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Ch a p t e r  1

N a t io n a l i s t ic  a t t itu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m :  

in t r o d u c in g  th e  r e s e a r c h  p r o b le m

1 .1  I n t r o d u c t io n

A t th e  b eg in n in g  o f  th e  tw en ty -firs t cen tury , th e  w o rld  w itn essed  a s tartlin g  n u m b e r o f  e thn ic  

co n flic ts  and  o th e r in s tan ces  o f  e th n ic  an tagon ism . A m o n g  th e  m o st d read fu l ex am p les  w ere  th e  

e th n ic  c lean sin g  th a t o ccu rred  fo llo w in g  th e  co llap se  o f  th e  fo rm er Y u g o slav ia  R ep u b lic  and 

d u rin g  th e  len g th y  v io le n t e th n ic  stru g g les  in  B u ru n d i and  R w an d a  (L em arch an d , 1996). In  

add ition , th e  Is rae li-P a lestin ian  co n flic t (R ouhana, 1997), th e  rep re ss io n  ag a in s t th e  K u rd s  in  

T urkey  and  Iraq, th e  rio ts  in  Indonesia , as w ell as n u m ero u s  o th e r co n flic ts  b e tw een  ethn ic  

g ro u p s (see  G urr, 2 0 0 0 ) are  all in d ica tio n s  o f  th e  p e rs is ten t s ig n ifican ce  o f  e th n ic  g roup  

id en tifica tio n s  and  e th n ic  b o u n d a rie s  in  th e  m o d ern  w orld .

L ess ex trem e e th n ic  v io len ce  o ccu rred  in  W este rn  E u ro p e , w h ere  e th n ic  m ig ran ts , asy lum  

seekers  cen tres, and  m o sq u es  h av e  o ccas io n ally  b een  th e  ta rg e ts  o f  in tim id a tio n s  and  v io len t 

assau lts. E x trem e  rig h t-w in g  p o litica l p artie s  th a t o p p o se  e th n ic  im m ig ra tio n  g a in ed  co n sid erab le  

e lec to ra l su ccesses  in  v a rio u s  E u ro p ean  coun tries, such  as B elg iu m , G erm any , A ustria , F rance , 

b u t a lso  in  A ustra lia . In  ad d itio n  to  th is  e lec to ra l support, n eg a tiv e  s tances to w ard  e thn ic  

im m ig ran ts  an d  e th n ic  m in o ritie s  w ere  even  m o re  w id esp read  am o n g  th e  genera l pub lic . F o r 

in stan ce , in  1997, th e  E u ro p ean  Y e a r A g a in st R ac ism , 4 0 %  o f  th e  E u ro p ean  p u b lic  co n sid ered  

th a t th e re  w ere  “to o  m an y ” p eo p le  from  m in o rity  g ro u p s liv in g  in  th e ir  co u n try  (E u ro b aro m eter 

O p in io n  P o ll no  47 .1). A cro ss  th e  A tlan tic  too , race  rem ain s  a p e rv asiv e  p rob lem . In  1956, 

H y m an  and  Sheatsley  (1956) p red ic ted  th a t th e  d em o g rap h ic  p ro cess  o f  g en era tio n a l rep lacem en t 

and  th e  p ro cess  o f  ed u ca tio n a l ex p an sio n  w o u ld  h av e  o n g o in g  lib e ra lis in g  effects, and  th u s 

w o u ld  re su lt in  an  o n g o in g  g ro w th  o f  e th n ic  to le ran ce . H o w ev er, lo n g itu d in a l re sea rch  am ong  

th e  U .S . p u b lic  in d ica ted  th a t a lth o u g h  su p p o rt fo r p rin c ip le s  o f  rac ia l eq u ality  has s trong ly  risen , 

su p p o rt fo r  th e  im p lem en ta tio n  o f  such  p rin c ip le s  rem ain s m u ch  lo w er (S chum an , S teeh, B obo , 

&  K rysan , 1997). H en ce , con tra ry  to  fu n c tio n a lis t theory , in  w h ich  e th n ic  b o n d s  are  co n sid e red  

an an ach ro n ism  in  a m o d ern ised  w o rld , it appears  th a t th e  s ig n ifican ce  o f  e th n ic  id en titie s  and 

b o u n d a rie s  has n o t v a n ish e d .1
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F u rth erm o re , m ass iv e  in te rn a tio n a l m ig ra tio n , as one  o f  th e  face ts  o f  th e  o n g o in g  g lo b a lisa tio n  

p rocess , has re su lted  in  m an y  so cie ties  b eco m in g  m o re  m u lti-cu ltu ra l and  m u lti-e th n ic  th an  ever 

b e fo re  in  h is to ry .2 D u e  to  th is  d em o g rap h ic  tran sfo rm a tio n  p rocess, th e  issu e  o f  e th n ic  re la tio n s  

in  general, and  an tag o n istic  reac tio n s  o f  th e  e thn ic  m ajo rity  p o p u la tio n  to w ard  e thn ic  n ew co m ers  

in  particu la r, has g a in ed  in c reas in g  re lev an ce  and  acq u ired  a tru ly  g lobal scale.

In  th is  study, I focus on  th e  a ttitu d es o f  in d iv id u a ls  fro m  th e  e th n ic  m ajo rity  p o p u la tio n  

to w ard  -  on  th e  one  h an d  -  th e ir  ow n  e th n ic  g roup  and  -  on  th e  o th e r h an d  -  e th n ic  im m igran ts. 

B y  s tudy ing  th e  a ttitu d es to w ard  e thn ic  in -g ro u p  and  e th n ic  o u t-g roups, th is  study  ad d resses  th e  

issu e  o f  latent co n flic ts  b e tw een  e th n ic  groups.

R esearch  on  e th n ic  a ttitu d es and  in te r-e th n ic  re la tio n s  has a lo n g -s tan d in g  trad itio n  in  

socia l sciences. T o  a la rg e  ex ten t, p rev io u s  re search  fo cu sed  ex clu s iv e ly  on  a ttitu d es and 

b e h av io u r d irec ted  to w ard  e th n ic  o u t-g roups, such  as u n fav o u rab le  stereo types and  attitudes 

to w ard  e th n ic  m in o ritie s  (F ireb au g h  &  D av is, 1988; P ed e rsen  &  W alk er, 1997), an ti-S em itism  

(K onig , 1997; M artire  &  C lark , 1982), p re fe rred  socia l d is tan ce  (B ogardus, 1968; S m ith  & 

D em psey , 1983), p u b lic  o p p o sitio n  to w ard s  a ffirm ativ e  ac tio n  p o lic ie s  (B obo , 1983; C o en d ers  & 

S cheepers, 1998), den ial o f  civ il rig h ts  (S ch eep ers , G ijsberts, &  C oenders , to  b e  pub lished ; 

S chum an  e t al., 1997), d isc rim in a tiv e  b e h av io u r (B ovenkerk , 1978), v o tin g  fo r  ex trem e righ t- 

w in g  p artie s  (L u b b ers  &  S cheepers, 2000), and  e thn ic  m o b ilisa tio n  and  co llec tiv e  ac tio n  (O lzak , 

1989; 1992). In  ad d itio n  to  re sea rch  on  a ttitu d es and  b e h av io u r d irec ted  to w ard  e th n ic  o u t 

g roups, o th e r re sea rch ers  fo cu sed  on  fee lin g s o f  p rid e  and  sup erio rity  to w ard  th e  e th n ic  in -g ro u p  

(D ek k er &  M alo v á , 1995; K o ste rm an  &  F esh b ach , 1989; T opf, M oh ler, H eath , &  T rom eter, 

1990). F e w e r s tud ies  h av e  ex am in ed  b o th  th e  a ttitu d es to w ard  th e  e th n ic  in -g ro u p  and  a ttitudes 

to w ard  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s sim u ltaneously . In  th e se  la tte r  s tud ies, it w as  a sce rta in ed  th a t fee lings 

o f  p rid e  and  sup erio rity  to w ard  th e  e th n ic  in -g ro u p  w ere  s trong ly  re la ted  to  n eg a tiv e  a ttitudes 

to w ard  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s (A dorno , F ren k e l-B runsw ik , L ev in so n , &  Sanford , 1969; B illie t, 

E isinga , &  Scheepers, 1996; Scheepers, F e lling , &  P e te rs , 1989). T h is co m p lex  o f  a ttitu d es -  

p o sitiv e  a ttitu d es to w ard  th e  e th n ic  in -g ro u p  acco m p an ied  by  n eg a tiv e  a ttitu d es to w ard  e thn ic  

o u t-g ro u p s  -  is lab e lled  ethnocentrism  (L eV ine  &  C am pbell, 1972; Sum ner, 1959).

H o w ev er, p rev io u s  stud ies m o stly  fo cu sed  on  th e  v a ria tio n  in  in -g ro u p  and  o u t-g roup  

a ttitu d es w ith in  coun tries. L ess re sea rch  has b een  d one  reg a rd in g  th e  v a ria tio n  b e tw een  

coun tries. D u e  to  th e  re la tiv e  la ck  o f  in te rn a tio n a l co m p ara tiv e  em pirica l stud ies, several 

q u estio n s rem ain ed  u n an sw ered , as I w ill o u tline  in  Section  1.3. In  th is  study, I ex ten d  p rev io u s  

re sea rch  b y  ex am in in g  b o th  in -g ro u p  and  o u t-g roup  a ttitu d es in  a co m p ara tiv e  perspec tive , 

an aly sin g  th e  a ttitu d es o f  e th n ic  m ajo rity  p o p u la tio n s  in  22  d iffe ren t coun tries. In  each  o f  th ese  

coun tries, th e  sam e survey  q u estio n s w e re  ap p lied  to  m easu re  in -g ro u p  and  o u t-g roup  a ttitudes, 

en ab lin g  c ro ss-n a tio n a l com p ariso n s. F u rth erm o re , th e  co u n tries  co v ered  by  th is  study vary  

co n sid erab ly  acco rd in g  to  so c io -eco n o m ic , h is to rica l, cu ltu ra l, and  p o litica l co n d itio n s th a t 

p resu m ab ly  a ffec t th e  e th n ic  a ttitu d es o f  th e ir  popu la tio n s. H ence , th is  d a ta  set, g a th ered  in  a 

la rg e  and  h e te ro g en eo u s  set o f  coun tries, a llo w s an in te rn a tio n a l co m p ariso n  on  a la rg e r scale  

th an  h as  b een  p o ssib le  to  date.
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In  th is  ch ap te r I in tro d u ce  th e  re sea rch  p ro b lem  o f  th is  study. In  S ection  1.2, I d e fin e  a ttitudes 

to w ard  in -g ro u p  and  o u t-g ro u p s  in  general, and  I p re sen t th e  co n cep tu a lisa tio n  o f  na tio n a listic  

a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  in  particu lar. N ex t, in  S ection  1.3, I b rie fly  rev iew  p rev io u s 

stud ies o f  n a tio n a lis tic  and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitudes. T he  sh o rtco m in g s  and  lacu n ae  in  th ese  

s tud ies led  to  th e  fo rm u la tio n  o f  th e  re sea rch  q u estio n s in v estig a ted  in  th e  p re sen t study, w h ich  

are  a lso  p re sen ted  in  S ection  1.3. I co n clu d e  th is  in tro d u c to ry  ch ap te r w ith  an  o u tlin e  o f  th e  

su b seq u en t ch ap te rs  o f  th is  book.

1 .2  C o n c e p t s

In  th is  study I ex am in e  a ttitu d es o f  th e  e thn ic  m ajo rity  g roup  in  d iffe ren t co u n tries  to w ard  th e  in 

g roup  and  to w ard  e th n ic  ou t-g roups. F o r  th e  sake  o f  clarity , I label fav o u rab le  a ttitu d es to w ard  

th e  ow n  co u n try  and  th e  n a tio n a l in -g ro u p  as n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitudes, and  u n fav o u rab le  a ttitudes 

to w ard s  e th n ic  m in o ritie s  and  im m ig ran ts  as e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism . In  th is  section , I d iscu ss  th e  

d efin itio n  o f  th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  co n cep ts  and  re la ted  co n cep ts  th a t are  ap p lied  th ro u g h o u t th is  

study. Subsequen tly , I d iscu ss  th e  co n cep ts  o f  a ttitude , socia l g roups, in -g ro u p  and  ou t-g roups, 

e th n ic  m ajo rity  g roup , and  finally , n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  exclusion ism .

F o r a d e fin itio n  o f  th e  co n cep t o f  attitude , I re fe r to  th e  concep tu a l fram ew o rk  o f  

F ish b e in  and  A jzen  (A jzen  &  F ish b e in , 1980; F ish b e in  &  A jzen , 1975). T hey  d is tin g u ish ed  fo u r 

re la ted  concep ts: b e lie f, a ttitude , b eh av io u ra l in ten tion , and  b ehav iour. A  ‘b e lie f’ rep resen ts  th e  

in fo rm atio n  an  in d iv id u a l has ab o u t a g iv en  object. T he in d iv id u a l a sso c ia tes  th e  o b jec t w ith  

v a rio u s  a ttribu tes. T he to ta lity  o f  an  in d iv id u a l’s b e lie fs  serves as th e  in fo rm atio n a l b a se  th a t 

d e term in es h is  a ttitudes, in ten tio n s , and  b eh av io u rs. T he  co n cep t o f  ‘a ttitu d e ’ is  d is tin g u ish ed  

from  th e  co n cep t o f  b e lie f  by  its  ev a lu a tiv e  o r a ffec tiv e  natu re . T h a t is, an  a ttitu d e  refers to  a 

fav o u rab le  o r u n fav o u rab le  ev a lu a tio n  o f  an  o b jec t.3 A n  in d iv id u a l’s a ttitu d e  to w ard  som e o b jec t 

is  “ d e te rm in ed  by  h is  b e lie fs  th a t th e  o b jec t has certa in  a ttrib u tes  and  by  h is  ev alu a tio n s  o f  th o se  

a ttrib u tes” (F ish b e in  &  A jzen , 1975, p. 14). ‘B eh av io u ra l in te n tio n s ’ re fe r to  th e  in d iv id u a l’s 

in ten tio n s, o r su b jec tiv e  p ro b ab ilities , to  d em o n stra te  a g iv en  behav io u r. F ina lly , overt 

‘b e h a v io u r’ sim ply  re fe rs  to  ac tu a lly  o b serv ed  o r rep o rted  acts  to w ard  th e  object. In  F ish b e in  and 

A jz e n ’s ‘th eo ry  o f  p lan n ed  b e h av io u r’ (A jzen  &  F ish b e in , 1980), a  p e rso n ’s b e h av io u r is 

d e term in ed  by  h is  b eh av io u ra l in ten tio n s , w h ich  in  tu rn  are a ffec ted  by  h is  a ttitu d es (as w ell as 

h is  su b jec tiv e  n o rm s co n cern in g  a g iv en  b eh av io u r). T h e ir d is tin c tio n  b e tw een  be lie f, a ttitude, 

and  b eh av io u ra l in ten tio n  co rresp o n d s to  th e  w e ll-k n o w n  d is tin c tio n  b e tw een  cogn ition , affect, 

and  co n atio n  (F ish b e in  &  A jzen , 1975). H ence , th e  ev alu a tiv e  o r a ffec tiv e  e lem en t is essen tia l in  

th is  d e fin itio n  o f  attitude.

T o d efin e  th e  co n cep t o f  socia l group, I re fe r to  th e  w o rk  o f  T ajfe l (1981; 1982b) on  

g roup  m em b ersh ip  and  g roup  id en tifica tio n . T ajfe l d efin ed  a socia l g ro u p  on  th e  b as is  o f  b o th  

ex ternal a n d  in te rn a l criteria . E x te rn a l c rite ria  are  ‘o u ts id e ’ d esig n a tio n s  th a t re fe r to  shared  

ch arac te ris tics  o f  an  en tity  o f  in d iv id u a ls . T hese  ch arac te ris tics  are  u sed  by  in d iv id u a ls  to  define  

o th e r in d iv id u a ls  as m em b ers  o f  a g roup . F o r in stan ce , in  th e  co n tex t o f  in te r-e th n ic  re la tions,
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such  ch arac te ris tic s  can  b e  physica l (sk in  co lour, d is tin c tiv e  c lo th in g  such  as headscarves), 

lin g u istic , o r  cu ltu ra l (re lig io u s b e lie fs , socia l p rac tices). T he in terna l c rite ria  re fe r to  th e  

in d iv id u a l’s id en tific a tio n  w ith  th e  g roup. T ajfe l (1981, p. 2 2 9 ) d is tin g u ish ed  th ree  a sp ec ts  o f  th e  

la tte r socia l p sy ch o lo g ica l d e fin itio n  o f  g roup  m em b ersh ip : a cogn itive , evalua tive , and 

em o tio n a l com ponen t. T he  f irs t co m p o n en t re fe rs  to  th e  sense  o f  k n o w led g e  th a t one  b e lo n g s  to  

a g roup ; th e  seco n d  co m p o n en t re fe rs  to  th e  ev a lu a tio n  o f  th e  g roup  an d /o r o n e ’s m em b ersh ip  o f  

it; th e  th ird  co m p o n en t re fe rs  to  th e  em o tio n s  th a t m ay  acco m p an y  th e  co g n itiv e  and  ev alu a tiv e  

aspects.

W h ereas  in d iv id u a ls  id en tify  w ith  som e g roups, th ey  w ill co n tra -id en tify  w ith  o th er 

g roups. T h a t is, by  m ean s  o f  socia l ca teg o risa tio n , in d iv id u a ls  ca teg o rise  o th e r in d iv id u a ls  e ith e r 

as m em b ers  o f  th e ir  ow n  g roup  o r as m em b ers  o f  o th e r g ro u p s (T ajfe l, 1981). In  short, they  

d is tin g u ish  b e tw een  in-group  and  out-groups, b e tw een  ‘u s ’ and  ‘th e m ’.

In  th is  study, I d esig n a te  an  en tity  o f  in d iv id u a ls  th a t share  a co m m o n  ch arac te ris tic  as a 

social category . F o r in stance , I w ill analyse  th e  d ifferen ces  in  a ttitu d es o f  socia l ca teg o ries  such  

as e ld erly  p ersons, th e  un em p lo y ed , o r th e  h ig h e r educated . I w ill app ly  th e  co n cep t o f  group, 

w h en ev e r it is  p lau sib le  th a t in d iv id u a ls  n o t on ly  share  co m m o n  ch arac te ris tic s  (ex te rn a l c rite ria ) 

b u t a lso  id en tify  w ith  th e  re sp ec tiv e  g roup  (in ternal criteria).

In  th is  c ro ss-n a tio n a l co m p ara tiv e  study, I focus on  th e  a ttitu d es o f  th e  ethnic m ajority  

group  in  v a rio u s  coun tries. T he e th n ic  m a jo rity  g roup  o f  a g iv en  coun try  is d efin ed  as th e  

d o m in an t e th n ic  g roup  in  th a t country , in  te rm s o f  p o litica l p o w er and  eco n o m ic  status. In  m o st 

coun tries, such  as in  E u ro p e , th is  co in cid es w ith  th e  in d ig en o u s  e th n ic  g roup. In  o th e r coun tries, 

w h ich  h av e  a lo n g  h is to ry  o f  la rg e -sca le  im m ig ra tio n , such  as A u stra lia , th e  in d ig en o u s  e thn ic  

g roup  (e .g ., th e  A b o rig in a ls  in  A u stra lia ) is th e  su b o rd in a te  g roup  in  te rm s o f  th e ir  con tro l o f  

state  an d  eco n o m ic  o rgan izations. C onverse ly , th e  fo rm er im m ig ran ts  (o f  E u ro p ean  ancestry ) 

h av e  b eco m e  th e  super-o rd ina te , th a t is, th e  m a jo rity  group.

In  th is  study, a ttitu d es to w ard  th e  in -g ro u p  are  c ircu m scrib ed  as a ttitu d es to w ard  th e  ow n 

co u n try  and  th e  na tio n a l in -g roup , th a t is, th e  p eo p le  from  o n e ’s o w n  country . F av o u rab le  

a ttitu d es to w ard  th e  o w n  coun try  and  na tio n a l in -g ro u p  are  lab e lled  as nationalistic attitudes . 

E th n ic  m in o ritie s  and  im m ig ran ts  are  co n sid e red  as re lev an t o u t-g ro u p s fo r  th e  e th n ic  m ajo rity  

g roup , and  hence , a ttitu d es to w ard  o u t-g ro u p s are  c ircu m scrib ed  as a ttitu d es to w ard  e thn ic  

m in o ritie s  and  im m igran ts. U n fav o u rab le  a ttitu d es to w ard  e th n ic  m in o ritie s  and  im m ig ran ts  are  

lab e lled  as ethnic exclusionism.

I co n clu d e  th is  sec tion  w ith  an  o u tlin e  o f  m y  co n cep tu a lisa tio n  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  attitudes. 

F irstly , th e  label n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es is defin ed  as a g en eric  label fo r  p o sitiv e  a ttitu d es to w ard  

th e  coun try  and  th e  n a tio n a l in -group . H ence , m y  u tilisa tio n  o f  th e  co n cep t o f  n a tio n a lis tic  

a ttitu d es is  n o t eq u iv a len t to  th e  co n cep t o f  na tio n a lism , since  it does n o t in co rp o ra te  th e  

p o litica l-id eo lo g ica l s triv in g  fo r a n a tio n -sta te , as th e  co n cep t o f  n a tio n a lism  is co m m o n ly  

ap p lied  in  h is to rica l o r p o litica l s tud ies (e .g ., G ellner, 1983).

Secondly , n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es re fe r to  p e o p le ’s a ttitu d es to w ard  th e ir  o w n  coun try  and 

th e  p eo p le  from  o n e ’s ow n  country . In  m u ltin a tio n a l states, th is  is n o t n ecessa rily  th e  sam e as th e  

a ttitu d es to w ard s  th e  ‘n a tio n ’, co n cep tu a lised  as th e  im ag in ed  co m m u n ity  o f  o n e ’s peo p le
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(A n d erso n , 1991). A s C o n n o r (1993) stated , th e  a ttitu d e  to w ard  th e  ‘n a tio n ’ and  th e  a ttitude  

to w ard  th e  state  o r coun try  only  m erg e  in  tru e  n a tio n -s ta tes  in  w h ich  th e  b o rd e rs  o f  th e  e thno- 

na tio n a l g roup  c lose ly  co in c id e  w ith  th e  b o rd e rs  o f  th e  state. F o r  e th n ic  m in o ritie s  in  a 

m u ltin a tio n a l sta te, th e  a ttitu d e  to w ard  th e  ow n  ‘n a tio n ’ o r e th n ic  g roup  m ay  d iffe r from  th e  

a ttitu d e  to w ard  th e  n a tio n a l state. H o w ev er, even  in  a m u ltin a tio n a l state, th e  e th n ic  m ajo rity  

g roup  ten d s  to  p e rce iv e  th e  state  as th e  p o litica l ex ten sio n  o f  its  ow n  ethn ic  g roup , and  th e re fo re  

th e ir  a ttitu d es to w ard  th e  state  and  to w ard  th e  ‘n a tio n ’ are  m o re  c lose ly  re la ted . A s C o n n o r 

(1993) noted , th is  is  o ften  tru e  in  th e  case  o f  w h a t th e  G erm an s te rm  a ‘S taa tv o lk ’ -  a peo p le  

w h o  are  cu ltu ra lly  and  p o litica lly  p re -em in en t in  a sta te, even  th o u g h  o th e r e th n ic  g ro u p s are  

p re sen t in  s ig n ifican t n um bers.

In  th is  study, I w ill n o t ex am in e  th e  a ttitu d e  to w ard  th e  ‘n a tio n ’, as d efin ed  by  A n d erso n  

(1991). Instead , I focus on  th e  a ttitu d es to w ard  th e  ow n  co u n try  and  th e  p eo p le  from  o n e ’s ow n 

co u n try  (i.e ., th e  n a tio n a l in -g roup). I w ill c larify  th is  co n cep tu a l d is tin c tio n  fo r  th e  case  o f  

Spain . T he  p u rp o se  o f  th is  study  is to  ex am in e  th e  a ttitu d es o f  th e  S pan ish  p o p u la tio n  (ex c lu d in g  

th o se  in h ab itan ts  o f  S pain  w h o se  p aren ts  w ere  n o t Span ish  c itizen s) to w ard , on  th e  one hand , 

e th n ic  im m ig ran ts  and  m in o rities, and  on  th e  o th e r h an d  to w ard  S pain  and  th e  Spanish . T he 

a ttitu d e  o f  B asq u es, as a ‘n a tio n ’ w ith in  Spain , to w ard  B asq u e  p eo p le  and  th e  B asq u e  reg io n  w ill 

n o t be  ad d ressed  in  th e  study.

1 .3  R e s e a r c h  q u e s t io n s

T he study  o f  e th n ic  a ttitu d es is  a m a jo r re sea rch  a rea  in  socia l sciences. A s m en tio n ed  in  th e  

in tro d u c tio n  to  th is  chap ter, m o st re sea rch  has fo cu sed  on  th e  a ttitu d es to w ard  e thn ic  ou t-g roups. 

In  o th e r stud ies, it  w as  ascerta in ed  th a t p eo p le  w ith  a s tro n g er n eg ativ e  a ttitu d e  to w ard  e thn ic  

m in o rities, w e re  a lso  m o re  lik e ly  to  h av e  a p o sitiv e  a ttitu d e  to w ard  th e ir  ow n  co u n try  and  th e  

na tio n a l in -g ro u p  (A d o rn o  e t al., 1969; B illie t, C arton , &  H uys, 1990; E is in g a  &  Scheepers, 

1989; H ag en d o o rn  &  Jan ssen , 1983). T h is co m p lex  o f  re la ted  a ttitu d es is k n o w n  as 

e th n o cen trism , th a t is, th e  co m b in a tio n  o f  a p o sitiv e  a ttitu d e  to w ard  th e  in -g ro u p  and  a n eg ativ e  

a ttitu d e  to w ard  o u t-g ro u p s  (L eV in e  &  C am pbell, 1972; Sum ner, 1959). P rev io u s  re sea rch  on 

e th n o cen tric  a ttitu d es sh o w ed  qu ite  som e v a ria tio n  b e tw een  social ca teg o ries  (B row n, 1995; 

C o en d ers  &  S cheepers, 1998; H ag en d o o rn  &  N ek u ee , 1999; S ch aefer &  Six, 1978; V ogt, 1997). 

H o w ev er, in te rn a tio n a l co m p ara tiv e  re sea rch  reg ard in g  in - and  o u t-g roup  a ttitu d es is  re la tiv e ly  

scarce. M o st stud ies h av e  fo cu sed  on  th e  v a ria tio n  in  n a tio n a lis tic  and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n is tic  

a ttitu d es w ith in  coun tries, and  m u ch  less re sea rch  has b e en  d one  reg ard in g  th e  v aria tio n  across 

d iffe ren t coun tries.

In  add ition , co m p ara tiv e  re sea rch  co n d u c ted  in  th e  p ast o ften  su ffe red  from  one  o r m o re  

o f  th e  fo llo w in g  sho rtcom ings. F irstly , m o s t co m p ara tiv e  re sea rch  to o k  on ly  a few  co u n tries  in to  

acco u n t (B illie t e t al., 1996; E isin g a , C arton , &  L am m ers, 1993; P ie te rse , S cheepers, &  V en, 

1991; S av u lescu -V o u d o u ris  &  F uchs, 2000 ; W eil, 1985). In  co m p ariso n s  o f  such  a sm all n u m b er 

o f  coun tries, it is  ra th e r d ifficu lt to  d isen tan g le  th e  e ffec ts  o f  va rio u s  n a tio n a l c ircu m stan ces  on
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in d iv id u a ls ’ a ttitu d es to w ard  in - and  ou t-g roups. T herefo re , it  does n o t a llo w  a s trin g en t te s t o f  

th e  im p ac t o f  m acro -co n tex tu a l c ircu m stan ces. Secondly , s tud ies th a t d id  co v er a w id e r ran g e  o f  

co u n tries  w e re  o ften  qu ite  d esc rip tiv e  (D ek k er &  V an  P raag , 1990) and  did  n e ith e r ex p lica te  n o r 

system atica lly  te s t p rev io u sly  d ev elo p ed  th eo rie s  on  n a tio n a lis tic  an d  e th n ic  ex clu s io n is tic  

a ttitudes. T h ird ly , la rg e -sca le  co m p ara tiv e  stud ies o ften  ap p lied  d a ta  from  sub sam p les  o f  th e  

p o p u la tio n , in  p a rticu la r s tuden ts o r ad o lescen ts , in s tead  o f  n a tio n w id e  sam ples from  th e  na tional 

p o p u la tio n  (e.g . P o p p e , 2000).

In  th is  study, I try  to  im p ro v e  u p o n  p rev io u s  re sea rch  by  p e rfo rm in g  a sy stem atic  te s t o f  

h ypo theses, d eriv ed  fro m  v ario u s  th eo re tica l p e rsp ec tiv es, ap p ly ing  co m p arab le  d a ta  from  

n a tio n w id e  sam ples o f  22  coun tries. D a ta  w e re  deriv ed  fro m  th e  1995 m o d u le  o f  the  

In te rn a tio n a l Socia l Survey  P ro g ram m e (ISSP). T he  IS S P  is  a c ro ss-n a tio n a l co llab o ra tio n  in 

su rvey  re sea rch  th a t w as  fo u n d ed  in  o rd er to  ach iev e  m o re  c ro ss-n a tio n a l co m p arab ility  in  

a ttitud inal research . S ince 1985, annual su rveys h av e  b een  co n d u c ted  in  a g ro w in g  n u m b er o f  

coun tries. In  1995, th e  to p ics  o f  in v estig a tio n  in c lu d ed  th e  a ttitu d es to w ard  th e  co u n try  and  th e  

na tio n a l in -g ro u p , and  to w ard  e th n ic  m in o ritie s  and  im m igran ts. T he  w o rd in g  o f  th e  questions, 

re sp o n se  categories , and  seq u en c in g  o f  q u estio n s  w ere  v irtu a lly  id en tica l in  all coun tries, and 

th e re fo re  very  su itab le  fo r  c ro ss-n a tio n a l co m p ariso n s  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n is tic  

a ttitudes. T he  survey  w as  co n d u c ted  in  n in e  W este rn  E u ro p ean  coun tries, e ig h t fo rm er so c ia lis t 

co u n trie s  in  C en tra l and  E aste rn  E u ro p e , and  in  th e  U S A , C anada , N e w  Z ea lan d , A u stra lia , and 

Japan .

A s I h av e  a lready  stated , p rev io u s  re sea rch  sh o w ed  a co rre la tio n  b e tw een  a p o sitiv e  

a ttitu d e  to w ard  th e  e th n ic  in -g ro u p  and  a n eg ativ e  a ttitu d e  to w ard  e th n ic  ou t-g roups. In  th is  

re sea rch  trad itio n , b o th  th e  a ttitu d e  to w ard  th e  in -g ro u p  and  th e  a ttitu d e  to w ard  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s 

w ere  co n cep tu a lised  as o n e -d im en sio n al p h en o m en a  (B illie t e t al., 1996; S cheepers  e t al., 1989). 

H o w ev er, it has b een  a rg u ed  th a t th is  co n cep tu a lisa tio n  is  n o t v e ry  soph istica ted . F o llo w in g  a 

concep tu a l d is tin c tio n  th a t w as  a lread y  -  a t le as t th eo re tica lly  -  im p lic it in  th e  s tudy  o f  A d o rn o  

and  asso c ia tes  (A d o rn o  e t al., 1969), v a rio u s  au tho rs  p ro p o sed  th a t a ttitu d es to w ard  th e  coun try  

and  th e  na tio n a l in -g ro u p  p o ssess  v ario u s d im ensions. In  particu la r, a s tudy  o f  K o ste rm an  and  

F esh b ach  (1989) am o n g  A m erican  s tuden ts and  a s tudy  o f  B lan k  and  S ch m id t (1993) in  tw o  

G erm an  cities, sug g est a d is tin c tio n  b e tw een  fee lings o f  na tio n a l p rid e  and  na tio n a l superiority . 

T heore tica lly , th is  d is tin c tio n  is  a ck n o w led g ed  in  v a rio u s  stud ies, b u t u n til now , em pirica l 

ev id en ce  has b een  b ased  e ith e r on  specific  sub sam ples o f  th e  p o p u la tio n  o r on  a few  s in g le 

co u n try  studies. In  th e  p re sen t study, I w ill te s t th is  co n cep tu a l d is tin c tio n  in  a la rg e  n u m b er o f  

coun tries, ap p ly in g  d a ta  d eriv ed  from  n a tio n w id e  sam ples o f  th e  ad u lt p opu la tion .

S im ilarly , it  has b een  a rgued  th a t a ttitu d es to w ard  e th n ic  m in o ritie s  and  im m ig ran ts  

p o ssess  d iffe ren t d im en sio n s, e ith e r w ith  re sp ec t to  th e  co n ten t o r ex p ress io n  o f  negative  

a ttitu d es -  e.g ., b la ta n t v e rsu s  su b tle  p re ju d ice  (P e ttig rew  &  M eerten s, 1995), trad itio n a l v e rsu s 

sym bolic  rac ism  (S ears, 1988), o v e rt v e rsu s  co v ert n eg ativ e  a ttitu d es (V erberk , 1999a) -  o r w ith  

re sp ec t to  th e  ta rg e t o u t-g ro u p  (e .g ., th e  p e rcep tio n  o f  e th n ic  h ie ra rch ies  as in  H ag en d o o rn , 1995; 

K le in p en n in g  &  H ag en d o o rn , 1993). T he f irs t re sea rch  q u estio n  th e re fo re  regards th e  p ro p o sed  

m u lti-d im en sio n a lity  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  exclusion ism :
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1. Are nationalistic attitudes a n d  ethnic exclusionism  m ulti-dim ensional rather than one 

dim ensional concepts?

R ela ted  to  th e  issu e  o f  m u lti-d im en sio n a lity , is  th e  p ro p o s itio n  th a t v a rio u s  d im en sio n s  o f  

n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es are d ifferen tly  re la ted  to  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  (K o ste rm an  &  F eshbach , 

1989). F ee lin g s  o f  na tio n a l superio rity  are  p resu m ab ly  s tro n g er re la ted  to  o u t-g ro u p  d ero g a tio n  

th an  fee lin g s  o f  n a tio n a l p rid e  (B lan k  &  S chm id t, 1993). In  th is  sense, th e  co n cep t o f  

e th n o cen trism  -  p o sitiv e  a ttitu d es to w ard  th e  e th n ic  in -g ro u p  are  in trin sica lly  re la ted  to  negative  

a ttitu d es to w ard  e thn ic  o u t-g ro u p s -  m ay  n eed  to  b e  refined . T he second  resea rch  q u estio n  is 

th e re fo re  as fo llow s:

2. I f  these phenom ena are multi-dimensional, are various dim ensions o f  nationalistic  

attitudes differently re la ted  to dim ensions o f  ethnic exclusionism?

T o date, th e  p resu m ed  asso c ia tio n  b e tw een  in -g ro u p  and  o u t-g roup  a ttitu d es h as  only  b e en  te sted  

in  a few  s in g le -co u n try  s tud ies  (B illie t e t al., 1990; S cheepers  e t al., 1989). S um ner (1959), w h o  

in tro d u ced  th e  co n cep t o f  e th n o cen trism , p re su m ed  th a t th e  p h en o m en o n  o f  e th n o cen trism  is 

un iversa l: each  (e th n ic  m ajo rity ) g roup  p resu m ab ly  has p o sitiv e  a ttitu d es to w ard  th e  in -g ro u p  

and  n eg ativ e  a ttitu d es to w ard  o u t-g ro u p s (cf. L e  V in e  &  C am pbell, 1972). In  th is  study  o f  th e  

a ttitu d es o f  e th n ic  m ajo rity  p o p u la tio n s  in  22  coun tries, I ex am in e  w h e th e r n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitudes 

and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  are  in d eed  sy stem atica lly  re la ted  across coun tries, th ereb y  tak in g  in to  

acco u n t th e  p resu m ed  m u lti-d im en sio n a lity  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitudes an d  e th n ic  exclusion ism . 

H ence , th e  th ird  re sea rch  question:

3. A re there differences in the interrelations between nationalistic attitudes a n d  ethnic 

exclusionism  (or dim ensions thereof) across countries?

N e x t to  d im en sio n s  o f  and  in te rre la tio n s  b e tw een  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism , 

I ex p lo re  th e  in te r- en  in tra-n a tio n a l d ifferen ces in  th e  level o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  ethn ic  

ex clu sio n ism . D u e  to  th e  p rev io u s  la ck  o f  co m p arab le  c ro ss-n a tio n a l data , em p irica l s tud ies w ith  

a la rge  c ro ss-n a tio n a l scope are  scarce. T he  d a ta  set ap p lied  in  th is  study  a llow s an  in te rn a tio n a l 

co m p ariso n  on  a la rg e r sca le  th an  w as  p rev io u sly  possib le . T herefo re , I set ou t to  ex p lo re  th e  

d ifferen ces  in  th e  average  level o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es an d  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  o f  e thn ic  

m ajo rity  p o p u la tio n s  in  a w id e  v a rie ty  o f  coun tries:

4. What are the differences between ethnic m ajority populations fro m  different countries 

w ith  regard  to the average level o f  nationalistic a ttitudes an d  ethnic exclusionism?

P rev io u s  re sea rch  in d ica ted  th a t in d iv id u a ls  (w ith in  co u n tries) d iffe r in  th e ir  level o f  na tio n a listic  

a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  (B row n , 1995; C o en d ers  &  S cheepers, 1998; S ch aefer &  Six,

1978). In  g eneral, th e  deg ree  o f  p o sitiv e  in -g ro u p  and  n eg a tiv e  o u t-g roup  a ttitu d es d iffered
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b e tw een  social categories , such  as age (S ch eep ers , S chm eets, &  F elling , 1997; Sm ith , 1985; 

S teeh  &  Schum an, 1992), o ccu p a tio n a l s tatus (S ch eep ers , F e llin g , &  P e te rs , 1990; W in k le r, 

1999), d en o m in a tio n  and  ch u rch  a tten d an ce  (E isinga, F e lling , &  P e te rs , 1988; K on ig , 1997; 

P ie te rse  e t al., 1991; R oof, 1974). O ne o f  th e  m o st co n sis ten t fin d in g s in  re sea rch  on  in -g roup  

and  o u t-g roup  a ttitu d es is th e  d ifferen ce  b e tw een  ed u ca tio n a l categories: ed u ca tio n a l a tta in m en t 

is  in v e rse ly  re la ted  to  in -g ro u p  fav o u ritism  and  o u t-g roup  p re ju d ice  (H aegel, 1999; V ogt, 1997; 

W ag n e r &  Z ick , 1995).

In  p rev io u s  research , ho w ev er, th e  d ifferen ces  in  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  

ex clu s io n ism  b e tw een  social ca teg o ries  h av e  n o t b een  ad d ressed  in  a la rg e  cro ss-n a tio n a l 

co m p ara tiv e  scope. In  particu la r, g iv en  th e  s ig n ifican ce  o f  th e  ed u ca tio n a l effect, th e  questio n  

a rises w h e th e r th is  so -ca lled  lib e ra lis in g  e ffec t o f  ed u ca tio n  is u n iv ersa l, o r w h e th e r th e  e ffec t o f  

ed u ca tio n  v a rie s  sy stem atica lly  acro ss  coun tries, as is suggested  by  som e au tho rs  (W eil, 1985). 

In  th is  study, I w ill d e riv e  te stab le  h y p o th eses  reg a rd in g  th e  p resu m ed  v a ry in g  e ffec t o f  

education . In  o rd e r to  te s t th ese  h y p o th eses in  a s trin g en t m anner, I con tro l th e  e ffec t o f  

ed u ca tio n  fo r o th e r in d iv id u a l so c io -d em o g rap h ic  charac te ris tics. H en ce  th e  fo llo w in g  tw o  

resea rch  questions:

5. What are the differences between socia l categories o f  the ethnic m ajority population with  

regard  to nationalistic attitudes an d  ethnic exclusionism ?

6. D oes the effect o f  educational attainm ent on nationalistic attitudes a n d  ethnic 

exclusionism  vary system atically across types o f  countries?

In  p rev io u s  em pirica l s tud ies on  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism , th e  p rev a ilin g  

m o d e  o f  ex p lan a tio n  fo cu sed  a lm o st ex clu s iv e ly  on  in d iv id u a l fac to rs. T he im p ac t o f  th e  na tional 

co n tex t on  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  rem ain ed  th ere fo re , a t leas t 

em pirica lly , re la tiv e ly  u n ex p lo red . In  th is  study, I dev elo p  a th eo re tica l-co n cep tu a l m odel o f  

n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  th a t in co rp o ra tes  n o t on ly  in d iv id u a l level facto rs, 

b u t a lso  co n tex tu al level fac to rs. T o  te s t th is  m ulti- lev el th eo re tica l m odel, I w ill su p p lem en t th e  

su rvey  d a ta  w ith  d a ta  deriv ed  from  na tio n a l s ta tistics, and  s im u ltan eo u sly  e stim ate  th e  effects o f  

in d iv id u a l and  co n tex tu a l variab les.

T heore tically , th e  re la tio n  b e tw een  in d ep en d en t ch arac te ris tics  and  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitudes 

and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  is  in te rp re ted  by  m ean s o f  v a rio u s  in te rv en in g  fac to rs , genera lly  

re fe rrin g  to  in d iv id u a l’s p red isp o sitio n s, a ttitudes, o r percep tio n s. In  th is  study, I w ill 

o p e ra tio n a lise  som e o f  th e  cen tra l in te rv en in g  fac to rs , as p ro p o sed  by  v a rio u s  th eo re tica l 

fram ew orks. H ence , n e x t to  in d ep en d en t in d iv id u a l and  con tex tu a l fac to rs , I w ill a ssess to  w h a t 

ex ten t n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  are  re la ted  to  in te rv en in g  fac to rs, th a t 

p resu m ab ly  in te rv en e  th e  re la tio n  b e tw een  in d iv id u a l an d  con tex tu a l fac to rs  on  th e  one  hand , and 

n a tio n a lis tic  an d  ex clu s io n is tic  a ttitu d es on  th e  o th e r hand . T he fina l re sea rch  q u estio n  th e re fo re  

ad d resses  th e  ex p lan a tio n  o f  th e  o b serv ed  d ifferen ces  b e tw een  social ca teg o ries  and  coun tries, by
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m ean s o f  in te rv en in g  v a riab les  an d  in d ep en d en t v ariab les , b o th  a t th e  in d iv id u a l and  th e  

co n tex tu a l level:

7. To w hat extent are the observed differences between socia l categories a n d  differences 

between countries in the level o f  nationalistic attitudes a n d  ethnic exclusionism  re la ted  to 

independent individual socio-dem ographic variables, in tervening individual variables, 

and  independent contextual variables?

1 .4  O u t l in e  o f  t h is  s t u d y

T o co n clu d e  th is  in tro d u ctio n , I p re sen t th e  ou tlin e  o f  th is  study. In  C h ap te r 2, I d iscu ss  in  detail 

tw o  th eo re tica l fram ew o rk s  th a t h av e  d o m in a ted  so cio log ica l and  socia l p sych o lo g ica l re search  

on  in -g ro u p  and  o u t-g ro u p  a ttitudes: socia l id en tity  th eo ry  and  rea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t theory . I 

d iscu ss  th e  o rig ins  and  th e  em p irica l b a se s  o f  b o th  th eo re tica l fram ew orks. N ex t, I argue  th a t 

d esp ite  th e ir  d iffe ren t focus, b o th  th eo rie s  can  b e  co n sid e red  as co m p lem en tin g  each  other. 

T herefo re , I syn thesize  co re  th eo re tica l p ro p o sitio n s  from  b o th  th eo rie s  in to  one  general 

th eo re tica l fram ew o rk , lab e lled  as e th n ic  co m p etitio n  theory . T h is th eo re tica l fram ew o rk  re la tes 

n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  to  general socia l id en tity  n eed s as w ell as spec ific  

situa tional cond itions, b o th  a t th e  in d iv id u a l level and  th e  co n tex tu al level. C h ap te r 2 conclu d es 

w ith  th e  d eriv ed  th eo re tica l-co n cep tu a l m odel th a t fo rm s th e  co re  th eo re tica l fram ew o rk  o f  th is  

study. In  add ition , in  su b seq u en t chap ters, som e h y p o th eses  are  d eriv ed  from  ad d itio n a l th eo ries, 

th a t is, so c ia lisa tio n  th eo ry  (in  C h ap te r 5) and  lo ca lism  th eo ry  (in  C h ap te r 6).

In  C h ap te r 3 I in tro d u ce  th e  ap p lied  d a ta  set th a t w as  g a th ered  by  th e  IS SP , an 

in te rn a tio n a l co llab o ra tio n  o f  su rvey  researchers. In  th is  chap ter, I a lso  focus on  th e  

m e th o d o lo g ica l p ro b lem s and  lim ita tio n s  o f  in te rn a tio n a l co m p ara tiv e  research , in  p a rticu la r w ith  

reg ard  to  su rvey  research . O ne o f  th e  issu es  in  co m p ara tiv e  re search  -  th e  co m p arab ility  o f  th e  

m easu rem en t in s tru m en t -  is em p irica lly  ad d ressed  in  C h ap te r 4. In  th is  chap ter, I assess th e  

degree  o f  c ro ss-n a tio n a l eq u iv a len ce  o f  th e  m easu rem en t m odel o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and 

e th n ic  exclusion ism .

T he  a fo rem en tio n ed  re search  q u estio n s w ill b e  an sw ered  in  C h ap te r 4, 5 and  6. In  

C h ap te r 4, th e  m u lti-d im en sio n a lity  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  as w ell as 

th e ir  in te rre la tio n s  are ex am ined . I co n clu d e  th is  ch ap te r w ith  an  ex p lo ra tio n  o f  th e  c ro ss 

n a tio n a l d ifferen ces  in  th e  average  level o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es an d  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism . In  

C h ap te r 5, I ex p lo re  th e  d ifferen ces  in  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  b e tw een  

social categories. In  add ition , I te s t w h e th e r th e  e ffec t o f  ed u ca tio n  v a rie s  system atica lly  across 

coun tries. F inally , in  C h ap te r 6, I system atica lly  d eriv e  h y p o th eses reg a rd in g  th e  e ffec t o f  

in d ep en d en t in d iv id u a l and  co n tex tu al fac to rs , as w ell as in te rv en in g  fac to rs  a t th e  in d iv id u a l 

level. N ex t, I s im u ltan eo u sly  te s t th e  e ffec t o f  th ese  in d iv id u a l and  co n tex tu a l fac to rs  on  

n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism . I co n clu d e  in  C h ap te r 7 by  su m m ariz in g  and  

d iscu ss in g  th e  m a in  fin d in g s  o f  th is  study.
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Notes Chapter 1

1 In  the functionalist theo re tical approach, ethnic bonds are likely  to  d isso lve over tim e, due to  the increasing  

em phasis o n  achievem ent instead  o f  ascrip tion  as a  concom itan t o f  the  p rocess o f  m odern isation  (D avis &  M oore , 

1945; Parsons, 1970).

