPOLOGISTS STUDY HOW THESE ONLINE MOVEMENTS ARE ORGANIZED, THE STRATEGIES THEY EMPLOY, AND THE
NARRATIVES THEY CONSTRUCT TO CHALLENGE DOMINANT RACIAL IDEOLOGIES. THEY EXAMINE HOW INDIVIDUALS USE THEIR
PERSONAL ONLINE PRESENCE TO SHARE EXPERIENCES, EDUCATE OTHERS, AND BUILD COLLECTIVE IDENTITY AND AGENCY.

THIS FORM OF ACTIVISM OFTEN INVOLVES THE STRATEGIC USE OF HASHTAGS, VIRAL CONTENT, AND LIVE-STREAMING TO



DOCUMENT EVENTS AND DISSEMINATE INFORMATION IN REAL-TIME. |T ALLOWS FOR RAPID RESPONSE TO INCIDENTS OF RACIAL
DISCRIMINATION AND PROVIDES A PLATFORM FOR MARGINALIZED COMMUNITIES TO SPEAK DIRECTLY TO A GLOBAL AUDIENCE,
BYPASSING TRADITIONAL MEDIA GATEKEEPERS. THE EFFECTIVENESS OF THESE DIGITAL STRATEGIES IS CLOSELY TIED TO THEIR
CULTURAL RESONANCE AND THEIR ABILITY TO TAP INTO EXISTING SOCIAL NET\WORKS AND SHARED GRIEV ANCES.
ANTHROPOLOGISTS ANALYZE THE SYMBOLS, LANGUAGE, AND ORGANIZATIONAL STRUCTURES THAT MAKE THESE MOVEMENTS
SUCCESSFUL, AS WELL AS THE CHALLENGES THEY FACE, SUCH AS ONLINE HARASSMENT AND THE SPREAD OF MISINFORMATION.

CRreATING INcLUSIVE DiGITAL ARCHIVES AND COUNTER-NARRATIVES

TECHNOLOGY ALSO PLAYS A VITAL ROLE IN PRESERVING AND DISSEMINATING THE HISTORIES AND CULTURAL CONTRIBUTIONS OF
RACIALIZED GROUPS, OFTEN CHALLENGING DOMINANT HISTORICAL NARRATIVES THAT HAVE MARGINALIZED OR ERASED THEM.
DIGITAL ARCHIVES, ORAL HISTORY PROJECTS CONDUCTED WITH DIGITAL RECORDING EQUIPMENT, AND ONLINE MUSEUMS ARE ALL
EXAMPLES OF HOW TECHNOLOGY CAN BE USED TO CREATE MORE INCLUSIVE AND ACCURATE REPRESENTATIONS OF THE PAST AND
PRESENT. ANTHROPOLOGISTS OFTEN COLLABORATE WITH COMMUNITIES TO DEVELOP THESE DIGITAL RESOURCES, ENSURING
THAT THEY ARE CULTURALLY APPROPRIATE AND EMPOWERING FOR THE PEOPLE WHOSE HISTORIES THEY REPRESENT.

For INSTANCE, EFFORTS TO DIGITIZE AND MAKE ACCESSIBLE THE RECORDS OF BLACk CHURCHES, INDIGENOUS CULTURAL
PRACTICES, OR THE EXPERIENCES OF IMMIGRANT COMMUNITIES ARE CRUCIAL FOR COMBATING HISTORICAL AMNESIA AND PROVIDING
FUTURE GENERATIONS WITH A MORE COMPLETE UNDERSTANDING OF THEIR HERITAGE. T HESE DIGITAL PROJECTS NOT ONLY SERVE
AS REPOSITORIES OF KNOWLEDGE BUT ALSO AS PLATFORMS FOR DIALOGUE AND COMMUNITY BUILDING. THEY ALLOW FOR THE
CO~CREATION OF HISTORICAL NARRATIVES, GIVING AGENCY TO COMMUNITIES IN HOW THEIR STORIES ARE TOLD AND PRESERVED.
THE ACCESSIBILITY AFFORDED BY DIGITAL FORMATS MEANS THAT THESE HISTORIES CAN REACH A WIDER AUDIENCE, FOSTERING
GREATER EMPATHY AND CHALLENGING PERSISTENT STEREOTYPES.

