After immigration, intergeneration discrimination in the immigrant communities and their conflict with the native people, have been occurred. Why and how are they happening? These are the old questions, but the new ones, the aim of this proposal is finding the deep roots of conflict and discrimination in their better past life and present absence of it. So, trying to recreate of their identities is based on the past solidarity and empathic care that they already have lost them. Then, their weakened solidarity, weakened intimacy and weakened cooperation while they engage with the individualism, selfishness and reactionary ethnocentrism of the host country, can lead to violence, conflict, aggression, alienation or even amnesia.

So, as a research question, with recalling  of their memories or recreating of caring for each other and  their past solidarity , is solving of their everyday problems possible or no?  

Therefore from the theoretical viewpoint of everyday life, for ethnographically recalling of them, shock -after formulating of the ‘Erlebnis’ or ephemeral shock by the Benjamin (1939)- is helpful. It may occur when someone suddenly realizes a decline of socio-cultural values, for instance when a person is suddenly confronted with recurring problems such as divorce, oppression, fraud, or aggression. So, Shock may remind more protective situations of the immigrants in the past when tradition provided them with economic and affectionate protection of their family members and others.

 Ensuing reactions may be framed in three different categories: indifference and denial of the better past life, avoidance of talking, showing regret and proposing measures to counteract discrimination and ​Joking and ridicule of the past and present situations (three linguistic terms of Bakhtin (1922-24)). To these types of reactions, which Habermas (1976) called systematically distorted communications, I formulate three opposites or antitheses: Attentiveness, Wanting the others to behave responsibly and seriousness or trying to understand the other. 

These theoretical reactions are hypothesized that motivate the immigrants to rethink and recreate their memories after the shock. So, firstly with consider to qualitative design of research, these reactions empirically will be observed through my challengeable intervention during the open-ended dialogues of discussion groups or deep interviews of the case studies. 

As a second design of research, flexibly, discourse analysis of the interviews in the existing cross-national panel surveys can identify the clues of reactionary hypotheses by dialogical challengeable characters of the interview and measure the probable important roles of them for resolving of their everyday problems.

Thirdly, practically I insist on the recreating and experiencing of these reactionary hypotheses by making the challengeable dialogues in the existing public spaces of immigrant communities such as small-scale home businesses, social care networks between residents of immigrant colonies and exchange-based cultural networks between the native and immigrant based on the concept of cultural diversity. So, creation and effects of these reactions can evaluate the real roles of them for reducing of the conflict and discrimination between the immigrants.  

Scientific relevance: using and comparing of the relationship-based models and structural forms of social networks such as social exchange networks, leader-oriented groups and the like, and their combinations with the dialogue and everyday life concepts can be compared with each other and may determine that one of them better strengthen and motivate the effort of immigrants for recreating of their better past life.
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