2 The nature  o f  in ternational m igration  has changed  considerably  o ver the years. W hereas E uropeans once m igrated  

to  the ‘N ew  W o rld ’, E urope is now  itse lf de facto  an  im m igration  area. A fter W orld  W ar II, m igration  tow ard  

W estern  E urope em erged  due to the p rocess o f  decolonisation . F urtherm ore , in  the 1960s and  1970s, W estern  

E uropean  countries actively  recru ited  labour m igrants fro m  the M ed iterranean  reg ion  to  m eet the increasing  dem and 

o f  low -w aged, unsk illed  an d  low -skilled  w orkers. A lthough  the presence o f  the la tter m igrants w as initially  regarded  

as be in g  tem porary , m ost labour m igrants chose to  stay, w h ich  led  to  fo llow -up m igration  by  th e ir fam ily m em bers. 

E specially  since the 1980s, E uro p ean  countries have b ee n  confron ted  w ith  the arrival o f  asylum  seekers. Since the 

end  o f  the co ld  war, im m igra tion  to C entral and  E astern  E urope has slow ly increased . A t present, the largest 

in ternational m igration  w aves are occurring  w ith in  A sia and  A frica: m igrants fro m  A sian  countries as w ell as 

m igrants from  A frican  countries b elow  the S ahara m ostly  m igrate w ith in  th e ir ow n region. M igran ts from  N orth  

A frica and  the M iddle E ast are d irec ted  tow ard  W estern  Europe, w hereas m igrants from  M iddle A m erica and  South  

A m erica and  the C aribbean  are alm ost exclusively  d irec ted  tow ard  N o rth  Am erica. M ost im m igrants in  O cean ia 

arrive fro m  countries in  Asia. A m ong the m ost im portant m otives to  m igrate is the desire to im prove o n e ’s 

econom ic conditions (labour m igration), to  flee fro m  v io lence and  oppression  (refugees), and  to jo in  up  w ith  

re la tives w ho have already m igrated  (follow -up m igration) (M uus, 1995).

3 In  survey research, a ttitudes are assum ed to  underlie  the actual responses expressed  in  the in terv iew  o r 

questionnaire (K rosnick, 1999).



Ch a p t e r  2

T h e  t h e o r e t ic a l  f r a m e w o r k

2 .1  I n t r o d u c t io n

In  th is  c ro ss-n a tio n a l s tudy  I focus on  th e  a ttitu d es o f  in d iv id u a ls  to w ard s  -  on  th e  one  h an d  -  

th e ir  o w n  co u n try  an d  na tional in -g ro u p  and  -  on  th e  o th e r h an d  -  e th n ic  ou t-g roups. T he 

resea rch  w ill b e  res tric ted  to  th e  a ttitu d es o f  th e  m ajority-group  w ith in  each  country . T he 

m ajo rity  g ro u p  o f  a certa in  co u n try  is d e fin ed  as th e  d o m in an t e th n ic  g ro u p  in  th a t country , in  

te rm s  o f  p o litica l p o w er and  eco n o m ic  status. In  m o st coun tries, such  as th o se  in  E u ro p e , th is  

co in cid es w ith  th e  in d ig en o u s  e th n ic  g roup. In  o th e r coun tries, w h ich  h av e  h ad  a lo n g  h is to ry  o f  

la rg e -sca le  im m ig ra tio n , such  as A u stra lia , th e  in d ig en o u s  e th n ic  g roup  (e .g ., th e  A b o rig in a ls  in  

A u stra lia ) is  th e  su b o rd in a te  g roup  in  te rm s o f  th e ir  con tro l o f  sta te  and  eco n o m ic  o rgan izations. 

C onverse ly , th e  im m ig ran ts  (o f  E u ro p ean  ancestry ) h av e  b eco m e  th e  su p ero rd in a te  g roup , th a t is, 

th e  m ajo rity  group.

T he  s tudy  o f  e th n ic  a ttitu d es and  in te r-e th n ic  re la tio n s  is a m a jo r re sea rch  a rea  in  th e  

socia l sciences. T o  a la rg e  ex ten t, re search  is fo cu sed  e ith e r on  th e  a ttitu d es to w ard s  th e  e thn ic  

in -g ro u p  (i.e., n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es) o r on  th e  a ttitu d es to w ard s  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s (i.e ., p re ju d ice  

and  racism ). O th e r re sea rch  fo cu ses  on  b o th  ty p es o f  a ttitudes. T he  la tte r  re search  has sh o w n  th a t 

th e se  tw o  types o f  a ttitu d es are  re la tiv e ly  h ig h ly  in terre la ted : p o s itiv e  a ttitu d es to w ard  th e  e thn ic  

in -g ro u p  are  acco m p an ied  by  n eg ativ e  a ttitu d es to w ard  e thn ic  o u t-g ro u p s (A dorno , F ren k e l- 

B ru n sw ik , L ev in so n , &  Sanford , 1969; B illie t, E isin g a , &  S cheepers, 1996; S cheepers, F elling , 

&  P e te rs , 1989). T h is p h en o m en o n  is lab e lled  ethnocentrism.

In  th is  chap ter, I d iscuss  severa l th eo rie s  th a t o ffe r p o ssib le  ex p lan a tio n s  fo r q uestions 

such  as w h y  p eo p le  su b scrib e  to  e th n o cen trism , and  u n d e r w h a t c ircu m stan ces  are  p eo p le  m ore  

o r le ss  e th n o cen tric?  T ypically , th ese  th eo rie s  w ere  d ev e lo p ed  to  ex p la in  an tag o n istic  fee lin g s 

b e tw een  m em b ers  o f  d iffe ren t e thn ic  g roups, re s id in g  in  th e  sam e country ; fo r  in stan ce , negative  

fee lin g s o f  w h ite  A m erican s  to w ard s  b la ck  in h ab itan ts . C onsequen tly , em p irica l te s ts  o f  th ese  

th eo rie s  co m m o n ly  co n cen tra ted  on  a ttitu d es to w ard s  in h ab itan t e th n ic  ou t-g roups.

H o w ev er, g iv en  th e  o ccu rren ce  o f  la rg e  w av es  o f  m ig ra tio n  in  recen t h isto ry , th e  p resen t 

study  also  fo cu ses  on  o p p o sitio n  to w ard s  th e  arriva l o f  e th n ic  im m ig ran ts , th a t is, m em b ers  o f  

e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s  w h o  are  n o t y e t re s id en t in  a p a rticu la r country . I w o u ld  c la im  th a t th e
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a fo rem en tio n ed  th eo rie s  are  a lso  ap p licab le  to  th e  la tte r situation . In  o th e r w o rd s, th eo re tica l 

n o tio n s  reg ard in g  n eg a tiv e  a ttitu d es and  b eh av io u ra l in ten tio n s  to w ard  e th n ic  resid en ts  can  a lso  

b e  ap p lied  o r sp ec ified  to  ex p la in  o p p o sitio n  to w ard s  n ew ly  a rriv ed  e th n ic  im m igran ts. A fte r all, 

a  cruc ia l e lem en t in  th e  th eo rie s  I w ill b e  m en tio n in g  is th e  d is tin c tio n  b e tw een  th e  e th n ic  in 

g roup  on  th e  one  h an d  and  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s on  th e  o th e r hand . T he d is tin c tio n  b e tw een  res id en t 

m em b ers  and  n ew  im m ig ran ts  o f  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s is m u ch  less re lev an t, all th e  m o re  since  

re s id en t e th n ic  m in o rity  co m m u n ities  b rin g  ab o u t chain  o r fo llo w -u p  m ig ra tio n  o f  m em b ers  o f  

th e ir  ow n  ethn ic  g roup  (M uus, 1995).

In  th is  study, I fo cu s on  th eo rie s  th a t a ttem p t to  ex p la in  in te r-g ro u p  a ttitu d es and  in te r 

g roup  re la tio n s  from  a g roup  perspec tive . T h eo ries  th a t em p h asize  in tra -in d iv id u a l and  in te r 

in d iv id u a l cau ses o f  e th n o cen trism  are  n o t d iscu ssed  in  detail. E x am p les  o f  th e  la tte r  th eo rie s  are 

th e  fru s tra tio n -ag g ressio n  th eo ry  (D o llard , D oob , M ille r, M o w rer, &  Sears, 1939) and  th e  

au th o rita rian  p erso n ality  ap p ro ach  (A d o rn o  e t al., 1969).

2 .2  E t h n o c e n t r is m

W illiam  S u m n er in tro d u ced  th e  co n cep ts  o f  in -g roup , ou t-g roup , an d  e th n o cen trism  as fa r b a ck  

as 1906. H e  w rote :

Ethnocentrism  is the technical name for this view o f  things in which one’s own group is the 

center o f  everything, and all others are scaled and rated with reference to it. Folkways correspond 

to it to cover both the inner and the outer relation. Each group nourishes its own pride and vanity, 

boasts itse lf superior, exalts its own divinities, and looks with contem pt on outsiders. Each group 

thinks its own folkways the only right ones, and if  it observes that other groups have other 

folkways, these excite its scorn. (1959, p. 13).

T h is d e fin itio n  o f  e th n o cen trism  co v ers  b o th  th e  se lf-cen tred  sca lin g  o f  o th e r g ro u p s’ v a lu es  and  

h ab its  in  te rm s  o f  th e  v a lu es  and  hab its  o f  th e  in -g roup , as w ell as th e  re la tio n sh ip  b e tw een  in 

g roup  an d  o u t-g ro u p .1 F o r th is  study, th e re  are  tw o  im p o rtan t a sp ec ts  o f  S u m n er’s n o tio n  o f  

e th n o cen trism . T he firs t is  th e  p resu m ed  asso c ia tio n  b e tw een  th e  in -g ro u p  and  ou t-g roup  

o rien ta tions. S um ner sta ted  “ T he  re la tio n  o f  co m rad esh ip  and  p eace  in  th e  w e-g ro u p  and  th a t o f  

h o stility  and  w a r to w ard s  o th ers-g ro u p s are co rre la tiv e  to  each  o th e r” (p .12). Indeed , as I have  

a lread y  sta ted , em p irica l re sea rch  d isp lay ed  s trong  re la tio n sh ip s  b e tw een  p o sitiv e  in -g ro u p  

o rien ta tio n s  an d  n eg a tiv e  o u t-g ro u p  o rien ta tio n s  (A d o rn o  e t al., 1969; B illie t, C arton , &  H uys, 

1990; B illie t e t al., 1996). F o r exam ple, S cheepers  e t al. (1989) fo u n d  a co rre la tio n  o f  0 .58: 

p o sitiv e  a ttitu d es to w ard s  th e  N e th e rlan d s  and  th e  D u tch  p eo p le  w e re  acco m p an ied  by  negative  

a ttitu d es to w ard s  e th n ic  m in o ritie s  (S u rin am ese , T urks, M o ro ccan s) in  th e  N e th erlan d s.

T he  seco n d  im p o rtan t a sp ec t o f  S u m n er’s n o tio n  is h is c la im  o f  u n iversality . S um ner 

g en era lized  th a t all g ro u p s sh o w  th is  syndrom e o f  e th n o cen trism ; each  g roup  w o u ld  h av e  a 

p o sitiv e  o rien ta tio n  to  its  in -g ro u p  and  a n eg a tiv e  o rien ta tio n  to w ard s  ou t-g roups. H e  u n d erlin ed
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th is  c la im  o f  u n iv e rsa lity  by  n u m ero u s  illu s tra tio n s  o f  e th n ic  g ro u p s th ro u g h o u t th e  w o rld , that, 

w ith o u t ex cep tio n , co u ld  b e  ch a rac te rized  as e thn o cen tric . H o w ev er, S u m n er’s in te rp re ta tio n s  o f  

e th n o g rap h ic  s tud ies  w e re  ju s t  illu stra tio n s, n o t em p irica l te sts , and  one  co u ld  ra ise  several 

critica l rem ark s  reg a rd in g  h is  d a ta  (see  L eV in e  &  C am pbell, 1972, p. 10). C am pbell and  L eV in e  

(1961) rep o rt one  n eg ativ e  in stan ce  -  T he L ep ch as  -  o u t o f  36 in v estig a ted  g roups. B la lo ck  

(1967, p. 169-173) re fe rred  to  stud ies th a t c la im  th a t a reas such  as B raz il, H aw aii, and  th e  

C arib b ean  is lan d s  w ere  rem ark ab ly  free  o f  p re ju d ice  and  rac ia l d isc rim in a tio n  in  sp ite  o f  th e  

ex is ten ce  o f  la rg e  co n cen tra tio n s  o f  m in o rity  m em b ers .2 In  th is  study, S u m n er’s n o tio n  o f  th e  

u n iv e rsa lity  o f  e th n o cen trism  w ill b e  te s ted  on  a b ro ad  c ro ss-n a tio n a l scope. In  C h ap te r 4, I w ill 

analyse  w h e th e r e th n ic  ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitu d es and  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es are  in d eed  p o sitiv e ly  

in terre la ted .

In  th e  p re sen t chap ter, I w ill d iscu ss  several th eo rie s  th a t try  to  ex p la in  w hy  peop le  

su b scrib e  to  n a tio n a lis tic  an d  ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitu d es and  th e  k in d  o f  socia l co n d itio n s  in  w h ich  

p eo p le  h av e  stronger n a tio n a lis tic  and  ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitudes. In  particu la r, I d iscu ss  tw o  

th eo re tica l ap p ro ach es th a t h av e  d o m in a ted  socia l p sych o lo g ica l and  so cio log ica l research : 

realistic group conflict theory  and  social identity theory. W ith in  th e  fo rm er approach , th e  socia l 

p sycho log ica l and  so cio log ica l re sea rch  trad itio n s  h av e  m o stly  d ev elo p ed  in d ep en d en t o f  one 

an o th er (E is in g a  &  Scheepers, 1989). Socia l p sy ch o lo g ists , in sp ired  b y  th e  ex p erim en ts  o f  S h e rif  

(1966, S h e rif  &  Sherif, 1953, 1969) in  th e  1950s, h av e  s tud ied  th e  effects  o f  in te r-g ro u p  

co m p etitio n  and  co n flic ts  o f  in te rests  on  in tra - and  in te r-g ro u p  re la tio n s, ty p ica lly  w ith in  

ex p erim en ta l s itua tions. S ocio log ists  like  C o se r (1 9 5 6 ) on  th e  o th e r hand , h av e  fo cu sed  on  th e  

sou rces o f  in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n  and  co n flic ts  o f  in te rests  in  rea l-life  situations. W h ereas  b o th  

socia l p sy ch o lo g ists  and  so c io lo g ists  h av e  co n trib u ted  to  rea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t theo ry , socia l 

id en tity  th eo ry  stem s fo r  th e  g rea te r p a rt from  a socia l p sych o lo g ica l trad itio n , in  p a rticu la r the  

w o rk  o f  H en ri T ajfe l on  socia l categoriza tion .

In  th e  n e x t section , I f irs t d iscuss  th e  socia l p sych o lo g ica l ex p erim en ts  o f  Sherif. 

A cco rd in g  to  th e  resu lts  from  th e se  ex p erim en ts, in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n  lead s  to  in -g roup  

fav o u ritism  an d  o u t-g roup  hostility . T h is causa l lin k  rep resen ts  th e  b asic  genera l p ro p o s itio n  o f  

rea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t theory . T hese  find ings, ho w ev er, gave  rise  to  th e  q u estio n  o f  w h e th e r 

in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n  is  a n ecessa ry  co n d itio n  fo r in -g ro u p  fav o u ritism  and  o u t-g ro u p  hostility . 

T ajfe l and  h is  co lleag u es ad d ressed  th is  q u estio n  in  th e ir  ‘m in im a l-g ro u p ’ ex p erim en ts. T hese  

socia l p sych o lo g ica l ex p erim en ts, as d iscu ssed  in  S ection  2.4 , fo rm ed  th e  in itia l stim u lus fo r  th e  

d ev e lo p m en t o f  socia l id en tity  theory , as p re sen ted  in  S ection  2.5. W h erea s  th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  

stud ies fo cu s  on  in te r-g ro u p  re la tio n s  w ith in  ex p erim en ta l settings, so c io lo g ists  h av e  s tud ied  

in te r-g ro u p  re la tio n s  in  rea l-life  situations. In  Section  2 .6 , I d iscu ss  th e  so cio log ica l re sea rch  

trad itio n  o f  th e  rea lis tic  g ro u p  co n flic t app roach . N ex t, I p ro p o se  th a t th e  th eo re tica l p ro p o sitio n s  

d eriv ed  from  rea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t th eo ry  an d  socia l id en tity  th eo ry  can  be  co n sid e red  as 

co m p lem en tin g  each  other. C onsequen tly , in  S ection  2.7 , b o th  th eo rie s  w ill b e  in teg ra ted  in  w h a t 

I labe l as ethnic com petition theory  (cf. C o en d ers  &  S cheepers, 1998; L u b b ers  &  Scheepers, 

2000 ; Scheepers, G ijsberts, &  C oenders , in  press).
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2 .3  R e a l i s t i c  g r o u p  c o n f l i c t  t h e o r y :  a  s o c ia l  p s y c h o lo g ic a l  a p p r o a c h

In  th is  sec tion  I focus on  th e  th eo re tica l ap p ro ach  th a t has b een  lab e lled  as “ rea lis tic  g roup  

co n flic t th eo ry ” (A u stin  &  W o rch el, 1979; L eV in e  &  C am pbell, 1972) o r “g ro u p -th rea t th eo ry ” 

(Q u illian , 1995, 1996). T he core  o f  th is  ap p ro ach  lies  in  th e  co n flic t o f  in te rests  b e tw een  socia l 

g roups. T h is co n flic t o f  in te rests  a rises from  co m p etitio n  reg a rd in g  scarce  re so u rces  and  values. 

T he co n flic t o f  in te rests  b e tw een  socia l g ro u p s is  seen  as th e  ca ta ly st fo r  an tag o n istic  in te r-g ro u p  

a ttitu d es and  in te r-g ro u p  conflic t.

In  essence , rea lis tic  g ro u p  co n flic t th eo ry  is an  eco n o m ic  th eo ry  o f  in te r-g ro u p  attitudes 

and  b eh av io u r, b a sed  on  a m o re  o r less ra tio n a l v ie w  o f  hu m an k in d . O ne o f  its  cen tral 

assu m p tio n s  ab o u t h u m an  b eh av io u r is  th a t p eo p le  are  se lfish  an d  w ill try  to  m ax im ize  th e ir  ow n 

rew ard s  (cf. T ay lo r &  M o g h ad d am , 1987, p. 34). R ea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t th eo ry  is  th e re fo re  

re la ted  to  ra tional ch o ice  theory . F ro m  th is  p o in t o f  v iew , in te r-g ro u p  co n flic ts  are  a ssu m ed  to  be  

rational: d iffe ren t g ro u p s h av e  in co m p a tib le  g o a ls  and  co m p ete  w ith  each  o th e r fo r scarce  

resources, an d  h o stility  to w ard s  o u t-g ro u p s  is a m ean s  fo r  reach in g  th e  in -g ro u p ’s goals. 

F o cu ssin g  on  th e  co m p etitio n  fo r scarce  re so u rces  as a “ rea lis tic ” sou rce  o f  in te r-g ro u p  conflic t, 

scho lars  th a t app ly  th is  v iew , op p o se  ag a in s t p sy ch o lo g ica l th eo rie s  th a t fo cu s so lely  on  in tra 

g roup  o r in tra -in d iv id u a l sou rces o f  in te r-g ro u p  conflic t. C on seq u en tly , L eV in e  and  C am pbell 

(1972, p .28 ) lab e lled  th is  soc ie ta l-lev e l th eo ry  as “p ro b ab ly  th e  m o s t an ti-p sy ch o lo g ica l o n e” .3 

C o n flic t th eo ry  scho lars, lik e  S h e rif  and  S h e rif  (1969; 1979), strong ly  o p p o sed  w e ll-k n o w n  

(in tra-) in d iv id u a l m o d e ls  o f  in te r-g ro u p  hostility , such  as th e  fru stra tio n -ag g ressio n  m odel 

(D o lla rd  e t al., 1939) and  th e  au th o rita rian  p erso n a lity  m odel (A d o rn o  e t al., 1969). S h e rif  

c la im ed  th a t w h ereas  such  m o d e ls  v ie w  in te r-g ro u p  p re ju d ice  an d  h o stility  as th e  p ro b lem s o f  th e  

d ev ia te  personality , th e  ap p ro p ria te  fram e o f  re fe ren ce  in  th e  study  o f  in te r-g ro u p  a ttitu d e  and 

b e h av io u r has to  in c lu d e  th e  re la tio n s  b e tw een  th e  re sp ec tiv e  g ro u p s (S h e r if  &  Sherif, 1969, p. 

224).

F u rth erm o re , S h e rif  re jec ted  th e  v ie w  th a t th e  ch arac te r o f  re la tio n sh ip s  and  n o rm s w ith in  

a certa in  g ro u p  w h o lly  d e te rm in es  th e  co u rse  o f  in te r-g ro u p  re la tions. A s c learly  d em o n stra ted  in  

h is  ex p erim en ts, th e  p rev a ilin g  m o d es  o f  b e h av io u r w ith in  g ro u p s are  n o t n ecessa rily  th e  p re v a 

ilin g  m o d es  o f  b e h av io u r in  in te r-g ro u p  re la tions. In  fact, he  d em o n stra ted  th a t h o stility  to w ard  

o u t-g ro u p s w as  m o st severe  w h en  th e  deg ree  o f  so lidarity  and  co o p era tiv en ess  w ith in  th e  g roup 

w as  v e ry  high.

M an y  scho lars  h av e  a rticu la ted  a rea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t p o in t o f  v iew . A s lo n g  ago as 

1906, Sum ner, th e  fo u n d e r o f  th e  e th n o cen trism  concep t, sta ted  th a t “th e  c lo se r th e  ne ighbors, 

and  th e  s tro n g er th ey  are, th e  in ten se r is  th e  w arfa re , and  th en  th e  in ten se r is  th e  in te rn a l o rg an i 

za tio n  and  d isc ip lin e  o f  each ” (p. 12). In  essence , th e re  is a co n sid e rab le  co n sen su s am ong  

co n trib u to rs  in  th is  re search  fie ld . A s L eV in e  and  C am pbell a sse rt in  th e ir  rev iew  o f  litera tu re: 

“ T he  g rea te r th e  co n flic t o f  in terest, th e  g rea te r th e  e th n o cen trism , i f  one  adds th e  assum ption , 

th a t th e  actual co n flic t o f  in te rests  is p e rce iv ed  as such  by  th e  g ro u p  in v o lv ed ” (1972, p. 222).

T he socia l p sy ch o lo g ica l re sea rch  trad itio n  w ith in  th e  rea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t ap p ro ach  is 

m o stly  b a sed  on  ex p erim en ta l stud ies. T h is re sea rch  trad itio n  s tarted  w ith  th e  p io n eerin g  w o rk  o f
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M u za fe r S h e rif  and  h is  associates, in  p a rticu la r th e  b o y s su m m er cam p ex p erim en ts  (S herif, 

1966, 1979; S h e rif  &  Sherif, 1969, 1979). S h e rif  has b een  d escrib ed  as th e  m o st im p o rtan t socia l 

p sy ch o lo g is t in  th e  h is to ry  o f  th e  fie ld  o f  in te r-g ro u p  re sea rch  (cf. T ay lo r &  M o g h ad d am , 1987, 

p. 35). H is  ex p erim en ts  on  in te r-g ro u p  b e h av io u r co n d u c ted  b e tw een  1949 and  1954 have  

b eco m e  classics. A t th e  tim e, w ith  th e  ‘co ld  w a r ’ a t its  h e ig h t and  th e  cruel m em o ries  o f  W o rld  

W ar II still ve ry  fresh  in  p e o p le ’s m in d s, it is  n o t su rp ris in g  th a t th e  o b jec tiv e  o f  th e se  ex p e 

rim en ts  w as  to  s tudy  -  u n d e r co n tro lled  co n d itio n s  -  th e  rise  and  co n so lid a tio n  o f  u n fav o u rab le  

in te r-g ro u p  s tereo types and  social d is tan ces b e tw een  groups, in  o rd e r to  spec ify  th e  co n d itio n s in  

w h ich  th ey  co u ld  b e  chan g ed  (S h e r if  &  Sherif, 1979, p. 10).4

S h e rif  and  h is  a sso c ia tes  carried  o u t th ree  separate , la rg e -sca le  ex p erim en ts  am o n g  young  

m ales  b e tw een  11 an d  12 y ears  old . T he boys, all w ith  h o m o g en eo u s  socia l b ack g ro u n d s, 

b e liev ed  th a t th e  cam p in  w h ich  th e  ex p erim en ts  to o k  p lace  w as  a g en u in e  su m m er cam p. T he 

ex p erim en ta l re sea rch  desig n  co n sis ted  o f  a series o f  successiv e  stages. In  th e  stage o f  

ex p erim en ta l g ro u p  fo rm atio n , th e  b o y s w ere  p laced  in  tw o  separa te  groups. W h ile  co n tac t 

b e tw een  th e  tw o  g ro u p s w as p rev en ted , th e  boys engag ed  in  m an y  cam p in g  and  sporting  

activ ities. R a th e r qu ickly , w ith in  each  g ro u p  a d efin ite  g roup  s tru c tu re  evo lved , th a t is, a  p a tte rn  

o f  sta tu s p o sitio n s, ro le s  and  n o rm s cam e in to  being .

In  th e  n e x t stage, th e  stage o f  in te r-g ro u p  conflic t, th e  tw o  g roups en g ag ed  in  a to u r 

n am en t o f  gam es, such  as b aseb a ll, foo tba ll, tre a su re  hunt, and  tu g  o f  w ar. T h is ex p erim en ta l 

co n d itio n  w as  a co m p etitiv e  and  fru stra tin g  one: th e  success o f  one  g roup  in ev itab ly  m ean t a 

d e fea t fo r th e  other. T he in te r-g ro u p  riv a lry  b eg an  in  a ‘h ea lth y ’ sp o rtin g  w ay, b u t fa irly  soon  th e  

boys s tarted  n am e  ca llin g  ag a in s t th e ir  riv a ls  and  b o th  co m p etin g  g ro u p s m ad e  th rea ten in g  

p o sters  an d  p lan n ed  raids. N eg a tiv e  ra tin g s w ere  g iv en  to  th e  ch arac te r o f  all th e  boys in  th e  

o th e r g roup , w h ereas  ra tin g s o f  fe llo w  g ro u p  m em b ers  w e re  a lm o st ex clu s iv e ly  favourab le . 

F u rth erm o re , th e  so lidarity  an d  co o p era tiv en ess  w ith in  each  g ro u p  increased , as sh o w n  by  th e  

so c io m etric  ch o ices o f  th e  boys. T o sum m arize , th e  co m p etitio n  b e tw een  th e  g ro u p s led  to  

g rea te r socia l d is tan ce  b e tw een  groups, h o stility  to w ard  th e  o u t-g roup , u n fav o u rab le  a ttitu d es o f  

o u t-g ro u p  m em b ers , as w ell as h e ig h ten ed  in -g ro u p  so lid arity  and  pride. T h is  w as, am o n g  o th er 

th ings, re flec ted  in  an  o v e restim atio n  o f  th e  ach iev em en ts  by  fe llo w  g ro u p  m em b ers  and  m u ch  

lo w er estim atio n s  o f  th e  ach iev em en ts  by  m em b ers  o f  th e  ou t-g roup .

In  th e  fina l stage o f  th e  ex p erim en t, th e  re sea rch ers  tried  to  red u ce  th e  in te r-g ro u p  co n 

flict. H o w ev er, app ea ls  to  m oral v a lu es  o r p ro n o u n cem en ts  by  th e  ad u lt s ta f f  w ere  n o t effective. 

L ik ew ise , m ere  co n tac t b e tw een  th e  g ro u p s as equals  in  s itu a tio n s th a t d id  n o t in v o lv e  any 

in te rd ep en d en ce  (fo r in stan ce , g o in g  to  th e  m o v ies  o r ea tin g  in  th e  sam e d in in g  ro o m ) did  n o t 

red u ce  th e  hostility . T h ese  ac tiv ities  served  on ly  as o ccasio n s  fo r th e  riva l g ro u p s to  decry  and 

a ttack  each  o th e r.5 O n  th e  o th e r hand , th e  in tro d u c tio n  o f  “ su p ero rd in a te  g o a ls” d id  red u ce  in te r 

g roup  conflic t. S h e rif  and  S h e rif  d e fin ed  th ese  su p ero rd in a te  g o a ls  as u rg en t goals, th a t is, goals 

th a t can n o t b e  ignored , and  th a t are  co m p ellin g  and  h igh ly  ap p ea lin g  fo r  m em b ers  o f  all th e  

g roups. B y  d efin ition , su p ero rd in a te  goals can n o t b e  ach iev ed  by  th e  e ffo rts  and  reso u rces  o f  one 

g roup  alone, b u t req u ire  th e  co o rd in a ted  e ffo rts  and  reso u rces  o f  all th e  g ro u p s invo lved . F inally , 

th ey  are  su p ero rd in a te  ra th e r th an  m ere ly  co m m o n  goals, in  th e  sense th a t th ey  m u st override



som e o f  th e  g o a ls  o f  b o th  g roups, w h ich  are  in co m p a tib le  w ith  them . In  th e  R o b b ers  C ave 

su m m er cam p  ex p erim en t, such  su p ero rd in a te  g o a ls  w ere  in tro d u ced  by  situ a tio n s such  as a 

b reak d o w n  in  th e  w a te r supply , o r a d efec tiv e  fo o d  d e liv ery  truck . It tu rn ed  o u t th a t a single  

ep iso d e  o f  in te r-g ro u p  co o p era tio n  w as  in su ffic ien t. O n ly  a series o f  co o p era tiv e  activ ities 

to w ard  su p ero rd in a te  g o a ls  e ffec tiv e ly  red u ced  in te r-g ro u p  hostility .

In  sum m ary , th e  socia l p sycho log ica l ex p erim en ts  co n d u c ted  by  S h e rif  and  h is associates, 

reveal th a t in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n  lead s  to  h e ig h ten ed  in -g ro u p  fav o u ritism , in -g ro u p  so lidarity  

and  in -g ro u p  p rid e  on  th e  one  hand , and  o u t-g roup  p re ju d ice  and  h o stility  on  th e  o th e r hand. 

S h e rif  lab e lled  h is  th eo ry  as a ‘th eo ry  o f  c o n flic t’ (S h e r if  &  Sherif, 1969, p. 268). L a te r on, th is  

th eo re tica l m odel b ecam e  k n o w n  as th e  rea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t th eo ry  (A u stin  &  W o rch el, 1979). 

T he causa l lin k  b e tw een  co m p etitio n  and  in -g ro u p  p re fe ren ce  and  o u t-g ro u p  h o stility  fo rm s th e  

b asic  p ro p o sitio n  o f  rea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t theory , as d ep ic ted  below :
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In sp ired  by  S heriffs  w ork , socia l p sy ch o lo g ists  h av e  s tu d ied  th e  e ffec t o f  in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n  

in  v a rio u s  ex p erim en ta l cond itions. B lak e  and  M o u to n  (1961; 1962) s tu d ied  in te r-g ro u p  

co m p etitio n  am o n g  em p lo y ees in  la rg e  in d u stria l o rgan iza tio n s, m ed ica l o rgan iza tions, and  

resea rch  o rgan izations. T hey  assig n ed  em p lo y ees to  ex p erim en ta l g ro u p s th a t w ere  p laced  in  a 

co m p etitiv e  s itu a tio n  in  w h ich  th e  g ro u p s w e re  g iv en  th e  ta sk  to  fin d  so lu tio n s fo r  spec ific  

o rg an iza tio n al p rob lem s. N ex t, in d iv id u a l sub jec ts h ad  to  ra te  th e  qu a lity  o f  th e  v a rio u s  so lu tions 

to  th e  p rob lem , as suggested  by  th e ir  ow n  g roup  and  by  th e  co m p etitiv e  g roup. C o n sis ten t w ith  

th e  resu lts  fro m  S h e r i f s  ex p erim en ts, sub jec ts ra ted  th e  qu a lity  o f  th e  p ro d u c t o f  th e ir  ow n  g roup  

as su p erio r to  th a t o f  th e  o p p o sin g  g roup. T h ese  fin d in g s  h av e  b een  su p p o rted  by  o th e r stud ies on 

th e  e ffec t o f  in te r-g ro u p  co m petition . In  a rev iew  o f  th e  (m o stly  socia l p sy ch o lo g ica l) lite ra tu re , 

Jack so n  co n clu d ed  th a t th e  resu lts  o f  em p irica l stud ies, sp ec ifica lly  d esig n ed  to  ex am in e  rea listic  

g roup  co n flic t th eo ry , h av e  a lm o st a lw ays b een  p o sitiv e  (Jackson , 1993, p. 405).

H o w ev er, th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  fin d in g s g av e  rise  to  th e  q u estio n  o f  w h e th e r in te r-g ro u p  

co m p etitio n  is a necessary  co n d itio n  fo r  in -g ro u p  fav o u ritism  and  o u t-g roup  hostility . In  o th er 

w ords, can  in -g ro u p  fav o u ritism  and  o u t-g roup  h o stility  a rise  in  n o n -co m p e titiv e  c ircum stances?  

T ajfe l and  h is  co lleag u es ad d ressed  th is  q u estio n  in  th e ir  ‘m in im a l-g ro u p ’ ex p erim en ts, 

desc rib ed  in  th e  n ex t section.

2 .4  C o m p e t i t io n  o r  s o c ia l  c a t e g o r iz a t io n ?

A cco rd in g  to  rea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t th eo ry  (L eV in e  &  C am pbell, 1972), in -g ro u p  fav o u ritism  

and  o u t-g roup  h o stility  are  th e  resu lts  o f  in te r-g ro u p  com petition . T he su b jec ts  in  Sherif’ s

In -g roup  fav o u ritism , so lid arity  and  p rid e

In te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n

O u t-g ro u p  p re ju d ice  and  h o stility
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su m m er cam p  ex p erim en ts  all cam e fro m  h o m o g en eo u s  e thn ic , so c io -eco n o m ic , re lig ious, and 

ed u ca tio n a l b ack g ro u n d s  (S h e r if  &  Sherif, 1953). T he boys w ere  ra ised  in  stab le, w h ite  

P ro tes tan t fam ilies  from  th e  m id d le  so cio -eco n o m ic  strata. F u rth erm o re , th e  b o y s w ere  h ealthy  

and  w ell-ad ju sted , b o th  in  school and  a t hom e. In  th is  m anner, S h e rif  and  h is  co lleag u es ru led  

o u t a lte rn a tiv e  ex p lan a tio n s  fo r  in te r-g ro u p  hostility , such  as eco n o m ic  d ep riv a tio n , fru s tra tio n 

ag g ressio n  theory , and  ex p lan a tio n s  in  te rm s o f  d ev ian t perso n alities . S h e rif  th e re fo re  concluded :

...neither cultural, psychical, nor econom ic differences are necessary for the rise o f  inter-group 

conflict, hostile attitudes, and stereotyped im ages o f  out-groups. N or are m aladjusted, neurotic, or 

unstable tendencies necessary conditions for the appearance o f  inter-group prejudice and 

stereotypes. The sufficient condition for the rise o f  hostile and aggressive deeds ... and for the 

standardization o f  social distance justified  by derogatory images o f  the out-group was the 

existence o f  two groups com peting for goals that only one group could attain, to the dism ay and 

frustration o f  the other group.”(Sherif, 1966, p.85)

O th e r scho lars, such  as T ajfe l and  T u rn er (1979), ack n o w led g ed  th a t such  an ex p lic it co n flic t o f  

o b jec tiv e  in te rests  w ill o ften  b e  a suffic ient co n d itio n  fo r in te r-g ro u p  d iscrim ina tion . H o w ev er, 

th ey  d o u b ted  w h e th e r co m p etitiv e  in te r-g ro u p  re la tio n s  are  a necessary  co n d itio n  fo r in te r-g ro u p  

d iscrim ina tion . T h is  c ritica l q u estio n  g av e  rise  to  th e  search  fo r th e  m inim al co n d itio n s  th a t are 

su ffic ien t to  g en era te  in -g ro u p  fav o u ritism  and  o u t-g ro u p  hostility .

T he  ex p erim en ta l s tud ies in  w h ich  th is  q u estio n  w as  ad d ressed  w ere  very  d iffe ren t from  

th e  ones p e rfo rm ed  by  S h e rif  an d  h is  co lleagues. T he  la tte r  g roup  o f  scho lars  tried  to  crea te  ‘re a l’ 

socia l g ro u p s in  th e  ex p erim en ts, in  o rd e r to  en large  th e  ex ternal v a lid ity  (i.e. g en era lity ) o f  th e  

resu lts  (S h e r if  &  Sherif, 1979). In  th e  ex p erim en ta l p h ase  o f  g roup  fo rm atio n , w h ich  lasted  ab o u t 

a w eek , sub jec ts  in te rac ted  w ith  one  ano ther. A s a resu lt, a  p a tte rn  o f  ro le  and  status p o sitio n s 

em erg ed  as w ell as a se t o f  no rm s an d  v a lu es  reg u la tin g  th e  b e h av io u r o f  in d iv id u a ls  w ith in  th e  

g roup. T hus, th e  g ro u p s in  th e  S h e rif  ex p erim en ts  w e re  w e ll-d ev e lo p ed  g ro u p s w ith  a sense o f  

h isto ry , som e degree  o f  o rg an iza tio n  an d  shared  n o rm s and  values. Jo n es  (1997) re fe rred  to  such  

g ro u p s as m axim al groups.

In  co n tra st to  th e  ‘m axim al group experim ents’ co n d u c ted  by  Sherif, o th e r scho lars 

co n d u c ted  ex p erim en ta l s tud ies  w ith  ad  h o c  lab o ra to ry  g roups, w ith  no  o r h ard ly  any  in te rac tio n  

w ith in  and  b e tw een  groups. T h is line  o f  re sea rch  s ta rted  w ith  th e  s tudy  o f  R ab b ie  and  H o rw itz  

(1969). In  th e ir  ex p erim en t, su b jec ts  w ere  d iv id ed  in to  tw o  g roups. T he sub jects , w h o  d id  n o t 

in te rac t w ith  each  o ther, h ad  to  ev alu a te  th e  in -g ro u p  and  o u t-g ro u p  m em b ers  b y  ra tin g  th e ir  

perso n al a ttribu tes. In  th e  con tro l co nd ition , th e  g ro u p s w ere  n e ith e r rew ard ed  n o r pun ished . In  

th e  ex p erim en ta l cond itions, one  o f  th e  tw o  g ro u p s w as  rew ard ed  w ith  gifts. R ab b ie  and  H o rw itz  

fo u n d  th a t in  th ese  la tte r  cond itions, sub jec ts  m ark ed ly  fav o u red  th e  in -g ro u p  o v e r th e  o u t 

g ro u p .6 In  th e  con tro l co nd ition , th ey  fo u n d  no  d ifferen ce  b e tw een  ev alu a tio n s  o f  in - and  o u t 

g roup . T hey  co ncluded , “ G roup  c lass ifica tio n  p e r se ap p ears  to  b e  in su ffic ien t to  p ro d u ce  

d iscrim in a to ry  ev a lu a tio n s” (p. 272).
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In  an o th er ex p erim en t, R ab b ie  and  W ilk en s  (1 9 7 1 ) fo u n d  th a t sub jec ts  w h o  m ere ly  anticipated  

fu tu re  socia l in te rac tio n  w ith in  and  b e tw een  g roups fe lt m o re  p o sitiv e  ab o u t th e ir  ow n  g roup  

m em b ers  th an  su b jec ts  w h o  d id  n o t an tic ip a te  socia l in te rac tio n . T he  au th o rs  a lso  te sted  a Sherif- 

lik e  h y p o th esis  s ta tin g  th a t th e  an tic ip a tio n  o f  in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n  w o u ld  lead  to  s tro n g er in 

g roup  -  o u t-g ro u p  d iffe ren tia tio n  in  evalua tions. In  th e  co m p etitio n  (C ) cond ition , th e  g roups 

w ere  to ld  th a t th ey  w ere  to  co m p ete  w ith  th e  o th e r g ro u p  in  co n stru c tin g  a b u ild in g  m ad e  from  

paper; th e  w in n in g  g roup  w o u ld  rece iv e  a price . In  th e  n o -co m p e titio n  (N .C .) cond ition , b o th  

g ro u p s co u ld  rece iv e  a p rice  i f  th e ir  p ro d u c t sa tisfied  certa in  c rite ria  (e .g ., heigh t, stu rd iness, 

etc.). H o w ev er, th e re  w e re  n o  s ig n ifican t d ifferen ces  b e tw een  th ese  tw o  ex p erim en ta l co nd itions 

in  te rm s o f  in -g ro u p  -  o u t-g roup  d ifferen tia tion . C o n seq u en tly , R ab b ie  and  W ilk en s  co n clu d ed  

th a t in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n  d id  n o t a ffec t th e  in -g ro u p  and  o u t-g ro u p  evalua tions. H o w ev er, I 

w o u ld  a rg u e  th a t th is  co n c lu sio n  is n o t va lid , since, u p o n  b e in g  ask ed  h o w  strong ly  th e  sub jec ts  

fe lt th a t th ey  w ere  in  co m p etitio n  w ith  th e  o th e r g roup , th e re  w as  on ly  a sm all d ifferen ce  

b e tw een  th e  co m p etitio n  and  n o -co m p e titio n  cond ition . A s th e  au th o rs  note: “psycho log ica lly , 

th e  C and  N .C . co n d itio n s  are  ra th e r s im ila r to  th e  su b jec ts” (p. 224). T herefo re , R ab b ie  and 

W ilk en s  fa iled  to  con tro l fo r  perce ived  com petition .

T o  ex p lo re  w h e th e r th e  v e ry  ac t o f  categ o riz in g  sub jec ts in to  d iffe ren t g ro u p s lead s  to  

d isc rim in a tiv e  in te r-g ro u p  b eh av io u r, T ajfe l and  h is  a sso c ia tes  co n d u c ted  a series o f  

ex p erim en ts, k n o w n  as th e  ‘m inim al group experim ents’ (B illig  &  T ajfe l, 1973; T ajfe l, 1970; 

T ajfe l, B illig , B undy , &  F lam en t, 1971). In  co n tra st to  S h e r i f s  ex p erim en ts, th e re  w as  n e ith e r a 

co n flic t o f  in te re s t n o r a h is to ry  o f  h o stility  b e tw een  th e  g roups. F u rth erm o re , th e re  w as  no  socia l 

in te rac tio n  b e tw een  th e  subjects; th e  g ro u p s w e re  p u re ly  co g n itiv e  an d  th e re fo re  re fe rred  to  as 

m inim al (T ajfe l &  T urner, 1979). T he  tw o  earlies t ex p erim en ts  (T ajfel, 1970; T ajfe l e t al., 1971) 

each  co n sis ted  o f  tw o  parts: in  th e  firs t part, an  in te r-g ro u p  ca teg o riza tio n  w as  estab lished ; in  th e  

seco n d  p a rt th e  effects  o f  socia l c a teg o riza tio n  on  in te r-g ro u p  b e h av io u r w as  assessed . In  th e  first 

ex p erim en t, sub jec ts had  to  estim ate  v ary in g  n u m b ers  o f  do ts p ro jec ted  on  a screen. N ex t, the  

su b jec ts  w ere  to ld  th a t th ey  w o u ld  b e  d iv id ed  in to  tw o  groups: one  g ro u p  w o u ld  co n sis t o f  th o se  

w h o  u n d e re s tim a ted  th e  n u m b er o f  do ts; th e  o th e r g ro u p  w o u ld  co n sis t o f  th o se  w h o  

o v erestim ated  th e  n u m b er o f  dots. In  th e  second  ex p erim en t, sub jec ts w e re  to ld  th a t th ey  w ere  

d iv id ed  in to  tw o  g roups on  th e  b asis  o f  th e ir  ex p ressed  p re fe ren ce  fo r a n u m b er o f  ab strac t 

p a in tin g s  b y  tw o  artists, K lee  and  K and insky . In  reality , in  b o th  ex p erim en ts, th e  co m p o sitio n  o f  

th e  g ro u p s w as  random . O nce th is  im p o sed  socia l ca teg o riza tio n  h ad  tak en  p lace, sub jec ts h ad  to  

assign  rew ard s  and  p en a lties  (i.e., po in ts, la te r  tran s la ted  in to  m o n ey ) to  tw o  anonym ous 

sub jec ts , w h o  w ere  b o th  in -g ro u p  m em b ers  ( ‘in -g ro u p  c h o ice ’), o r b o th  o u t-g roup  m em b ers  

( ‘o u t-g ro u p  c h o ice ’), o r one  from  e ith e r g roup  ( ‘in te r-g ro u p  c h o ic e ’). T he sub jec ts co u ld  n o t 

ass ign  rew ard s  to  th em se lv es , so in d iv id u a l in te rests  co u ld  n o t h av e  in flu en ced  th e  resu lts. T he 

sub jec ts  w e re  g iv en  a n u m b er o f  d iffe ren t m atrices. E ach  m a trix  co n sis ted  o f  a series o f  boxes, 

co n ta in in g  tw o  n u m b ers  each  -  one rep resen tin g  th e  p o in ts  fo r  one  person , th e  o th e r th e  p o in ts  

fo r  th e  o th e r person . T he m a trices  w ere  d esig n ed  in  such  a w ay, th a t th e  su b jec ts  co u ld  fo llo w  

d iffe ren t stra teg ies: a s tra tegy  o f  fa irn ess, a stra tegy  o f  m ax im u m  jo in t  p ro fit (i.e ., a llo ca tin g  th e  

g rea te s t p o ssib le  co m m o n  b e n e fit to  b o th  in d iv id u a ls), a stra tegy  o f  m ax im u m  in -g ro u p  p ro fit
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(i.e ., a llo ca tin g  th e  la rg est p o ssib le  rew ard  to  a m em b er o f  th e  in -g roup), o r a m ax im u m  

d ifferen ce  s tra tegy  (i.e., ch o o sin g  th e  la rg e s t p o ssib le  d ifferen ce  in  ga in  b e tw een  a m em b er o f  th e  

in -g ro u p  and  a m em b er o f  th e  o u t-g roup , in  fav o u r o f  th e  form er).