CULTURAL ADAPTATIONS AND RESISTANCES TO NEW TECHNOLOGIES

THE ADOPTION AND INTEGRATION OF NEW TECHNOLOGIES ARE NEVER UNIFORM ACROSS ALL CULTURES OR RACIAL GROUPS.
CULTURAL ANTHROPOLOGISTS ARE DEEPLY INTERESTED IN HOW DIFFERENT SOCIETIES AND COMMUNITIES INTERPRET, ADAPT, AND
SOMETIMES RESIST TECHNOLOGICAL INNOVATIONS. THIS PROCESS IS HEAVILY INFLUENCED BY EXISTING CULTURAL VALUES,
SOCIAL STRUCTURES, HISTORICAL EXPERIENCES, AND PERCEPTIONS OF RACE. W/HAT ONE GROUP EMBRACES AS A TOOL FOR
PROGRESS MIGHT BE VIEWED WITH SUSPICION OR OUTRIGHT REJECTION BY ANOTHER, BASED ON A COMPLEX INTERPLAY OF
FACTORS.

UNDERSTANDING THESE ADAPTATIONS AND RESISTANCES IS KEY TO GRASPING THE TRUE SOCIAL IMPACT OF TECHNOLOGY. IT
MOVES BEYOND A SIMPLISTIC VIEW OF TECHNOLOGICAL DETERMINISM — THE IDEA THAT TECHNOLOGY DICTATES SOCIAL CHANGE
— TO A MORE NUANCED UNDERSTANDING OF HOW CULTURE AND TECHNOLOGY CO-EVOLVE. THIS IS WHERE ANTHROPOLOGICAL
FIELDWORK, WITH ITS EMPHASIS ON PARTICIPANT OBSERVATION AND IN-DEPTH INTERVIEWS, BECOMES INVALUABLE.

THe RoLE oF CULTURE IN SHAPING TECHNOLOGY ADOPTION

CULTURE PROFOUNDLY INFLUENCES HOW TECHNOLOGIES ARE UNDERSTOOD AND USED. FOR EXAMPLE, THE WAY MOBILE PHONES
ARE USED IN DIFFERENT PARTS OF THE WORLD CAN VARY DRAMATICALLY. IN SOME CULTURES, THEY MIGHT BE PRIMARILY FOR
COMMUNICATION, WHILE IN OTHERS, THEY BECOME CENTRAL TO SOCIAL NETWORKING, FINANCIAL TRANSACTIONS, OR EVEN
RELIGIOUS PRACTICE. ANTHROPOLOGISTS EXPLORE THESE VARIATIONS, OBSERVING HOW SPECIFIC CULTURAL NORMS AND
VALUES SHAPE THE DESIGN, MARKETING, AND UPTAKE OF TECHNOLOGIES. \W/HEN CONSIDERING RACE, THIS MEANS UNDERSTANDING
HOW HISTORICAL RELATIONSHIPS BETWEEN DIFFERENT RACIAL GROUPS AND DOMINANT TECHNOLOGICAL POWERS MIGHT
INFLUENCE TRUST AND ADOPTION PATTERNS.

For INSTANCE, A COMMUNITY THAT HAS EXPERIENCED EXPLOITATION OR MARGINALIZATION MIGHT BE MORE HESITANT TO ADOPT
TECHNOLOGIES DEVELOPED BY THE DOMINANT CULTURE, FEARING FURTHER CONTROL OR DISEMPOWERMENT. CONVERSELY,



TECHNOLOGIES DEVELOPED WITHIN A COMMUNITY , OR THOSE THAT ARE PERCEIVED AS ENHANCING CULTURAL PRESERVATION,
MIGHT BE EMBRACED WITH ENTHUSIASM. ANTHROPOLOGISTS DOCUMENT THESE ADOPTION TRAJECTORIES, LOOKING AT THE
SOCIAL NETWORKS, POWER DYNAMICS, AND CULTURAL MEANINGS THAT DRIVE OR INHIBIT THE INTEGRATION OF NEW TOOLS.