B o th  ex p erim en ts  sh o w ed  c lea r resu lts. In  th e  in -g ro u p  ch o ices and  o u t-g roup  cho ices, 

rew ard s  w ere  v e ry  c lose ly  d is trib u ted  aro u n d  th e  p o in t o f  fa irness. B u t in  th e  in te r-g ro u p  choices, 

m o st sub jec ts fav o u red  th e  in -g ro u p  m em bers. S ub jec ts  even  tried  to  ach iev e  a m ax im al 

d ifferen ce  in  ga in  b e tw een  an in -g ro u p  m em b er and  an o u t-g ro u p  m em b er, ev en  i f  th is  lo w ered  

th e  ab so lu te  g a in  fo r  th e  in -g ro u p  m em ber: re la tiv e  in -g ro u p  fav o u ritism  w as  m o re  im p o rtan t 

th an  ab so lu te  in -g ro u p  fav o u ritism . In  add ition , th e  ‘ra tio n a l’ stra tegy  o f  m ax im u m  jo in t  p ro fit 

w as  ignored .

T hus, a lth o u g h  th e  su b jec t’s ow n  in d iv id u a l ga ins  w e re  n o t in v o lv ed  in  th e ir  decisions, 

and  a lth o u g h  th ey  co u ld  h av e  ch o sen  to  ach iev e  th e  g rea te s t co m m o n  good , th e  su b jec ts  fav o u red  

th e  m em b ers  o f  th e ir  in -g ro u p  and  d isc rim in a ted  ag a in s t th e  m em b ers  o f  th e  o u t-g ro u p .7 T h a t is, 

th ey  acted  in  te rm s  o f  th e ir  in -g ro u p  m em b ersh ip . O n  th e  b as is  o f  th ese  ex p erim en ts, T ajfe l and 

h is  a sso c ia tes  co n clu d ed  th a t socia l c a teg o riza tio n  is sufficient to  p ro d u ce  in -g ro u p  fav o u ritism  

(T ajfe l, 1970; T ajfe l e t al., 1971).

H o w ev er, in  a la te r study, B illig  and  T ajfe l (1 9 7 3 ) n o ted  th a t th e  v a riab le  o f  socia l 

c a teg o riza tio n  w as  n o t en tire ly  iso la ted  in  th e  tw o  a fo rem en tio n ed  experim en ts. T h a t is, th e  

m an n er in  w h ich  socia l ca teg o riza tio n  w as  im p o sed  by  th e  ex p erim en t, b ro u g h t ab o u t som e 

s im ilarity  b e tw een  th e  in -g ro u p  m em b ers, and  som e d ifferen ce  b e tw een  m em b ers  o f  th e  in -g ro u p  

and  m em b ers  o f  th e  o u t-g roup  -  e ith e r in  te rm s o f  p e rfo rm an ce  (m ak in g  estim ates  o f  th e  n u m b er 

o f  p ro jec ted  do ts) o r in  te rm s o f  th e ir  aesth e tic  p re fe ren ce  (fo r K lee  o r K and insky). 

C onsequen tly , th e  v a riab les  o f  socia l c a teg o riza tio n  and  s im ila rity  b e tw een  in -g ro u p  m em b ers  

w ere  n e v e r p ro p erly  d ifferen tia ted . T h is is a sh o rtco m in g  o f  th e se  ex p erim en ts, since a 

co n sid e rab le  am o u n t o f  re sea rch  d em o n stra ted  th a t sub jec ts  are  a ttrac ted  to  o th ers  w h o  have  

s im ila r p e rso n a lity  ch arac te ris tic s  o r so c io -eco n o m ic  status (fo r an  overv iew , see B illig  &  T ajfel, 

1973, p. 30). T here fo re , B illig  and  T ajfe l tr ied  to  in v estig a te  separa te ly  th e  e ffec ts  o f  sim ilarity  

and  socia l ca teg o riza tio n  on  in te r-g ro u p  b eh av io u r, ap p ly in g  a 2 x 2  fac to ria l design . In  th e  

ca teg o riza tio n  cond itions, th e  su b jec ts  w ere  ex p lic itly  d iv id ed  in to  g roups, w h ereas  in  th e  n o n 

c a teg o riza tio n  co n d itio n s  th e re  w as  no  m en tio n  o f  ‘g ro u p s’ . In  th e  sim ilarity  cond itions, th e  

sub jec ts  w e re  to ld  th a t th ey  w e re  assig n ed  code  n u m b ers  an d /o r g roup  m em b ersh ip  on  th e  basis  

o f  th e ir  aesth e tic  p re fe ren ce  fo r  K lee  o r K an d in sk y ; in  th e  n o n -s im ila rity  cond itions, code 

n u m b ers  an d /o r g roup  m em b ersh ip  w ere  o pen ly  assig n ed  by  ch an ce .8 N ex t, th e  sub jec ts  had  to  

assign  p o in ts  to  o th e r an o n y m o u s sub jec ts , ju s t  as w as  d one in  th e  tw o  e a rlie r experim en ts.

T h is  th ird  ‘m in im al g ro u p  e x p e r im en t’ show ed  th a t b o th  socia l c a teg o riza tio n  and  

s im ila rity  a ffec ted  in -g ro u p  fav o u ritism  positively . Socia l ca teg o riza tio n , how ev er, w as  th e  m o st 

im p o rtan t variab le : it w as  th e  suffic ient co n d itio n  fo r  in -g ro u p  fav o u ritism . Socia l ca teg o riza tio n  

m ay  even  b e  a necessa ry  cond ition , s ince  n e ith e r o f  th e  n o n -ca teg o riza tio n  co n d itio n s p ro d u ced  

any  s ig n ifican t in -g ro u p  fav o u ritism . S im ilarity  on  th e  o th e r hand , w as  n e ith e r a su ffic ien t n o r 

necessa ry  co n d itio n  fo r  in -g ro u p  favouritism .
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In  sum m ary , th e  series o f  m in im al in te r-g ro u p  ex p erim en ts  (B illig  &  T ajfe l, 1973; T ajfe l, 1970; 

T ajfe l e t al., 1971) show ed  th a t th e  m ere  p e rcep tio n  o f  b e lo n g in g  to  tw o  d is tin c t g ro u p s -  socia l 

c a teg o riza tio n  -  is  a su ffic ien t co n d itio n  fo r in -g ro u p  fav o u ritism  and  d isc rim in a tio n  ag a in s t the  

ou t-g roup . S ince any o b jec tiv e  co n flic t o f  in te re s t o r p rio r h o stility  b e tw een  g ro u p s w as  ab sen t in  

th ese  ex p erim en ts, T ajfe l and  h is  a sso c ia tes  co n c lu d ed  th a t in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n  o r a co n flic t 

o f  in te rests  are  n o t n ecessa ry  co n d itio n s fo r  in te r-g ro u p  d iscrim ination .

T he fin d in g  o f  th e  im p o rtan ce  o f  socia l c a teg o riza tio n  co n trad ic ts  th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  re su lt o f  

R ab b ie  an d  h is associates, w h o  estab lish ed  no  e ffec t o f  socia l c a teg o riza tio n  in  th e ir  contro l 

co n d itio n s  (R ab b ie  &  H o rw itz , 1969; R ab b ie  &  W ilk en s, 1971). B illig  and  T ajfe l (1973, p. 31) 

c la im ed  th a t th is  co n trad ic tio n  is due  to  d ifferen ces  in  th e  sensitiv ity  o f  th e  m e th o d  u sed  fo r 

assess in g  in -g ro u p  b ias: th e  ta sk  o f  aw ard in g  m o n ey  (i.e ., p o in ts) to  o th ers  w o u ld  b e  a m u ch  

m o re  s ig n ifican t o r sen sib le  ta sk  th an  ev a lu a tin g  th e  p erso n a lity  ch arac te ris tic s  o f  o thers.

T he  resu lts  from  th e  ‘m in im al g roup  e x p e rim en ts ’ fo rm ed  th e  in itia l s tim u lu s fo r  th e  

d ev e lo p m en t o f  socia l id en tity  th eo ry  (T ajfe l &  T urner, 1979). In  h is  early  w o rk , T ajfe l (1970, 

T ajfe l e t al., 1971) in te rp re ted  th e  fin d in g s  as ev id en ce  o f  a ‘g e n e r ic ’ n o rm  o f  ou t-g roup  

b eh av io u r; a no rm  fo r fav o u rin g  o n e ’s ow n  k in d  (1970, p. 102). L a te r on, th e  em p h asis  sh ifted  to  

th e  n eed  to  define  o n e ’s socia l id en tity  (B illig  &  T ajfe l, 1973), as w ill b e  d iscu ssed  in  th e  n ex t 

section .

2 .5  S o c ia l  id e n t i t y  t h e o r y

Socia l id en tity  theory , as d ev e lo p ed  by  T ajfe l and  T u rn er (T ajfe l, 1978; T ajfe l, 1981, 1982a; 

T ajfe l &  T urner, 1979; T urner, 1982) is f irs t and  fo rem o st a p sych o lo g ica l theory : it a ttem p ts  to  

ex p la in  in te r-g ro u p  a ttitu d es and  b e h av io u r th ro u g h  re fe rrin g  to  th e  p sy ch o lo g ica l p ro cesses  

u n d erly in g  th e  d ev e lo p m en t and  m a in ten an ce  o f  g roup  id en tity . It co n ta in s  fo u r in te rlin k ed  

cen tra l concep ts: socia l iden tity , socia l ca teg o riza tio n , socia l co m p ariso n  and  p sycho log ica l 

g roup  d is tin c tiv en ess. A cco rd in g ly , th is  th eo ry  is a lso  lab e lled  as th e  so c ia l-id en tity /so c ia l- 

co m p ariso n  th eo ry  (T ajfe l &  T urner, 1979) o r th e  C .I.C . th eo ry  (socia l c a teg o riza tio n  -  socia l 

id en tity  -  socia l co m p ariso n  theory ; (T ajfe l, 1982b)).

T ajfe l o b jec ted  to  th e  “ in d iv id u a lis tic ” n a tu re  o f  m an y  o f  th e  m a jo r th eo rie s  in  socia l 

p sycho logy . A cco rd in g  to  T ajfe l, due  to  th is  fo cu s  on  in tra -in d iv id u a l and  in te rp erso n al 

p sycho log ica l p ro cesses , th e se  th eo rie s  ig n o red  th e  socia l co n tex t o f  socia l b e h av io u r (T ajfel, 

1981, chap. 2 &  3). In  m u ch  o f  h is  w ork , T ajfe l fo cu sed  on  th e  effects  o f  group  id en tific a tio n  on  

in te r-g ro u p  b ehav iou r. In  th is  m anner, he  ch allen g ed  th e  in d iv id u a lis tic  em p h asis  o f  o th e r socia l 

p sy ch o lo g ica l s tud ies  on  p re ju d ice  and  d isc rim in a tio n  -  such  as th e  fru s tra tio n -ag g ressio n  theo ry  

(D o lla rd  e t al., 1939) and  th e  au th o rita rian  p erso n a lity  th eo ry  (A d o rn o  e t al., 1969) -  w h ich  did  

n o t ack n o w led g e  th e  u n d e rs tan d in g  th a t in d iv id u a ls  in te rac t w ith  each  o th e r as m em b ers  o f  th e ir  

re sp ec tiv e  socia l g ro u p s (T ajfe l, 1978, 1981).9 B efo re  p re sen tin g  th e  p ro p o sitio n s  o f  socia l
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id en tity  theory , I w ill in tro d u ce  a set o f  cen tra l co n cep ts  o f  socia l id en tity  th eo ry  and  th e ir  

defin itions.

T ajfe l (1982b , p. 2 ) d efin ed  a g ro u p  on  th e  b a s is  o f  b o th  ex ternal and  in te rn a l criteria . 

E x te rn a l c rite ria  are  ‘o u ts id e ’ d esig n a tio n s  th a t re fe r to  co m m o n  ‘o u ts id e ’ charac te ris tics. T hey 

are  u sed  by  in d iv id u a ls  to  d efin e  o th e r in d iv id u a ls  as m em b ers  o f  a g roup , fo r  in stance , m em b ers  

o f  a trad e  u n io n , h osp ita l pa tien ts , etc. In terna l c riteria , on  th e  o th e r hand , re fe r to  th e  

in d iv id u a l’s id en tifica tio n  w ith  th e  g roup. T h ere  are  th ree  aspects  o f  th e  la tte r  social 

p sy ch o lo g ica l d e fin itio n  o f  g roup  m em b ersh ip  or group identification: a  co g n itiv e  com p o n en t, in 

th e  sense  o f  k n o w led g e  o r aw aren ess  th a t one b e lo n g s  to  a group ; an  ev alu a tiv e  com p o n en t, in 

th e  sense  th a t th e  n o tio n  o f  th e  g roup  an d /o r o n e ’s m em b ersh ip  o f  it  m ay  b e  re la ted  to  p o sitiv e  or 

n eg ativ e  v a lu e  co n n o ta tio n s; an d  an  em o tio n a l com p o n en t, in  th e  sense  th a t th e  co g n itiv e  and 

ev alu a tiv e  asp ec ts  o f  th e  g roup  and  o n e ’s m em b ersh ip  o f  it m ay  b e  acco m p an ied  b y  em otions. 

T he f irs t tw o  co m p o n en ts  are  n ecessa ry  co m p o n en ts  o f  T a jfe l’s d e fin itio n  o f  g roup  

id en tifica tio n , an d  th e  th ird  one is freq u en tly  a sso c ia ted  w ith  th em  (1982b , 1981, p. 229).

E x te rn a l c riteria , w h ich  are  c lassifica tio n s  by  o th ers  o f  som e p eo p le  as a g roup, are  n o t 

su ffic ien t fo r  th e  ex is ten ce  o f  a g roup  in  th e  socia l p sycho log ica l sense  o f  th e  te rm . In d iv id u als  

c lass ified  by  o th ers  as a g roup , m u st h av e  an aw aren ess  o f  th is  co m m o n  g roup  m em b ersh ip  and 

som e v a lu e  co n n o ta tio n s asso c ia ted  w ith  it. A ccord ing ly , T ajfe l v iew ed  inter-group behaviour in  

te rm s  as p ro p o sed  by  Sherif: “W h en e v e r in d iv id u a ls  b e lo n g in g  to  one  g roup  in te rac t, co llec tiv e ly  

o r ind iv id u a lly , w ith  an o th er g roup  o r its  m em b ers  in terms o f  their group identification, w e  have  

an in stan ce  o f  in te r-g ro u p  b eh av io u r” (S herif, 1966, p. 12) [Italics added].

S im ilarly , g roup  id en tifica tio n  a lone  is n o t a su ffic ien t co n d itio n  fo r  th e  em erg en ce  o f  

in te r-g ro u p  b eh av io u r; o thers m u st p e rce iv e  th e  in d iv id u a ls  as m em b ers  o f  a co m m o n  group. 

C onsequen tly , T a jfe l’s d e fin itio n  o f  a group  req u ires  a co m b in a tio n  o f  th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  

in terna l c rite ria  an d  some  ex ternal c rite ria  (T ajfe l 1982, p. 2).

S o c ia l  c a te g o r iz a t io n

A t th e  b asis  o f  in te r-g ro u p  a ttitu d es and  in te r-g ro u p  b e h av io u r lies  th e  p e rce iv ed  d is tin c tio n  

b e tw een  th e  ow n  g roup  and  o th e r g roups. T h is d is tin c tio n  b e tw een  in -g ro u p  and  ou t-g roup , 

b e tw een  ‘u s ’ and  ‘th e m ’, is  m ad e  v ia  social categorization, in  genera l d e fin ed  as th e  “p ro cess  o f  

b rin g in g  to g e th e r socia l ob jec ts  o r ev en ts  in  g ro u p s w h ich  are  eq u iv a len t w ith  reg ard  to  an 

in d iv id u a l’s actions, in ten tio n s  an d  system  o f  b e lie fs” (T ajfe l, 1981, p. 254).

A s A llp o rt (1954) p o in ted  out, th e  p ro cess  o f  c a teg o riza tio n  is  an  in ev itab le  p ro cess  th a t 

d o m in a tes  o u r en tire  socia l life. C ateg o riza tio n s  are co g n itiv e  to o ls  th a t segm ent, c lassify , and 

o rd e r th e  h u m an  env ironm en t. T he  m a in  fu n c tio n  o f  th is  co g n itiv e  p ro cess  o f  ca teg o riz in g  is  to  

sim p lify  o r system atize  th e  ab u n d an ce  an d  co m p lex ity  o f  th e  in fo rm atio n  rece iv ed  by  th e  h u m an  

o rgan ism  from  its  en v iro n m en t (T ajfe l 1981, p. 145). O rd erly  liv in g  d ep en d s on  such  

o v ers im p lifica tio n s , as th ey  m ak e  th e  en o rm o u s am o u n t o f  en v iro n m en ta l even ts 

co m p reh en sib le , by  p lac in g  a single  ev en t w ith in  a fam ilia r category  (A llpo rt, 1954).10

In h is early  re sea rch  d u rin g  th e  1950s and  1960s, T ajfe l fo cu sed  on  th e  co g n itiv e  b asis  o f  

ca teg o riza tio n . In  th ese  early  ex p erim en ts  he  ap p lied  n o n -so c ia l stim uli. F o r in stan ce , sub jects
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had  to  ju d g e  th e  size  o f  co ins o r th e  len g th  o f  lines. T h ro u g h  a series o f  ex p erim en ts  he  show ed  

th a t c lass ifica tio n  o f  n o n -so c ia l s tim uli in  d is tin c t c lasses  led  to  p e rce iv ed  u n ifo rm ity  w ith in  

c lasses  an d  p e rce iv ed  d is tin c tiv en ess  b e tw een  classes. In  o th e r w o rd s, im p o sin g  a ca teg o riza tio n  

on  n o n -so c ia l s tim uli led  to  th e  accen tu a tio n  o f  in tra -ca teg o ry  sim ila rities  an d  in te r-ca teg o ry  

d ifferences: sub jec ts u n d e re s tim a ted  w ith in -ca teg o ry  d ifferen ces  and  o v e restim ated  b e tw een - 

ca tegory  d ifferen ces  (T ajfe l, 1981, Ch. 4-6 ; T ajfe l, 1982a).

In  T a jfe l’s la te r w o rk , th e  em p h asis  sh ifted  to w ard s  th e  socia l setting. H e  sub seq u en tly  

sh o w ed  th a t w h en  p e rso n s  w ere  ap p lied  as stim uli, su b jec ts ’ o v e restim atio n  o f  in tra-g ro u p  

s im ila rities  tu rn ed  o u t to  b e  la rg e r in  th e  ou t-g roup . T h u s w ith  reg ard  to  th e  p ro cess  o f  socia l 

ca teg o risa tio n , sub jec ts p e rce iv ed  g rea te r h o m o g en e ity  am o n g  o u t-g roup  m em b ers  th an  am ong  

in -g ro u p  m em bers. S ub jec ts th e re fo re  co n sid e red  m em b ers  o f  o u t-g ro u p s in  a re la tiv e ly  u n ifo rm  

m anner, as “u n d iffe ren tia ted  item s in  a u n ified  socia l ca teg o ry ” (T ajfel, 1982b, p .21). T ajfe l 

re fe rred  to  th e  en d p o in t o f  th is  p ro cess  as th e  “ d ep erso n a lisa tio n ” and  “ d eh u m an isa tio n ” o f  th e  

out-g roup .

S o c ia l  id e n t i ty

Socia l ca teg o riza tio n s  are  n o t m ere ly  co g n itiv e  to o ls  th a t sy stem atize  th e  socia l w o rld , b u t they  

a lso  c rea te  and  d efin e  th e  in d iv id u a l’s p lace  in  society . In  th is  sense, socia l g ro u p s p ro v id e  th e ir  

m em b ers  w ith  an  id en tifica tio n  o f  th em se lv es  in  socia l te rm s  (T ajfe l &  T urner, 1979). G roup 

id en tifica tio n , as d efin ed  above, fo rm s an im p o rtan t a sp ec t o f  an  in d iv id u a l’s se lf-defin ition . A n  

in d iv id u a l can  d efine  h im se lf  as a m em b er o f  n u m ero u s  socia l g ro u p s and  th e se  m em b ersh ip s  

co n trib u te , p o s itiv e ly  o r negatively , to  th e  im ag e  th a t he  h as  o f  h im self. A cco rd in g ly , socia l 

identity  is d efin ed  as “th a t p a rt o f  an  in d iv id u a l’s se lf-co n cep t w h ich  d eriv es from  h is k n o w led g e  

o f  h is m em b ersh ip  o f  a socia l g ro u p  (o r g ro u p s) to g e th e r w ith  th e  v a lu e  and  em otional 

s ig n ifican ce  a ttach ed  to  th a t m em b ersh ip ” (T ajfe l, 1981, p .255). Socia l id en tity  m ay  b e  p o sitiv e  

o r n eg ativ e  acco rd in g  to  th e  ev alu a tio n s  o f  th o se  socia l g ro u p s th a t co n trib u te  to  an  in d iv id u a l’s 

socia l identity .

T he  cen tral ax io m  o f  socia l id en tity  th eo ry  is th e  a ssu m p tio n  th a t in d iv id u a ls  strive  to  

ach iev e  o r m ain ta in  a sa tisfac to ry  co n cep t o r im ag e  o f  th em selv es: th ey  strive  fo r a p o sitiv e  se lf 

co n cep t (T ajfe l, 1981).11 C o n seq u en tly , in d iv id u a ls  strive  to  ach iev e  o r m a in ta in  a p o s itiv e  socia l 

identity .

S o c ia l  c o m p a r is o n

T ajfel and  h is  a sso c ia tes  co n sid e red  socia l id en tifica tio n s  and  social id en titie s  as b e in g  p rim arily  

re la tio n a l and  co m p ara tiv e  in  nature . In  o th e r w ords, to  a la rg e  ex ten t, th ey  are  b a sed  on 

co m p ariso n s  w ith  m em b ers  o f  o th e r g roups: “th ey  d efin e  th e  in d iv id u a l as s im ila r to  o r d iffe ren t 

from , as ‘b e tte r’ o r ‘w o rs e ’ than , m em b ers  o f  o th e r g ro u p s” (T ajfe l &  T urner, 1979, p. 40). A  

p o sitiv e  socia l id en tity  is th u s  la rg e ly  estab lish ed  th ro u g h  fav o u rab le  co m p ariso n s  b e tw een  o n e ’s 

o w n  g roup  and  re lev an t o th e r g roups. C o n seq u en tly , th e  cen tra l ax iom  o f  socia l id en tity  theo ry  

can  b e  rep h rased  as fo llow s: in d iv id u a ls  strive  to  ach iev e  and  m a in ta in  a p o s itiv e  psych o lo g ica l 

g roup  d is tinc tiveness.
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Socia l co m p ariso n  -  co m p ariso n  b e tw een  in -g ro u p  an d  re lev an t o u t-g ro u p s  w ith  reg ard  to  v a lu e 

lad en  a ttrib u tes  and  ch arac te ris tics  -  p ro v id es  a w ay  to  create  and  m a in ta in  a p o sitiv e  

p sy ch o lo g ica l g ro u p  d is tin c tiv en ess. T ajfe l u n d erlin es  th a t it  is  th ro u g h  th e  socia l co m p ariso n  

p ro cess  th a t in d iv id u a ls  ach iev e  an u n d ers tan d in g  o f  th e  re la tiv e  status and  v a lu e  o f  th e ir  ow n 

g roup , and, co nsequen tly , th e  sta tus an d  v a lu e  th ey  acqu ire  th ro u g h  m em b ersh ip  o f  th e ir  g roup:

The characteristics o f  one’s group as a whole (such as its status, its richness or poverty, its skin 

colour or its ability to reach its aims) achieve m ost o f  their significance in relation to perceived 

differences from other groups and the value connotation o f  these differences.... the definition o f  a 

group (national, racial or any other) makes no sense unless there are other groups around (Tajfel,

1981, p. 258).

T he th eo re tica l p ro p o s itio n  o f  th e  n eed  fo r a p o sitiv e  p sycho log ica l g roup  d is tin c tiv en ess, w h ich  

can  b e  ach iev ed  th ro u g h  social co m p ariso n , o ffers  an  ex p lan a tio n  fo r  th e  fin d in g s o f  th e  

m in im a l-g ro u p  ex p erim en ts, as d iscu ssed  in  th e  p rev io u s  section . T he  m ere  p e rcep tio n  o f  

b e lo n g in g  to  tw o  d is tin c t g ro u p s (e .g ., th e  K lee  g roup  an d  th e  K an d in sk y  g roup), and  th e  

p o ssib ility  o f  socia l co m p ariso n  led  to  in -g ro u p  fav o u ritism  and  d isc rim in a tio n  ag a in s t th e  o u t 

g roup . A s s ta ted  in  th e  p rev io u s  section , su b jec ts  d id  n o t fo llo w  th e  stra tegy  o f  m ax im iz in g  th e  

m o n e ta ry  rew ard s fo r  th e  in -g roup , b u t in s tead  th ey  fo llo w ed  th e  s tra tegy  o f  m ax im iz in g  th e  

d ifferen ce  in  m o n e ta ry  rew ard s  b e tw een  in -g ro u p  and  ou t-g roup . T hus, th e  sub jec ts  strove  fo r  a 

p o sitiv e  g ro u p  d is tin c tiv en ess  by  m ax im iz in g  th e  d ifferen ce  b e tw een  in -g ro u p  and  ou t-g roup  

w ith  reg ard  to  m o n eta ry  rew ards, w h ich  fu n c tio n ed  as th e  (on ly  av ailab le ) d im en sio n  o f  

co m p ariso n  in  th e  ex p erim en t (T ajfe l &  T urner, 1979).

In  general, th e  n eed  to  ev alu a te  o n e ’s ow n  g roup  p o sitiv e ly  resu lts  in  p sych o lo g ica l 

p ressu re  to  d iffe ren tia te  th e  in -g ro u p  from  o th e r g ro u p s an d  to  ach iev e  superio rity  o v e r o th er 

g ro u p s on  som e v a lu e  d im en sio n  o f  com parison . In  o rd e r to  ach iev e  such  a p o sitiv e  g roup  

d is tin c tiv en ess, in d iv id u a ls  se lec tive ly  p e rce iv e  m a in ly  p o sitiv e ly  v a lu ed  ch arac te ris tics  am ong  

m em b ers  o f  th e  in -g ro u p  and  m ain ly  n eg a tiv e ly  v a lu ed  ch arac te ris tic s  am o n g  m em b ers  o f  th e  

o u t-g roup  o r g roups. N ex t, th e se  positive , resp ec tiv e ly , n eg a tiv e  ch arac te ris tic s  are  g en era lized  to  

th e  w h o le  in -g roup , resp ec tiv e ly , ou t-g roup . B y  ap p ly ing  th e  p o sitiv e  in -g ro u p  s tereo types to  

onese lf, one  ach iev es a p o s itiv e  socia l identity .

T he  m en ta l p ro cess  by  w h ich  th is  socia l id en tity  is  con stru c ted , is lab e lled  socia l 

identification  (B row n, 1995; E is in g a  &  S cheepers, 1989). T he co u n te rp art o f  socia l id en tifica tio n

-  th e  p e rcep tio n  and  g en era liza tio n  o f  m ain ly  n eg a tiv e ly  v a lu ed  ch arac te ris tic s  o f  o u t-g ro u p s  -  is 

lab e lled  socia l contra-identification  (B illie t e t al., 1996; E is in g a  &  Scheepers, 1989). T he  re su lt 

o f  th e  p ro cesses  o f  socia l id en tifica tio n  and  social co n tra -id en tifica tio n  is  e thnocen trism : a 

p o sitiv e  a ttitu d e  to w ard s  th e  in -g ro u p  and  a n eg a tiv e  a ttitu d e  to w ard s  th e  o u t-g roup  o r g roups.

T he v a lu e  o f  th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  th eo re tica l n o tio n s  fo r  th e  p re sen t s tudy  is  tw o-fo ld . 

F irstly , th ey  co m p lem en t th e  n o tio n s  fro m  rea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t th eo ry  since, acco rd in g  to  

socia l id en tity  theory , n a tio n a lis tic  and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitu d es m ay  ex is t even  in  th e  

ab sen ce  o f  a co n flic t o f  o b jec tiv e  in te rests  b e tw een  e th n ic  g roups. Secondly , th ese  n o tio n s
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ex p lica te  th e  u n d erly in g  psych o lo g ica l m ech an ism s re su ltin g  in  n a tio n a lis tic  and  ethn ic  

ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitudes. Socia l id en tity  th eo ry  can  p ro v id e  an an sw er to  th e  q u estio n  w hy  peop le  

feel p ro u d  o f  th e ir  co u n try  and  na tio n a l in -g ro u p  and  d is lik e  e th n ic  im m igran ts. T he  ex p lan a to ry  

sch em e o f  socia l id en tity  th eo ry  is sch em atica lly  d ep ic ted  in  T ab le  2.1.

T a b le  2 .1  Explanatory schem e o f  socia l identity theory

(a)

(b)

In d iv id u als  strive  fo r a p o sitiv e  self-concept

Socia l id en tity  is  th a t p a rt o f  an  in d iv id u a l’s se lf-co n cep t w h ich  d eriv es  from  th e  

p ro cess  o f  socia l ca teg o riza tio n  and  th e  aw aren ess  o f  m em b ersh ip  o f  a socia l g roup , 

to g e th e r w ith  th e  v a lu e  co n n o ta tio n s  o f  th is  m em b ersh ip  and  th e  em otional 

in v es tm en t in  th e  aw aren ess  and  ev alu a tio n s

(c) In d iv id u als  strive  fo r a p o sitiv e  socia l id en tity

(d) In d iv id u als  d e term in e  th e  re la tiv e  sta tus and  v a lu e  o f  th e ir  ow n  g roup  th ro u g h  in te r 

g roup  co m p ariso n s

(e) In d iv id u als  strive  fo r  a p o sitiv e  in -g ro u p  d is tin c tiv en ess

(f) In d iv id u als  h av e  a p o sitiv e  a ttitu d e  to w ard s  th e ir  o w n  g roup  an d  a n eg a tiv e  a ttitude  

to w ard s  o u t-g roups, and  consequen tly ,

(g) In d iv id u a ls  h av e  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitu d es to w ard s  e thn ic  

im m ig ran ts

H o w ev er, th e  th eo re tica l n o tio n s  o f  socia l id en tity  th eo ry  as p resen ted  th u s  far, are  n o t very  

usefu l fo r  d ed u cin g  h y p o th eses  reg a rd in g  differences  in  th e  ex ten t o f  n a tio n a lis tic  and 

ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitu d es b e tw een  socia l ca teg o ries  o f  th e  d o m in an t e th n ic  g roup  an d /o r b e tw een  

coun tries. In  o th e r w o rd s, g iv en  th e  a ssu m p tio n  th a t n a tio n a lis tic  and  ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitudes are  

b ro u g h t ab o u t by  a fu n d am en ta l h u m an  n eed  -  th e  n eed  fo r  a p o sitiv e  socia l id en tity  -  th en  

log ica lly , th e  h y p o th esis  w o u ld  read  th a t all in d iv id u a ls , reg ard less  o f  th e ir  socia l p o sitio n s, w ill 

h av e  p o sitiv e  a ttitu d es to w ard  th e ir  in -g ro u p  and  n eg ativ e  a ttitu d es to w ard s  ou t-g roups. In  o th er 

w ords, a ll  in d iv id u a ls  w ill h av e  n a tio n a lis tic  and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitu d es as a re su lt o f  th e  

m ech an ism s o f  socia l id en tifica tio n  and  social co n tra -id en tifica tio n .

T o  sum m arize , th e  core  o f  socia l id en tity  th eo ry  as p resen ted  here, lack s ex p lic it te s tab le  

n o tio n s  reg a rd in g  v a ria tio n  in  e th n o cen trism  b e tw een  socia l ca teg o ries  and  coun tries, as has b een  

fo u n d  in  p rev io u s  re sea rch  (B illie t e t al., 1996; D e k k e r &  V an  P raag , 1990). C onsequen tly , 

F e llin g , P e te rs  and  S cheepers  (1986 , p. 59) lab e lled  th is  th eo ry  as an  “unconditional th eo ry ’, in  

th e  sense  th a t e th n o cen trism  is v iew ed  as a u n iv e rsa l p h en o m en o n , w h ich , irresp ec tiv e  o f  th e  

spec ific  socia l cond itions, is  p re sen t to  th e  sam e ex ten t in  d iffe ren t segm en ts  o f  socie ty .

H o w ev er, I do  n o t sug g est th a t socia l id en tity  th eo ry  is  to ta lly  in ad eq u a te  fo r  ex p la in in g  

v a ria tio n s  in  e th n o cen trism  o r in te r-g ro u p  conflic t. B u t in  th e  p re sen t study, I m ain ly  app ly  socia l
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id en tity  th eo ry  to  ex p lica te  th e  u n d erly in g  psych o lo g ica l s triv ings and  m ech an ism s th a t re su lt in 

n a tio n a lis tic  and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitudes. In  o th e r w o rd s , I app ly  cen tral co n cep ts  and 

p ro p o sitio n s  o f  socia l id en tity  th eo ry  -  socia l ca teg o riza tio n , socia l co m p ariso n , and  th e  striv ing  

fo r  p o sitiv e  socia l id en tity  -  w h ich  are  p resu m ab ly  u b iq u ito u s  and  th u s  ch arac te ris tic  o f  each  and 

every  sing le  h u m an  being , irresp ec tiv e  o f  th e  su rro u n d in g  socia l cond itions. In  th is  resp ec t, I 

reg ard  socia l id en tity  th eo ry  as an  u n co n d itio n a l theory .

T ajfe l d id  h o w ev er m en tio n  som e co n d itio n s  th a t p resu m ab ly  in crease  th e  level o f  

e th n o cen trism  (1981, p. 156). T h ese  are  co n d itio n s w h ich  requ ire : (i) a search  fo r th e  

u n d e rs tan d in g  o f  co m p lex  and  u su a lly  d is tressfu l, la rg e -sca le  socia l even ts, (ii) ju s tif ic a tio n  o f  

actions, co m m itted  o r p lanned , ag a in s t o u t-g roups, (iii) a p o sitiv e  d iffe ren tia tio n  o f  th e  in -g roup  

from  selec ted  o u t-g ro u p s a t a tim e  w h en  such  d iffe ren tia tio n  is p e rce iv ed  as b eco m in g  in secu re  

and  eroded ; o r w h en  it is  not p o sitiv e , and  socia l co n d itio n s ex is t w h ich  are  p e rce iv ed  as 

p ro v id in g  a p o ssib ility  fo r  a ch an g e  in  th e  s itu a tio n .12 T he  la tte r  co n d itio n  -  a la ck  o f  p o sitiv e  

socia l id en tity  -  h as  b een  th e  focus o f  m an y  th eo re tica l and  em pirica l s tud ies  w ith in  th e  socia l 

id en tity  ap p ro ach  (see  a lso  A b ram s &  H ogg , 1990). W h en  an in d iv id u a l’s socia l id en tity  is 

u n sa tisfac to ry , an  in d iv id u a l can  fo llo w  th ree  d iffe ren t s tra teg ies, acco rd in g  to  T ajfe l and  T u rn er 

(1979). F irstly , he  o r she can  strive  to  leav e  th e  ex istin g  g roup  and  jo in  a m o re  p o sitiv e ly  v a lu ed  

g roup. It is  ev id en t th a t in  th e  co n tex t o f  e th n ic  g roups, th is  stra tegy  o f  ‘in d iv id u a l m o b ility ’ is 

h ard ly  co n ce iv ab le , i f  n o t s im ply  im possib le . Secondly , th e  m em b ers  o f  th e  re sp ec tiv e  g roup  

m ay  seek  p o sitiv e  g ro u p  d is tin c tiv en ess  th ro u g h  d irec t co m p etitio n  w ith  th e  ou t-g roup . S ince th is  

m o stly  in v o lv es  a co n flic t reg ard in g  th e  d is trib u tio n  o f  scarce  reso u rces , th is  second  stra tegy  

re la tes  to  th e  n o tio n s o f  rea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t theory . T hird ly , th e  m em b ers  o f  th e  g ro u p  m ay  

seek  p o sitiv e  g roup  d is tin c tiv en ess  by  red e fin in g  o r a lte rin g  th e  e lem en ts  o f  th e  co m p ara tiv e  

situation . T ajfe l and  T u rn er label th is  s tra tegy  as ‘socia l c rea tiv ity ’ . In  th is  respect, an  in d iv idual 

can  e ith e r (i) co m p are  th e  in -g ro u p  to  o u t-g ro u p s  on  a d iffe ren t d im ension ; (ii) app ly  th e  sam e 

d im en sio n  o f  co m p ariso n , b u t ch an g e  th e  su b jec tiv e  v a lu e  o f  th e  a ttrib u tes  o f  th e  in -g ro u p  (e .g ., 

“b la ck  is b eau tifu l” ); o r (iii) co m p are  th e  in -g ro u p  to  a d ifferen t, lo w -s ta tu s  ou t-g roup . T he  aim  

o f  th is  ‘socia l c rea tiv ity ’ is to  m ak e  th e  ex is tin g  in -g ro u p  m o re  p o sitiv e ly  d istinc t. In  th e  p re sen t 

study  I w ill n o t te s t th ese  la tte r n o tio n s, fo r  th is  w o u ld  req u ire  g a th erin g  in -d ep th  d a ta  on 

in d iv id u a l’s socia l id en tity  and  p sy ch o lo g ica l in te r-g ro u p  co m p ariso n s  th a t are  b ey o n d  th e  scope 

o f  th e  p re sen t la rg e -sca le  c ro ss-n a tio n a l study.

T o  co n clu d e  th is  d iscu ss io n  o f  th e  m e rit o f  socia l id en tity  theory , I w o u ld  lik e  to  ou tlin e  

tw o  o th e r co n d itio n a l p ro p o sitio n s  th a t u n fo rtu n a te ly  co u ld  n o t b e  te s ted  w ith  th e  ap p lied  c ro ss 

n a tio n a l d a ta  set in  th is  study. T he  firs t one  co n cern s th e  im p o rtan ce  o f  se lf-esteem . A cco rd in g  to  

socia l id en tity  theory , one  w o u ld  ex p ec t th a t th e  lo w er th e  in d iv id u a l’s se lf-esteem , th e  s tronger 

th e  n eed  to  en h an ce  o n e ’s socia l id en tity  b y  m ean s o f  fav o u rab le  in te r-g ro u p  com parisons. 

C onsequen tly , lo w er in d iv id u a l se lf-esteem  is  p resu m ab ly  re la ted  to  s tro n g er n a tio n a lis tic  and 

e th n ic  ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitudes. H o w ev er, W ag n e r and  S ch ö n b ach  (1 9 8 4 ) fo u n d  no  d irec t e ffects 

o f  tw o  d is tin c t m easu res  o f  se lf-esteem  on p re jud ice . U n fo rtu n ate ly , th e  IS P P 1995  q u estio n n aire  

d id  n o t in c lu d e  a m easu rem en t o f  self-esteem .
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T he second  p ro p o sitio n  re la tes  to  T a jfe l’s n o tio n  on  insecure  socia l id en tity  (T ajfe l, 1974). It has 

b een  freq u en tly  p o stu la ted  th a t th e  E u ro p ean  u n ifica tio n  p ro cess  w ill re su lt in  an  e ro sio n  o f  th e  

d iffe ren tia tio n  b e tw een  n a tio n a l g ro u p s and  th e  em erg en ce  o f  a E u ro p ean  id en tity  (R aad  v o o r 

M aa tsch ap p e lijk e  O n tw ik k e lin g , 1999). T he em pirica l re la tio n sh ip  b e tw een  in c reas in g  lo ss  o f  

na tio n a l sovereign ty , in secu re  n a tio n a l id en tity  and  chan g es in  na tio n a l stereo types has y e t to  be  

estab lish ed  in  lo n g itu d in a l research .

R e tu rn in g  to  th e  th eo re tica l fram ew o rk  o f  th e  p re sen t c ro ss-n a tio n a l study, I app ly  th e  core  

n o tio n s  o f  socia l id en tity  th eo ry  in  o rd e r to  ex p lica te  th e  u n d erly in g  p sycho log ica l m ech an ism s 

(soc ia l id en tific a tio n  and  so c ia l-co n tra  iden tifica tio n ), w h ich  re su lt in  n a tio n a lis tic  and  ethn ic  

ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitudes. In  th is  respect, socia l id en tity  th eo ry  o ffers a p lau sib le  in te rp re ta tio n  as 

to  th e  m o tiv e  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  an d  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitudes. In  co n tra st to  in d iv id u a lis tic  

th eo rie s  such  as th e  th eo ry  o f  th e  A u th o rita rian  P e rso n a lity  (A d o rn o  e t al., 1969), socia l iden tity  

th eo ry  u n d erlin es  th a t in -g ro u p  p rid e  and  o u t-g roup  an tag o n ism  are n o t ex trao rd in a ry  

p h en o m en a , re su ltin g  from  som e d ev ian t p e rso n a lity  struc tu re , b u t ra ther, th ey  are  u b iq u ito u s  

p h en o m en a , caused  by  th e  fu n d am en ta l n eed  o f  each  in d iv id u a l to  strive  fo r  a p o sitiv e  socia l 

identity .

So far, I h av e  d iscu ssed  soc ia l-p sy ch o lo g ica l s tud ies th a t a re  m a in ly  b ased  on 

ex p erim en ta l designs. H o w ev er, one  co u ld  q u estio n  th e  ex tern al v a lid ity  o f  co n c lu s io n s  d raw n  

u p o n  h ig h ly  co n tro lled  ex p erim en ta l stud ies. A re  th ey  re lev an t fo r  in te r-g ro u p  re la tio n s  in  real 

life?  In  th e  n ex t section , I tu rn  to  th e  w o rk  o f  so cio lo g ists  w ith in  th e  rea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t 

app roach , w h o  h av e  fo cu sed  on  th e  sou rces o f  in te r-g ro u p  an tag o n ism  and  co n flic t in  rea l-life  

s itua tions. In  Section  2 .7  I w ill try  to  in teg ra te  th e  n o tio n s  o f  socia l id en tity  th eo ry  and  rea listic  

g roup  co n flic t theory .

2 .6  R e a l i s t i c  g r o u p  c o n f l i c t  t h e o r y :  a  s o c io lo g ic a l  a p p r o a c h

A s I m en tio n ed  p rev iously , rea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t th eo ry  h as  b een  d ev e lo p ed  and  ap p lied  by  

socia l p sy ch o lo g ists  and  socio log ists . T he socia l p sycho log ica l ex p erim en ta l stud ies, as 

d iscu ssed  in  S ection  2 .3 , rev ea led  th a t in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n  led  to  h e ig h ten ed  in -g ro u p  

fav o u ritism , in -g ro u p  so lid arity  and  in -g ro u p  p rid e  on  th e  one  hand , and  o u t-g roup  p re ju d ice  and 

h o stility  on  th e  o th e r hand . H o w ev er, several q u estio n s are  n o t fu lly  an sw ered  in  th is  socia l 

p sycho log ica l re sea rch  trad itio n  (cf. F e lling , P e te rs , &  Scheepers, 1986).

F irstly , w h a t kinds o f  goods  a re  a t stake in  th e  co m p etitio n  b e tw een  g roups?  Secondly , 

w h a t are  th e  societa l conditions u n d e r w h ich  in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n  o r p e rcep tio n s  o f  in te r 

g roup  co m p etitio n  arise?  A n d  th ird ly , are  th e  em p irica l fin d in g s o f  th e se  ex p erim en ta l s tud ies 

externally valid?  T h a t is, do es in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n  and  co n flic t o f  in te rests  a lso  lead  to  m o re  

in -g ro u p  so lid arity  and  o u t-g ro u p  h o stility  in  ev eryday  life? F o r a m o re  e lab o ra te  an sw er to  th ese  

q uestions, I re fe r to  th e  w o rk  o f  so c io lo g ists  such  as C oser, B lu m er, and  B la lock . T h ese  scho lars 

a rgued  th a t co n flic t o f  in te rests  b e tw een  g ro u p s is v e ry  co m m o n  in  everyday  life  and  fu n c tio n s  as
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a ca ta ly st fo r  in -g ro u p  fav o u ritism  and  o u t-g roup  an tagon ism . H ence , th ey  p resu m e  th a t th e  

em p irica l reg u la ritie s  fo u n d  w ith in  ex p erim en ta lly  co n tro lled  cond itions, a lso  app ly  to  everyday  

life. T he  a fo rem en tio n ed  q u estio n s reg ard in g  th e  sou rces o f  rea lis tic  g roup  co n flic ts  are 

ad d ressed  in  th e  n e x t subsection .

2 .6 .1  S o u r c e s  o f  r e a l i s t i c  g r o u p  c o n f l ic ts

In  h is  study  ‘T he  fu n c tio n s  o f  socia l c o n flic t’, C o se r (1 9 5 6 ) d ea lt w ith  a n u m b er o f  G eorge  

S im m el’s p ro p o sitio n s, w h ich  he  ex ten d ed  by  re la tin g  th em  to  o th e r th eo re tica l an d  em pirica l 

find ings. H e  a im ed  a t c la rify in g  th e  co n cep t o f  socia l conflic t. In  co n tra s t w ith  co n tem p o rary  

au th o rs  o f  th a t tim e, such  as P arso n s, C o se r em p h asized  th e  fu n c tio n s, ra th e r th an  th e  

d y sfu n c tio n s o f  socia l conflic t. A cco rd in g  to  C oser, a fu n c tio n  o f  socia l co n flic t is  th a t it  e s tab 

lish es and  m ain ta in s  g roup  iden titie s  and  b o u n d aries. T he d is tin c tio n  b e tw een  th e  in -g ro u p  and 

o u t-g ro u p s  is estab lish ed  in  and  th ro u g h  co n flic t (p. 35).

C o se r d rew  a d is tin c tio n  b e tw een  rea lis tic  an d  n o n -rea lis tic  conflic t. C o n flic ts  w h ich  

arise  from  fru stra tio n s  o f  spec ific  d em an d s w ith in  a re la tio n sh ip  and  from  estim ates  o f  g a in s  o f  

th e  p artic ip an ts, and  w h ich  are  d irec ted  a t th e  p resu m ed  o b jec t cau sin g  fru stra tio n , are  called  

realistic conflicts. Such  co n flic ts  are  m ean s  to w ard  spec ific  resu lts. T hey  are  in d u ced  by  th e  

co m p etitio n  b e tw een  an tagon ists , and  th e  co n flic t is  d irec ted  ag a in s t th e  p e rso n  o r g roup  th a t is 

th e  sou rce  o f  fru stra tion . Non-realistic  conflicts, on  th e  o th e r hand , are  n o t o ccas io n ed  by  th e  

riva l en d s o f  th e  an tagon ists , b u t by  th e  n eed  fo r ten sio n  re lease  o f  a t le as t one  o f  them . Such 

co n flic ts  a re  n o t o rien ted  to w ard  th e  a tta in m en t o f  spec ific  resu lts, b u t are an  end  in  its e lf  (C oser, 

1956, p. 49).

C onsequen tly , rea lis tic  co n flic t w ill cease  i f  th e  ac to r can  fin d  a lte rn ativ e  w ays to  ach ieve  

th e  d esired  resu lt. T here  are fu n c tio n a l a lte rn a tiv es  w ith  reg ard  to  m eans. In  n o n -rea lis tic  

conflic ts , on  th e  o th e r hand , fu n c tio n a l a lte rn a tiv es  ex is t w ith  reg ard  to  th e  o b jec t o f  hostility . 

T hus, acco rd in g  to  C oser, an ti-S em itism , ex cep t w h e re  it  is  cau sed  by  co n flic ts  o f  in te re s t o r 

v a lu es  b e tw een  th e  Jew ish  and  o th e r g ro u p s o r in d iv id u a ls , is an  ex am p le  o f  n o n -rea lis tic  

conflic t, in so fa r as it is  p rim arily  a resp o n se  to  fru stra tio n s  in  w h ich  th e  o b jec t (Jew s) appears  

su itab le  fo r  a re lease  o f  ag g ressio n  (p. 4 9 ) .13 C o se r reco g n ized  th a t th e  d is tin c tio n  b e tw een  th e  

tw o  types o f  co n flic t in v o lv es  a concep tu a l ab strac tio n  from  co n cre te  reality . In  th e  real w orld , a 

m ix tu re  o f  b o th  types m ay  m erge , such  th a t rea lis tic  co n flic t s itu a tio n s m ay  b e  acco m p an ied  by  

u n rea lis tic  sen tim en ts  (p. 5 3 ).14 O f  specia l in te re s t are  C o se r’s n o tio n s  reg a rd in g  th e  sou rces o f  

rea lis tic  conflic ts:

Each social system contains sources o f  realistic conflict insofar as people raise conflicting claims 

to scarce status, pow er and resources, and adhere to conflicting values. The allocation o f  status, 

pow er and resources, though governed by norms and role allocation systems, w ill continue to be 

an object o f  contention to some degree. Realistic conflicts arise when men clash in the pursuit o f 

claims based on frustration o f  demands and expectancies o f  gains. (p. 54)



28  | Chapter 2

A s to  th e  co n seq u en ces  o f  (rea lis tic ) in te r-g ro u p  conflic t, C o se r sta ted  -  in  acco rd an ce  w ith  th e  

ex p erim en ta l fin d in g s  o f  S h e rif  -  th a t in te r-g ro u p  co n flic t s tren g th en s th e  in te rn a l co h esio n  o f  

th e  g roup. N o t on ly  are  g roup  b o u n d arie s  estab lish ed  th ro u g h  co n flic t w ith  th e  ou tside , so th a t a 

g roup  d efin es i ts e lf  th ro u g h  conflic t, b u t o u ts id e  co n flic t a lso  u n ite s  th e  g roup  and  h e ig h ten s 

m o ra le .15

A ro u n d  th e  sam e tim e  th a t C o se r (1956) p u b lish ed  h is  study, H e rb e rt B lu m e r (1958) 

w ro te  a 5 -paged  essay  en titled  ‘R ace  p re ju d ice  as a sense  o f  g ro u p  p o s itio n ’. D esp ite  its  short 

leng th , th is  w o rk  h ad  a m a jo r in flu en ce  on  th e  w o rk  o f  la te r co n flic t-th eo re tica l scho lars  such  as 

B o b o  (B obo , 1983, 1988; B o b o  &  H u tch in g s, 1996), S m ith  (1981) an d  Q u illian  (1995 ; 1996).

B lu m e r fo cu sed  on  race  p re ju d ice  o f  th e  d o m in an t g ro u p  in  so c ie ty .16 In  B lu m e r’s v iew , 

fo u r b asic  types o f  fee lin g s are  a lw ays p re sen t in  race  p re ju d ice  o f  th e  d o m in an t g roup . T hese  

are: (1 ) a fee lin g  o f  superio rity , (2) a fee lin g  th a t th e  su b o rd in a te  race  is  in trin sica lly  d iffe ren t 

and  alien , (3 ) a fee lin g  o f  p ro p rie ta ry  c laim  to  certa in  areas o f  p riv ileg e  and  advan tage , and  (4) a 

fea r and  susp ic io n  th a t th e  su b o rd in a te  race  h a rb o u rs  designs on  th e  p re ro g a tiv es  o f  th e  d o m in an t 

race  (1958, p. 4). T he firs t tw o  fee lin g s th a t B lu m e r m en tio n ed  co rresp o n d  w ith  th e  o u tco m es o f  

th e  socia l id en tifica tio n  p rocess , as desc rib ed  ea rlie r (T ajfe l &  T urner, 1979). T he  th ird  fee lin g  is 

th e  fee lin g  on  th e  p a rt o f  th e  d o m in an t g roup  o f  b e in g  en titled  to  e ith e r ex c lu s iv e  o r p rio r righ ts 

in  m an y  im p o rtan t a reas o f  life , such  as th e  rig h t to  certa in  jo b s , industry , p o sitio n s  o f  con tro l, o r 

m em b ersh ip  in  schools. T he  fo u rth  fee lin g  can  b e  lab e lled  as p e rce iv ed  g ro u p  th reat: th e  fea r or 

ap p reh en sio n  th a t th e  su b o rd in a te  rac ia l g ro u p  (o r in  general an  o u t-g ro u p ) is  th rea ten in g , o r w ill 

th rea ten , th e  (en titled ) socia l p o sitio n  o f  th e  d o m in an t g ro u p  (o r in  general th e  in -g roup).

B lu m e r o p p o sed  in d iv id u a l-lev e l ex p lan a tio n s  o f  p re jud ice , b ased  on  fee lin g s  o r ex p eri 

ences o f  in d iv id u a ls , and  c la im ed  th a t p re ju d ice  ex ists  b a s ica lly  in  a sense  o f  g ro u p  po sitio n  

ra th e r th an  in  a se t o f  fee lin g s th a t m em b ers  o f  one  rac ia l g ro u p  h av e  to w ard  m em b ers  o f  an o th er 

rac ia l g roup. A cco rd in g  to  B lu m er, race  p re ju d ice  is  fu n d am en ta lly  a m a tte r  o f  re la tio n sh ip  

b e tw een  rac ia l groups. In d iv id u als  th in k  o f  th em se lv es  as b e lo n g in g  to  a g iv en  rac ia l g roup , and  

th ey  fo rm  im ag es  o f  th e ir  o w n  rac ia l g ro u p  and  o f  an o th er rac ia l g roup . In  a co n tin u o u s p rocess, 

th e  d o m in an t rac ia l g roup  d efin es and  red efin es  th e  su b o rd in a te  rac ia l g roup  and  th e ir  m u tual 

re la tions. T h is p ro cess  o f  d e fin itio n  occurs  th ro u g h  co m p lex  in te rac tio n  and  co m m u n ica tio n  

b e tw een  th e  m em b ers  o f  th e  d o m in an t g roup , and  occu rs  in  th e  ‘p u b lic  a re n a ’, w h e re  an  ab strac t 

co llec tiv e  im ag e  o f  th e  su b o rd in a te  rac ia l g roup  is  form ed .

B lu m e r em p h asizes  th a t th is  p ro cess  o f  g roup  ch arac te riza tio n  is a co llec tiv e  p ro cess , and 

from  it em erg es a sense o f  socia l p o sitio n . T h is sense  o f  socia l p o s itio n  o r g roup  p o sitio n  is  a 

general k in d  o f  o rien ta tion , a sense  o f  w h e re  th e  tw o  rac ia l g ro u p s be long . It is  n o t a m ere  

re flec tio n  o f  th e  o b jec tiv e  in te r-g ro u p  re la tio n s, b u t ra ther, it s tands fo r  ‘w h a t o u g h t to  b e ’ th an  

fo r  ‘w h a t i s ’ (p. 5). T h is  sense  o f  g roup  p o sitio n  g ro w s o u t o f  a h is to ry  o f  u n eq u al p o w er 

re la tio n s  b e tw een  groups. T he  source  o f  race  p re ju d ice  lies  in  a fe lt ch a llen g e  to  th is  sense  o f  

g roup  position . R ace  p re ju d ice  is th en  a d e fen siv e  reac tio n  to  such  ch a llen g in g  to  th e  sense  o f  

g roup  position . It fu n c tio n s, h o w e v er sho rt-s igh ted ly , to  p rese rv e  th e  in teg rity  and  th e  p o sitio n  o f  

th e  d o m in an t g roup . W ith  reg ard  to  th e  p e rce iv ed  ch allen g e  to  th e  sense  o f  g roup  position , 

B lu m e r argues:
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The challenge ...may come in m any different ways. It may be in the form o f  an affront to feelings 

o f  group superiority; it may be in the form o f  attempts at fam iliarity or transgressing the boundary 

line o f  group exclusiveness; it may be in the form o f  encroachm ent at countless points o f  propri

etary claim; it m ay be a challenge to pow er and privilege; it may take the form o f  economic 

competition. (p. 5)

D esp ite  th e  d iffe ren ces  in  te rm in o lo g y , B lu m e r and  C o se r’s n o tio n s co rresp o n d  w ith  each  other. 

E th n ic  g ro u p s h av e  co n flic tin g  c la im s o v e r status, pow er, p riv ileges, and  o th e r scarce  resources. 

T herefo re , e thn ic  g ro u p s are  m u tu a l com petito rs . E ach  g roup  has certa in  ex p ec ta tio n s  w ith  

reg ard  to  th e ir  p o ssess io n s  o f  th ese  scarce  resources , as w ell as ju d g e m e n ts  ab o u t th e  ‘p ro p e r’ 

d is trib u tio n  o f  pow er, p riv ileg e  and  o th e r scarce  re so u rces  o v er th e  d iffe ren t e th n ic  groups. A n  

e th n ic  o u t-g roup  th a t lays c la im  to  th e  sam e scarce  reso u rces, and  ch allen g es th e  p re ro g a tiv es  o f  

th e  in -g roup , is co n sid e red  to  b e  a th re a t to  th e  in -group . T h is o u t-g ro u p  fru stra te s  th e  d em an d s 

and  b lo ck s  th e  ex p ec ta tio n s  o f  th e  in -g ro u p  m em b ers  an d  is co n sid e red  to  b e  a th re a t to  th e  -  in  

th e  eyes o f  in -g ro u p  m em b ers  -  en titled  socia l p o sitio n  o f  th e  in -group . T h is co n flic t o f  in te rests  

b e tw een  e th n ic  g ro u p s lead s  to  m o re  in te rn a l cohesion , so lidarity , and  fee lin g s o f  superio rity  

am o n g  in -g ro u p  m em b ers, and  m o re  h o stile  and  p re ju d iced  a ttitu d es to w ard s  m em b ers  o f  e thn ic  

ou t-g roups.

T he n o tio n s o f  C o se r and  B lu m e r h av e  g en era lly  b een  ap p lied  in  a m o re  o r less  stric t 

so c io -eco n o m ic  v iew . G roup  th re a t has m o stly  b een  co n fin ed  to  co n flic t o f  e co n o m ic  in te rests  

b e tw een  groups. H o w ev er, C o ser (1956 , p. 54) and  o th e r scho lars  (A llpo rt, 1954; B la lo ck , 1967; 

B ro w n , 2000 ; S chnabel, 2 0 0 0 ) stress th a t rea lis tic  co n flic t a lso  a rises from  strugg les co n cern in g  

v a lu es, o r co m p etin g  system s o f  va lues. In  th is  respect, A llp o rt (1 9 5 4 ) re fe rred  to  th e  id eo lo g ica l 

co n flic t b e tw een  re lig ions: “ i f  tw o  re lig io n s  (o r b ran ch es  o f  a re lig io n ) are  m ilitan tly  d isposed , 

each  c la im in g  to  b e  th e  one  and  on ly  tru e  re lig ion , and  i f  each  is b e n t on  co n v ertin g  or 

e lim in a tin g  th e  riva l sect, a  g en u in e ly  rea lis tic  co n flic t w ill en su e” (p. 224). In  general, an  e thn ic  

o u t-g roup  th a t d ev ia tes  -  o r has b een  d efin ed  as d ev ian t -  from  im p o rtan t in -g ro u p  n o rm s and 

v a lu es  can  fo rm  a cultural threat to  th e  in -g roup . F o r in stan ce , in  co n tem p o rary  W este rn  E urope, 

th e  g ro w in g  n u m b ers  o f  M u slim s  are so m etim es v iew ed  as a th rea t to  estab lish ed  E u ro p ean  

v a lu es, such  as th e  sp lit b e tw een  ch u rch  and  sta te, and  equal righ ts fo r w o m en  (S chnabe l, 2000). 

U n lik e  th e  ‘su p e rio r’ W este rn  cu ltu re , th e  M u slim  cu ltu re  is p e rce iv ed  as v io len t, aggressive, 

su p p o rtiv e  o f  te rro rism  and  engag ed  in  a ‘c lash  o f  c iv ilisa tio n s ’ (see  B ro w n  (2 0 0 0 ) fo r  an 

o v e rv iew  o f  th e  ch arac te ris tic s  o f  th is  Is lam o p h o b ia). 17

In  th e  p re sen t c ro ss-n a tio n a l s tudy  -  reg a rd in g  d e te rm in an ts  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and 

e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  -  I focus m a in ly  on  co n flic ts  o f  so c io -eco n o m ic  in terests. T he m a in  reaso n  

fo r  d o in g  so is th a t it is  v e ry  d ifficu lt to  d e term in e  th e  am o u n t o f  v a lu e  co n flic t b e tw een  the  

na tio n a l e th n ic  m ajo rity  p o p u la tio n  and  e th n ic  m in o ritie s  and  im m ig ran ts, an d  to  co m p are  th e  

in ten s ity  o f  v a lu e  co n flic ts  across 22  coun tries.

T he a fo rem en tio n ed  th eo re tica l n o tio n s re fe r to  th e  firs t q u estio n  th a t I fo rm u la ted  a t th e  

b eg in n in g  o f  th is  section . T h a t is, w h a t kinds o f  goods  are  a t stake in  in te r-g ro u p  com p etitio n ?  T o 

sum m arise , co m p etitio n  b e tw een  e th n ic  g ro u p s m ay  stem  from  co n flic tin g  c la im s o v e r status,
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pow er, p riv ileges, and  o th e r scarce  reso u rces  (so c io -eco n o m ic  co m p etitio n ), o r co n flic tin g  v a lu es  

and  b e lie f  system s (cu ltu ra l co m petition ). T he  second , re la ted , q u estio n  re fe rred  to  th e  societal 

conditions  th a t in d u ce  e thn ic  in te r-g ro u p  com petition . B ased  on  th e  n o tio n  o f  so cio -eco n o m ic  

co m p etitio n , th e  level o f  e th n ic  in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n  m ay  lo g ica lly  d ep en d  on  a t le as t th ree  

types o f  socie ta l fac to rs , th a t is, dem o g rap h ic , econom ic, and  p o litica l fac to rs  (cf. B la lock , 

1967).

F irstly , th e  la rg e r th e  re la tiv e  n u m b er o f  co m p etito rs  from  an e th n ic  o u t-g roup , th e  

s tro n g er th e  co m p etitio n  b e tw een  e th n ic  in -g ro u p  and  ou t-g roup , since m o re  e th n ic  ou t-g roup  

m em b ers  co m p ete  w ith  th e  e th n ic  in -g ro u p  for, ce te ris  parabus, th e  sam e am o u n t o f  scarce  

resources. Secondly , th e  s tro n g er th e  scarc ity  o f  v a lu ab le  g o o d s  th a t is a t s take in  th e  

co m p etitio n , th e  s tro n g er th e  co m p etitio n  b e tw een  e th n ic  in -g ro u p  and  ou t-g roup . T h ird ly , th e  

degree  o f  e th n ic  co m p etitio n  is  a lso  a ffec ted  by  p o litica l cond itions, reg u la tin g  th e  d is trib u tio n  o f  

scarce  resources. T h a t is, p o lic ie s  reg u la tin g  m ark e t m ech an ism s in  general, and  p o lic ie s  a im ed  

a t ass is tin g  e th n ic  m in o ritie s  in  particu lar.

2 .6 .2  A c tu a l  c o m p e t i t io n  a n d  p e r c e i v e d  th r e a t

T he key  e lem en t in  th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  n o tio n s  is th e  co n flic t o f  in te rests  b e tw een  in -g ro u p  and 

ou t-g roup . W h en  severe  co m p etitio n  ex ists  b e tw een  b o th  g roups, th e  o u t-g roup  p o ses  an  actual 

group threat to  th e  in -g roup .

W h ereas  C o se r’s p ro p o sitio n s  w ith  reg ard  to  in te r-g ro u p  co n flic t re fe r to  socia l g ro u p s in  

general, B la lo ck  (1967) fo cu sed  on  th e  re la tio n sh ip  b e tw een  b lack s  and  w h ite s  in  th e  U n ited  

S tates. Ju s t as C o se r did , B la lo ck  v iew ed  th e  o b jec tiv e  co m p etitio n  fo r scarce  m ean s  o f  eco n 

o m ic  liv e lih o o d  as a cause  o f  in te r-g ro u p  co n flic t (p. 78). In  search  o f  a th eo re tica l fram ew o rk  o f  

m ajo rity -m in o rity  re la tio n s, B la lo ck  ad v o ca ted  th e  stra tegy  o f  d ev e lo p in g  causa l m o d e ls  o f  

co m p lex  p rocesses. In  th e  causal m odel th a t B la lo ck  suggested , th e  co n cep t o f  in te r-g ro u p  

co m p etitio n  is d iv id ed  in to  tw o  com ponen ts: th e  actual com petition  and  th e  perceived  

com petition  (p. 102). A cco rd in g  to  B la lo ck , p re ju d ice  and  d isc rim in a tio n  are  p a rtia lly  a ffec ted  by  

th e  am o u n t o f  p e rce iv ed  com petition , w h ich  in  tu rn  is  cau sed  by  actual co m p etitio n , as w ell as 

th e  v is ib ility  o f  m in o ritie s  and  p erso n a lity  tra its .18 T he  actual co m p etitio n  can  b e  sp ec ified  as th e  

in s titu tio n a l a sp ec t o f  in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n  (cf. F e lling , P e te rs , &  Scheepers, 1986), fo r 

in stan ce , th e  av ailab ility  o f  scarce  g o o d s  th a t are  a t stake in  th e  com petition , and  th e  n u m b er and 

re la tiv e  streng th  o f  th e  com petito rs . T he  p erce iv ed  co m p etitio n  re fe rs  to  th e  su b jec tive ly  

ex p erien ced  d eg ree  o f  com petition . In  o th e r w o rd s, g roup  co m p etitio n  do es n o t on ly  inv o lv e  

o b jec tiv e  co n d itio n s o f  co m p etitio n  b e tw een  m em b ers  o f  d iffe ren t g roups, b u t a lso  th e  sub jec tive  

p e rcep tio n  th a t o u t-g ro u p  m em b ers  po se  a th rea t to  m em b ers  o f  th e  in -g roup .

T he n o tio n  o f  p e rce iv ed  co m p etitio n  is an  in te restin g  one  and  is  in d eed  n ecessa ry  fo r 

in te rp re tin g  th e  a ssu m ed  re la tio n sh ip  b e tw een  actual in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n  and  e thnocen trism . 

T he real co n flic t o f  in te rests  b e tw een  g ro u p s is  a g ro u p  level ph en o m en o n . E th n o cen tric  

a ttitudes, o r a ttitu d es in  general, are  on  th e  o th e r h an d  b y  d efin itio n  in d iv id u a l level p henom ena.
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W h en e v e r one  states th a t in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n  in c reases  e th n o cen trism , an  im p lic it 

a ssu m p tio n  is n eed ed  lin k in g  th is  g ro u p  level p h en o m en o n  to  th e  in d iv id u a l a ttitudes. In  o th er 

w ords, a m acro -to -m icro  p ro p o sitio n  (C o lem an , 1990) m u st b e  fo rm u la ted , s ta ting  th a t actual 

co n flic t o f  in te rests  b e tw een  g ro u p s lead s to  individual perceptions  o f  th e  in te r-g ro u p  co n flic t o f  

in terests. T h is  p e rce iv ed  co n flic t o f  in terest, in  tu rn , a ffects  th e  in d iv id u a l a ttitu d es to w ard  th e  

e th n ic  in -g ro u p  an d  ou t-g roups.

F o llo w in g  B la lo ck , I a ssu m e th a t th e  actual co m p etitio n  affects p e rcep tio n s  o f  g roup  

th rea t; th is  p e rce iv ed  g roup  th rea t in  tu rn  a ffec ts  th e  level o f  e th n o cen tric  a ttitudes. T he s tronger 

th e  actual co m p etitio n  b e tw een  in -g ro u p  and  o u t-g roup , th e  s tro n g er in -g ro u p  m em b ers  p e rce iv e  

th re a t on  th e  p a rt o f  e th n ic  ou t-g roups. A p p ly in g  B la lo c k ’s concep tu a l d is tin c tio n  b e tw een  actual 

and  p e rce iv ed  co m p etitio n , th e  fo llo w in g  causal seq u en ce  arises, as d ep ic ted  in  F ig u re  2.1. N o te  

th a t th e  m ic ro -to -m acro  lin k  from  in d iv id u a l’s e th n o cen tric  a ttitu d es to  e th n ic  co n flic t and 

ex clu s io n ism  a t th e  g roup  o r socie ta l level w ill n o t b e  ad d ressed  in  th is  study.

F ig u r e  2 .1  Links between m acro- a n d  m icro-level phenom ena regarding inter-ethnic 

relations

W ith  th is  causal sequence  o f  actual co m p etitio n  and  p e rce iv ed  th rea t, th e  sou rces o f  

e th n o cen trism  -  acco rd in g  to  rea lis tic  g ro u p  co n flic t th eo ry  -  are  to  b e  id en tified  in  te rm s  o f  

‘re a l’ g roup  th rea t, th a t is, ac tua l in te r-g ro u p  com petition , o r p e rce iv ed  g roup  th rea t, o r both . 

A u th o rs  d isag ree  on  w h e th e r o r n o t g roup  th rea t m u st b e  ‘re a l’ o r m ere ly  ‘p e rc e iv e d ’ (cf. 

Q u illian , 1996, p. 820). W h ereas  C o se r co n cen tra te s  on  actual co n flic t o f  in te rests , B lu m er 

fo cu ses  on  p e rce iv ed  g roup  th reat. R ev iew in g  th e  lite ra tu re  o f  th e  tim e, L eV in e  and  C am pbell 

(1972 , p. 30) co n clu d e  th a t in  m o st stud ies, th e  real th rea t s ta tem en t h ad  b een  em ployed , w ith
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p erce iv ed  th rea t im p lic it, ex cep t in  th o se  in s tan ces  w h ere  p e rce iv ed  th re a t has o th e r sources th an  

real th reat.

T he issu e  o f  th e  re la tio n sh ip  b e tw een  actual and  p e rce iv ed  g roup  th re a t is  still 

u n reso lv ed ; it is n o t c lea r to  w h a t ex ten t p ercep tio n s  o f  th re a t a re  m ere ly  a re flec tio n  o f  actual 

th re a t from  ethn ic  o u t-g roups, and  to  w h a t ex ten t th ey  are  au tonom ous. Several au tho rs  re fe rred  

to  so -ca lled  “ fa lse  p e rcep tio n s” o f  th re a t o f  o u t-g ro u p s (L eV in e  and  C am pbell, 1972, p. 41). 

Sherif, fo r  in stance , n o ted  th a t w h en  th e re  is little  face-to -face  in te rac tio n  b e tw een  groups, 

in te rested  p arties  w ith in  o r o u ts id e  o f  e ith e r g ro u p  m ig h t p re sen t a p ic tu re  o f  th e  re la tio n sh ip s  

b e tw een  th e  g ro u p s th a t re flec ts  th e ir  ow n  special in te rests  m o re  th an  th e  actual state  o f  affairs. 

Such  re la tiv e ly  au to n o m o u s p e rce iv ed  th re a t w o u ld  b e  p a rticu la rly  p rev a len t in  a w o rld  in  w h ich  

m ass co m m u n ica tio n  is w id esp read  and  rap id  (S h e r if  &  Sherif, 1969, p. 269). S im ilarly , C o ser 

p o in ted  to  th e  stra tegy  ad o p ted  b y  g roup  lead ers  o f  search in g  fo r  an  ex ternal enem y -  w h e th e r 

real o r f ic titio u s  -  in  o rd e r to  stren g th en  th e  co h esio n  and  so lid arity  o f  th e  g roup. B u ild in g  on  th e  

th eo rem  o f  W .I. T h o m as -  i f  m en  d efine  th e ir  s itu a tio n s as real, th ey  are  real in  th e ir  

co n seq u en ces  -  C o se r s tated  “ I f  m en  d efin e  a th rea t as real, a lth o u g h  th e re  m ay  b e  little  or 

n o th in g  in  rea lity  to  ju s tify  th is  b e lie f, th e  th re a t is  real in  its  co n seq u en ces  -  and  am o n g  th ese  

co n seq u en ces  is th e  in c rease  o f  g ro u p  co h esio n ” (C oser, 1956, p. 105-107). B o b o  (1988, p. 91) 

s ta ted  th a t a lth o u g h  o b jec tiv e  g roup  in te rests  do  n o t in v a riab ly  b eco m e  su b jec tiv e ly  p e rce iv ed  

in terests , th ey  do, in  th e  lo n g  run  ex e rt an  im p o rtan t in flu en ce  on  su b jec tiv e  ones. In  o th e r w ords, 

actual th rea t o f  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s  does n o t a lw ays im m ed ia te ly  lead  to  p e rce iv ed  th rea t o f  e thn ic  

o u t-g roups, ho w ev er, in  th e  lo n g  run , it does a ffec t th e  p e rcep tio n  o f  th reat.

B o b o  (1988) lab e lled  p e rce iv ed  th re a t as one  spec ific  ty p e  o f  “g roup  co n flic t m o tiv es” , 

th a t is, “ a ttitu d es d irec tly  co n ce rn ed  w ith  th e  co m p etitiv e  a sp ec ts  o f  g roup  re la tio n s  and  a ttem p ts  

to  a lte r th o se  re la tio n s” (p 95). O th e r types o f  g roup  co n flic t m o tiv es are  p ercep tio n s  o f  

in co m p a tib le  g ro u p  in terests , and  p e rcep tio n s  and  ev alu a tio n s  o f  re la tiv e  g roup  stan d in g  (th a t is, 

fra te rn a l dep riva tion ). B o b o  a ssu m ed  th a t b o th  la tte r  types o f  g ro u p  co n flic t m o tiv es  p reced e  

p e rce iv ed  th rea t. T h a t is, s tro n g er p ercep tio n s  o f  in co m p a tib le  g roup  in te rests  and  fra terna l 

d ep riv a tio n  in c rease  p ercep tio n s  o f  th rea t. W ith  reg ard  to  th e  q u estio n  as to  w h a t ex ten t 

p e rcep tio n s  o f  th re a t are “ rea l” , th is  lead s to  th e  ex p ec ta tio n  th a t real th rea t cau ses p e rce iv ed  

th rea t, w h en ev er, (i) p eo p le  p e rce iv e  th a t in -g ro u p  and  o u t-g ro u p  h av e  co n flic tin g  in te rests  and 

ob jectives , an d  (ii) p eo p le  co m p are  th e  p o sitio n  o f  th e ir  in -g ro u p  w ith  th a t o f  an  ou t-g roup , a long  

som e d im en sio n  (such  as pow er, w ealth , o r sta tus).

2 .6 .3  G ro u p  th r e a t  a n d  p e r s o n a l  th r e a t

T he a fo rem en tio n ed  n o tio n s  reg a rd in g  th e  lin k  b e tw een  co m p etitio n  and  p e rce iv ed  th re a t on  th e  

one  h an d  and  e th n o cen tric  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  co n flic t on  th e  o th er hand , are  w idesp read . 

H o w ev er, v a rio u s  au th o rs  h av e  ap p lied  d iffe ren t co n cep tu a lisa tio n s  o f  th is  re la tio n sh ip . I have  

a lread y  m en tio n ed  th a t th e re  is n o  co n sen su s in  th e  lite ra tu re  reg ard in g  th e  issu e  o f  w h e th e r  or 

n o t th re a t fro m  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s  m u st b e  real o r m ere ly  p erceived . A n o th e r d isco rd an ce  in  th e
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lite ra tu re  is th e  issu e  o f  w h e th e r or n o t perso n al in terests , n ex t to  g roup  in terests , h av e  an e ffec t 

on  an tag o n is tic  a ttitu d es and  b eh av io u r. T h a t is, som e stud ies fo cu s so lely  on  g roup  in te rests  

(e .g ., B lu m er, 1958), o th ers  on  p erso n al o r in d iv id u a l in te rests  (e .g ., Sears e t al., 1979), o r bo th .

In  th is  sec tion  I firstly  d iscu ss  th e  th eo re tica l ap p ro ach  th a t fo cu ses  so lely  on  g roup  

in te rests  (g roup  th rea t). I label th is  ap p ro ach  th e  n a rro w  in te rp re ta tio n  o f  rea listic  g ro u p  co n flic t 

theory : in -g ro u p  m em b ers  h av e  an tag o n istic  a ttitu d es to w ard  an  o u t-g roup , b ecau se  th is  o u t 

g roup  p o ses  a th rea t to  th e  socia l p o sitio n  o f  th e  in -g roup . S econdly , I d iscu ss  a th eo re tica l 

ap p ro ach  th a t fo cu ses  so lely  on  perso n al in te rests  (personal th rea t). T h is ap p ro ach  has b een  

lab e lled  sim ple self-interest theory  (B o b o  &  H u tch in g s, 1996; B o b o  &  K lu eg el, 1993). T he  m ain  

fea tu res  o f  b o th  th eo re tica l ap p ro ach es  are  su m m arised  in  T ab le  2.2 . T h ird ly , I argue  th a t th ese  

tw o  ap p ro ach es  can  b e  in teg ra ted  in to  a genera l fram ew o rk , w h ich  I label as th e  b ro ad er 

in te rp re ta tio n  o f  rea lis tic  g ro u p  co n flic t theory .

T a b le  2 .2  Realistic  group conflict theory a n d  sim ple self-interest theory: 

group-level versus individual-level approach

R ea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t th eo ry  

(n arro w  in te rp re ta tio n )

S im ple  se lf-in te rest th eo ry

U n it o f  analysis G roup In d iv idual

F o cu s G roup  v a ria tio n  in In d iv id u al v a ria tio n  in

d ep en d en t variab le d ep en d en t v ariab le

T ype o f  co m p etitio n B e tw een  in -g ro u p B e tw een  in -g ro u p  m em b ers

and  o u t-g roup and  o u t-g roup  m em b ers

In te res t a t stake G roup  in te rest P erso n a l in te rest

T h rea t C o llec tiv e  threat: In d iv id u al th reat:

g roup  p o sitio n in d iv id u a l p o sitio n

T arg e t o f  ex clu s io n ism O u t-g roup  as co m p etito r O ut-g ro u p  m em b ers

as co m p etito rs

2 .6 .3 .1  A  n a r r o w  in te r p r e ta t io n  o f  r e a l i s t i c  g r o u p  c o n f l i c t  th e o r y

T ypically , rea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t th eo ry  a ssu m es th a t an tag o n istic  a ttitu d es are  ra tio n a l in  th e  

sense  th a t g ro u p s do  h av e  in co m p a tib le  g o a ls  and  are  in  co m p etitio n  fo r  scarce  re so u rces 

(L eV in e  &  C am pbell, 1972). C onsequen tly , th e  fo cu s  is  on  in te r-g ro u p  re la tio n s, particu la rly , the  

co n flic t o f  in te rests  b e tw een  in -g ro u p  and  one  o r m o re  o u t-g roups, th a t is, an  e th n ic  o u t-g roup  is 

reg a rd ed  as a th re a t to  th e  p re ro g a tiv es  o f  th e  in -group .

A s a resu lt, m an y  au th o rs  h av e  (so m etim es exp lic itly , b u t m o stly  im p lic itly ) co n fin ed  

th e ir  th eo re tica l n o tio n s  to  g roup  in te rests  and  group threat, th a t is, th e  in -g ro u p  is (o r p e rce iv es  

to  b e ) th rea ten ed  by  th e  ou t-g roup . P ro p o sitio n s, such  as th o se  fo u n d  in  th e  w o rk  o f  C o se r (1956)
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and  B lu m er (1958), re fe r to  re la tio n s  b e tw een  in - and  o u t-g roups, and  can  th e re fo re  b e  lab elled  

as group-level p ropositions.

T he m o st ex p lic it ex am p le  o f  a g ro u p -lev e l ap p ro ach  is  B lu m e r’s theory , in  w h ich  th e  

sou rce  o f  p re ju d ice  lies  in  a p e rce iv ed  ch allen g e  to  th e  sense  o f  g roup  position . B lu m e r ex p lic itly  

u sed  a g ro u p -lev e l th eo re tica l p o in t o f  v iew . In  h is  v iew , th e  sense  o f  g roup  p o sitio n  tran scen d s  

th e  fee lin g s o f  in d iv id u a l m em b ers  o f  th e  in -g roup . It re fe rs  to  th e  p o sitio n  o f  in -g ro u p  as 

co m p ared  to  th e  o u t-g roup , n o t to  th a t o f  in d iv id u a l in -g ro u p  m em b ers  to  in d iv id u a l ou t-g roup  

m em bers. A s B lu m e r p u ts  it: “th e  u n le tte red  in d iv id u a l w ith  lo w  sta tus in  th e  d o m in an t racial 

g roup  has a sense  o f  g roup  p o sitio n  co m m o n  to  th a t o f  th e  e lite  o f  h is g roup .... H e  fo rm s his 

co n cep tio n s  as a rep resen ta tiv e  o f  th e  d o m in an t group; he  trea ts  in d iv id u a l m em b ers  o f  th e  

su b o rd in a te  g roup  as rep re sen ta tiv e  o f  th a t g ro u p ” (p. 5). P re ju d ice  is th e  re su lt o f  th e  fea r and 

su sp ic io n  th a t th e  e th n ic  o u t-g roup  th rea ten s, o r w ill th rea ten , th e  p o sitio n  o f  th e  in -g roup .

R ecen tly , B lu m e r’ th eo ry  o f  p re ju d ice  has b een  ap p lied  by  Q u illian  (1995 , 1996) and 

B o b o  an d  H u tch in g s  (1996). F o llo w in g  B lu m er, Q u illian  v iew ed  p re ju d ice  as a resp o n se  to  

th rea ts  to  estab lish ed  in -g ro u p  priv ileges. H e  adds ex p lic itly  th a t th ese  g roup  p riv ileg es  are  n o t 

n ecessa rily  lin k ed  to  th e  in d iv id u a l in te rests  o f  g roup  m em b ers  (1995, p. 586). H e  lab e lled  th is  

th eo re tica l fram ew o rk  as group-threat theory. T he key  e lem en t is  th e  fea r th a t th e  in -g ro u p  w ill 

b e  p u t a t a system atic  d isad v an tag e  in  re la tio n  to  th e  ou t-g roup . P re ju d ice  is th e  re su lt o f  th e  

collective fe e lin g  th a t th e  in -g ro u p  is  th rea ten ed  by  one  o r m o re  ou t-g roups. A cco rd in g  to  

Q u illian  (1996 , p. 820), it is  n o t in d iv id u a l th rea t, b u t g roup  th rea t th a t is th e  sou rce  o f  racial 

hostility , an d  th is  g roup  th re a t do es n o t n ecessa rily  co in c id e  w ith  self-in terest.

T h ese  g ro u p -lev e l p ro p o sitio n s  reg a rd in g  th e  e ffec t o f  g ro u p  th rea t can  o ffe r ex p lan a tio n s 

fo r d ifferen ces  in  n a tio n a lis tic  and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitu d es b e tw een  d iffe ren t reg io n s or 

coun tries, and  d iffe ren ces  o v e r tim e. F o r exam p le , S h e rif  (1 9 7 9 ) s tud ied  changes o v er tim e  in  

p o sitiv e  in -g ro u p  and  n eg ativ e  o u t-g ro u p  s tereo types; B la lo ck  (1956 ; 1957) s tud ied  d ifferen ces 

b e tw een  A m erican  c ities and  reg io n s in  th e  level o f  e co n o m ic  d isc rim in a tio n  o f  b lack s; Q u illian  

s tud ied  d ifferen ces  in  p re ju d ice  b e tw een  12 co u n trie s  o f  th e  E u ro p ean  U n io n  (1 9 9 5 ) an d  b e tw een  

A m erican  reg ions, as w ell as chan g es o v e r tim e  (1996).

D u e  to  th e  g ro u p -lev e l fo cu s  in  th is  app roach , th e  ex p lan a tio n  o f  individual differences  in  

n a tio n a lis tic  and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitu d es has b een  u n d ersta ted . A lth o u g h  it h as  b een  

reco g n ized  th a t in d iv id u a l g roup  m em b ers  m ay  d iffe r in  th e  ex ten t to  w h ic h  th ey  v ie w  an o u t 

g roup  as a th re a t to  th e ir  in -g ro u p  (e .g ., B o b o  &  H u tch in g s, 1996), th e  (n arro w  in te rp re ta tio n  of) 

rea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t th eo ry  does n o t o ffe r ex p lan a tio n s  fo r th ese  in d iv id u a l d ifferen ces  in 

p e rce iv ed  g ro u p  threat.

H o w ev er, in  m an y  em p irica l stud ies in d iv id u a l d ifferen ces  in  n a tio n a lis tic  and  e thn ic  

ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitu d es h av e  b een  found , fo r in stance , d ifferen ces  b e tw een  age, educa tio n a l, o r 

socia l c lass  ca teg o ries  (B illie t e t al., 1990; E is in g a  &  Scheepers, 1989; Jones, 1997; S ch aefer & 

Six, 1978; S chum an , S teeh, B obo , &  K rysan , 1997; V ogt, 1997; W ag n e r &  Z ick , 1995).
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A cco rd in g  to  s im p le  self-in te rest theory , h o stile  a ttitu d es b e tw een  m em b ers  o f  tw o  rac ia l o r 

e th n ic  g ro u p s re fle c t an  u n d erly in g  c lash  o f  persona l self-interest. In d iv id u als  dev elo p  negative  

a ttitu d es to w ard s  in d iv id u a ls  w ith  w h o m  th ey  are  in  d irec t com petition .

T h is se lf-in te rest th eo ry  is  re la ted  to  ra tio n a l-ch o ice  p e rsp ec tiv es  (C o lem an , 1990; 

L in d en b erg , 1985), s ince  in d iv id u a ls  a im  a t fu rth erin g  th e ir  ow n  self-in terest. P erso n a l or 

in d iv id u a l se lf-in te rest has o ften  b een  d efin ed  n a rro w ly  to  m ean  tan g ib le  lo sses  o r ga ins  to  an 

in d iv id u a l o r th e ir  im m ed ia te  fam ily  (B o b o  &  K luegel, 1993). T he  lo sses  an d  ga ins are  o ften  

d e te rm in ed  fro m  an eco n o m ic  p o in t o f  v iew . F o r in stan ce , w h en ev e r an  in -g ro u p  m em b er has to  

co m p ete  w ith  m em b ers  o f  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s fo r jo b s , p rom otion , o r o th e r scarce  resources, th e re  

is  a co n flic t o f  pe rso n al se lf-in te rests  b e tw een  th is  in d iv id u a l in -g ro u p  m em b er and  m em b ers  o f  

e th n ic  ou t-g roups. E th n ic  o u t-g ro u p  m em b ers  fo rm  an im m ed ia te  and  d irec t ev id en t th re a t to  th e  

in d iv id u a l in -g ro u p  m em ber. In  ad d itio n  to  eco n o m ic  lo sses  o r gains, o th e r tan g ib le  b en e fits  can 

b e  a t stake, such  as shelter, safety , and  th e  p ro tec tio n  o f  o n e ’s ow n  and  o n e ’s c h ild re n ’s fu tu re  

w ell b e in g  (S ears, H en sle r, &  Speer, 1979).

T he e ffec t o f  se lf-in te rest has o ften  b een  d e term in ed  in  an  in d irec t m anner, fo r instance , 

th ro u g h  ap p ly ing  so cia l-d em o g rap h ic  v a riab les  as m easu res  o f  se lf-in terest. F o r exam ple, g iv en  

an o v e rrep resen ta tio n  o f  e th n ic  m in o ritie s  am o n g  th e  lo w er in co m e  g ro u p s and  lo w er 

o ccu p a tio n a l s tatus c lasses, it co u ld  b e  ex p ec ted  th a t e th n ic  m in o ritie s  a re  a m o re  p ro m in en t 

th re a t to  th e  in d iv id u a l p o sitio n  o f  in d ig en o u s p eo p le  w ith  a lo w  in co m e  and  lo w  o ccupa tiona l 

status c lass (C o en d ers  &  S cheepers, 1998; G iles  &  E v an s, 1984; S cheepers  &  C oenders, 1996; 

Scheepers, S chm eets, &  F e llin g , 1997).

In stead  o f  u s in g  d em o g rap h ic  v a riab les  as in d irec t m easu res  o f  se lf-in te rest, Sears and 

asso c ia tes  (S ears e t al., 1979; Sears, L au , Tyler, &  A llen , 1980) p lead ed  fo r a d irec t 

m easu rem en t o f  se lf-in terest. In  o rd e r to  d e te rm in e  th e  e ffec t o f  se lf-in te rest on  a ttitu d es to w ard s  

p o licy  issues, th ey  m easu red  se lf-in te rest by  item s, a ssu m ed  to  d irec tly  re flec t th e  tan g ib le  

im p ac t o f  th e  p o licy  issu e  on  th e  in d iv id u a l’s p e rso n al life .19 H o w ev er, it tu rn ed  o u t th a t 

co n tro llin g  fo r th e  s trong  effects o f  racial in to le ran ce  and  p o litica l co n serv a tism , such  se lf 

in te re s t v a riab les  d id  n o t h av e  any s ig n ifican t e ffec t on  o p p o sitio n  to  b u ss in g  (S ears e t al., 1979). 

M o reo v er, th e  co rre la tio n s  b e tw een  se lf-in te rest and  rac ia l in to le ran ce  w e re  n eg lig ib le  in  

v irtu a lly  all cases. S im ilarly , th ey  fo u n d  no  se lf-in te rested  issu e  vo ting . T h a t is, th e  e ffec t o f  th e  

a ttitu d e  to w ard  b u ss in g  on  p res id en tia l e lec tio n  p re fe ren ce  d id  n o t in c rease  w ith  self-in terest. F o r 

in stan ce , peo p le  liv in g  in  a n e ig h b o u rh o o d  w h e re  a b u ss in g  p lan  is  b e in g  im p lem en ted  h av e  a 

d irect, pe rso n al stake  in  th e  b u ss in g  issue. H o w ev er, am o n g  th ese  peop le , th e  m ag n itu d e  o f  th e  

e ffec t o f  th e  b u ssin g  a ttitu d e  on  v o tin g  p re fe ren ce  w as  s im ila r to  th o se  w ith o u t a d irect, pe rso n al 

stake in  th e  b u ssin g  issu e  (S ears  e t al., 1979). W ith  reg ard  to  v a rio u s  p o licy  areas 

(u n em p lo y m en t, n a tio n a l h ea lth  in su ran ce , law  and  o rd er) Sears, L au, T yler, and  A llen  (1980) 

fo u n d  s im ila r resu lts: d irec t se lf-in te rest m easu res  h ad  v e ry  little  e ffec t in  d e te rm in in g  e ith er 

p o licy  p re fe ren ces  o r v o tin g  b eh av io u r. S im ilarly , K in d e r an d  Sears (1981) -  w h o  an alysed  th e  

e ffec t o f  perso n al racial th rea ts  in  several p o ten tia l a reas o f  th re a t (n e ig h b o u rh o o d  d eseg reg atio n

2 .6 .3 .2  S im p le  s e lf - in te r e s t  th eo ry
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and  in te rrac ia l socia l con tac t, e co n o m ic  co m p etitio n , b u ssin g ) -  fo u n d  on ly  little  e ffec t o f  d irec t 

rac ia l th rea ts  m easu res  on  w h ite s ’ v o tin g  b e h av io u r in  tw o  m ayora l e lec tio n s in  L o s  A ngeles.