ResISTANCE TO TECHNOLOGY AS A FORM oF CULTURAL PRESERVATION

RESISTANCE TO TECHNOLOGY IS NOT ALWAYS ABOUT BEING “BACKWARD" OR “UNWILLING TO CHANGE.” OFTEN, IT'S A
STRATEGIC AND THOUGHTFUL ACT OF CULTURAL PRESERVATION. SOME COMMUNITIES MAY RESIST CERTAIN TECHNOLOGIES
BECAUSE THEY PERCEIVE THEM AS A THREAT TO THEIR TRADITIONAL WAYS OF LIFE, THEIR SOCIAL COHESION, OR THEIR UNIQUE
CULTURAL IDENTITIES, WHICH MAY BE INTRINSICALLY LINKED TO THEIR RACIAL OR ETHNIC HERITAGE. THIS RESISTANCE CAN
MANIFEST IN VARIOUS WAYS, FROM OUTRIGHT REJECTION TO SELECTIVE ADOPTION OR ADAPTATION OF TECHNOLOGIES TO FIT
EXISTING CULTURAL FRAMEWORKS.

For EXAMPLE, INDIGENOUS COMMUNITIES MIGHT RESIST CERTAIN FORMS OF DIGITAL MAPPING OR RESOURCE EXTRACTION
TECHNOLOGIES IF THEY BELIEVE THESE TOOLS WILL BE USED TO FURTHER ENCROACH UPON THEIR ANCESTRAL LANDS AND
VIOLATE THEIR SOVEREIGNTY. SIMILARLY, SOME GROUPS MAY ACTIVELY CHOOSE TO LIMIT THEIR ENGAGEMENT WITH SOCIAL
MEDIA TO PROTECT THEIR PRIVACY AND MAINTAIN THE INTEGRITY OF THEIR INTERPERSONAL RELATIONSHIPS, WHICH MAY BE
STRUCTURED DIFFERENTLY THAN THOSE IN THE DOMINANT CULTURE. ANTHROPOLOGISTS STUDY THESE ACTS OF RESISTANCE
NOT AS PASSIVE OPPOSITION, BUT AS ACTIVE STRATEGIES FOR MAINTAINING CULTURAL AUTONOMY AND IDENTITY IN THE FACE
OF POWERFUL EXTERNAL FORCES, INCLUDING THOSE DRIVEN BY TECHNOLOGICALLY ADVANCED SOCIETIES THAT MAY HAVE
HISTORICALLY OPPRESSED THEM.

THE INTERPLAY BETWEEN CULTURAL ANTHROPOLOGY, RACE, AND TECHNOLOGY IS A RICH AND COMPLEX LANDSCAPE,
CONSTANTLY EVOLVING WITH EACH NEW INNOVATION AND SOCIETAL SHIFT. AS WE MOVE FURTHER INTO THE DIGITAL AGE,
UNDERSTANDING THESE INTERSECTIONS BECOMES NOT JUST AN ACADEMIC PURSUIT BUT A CRUCIAL NECESSITY FOR FOSTERING A
MORE EQUITABLE AND INCLUSIVE FUTURE. BY EXAMINING HOW TECHNOLOGY SHAPES OUR PERCEPTIONS OF RACE, HOW RACIAL
BIASES ARE ENCODED INTO OUR DIGITAL SYSTEMS, AND HOW COMMUNITIES CREATIVELY ADAPT AND RESIST TECHNOLOGICAL
CHANGE, WE GAIN DEEPER INSIGHTS INTO THE HUMAN CONDITION ITSELF. THIS ONGOING DIALOGUE IS ESSENTIAL FOR NAVIGATING
THE CHALLENGES AND HARNESSING THE POTENTIAL OF TECHNOLOGY FOR THE BENEFIT OF ALL, ENSURING THAT PROGRESS IS
TRULY INCLUSIVE AND DOES NOT LEAVE ANYONE BEHIND.

FAQ

Q: How DOES CULTURAL ANTHROPOLOGY DEFINE “RACE” IN RELATION TO
TECHNOLOGY?

A: CULTURAL ANTHROPOLOGY VIEWS “RACE” AS A SOCIAL CONSTRUCT, NOT A BIOLOGICAL REALITY. IN RELATION TO
TECHNOLOGY, IT EXAMINES HOW THESE SOCIALLY CONSTRUCTED RACIAL CATEGORIES ARE INFLUENCED BY, PERPETUATED
THROUGH, AND SOMETIMES CHALLENGED BY TECHNOLOGICAL SYSTEMS, FROM ALGORITHMS TO SOCIAL MEDIA.

QI CAN YOU GIVE AN EXAMPLE OF HOW TECHNOLOGY REINFORCES RACIAL HIERARCHIES?