W h ereas  Sears and  h is  a sso c ia tes  fo u n d  a lm o st no  s ig n ifican t e ffec t o f  d irec t personal 

th re a t m easu res , th ey  fo u n d  strong  e ffec ts  o f  p o litica l co n se rv a tism  an d  rac ia l p re jud ice . In 

particu la r, th ey  a rgued  th a t a n ew  fo rm  o f  rac ism  h ad  em erged : “ sym bolic  rac ism ” (K in d er & 

Sears, 1981; Sears, 1988). S ym bolic  rac ism  is  defin ed  as “ a b len d  o f  an tib lack  a ffec t and  th e  

k in d  o f  trad itio n a l A m erican  m ora l v a lu es  em b o d ied  in  th e  P ro tes tan t E th ic  ... [it] rep resen ts  a 

fo rm  o f  resis tan ce  to  ch an g e  in  th e  rac ia l s tatus quo  b ased  on  m ora l fee lin g s th a t b lack s  v io la te  

such  trad itio n a l A m erican  v a lu es  as in d iv id u a lism  and  self-re liance , th e  w o rk  eth ic, o bed ience , 

and  d isc ip lin e” (K in d er &  Sears, 1981, p. 416). It is  a ssu m ed  th a t th is  new , m o re  sym bolic , fo rm  

o f  rac ism  is  acq u ired  du rin g  th e  p re -ad u lt so c ia liza tio n  period ; it  is  ro o ted  in  “ d eep -sea ted  

fee lin g s o f  socia l m o ra lity  and  p ro p rie ty  and  in  ea rly -learn ed  racial fears  and  s te reo ty p es” 

(K in d e r &  Sears, 1981, p. 416). C o n seq u en tly , th is  n ew  fo rm  o f  rac ism  m ay  b e  strong ly  

in d ep en d en t o f  any ex is tin g  tan g ib le  th re a t from  e th n ic  o u t-g roup  m em bers. T h is assu m p tio n  o f  

sym bolic  rac ism  -  th a t p re ju d ice  is o ften  an  irrational re sp o n se  to  lo n g -s tan d in g  p red isp o sitio n s, 

ra th e r th an  a reaso n ab le  re sp o n se  to  th e  rea lities  o f  life  (S ears, 1988) -  co n trad ic ts  th e  co re  o f  

rea lis tic  g ro u p  co n flic t theory , in  w h ich  p re ju d ice  is a m o re  o r less ra tio n a l resp o n se  to  e thn ic  

o u t-g ro u p s th a t are  v iew ed  to  th rea ten  th e  p o sitio n  o f  th e  in -group .

Sears and  h is  a sso c ia tes  c la im  th a t th e ir  th eo ry  o f  sym bo lic  rac ism  o ffers  an  ex p lan a tio n  

o f  th e  p a rad o x  in  co n tem p o rary  rac ia l a ttitudes o f  w h ite  A m erican s  (S ears, 1988). T he 

co n tem p o rary  racial a ttitu d es o f  w h ite  A m erican s  are  ch arac te rized  by  a gap b e tw een  ‘p rin c ip les  

and  im p le m e n ta tio n ’. W h ereas  th e  p rin c ip les  o f  rac ia l in teg ra tio n  and  n o n -d isc rim in a tio n  are  

su p p o rted  by  an  o v e rw h elm in g  m ajo rity  o f  w h ites, th e  su p p o rt fo r  th e  im p lem en ta tio n  o f  th ese  

p rin c ip le s  is co n sid e rab ly  less w id esp read  (K luegel &  Sm ith , 1983; S chum an  e t al., 1997).20 T he 

co n cep t o f  sym bo lic  rac ism  is c lo se ly  lin k ed  to  th is  p a rad o x  o f  p ro g ress  and  resistance: it sta tes 

th a t w h ereas  ‘o ld -fash io n ed  ra c ism ’ (S ears, 1988) -  ex p lic itly  seg reg a tio n is t and  w h ite  

su p rem ac is t v iew s -  has n early  d isappeared , it has b een  rep laced  by  a new , m o re  sym bolic  fo rm  

o f  rac ism . H o w ev er, re search  on  sym bolic  rac ism  has b een  severe ly  critic ised , p articu la rly  w ith  

reg ard  to  th e  la ck  o f  c larity  in  th eo re tica l d e fin itio n s  and  in co n sis ten c ies  in  th e  o p e ra tio n a lisa tio n  

(S n id erm an  &  T etlock , 1986). O th e r re sea rch ers  h av e  p ro p o sed  a lte rn a tiv e  co n cep tu a lisa tio n s  

and  m easu rem en ts  w ith  reg ard  to  th e  d is tin c tio n  b e tw een  ‘tra d itio n a l’ and  ‘co n tem p o ra ry ’ fo rm s 

o f  p re ju d ice  (see  V erberk , 1999a, fo r an  ex ten siv e  o v e rv iew ).21

A d d itio n a lly , th e  co n tem p o rary  p a rad o x  in  w h ite  A m e ric an s ’ rac ia l a ttitu d es can  a lso  be  

ad d ressed  from  th e  rea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t th eo re tica l p ersp ec tiv e . T h a t is, w h ite s  su p p o rt th e  

p rin c ip le  o f  rac ia l equality , b u t opp o se  im p lem en ta tio n  p ro g ram s (such  as a ffirm ativ e  ac tio n ) th a t 

po se  a th re a t to  th e ir  p riv ileg ed  eco n o m ic  position . T he co m m itm en t o f  A m erican  w h ite s  to  

p rin c ip le s  o f  racial ju s tic e  is  lim ited : in so fa r as b lack s  are p e rce iv ed  as co m p etin g  fo r  th e  

reso u rces  th a t w h ite s  p o sses  and  v a lue , th e  co m m itm en t to  p rin c ip le s  o f  racial ju s tic e  is  n o t 

tran s la ted  in to  su p p o rt fo r  co n cre te  p o licy  ch an g e  (B obo , 1988).22

B o b o  (1983; 1988) strong ly  o p p o sed  th e  sym bolic  rac ism  th eo ry  o f  Sears and  his 

associates. U sin g  th e  sam e d a ta  as Sears e t al. (1979 , 1980), B o b o  (1983) co n clu d ed  th a t
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A m erican  w h ite s ’ o p p o sitio n  to  b u ssin g  is in  p a rt a resp o n se  to  p e rce iv ed  th reat. H e  

d em o n stra ted  th a t w h ereas  Sears e t al. u sed  a o n e-d im en sio n al p re ju d ice  scale , th e  item s w ere  in  

fac t m u ltid im en sio n a l, and  d iffe ren tia lly  re la ted  to  b u ss in g  opposition . B y  fa r th e  s tro n g est 

p red ic to rs  o f  o p p o sitio n  to  b u ss in g  w ere  th e  item  ‘civ il rig h ts  p u s h ’ (c iv il rig h ts  lead e rs  are  

try in g  to  p u sh  to o  fast) fo r th e  1972 data; and  th e  co m p o n en t ‘b la ck  p o litica l p u sh ’ (co n sis tin g  o f  

th e  item s ‘civ il rig h ts  p u sh ’ an d  ‘d is lik e  b la c k  m ilita n ts ’) fo r th e  1976 data. B o b o  in te rp re ted  

th ese  item s as in d ica to rs  o f  p e rce iv ed  th reat. F u rth erm o re , he  d em o n stra ted  th a t u sin g  

m u ltid im en sio n a l p re ju d ice  scales, th e  perso n al se lf-in te rest m easu res  in  som e in s tan ces  d id  have  

sig n ifican t e ffec ts  on  p re jud ice . F o r in stance , w h ite s  liv in g  in  n e ig h b o u rh o o d s w h ere  b u ssin g  

o ccu rred  or w as  th rea ten in g  to  o ccu r sco red  h ig h e r on  th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  p e rce iv ed  th rea t 

ind ica to rs . H o w ev er, in  general th e  effects  o f  perso n al se lf-in te rest in d ica to rs  on  racial a ttitudes 

w ere  fa r fro m  u n an im o u s. F ina lly , B o b o  co n firm ed  S ea rs ’ fin d in g  th a t th e  d irec t se lf-in te rest 

m easu res  h ad  no  e ffec t on  o p p o sitio n  to  bu ssin g , a fte r co n tro llin g  fo r  p re jud ice .

2 .6 .3 .3  A  b r o a d e r  in te r p r e ta t io n  o f  r e a l i s t i c  g r o u p  c o n f l i c t  th e o r y

Several au th o rs  h av e  stressed  th e  d is tin c tio n  b e tw een  in d iv id u a l and  g ro u p  in terests , since they  

are  n o t a lw ays m u tu a lly  in  harm ony . O u tco m es th a t b e n e fit (o r in ju re ) an  in d iv id u a l g roup  

m em b er m ay  n o t b e n e fit (o r in ju re ) th e  g roup  and  its  p o sitio n  (B obo , 1988). C onsequen tly , th e  

rea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t th eo ry  has so m etim es b een  set ag a in s t th e  S im ple  S e lf-In te rest M o d el 

(B o b o  &  H u tch in g s, 1996; Q u illian , 1995, 1996) in  th e  sense  th a t th e  fo rm er th eo ry  deals  so lely  

w ith  g ro u p  in terests , and  th e  la tte r  deals  so lely  w ith  perso n al in terests.

In  rea listic  g ro u p  co n flic t theory , it is  em p h asized  th a t in -g ro u p  m em b ers  v ie w  ethn ic  

o u t-g ro u p s as a th re a t to  th e ir  co llec tiv e  s itu a tio n  (in  te rm s o f  eco n o m ic  p o sition , status, pow er), 

w h e th e r or n o t th ey  are  th rea ten ed  personally . In  sim ple  se lf-in te rest theory , it  is  em p h asized  th a t 

in -g ro u p  m em b ers  v ie w  ethn ic  o u t-g roup  m em b ers  as a th re a t to  th e ir  pe rso n al situation . T he 

d is tin c tio n  b e tw een  in d iv id u a l and  g roup  se lf-in te rest sh o u ld  h o w ev er n o t b e  em p h asized  undu ly . 

In so fa r as in d iv id u a ls  id en tify  th em se lv es  as m em b ers  o f  th e  spec ific  g roup  (T ajfe l &  T urner,

1979), socia l id en tifica tio n  w ill re su lt in  an  asso c ia tio n  b e tw een  p e rce iv ed  g roup  and  p e rce iv ed  

perso n al se lf-in terests ; an d  co nsequen tly , b e tw een  p e rce iv ed  g roup  th re a t and  p e rce iv ed  personal 

th reat.

I w o u ld  fu rth erm o re  argue  th a t th e  tw o  a fo rem en tio n ed  ap p ro ach es are  com plem en tary . 

T h a t is, n a tio n a lis tic  and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitu d es arise  n o t on ly  b ecau se  th e  e th n ic  o u t 

g roup  is a th re a t to  th e  socia l p o sitio n  o f  th e  in -g ro u p  in  general (g roup  th rea t), b u t a lso  b ecau se  

th e  e th n ic  o u t-g roup  is a stronger  th re a t to  spec ific  in d iv id u a l in -g ro u p  m em b ers, g iv en  th e ir  

spec ific  socia l position . In  o th e r w o rd s, e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p  m em b ers  fo rm  a th re a t to  th e  in -g ro u p  

as a w h o le , b ecau se  th ey  co m p ete  fo r th e  sam e scarce  resources , such  as status, pow er, and 

p riv ileges. S om e in -g ro u p  m em b ers, ho w ev er, h av e  to  co m p ete  m o re  w ith  o u t-g roup  m em b ers  

th an  o th e r in -g ro u p  m em b ers  on  average , nam ely , th o se  in -g ro u p  m em b ers  w h o  h o ld  s im ila r 

p o sitio n s  as (the  m a jo rity  of) o u t-g ro u p  m em b ers  in  th e  lab o u r and  h o u sin g  m arket.
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T he key  e lem en t in  w h a t I label th e  b ro a d e r in te rp re ta tio n  o f  rea listic  g ro u p  co n flic t theory , is th e  

n o tio n  th a t e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s  m ay  b e  p e rce iv ed  as a th re a t to  th e  p o sitio n  o f  th e  in -g ro u p  in  

general, and  to  th e  p o sitio n  o f  spec ific  in -g ro u p  m em b ers  in  p a rticu la r (cf. G iles  &  E vans, 1984).

In  th e  n a rro w  sense, th e  rea listic  g roup  co n flic t th eo ry  can  b e  lab e lled  as a group-level 

theory: n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitu d es stem  from  co m p etitio n  b e tw een  

in -g ro u p  an d  ou t-g roups. S im ple  se lf-in te rest th eo ry  can  b e  lab e lled  as an  individual-level theory: 

th e  m o re  an in d iv id u a l in -g ro u p  m em b er has to  co m p ete  w ith  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p  m em b ers, th e  

s tro n g er h is  n a tio n a lis tic  and  an ti o u t-g ro u p  a ttitudes. T he v e rs io n  o f  rea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t 

th eo ry  th a t I w o u ld  p ro p o se  can  b e  lab e lled  as a m ulti-level theory. T he  key  co n cep t o f  th is  

th eo ry  is th re a t p o sed  by  an e thn ic  ou t-g roup . T h is th re a t can  v a ry  b e tw een  d iffe ren t socie ta l 

co n tex ts  (g roup  lev el) as w ell as w ith in  a spec ific  socie ta l co n tex t (in d iv id u al level). F o r 

in stan ce , in  tim es o f  h igh  im m ig ra tio n , e th n ic  im m ig ran ts  po se  m o re  o f  a th re a t th an  in  tim es  o f  

lo w  im m ig ra tio n . S im ilarly , in  a co u n try  w ith  severe  eco n o m ic  recession , an  e th n ic  o u t-g roup  

p o ses  m o re  o f  a th re a t th an  in  a coun try  w ith  h ealth y  eco n o m ic  cond itions. W ith in  a spec ific  

socie ta l con tex t, th e  th rea t p o sed  by  an e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p  cou ld  b e  m o re  severe  am ong  spec ific  in 

g roup  m em b ers, i.e ., th o se  th a t feel p erso n ally  th rea ten ed  by  an  in -g roup . F o r exam ple, lo w er 

in co m e  ca teg o ries  o f  th e  e th n ic  m ajo rity  p o p u la tio n  h av e  to  co m p ete  m o re  w ith  e th n ic  m in o rities  

in  th e  h o u sin g  m arket, th an  h ig h e r in co m e categories.

T he  a fo rem en tio n ed  v iew p o in t is im p lic itly  p re sen t in  B la lo c k ’s a ssu m ed  causal m odel o f  

p re ju d ice  an d  d isc rim in a tio n  (1967 , p. 102). A lth o u g h  B la lo ck  w as  m o stly  in te rested  in  

d ifferen ces  in  p re ju d ice  and  d isc rim in a tio n  b e tw een  d iffe ren t reg io n s  (B la lock , 1956, 1957), he 

a lso  reco g n ized  th a t in d iv id u a l c lass v a riab les  (ed u catio n , occu p a tio n , in co m e) in flu en ced  th e  

am o u n t o f  actual co m p etitio n , th e reb y  tak in g  in to  acco u n t in d iv id u a l d ifferences. In  th e  

rem ain in g  p a rt o f  th is  s tudy  I re fe r to  rea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t th eo ry  in  th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  

b ro a d e r in te rp re ta tion .

T o  su m m arize  then , rea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t th eo ry  has b een  ap p lied  in  n u m ero u s  stud ies on 

p re ju d ice  and  d iscrim in a tio n , b o th  by  socia l p sy ch o lo g ists  as w ell as socio log ists . In  b o th  

re sea rch  trad itio n s  it has b een  p ro p o sed  th a t in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n  is a ca ta ly st fo r  in -g ro u p  

fav o u ritism  an d  o u t-g roup  hostility . Socia l p sy ch o lo g ica l ex p erim en ta l s tud ies, as d iscu ssed  in  

S ection  2 .3 , rev ea led  th e  causal re la tio n  b e tw een  in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n  and  in -g ro u p  

fav o u ritism  as w ell as o u t-g roup  hostility . S o cio log ica l s tud ies ad d ressed  th e  so u rces o f  in te r 

g roup  co m p etitio n  in  real life, th a t is, o u ts id e  ex p erim en ta lly  co n tro lled  settings. S cho lars  such  

as C o se r p ro p o sed  th a t each  socia l system  is  ch a rac te rised  b y  in te r-g ro u p  com petition . T he  goods 

a t stake in  th e  co m p etitio n  b e tw een  socia l g ro u p s m ay  b e  e ith e r m a te ria l (pow er, status, and  

scarce  re so u rces) o r im m ateria l (v a lu es and  b e lie f  system s). Socia l g ro u p s such  as e th n ic  g roups 

lay  c la im  to  scarce  goo d s o r ad h ere  to  co n flic tin g  va lues, and  as a re su lt th ey  h av e  co n flic tin g  

in te rests  an d  co n sid e r o th e r g ro u p s as com petito rs . In  th is  sense, in te r-g ro u p  co n flic t m ay  be  

rea listic , so fa r as th e  h o stility  is  d irec ted  to w ard  th e  com petito r.

T he e th n ic  o u t-g roup  th a t a lleged ly  ch allen g es th e  socia l p o sitio n  o f  th e  in -g ro u p  is 

co n sid e red  to  b e  a th rea t. P e rcep tio n s  o f  e th n ic  th re a t m ay  b e  e ith e r real o r d isto rted . T h a t is,



The theoretical fra m ew o rk  | 39

p e rcep tio n s  o f  e th n ic  th re a t m ay  on ly  p artly  re flec t th e  actual am o u n t o f  in te r-e th n ic  com petition . 

F u rth erm o re , an  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p  m ay  p o se  a th re a t to  th e  socia l p o sitio n  o f  th e  in -g ro u p  in  

general (g roup  th rea t), b u t it m ay  po se  a s tro n g er th re a t to  spec ific  in -g ro u p  m em b ers  in  

p a rticu la r (perso n al th rea t), th a t is, th o se  in -g ro u p  m em b ers  w h o  ho ld  s im ila r socia l p o sitio n s  as 

m o st o u t-g roup  m em bers.

2 .7  S y n t h e s is :  e t h n ic  c o m p e t i t io n  t h e o r y

In  th e  p rev io u s  sec tions I d iscu ssed  socia l id en tity  th eo ry  and  rea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t theory . , I 

n o w  p ro p o se  to  in teg ra te  b o th  th eo rie s  in to  one  th eo re tica l fram ew o rk , w h ich  I label ethnic 

com petition theory. T h is fram ew o rk  w ill b e  p resen ted  in  S ection  2 .7 .2 . F irstly , ho w ev er, I w ill 

rev iew  th e  d ifferen ces as w ell as som e sim ila rities  b e tw een  socia l id en tity  th eo ry  and  rea listic  

g roup  co n flic t theory .

2 .7 .1  D is c o r d a n c e  a n d  c o n c o r d a n c e  b e tw e e n  s o c ia l  id e n t i ty  th e o r y  a n d  r e a l i s t i c  g r o u p  c o n f l i c t  

th e o r y

U p  to  now , I h av e  em p h asized  th e  d iffe ren ces  b e tw een  social id en tity  th eo ry  and  rea lis tic  g roup  

co n flic t theory . A cco rd in g  to  socia l id en tity  theory , th e  so u rce  o f  e th n o cen tric  a ttitudes and  in te r 

g roup  h o stility  is  lo ca ted  in  th e  p sy ch o lo g ica l p ro cesses  o f  socia l c a teg o riza tio n  an d  socia l 

com parison . R ea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t th eo ry  on  th e  o th e r hand , re la tes  e th n o cen trism  and  in te r 

g roup  h o stility  to  th e  am o u n t o f  in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n  fo r  scarce  reso u rces  o r co n flic tin g  

v a lu es  and  be lie fs. C onsequen tly , d isag reem en t ex ists  w ith  reg ard  to  th e  n ecessa ry  an d  su ffic ien t 

co n d itio n s  o f  in te r-g ro u p  hostility . W h ereas  ad h eren ts  o f  rea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t th eo ry  im p lic itly  

op p o se  th e  a rg u m en t th a t socia l c a teg o riza tio n  in ev itab ly  lead s to  in te r-g ro u p  hostility , ad h eren ts  

o f  socia l id en tity  th eo ry  re jec t th e  n o tio n  th a t co m p etitiv e  in te r-g ro u p  re la tio n s  are  a n ecessary  

co n d itio n  fo r  in te r-g ro u p  hostility .

D esp ite  th ese  ev id en t d isco rd an ces  b e tw een  socia l id en tity  th eo ry  and  rea lis tic  g roup  

co n flic t theory , one  shou ld  n o t o v e rlo o k  th e  co n co rd an ces  b e tw een  th ese  theo ries. Such 

co n co rd an ces  in d ica te  th a t th e  tw o  th eo re tica l ap p ro ach es  m ig h t b e  co n sid e red  as co m p lem en tary  

to  o n e  ano ther. L e t m e  m en tio n  th ree  in s tan ces  o f  co n co rd an ce  b e tw een  socia l id en tity  theo ry  

and  rea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t theory .

(i) B o th  th eo re tica l ap p ro ach es  o p p o se  p sy ch o d y n am ic  th eo re tica l p e rsp ec tiv es  th a t 

m ere ly  focus on  in tra -in d iv id u a l o r in te rp e rso n a l cau ses o f  p re ju d ice  and  in te r-g ro u p  hostility , 

such  as A u th o rita rian ism  T heory  (A d o rn o  e t al., 1969). B o th  S h e rif  (1 9 6 6 ) an d  T ajfe l (1978) 

em p h asized  th a t p re ju d ice  and  in te r-g ro u p  h o stility  are  n o t th e  re su lt o f  som e d ev ian t p erso n ality  

s tructu re . Instead , a p ro p e r ex p lan a tio n  shou ld  in c lu d e  th e  socia l co n tex t o f  in d iv id u a l a ttitudes 

and  b eh av io u r, by  ack n o w led g in g  th a t in d iv id u a ls  id en tify  w ith  socia l g ro u p s and  co n seq u en tly  

m ay  in te rac t w ith  o th e r in d iv id u a ls  as m em bers o f  their respective socia l groups. T he n o tio n s  o f



40  | Chapter 2

group m em bership  an d  group identification  are  co m m o n  e lem en ts  in  socia l id en tity  th eo ry  and 

rea lis tic  g ro u p  co n flic t theory .

(ii) T he fo u n d ers  o f  socia l id en tity  theory , T ajfe l and  T urner, d id  n o t re jec t th e  b asic  

fin d in g s  o f  rea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t th eo ry  stud ies w ith  reg ard  to  th e  effect o f  inter-group  

com petition . T h a t is, th ey  ack n o w led g ed  th a t real o r p e rce iv ed  co n flic t o f  in te rests  b e tw een  

social g ro u p s resu lts  in  h e ig h ten ed  o u t-g ro u p  an tag o n ism  and  h e ig h ten ed  id en tific a tio n  w ith  and 

p o sitiv e  a ttach m en t to  th e  in -g roup . H o w ev er, th ey  c ritic ised  rea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t th eo ry  since 

it fo cu ses  n e ith e r u p o n  th e  psych o lo g ica l p ro cesses  u n d erly in g  g ro u p  id en tifica tio n s , n o r u p o n  

th e  p o ssib ly  au to n o m o u s e ffec ts  o f  g roup  id en tifica tio n s  on  in -g ro u p  and  o u t-g ro u p  a ttitu d es and 

b e h av io u r (T ajfe l &  T urner, 1979, p. 33-34). In  o th e r w ords, socia l id en tity  th eo ry  re jec ts  th e  

n o tio n  th a t in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n  is a necessa ry  co n d itio n  fo r p re ju d ice  and  in te r-g ro u p  

hostility , b u t it ack n o w led g es  th a t it  w ill o ften  p ro v e  to  b e  a su ffic ien t cond ition .

(iii) T he  n o tio n  o f  perceived  ethnic threat can  b e  re la ted  to  th e  n o tio n  o f  insecure socia l 

identity. A cco rd in g  to  socia l id en tity  theory , in d iv id u a ls  strive  fo r a p o sitiv e  g roup  

d is tin c tiv en ess, in  o rd e r to  en h an ce  and  m a in ta in  a p o sitiv e  socia l identity . B y  m ean s  o f  socia l 

co m p ariso n  th ey  strive  fo r  a h ig h  re la tiv e  g roup  p o sitio n  on  som e ev alu a tiv e  d im en sio n  o f  

com parison . H o w ev er, such  a p o sitiv e  o u tco m e o f  in te r-g ro u p  co m p ariso n  is challenged  

w h en ev e r an  o u t-g roup  p o ses  a s tro n g er th re a t to  th e  re la tiv e  p o sitio n  o f  th e  in -g roup . T he  m o re  

actual in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n  o r p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t th e re  is, th e  h ig h e r th e  p o ten tia l lo ss o f  

p o sitiv e  in te r-g ro u p  com p ariso n s. In -g roup  m em b ers  w ill re ac t to  such  an in secu re  socia l iden tity  

by  search in g  fo r  en h an ced  g ro u p  d is tin c tiv en ess  (T ajfe l &  T urner, 1979).

T hus, a lth o u g h  social id en tity  th eo ry  and  rea lis tic  g ro u p  co n flic t th eo ry  are co m m only  

ch a rac te rized  as tw o  co m p etin g  th eo re tica l m o d e ls  (F elling  e t al., 1986; F o rbes, 1997), th is  v iew  

u n d e re stim ate s  th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  deg ree  o f  co n co rd an ce  and  th e  p o ssib ility  to  co m p lem en t 

b o th  th eo rie s  w ith  one  an o th er and  to  syn thesize  th em  in to  one  th eo re tica l fram ew o rk .23

2 .7 .2  T h e o r e t ic a l - c o n c e p tu a l  m o d e l  o f  e th n ic  c o m p e t i t io n  th e o r y

In  th is  study I w ill n o t em p irica lly  assess th e  n ecessa ry  o r su ffic ien t co n d itio n s fo r e th n o cen tric  

a ttitudes. Instead , th e  m a in  q u estio n  is h o w  to  ex p la in  o b serv ed  differences  in  n a tio n a lis tic  and 

e th n ic  ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitu d es b e tw een  social ca teg o ries  o f  th e  e th n ic  m ajo rity  p o p u la tio n  as w ell 

as b e tw een  e th n ic  m ajo rity  p o p u la tio n s  o f  d iffe ren t coun tries. F o r th is  pu rpose , a cond itiona l 

th eo re tica l fram ew o rk  is  needed , such  as rea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t theory . H o w ev er, th e  la tte r 

th eo ry  lack s an  u n d e rs tan d in g  o f  th e  p sy ch o lo g ica l m ech an ism s th a t re su lt in  n a tio n a lis tic  and  

e th n ic  ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitudes. I th e re fo re  p ro p o se  to  in teg ra te  th e  d isp o sitio n al n o tio n s  from  

social id en tity  th eo ry  w ith  th e  situa tional n o tio n s  o f  rea lis tic  g ro u p  co n flic t th eo ry  in to  one 

th eo re tica l fram ew o rk , w h ich  I label ethnic com petition theory.

T his  th eo re tica l fram ew o rk  is fo u n d ed  u p o n  th e  p ro p o sitio n  th a t in  everyday  life, th e  

p ro cess  o f  ca teg o risa tio n  is  n ecessa ry  and  in ev itab le  in  o rd e r to  deal w ith  th e  co m p lex itie s  o f  

socia l in te rac tio n  and  h u m an  society : w e  n eed  to  m ak e  u se  o f  g en era lisa tio n s  and
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o v e rs im p lifica tio n s  i f  w e  w ish  to  m ak e  any sense  o f  th e  en o rm o u s n u m b er o f  ev en ts  tak in g  p lace  

in  o u r en v iro n m en t (A llpo rt, 1954). A s a re su lt o f  th is  c a teg o riza tio n  p rocess , in tra-ca teg o ry  

d ifferen ces  b eco m e  m in im ized  and  in te r-ca teg o ry  d ifferen ces  b eco m e  ex ag g era ted  (T ajfel, 

1981). W ith  reg ard  to  social categorization, s im ila rities  b e tw een  m em b ers  o f  d iffe ren t social 

g ro u p s are  u n d erestim ated , w h ile  s im ila rities  b e tw een  m em b ers  o f  th e  sam e g roup  are 

o v erestim ated , and  th is  la tte r  ten d en cy  is  even  g rea te r w ith  regard  to  o u t-g ro u p  m em b ers  (T ajfel, 

1981). A s th e  m in im al g roup  ex p erim en ts  o f  T ajfe l an d  h is a sso c ia tes  h av e  show n, socia l 

ca teg o risa tio n  as such  lead s to  in -g ro u p  fav o u ritism  and  o u t-g ro u p  d isc rim in a tio n  (B illig  & 

T ajfe l, 1973; T ajfe l, 1971; T ajfe l e t al., 1971). T h is fin d in g  is  in te rp re ted  in  te rm s o f  socia l 

id en tity  needs: in d iv id u a ls  strive  fo r a positive  social identity. Social id en tity  is d efin ed  as th a t 

co m p o n en t o f  th e  in d iv id u a l’s se lf-co n cep t th a t s tem s from  th e  su b jec tiv e  m em b ersh ip  o f  a socia l 

g roup  o r g roups, to g e th e r w ith  th e  v a lu e  and  em o tio n a l s ig n ifican ce  a ttach ed  to  th e  sub jec tive  

g roup  m em b ersh ip .

A  p o sitiv e  socia l id en tity  can  b e  estab lish ed  th ro u g h  fav o u rab le  socia l com parisons 

b e tw een  th e  in -g ro u p  and  any re lev an t o u t-g ro u p  , w ith  reg ard  to  som e v a lu e  d im en sio n  o f  

com parison . In  o rd e r to  ach iev e  such  p o sitiv e  in -g ro u p  d is tin c tiv en ess, in d iv id u a ls  se lec tive ly  

p e rce iv e  m ain ly  p o sitiv e ly  v a lu ed  ch arac te ris tic s  am o n g  m em b ers  o f  th e  in -g ro u p  and  m ain ly  

n eg ativ e ly  v a lu ed  ch arac te ris tic s  am o n g  m em b ers  o f  th e  ou t-g roup . Subsequen tly , th ese  positive , 

resp ec tiv e ly , negative , ch arac te ris tic s  are  g en era lized  to  th e  en tire  in -g roup , resp ec tiv e ly , o u t 

g roup . In  th is  m anner, th e  p ro cesses  o f  socia l id en tifica tio n  and  social co n tra -id en tifica tio n  resu lt 

in  p o sitiv e  a ttitu d es to w ard s  th e  in -g ro u p  and  n eg ativ e  a ttitu d es to w ard s  any  re lev an t ou t-g roup .

C o m p ared  to  socia l g ro u p s in  general, socia l c a teg o riza tio n  is p a rticu la rly  re lev an t w ith  

reg ard  to  ethnic groups. H ere , th e  b o u n d a rie s  b e tw een  in -g ro u p  and  o u t-g ro u p s are  b a sed  u p o n  

th e  co n cu rren ce  o f  several d is tinc tions. T h ese  d is tin c tio n s m ay  re fle c t p e rce iv ed  d iffe ren ces  in  

b io lo g ica l fea tu res  (sk in  co lou r) and  o th e r physical fea tu res  (c lo th ing , such  as h ead scarv es), 

so c io -eco n o m ic  sta tus; lin g u istics; re lig io u s  a ffilia tio n s; and  o th e r cu ltu ra l d ifferences. W ith  

reg ard  to  m em b ers  o f  th e  n a tio n a l e th n ic  m ajo rity  g roup, th e  o u tco m es o f  th e  p ro cess  o f  socia l 

ca teg o riza tio n  and  th e  n eed  fo r  p o sitiv e  socia l id en tity  are  p o sitiv e  a ttitu d es to w ard  th e  ow n  

co u n try  and  th e  n a tio n a l in -g ro u p  (i.e., n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es) and  n eg a tiv e  a ttitu d es to w ard  

e th n ic  m in o ritie s  and  im m ig ran ts  (i.e ., e th n ic  exclu sio n ism ).

T he  degrees o f  in -g ro u p  id en tifica tio n  an d  o u t-g ro u p  co n tra -id en tifica tio n  are  h e ig h ten ed  

b y  inter-group competition. W ith in  each  socia l system , socia l g roups, such  as e th n ic  groups, 

co m p ete  w ith  each  o th e r fo r m ate ria l g o o d s  and  re so u rces  (pow er, status, p riv ileges, and  o th er 

scarce  reso u rces) o r th ey  ad h ere  to  co n flic tin g  va lues. E ach  e thn ic  g roup  has ex p ec ta tio n s  abou t 

its  p o ssess io n  o f  scarce  re so u rces  as w ell as ju d g e m e n ts  ab o u t th e  en titled  and  ‘p ro p e r’ 

d is trib u tio n  o f  w ea lth  and  p o w er o v e r e th n ic  groups. W h en e v e r th e re  is  a co n flic t o f  in te rest 

b e tw een  e th n ic  g roups, th ese  g ro u p s are  m u tu a l com petito rs . H o w ev er, perceptions  o f  in te r 

g roup  co m p etitio n  and  o u t-g roup  th re a t m ay  on ly  p artly  re flec t th e  actual am o u n t o f  in te r-g ro u p  

com petition .

T he  e thn ic  o u t-g roup  m ay  po se  a (real o r p e rce iv ed ) th re a t to  th e  socia l p o sitio n  o f  th e  in 

g roup  in  general (group threat) and  to  spec ific  in -g ro u p  m em b ers  in  p a rticu la r (personal threat).
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T h a t is, th o se  in -g ro u p  m em b ers  w h o  h o ld  s im ila r socia l p o sitio n s  as m o st e th n ic  ou t-g roup  

m em b ers  w ill h av e  to  co m p ete  m o re  w ith  e th n ic  o u t-g roup  m em b ers  th an  th e  average  in -g roup  

m em ber. C onsequen tly , co m p ared  to  th e  average  in -g ro u p  m em ber, th ey  w ill h av e  s tro n g er 

fee lin g s o f  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t. H o w ev er, s ince in d iv id u a ls  id en tify  th em se lv es  as m em b ers  

o f  th e  e thn ic  in -g ro u p  and  co n tra -id en tify  w ith  re lev an t e th n ic  o u t-g roups, it is  lik e ly  th a t 

p e rce iv ed  p erso n al se lf-in te rests  and  p e rce iv ed  g ro u p -in te res ts  are  a t leas t p artly  in terre la ted .

A ctu al in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n  and  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t a ffec t th e  p ro cesses  o f  socia l 

id en tifica tio n  and  social co n tra -id en tifica tio n . T he m o re  th e  e th n ic  o u t-g roup  p o ses  a th re a t to  th e  

pow er, socia l s tatus and  p re ro g a tiv es  o f  th e  in -g roup , th e  h ig h e r th e  p o ten tia l lo ss  o f  p o sitiv e ly  

v a lu ed  co m p ariso n s  b e tw een  th e  in -g ro u p  and  ou t-g roup . In  o rd er to  m a in ta in  p o sitiv e  in -g roup  

d is tin c tiv en ess  an d  to  p rev en t an  im m in en t lo ss  o f  p o sitiv e  socia l iden tity , th e  in d iv id u a l 

en h an ces  th e  d is tin c tio n  b e tw een  its  ow n  g roup  and  o th e r groups. P e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t th u s 

stren g th en s th e  b o u n d ary  b e tw een  in -g ro u p  and  ou t-g roup . P e rce iv ed  co n flic t w ith  an  o u t-g roup  

in c reases  th e  id en tifica tio n  w ith  th e  ow n  g roup  and  s treng thens th e  in te rn a l co h esio n  o f  the  

g roup , w h ile  s im u ltan eo u sly  in c reas in g  th e  co n tra -id en tifica tio n  w ith  th e  ou t-g roup . In  short, th e  

p ro cesses  o f  socia l id en tifica tio n  and  socia l co n tra -id en tifica tio n  are  in ten s ified  by  actual in te r 

g roup  co m p etitio n  and  p e rcep tio n s  o f  e th n ic  threat.

T he  asso c ia tio n  b e tw een  in te r-g ro u p  re la tio n s  and  th e  p ro cess  o f  socia l c a teg o riza tio n  has 

b een  em p irica lly  assessed  in  an  ex p erim en ta l study  by  G aertn er e t al. (1990). In  th is  study, they  

fo cu sed  on  th e  re la tio n  b e tw een  in te r-g ro u p  co o p era tio n  -  b e in g  th e  o p p o site  o f  in te r-g ro u p  

co m p etitio n  -  an d  ad d ressed  th e  q u estio n  o f  w h y  co o p era tio n  b e tw een  d iffe ren t g ro u p s lead s  to  

less in -g ro u p  fav o u ritism  and  o u t-g ro u p  hostility . T hey  h y p o th esized  th a t th e  e ffec t o f  in te r 

g roup  co o p era tio n  on  in te r-g ro u p  b ias  (m easu red  as th e  d ifferen ce  in  ev alu a tiv e  ra tin g s o f  in 

g roup  and  o u t-g ro u p  m em b ers) is m ed ia ted  by  th e  co g n itiv e  rep resen ta tio n  o f  th e  aggregate  o f  

ind iv id u a ls . In  th e ir  ex p erim en t, p a rtic ip an ts  from  tw o  d iffe ren t g ro u p s w ere  b ro u g h t to g e th e r in  

e ith e r a co o p era tiv e  o r n o n -co o p era tiv e  in te r-g ro u p  cond ition . N ex t, th e  p artic ip an ts  w e re  asked  

to  w h a t ex ten t th ey  fe lt th a t th e  aggregate  o f  all p a rtic ip an ts  co u ld  b e  b e s t d escrib ed  as one 

g roup , tw o  g roups, o r separa te  ind iv id u a ls . T he  fin d in g s  su p p o rted  th e  h y p o th esis  th a t in te r 

g roup  co o p era tio n  red u ces  in te r-g ro u p  b ias  due  to  th e  d im in ish ed  co g n itiv e  sa lien ce  o f  th e  in te r 

g roup  boundary . In  o th e r w o rd s, w h en ev e r d iffe ren t g roups co o p era te  w ith  one  ano ther, th e  

m em b ers  o f  th e se  g ro u p s co n ce iv e  th e  ag g reg ate  o f  in d iv id u a ls  as one  g roup  ra th e r th an  as tw o  

separa te  g roups. F u rth erm o re , th e  less they  ca teg o rize  th e  aggregate  as tw o  separa te  g roups, th e  

lo w er th e  deg ree  o f  in te r-g ro u p  b ias. G aertn er e t al. th u s  em p irica lly  a ssessed  th a t in te r-g ro u p  

co o p era tio n  in d u ces  m em b ers  from  d iffe ren t g ro u p s to  re -ca teg o rise  th em se lv es  p rim arily  as one 

la rg e  g roup. F ro m  th is  em p irica l find ing , I ded u ce  th e  p ro p o sitio n  th a t in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n  

in creases  th e  co g n itiv e  salience  o f  th e  in te r-g ro u p  boundary . A cco rd in g ly , th e  e ffec t o f  in te r 

g roup  co m p etitio n  on  in -g ro u p  fav o u ritism  and  o u t-g ro u p  h o stility  is  th u s  m ed ia ted  by  th e  

p sycho log ica l p ro cess  o f  socia l ca teg o risa tio n  and  socia l (con tra-) iden tifica tion .

T he  general proposition  o f  e th n ic  co m p etitio n  th eo ry  th e re fo re  reads: the stronger the 

actual com petition between ethnic groups -  induced by socio-economic, socio-cultural or socio- 

historical circumstances, whether a t the individual or the contextual level -  the stronger the
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perce ived  ethnic threat, that in turn reinforces the m echanism s o f  socia l (contra-) identification, 

leading to stronger nationalistic a n d  ethnic exclusionistic attitudes.

E th n ic  co m p etitio n  th eo ry  is a m u lti- lev e l theory , w h ich  can  b e  ap p lied  to  d ed u ce  m ic ro 

as w ell as m acro -h y p o th eses  reg ard in g  v a ria tio n s  in  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  ethn ic  

ex clu s io n ism  w ith in  an d  b e tw een  coun tries. T h a t is, th e  deg ree  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and 

e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  is p resu m ab ly  a ffec ted  by  th e  level o f  actual co m p etitio n  an d /o r p e rce iv ed  

e th n ic  th rea t, w h ich  m ay  v a ry  b e tw een  d iffe ren t socia l ca teg o ries  (m icro -p ro p o sitio n s) and  

b e tw een  v a rio u s  con tex ts, such  as d iffe ren t coun tries, o r d iffe ren t tim e-p e rio d s  (m acro 

p ro p o sitio n s).

In  sum m ary , I p ro p o se  th a t th e  n o tio n s  o f  socia l id en tity  th eo ry  and  rea lis tic  co n flic t 

th eo ry  can  b e  reg a rd ed  as co m p lem en ta ry  to  one  an o th er (cf. B ro w n , 1995; Jones, 1997), an d  can 

b e  syn thesised  in to  a general fram ew o rk  lab e lled  ethnic com petition theory. T he  fu n d am en ta l 

a ssu m p tio n  o f  th is  th eo re tica l m odel is  th a t n a tio n a lis tic  and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitu d es are  

cau sed  by  general socia l id en tity  n eed s (dispositional proposition), w h ile  th e  in ten s ity  o f  

n a tio n a lis tic  and  ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitu d es v a rie s  d ep en d in g  on  th e  am o u n t o f  actual co m p etitio n  

an d /o r p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t (situational proposition).

F ig u r e  2 .2  E thnic competition theory: theoretical-conceptual m odel
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F ig u re  2 .2  show s th e  th eo re tica l-co n cep tu a l m odel d eriv ed  from  e th n ic  co m p etitio n  theory . T he 

m odel co n sis ts  o f  p resu m ab ly  causal re la tio n s  b e tw een  in d ep en d en t, in te rv en in g , and  d ep en d en t 

concep ts. In d ep en d en t fac to rs  a re  lo ca ted  b o th  a t th e  in d iv id u a l level (i.e ., in d iv id u a l’s socia l 

p o s itio n ) as w ell as a t th e  co n tex tu a l level (i.e ., actual e th n ic  co m p etitio n  a t th e  n a tio n a l level). 

T he effects  o f  th e se  in d ep en d en t fac to rs  on  th e  d ep en d en t co n cep ts  -  in d iv id u a l’s n a tio n a lis tic  

and  ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitu d es -  are m ed ia ted  b y  th e  in d iv id u a l’s p e rcep tio n s  o f  e th n ic  th rea t. T he 

g rey  co lo u red  b o x  a t th e  rig h t-h an d  side o f  F ig u re  2 .2  illu s tra te s  th a t n a tio n a lis tic  and  ethn ic  

ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitu d es are  in te rre la ted , and  th a t th ey  are both a ffec ted  by  th e  dep ic ted  

in d ep en d en t and  in te rv en in g  factors.

T he n u m b ers  o f  th e  arrow s in  F ig u re  2 .2  re la te  to  th e  chap te rs  in  w h ich  I ex p lo re  th e  specific  

re la tio n sh ip . In  th e  firs t em pirica l ch ap te r (C h ap te r 4) I ex p lo re  th e  re la tio n sh ip  b e tw een  th e  

d ep en d en t v a riab les  and  th e ir  d im ensions, and  te s t fo r  c ro ss-n a tio n a l d ifferen ces  reg a rd in g  th e  

in te rre la tio n  b e tw een  n a tio n a lis tic  and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitudes. T he  effects  o f  in d iv id u a l’s 

socia l p o s itio n  on  n a tio n a lis tic  and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitu d es are  ex p lo red  in  C h ap te r 5. In  

particu la r, I te s t w h e th e r th e  e ffec t o f  ed u ca tio n a l leve l v a rie s  acro ss  d iffe ren t coun tries. N ex t, in  

C h ap te r 6, I system atica lly  te s t th e  e ffec ts  o f  th e  in d iv id u a l’s socia l p o sitio n  v a riab les , and  te s t 

w h e th e r th e  o b serv ed  effects  are in te rv en ed  by  p e rcep tio n s  o f  e thn ic  th reat. A d d itio n a lly , I 

a scerta in  th e  ex ten t to  w h ich  actual e th n ic  co m p etitio n  a t th e  co n tex tu a l na tio n a l level has a 

d irec t e ffec t on  n a tio n a lis tic  and  ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitudes, and  to  w h a t ex ten t its  e ffec t is 

in te rv en ed  b y  p e rcep tio n s  o f  e th n ic  th reat.

E th n ic  co m p etitio n  th eo ry  fo rm s th e  core  th eo re tica l fram ew o rk  o f  th is  study. In  th e  

chap te rs  to  fo llo w , I w ill app ly  th is  general m u lti- lev e l fram ew o rk  to  d ed u ce  te s tab le  h y p o th eses 

reg a rd in g  d ifferen ces  in  th e  level o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  b e tw een  

socia l ca teg o ries  (m icro -lev e l p ro p o sitio n s) o r d ifferen ces  b e tw een  co u n tries  (m acro -leve l 

p ro p o sitio n s). In  ad d itio n  to  e th n ic  co m p etitio n  theory , I w ill in tro d u ce  ad d itio n a l th eo rie s  -  in  

p a rticu la r S o c ia liza tio n  T h eo ry  and  L o ca lism  T heory  -  in  C h ap ters  5 and  6 in  o rd e r to  derive  

spec ific  hyp o th eses a t th e  m icro -lev e l.

In  th e  n ex t chap ter, I w ill f irs t in tro d u ce  th e  ap p lied  in te rn a tio n a l su rvey  dataset, to g e th e r 

w ith  a d iscu ss io n  o f  th e  b en efits  and  p ro b lem s o f  co n d u c tin g  in te rn a tio n a l co m p ara tiv e  survey  

research .
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1 In  everyday language, the concep t o f  e thnocentrism  is com m only defined  only  in  term s o f  the firs t aspect, that is, 

the ra ting  o f  o th er groups w ith  reference to o n e ’s ow n group.

The po in t is o ften  m ade th a t in  B raz il and  the C aribbean  islands d iscrim ination  is b ased  o n  ‘c lass’ ra ther th an  race. 

It seem s th a t there  are no sharp racial o r ethnic lines in  these areas. C olour differences have b ee n  defined  a long a 

continuum , ra ther th an  as invo lv ing  two o r m ore d istinct socio logical groups (B lalock, 1967, p. 169-173).

M oreover, as T ay lo r and  M oghaddam  (1987, p. 34) note, ev en  the w ork  o f  social psychologists guided  by  this 

theore tical approach  is in  an  im portan t sense devo id  o f  social psychology. O nce it is assum ed that conflicts o f  

in terests are the causes o f  in ter-group hostility , and  inter-group behav io u r is m ainly determ ined  by  the com patib ility  

o r incom patib ility  o f  group goals, th en  social psycholog ical phenom ena assum e the ro le o f  dependen t variab les in  

the inter-group settings.

4 A fter W orld  W ar II, app lied  psychologists had  two m ajo r concerns (T ay lor &  M oghaddam , 1987, p. 35). The first 

one w as to  understand  how  seem ingly norm al people cou ld  have carried  out the cruel m ass m urders o f  th a t war. T his 

led  to  studies focusing  o n  in tra-individual personality  variables, such  as the au thoritarian  personality  re search  o f  

A dorno and  associa tes (1969). T he second concern  w as to  try  to  p reven t the ou tbreak  o f  W orld  W ar III. T his led  to 

studies such  as conducted  by  S herif. T hese studies tried  to m ap the p rocesses o f  in ter-group beh av io u r and  to 

identify  strateg ies fo r transform ing hostile  in ter-group re la tions in to  cooperative ones.

5 One o f  the  o ldest and  m ost w ell-know n notions concerning  the reduction  o f  p re jud ice and  in ter-group conflic t is 

the ‘con tac t hypo thesis’ (A llport, 1954): the b est w ay to  reduce ten sio n  and  hostility  betw een  groups w ould  b e  to 

b rin g  groups into  con tact w ith  each  other. H ow ever, as the experim ents o f  S herif dem onstrate , con tact alone is not 

enough. Instead, m ere con tact offers an  opportunity  fo r hostile  behaviour. Thus, the nature  o f  the con tac t is 

im portant. Several conditions have b ee n  iden tified  th a t m ust b e  satisfied  before con tact w ill lead  to heightened  

to lerance and  cohesion. The con tact betw een  d ifferen t ethnic groups m ust b e  b ased  o n  equal status re la tions, and  the 

groups m ust pursue com m on goals (e.g. the  superord inate goals in  S h e r if s  experim ents). F urtherm ore , the con tact 

situation  m ust receive social and  institu tional support and  the con tac t m ust b e  o f  sufficient frequency, duration, and 

closeness in  o rder to develop  m eaningful re la tionships betw een  m em bers o f  d ifferen t groups ( ‘h igh  acquaintance 

p o ten tia l’) (Brown, 1995).

6 T here w ere three experim ental conditions in  w hich  one group w as rew arded. The dec ision  w h ich  group w ould  get 

the rew ards w as respectively  determ ined  by  chance (i.e., a  flip  o f  a  co in), by  the experim enter, o r the subjects were 

m ade to  b e lie f  th a t one o f  the tw o groups w as responsib le fo r  the dec ision  and  th a t th is group decided  to give the 

gifts to them selves. The difference w ith  the contro l cond ition  -  in  w hich  no group w as rew arded -  was m ost 

consisten t fo r  the ‘ch ance’ condition. The find ing  that subjects favoured  th e ir in-group o ver the  out-group was 

in terpreted  by  R abbie and  H orw itz in  term s o f  perceived  em otional d ifficu lties o f  in terpersonal in teraction  w ith  o u t 

g roup m em bers afte r the experim ent. T hat is, w inners w ho in teract w ith  losers feel th a t they  need  to suppress any 

d isp lay  o f  satisfaction  w ith  w inning, and  losers w ho in teract w ith  w inners w ould  need to suppress th e ir d issatis 

faction. In teraction  w ith  in -group m em bers, o n  the o th er hand, offers social support fo r  freely  expressing  th e ir 

feelings abou t w inn ing  o r losing  (R abbie &  H orw itz, 1969, p .276).

7 T h is discrim ination, how ever, was n o t ‘ab so lu te’. T hat is, subjects attem pted  to achieve a  com prom ise b etw een  

favouring  th e ir ow n  group and  the norm  o f  fairness (Tajfel, 1970).

8 A ccord ingly, there w ere fo u r experim ental conditions. In  the firs t ( ‘ca tegorization: sim ilarity ’) condition, subjects 

w ere d iv ided  into the K lee group and  the K andinsky group (e.g., ‘m em ber no. 49 o f  the K andinsky g ro u p ’ and

Notes Chapter 2
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‘m em ber no. 79 o f  the K lee g ro u p ’). In  the ‘ca tegorization: non-sim ilarity ’ condition, the subjects w ere to ld  that 

they  w ere random ly d iv ided  into tw o groups: group W  an d  group X  (e.g., ‘m em ber no. 49 o f  group W ’). In  the ‘non 

ca tegorization: sim ilarity ’ condition, there was no reference to  any group m em bership . Subjects only knew  the code 

num ber (e.g., ‘num ber 4 9 ’) o f  the o th er subjects. T hey w ere to ld  th a t those w ho p referred  K andinsky w ere g iven  

code num bers in  the forties, w hile those w ho p referred  K lee w ere give code num bers in  the seventies. L ikew ise, in  

the ‘non-categorization: non-sim ilarity ’ condition, the  subjects w ere to ld  th a t the  code num bers w ere assigned 

random ly by  the toss o f  a  coin.

9  As B runer (in  Tajfe l, 1981) puts it in  the fo rew ord  o f  one o f  T a jfe l’s books: “T ajfe l cannot ... accep t the v iew  that 

p re jud ice is an  expression  only o f  ind iv idual m alaise o r m aladjustm ent o r ev en  o f  straightforw ard  in ter-indiv idual 

conflic t” .

10 In  o u r daily  lives, in  w h ich  w e receive enorm ous am ounts o f  info rm ation  o n  persons, social rela tions, and  events, 

it is sim ply im possib le to accura te ly  process all re levan t social inform ation. T here is no alternative b u t to apply 

sim ple and  crude social classifications. Som e authors suggest that o u r fundam ental tendency to categorize people 

in to  social groups can  b e  explained  from  an  evolu tionary  perspective. T hat is, th is tendency presum ably  arose from  

an  evolu tionary  pressure to d istinguish  friend  fro m  foe, in  o rd e r to facilitate exchange and  alliance form ation. A n 

innate com petence fo r  rapid ly  and  accura te ly  ca tegorising  the social environm ent and  assessing  the  pros and  cons o f  

affilia tions w ould  have prov ided  m en  w ith  an  adaptive advantage (cf. H irschfeld , 2000; Jones, 1997, p. 204).

11 Strive fo r  a  positive self-concept was one o f  the  basic  postu lates o f  F estin g er’s theory  o f  social com parison  

(1954). In  con trast w ith  Tajfe l, F estinger focused  prim arily  o n  social com parisons m ade betw een  individuals, th a t is, 

w ith in-group com parisons.

1 2
B ased  o n  these three conditions, T ajfe l d istinguishes three functions o f  social stereotypes. T hese functions are 

respectively  those o f  social causality , ju s tifica tion , and  d iffe ren tia tion  (1981, p. 156).

13
C oser assum ed that non-realistic  conflicts arise from  deprivations and  frustrations stem m ing fro m  the 

socia liza tion  p rocess and  fro m  la te r adu lt ro le obligations, o r they  resu lt from  a  conversion  o f  orig inally  realistic 

an tagonism  th a t w as d isallow ed  expression  (Coser, 1956, p. 54). In  the la tter case, the  hostile  sen tim ents are not 

re leased  u p o n  the orig inal o b ject o f  frustration, b u t u p o n  a  substitu te object. T his argum ent is in  accordance w ith  the 

frustration-aggression-d isp lacem ent theory  o f  D ollard , D oob, M ille r, M ow rer and  Sears (1939).

1 4  L ikew ise, accord ing  to Parsons (in  C oser, 1956, p. 53), scapegoating  rarely  appears w ithout som e degree o f  real 

conflic t o f  ideals o r in terests b e in g  involved . T hat is, w ith  regard  to the choice o f  the ob jec t in  unrealistic  conflict, it 

is easier to choose an  out-group as scapegoat to  w h ich  there already exists som e b asis o f  an tagonism  -  b ased  on  

realistic conflic ts. In  the sam e m anner, B lalock  (1967, p. 49) argues that in  a  situation  in  w h ich  there is d isp laced  

aggression, m inorities are likely  to b e  selected  as targets to  the degree that such  d isp laced  aggression  can  serve as a 

m eans to  o ther goals. F o r instance, i f  th is aggression  can  serve the purpose o f  reducing  com petition  w ith  the 

m inority.

15 H ow ever, there  is one reservation  as to the la tte r proposition . In  general, p rio r to  the ou tbreak  o f  in ter-group 

conflict, there  has to b e  a  b asic  degree o f  group consensus. O therw ise, conflic t w ith  o th er groups w ill not lead  to 

increased  in-group cohesion, b u t to apathy and  possib le d isin tegration  o f  the in-group (C oser, 1956, p. 92-93).

1 6 B obo and  H utchings (1996) tried  to  ex tend  B lu m er’s theory  to  a  m ultiracial social con tex t and  to  include the 

a ttitudes o f  b o th  dom inant group m em bers and  m inority  ethnic group m em bers. T hey focused  o n  the concep t o f  

racial alienation, m easured  by  beliefs abou t the treatm ent received  by  and  opportunities o ffered  to  o n e ’s racial o r
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ethnic group in  (A m erican) society . H ow ever, I w ould  argue that th is concep t is inappropria te  fo r ex tending  

B lu m er’s theory , since it (i) does no t deal w ith  the p o sitio n  to  w hich  the in-group is en titled  rela tive  to out-groups, 

and  (ii) does no t deal w ith  any (perceived) th rea t from  ethnic out-groups. M oreover, the authors d id  not deal w ith  

the crucial elem ent o f  B lu m er’s theory , th a t is, the p resum ed  effec t o f  group th rea t o n  prejudice.

17 T he afte rm ath  o f  the terro rist a ttacks o n  the W orld  T rade C enter in  N ew  Y o rk  and  the P en tagon  in  W ashing ton  on  

Septem ber 11, 2001, show ed a  severe increase in  th reats and  v io lence d irec ted  tow ard  M uslim s and  m osques in  the 

U .S. and  E uropean  countries.

18 B la lo ck  p resum ed b o th  actual com petition  and  personality  tra its  (e.g., authoritarianism , rig id ity , status consc ious 

ness) to  b e  partia lly  caused  by  status o r class factors , such  as education , occupation, and  incom e (1967, p. 102).

1 9  F o r  instance, in  o rd e r to  analyse w hite A m ericans’ opposition  tow ards b ussing  (i.e. transporting  pupils to schools 

outside th e ir neighbourhood, in  o rder to enhance ethnic desegregation  o f  schools), they  app lied  the fo llow ing 

indicators o f  self-interest: respondents w ere asked w hether they  lived  in  a  neighbourhood  in  w hich  b ussing  occurred  

o r th rea tened  to occur; w hether they  had  school-aged children; and  w hether the neighbourhood  schools w here 

m ostly  w hite (Sears, e t al., 1979). Such item s w ere m eant to locate respondents w hose personal life  and  th a t o f  their 

fam ilies, w ere m ost affected  by  bussing.

2 0
F ro m  the 1940s on, survey researchers have m onito red  a ttitudes am ong A m erican  whites. T his research  has 

show n a  rem arkable decline in  b la tan t racist attitudes. W h ites’ racial a ttitudes in  A m erica sh ifted  fro m  w idespread  

acceptance o f  segregation  and  d iscrim ination  in  the 1940s to  a  new  and  equally  w idespread  com m itm ent to 

to lerance, racia l equality, and  in tegra tion  in  the 1970s (F irebaugh  &  D avis, 1988; Schum an et al., 1997; see also 

Taylor, Sheatsley, &  G reeley , 1978). F o r instance, in  1942, 54%  o f  A m erican  w hites thought that there  should be 

separate sections fo r  N egroes in  streetcars and  buses. B y 1970, th is figure  had  declined  to 22% . T he percen tage o f  

w hites that ag reed  that w hite and  b lack  students should  go to  the sam e schools rose fro m  32%  in  1942 to 90%  in

1982. M ore th an  h a lf  o f  a ll w hite A m ericans in  1944 approved  the b la tan tly  discrim inatory  p roposition  th a t “w hite 

people should have the firs t chance a t any k ind  o f  jo b ” , w hereas in  1972 nearly  100%  thought th a t “N egroes should 

have as good  a  chance as w hite people to get any k ind  o f  jo b ” (S chum an e t al., 1997; T ay lo r e t al., 1978). In  

addition, there has b ee n  a  continuing  im provem ent in  w h ites’ beliefs about blacks. F o r instance, the p roportion  o f  

w hites believ ing  th a t b lacks are less in telligent th an  w hites d ropped  dram atically  afte r the 1940s (Schum an et al., 

1997). H ow ever, nex t to  th is ‘p rogressive tre n d ’, o ther questions -  dealing  w ith  steps th a t the governm ent m ight 

take e ither to  reduce d iscrim ination  and  segregation  o r to  im prove the econom ic status o f  b lacks -  display a  very 

d ifferen t picture . The support am ong A m erican  w hites fo r  the im plem entation  o f  princip les o f  racia l equality  and 

in tegra tion  has b ee n  m uch  less, com pared  to  the support fo r these general p rincip les them selves. F urtherm ore , over 

tim e, there have b ee n  only partia l signs o f  increasing  support fo r transla ting  the princip les into p ractice (Schum an, et 

al., 1997). In  addition, there has b ee n  p ronounced  opposition  to  partic ip a tio n  in  social settings w here b lacks are a 

substantial m ajority  (S chum an e t al., 1997; Sm ith, 1981). N ex t to  the gap betw een  ‘princip les and  im plem entation’, 

the level o f  o pposition  tow ards im plem entation  program s is not uniform , b u t depends o n  the p roposed  actions. 

P rogram s designed to  sim ply help  ethnic m inorities (i.e., opportunity  enhancem ent th rough  tra in ing  and  education  

program s) have m uch  m ore support am ong w hite A m ericans th an  program s designed  to  achieve equal outcom es 

betw een  w hites and  ethnic m inorities (e.g., specific  h iring  quotas) (B obo &  K luegel, 1993; K luegel &  Sm ith, 1983; 

L ipset &  Schneider, 1978; S niderm an &  C arm ines, 1997).

21 R esearch  o n  th is new, contem porary  fo rm  o f  p re jud ice is charac terised  by  a  w ide varie ty  o f  different 

conceptualisations and  operationalisations. C ontem porary racial a ttitudes are fo r instance referred  to  as “new  

racism ” (B arker, 1981; V erkuyten  &  M asson, 1995); “everyday racism ” (Essed, 1984; 1991); “aversive racism ” 

(D ovidio &  G aertner, 1991; G aertner &  D ovidio , 1977); and  “laissez fa ire” racism  (Bobo, K luegel, &  Smith, 1997),
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o r as a lready m entioned, “ sym bolic racism ” (M cC onahay , H ardee, &  B atts, 1981; Sears, 1988). T he d istinc tion  

betw een  b la tan t (traditional) and  subtle (contem porary) prejudice, as p roposed  by  P ettig rew  and  M eertens (M eertens 

&  Pettigrew , 1997; P ettig rew  &  M eertens, 1995) seem ed to b e  o f  particu la r re levance, as they  show ed cross-cultural 

em pirical ev idence o n  the existence o f  b o th  form s o f  p re jud ice in  fo u r W est-E uropean  countries. H ow ever, a 

secondary  analysis o f  th e ir d ata  show ed th a t th e ir c la im  regard ing  the d istinc tion  betw een  b la tan t and  subtle 

p rejud ice had  to  b e  refu ted  (C oenders, Scheepers, Sniderm an, &  V erberk , in  press).

2 2
In  add ition  to  sym bolic racism , self-in terest and  gro up-in terest conflict-m otives, several au thors have proposed  

th a t opposition  to  social po lic ies to assist ethnic m inorities stem s fro m  stra tifica tion  beliefs (B obo &  K luegel, 1993; 

L ipset &  Schneider, 1978; K luegel &  Smith, 1983; B obo  &  H utchings, 1996). It has b ee n  argued  th a t affirm ative 

ac tion  policies v io la te  the w idespread  values o f  ind iv idualism  and  m eritocratic  advancem ent. N ex t to these 

norm ative stratification  beliefs (i.e., beliefs about how  the stratification  system  should  w ork), ex istential 

stratification  beliefs (i.e., how  does the stratification  system  w ork?) p lay  a  role: people w ho attribute inequality  and 

poverty  to  indiv idual as opposed  to structura l causes, are m ore opposed  to affirm ative action. In  conclusion, one 

should b e  careful w hen  in terpre ting  opposition  to affirm ative ac tio n  program s as an  ind ication  o f  w hite racial 

hostility  (K luegel &  Smith, 1983).

23 T ajfe l and  T urner h in ted  at a  possib le synthesis o f  b o th  theo re tical approaches, w hen  they  stated: “T he theoretical 

o rien ta tion  to b e  outlined  here [i.e. social identity  theory] is in tended  n o t to  replace the R C T  [R ealistic (group) 

C onflict T heory], b u t to  supplem ent it in  som e respects” (T ajfel &  T urner, 1979, p. 34).
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C o m p a r a t iv e  r e s e a r c h

3 .1  I n t r o d u c t io n

In  th is  ch ap te r I focus on  som e m eth o d o lo g ica l aspects  o f  th is  in te rn a tio n a l co m p ara tiv e  study 

and  in tro d u ce  th e  ap p lied  survey  data. I s tart w ith  a d iscu ss io n  o f  th e  n eed  fo r a co m p ara tiv e  

ap p ro ach  in  re search  on  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism . T o  ad d ress  th e  

fo rm u la ted  re search  q u estio n s o u tlin ed  in  C h ap te r 1, I ap p lied  d a ta  g a th ered  by  th e  In te rna tiona l 

Socia l Survey  P ro g ram m e (IS S P ) in  1995. In  S ections 3.3 and  3.4 , I d iscu ss  th e  b ack g ro u n d  o f  

th is  c ro ss-n a tio n a l co llab o ra tio n  in  su rvey  research , an d  I p re sen t th e  set o f  co u n trie s  th a t are  

in c lu d ed  in  th is  co m p ara tiv e  study. In  Section  3.5 , I fo cu s  on  som e o f  th e  m eth o d o lo g ica l 

p ro b lem s and  o b stac les  in  in te rn a tio n a l co m p ara tiv e  research , in  p a rticu la r w ith  reg ard  to  th e  

study  o f  a ttitudes. I d iscu ss  th e  m an n er in  w h ich  som e o f  th e se  p ro b lem s are  d ea lt w ith  in  th e  

p re sen t study in  particu la r, and  in  th e  IS S P  in  general.

3 .2  T h e  n e e d  f o r  c o m p a r is o n

T he p o p u la r v ie w  th a t th e  D u tch  h av e  o f  th em se lv es  is  th a t th ey  h av e  h e ld  a lo n g  trad itio n  o f  

h o sp ita lity  and  to le ran ce  to w ard  e th n ic  im m ig ran ts  and  re lig io u s  m in o rities. In  particu la r, th is  

ren o w n ed  n a tio n a l im ag e  stem s from  th e  sh elte r th a t w as  o ffered  to  p o litica l and  re lig io u s 

re fu g ees d u rin g  th e  16th an d  17th cen tu ries  (e .g ., W allo o n  and  F lem ish  p ro tes tan ts , F ren ch  

‘H u g u e n o ts ’, and  Jew s fro m  S pain  and  P o rtu g a l) (L u cassen  &  P en n in x , 1994). H isto rian s, 

how ev er, h av e  c ritic ized  th is  p o p u la r co m p lacen t co n cep tio n  o f  D u tch  to le ran ce  (S chu tte , 1998).

D u rin g  th e  1980s and  1990s, th e  n a tio n a l im ag e  o f  D u tch  h o sp ita lity  w as  m o re  severely  

th rea ten ed  by  in c id en ts  o f  rac is t v io len ce  d irec ted  to w ard  m o sq u es, asy lum  cen tres, and  e thn ic  

im m ig ran ts  and  th e ir  fam ilies. F u rth erm o re , a lth o u g h  th e  e lec to ra l su p p o rt fo r  ex trem e righ t- 

w in g  p artie s  w as  ra th e r sm all (d esp ite  som e sh o rt-te rm  g ro w th  d u rin g  th e  early  1980s and  early  

1990s, see S cheepers, E isin g a , &  L am m ers, 1993), p u b lic  o p in io n  re sea rch  rev ea led  ra th e r 

w id esp read  su p p o rt fo r  e th n o cen tric  p o lic ie s  am o n g  th e  gen era l pub lic . In  1994, ap p ro x im ate ly  

29  p e r cen t o f  th e  D u tch  w ere  in  fav o u r o f  a b an  on  im m ig ra tio n  o f  lab o u r m ig ran ts  from
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co u n tries  o u ts id e  th e  E u ro p ean  U n io n ; 16 p e r cen t o f  th e  D u tch  fav o u red  a b an  on  th e  arrival o f  

asy lum  seekers (S ch eep ers , S chm eets, &  F elling , 1997). In  add ition , in  1995, 44  p e r cen t o f  the  

D u tch  w ere  o f  th e  op in ion  th a t th e re  w ere  to o  m an y  n o n -D u tch  in h ab itan ts  liv in g  in th e  

N e th e rlan d s  (SC P , 1996).

N o w , w h a t co n clu sio n  can  b e  d raw n  fro m  th e  resu lts  o f  th e se  p u b lic  o p in io n  polls?  

C ertain ly , a s izeab le  p ro p o rtio n  o f  th e  D u tch  w an ts  to  ex clu d e  e thn ic  n ew co m ers, b u t is th is  a 

v e ry  h igh  p ro p o rtio n ?  D o  th e  fig u res  te ll u s  th a t th e  D u tch  are  rem ark ab ly  in to le ran t to w ard  

e th n ic  im m ig ran ts?  In  o rd e r to  fu lly  assess th e  level o f  e th n ic  to le ran ce  am o n g  th e  D u tch , a 

co m p ara tiv e  ap p ro ach  is needed . A  co m p ariso n  w ith  d a ta  from  o th e r co u n tries  can  illu stra te  

w h e th e r th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  level o f  o p p o sitio n  to w ard  im m ig ra tio n  is a spec ific  D u tch  

p h en o m en o n , o r w h e th e r it is  an  in stan ce  o f  a m o re  general socia l p h en o m en o n . F u rth erm o re , 

c ro ss-n a tio n a l re sea rch  can  assess to  w h a t ex ten t d iffe ren t socia l m ech an ism s o ccu r in  d iffe ren t 

co u n trie s  o r cu ltu res. F o r  in stan ce , to  w h a t ex ten t are ex clu s io n is tic  reac tio n s to w ard  im m ig ran ts  

in  d iffe ren t so c ie ties  in d u ced  by  s im ila r socie ta l cond itions?

T rad itionally , th e re  has a lw ays b een  som e co n tro v ersy  w ith in  socia l sc iences w ith  regard  

to  th e  m erits  o f  (in te rn a tio n a l) co m p ara tiv e  research . W h ereas  som e scho lars  -  s tressin g  th e  

u n iq u en ess  o f  socia l p h en o m en a  -  s trong ly  opp o se  co m p ara tiv e  research , o thers actively  

en co u rag e  it. A cco rd in g  to  th e  fo rm er type  o f  scho lars  -  fo r in stan ce , th e  an th ro p o lo g is t M a li 

n ow sk i -  each  cu ltu re  shou ld  id eally  b e  u n d e rs to o d  in  its  o w n  te rm s (cf. B erry , 1969). A ttitudes, 

b eh av io u r, an d  in s titu tio n s  shou ld  b e  v iew ed  in  re la tio n  to  th e ir  spec ific  settings. C onsequen tly , 

acco rd in g  to  th is  v iew , a c ro ss-cu ltu ra l co m p ariso n  is essen tia lly  a fa lse  en terp rise , fo r  one  is 

‘co m p arin g  in c o m p a rab le s ’ . O th e r scho lars  tak e  th e  v ie w  th a t (in tern a tio n a l) co m p ara tiv e  

re sea rch  deep en s th e  u n d e rs tan d in g  o f  o n e ’s ow n  society . It is  th ro u g h  th e  co m p ariso n  w ith  o th er 

socie ties, th a t th e  typ ica l ch arac te ris tic s  o f  o n e ’s ow n  socie ty  are  id en tified . A s D av is  and  Jow ell 

p u t it, “ ...w e can n o t lea rn  m u ch  ab o u t o u rse lv es as a socie ty  u n less  w e  co m p are  o u rse lv es w ith  

o th e rs” (1989). Several au th o rs  (e .g ., K o rsten , B ertran d , Jong , &  Soeters, 1995) stress th e  

in c reas in g  n eed  fo r co m p ara tiv e  re sea rch  as a co n seq u en ce  o f  th e  g lo b a lisa tio n  p rocess. In  an  era  

o f  g ro w in g  w o rld w id e  in te rco n n ec ted n ess  o f  socie ties, socia l p h en o m en a  h av e  acq u ired  a tru ly  

g lobal scale . In  particu la r, th is  ap p lies  to  la rg e -sca le  in te rn a tio n a l lab o u r m ig ra tio n  and 

im m ig ra tio n  o f  p o litica l refugees, as w ell as th e  su b seq u en t reac tio n s  o f  th e  h o s t socie ty  to w ard  

th ese  e th n ic  new com ers.

T he tw o  a fo rem en tio n ed  p e rsp ec tiv es  on co m p ara tiv e  re search  h av e  b een  resp ec tiv e ly  

lab e lled  as th e  id eo g rap h ic  and  n o m o th e tic  app roaches. W h ereas  id eo g rap h ic  re sea rch  fo cu ses  on  

th e  u n iq u en ess  o f  each  case, n o m o th e tic  re sea rch  fo cu ses  on  co m p ariso n s .1 C learly , in  th e  

p re sen t s tudy  I ad o p t th e  n o m o th e tic  app roach . T h a t is, I tak e  th e  p o sitio n  th a t in te rn a tio n a l 

co m p ara tiv e  re sea rch  can  in c rease  o u r u n d e rs tan d in g  o f  th e  p h en o m en a  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitudes 

and  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism , and  th e  ra tio n a le  b eh in d  th e se  a ttitu d es to w ard  in -g ro u p  and  o u t 

g roups. H o w ev er, v e ry  little  in te rn a tio n a l co m p ara tiv e  re sea rch  on  n a tio n a lis tic  and  ethn ic  

ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitu d es has b een  conducted . T he re la tiv e  scarc ity  o f  em pirica l stud ies w ith  a 

la rg e  c ro ss-n a tio n a l scope  is  a re su lt o f  a la ck  o f  co m p arab le  c ro ss-n a tio n a l data. U p  till now , 

th e re  h av e  b een  on ly  a few  a ttem p ts  to  m easu re  a ttitu d es to w ard  in -g ro u p s  and  o u t-g ro u p s in  a
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sim ila r (eq u iv a len t) m an n er across  a co n sid e rab le  n u m b er o f  co u n trie s .2 In  1995, how ev er, th e  

In te rn a tio n a l Socia l S urvey  P ro g ram m e (IS S P ) g a th ered  d a ta  on  n a tio n a lis tic  and  ex c lu s io n is tic  

a ttitudes. In  th e  n e x t section , I d iscu ss  th e  o rg an isa tio n al s tru c tu re  o f  th e  IS S P  and  th e  ra tio n a le  

b eh in d  th is  c ro ss-n a tio n a l co llab o ra tio n  in  su rvey  re sea rch  and  in tro d u ce  th e  d a ta  co llection .

3 .3  T h e  I n t e r n a t io n a l  S o c ia l  S u r v e y  P r o g r a m m e

In  o rd e r to  m ak e  m ean in g fu l co m p ariso n s  across coun tries, one  has to  strive  fo r  eq u iv a len t m e a 

su rem en ts  across  th e se  coun tries. H o w ev er, generally , a ttitu d in a l q u estio n s u sed  in  one  coun try  

are  ra th e r d iffe ren t from  th o se  ap p lied  in  an o th er country , a lth o u g h  th e  in ten tio n  m ay  b e  to  

m easu re  th e  sam e th eo re tica l concep t. A s D av is  and  Jo w ell (1989) p o in ted  out, th e  ch o ice  b o th  

o f  to p ics  and  o f  q u estio n  w o rd in g  ten d s  to  re flec t na tio n a l ra th e r th an  c ro ss-n a tio n a l p rio rities, 

since  re sea rch  fu n d in g  o ften  stem s la rg e ly  fro m  n a tio n a l sources. C onsequen tly , y ear-b y -y ear 

co m p arab ility  w ith in  a co u n try  is o ften  p re fe rred  o v e r co m p arab ility  b e tw een  countries.

T he  In te rn a tio n a l Socia l S urvey  P ro g ram m e (IS S P ) is an  annual c ro ss-n a tio n a l co llab o r 

a tio n  in  su rvey  research , fo u n d ed  in  1983 in  o rd e r to  ach iev e  m o re  c ro ss-n a tio n a l co m p arab ility  

in  a ttitu d in a l research . T he  b ack g ro u n d  fo r  th is  in itia tiv e  w as  th e  fac t th a t w h ile  on  fac to rs  such  

as eco n o m ic  g row th , in co m e d is trib u tio n , socia l m ob ility , v o tin g  and  socia l po licy , goo d  

co m p ara tiv e  d a ta  h ad  b een  av ailab le  fo r  som e tim e, th e  s itu a tio n  w as  m ark ed ly  in fe rio r w h en  it 

cam e to  co m p arin g  a ttitu d es (S vallfo rs , 1996). In  th e  fie ld  o f  in te rn a tio n a l socia l su rvey  research , 

th e re  is n o  o th e r co m p arab le  p ro jec t, ex p ec t fo r  th e  E u ro b aro m ete r S urvey  P ro jec t, w h ich  h o w 

ev er does n o t co v er co u n trie s  o u ts id e  th e  E u ro p ean  U nion .

T he  IS S P  started  in  1983 w ith  th e  goal to  fu rth e r in te rn a tio n a l co llab o ra tio n  b e tw een  fo u r 

ex is tin g  na tio n a l surveys: th e  G enera l Socia l Survey, co n d u c ted  b y  N O R C  (U SA ); th e  B ritish  

Socia l A ttitu d es  Survey, co n d u c ted  by  S C P R  (G rea t B rita in ); th e  A llg em ein e  

B ev ö lk eru n g su m frag e  d e r S o z ia l-W issen sch aften , co n d u c ted  by  Z U M A  (W est G erm any); and 

th e  N a tio n a l Socia l Science  Survey, co n d u c ted  by  A N U  (A ustra lia ). T he fo u r fo u n d in g  m em b ers  

ag reed  to  jo in tly  dev elo p  m o d u les  d ealin g  w ith  im p o rtan t a reas  o f  socia l sc iences and  to  fo rm  

th ese  m o d u les  as a f if teen -m in u te  su p p lem en t to  th e ir  reg u la r na tio n a l surveys.

A nnual IS S P  m o d u les  h av e  b een  co n d u c ted  since 1985 and  co v er a w id e  ran g e  o f  top ics, 

such  as th e  ro le  o f  g o v ern m en t, w o rk  o rien ta tio n s, and  re lig ion . F ro m  1990 on, p rev io u s  surveys 

h av e  b een  rep lica ted , co m b in in g  a c ro ss-n a tio n a l and  ov e r-tim e  p ersp ec tiv e . T he  firs t m o d u le  

co v erin g  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  w as  co n d u c ted  in  1995, and  a second  

m o d u le  is sch ed u led  fo r  2003.

S ince 1985, th e  n u m b er o f  IS S P  m em b ers  (i.e ., co u n tries) has g ro w n  co n tin u a lly  to  25 in  

1995 and  37 in  2001. U n fo rtu n ate ly , th e re  is no  ra tio n a le  fo r  th e  ch o ice  o f  coun tries. In  fact, 

IS S P  m em b ersh ip  d ep en d s p rim arily  on  th e  p re sen ce  o f  a re sea rch  team  th a t is w illin g  and  ab le  

to  sa tisfy  th e  IS S P  req u irem en t o f  co n d u c tin g  an  annual, co llec tiv e ly  d esig n ed  n a tio n a l survey. 

S ince th e re  are  no  cen tra l funds, each  na tional re sea rch  team  m u st fu n d  all o f  its  ow n  w ork . 

C onsequen tly , th o se  re sea rch  team s th a t h av e  access  to  an  a lready  ex is tin g  annual na tional
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survey  -  in  w h ich  th e  IS S P  m o d u les  can  b e  in co rp o ra ted  -  a re  m o st lik e ly  to  jo in  th e  IS SP  

(Jow ell, 1990). T he m erg in g  o f  th e  na tio n a l d a ta  in to  a c ro ss-n a tio n a l d a ta  set is p e rfo rm ed  by  

th e  Z en tra la rch iv  fü r  E m p irisch e  S o z ia lfo rsch u n g  a t th e  U n iv e rs ity  o f  C ologne.

W ith in  each  country , th e  su rvey  sh o u ld  b e  co n d u c ted  in  acco rd an ce  w ith  fix ed  IS S P  

req u irem en ts. A cco rd in g  to  th e se  ‘IS S P  w o rk in g  p rin c ip le s ’, firstly , a co m m o n  co re  o f  

b ack g ro u n d  v a riab les  (co v erin g  so cio -eco n o m ic  and  d em o g rap h ic  ch arac te ris tic s  o f  resp o n d en ts) 

has to  b e  in c lu d ed  in  th e  reg u la r surveys. Secondly , th e  15 -m inu te  lo n g  su p p lem en tary  and  to p ic - 

spec ific  IS S P  m o d u le  sh o u ld  b e  su itab le  fo r  se lf-ad m in is tra tio n , p rim arily  fo r  reaso n s  o f  cost- 

e ffic ien cy  as w ell as to  av o id  in c reas in g  re sp o n d en t fa tig u e  due  to  th e  len g th y  perso n al in te rv iew  

(D av is  &  Jo w ell, 1989). T h ird ly , th e  q u estio n s in  th e  m o d u le  shou ld  b e  a sk ed  in  a sing le  b lo c k  in  

id en tica l o rd er in  each  country . F o u rth ly , in  each  coun try  th e  su rvey  shou ld  b e  carried  o u t am ong  

a p ro b ab ility -b ased , n a tio n -w id e  sam ple  o f  th e  ad u lt p o p u la tio n , d esig n ed  to  ach iev e  a n o rm  o f  

1,400 cases, and, in  any  event, a m in im u m  o f  1,000 cases. D esp ite  th ese  fo rm u la ted  

req u irem en ts , in  p rac tice , th e re  are  still som e m eth o d o lo g ica l in co n sis ten c ies  b e tw een  th e  

co u n trie s  (P ark  &  Jo w ell, 1998), a lth o u g h  th is  is n o t su rp ris in g  in  such  a la rg e -sca le  c ro ss 

n a tio n a l co llab o ra tio n  as th e  IS SP . I w ill re tu rn  to  th is  to p ic  a t th e  end  o f  Section  3.5  w h en  I 

d iscu ss  th e  p ro b lem s in  co n d u c tin g  co m p ara tiv e  su rvey  research .

3 .4  S e t  o f  c o u n t r ie s

T he d a ta  in  th is  study w ere  deriv ed  from  th e  1995 IS S P  m o d u le  en titled  ‘A sp ec ts  o f  na tional 

id e n tity ’ . T h is su rvey  reg ard in g  a ttitu d es to w ard  th e  country , th e  na tio n a l in -g ro u p , and  ethn ic  

m in o ritie s  and  im m ig ran ts  w as  co n d u c ted  in  23 coun tries. E x c e p t fo r th e  P h ilip p in es , th ese  are  

all in d u stria l socie ties. F o r  reaso n s  o f  com parab ility , I ex c lu d ed  th e  P h ilip p in e s ’ sam ple  from  th e  

analyses. T he rem ain in g  co u n tries  are  lis ted  in  T ab le  3.1. T h ere  are  n in e  W este rn  E u ro p ean  

co u n trie s  as w ell as e ig h t fo rm er so c ia lis t co u n trie s  in  C en tra l an d  E aste rn  E u ro p e . F u rth erm o re , 

fo u r trad itio n a l im m ig ra tio n  so c ie ties  -  th e  U n ited  S tates, C anada , A u stra lia , and  N e w  Z ea lan d  -  

a re  covered . F ina lly , Jap an  is th e  only  A sian  country . D a ta  fo r  u n ified  G erm an y  w ere  analysed  

separa te ly  fo r th e  te rrito rie s  o f  th e  o ld  F ed era l R ep u b lic  o f  G erm an y  (B R D ) and  th e  fo rm er 

G erm an  D em o cra tic  R ep u b lic  (D D R ), due  to  th e  la rg e  d ifferen ces  in  p o litica l and  econom ic  

d ev e lo p m en ts  th a t to o k  p lace  a fte r th e  S econd  W o rld  W ar, as w ell as th e  v a s t d ifferen ces  in  

eco n o m ic  c ircu m stan ces  in  1995 b e tw een  E a s t and  W es t G erm any.

T he  in c lu s io n  o f  co u n tries  in  th e  IS S P  is b ased  on  a ra th e r p rag m atic  ra tionale , th a t is, 

on ly  co u n trie s  are  co v ered  fo r w h ich  na tional re sea rch  team s w ere  ab le  to  fin an ce  th e  su rvey  and 

w ere  w illin g  to  co m p ly  w ith  th e  IS S P  req u irem en ts. F o r in stance , th e  su rvey  w as, un fo rtu n ate ly , 

n o t co n d u c ted  in  F rance , w h ich  co u ld  h av e  p ro v id ed  an in te restin g  case, s ince  in  F ran ce  e lec to ra l 

su p p o rt fo r ex trem e rig h t (F ro n t N a tio n a l)  w as  ra th e r h ig h  in  th e  m id -1990s. F u rth erm o re , it has 

b een  a rg u ed  th a t a ttitu d es to w ard  th e  na tio n a l in -g ro u p  and  e th n ic  m in o ritie s  m ig h t b e  re la ted  to  

th e  co n cep tio n  o f  n a tionhood . A cco rd in g  to  B ru b ak er (1992), th e  co n cep tio n  o f  n a tio n h o o d  in 

F ran ce  ( ‘ju s  so li’) is  th e  p o la r o p p o site  to  th e  co n cep tio n  o f  n a tio n h o o d  in  G erm an y  ( ‘ju s
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san g u in is ’). It w o u ld  h av e  b een  in te restin g  to  co m p are  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e thn ic  

ex clu s io n ism  am o n g  th e  genera l p u b lic  in  F ran ce  and  G erm any. B ru b ak er, ho w ev er, fo cu sed  on 

th e  e lite -u n d erstan d in g  o f  n a tio n h o o d  in  F ran ce  an d  G erm any , and  as he  p ro b ab ly  rig h tfu lly  

no tes, “ p o p u la r u n d e rs tan d in g s  m ay  b e  m u ch  m o re  s im ila r” (B rubaker, 1992, p. 242 , n o te  9).

T a b le  3 .1  Set o f  countries

A u stra lia G rea t B rita in T he  N e th erlan d s S loven ia

A u stria H u n g ary N e w  Z ea lan d Spain

B u lg a ria Ire land N o rw ay S w eden

C an ad a Ita ly P o lan d U n ited  S ta tes

C zech  R ep u b lic Japan R u ss ia

G erm an y  a L atv ia S lovak  R ep u b lic

aData for East Germany and West Germany were analysed separately

Since th e  se lec tion  o f  co u n tries  co v ered  by  th e  IS S P  is b a sed  on  p rag m atic  reasons, it  does n o t 

a rise  from  an ex p lic it ch o ice  o f  re sea rch  strategy , such  as a ‘m o st s im ila r system s d e s ig n ’ o r a 

‘m o st d iffe ren t system s d e s ig n ’ (P rzew o rsk i &  T eune, 1970). H o w ev er, th e  set o f  co u n tries  

p resen ted  in  T ab le  3.1 d isp lays a w id e  v a rie ty  in  so c io -eco n o m ic , cu ltu ra l, po litica l, and 

h is to rica l c ircum stances. T h is d iv ersity  su its th e  p u rp o se  o f  th e  p re sen t em p irica l research : th a t 

is, te s tin g  h y p o th eses  reg a rd in g  overall or general m echanism s (i.e . m ech an ism s th a t are  n o t 

co u n try -sp ec ific  o r cu ltu re -sp ec ific ) reg a rd in g  th e  in te rre la tio n s  b e tw een  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitudes 

and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  and  th e  ex p lan a tio n  o f  d ifferen ces  in  th e  level o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitudes 

and  e thn ic  ex clu s io n ism  b e tw een  social ca teg o ries  and  countries.

A d d itio n a l b en efits  o f  ap p ly in g  th is  la rg e  and  d iv erse  se t o f  co u n trie s  are  th a t it in c reases  

th e  v a ria tio n  in  th e  d ep en d en t variab le , and  it d ecreases  th e  d an g er o f  o v erd e term in atio n , w h ich  

occu rs  w h en ev e r co u n tries  h av e  c lu stered  scores on  th eo re tica l re lev an t ch arac te ris tics, so th a t 

partia l e ffects  o f  th e se  ch arac te ris tic s  can n o t b e  co rrec tly  estim ated .3

3 .5  P r o b le m s  a n d  l im i t a t io n s  o f  c o m p a r a t iv e  s u r v e y  r e s e a r c h

In  th is  sec tion  I d iscu ss  several p ro b lem s and  lim ita tio n s  o f  in te rn a tio n a l co m p ara tiv e  survey  

research . M o st o f  th e se  p ro b lem s a lso  arise  in  su rvey  re sea rch  co n d u c ted  in  a sing le  country , b u t 

th ese  p ro b lem s are  h e ig h ten ed  in  a c ro ss-n a tio n a l study. In  add ition , I in d ica te  th e  m an n er in  

w h ich  th ese  p ro b lem s are  ad d ressed  in  th e  m e th o d o lo g ica l desig n  o f  th e  IS S P  in  general, and  in  

th e  p re sen t s tudy  in  particu lar.

P e rh ap s  th e  m o st crucial p ro b lem  in  co m p ara tiv e  re search  is  th a t o f  indicator equivalence  

o r concept validity: d o  th e  m easu rem en ts  re fe r to  th e  sam e th eo re tica l co n cep ts  in  d iffe ren t
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coun tries?  S urvey  q u estio n s n eed  to  b e  ex p ressed  in  an  eq u iv a len t m anner, so th a t th ey  re fe r to  

th e  sam e th eo re tica l co n cep ts  in  th e  d iffe ren t coun tries. It is  certa in ly  n o t d ifficu lt to  th in k  up  

q u estio n s fo r w h ich  id en tica l an sw ers  w o u ld  h av e  a d iffe ren t m ean in g  in  d iffe ren t coun tries. N o t 

su rprising ly , one  o f  th e  m o s t w id esp read  c ritic ism s to w ard  co m p ara tiv e  a ttitu d in a l research  

re fe rs  to  th e  d an g er th a t th e  m ean in g s an d  co n n o ta tio n s o f  ap p lied  q u estio n s and  co n cep ts  vary  

across  cu ltu res, and  tha t, co nsequen tly , one  w o u ld  n o t b e  ab le  to  m easu re  th e  sam e co n cep t u sin g  

id en tica l q u estio n s in  d iffe ren t coun tries. I f  one  w o u ld  ad v o ca te  th e  la tte r  a rg u m en t in  a stric t 

sense, one  is le ft w ith  tw o  -  ra th e r u n sa tisfac to ry  -  op tions. T h a t is, one  w o u ld  e ith e r tak e  th e  

v ie w  th a t co m p ara tiv e  survey  re sea rch  is  n o t feasib le , or, one  w o u ld  arg u e  th a t in  o rd er to  

m easu re  id en tica l th eo re tica l co n cep ts  in  d iffe ren t coun tries, one  n eed s co u n try -sp ecific  o p e 

ra tio n a lisa tio n s. T he la tte r  s tra tegy  -  ap p ly ing  d iffe ren t m easu rem en ts  in  d iffe ren t co u n tries  -  

does n o t in fo rm  th e  re sea rch e r o f  th e  actual deg ree  o f  com parab ility , s ince  no  to o ls  are  av ailab le  

to  ev a lu a te  th e  deg ree  o f  com parab ility .

T he  p ro b lem  o f  co n cep t v a lid ity  n o t on ly  re fe rs  to  q u estio n  w o rd in g s , b u t a lso  to  the  

fra m in g  o f  th e  issu es  co v ered  by  th e  su rvey  questions, th a t is, th e  m an n er in  w h ich  th e  issu e  is 

p resen ted  to  th e  re sp o n d en t (K in d er &  Sanders, 1990). I f  th e  fram es in  w h ich  th e  issu e  is 

p resen ted  h av e  d iffe ren t co n n o ta tio n s across n a tio n a l con tex ts, then , once  again , q u estio n s are 

n o t c ro ss-n a tio n a lly  com parab le .

R e la ted  to  th e  p ro b lem  o f  co n cep t v a lid ity  is  th e  p ro b lem  o f  translation difficulties. T he 

tran s la tio n  o f  su rvey  q u estio n s a lw ays in co rp o ra te s  th e  d an g er o f  ch an g in g  its  o rig inal m ean ing . 

E x a c t tran sla tio n  is  so m etim es im p o ssib le , s ince  m an y  w o rd s  s im ply  do  n o t h av e  an ex ac t 

eq u iv a len t in  an o th er language . In  o rd e r to  m in im ise  tran s la tio n  p ro b lem s, th e  w o rd in g  o f  th e  

q u estio n n a ire  shou ld  b e  as sim p le  as possib le . B u t even  a s lig h t d iffe ren ce  in  tran s la tio n  or 

co n n o ta tio n  m ay  cause  a la rg e  d ifferen ce  in  m arg ina l freq u en c ies  b e tw een  th e  resp o n se  

ca teg o ries  ‘ag ree ’ and  ‘strong ly  a g re e ’ (H ofstede, 1995).

D u e  to  th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  p ro b lem s o f  tran s la tio n  an d  co n cep t va lid ity , one  shou ld  be  

su sp ic io u s ab o u t re sea rch  th a t is co m p le te ly  d esig n ed  w ith in  a p a rticu la r coun try  and  afte rw ard s 

fie ld ed  e lsew h ere .4 T herefo re , th e  co n cep tu a lisa tio n  and  d ev e lo p m en t o f  th e  q u estio n n a ire  shou ld  

b e  a team  effo rt, co n sis tin g  o f  scho lars  re s id in g  in  th e  co u n trie s  u n d e r study (K üch ler, 1990). 

W ith in  th e  IS SP , th e  co n stru c tio n  o f  th e  q u estio n n a ire  desig n  is  a tru ly  c ro ss-n a tio n a l exercise: 

re sea rch ers  fro m  d iffe ren t co u n trie s  are  c lose ly  in v o lv ed  in  th is  p ro cess .5 A  la rg e  am o u n t o f  tim e  

is  in v ested  in  fo rm u la tin g  th e  q u estio n s  in  a m an n er tha t, in  cu ltu ra l te rm s, is as neu tra l as 

po ssib le , in  o rd e r to  en h an ce  in d ica to r equ ivalence. T he  o rig inal q u estio n n aire  is d ra fted  in 

B ritish  E n g lish  an d  th en  tran s la ted  in to  o th e r languages. T he a im  o f  th is  tran s la tio n  is  to  ob ta in  

fu n c tio n a lly  eq u iv a len t q u estio n  w o rd in g s  ra th e r th an  id en tica l (i.e ., fo rm ally  eq u iv alen t) 

w o rd in g s  (D av is  &  Jo w ell, 1989).