A: A PROMINENT EXAMPLE IS ALGORITHMIC BIAS IN FACIAL RECOGNITION SOFTWARE, WHICH OFTEN EXHIBITS LOWER ACCURACY
FOR INDIVIDUALS WITH DARKER SKIN TONES DUE TO BIASED TRAINING DATA. THIS CAN LEAD TO MISIDENTIFICATION AND
CONTRIBUTE TO UNFAIR SCRUTINY OF MINORITY GROUPS.

QZ How DO DIGITAL ACTIVISM AND SOCIAL MEDIA HELP CHALLENGE RACIAL INJUSTICE?

A: DiGITAL ACTIVISM, EXEMPLIFIED BY MOVEMENTS LIKE BLACKLIVESMATTER, USES SOCIAL MEDIA TO MOBILIZE SUPPORT, RAISE
AW ARENESS ABOUT RACIAL INJUSTICE, SHARE PERSONAL EXPERIENCES, AND EXERT PRESSURE ON INSTITUTIONS FOR CHANGE,



EFFECTIVELY AMPLIFYING MARGINALIZED VOICES.

Q: WHAT IS THE “DIGITAL DIVIDE” FROM AN ANTHROPOLOGICAL PERSPECTIVE, AND
HOW DOES RACE FACTOR INP

A: FROM AN ANTHROPOLOGICAL PERSPECTIVE, THE DIGITAL DIVIDE REFERS TO UNEQUAL ACCESS TO AND EFFECTIVE USE OF
TECHNOLOGY. RACE IS A KEY FACTOR BECAUSE HISTORICAL AND ONGOING RACIAL INEQUALITIES OFTEN TRANSLATE INTO
DISPARITIES IN INTERNET INFRASTRUCTURE, AFFORDABILITY, AND DIGITAL LITERACY, EXACERBATING DISADVANTAGES.

QI How DO CULTURAL DIFFERENCES AFFECT THE ADOPTION OF NEW TECHNOLOGIES?

A: CULTURAL DIFFERENCES SIGNIFICANTLY SHAPE TECHNOLOGY ADOPTION. EXISTING VALUES, SOCIAL STRUCTURES, HISTORICAL
EXPERIENCES, AND PERCEPTIONS OF RACE INFLUENCE HOW TECHNOLOGIES ARE INTERPRETED, INTEGRATED, AND WHETHER THEY ARE
EMBRACED OR RESISTED, OFTEN LEADING TO VARIED USES AND MEANINGS ACROSS DIFFERENT GROUPS.

QI IN WHAT WAYS CAN TECHNOLOGY BE USED TO PRESERVE THE HISTORIES OF
MARGINALIZED RACIAL GROUPS?

A: TECHNOLOGY AIDS PRESERVATION THROUGH DIGITAL ARCHIVES, ONLINE ORAL HISTORY PROJECTS, AND VIRTUAL MUSEUMS.
THESE TOOLS HELP TO COLLECT, DIGITIZE, AND DISSEMINATE THE HISTORIES, CULTURAL CONTRIBUTIONS, AND COUNTER™
NARRATIVES OF GROUPS HISTORICALLY EXCLUDED FROM MAINSTREAM HISTORICAL ACCOUNTS.

Q: WHAT DOES IT MEAN FOR A COMMUNITY TO “RESIST” TECHNOLOGY FROM A
CULTURAL ANTHROPOLOGICAL STANDPOINT?

A: RESISTANCE TO TECHNOLOGY, IN THIS CONTEXT, IS OFTEN A STRATEGIC ACT OF CULTURAL PRESERVATION. |T CAN INVOLVE
REJECTING TECHNOLOGIES PERCEIVED AS A THREAT TO TRADITIONAL WAYS OF LIFE, SOCIAL COHESION, OR CULTURAL IDENTITY,
THEREBY ASSERTING AUTONOMY AND MAINTAINING CULTURAL INTEGRITY.

QZ How DO ANTHROPOLOGISTS STUDY THE IMPACT OF SURVEILLANCE TECHNOLOGIES
ON DIFFERENT RACIAL GROUPS?

A: ANTHROPOLOGISTS CONDUCT ETHNOGRAPHIC RESEARCH, PARTICIPANT OBSERVATION, AND IN"DEPTH INTERVIEWS WITHIN
COMMUNITIES AFFECTED BY SURVEILLANCE. THEY ANALYZE LIVED EXPERIENCES, DOCUMENT DIFFERENTIAL IMPACTS, AND
INVESTIGATE HOW THESE TECHNOLOGIES CAN CONTRIBUTE TO RACIAL PROFILING AND SYSTEMIC DISCRIMINATION.
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