A n o th e r p ro b lem  re la ted  to  th e  p ro b lem  o f  co n cep t va lid ity , is  th a t o f  th e  ‘paradox o f  the 

standardisation o f  the m easurem ent (P eschar, 1982). T o  m ak e  v a lid  c ro ss-n a tio n a l com parisons, 

one  w o u ld  lik e  to  h av e  m easu rem en t in s tru m en ts  th a t are  as u n iv e rsa l as possib le , since such  

h igh ly  s tan d ard ized  in s tru m en ts  are  in sen sitiv e  to  n a tio n a l con tex ts. (A n  ex am p le  o f  such  a 

un iv e rsa l s tan d ard ized  in s tru m en t is th e  m easu rem en t o f  ed u ca tio n a l ach iev em en ts  in  ph y sics  -
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since  th e re  is  n o  such  th in g  as a spec ific  E n g lish  o r G erm an  physics). H o w ev er, g iv en  a 

th eo re tica l co n cep t th a t is  m o re  co n tex t-d ep en d en t, a h igh ly  s tan d ard ized  m easu rem en t 

in s tru m en t is a lso  a le ss  in te restin g  one. W ith  a h igh ly  s tan d ard ized  m easu rem en t one  lo ses  sigh t 

o f  th e  specific  na tio n a l ch arac te ris tic s  o f  th e  s tu d ied  socia l p henom ena.

D u rin g  th e  d esig n  o f  th e ir  1995 q u estio n n aire , th e  IS S P  scho lars  w e re  co n fro n ted  w ith  

th is  p a radox . In itially , th ey  set o u t to  dev elo p  c ro ss-n a tio n a l in d ica to rs  o f  th e  ritu a ls  and  sym bols 

th a t he lp  to  co n stitu te  a sense  o f  na tio n a l identity . H o w ev er, it  tu rn ed  o u t th a t th e se  ritu a ls  and  

sym bols w ere  v e ry  s trong ly  co n tex t-d ep en d en t. F o r an  A m erican , ra is in g  th e  flag  and  fee lin g  

ve ry  s trong ly  ab o u t th e  na tio n a l an them  w o u ld  b e  g o o d  ind ica to rs . F o r  a Sw ede, such  in d ica to rs  

m ad e  little  sense, w h ereas  ce leb ra tin g  m id su m m e r’s eve  o r ea tin g  trad itio n a l S w ed ish  fo o d  at 

C h ris tm as w o u ld  b e  im p o rtan t ind ica to rs . G iv en  th e  co u n try -sp ec ific  n a tu re  o f  th ese  ritu a ls  and 

sym bols, th e  m easu rem en t in s tru m en t w o u ld  h av e  to  co n sis t o f  an  en o rm o u s lis t o f  variab les . F o r 

th is  reason , th is  to p ic  w as  n o t in co rp o ra ted  in  th e  final q u estio n n a ire  (S vallfo rs , 1996).

In  ad d itio n  to  th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  p ro b lem s, th e re  are  som e o th e r p ro b lem s th a t th rea ten  

co m p arab ility  across  coun tries. F irstly , th e re  is th e  p ro b lem  o f  non-response, w h ich  is genera lly  

h igh  in  su rvey  research . N o n -re sp o n se  is  a p ro b lem  in  every  study to  th e  ex ten t th a t it  causes 

b ias. In  co m p ara tiv e  research , ad d itio n a l p ro b lem s are  th e  v ary in g  lev els  o f  n o n -resp o n se  and  

vary in g  deg rees o f  b ia s  acro ss  coun tries.

F u rth erm o re , n a tio n a l p o p u la tio n s  can  d iffe r in  general answer tendencies, such  as th e  

ten d en cy  to  cho o se  m o re  ex trem e an sw er categories , to  choose  “ d o n ’t  k n o w ” answ ers, o r th e  

ten d en cy  to  g iv e  co n firm a tiv e  answ ers. T he la tte r  ag ree in g -resp o n se  b ia s  is ca lled  th e  

acq u iescen ce  re sp o n se  b ia s  (B illie t &  M cC len d o n , 2000; K ro sn ick , 1999). In  re la tio n  to  the  

general an sw er ten d en c ies, K ü c h le r (1990 , p. 10) ad v o ca ted  th a t th e  se lec ted  co u n tries  shou ld  be  

sim ila r in  th e ir  p o p u la tio n s ’ ex p erien ce  w ith  and  ex p o su re  to  a ttitu d e  surveys. M o reo v er, he 

a rgued  th a t socia l n o rm s g o v ern in g  b e h av io u r re la ted  to  cen tra l to p ic s  o f  th e  study  shou ld  be  

sim ilar. O f  course, th ese  su g g estio n s are very  dem an d in g , b u t th ey  stress th a t th e  survey  

in te rv iew  is  a p a rticu la r fo rm  o f  co m m u n ica tio n  b e tw een  in te rv iew er and  resp o n d en t, and 

th ere fo re , th e  d a ta  o b ta in ed  in  th e  in te rv iew  p artly  re flec t th is  co m m u n ica tio n  p ro cess  

(H o u tk o o p -S teen stra , 2000). Ideally , th e re  shou ld  b e  no  m a jo r c ro ss-n a tio n a l d ifferen ces  

b e tw een  tab o o s  re la ted  to  th e  q u estio n n a ire  top ics; n a tio n a l sensitiv ities ; th e  d em arca tio n  o f  th e  

p riv a te  sphere; acq u iescence; o p en h earted n ess  and  socia l desirab ility . In  particu la r, g iv en  th e  

to p ic  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  in to le ran ce , in te rv iew ers  and  re sp o n d en ts  sh o u ld  stem  

from  th e  sam e ethn ic  g roup. In  th is  spec ific  study, I h av e  re s tric ted  th e  analy ses  to  re sp o n d en ts  

from  th e  e th n ic  m ajo rity  g roup  in  each  country . S ince th e  chances th a t an  in te rv iew er w o u ld  be  

p a rt o f  an  e th n ic  m in o rity  g ro u p  w ere  ra th e r sm all, in te rv iew er effects  due  to  th e  in te rv ie w er’s 

e th n ic ity  are  neg lig ib le .

C ro ss-n a tio n a l co m p arab ility  can  a lso  b e  en d an g ered  by  differences in sam pling methods 

a n d  fie ld w o rk  procedures. Ideally , th e  sam p lin g  p ro ced u re  shou ld  b e  th e  sam e fo r  each  country . 

T he p o p u la tio n  fro m  w h ich  th e  sam ple  is d raw n  shou ld  b e  eq u iv a len t across  coun tries. W ith  

reg ard  to  th e  IS SP , th e  m em b ers  o f  th e  IS S P  are  co m p elled  to  d raw  a n a tio n a l rep resen ta tiv e  

ran d o m  sam ple  o f  th e  ad u lt pop u la tio n . F u rth erm o re , in  th e  ideal s itua tion , d a ta  shou ld  be
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co llec ted  d u rin g  th e  sam e tim e  p e rio d  in  all coun tries. T h is  m in im izes  th e  im p ac t o f  w o rld  

p o litic s  and  even ts  on  th e  re sp o n ses  (K üch ler, 1990). Still, spec ific  n a tio n a l even ts  m ay  a ffec t th e  

resu lts, b u t in  o rd e r to  con tro l fo r  th e  im p ac t o f  na tio n a l even ts, one  w o u ld  n eed  a lo n g itu d in a l 

d esig n .6

In te rn a tio n a l co m p ara tiv e  re sea rch  is a lso  co m p lica ted  by  p ro b lem s re la ted  to  th e  

ex p lan a tio n  o f  o b serv ed  d ifferen ces  b e tw een  coun tries. W ith  reg ard  to  e thnocen trism , 

n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitudes, and  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism , m an y  th eo re tica l s tud ies  focus on  in tra 

in d iv id u a l o r in te r-in d iv id u a l fac to rs  (e .g. A do rn o , F ren k e l-B ru n sw ik , L ev inson , &  Sanford , 

1969; D e  W itte , 1999; D o lla rd , D oob , M ille r, M o w rer, &  Sears, 1939; G ab en n esch , 1972). 

H ence , th e re  is a need  fo r  m acro-theories: th e re  is  a re la tiv e  la ck  o f  w e ll-sp ec ified  m acro 

th eo rie s  reg ard in g  c ro ss-n a tio n a l d ifferen ces in  e th n o cen tric  a ttitudes. O ne th eo re tica l fram ew o rk  

th a t co u ld  b e  ap p lied  b o th  a t a m acro  level and  a m icro  level -  in  o rd e r to  ex p la in  d ifferen ces 

b e tw een  co u n tries  as w ell as d ifferen ces  b e tw een  social ca teg o ries  w ith in  co u n tries  -  is  e thn ic  

co m p etitio n  theory , as p resen ted  in  C h ap te r 2.

T ypically , a th eo ry  fo r  ex p la in in g  c ro ss-n a tio n a l d ifferen ces  re fe rs  to  co n tex tu a l 

ch arac te ris tic s  a t th e  n a tio n a l level. H en ce , P rzew o rsk i and  T eu n e  (1970) fo rm u la ted  th e  goal o f  

co m p ara tiv e  re sea rch  as th e  su b stitu tio n  o f  n am es o f  va riab les  fo r  th e  n am es o f  coun tries. Such 

co n tex tu a l v a riab les  can  e ith e r b e  ag gregates  b ased  on  survey  data, o r d a ta  th a t are  on ly  defin ed  

a t th e  na tio n a l level. T he  la tte r  con tex tu a l v a riab les  in d u ce  an o th er p ro b lem , th a t o f  

com parability o f  national statistics. T h is co m p arab ility  can  b e  p ro b lem atic , due  to  cro ss-n a tio n a l 

d ifferen ces  in  ap p lied  defin ition , reg is tra tio n , and  c lassifica tio n . F u rth erm o re , th e re  can  be  

sizeab le  d ifferen ces  in  re liab ility  o f  na tio n a l s ta tistics b e tw een  co u n trie s  (see  fo r  ex am p le  

E n tz in g er, 1985).

I f  n a tio n a l ch arac te ris tic s  a re  ap p lied  as ex p lan a to ry  v a riab les  fo r c ro ss-n a tio n a l 

d ifferences, th e  p ro b lem  o f  overdeterm ination  m ig h t arise, s ince  v a rio u s  n a tio n a l ch arac te ris tics

-  such  as e co n o m ic  in d ica to rs  -  m ig h t be  s trong ly  in te rre la ted  (K o rs ten  e t al., 1995). H ig h  

co llin earity  b e tw een  p red ic to rs  in flu en ces  th e  p ro p ertie s  o f  th e  e ffec t p a ram ete r estim ates, 

e sp ec ia lly  th e ir  e ffic ien cy  (B elsley , K uh , &  W elsch , 1980). T h a t is, h ig h  co llin earity  lead s  to  

la rg e r s tan d ard  erro rs co m p ared  to  th e  s itu a tio n  in  w h ich  th e  p red ic to rs  a re  m u tu a lly  in d ep en 

dent. H en ce , in  m y  analyses, I su m m arised  v a rio u s  n a tio n a l in d ica to rs  in to  a general in d ex  (see 

C h ap te r 6).

A n o th e r d ifficu lt p ro b lem  in  co m p ara tiv e  survey  re sea rch  is th e  coding o f  background  

variables. T h ere  are  co n sid erab le  d ifferen ces  b e tw een  co u n trie s  reg a rd in g  o ccu p a tio n  titles , 

ed u ca tio n a l system s, etc. C onsequen tly , th e re  is a la rg e  va rie ty  b e tw een  co u n trie s  w ith  reg ard  to  

th e  ap p lied  in d ica to rs  o f  th ese  in d iv id u a l charac te ris tics. T o  o v erco m e th e se  d ifficu lties , th e  IS SP  

has d efin ed  a stan d ard  set o f  b ack g ro u n d  v a riab les  and  o p era tio n alisa tio n s . W ith  reg ard  to  

o ccu p a tio n a l coding , each  IS S P  m em b er has to  app ly  th e  sam e stan d ard  m easu rem en t (i.e., the  

IS C O  /  IL O  o ccu p a tio n  code). H o w ev er, w ith  reg ard  to  th e  m easu rem en t o f  ed ucation , th e re  are  

still co n sid e rab le  d ifferen ces  b e tw een  th e  v a rio u s  coun tries. T o  ach iev e  a b e tte r  c ro ss-n a tio n a l 

co m p arab le  m easu rem en t, I reco d ed  th e  o rig inal n a tio n a l m easu rem en ts  to  a le ss  d e ta iled  cross-
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natio n a l m easu rem en t o f  edu ca tio n a l level. F u rth erm o re , in  som e in stan ces, th e  o rig inal na tional 

d a ta  w ere  tran sfo rm ed  by  th e  Z en tra la rch iv  to  ach iev e  m o re  co m p ara tiv e  ind ica to rs.

F ina lly , due  to  its  size  an d  com plex ity , co m p ara tiv e  re sea rch  is  n o t on ly  ex trem ely  

expen siv e , b u t a lso  lead s to  spec ific  dem ands on  th e  organisation  o f  th e  research . M o st o f  th e  

early  co m p ara tiv e  re sea rch  w as  o rg an ized  in  a very  cen tra lized  m an n er (P eschar, 1982). In  th is  

so -ca lled  ‘safari re sea rc h ’ (S zalai, 1977) th e re  w as  h ard ly  any in te rn a tio n a l coopera tion . In  

reac tio n  to  th is  ty p e  o f  research , a m o re  co o p era tiv e  ap p ro ach  d eveloped , as is b e in g  fo llo w ed  by  

th e  IS SP . In  th is  app roach , m em b ers  o f  all th e  p a rtic ip a tin g  co u n trie s  are  in v o lv ed  in  th e  design  

and  p lan n in g  o f  th e  research . T he  jo in t  e ffo rt o f  such  an in te rn a tio n a l re sea rch  team  in  th e  

d ev e lo p m en t o f  th e  q u estio n n aire  is a n ecessa ry  co n d itio n  fo r ach iev in g  in d ica to r eq u iv a len ce  

(K üch ler, 1990).

In  sum m ary , co n d u c tin g  in te rn a tio n a l co m p ara tiv e  research , and  in  p a rticu la r survey  

research , is a d ifficu lt task . T here  are  several m e th o d o lo g ica l p ro b lem s and  o b stac les  th a t can 

a ffec t th e  resu lts. In  th is  chap ter, I h av e  g iv en  a sh o rt o v e rv iew  o f  th e se  p ro b lem s, w h ich  shou ld  

b e  k ep t in  m in d  w h en  in te rp re tin g  th e  resu lts.

A lthough , obv iously , n o t all o f  th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  p ro b lem s h av e  b een  so lved  -  or 

p e rh ap s  can n o t even  b e  so lv ed  -  u p  till now , th e  IS S P  o ffers  th e  b e s t av a ilab le  d a ta  set on  

n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism , co v erin g  th e  a ttitu d es o f  ad u lt p o p u la tio n s  across 

a co n sid e rab le  n u m b er o f  coun tries. In  th e  re sea rch  d esig n  o f  th e  In te rn a tio n a l Socia l Survey  

P ro g ram m e, som e o f  th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  p ro b lem s are  ex p lic itly  addressed .

F irs tly  and  m o st im p o rtan tly , th e  co n stru c tio n  o f  th e  q u estio n n a ire  desig n  is  a tru ly  c ro ss 

n a tio n a l exercise , in  w h ich  re sea rch ers  from  all co u n trie s  are  invo lved . T h is team  e ffo rt w arran ts  

th a t no  su rvey  questions, w h ich  w ere  d ev e lo p ed  in  a spec ific  n a tio n a l con tex t, are  au to m atica lly  

co n sid e red  as v a lid  in  o th e r n a tio n a l con tex ts. Instead , q u estio n s are  fo rm u la ted  in  te rm s w h ich  

are  as cu ltu ra lly  neu tra l as po ssib le , in  o rd e r to  en h an ce  fu n c tio n a l equ ivalence.

Secondly , in te rn a tio n a l co m p ariso n  is  fac ilita ted  by  th e  re la tiv e ly  h ig h  deg ree  o f  

stan d ard isa tio n  w ith in  th e  IS SP . A s sta ted , th e  IS S P  has fo rm u la ted  a se t o f  req u irem en ts, 

ran g in g  from  q u estio n n aire  desig n  (id en tica l o rd e r o f  q u estio n s and  an sw er categories), sam pling  

m ethods, m o d es  o f  ad m in is tra tio n , to  th e  co d in g  o f  b ack g ro u n d  variab les.

H o w ev er, desp ite  th ese  req u irem en ts, it tu rn s  o u t th a t in practice  th e re  are  still som e 

d is tu rb in g  m e th o d o lo g ica l d ifferen ces  b e tw een  coun tries. P a rk  and  Jo w ell (1 9 9 8 ) ex am in ed  in  

detail th e  m eth o d o lo g ica l co n sis ten c ies  and  d iffe ren ces  am o n g  all co u n trie s  th a t p a rtic ip a ted  in  

th e  IS S P  in  1995. T hey  co n clu d ed  th a t a lth o u g h  th e re  w ere  som e u n iv e rsa l co n sis ten c ies  (e.g ., 

w ith  reg ard  to  th e  fix ed  q u estio n  o rder), th e re  w ere  a lso  m eth o d o lo g ica l in co n sisten c ies . S om e o f  

th ese  d ifferen ces w ere  m in o r and  w ill m o st lik e ly  n o t h av e  a ffec ted  th e  co m p arab ility  o f  resu lts. 

O th e r m e th o d o lo g ica l d ifferences, ho w ev er, w e re  m o re  im portan t. B u t, as P a rk  and  Jo w ell no te , 

such  d isc rep an c ies  o ften  re su lt from  d eep -sea ted  na tio n a l d iffe ren ces  in  p ro ced u res  and  m ethods, 

and  h en ce  th e se  w ill b e  d ifficu lt to  alter.

W ith  regard  to  th e  p e rio d  o f  d a ta  g a thering , th e re  w as  som e v a ria tio n  in  th e  da tes o f  

f ie ld w o rk  across  th e  22  co u n tries  lis ted  in  T ab le  3.1. In  14 coun tries, th e  re sea rch  team  did  

m an ag e  to  u n d e rtak e  th e  su rvey  in  1995, as w as  in tended . In  one  co u n try  (S lo v en ia ) th e
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fie ld w o rk  s tarted  as early  as N o v e m b er 1994, w h ereas  in  th e  N e th e rlan d s  it s tarted  in  S ep tem ber 

1995 an d  w as co m p le ted  in  Jan u ary  1996. Six  co u n tries  b eg an  th e ir  f ie ld w o rk  in  1996. T he  la st 

coun try  to  b eg in  th e ir  f ie ld w o rk  w as  R u ssia , w h e re  th e  su rvey  w as  fie ld ed  in  Ju n e  1996 

(Z en tra la rch iv  fü r  E m p irisch e  S oz ia lfo rschung , 1998).

U n fo rtu n ate ly , th e re  w ere  a lso  d ifferen ces  in  sam p lin g  m ethods. In  8 o f  th e  22  coun tries, 

su b stitu tio n  o f  in d iv id u a ls  w as  p e rm itted  d u rin g  th e  se lec tio n  p rocess. T h a t is, n o n -co n tac ts  or 

re fu sa ls  w e re  substitu ted . D u e  to  th is  su b stitu tio n  m ethod , P a rk  and  Jo w ell co u ld  n o t ca lcu la te  

th e  re sp o n se  fig u res  fo r th ese  coun tries. F u rth erm o re , th ey  w e re  on ly  ab le  to  ca lcu la te  th e  

re sp o n se  ra te  am o n g  th o se  co u n trie s  th a t h ad  supp lied  su ffic ien t data. A m o n g  th e  la tte r  11 

coun tries, resp o n se  ra tes  ran g ed  from  94%  in  B u lg a ria  to  56%  in  L atv ia . T he m a jo rity  o f  

co u n trie s  h ad  re sp o n se  ra tes  b e tw een  60 and  70% . In  13 o f  th e  22  coun tries, w e ig h tin g  o r p o s t 

s tra tifica tio n  w as  ap p lied  to  co rrec t fo r e rro rs  o f  se lec tio n  o r re sp o n se  b ias. In  th e  p re sen t study, I 

ap p lied  th e se  w e ig h ted  d a ta  in  th e  analyses.

F ina lly , a p o ten tia lly  d is tu rb in g  d issim ilarity  in  f ie ld w o rk  m e th o d s  w as  th e  d iffe ren t 

m o d e  o f  ad m in is tra tio n  u sed  in  v a rio u s  coun tries. A lth o u g h  th e  IS S P  m o d u le  w as  in ten d ed  as a 

se lf-ad m in is te red  q u estio n n aire , in  on ly  10 co u n tries  w as  th e  q u estio n n a ire  in d eed  ad m in is te red  

in  a se lf-co m p le tio n  fo rm , e ith e r d e liv e red  by  p o s t o r by  th e  in te rv iew er. In  th e  o th e r co u n tries  

face-to -face  in te rv iew s w ere  conducted . R esea rch  on  m o d e  e ffec ts  show ed  th a t th e  m o d e  o f  

ad m in is tra tio n  has an  e ffec t on  th e  re sp o n ses  o b ta in ed  (D e L eeuw , 1992). In  a face-to -face  

in te rv iew , th e  re sp o n d en t is co n fro n ted  w ith  p ro b lem s o f  se lf-p resen ta tio n  (S u d m an  &  B radburn , 

1974). P a rticu la rly  w ith  reg ard  to  sen sitiv e  q uestions, such  as o p in io n s  ab o u t e th n ic  im m igran ts, 

th e  re sp o n d en t m ay  feel in c lin ed  to  g ive  socia lly  d esirab le  an sw ers  to  th e  in te rv iew er. H ence , 

se lf-ad m in is te red  q u estio n n a ires  are  to  be  p re fe rred  w ith  reg ard  to  th e se  sen sitiv e  top ics.

I co n d u c ted  a separa te  analysis  to  ex p lo re  w h e th e r th e  d iffe ren t m o d es  o f  ad m in is tra tio n  

m ig h t h av e  a ffec ted  th e  responses. I te s ted  w h e th e r th e  av erag e  level o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitudes 

and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  w as re la ted  to  th e  ap p lied  m o d e  o f  adm in istra tion . I f  re sp o n d en ts  in  

face-to -face  in te rv iew s are  m o re  in c lin ed  to  g ive  socia lly  d esirab le  answ ers, th en  th e  av erage  

level o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  w o u ld  b e  lo w er in  co u n tries  w h e re  face- 

to -face  in te rv iew s w ere  app lied , co m p ared  to  co u n tries  w h ere  a se lf-ad m in is te red  q u estio n n aire  

w as  app lied . T he resu lts  a re  p re sen ted  in  C h ap te r 4, w h e re  I d iscu ss  th e  o p e ra tio n a lisa tio n  and 

sca le  co n stru c tio n  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism . F o r now , I w ill ju s t  m en tio n  

th a t in  th is  p re lim in a ry  analysis , no  in d ica tio n s  o f  th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  m o d e  e ffec t w ere  found. 

H en ce , it ap p ears  th a t th e  d iffe ren t m o d es  o f  ad m in is tra tio n  d id  n o t severe ly  a ffec t th e  

co m p arab ility  o f  th e  resu lts.

In  th e  n ex t chap ter, I w ill focus in  detail on  th e  q u estio n  reg a rd in g  th e  in te rn a tio n a l 

co m p arab ility  o f  th e  su rvey  data: is it p o ssib le  to  co n stru c t an in te rn a tio n a lly  co m p arab le  

m easu rem en t o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es an d  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism ? A p p ly in g  d a ta  from  th e  IS SP  

1995 m odu le , I w ill em p irica lly  assess th e  deg ree  o f  eq u iv a len ce  o f  a m easu rem en t in s tru m en t 

fo r n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism . U sin g  th e  co n stru c ted  m easu rem en t m odel, I 

w ill a lso  add ress  th e  d im en sio n a lity  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism , as w ell as 

th e  in te rre la tio n s  b e tw een  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism .
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1 In anthropology, these approaches are respectively indicated as ‘emic’ and ‘etic’, following the distinction in 

linguistics between the study of phonemics (i.e., the examinations of sounds used in a particular language) and the 

study of phonetics, which covers all languages (Berry, 1969; Hofstede, 1995).

2 Occasionally, the Eurobarometer surveys contain questions regarding attachment to the nation state, as well as 

attitudes toward ethnic immigrants. For instance, data from the 1988 Eurobarometer survey on intolerance and 

racism were analysed in various studies (Coenders, Scheepers, Sniderman, & Verberk, 2001; Dekker & Van Praag, 

1990; Fuchs, Gerhards, & Roller, 1993; Hamberger & Hewstone, 1997; Meertens & Pettigrew, 1997). Results from 

the 1997 Eurobarometer Survey have been reported elsewhere (Scheepers, Gijsberts, & Coenders, in press). The 

Eurobarometer Surveys are conducted on a regular basis among the general public of European Union member 

states. Unfortunately, to the extent that nationalistic attitudes and ethnic exclusionism have been covered by these 

surveys, the formulation of the survey questions has changed considerably over time, thus limiting the possibilities 

of longitudinal comparative research.

3 The danger of overdetermination relates to the problem of ‘limited degrees of freedom’ that is common in 

international comparative research. Although there are generally numerous theoretical relevant variables, the 

number of countries (i.e., cases) for which data are available is usually rather small -  and of course world wide 

logically limited. Hence, the classical degrees of freedom problem arises: many variables, small N.

4 Mindlessly transposing a measurement instrument, developed within a specific national context, to another 

national context, can be labelled as ethnocentric methodological behaviour of the researcher. In other words, the 

researcher who wants to study the theoretical concept of ethnocentrism in a comparative perspective should avoid 

ethnocentric research behaviour.

5 The questions of the ‘Aspects of national identity’ module were examined by people from 20 different national 

backgrounds (Svallfors, 1996, p. 132).

6 In 1993, the findings from a study among Dutch youngsters o f their attitude toward Germany and Germans 

(Janssen, 1993) led to shock reactions among the Dutch and German public: the research revealed that Dutch 

youngsters had an extremely negative attitude toward Germans. However, critics pointed out that the survey took 

place just after several attacks on Turks and asylum seekers in Germany, and hence, these events might have 

(temporarily) boosted negative attitudes toward Germany and Germans.
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N a t io n a l i s t ic  a t t itu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m :  

d im e n s io n s ,  in t e r r e la t io n s ,  a n d  le v e ls

4 .1  I n tr o d u c t io n  a n d  r e s e a r c h  q u e s t io n s

In  th is  ch a p te r , I  e x a m in e  th e  re la tio n s h ip  b e tw e e n  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n ism . G e n e ra lly  sp e a k in g , so c ia l s c ie n tis ts  o f te n  a s su m e  th a t  p o s itiv e  a t titu d e s  to w a rd  

th e  e th n ic  in -g ro u p  a re  a s s o c ia te d  w ith  n e g a tiv e  a ttitu d e s  to w a rd  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s . T h is  

c o m p le x  o r  sy n d ro m e  o f  a t titu d e s  is  d e f in e d  as  e th n o c e n tr ism  (S u m n e r, 1959). T h e  n o tio n  o f  

in te r re la te d  a ttitu d e s  to w a rd  e th n ic  in -g ro u p  a n d  o u t-g ro u p s  h a s  b e e n  a p p lie d  in  n u m e ro u s  

th e o re tic a l s tu d ie s  a n d  h a s  b e e n  su p p o r te d  b y  e m p ir ic a l e v id e n c e , s h o w in g  th a t  fa v o u ra b le  

a t titu d e s  to w a rd  th e  in -g ro u p  a re  in d e e d  a c c o m p a n ie d  b y  u n fa v o u ra b le  a t titu d e s  to w a rd  e th n ic  

o u t-g ro u p s  (A d o rn o , F re n k e l-B ru n sw ik , L e v in so n , &  S an fo rd , 1969 ; B illie t, C a rto n , &  H u y s , 

1990 ; L e V in e  &  C a m p b e ll , 1972 ; S c h a e fe r  &  S ix , 1978 ; S c h e e p e rs , F e ll in g , &  P e te rs , 1989; 

T a y lo r  &  M o g h a d d a m , 1987). F u r th e rm o re , in  m o s t s tu d ie s  i t  is  o ften , m o re  o r  le s s  im p lic itly , 

a s s u m e d  th a t  th is  sy n d ro m e  o f  e th n o c e n tr ism  is  u n iv e rsa l. T h a t is , a l th o u g h  i t  is  a c k n o w le d g e d  

th a t  th e re  m ig h t b e  d if fe re n c e s  in  th e  leve l  o f  e th n o c e n tr ism  b e tw e e n  c u ltu re s  a n d  o v e r  tim e , 

each  e th n ic  g ro u p  is  a s s u m e d  to  h a v e  ra th e r  p o s itiv e  a t titu d e s  to w a rd  its  o w n  g ro u p  a n d  ra th e r  

n e g a tiv e  a t titu d e s  to w a rd  (re le v a n t)  o u t-g ro u p s .

O th e r  a u th o rs , su c h  as  K o s te rm a n  a n d  F e s h b a c h  (1 9 8 9 ), p ro p o s e d  a  m o re  d if fe re n tia te d  

v ie w  re g a rd in g  th e  in te r re la tio n  b e tw e e n  in -g ro u p  a n d  o u t-g ro u p  a ttitu d e s . T h e y  a rg u e d  th a t 

a t titu d e s  to w a rd  th e  in -g ro u p  a re  m ulti-d im ensional, a n d  th a t  v a r io u s  fo rm s  o r  d im e n s io n s  o f  

fa v o u ra b le  in -g ro u p  a t titu d e s  m ig h t b e  d if fe re n tia l ly  re la te d  to  u n fa v o u ra b le  a ttitu d e s  to w a rd  

e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s . R e la te d  to  th is  is s u e  is  th e  q u e s tio n  o f  w h e th e r  a  p o s itiv e  a t titu d e  to w a rd  th e  

in -g ro u p  is  in e v ita b le  re la te d  to  a  n e g a tiv e  a t titu d e  to w a rd  th e  o u t-g ro u p .

In  y e t a n o th e r  l in e  o f  re se a rc h , i t  h a s  b e e n  a rg u e d  th a t  s ta n c e s  to w a rd  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s  

a re  a lso  m o re  a p p ro p r ia te ly  c o n c e iv e d  o f  as  m u lti-d im e n s io n a l , e i th e r  w ith  re g a rd  to  th e  c o n te n t 

o r  e x p re s s io n  o f  n e g a tiv e  a ttitu d e s , o r  w ith  re g a rd  to  th e  ta rg e t o u t-g ro u p . W ith  re g a rd  to  th e  

con ten t o f  a ttitu d e s , v a r io u s  a u th o rs  p ro p o s e d  th a t, in  a d d itio n  to  tra d itio n a l o v e r t  o r  b la ta n t 

n e g a tiv e  a ttitu d e s , n e w e r , m o re  su b tle  o r  c o v e r t fo rm s  o f  o u t-g ro u p  p re ju d ic e  h a v e  d e v e lo p e d  

(P e tt ig re w  &  M e e r te n s , 1995 ; S ears , 1 9 8 8 ) (s e e  a lso  C h a p te r  2 , se c tio n  2 .6 .3 .2 ) . A lth o u g h  th is
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to p ic  c a n n o t b e  e m p ir ic a lly  a d d re s s e d  in  th is  s tudy , fo r  an  e x te n s iv e  o v e rv ie w  a n d  e m p ir ic a l te s t  

o f  th e  d is tin c tio n  b e tw e e n  tra d itio n a l a n d  m o d e rn  fo rm s  o f  o u t-g ro u p  p re ju d ic e , I  re fe r  to  

V e rb e rk  (1 9 9 9 a )  a n d  C o e n d e rs , S c h e e p e rs , S n id e rm a n , a n d  V e rb e rk  (2 0 0 1 ). W ith  re g a rd  to  th e  

ta rget o f  o u t-g ro u p  p re ju d ic e , A d o rn o  e t al. (1 9 6 9 )  p ro p o s e d  th a t  e th n o c e n tr ic  in d iv id u a ls  h a v e  

n e g a tiv e  a ttitu d e s  to w a rd  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s  in  genera l, i r re s p e c tiv e  o f  th e  p a r tic u la r  o u t-g ro u p  in  

q u e s tio n . H e n c e , th is  a s p e c t o f  e th n o c e n tr ism  w a s  o f te n  o p e ra t io n a lis e d  b y  a t titu d e s  to w a rd  

n u m e ro u s  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s  (B illie t, E is in g a , &  S c h e e p e rs , 1996). H o w e v e r , a  s tu d y  b y  

K le in p e n n in g  a n d  H a g e n d o o rn  (1 9 9 3 , see  a lso  H a g e n d o o rn , 1 9 9 5 ) re v e a le d  th e  e x is te n c e  o f  an  

e th n ic  h ie ra rc h y : th e  le v e l o f  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p  p re ju d ic e  d e p e n d e d  on  th e  o u t-g ro u p  in  q u es tio n . 

H e n c e , i t  m a y  b e  a rg u e d  th a t  d u e  to  th e  d iv e rs ity  o f  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s  in  m o d e rn  so c ie tie s  -  th a t 

is, re s id e n t e th n ic  m in o r itie s , re c e n tly  a r r iv e d  la b o u r  m ig ra n ts  o r  fa m ily  m ig ra n ts , p o litic a l an d  

e c o n o m ic  re fu g e e s  -  s ta n c e s  to w a rd  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s  a re  a lso  m o re  a p p ro p r ia te ly  c o n c e iv e d  as 

m u lti-d im e n s io n a l . In  th is  ch a p te r , I  th e re fo re  a d d re s s  th e  fo llo w in g  re s e a rc h  q u e s tio n s :

1. A re  na tiona listic  a ttitudes a n d  ethn ic  exclusionism  m ulti-d im ensiona l ra th er than one 

d im ensiona l concepts?

2. I f  these p h en o m en a  are m ulti-d im ensional, are various d im ensio ns o f  na tiona listic  

attitudes d ifferen tly  re la ted  to d im ensions o f  ethnic exclusionism ?

In  a d d itio n  to  th e s e  q u e s tio n s  re g a rd in g  d im e n s io n s  a n d  in te r re la tio n s  o f  n a tio n a lis t ic  a ttitu d e s  

a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m , I  a lso  e x p lo re  th e  d e g re e  o f  u n iv e rs a l ity  o r  in v a r ia n c e  in  n a tio n a lis tic  

a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism . I  a d d re s s  th is  is s u e  in  tw o  w ay s . F irs tly , I  e x p lo re  w h e th e r  th e  

s am e  a s so c ia t io n s  b e tw e e n  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  (o r  d im e n s io n s  

th e re o f)  c a n  b e  fo u n d  in  2 2  d if fe re n t c o u n trie s . S eco n d ly , I  e x p lo re  th e  a v e ra g e  le v e l o f  

n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  a m o n g  th e  e th n ic  m a jo r ity  p o p u la tio n  in  2 2  

d if fe re n t c o u n trie s . T h e  th ird  a n d  fo u r th  re s e a rc h  q u e s tio n s  th e re fo re  read :

3. A re  there d ifferences in  the in terrela tions betw een  na tiona listic  a ttitudes a n d  ethnic  

exclusionism  (or d im ensions thereof) across countries?

4. W hat are the d ifferences betw een ethn ic  m ajority  p o p u la tio n s  fr o m  d ifferen t countries  

w ith  reg a rd  to the average leve l o f  na tiona listic  a ttitudes a n d  ethn ic exclusionism ?

T h e se  q u e s tio n s  -  re g a rd in g  d im e n s io n s , in te r re la tio n s , a n d  le v e ls  o f  n a t io n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  an d  

e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  -  n e e d  to  b e  a n s w e re d  b e fo re  an y  e x p la n a to ry  q u e s tio n s  re g a rd in g  c ro s s 

n a tio n a l d if fe re n c e s  in  th e  le v e l o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  c a n  b e  

a d e q u a te ly  a d d re sse d . I f  i t  w e re  sh o w n , fo r  in s ta n c e , th a t  th e re  a re  n e g lig ib le  c ro s s -n a tio n a l 

d if fe re n c e s  in  le v e ls  o f  n a tio n a lis t ic  a ttitu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  (q u e s tio n  4 ), a  m a c ro - le v e l 

th e o re tic a l a p p ro a c h  w o u ld  b e  fu tile .

In  th e  n e x t  se c tio n , I  d isc u ss  th e  c o n c e p t o f  e th n o c e n tr ism , fo llo w e d  b y  a  d is c u s s io n  o f  

th e  p re s u m e d  m u lti-d im e n s io n a lity  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s , a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  a n d  th e ir  

in te rre la tio n s . T h e n  I  d e sc r ib e  th e  d a ta  a n d  m e th o d  u s e d  to  te s t  th e  fo rm u la te d  h y p o th e se s . In  

o rd e r  to  a c h ie v e  m o re  m e a n in g fu l c ro s s -n a tio n a l c o m p a r iso n s , I  h a v e  a t te m p te d  to  c o n s tru c t a 

c o m m o n  m e a s u re m e n t m o d e l fo r  d if fe re n t c o u n tr ie s .1 In  S e c tio n  4 .5 , I  p re s e n t  th e  re su lts  o f  th e  

an a ly se s , w h ic h  I  d is c u s s  in  th e  f in a l p a r t  o f  th is  ch ap te r .
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4 .2  E th n o c e n tr is m , n a t io n a lis t ic  a t t i tu d e s ,  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m

4 .2 .1  E th n o c e n tr ism  a s  a  u n iv e r s a l  s y n d rom e

E th n o c e n tr ism  h a s  b e e n  d e f in e d  as  a  c o m p le x  o f  a ttitu d e s , c o n s is tin g  o f  p o s itiv e  a t titu d e s  to w a rd  

th e  e th n ic  in -g ro u p  a n d  n e g a tiv e  a t titu d e s  to w a rd  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s  (A d o rn o  e t a l., 1969 ; L e V in e  

&  C a m p b e ll , 1972). T h e  c o n c e p ts  o f  in -g ro u p , o u t-g ro u p , a n d  e th n o c e n tr ism  w e re  in tro d u c e d  b y  

W illia m  S u m n e r  (1 9 5 9 ), as  f a r  b a c k  as  1906 . S u m n e r’s n o tio n  o f  e th n o c e n tr ism  c o n ta in e d  tw o  

im p o r ta n t a sp ec ts . T h e  f ir s t  is  th e  p re s u m e d  a s s o c ia t io n  b e tw e e n  th e  in -g ro u p  a n d  o u t-g ro u p  

o r ie n ta tio n s : “ T h e  re la tio n  o f  c o m ra d e s h ip  a n d  p e a c e  in  th e  w e -g ro u p  a n d  th a t  o f  h o s til i ty  an d  

w a r  to w a rd s  o th e rs -g ro u p s  a re  c o rre la tiv e  to  e a c h  o th e r” (p. 12). T h e  se c o n d  im p o r ta n t a n d  

re la te d  a s p e c t o f  S u m n e r’s n o tio n  is  h is  c la im  o f  u n iv e rsa lity . S u m n e r g e n e ra lis e d  th a t  a ll g ro u p s  

s h o w  th is  sy n d ro m e  o f  e th n o c e n tr ism ; each  g ro u p  s u p p o se d ly  h a s  a  p o s itiv e  o r ie n ta tio n  to  its  in 

g ro u p  a n d  a  n e g a tiv e  o r ie n ta tio n  to w a rd  o u t-g ro u p s . H e  u n d e r lin e d  th is  c la im  o f  u n iv e rs a l ity  b y  

n u m e ro u s  il lu s tra t io n s  o f  e th n ic  g ro u p s  th a t, w ith o u t e x c e p tio n , a ll c o u ld  b e  c h a ra c te r is e d  as 

e th n o c e n tr ic .2 O th e r  a u th o rs  fo u n d  so m e  e x c e p tio n s  to  th is  ru le  o f  u n iv e rsa lity . L e V in e  an d  

C a m p b e ll (1 9 7 2 , p. 10) re p o r te d  o n e  n e g a tiv e  in s ta n c e  - T h e  L e p c h a s  - o u t o f  36  in v e s t ig a te d  

g ro u p s . B re w e r  a n d  C a m p b e ll (1 9 7 6 )  fo u n d  th re e  o u t o f  th ir ty  tr ib e s  in  U g a n d a , K e n y a  an d  

T a n z a n ia  w ith o u t th e  e th n o c e n tr ic  sy n d ro m e . In  a d d itio n , J a s p a rs  a n d  W a rn a e n  (1 9 8 2 )  fo u n d  

th re e  o u t o f  e le v e n  e th n ic  g ro u p s  in  In d o n e s ia  w ith o u t th e  e th n o c e n tr ic  p a tte rn . T h u s , a lth o u g h  

e x c e p tio n s  h a v e  b e e n  n o te d , th e  e m p ir ic a l e v id e n c e  in d ic a te s  th a t  e th n o c e n tr ism  is  a  ra th e r  

u n iv e rs a l p h e n o m e n o n  in  in te r -g ro u p  re la tio n s .

S u m n e r’s a s s u m p tio n  o f  th e  u n iv e rs a l sy n d ro m e  o f  e th n o c e n tr ism  is  a lso  s u p p o r te d  b y  

n o tio n s  o f  so c ia l id e n tity  th e o ry , as  d is c u s se d  in  C h a p te r  2. A c c o rd in g  to  T a jfe l a n d  T u rn e r  

(T a jfe l &  T u rn e r , 1979 ; T u rn e r, 1 9 8 2 ) in d iv id u a ls  h a v e  th e  fu n d a m e n ta l n e e d  to  p e rc e iv e  th e ir  

in -g ro u p  as  su p e r io r  to  o u t-g ro u p s , in  o rd e r  to  a c h ie v e  a  p o s itiv e  so c ia l id e n tity . T o  a c h ie v e  an d  

p re s e rv e  su ch  p o s it iv e  g ro u p  d is tin c tiv e n e s s , in d iv id u a ls  c o m p a re  th e ir  in -g ro u p  w ith  o u t-g ro u p s  

a n d  s e le c tiv e ly  p e rc e iv e  m a in ly  p o s itiv e ly  v a lu e d  c h a ra c te r is t ic s  a m o n g  m e m b e rs  o f  th e ir  in 

g ro u p  a n d  th e y  s im u lta n e o u s ly  p e rc e iv e  m a in ly  n e g a tiv e ly  v a lu e d  c h a ra c te r is t ic s  a m o n g  o u t 

g ro u p  m e m b e rs . T h e  fa v o u ra b le  c h a ra c te r is t ic s  p e rc e iv e d  a m o n g  in -g ro u p  m e m b e rs  a re  a p p lie d  

to  th e m s e lv e s , re s u lt in g  in  a  p o s it iv e  so c ia l id e n tity . T h is  p ro c e s s , la b e lle d  as  so c ia l 

id e n tif ic a tio n , re s u lts  in  a  fa v o u ra b le  a ttitu d e  to w a rd  th e  in -g ro u p . Its  c o u n te rp a r t, th e  s e le c tiv e  

p e rc e p tio n  o f  u n fa v o u ra b ly  v a lu e d  c h a ra c te r is t ic s  a m o n g  o u t-g ro u p  m e m b e rs , re su lts  in  an  

u n fa v o u ra b le  a t titu d e  to w a rd  o u t-g ro u p s . T h e  la t te r  p ro c e s s  w a s  la b e lle d  a s  so c ia l co n tra -  

id e n tif ic a tio n  (B il l ie t  e t a l., 1996 ; E is in g a  &  S c h e e p e rs , 1989). S in ce  th e  p sy c h o lo g ic a l p ro c e s se s  

o f  so c ia l id e n tif ic a tio n  a n d  so c ia l c o n tra - id e n tif ic a tio n  s te m  f ro m  a  fu n d a m e n ta l n e e d  fo r  a 

p o s itiv e  so c ia l id e n tity , e th n o c e n tr ic  a t titu d e s  a re  p re s u m a b ly  c o m m o n  a m o n g  all e th n ic  g ro u p s .

B y  c o m b in in g  S u m n e r’s p ro p o s itio n  o f  th e  sy n d ro m e  o f  e th n o c e n tr ism  a n d  th e  

p ro p o s itio n s  o f  so c ia l id e n tity  th e o ry , w e  c a n  c o n c lu d e  th a t  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n is m  a re  p re s u m a b ly  p o s it iv e ly  in te r re la te d  in  e a c h  co u n try .
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O th e r  a u th o rs , h o w e v e r , s tre s se d  th a t  th e  re la tio n  b e tw e e n  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n is m  is  m o re  d iffe re n tia te d . T h is  a rg u m e n t is  b a s e d  o n  th e  p re s u m e d  m u lt i 

d im e n s io n a lity  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s . In  th is  s tu d y , I  d e f in e  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  as 

fa v o u ra b le  a t titu d e s  to w a rd  o n e ’s o w n  c o u n try  a n d  th e  n a tio n a l in -g ro u p .3 S ev e ra l a u th o rs  a rg u e d  

th a t  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  en ta il m u ltip le  d im e n s io n s , th a t  is , th e o re tic a lly  a n d  e m p ir ic a lly  

d is tin c t a s p e c ts  (B a r-T a l, 1993 ; B a r-T a l &  S tau b , 1997 ; D e k k e r  &  M a lo v á , 1995 ; K n u d se n , 

1997 ; K o s te rm a n  &  F e s h b a c h , 1989). O f  p a r tic u la r  in te re s t  is  th e  q u e s tio n  o f  w h e th e r  i t  is  

p o s s ib le  to  d is tin g u is h  b e tw e e n  a  m o re  ‘p o s i t iv e ’ a n d  a  m o re  ‘n e g a t iv e ’ ty p e  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  

a ttitu d e s . T h a t is, w h e th e r  p a r tic u la r  ty p e s  o f  a ttitu d e s  to w a rd  o n e ’s o w n  c o u n try  a n d  in -g ro u p  

c a n  b e  re g a rd e d  as  an  e s se n tia lly  p o s itiv e  a t ta c h m e n t to  th e  c o u n try  a n d  in -g ro u p , w h e re a s  o th e r  

ty p e s  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  c o n ta in  m o re  a g g re s s iv e -c h a u v in is tic  e lem en ts .

A s  K o s te rm a n  a n d  F e s h b a c h  (1 9 8 9 )  p o in te d  o u t, th is  n o tio n  o f  m u lti-d im e n s io n a lity  is  

n o t n ew . I t  d id  n o t, h o w e v e r , re c e iv e  a d e q u a te  a t te n tio n  in  e m p ir ic a l re se a rc h , d u e  to  a  sev e re  

c o n fu s io n  o f  c o n c e p ts  as  w e ll as  a  lo n g - la s tin g  e m p h a s is  o n  th e  n e g a tiv e  c o n s e q u e n c e s  o f  

n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s : in  m o s t  re se a rc h , su ch  a t titu d e s  w e re  p re d o m in a n tly  v ie w e d  as  a  c a u se  o f  

w a r. T h e  S e c o n d  W o r ld  W a r  e sp e c ia lly  le d  to  g re a te r  a tte n tio n  b e in g  p a id  to  th e  n e g a tiv e  

c o n s e q u e n c e s  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  a n d  d isp o s itio n s : “ T h e  ‘b a d n e s s ’ o f  n a tio n a lis m  b e c a m e  

th e  o v e rr id in g  th e m e  fo r  m a n y  y e a rs  to  c o m e ” (K o s te rm a n  &  F e sh b a c h , 1989 , p. 25 9 ).

A s  e a r ly  as  in  th e  1920s, sc h o la rs  su ch  a s  A llp o r t  a n d  M e a d  (se e  K o s te rm a n  &  F e s h b a c h  

1 9 8 9 ) h a d  w r itte n  e s sa y s  th a t  a llu d e d  to  th e  d is tin c tio n  b e tw e e n  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  as  a 

j in g o is t ic  c a u se  o f  w a r  (i.e . ‘c h a u v in is tic  n a tio n a lis t ic  a t t i tu d e s ’) a n d  ‘p a t r io t is m ’ as  a  h e a lth y  

n a tio n a l se lf-c o n c e p t. H o w e v e r , th is  d is tin c tio n , as  w e ll as  th e  ca ll fo r  c la r if ic a tio n  o f  c o n c e p ts  

m a d e  in  th e se  e a r ly  e ssay s , re c e iv e d  li t t le  a t te n tio n  in  la te r  re se a rc h .

M o re o v e r , th e  d is tin c tio n  b e tw e e n  d if fe re n t ty p e s  o f  n a tio n a lis t ic  a t titu d e s  b e c a m e  

o b sc u re d , i f  n o t  co n c e p tu a lly , a t le a s t  in  an  e m p ir ic a l sen se . T h is  is  c le a r ly  i l lu s tra te d  in  th e  

in f lu e n tia l w o rk  o f  A d o rn o  a n d  h is  a s so c ia te s . In  “ T h e  A u th o r ita r ia n  P e rs o n a li ty ” (1 9 6 9 ), th e y  

d e v e lo p e d  a  m e a su re m e n t s c a le  fo r  e th n o c e n tr ism , k n o w n  as  th e  E -sc a le . T h is  sca le  c o n s is te d  o f  

th re e  su b sc a le s : th e  N e g ro  S u b sca le , th e  M in o r ity  S u b sc a le , a n d  th e  P a tr io tis m  S u b sca le . 

H o w e v e r , a  m o re  a p p ro p r ia te  la b e l fo r  th e  la tte r  su b sc a le  w o u ld  h a v e  b e e n  th e  C h a u v in ism  

S u b sca le . In  fac t, as  th e y  d e sc r ib e  th e  P a tr io tis m  S u b sc a le , A d o rn o  a n d  h is  a s so c ia te s  m a d e  a 

s im ila r  rem a rk :

The te rm  “patrio tism ” as used  here does n o t m ean  “love o f  coun try” . R ather, the  p resen t concept 

involves b lind  attachm ent to  certa in  national cultu ral values, uncritica l conform ity  w ith  the 

p revailing  group w ays, and rejection  o f  o ther nations as out-groups. It m ight b e tte r be term ed 

pseudopatriotism  and distinguished  from  genuine patrio tism , in w hich  love o f  country  and 

attachm ent to  national values is based  on critical understanding. The genuine patrio t, it w ould  

appear, can  apprecia te  the values and  w ays o f  o ther nations, and can be perm issive tow ard  m uch

4 .2 .2  T h e  m u lt i-d im en s io n a li ty  o f  n a tio n a lis t ic  a tt i tu d e s
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th a t he canno t personally  accep t fo r him self. H e is free o f  rig id  conform ism , out-group rejection,

and  im perialistic  striv ing fo r pow er (A dorno e t al., 1969, p. 107).

C le a rly , th e  d is tin c tio n  b e tw e e n  ‘p s e u d o p a tr io t is m ’ a s  a  b lin d  a n d  u n c r it ic a l  a t ta c h m e n t to  o n e ’s 

o w n  g ro u p  a n d  c o u n try , a n d  ‘g e n u in e  p a tr io t is m ’ a s  a  m o re  c r it ic a l a t ta c h m e n t to  o n e ’s o w n  

g ro u p  a n d  c o u n try , c o rre s p o n d s  to  th e  a fo re m e n tio n e d  d is tin c tio n  b e tw e e n  ‘c h a u v in is tic  

n a tio n a lis tic  a t t i tu d e s ’ a n d  ‘p a t r io t i s m ’ . U n fo r tu n a te ly , s in c e  A d o rn o  a n d  h is  a s so c ia te s  la b e lle d  

th e  su b sc a le  m e a su r in g  p s e u d o p a tr io tis m  as  th e  P a tr io tis m  S u b sca le , th e  d is tin c tio n  b e tw e e n  b o th  

c o n c e p ts  fad ed .

D u e  to  th is  o b sc u rity , a  c h a u v in is tic  a n d  a  p a tr io tic  s ta n c e  h a v e  o f te n  b e e n  tre a te d  as 

e q u iv a le n t in  m a n y  s c ie n tif ic  p u b lic a tio n s , as  w e ll as  in  th e  p u b lic  d e b a te  (B a r-T a l, 1993 ; B la n k  

&  S ch m id t, 1993). N o t  su rp r is in g ly , th is  h e ig h te n e d  th e  d e b a te  a b o u t th e  in h e re n t c h a ra c te r  an d  

v a lu e  o f  p o s it iv e  a t titu d e s  to w a rd  o n e ’s o w n  g ro u p  a n d  o n e ’s co u n try . In  p a r tic u la r , th e re  h a s  

b e e n , a n d  still is, a  h e a te d  d e b a te  a b o u t th e  p o s it iv e  o r  n e g a tiv e  c h a ra c te r  o f  n a tio n a l p rid e . 

W h e re a s  so m e  ta k e  th e  v ie w  th a t  n a tio n a l p r id e  is  an  u n a c c e p ta b le  a t titu d e  -  s in c e  th e y  

e m p h a s is e  th e  p re s u m e d  l in k  w ith  p re ju d ic e  to w a rd  e th n ic  a n d  re lig io u s  m in o ritie s , an d  

so m e tim e s  e v e n  p e rc e iv e  n a tio n a l p r id e  as  p a r t  o f  th e  fa s c is t  id e o lo g y  -  o th e rs  ta k e  th e  v ie w  th a t 

n a tio n a l p r id e  c a n  b e  se e n  as  an  e s se n tia lly  p o s itiv e , a n d  in d e e d  n e c e ssa ry , a ttitu d e . T h a t is, th e y  

a rg u e  th a t  sp e c if ic  fo rm s  o f  p r id e  a n d  a t ta c h m e n t o f  g ro u p  m e m b e rs  to w a rd  th e ir  g ro u p  an d  

c o u n try  h a v e  s tro n g  p o s it iv e  im p lic a tio n s . B a r-T a l (1 9 9 3 )  s tre s se d  th a t  a t ta c h m e n t o f  g ro u p  

m e m b e rs  to w a rd  th e ir  g ro u p  a n d  th e  c o u n try  in  w h ic h  th e y  re s id e  is  an  e sse n tia l c o n d itio n  fo r  

g ro u p  e x is te n c e . T h e  a t ta c h m e n t to  c o lle c t iv e  n a tio n a l sy m b o ls  p ro v id e s  a  b a s is  fo r  n a tio n a l 

id e n tity  a n d  in te g ra tio n  (T o p f, M o h le r , H e a th , &  T ro m e te r , 1990). In s o fa r  as  p r id e  in  th e se  

n a tio n a l sy m b o ls  ca n  e x c e e d  b o u n d a r ie s  b e tw e e n  so c ia l c la sse s , re lig io u s  d e n o m in a tio n s , an d  

o th e r  so c ia l g ro u p s , i t  in c re a se s  th e  so c ie ta l c o h e s io n . F u r th e rm o re , p r id e  in  n a tio n a l in s ti tu tio n s  

- in  p a r tic u la r , d e m o c ra tic  p o litic a l in s ti tu tio n s  - is  seen  as  an  im p o r ta n t c o n d itio n  fo r  th e  

c o n tin u a tio n  o f  a  s ta b le  p o litic a l d e m o c ra tic  o rd e r  ( T o p f  e t a l., 1990). In  th is  v ie w , th e  a b se n c e  o f  

p r id e  in  p o litic a l in s ti tu tio n s  in d ic a te s  a  d e f ic ie n t a t ta c h m e n t to  th e  p o litic a l d e m o c ra tic  sy stem , 

w h ic h  in  tu rn  im p lie s  p o te n tia l p o litic a l in s ta b ili ty  (cf. A lm o n d  &  V e rb a , 1963).

M o re  re c e n tly , th e  p re s u m e d  m u lti-d im e n s io n a lity  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  h a s  re c e iv e d  

re n e w e d  in te re s t, p a r tly  d u e  to  th e  w o rk  o f  K o s te rm a n  a n d  F e s h b a c h  (1 9 8 9 ), w h o  c a lle d  fo r  a 

sh a rp  d is tin c tio n  b e tw e e n  p a tr io tism  a n d  c h a u v in ism . In  an  e x p lo ra to ry  s tu d y  a m o n g  2 3 9  

A m e ric a n  su b je c ts , (m o s tly  s tu d e n ts ) , q u e s tio n e d  o n  120 ite m s , th e y  fo u n d  sev e ra l d im e n s io n s  in  

a  fa c to r  an a ly sis . T h e  f ir s t  tw o  fa c to rs , a n d  e m p ir ic a lly  m o s t im p o r ta n t d im e n s io n s , w e re  la b e lle d  

as  ‘P a tr io t is m ’ a n d  ‘N a t io n a l is m ’ . W h e re a s  th e  fo rm e r  fa c to r  re fe r re d  to  a f fe c t fo r  o n e ’s o w n  

co u n try , m o s t o f  th e  ite m s  o f  th e  ‘N a t io n a l is m ’ fa c to r  re fe r re d  to  an  “ A m e r ic a - f ir s t” o r  

“ A m e r ic a n -s u p e r io r ity ” v ie w  re la tiv e  to  o th e r  c o u n trie s . I  re - la b e l th is  la t te r  fa c to r  th e re fo re  as 

‘c h a u v in is tic  n a tio n a lis tic  a t t i tu d e s ’, a p p ly in g  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  as  a  g e n e r ic  te rm  fo r  p o s it iv e  

a t titu d e s  to w a rd  th e  c o u n try  a n d  th e  n a tio n a l in -g ro u p .4

B a s e d  o n  th e  a fo re m e n tio n e d  n o tio n s , I  e x p e c t th a t  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  e n c o m p a ss  

s ev e ra l d is tin c t, b u t  re la te d , a sp ec ts . In  p a r tic u la r , a  c o n c e p tu a l d is tin c tio n  ca n  b e  m a d e  b e tw e e n



c h a u v in is m  a n d  p a tr io tism .5 C hauvin ism  is  th e  v ie w  o f  u n iq u e n e s s  a n d  su p e r io r ity  o f  o n e ’s o w n  

n a tio n a l in -g ro u p  a n d  co u n try . I t  im p lie s  a  d o w n w a rd  c o m p a r is o n  o f  o th e r  n a tio n a l g ro u p s  an d  

c o u n trie s . T h e se  fe e lin g s  o f  s u p e r io r ity  a re  in te r tw in e d  w ith  a  ra th e r  b lin d , ab so lu te , an d  

u n c r it ic a l a t ta c h m e n t to  th e  n a tio n a l in -g ro u p  a n d  co u n try . P atrio tism , o n  th e  o th e r  h an d , re fe rs  

to  th e  d e g re e  o f  a t ta c h m e n t to  th e  n a tio n a l in -g ro u p  a n d  c o u n try ; th a t  is, th e  lo v e  fo r  a n d  p r id e  o f  

o n e ’s g ro u p  a n d  co u n try . B u t w h e re a s  c h a u v in ism  re fe rs  to  e x tre m e  fo rm s  o f  p r id e  a n d  fe e lin g s  

o f  su p e rio rity , p a tr io tism  is  b a s e d  o n  a  c r it ic a l a s s e s sm e n t o f  o n e ’s o w n  g ro u p  a n d  c o u n try . In  

su m m a ry , I  p ro p o s e  to  te s t  w h e th e r  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  a re  m u lti-d im e n s io n a l;  i.e ., re fe r r in g  to  

c h a u v in is m  a n d  p a tr io tism  (H ypothesis  1).

4 .2 .3  T h e  m u lt i-d im en s io n a li ty  o f  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism

N e g a tiv e  a t titu d e s  to w a rd  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s  h a v e  b e e n  a  s ig n if ic a n t to p ic  in  so c ia l sc ie n c e s  fo r  

m a n y  y ea rs . T y p ica lly , b o th  th e o re tic a l a n d  e m p ir ic a l re s e a rc h  fo c u s e d  o n  a n ta g o n ism  to w a rd  

m e m b e rs  o f  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s , r e s id e n t in  th e  sam e  c o u n try ; fo r  in s ta n c e , n e g a tiv e  fe e lin g s  o f  

w h ite  A m e ric a n s  to w a rd  b la c k  in h a b ita n ts  o r  v ic e  v e rs a  (S c h u m a n , S teeh , B o b o , &  K ry sa n , 

1997). O n e  o f  th e  r e le v a n t to p ic s  h e re  is  th e  q u e s tio n  o f  w h e th e r  th e  e th n ic  m a jo r ity  g ro u p  is  

w ill in g  to  a c c e p t th e s e  e th n ic  m in o r it ie s  a n d  to  in c lu d e  th e m  in to  th e ir  c o m m u n it ie s  a n d  d a ily  

so c ia l life . Is i t  p o s s ib le  fo r  so m e o n e  f ro m  an  e th n ic  m in o r ity  to  b e c o m e  - in  th e  v ie w  o f  th e  

e th n ic  m a jo r ity  g ro u p  - a  ‘f u l l ’ a n d  ‘e q u a l’ m e m b e r  o f  th e ir  c o m m u n ity ?  T h is  re la te s  to  th e  

m a n n e r  in  w h ic h  th e  e th n ic  m a jo r ity  g ro u p  d e f in e s  th e ir  o w n  c o m m u n ity  a n d  g ro u p  id e n tity : 

w h a t  a re  ty p ic a l c h a ra c te r is t ic s  o f  ‘t r u e ’ m e m b e rs  o f  th e  n a tio n a l in -g ro u p ?  F o r  in s ta n c e , w h e n  

d o  th e  B r it is h  p e rc e iv e  so m e o n e  as  ‘t r u e ’ B rit ish ?  S h o u ld  th is  p e rs o n  h a v e  a  w h ite  sk in  c o lo u r?  

O r  sh o u ld  h e  o r  sh e  h a v e  b e e n  b o rn  in  G re a t B r ita in  in  o rd e r  to  b e c o m e  a  fu ll m e m b e r  o f  ‘th e  

B r it is h  c o m m u n ity ’? S u ch  q u e s tio n s  re fe r  to  th e  e x te n t to  w h ic h  th e  a c c e s s  to  g ro u p  m e m b e rs h ip  

is  f irm ly  re s tr ic te d  fo r  e th n ic  m in o ritie s . M e m b e rs  o f  th e  e th n ic  m a jo r ity  g ro u p  w h o  a p p ly  s tr ic t 

c o n d itio n s  in  th e ir  s u b je c tiv e  d e f in i tio n  o f  ‘tru e  B r i t is h ’ a re  m o re  e x c lu s io n is tic  to w a rd  e th n ic  

o u t-g ro u p s  th a n  th o s e  w h o  a p p ly  le ss  s tr ic t c o n d itio n s . T h e  m o re  re s tr ic tiv e  th is  n o tio n  o f  in 

g ro u p  m e m b e rsh ip , th e  m o re  re s id e n t  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p  m e m b e rs  a re  e x c lu d e d  a n d  th e  lo w e r  th e  

c o h e s io n  b e tw e e n  d if fe re n t e th n ic  g ro u p s  in  th e  so c ie ty .

In  a d d itio n  to  th e  a t titu d e s  to w a rd  resid en t e thn ic  m inorities, m o re  rece n tly , th e  is s u e  o f  

n e g a tiv e  re s p o n s e s  to  ethnic  new com ers  h a s  c o m e  to  th e  fo re , as  a  r e s u lt  o f  la rg e  w a v e s  o f  

m ig ra tio n  in  th e  c o n te m p o ra ry  w o rld . T h e  la b o u r  m ig ra tio n  to  th e  W e s te rn  w o r ld  th a t  to o k  p la c e  

in  th e  1 9 6 0 s  a n d  1 9 7 0 s  h a s  b e e n  fo llo w e d  b y  so c ia l m ig ra tio n , in  o th e r  w o rd s , m ig ra tio n  o f  

fa m ily  m e m b e rs  o f  m ig ra n t w o rk e rs . S in c e  th e  la te  1980s, n u m e ro u s  o th e r  im m ig ra n ts  h a v e  

c o m e  to  W e s te rn  c o u n trie s . S o m e  a re  c le a r ly  c o n s id e re d  as  p o litic a l re fu g e e s , h a v in g  f le d  th e ir  

c o u n try  b e c a u s e  o f  in te rn a l p o litic a l s trife . O th e rs  a re  su sp e c te d  o f  e m ig ra tin g  fo r  m e re ly  

e c o n o m ic  re a so n s . G iv e n  th e s e  m a ss  w a v e s  o f  im m ig ra tio n , th e  is s u e  o f  th e  re a d in e s s  o f  th e  

e th n ic  m a jo r ity  p o p u la tio n  to  a d m it im m ig ra n ts  -  w h e th e r  th e s e  a re  so c ia l, p o litic a l o r  e c o n o m ic  

im m ig ra n ts  -  h a s  b e c o m e  h ig h ly  re le v a n t.
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T h e se  n o tio n s  o f  d is tin c tiv e  ty p e s  o f  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s  le d  m e  to  c a s t d o u b t o n  th e  fo rm e r ly  

p ro p o s e d  o n e -d im e n s io n a lity  o f  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism . I t m a y  b e  m o re  a p p ro p r ia te  to  d is tin g u ish  

b e tw e e n  d if fe re n t ty p e s  o f  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism , re fe r r in g  to  d if fe re n t ta rg e t  o u t-g ro u p s , su ch  as 

e x c lu s io n is m  o f  re s id e n t e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p  m e m b e rs , e x c lu s io n is m  o f  im m ig ra n ts , an d  

e x c lu s io n is m  o f  p o litic a l re fu g e e s . O n  th e  o n e  h an d , exclusion  fro m  group  m em bersh ip  re fe rs  to  

th e  s u b je c tiv e  d e f in i tio n  o f  th e  n a tio n a l in -g ro u p  a n d  to  th e  p e rc e iv e d  ty p ic a l c h a ra c te r is t ic s  o f  

‘t r u e ’ in -g ro u p  m e m b e rs . T h e  m o re  in d iv id u a ls  f ro m  th e  e th n ic  m a jo r ity  g ro u p  ta k e  th e  v ie w  th a t 

c e r ta in  c h a ra c te r is t ic s  (su c h  as  b e in g  b o rn  in  th e  c o u n try  o r  h a v in g  liv e d  in  th e  c o u n try  fo r  m o s t 

o f  o n e ’s life )  a re  v e ry  im p o r ta n t c o n d itio n s  fo r  b e in g  a  ‘t r u e ’ m e m b e r  o f  th e  in -g ro u p , th e  m o re  

re s tr ic tiv e  th e ir  n o tio n  o f  th e  in -g ro u p , a n d  th e  s tro n g e r  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p  m e m b e rs  a re  e x c lu d e d . 

O n  th e  o th e r  h a n d , exclusion  o f  im m igran ts a n d  p o litic a l refugees  re fe rs  to  th e  w ill in g n e s s  to  

c lo se  th e  n a tio n a l b o rd e rs  to  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s . T h e  re a d in e s s  o f  th e  e th n ic  m a jo r ity  g ro u p  to  

a l lo w  im m ig ra n ts  to  e n te r  th e ir  c o u n try  v e ry  p ro b a b ly  d e p e n d s  o n  th e  p e rso n a l c irc u m s ta n c e s  o f  

th e se  im m ig ra n ts  in  th e ir  c o u n try  o f  o r ig in  a n d  th e ir  m o tiv e s  fo r  m ig ra tin g . H e n c e , th e  re a d in e s s  

to  a l lo w  p o litic a l re fu g e e s  to  m ig ra te  to  o n e ’s c o u n try  is  p re s u m a b ly  h ig h e r  a n d  m o re  c o n se n su a l 

th a n  th e  re a d in e s s  to  a llo w  o th e r  g ro u p s  o f  im m ig ra n ts . In  su m m a ry , I  p ro p o s e  to  te s t  w h e th e r  

e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  is  m u lti-d im e n s io n a l;  i.e . re fe r r in g  to  e x c lu s io n is m  fro m  g ro u p  m e m b e rsh ip , 

e x c lu s io n is m  o f  im m ig ra n ts  in  g e n e ra l, a n d  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  p o litic a l re fu g e e s  in  p a r tic u la r  

(H ypothesis  2).

4 .2 .4  A s so c ia t io n s  b e tw e en  d im en s io n s  o f  n a tio n a lis t ic  a tt i tu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism

N e x t, I  tu rn  to  th e  a s so c ia t io n s  b e tw e e n  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  (o r 

d im e n s io n s  th e re o f) . A s  s ta te d  p re v io u s ly , I  p ro p o s e  a  c o n c e p tu a l d is tin c tio n  b e tw e e n  

c h a u v in is m  a n d  p a tr io tism . W h e re a s  p a tr io tism  re fe rs  to  an  a t ta c h m e n t to  o n e ’s o w n  n a tio n a l 

g ro u p  a n d  co u n try , b a s e d  o n  a  c ritic a l u n d e rs ta n d in g , c h a u v in is m  re fe rs  to  fe e lin g s  o f  n a tio n a l 

su p e r io r ity  a n d  a  b lin d , u n c r it ic a l a t ta c h m e n t to  th e  g ro u p  a n d  co u n try . C o n se q u e n tly , I  e x p e c t 

th a t  b o th  ty p e s  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  a re  d if fe re n tly  re la te d  to  d is p a ra g e m e n t an d  

e x c lu s io n is m  o f  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s . T h a t is , th e  m o re  a g g re s s iv e -c h a u v in is tic  fo rm  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  

a t titu d e s  is  p re s u m a b ly  p o s itiv e ly  re la te d  to  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism . H o w e v e r , in s o fa r  as 

n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  c o n ta in  le s s  a g g re s s iv e  a n d  m o re  h u m a n is tic  e le m e n ts , th e y  a re  n o t 

n e c e ssa r ily  re la te d  to  n e g a tiv e  fe e lin g s  to w a rd  e th n ic  m in o r it ie s  a n d  e th n ic  n e w c o m e rs . 

T h e re fo re , I  h y p o th e s ise  th a t  c h a u v in is m  is  p o s it iv e ly  re la te d  to  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  (o r 

d im e n s io n s  th e re o f) ,  w h e re a s  th e  re la tio n s h ip  b e tw e e n  p a tr io tism  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  is  le ss  

p o s itiv e , n e u tra l, o r  e v e n  n e g a tiv e  (H ypothesis  3).

I f  th e  c o n te n tio n  h o ld s  th a t  n a t io n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  en ta il m u ltip le  d im e n s io n s , 

d if fe re n tia l ly  re la te d  to  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism , th e n  th e  n o tio n  o f  e th n o c e n tr ism  as  su c h  h as  

b e c o m e  to o  s im p lif ie d . T h a t is, a  p o s itiv e  in -g ro u p  id e n tity  -  as  e x p re s s e d  b y  a  h ig h  d e g re e  o f  

p a tr io tism  -  d o e s  n o t n e c e s s a r i ly  im p ly  o u t-g ro u p  h o s tility . O r, as  K o s te rm a n  a n d  F e s h b a c h  

sta te : “ A  h e a lth y  p a tr io tic  sp ir it  m a y  b e  as  im p o r ta n t  to  th e  w e ll  b e in g  o f  a  n a tio n  as  h ig h  se lf 
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e s te e m  is  to  th e  w e ll b e in g  o f  an  in d iv id u a l . . . .  In  fac t, p a tr io tism  m a y  b e  a n  o f te n  o v e r lo o k e d  

m e a n s  o f  reducing  b e llig e re n c e , m u c h  as  an  in d iv id u a l’s h e a lth y  s e lf -e s te e m  ca n  p ro m o te  b e t te r  

in te rp e rs o n a l re la tio n s h ip s ” (1 9 8 9 , p. 2 7 3 ). L ik e w ise , in  h is  th e o re tic a l s tu d y , B a r-T a l (1 9 9 3 ) 

s tre s se d  th a t  p a tr io tism  is  e s s e n tia lly  p o s itiv e , s in ce  w ith o u t i t  g ro u p s  w o u ld  d is in te g ra te .

In  th e  fo llo w in g  sec tio n s , I  c o n s tru c t m e a su re m e n t m o d e ls  fo r  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  an d  

e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism . A s  d isc u s se d  in  C h a p te r  3, c ro s s -n a tio n a l c o m p a r is o n s  a re  m o re  

m e a n in g fu l, i f  th e se  m e a s u re m e n t m o d e ls  a re  e q u iv a le n t in  th e  d if fe re n t c o u n trie s . T h a t is, th e  

m o re  th e  m e a su re m e n t m o d e ls  a re  c ro s s -n a tio n a lly  e q u iv a le n t, th e  s tro n g e r  th e  b a s is  fo r  

m e a n in g fu l e m p ir ic a l c o m p a r is o n s  b e tw e e n  c o u n trie s . In  th is  c h a p te r , I  th e re fo re  a lso  a d d re s s  th e  

fo llo w in g  m ethodo log ica l question: to w h a t ex ten t is it  p o ss ib le  to m easure na tiona listic  

attitudes a n d  ethnic exclusion ism  w ith  a  com m on m easurem en t m o d e l a p p lied  in  the d ifferen t 

countries?

4 .3  D a ta

T h e  d a ta  re p o r te d  h e re  w e re  d e r iv e d  f ro m  th e  1995 m o d u le  o f  th e  In te rn a tio n a l S o c ia l S u rv ey  

P ro g ra m m e , as  d e sc r ib e d  in  C h a p te r  3. In  e a c h  c o u n try , th e  su rv ey s  w e re  c a rr ie d  o u t a m o n g  

n a tio n -w id e  sa m p le s  o f  ad u lts . H o w e v e r , w h e n  s tu d y in g  a  p o p u la t io n ’s a ttitu d e  to w a rd  e th n ic  

m in o r it ie s  a n d  im m ig ra n ts , i t  is  c ru c ia l to  d is tin g u is h  b e tw e e n  re s p o n d e n ts  f ro m  th e  e th n ic  

m a jo r ity  p o p u la tio n  a n d  re s p o n d e n ts  f ro m  e th n ic  m in o r ity  g ro u p s . I t  is  ra th e r  s u rp r is in g  th a t  th is  

n o tio n  h a s  n o t b e e n  re c o g n ise d  in  m a n y  e m p ir ic a l c ro s s -n a tio n a l s tu d ie s  (e .g ., as  in  K n u d se n , 

1997 ; Q u ill ia n , 1995). In  th e  p re s e n t s tu d y , I  r e s tr ic t  th e  a n a ly se s  to  a ttitu d e s  o f  th e  e th n ic  

m a jo r ity  g ro u p  in  e a c h  c o u n try , th a t  is , th e  d o m in a n t e th n ic  g ro u p  in  th a t  c o u n try .6 In  A p p e n d ix  

A , I  e x p la in  th e  m a n n e r  in  w h ic h  I  s e le c te d  re s p o n d e n ts  f ro m  th e  e th n ic  m a jo r ity  g ro u p . T h is  

a p p e n d ix  a lso  c o n ta in s  an  o v e rv ie w  o f  th e  o r ig in a l sa m p le  s izes , as  w e ll as  th e  s a m p le  s iz e s  a f te r  

th is  s e le c tio n  o f  th e  e th n ic  m a jo r ity  p o p u la tio n  a n d  a f te r  se le c tio n  o f  a g e  g ro u p s . S in ce  th e  

v a r io u s  n a tio n a l sa m p le s  c o n ta in e d  d if fe re n t a g e  lim its , I  a p p lie d  c o m m o n  ag e  lim its  fo r  all 

sam p le s : o n ly  re s p o n d e n ts  b e tw e e n  18 a n d  75 y e a rs  o f  a g e  w e re  in c lu d e d  in  th e  an a ly se s .

S c h o la rs  in te re s te d  in  la rg e -sc a le  in te rn a tio n a l su rv e y  re se a rc h  m u s t, g iv e n  re s tra in ts  in  

tim e  a n d  b u d g e t, a lm o s t o f  n e c e ss ity  r e s tr ic t  th e m s e lv e s  to  s e c o n d a ry  a n a ly se s  o f  p re v io u s ly  

g a th e re d  da ta . A  c o m m o n  d ra w b a c k  o f  th is  a p p ro a c h  is  th a t  th e  a p p lie d  q u e s tio n n a ire  w a s  o f te n  

n o t s p e c if ic a lly  d e v e lo p e d  fo r  th e  p u rp o se  o f  a n s w e r in g  th e  sp e c if ic  q u e s tio n s  o f  th e  re s e a rc h e r  

o r  m a tc h in g  th e  c o n c e p tu a l d is tin c tio n s  as  p ro p o s e d  b y  th e  re se a rc h e r . H o w e v e r , th e  IS S P  1995 

d a ta se t c o n ta in e d  m a n y  ite m s  th a t  -  w ith  re s p e c t to  fa c e  v a lid ity  -  re fe r re d  to  th e  a fo re m e n tio n e d  

d im e n s io n s  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism . T h is  p o o l o f  ite m s  (p re s e n te d  in  

A p p e n d ix  B )  se rv e d  as  a  s ta r tin g  p o in t fo r  c o n s tru c tin g  a  c ro s s -n a tio n a l c o m p a ra b le  

m e a su re m e n t in s tru m e n t fo r  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism .

F irs t  o f  a ll, C hauvin ism  w a s  m e a su re d  b y  a  se t o f  ite m s  re fe r r in g  to  s u p e rio r ity  o f  o n e ’s 

o w n  c o u n try  a n d  its  re s id e n ts , a s  w e ll as  an  ite m  th a t  re fe rs  to  a  b lin d , u n c r it ic a l  a t ta c h m e n t to  

o n e ’s o w n  co u n try . N e x t, a  se t o f  ite m s  re fe r r in g  to  P atrio tism  in d ic a te d  p r id e  in  c o lle c t iv e  a s se ts
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o f  th e  c o u n try , su c h  a s  its  d e m o c ra c y , p o litic a l in f lu e n c e  a n d  e c o n o m ic  a c h ie v e m e n ts . A n o th e r  

se t o f  ite m s  re fe r r in g  to  E xclusion ism  o f  im m igran ts  a n d  E xclusion ism  o f  p o litic a l refugees, 

m e a su re d  th e  re s p o n d e n t’s in c lin a tio n  to  c lo se  th e  n a tio n a l b o rd e rs  fo r  e th n ic  n e w c o m e rs . A  f in a l 

s e t o f  ite m s , re fe r r in g  to  E xclusion ism  fro m  g rou p  m em bership , c o v e re d  th e  r e s p o n d e n t’s 

s u b je c tiv e  d e f in i tio n  o f  th e  n a tio n a l in -g ro u p . T h e se  ite m s  re fe r re d  to  th e  im p o r ta n c e  a tta c h e d  to  

c o n d itio n s  fo r  b e in g  a  ‘t r u e ’ m e m b e r  o f  th e  n a tio n a l in -g ro u p  an d , c o n se q u e n tly , th e  d e g re e  to  

w h ic h  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p  m e m b e rs  w h o  d o  n o t fu lf il th e s e  c o n d itio n s , a re  e x c lu d e d .

4 .4  M e th o d s

In  th e  p re v io u s  sec tio n , I  d is c u s s e d  se v e ra l se ts  o f  ite m s , w h ic h  I  h a v e  a s s u m e d  to  b e  in d ic a tiv e  

o f  th e  a fo re m e n tio n e d  th e o re tic a l  c o n c e p ts . In  th is  sec tio n , I  te s t  w h e th e r  th e s e  ite m s  c a n  b e  

a p p lie d  a s  v a lid  a n d  re lia b le  m e a su re m e n ts  a c ro ss  c o u n trie s . I  te s t  th is  b y  m e a n s  o f  s tru c tu ra l 

e q u a tio n  m o d e llin g  (Jö re sk o g , 1977 ; Jö re sk o g , 1 993), a p p ly in g  th e  L IS R E L  c o m p u te r  p ro g ra m , 

as  d e v e lo p e d  b y  J ö re s k o g  a n d  S ö rb o m  (J ö re s k o g  &  S ö rb o m , 1 993a, 19 9 3 b ). In  o rd e r  to  a v o id  a 

sm all e f fe c t iv e  s a m p le  size , I  a p p lie d  m is s in g  m e a n  su b s titu tio n , w ith in  e a c h  c o u n try , fo r  th e  

m e a su re m e n t item s . T h e  m e a s u re m e n t sub  m o d e l o f  a  fu ll s tru c tu ra l e q u a tio n  m o d e l d e sc r ib e s  

th e  c a u sa l lin k s  b e tw e e n  th e  u n o b s e rv e d  th e o re tic a l c o n c e p ts  o r  la te n t v a r ia b le s  a n d  th e  o b se rv e d  

o r  m a n ife s t  v a r ia b le s . W h e th e r , a n d  to  w h a t e x te n t, th e  a p p lie d  in d ic a to rs  in d e e d  re fe r  to  th e  

sam e  th e o re tic a l c o n c e p t (o r  d im e n s io n  th e re o f)  c a n  b e  e x a m in e d  b y  m e a n s  o f  th e  m e a su re m e n t 

m o d e l.

A s  d is c u s s e d  in  C h a p te r  3, an  im p o r ta n t q u e s tio n  in  in te rn a tio n a l c o m p a ra tiv e  su rv ey  

re s e a rc h  is  th e  d e g re e  o f  c o m p a ra b il ity  o f  th e  m e a su re m e n t in s tru m e n t: Is i t  p o s s ib le  to  c o n s tru c t 

an  in te rn a tio n a l c o m p a ra b le  m e a su re m e n t o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a n d  e x c lu s io n is tic  a ttitu d e s?  I f  i t  c an  

b e  d e m o n s tra te d  th a t  th e o re tic a l c o n c e p ts  a re  m e a su re d  in  a  q u ite  c o m p a ra b le  o r  e q u iv a le n t 

m a n n e r  in  d if fe re n t c o u n trie s , th e n  w e  h a v e  a  b a s is  fo r  v a lid  c ro s s -n a tio n a l c o m p a riso n s . B y  

m e a n s  o f  m u lti- s a m p le  a n a ly s is , th a t  is , th e  s im u lta n e o u s  a n a ly s is  o f  in d e p e n d e n t ra n d o m  

s a m p le s  f ro m  se v e ra l p o p u la tio n s  ( J ö re s k o g  &  S ö rb o m , 1 9 9 3 a), i t  is  p o s s ib le  to  e m p ir ic a lly  te s t  

th e  e q u iv a le n c e  o f  th e  m e a su re m e n t in s tru m e n t in  th e  d if fe re n t c o u n trie s , a n d  to  a s se s s  w h e th e r , 

a n d  to  w h a t ex te n t, th e  m e a su re m e n t in s tru m e n ts  o p e ra te  in  a  s im ila r  fa s h io n  in  th e se  d if fe re n t 

n a tio n a l se ttin g s .

T h e  c a u sa l re la tio n s h ip s  b e tw e e n  la te n t a n d  m a n ife s t  v a r ia b le s  a re  m o d e lle d  in  

m e a su re m e n t e q u a tio n s , g e n e ra lly  d e n o te d  as  (cf. B o lle n , 1989):

x q =  Àq1^ 1 +  ^ q2^2 +  ... +  Sq (w ith  q  =  1, 2 , .., th e  n u m b e r  o f  m a n ife s t  v a r ia b le s  x).

T h e  e n tire  s e t o f  m e a su re m e n t e q u a tio n s  fo r  a ll m a n ife s t  v a r ia b le s  w r it te n  in  m a tr ix  n o ta tio n  is:
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C o n se q u e n tly , th e  c o v a r ia n c e  m a tr ix  o f  o b se rv e d  v a r ia b le s  (X) is  d e f in e d  as:

X =  A xO A x' +  0 s

T h e  te rm s  in  th e  m e a su re m e n t m o d e l a re  d e f in e d  as  fo llo w s:

V a ria b le s :

C o e ff ic ie n ts :

x  is  a  q  x  1 v e c to r  o f  o b se rv e d  in d ic a to rs  o f

^  is  a  n  x  1 v e c to r  o f  la te n t v a r ia b le s  (c o m m o n  fa c to rs )

S is  a  q  x  1 v e c to r  o f  m e a su re m e n t e rro rs  (u n iq u e  fa c to rs )  fo r  x

A x is  a  q  x  n  m a tr ix  o f  c o e ff ic ie n ts  ( fa c to r  lo a d in g s )  o f  th e  re g re s s io n

C o v a r ia n c e  m a tr ic e s : O

o f  x  o n  ^

O  is  a  n  x  n  c o v a r ia n c e  m a tr ix  o f  

0 S is  a  q  x  q  c o v a r ia n c e  m a tr ix  o f  S

T h e  p a ra m e te rs  in  A x ( la m b d a  x ), O (p h i) , a n d  0 S ( th e ta -d e lta )  c a n  e i th e r  b e  f ix e d , c o n s tra in e d , o r  

freed . T h a t is, p a ra m e te rs  c a n  e i th e r  b e  g iv e n  sp e c if ie d  v a lu e s  (i.e . f ix e d ) , o r  p a ra m e te rs  c a n  b e  

c o n s tra in e d  to  b e  e q u a l to  o n e  o r  m o re  o th e r  u n k n o w n  p a ra m e te rs . F re e  p a ra m e te rs  a re  n e ith e r  

f ix e d  n o r  c o n s tra in e d . T h e  s c a le  in d e te rm in a c y  o f  th e  la te n t v a r ia b le s  is  e l im in a te d  b y  g iv in g  th e  

la te n t v a r ia b le  th e  sca le  o f  o n e  o f  th e  o b se rv e d  v a r ia b le s  (i.e ., f ix in g  a  fa c to r  lo a d in g  to  one).

T o  ta k e  in to  a c c o u n t th e  o rd in a l s c a le  sc o re s  o f  th e  m e a su re m e n t ite m s , I  a n a ly se d  th e  

m a tr ix  o f  p o ly c h o ric  c o rre la tio n s  w ith  th e  G e n e ra lly  W e ig h te d  L e a s t  S q u a re s  m e th o d  w ith  a 

C o rre c t W e ig h t  m a tr ix  (Jö re sk o g , 1990). In  th is  a p p ro a c h , fo r  e a c h  o rd in a l v a r ia b le  x , i t  is  

a s s u m e d  th a t  th e re  is  an  u n d e r ly in g  c o n tin u o u s  v a r ia b le  x *  th a t  is  s ta n d a rd  n o rm a lly  d is tr ib u te d .7 

T h e  p o ly c h o ric  c o rre la tio n s  a re  th e  th e o re tic a l c o rre la tio n s  o f  th e  u n d e r ly in g  x * -v a r ia b le s  

( J ö re s k o g  &  S ö rb o m , 1993b).

T h e  f i t  o f  th e  m e a su re m e n t m o d e l is  a s se s se d  b y  m e a n s  o f  th e  C h i-s q u a re  s ta tis tic . T h is  

s ta tis tic  c a n  b e  u s e d  fo r  a  g o o d n e s s -o f -f i t  te s t  o f  th e  m o d e l a g a in s t th e  a l te rn a tiv e  m o d e l th a t  th e  

c o v a r ia n c e  m a tr ix  o f  th e  o b s e rv e d  v a r ia b le s  is  u n c o n s tra in e d . H o w e v e r , su c h  a  te s t  is  o n ly  

ju s t i f ie d  i f  all th e  m o d e l a s s u m p tio n s  a re  s a tis f ie d , i f  th e  sa m p le  s ize  is  su ff ic ie n tly  la rg e , a n d  i f  

th e  m o d e l h o ld s  e x a c tly  in  th e  p o p u la tio n . C o n se q u e n tly , J ö re s k o g  a n d  S ö rb o m  (1 9 9 3 a , p. 122) 

su g g e s te d  th a t  in  p ra c tic e  i t  is  m o re  u se fu l to  re g a rd  th e  C h i-s q u a re  s ta tis tic  as  a  m easure  o f  f i t  

r a th e r  th a n  as  a  fo rm a l test sta tistic. In  th is  v ie w , th e  C h i-s q u a re  s ta tis tic  is  a  m e a su re  o f  th e  

o v e ra ll ‘b a d n e s s -o f - f i t’ o f  th e  m o d e l to  th e  d a ta ; th e  la rg e r  th e  C h i-s q u a re  v a lu e , th e  w o rse  th e  f it 

o f  th e  m o d e l.8

T h e  m o d e l f i t  c a n  o f te n  b e  im p ro v e d  b y  a llo w in g  c o rre la tio n s  b e tw e e n  th e  e r ro r  te rm s  o f  

o b se rv e d  v a r ia b le s . T h is  p ro c e d u re  h a s  b e e n  a p p lie d  in  se v e ra l a p p lic a t io n s  in  th e  so c ia l 

sc ien c es . J ö re s k o g  (1 9 9 3 , p. 2 9 7 )  h o w e v e r  s ta te s  th a t  “ I t is  a  w id e s p re a d  m isu s e  o f  s tru c tu ra l 

e q u a tio n  m o d e llin g  to  in c lu d e  c o rre la te d  e r ro r  te rm s  in  th e  m o d e l fo r  th e  so le  p u rp o s e  o f  

o b ta in in g  a  b e t te r  f i t  to  th e  d a ta ” . C o rre la te d  e r ro r  te rm s  in d ic a te  th a t  th e  o b se rv e d  v a r ia b le s  

m e a su re  so m e th in g  e lse  o r  s o m e th in g  in  a d d itio n  to  th e  c o n s tru c t th a t  th e y  a re  in te n d e d  to
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m e a su re . Jö re s k o g  th e re fo re  r ig h tfu lly  re m a rk s  th a t  e a c h  c o rre la tio n  b e tw e e n  e r ro r  te rm s  m u s t  b e  

ju s t i f ie d  a n d  in te rp re te d  su b sta n tiv e ly .

B a s e d  o n  th e  a fo re m e n tio n e d  n o tio n s , I  th e re fo re  p re fe r re d  n o t to  s e a rc h  fo r  a 

m e a su re m e n t m o d e l w ith  a  ‘p e r fe c t’ f i t  (i.e ., a  n o n -s ig n if ic a n t C h i-sq u a re  v a lu e ) , b u t  in s te a d  to  

s ta r t w ith  a  m o d e l w ith o u t c o rre la te d  e r ro r  te rm s , a n d  to  e x a m in e  w h e th e r  su c h  a  m o d e l h a s  an  

a c c e p ta b le  m o d e l fit, as  in d ic a te d  b y  sev e ra l f i t  in d e x e s . In  a d d itio n  to  th e  C h i-s q u a re  s ta tis tic , I 

a s se s se d  th e  f i t  o f  th e  m e a s u re m e n t m o d e l a p p ly in g  o th e r  g o o d n e s s -o f - f i t  m e a su re s  su c h  as  G F I, 

C F I, N F I  a n d  R M S E A .9

A s  s ta te d  in  th e  p re v io u s  sec tio n , I  s ta r te d  th e  se a rc h  fo r  an  in te rn a tio n a lly  c o m p a ra b le  

m e a s u re m e n t in s tru m e n t o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  w ith  an  o r ig in a l p o o l 

o f  item s . T h e se  25  ite m s , w h ic h  w e re  in c lu d e d  in  th e  q u e s tio n n a ire  in  a ll c o u n trie s , a re  lis te d  in  

A p p e n d ix  B . E a c h  ite m  is  a s s u m e d  to  in d ic a te  o n e  a n d  o n ly  o n e  th e o re tic a l v a r ia b le . T o  se le c t 

th e  b e s t  c ro s s -n a tio n a lly  e q u iv a le n t in d ic a to rs  fo r  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  

I a p p lie d  th e  fo llo w in g  p ro c e d u re s  a n d  c rite r ia . S te p -b y -s te p , I  e x c lu d e d  in d ic a to rs  th a t  w e re  le ss  

su ita b le , as  ju d g e d  b y  th e  g o o d n e s s -o f - f i t  o f  th e  L IS R E L  m o d e l a n d  a  d e ta ile d  e x a m in a tio n  o f  

th e  p a ra m e te r  e s tim a te s . T h a t is, I  su b se q u e n tly  re m o v e d  ite m s  th a t  w e re  h a rd ly  a f fe c te d  b y  th e  

la te n t v a r ia b le , as  sh o w n  b y  a  lo w  e x p la in e d  ite m -v a r ia n c e  (R 2 <  .20  o n  a v e ra g e  in  th e  sam p le s), 

in d ic a tin g  th a t  th is  ite m  c a n n o t b e  re g a rd e d  as  a  re lia b le  in d ic a to r  fo r  th e  p ro p o s e d  (d im e n s io n  o f  

th e )  th e o re tic a l co n ce p t. H o w e v e r , b e fo re  e x c lu d in g  su c h  an  ite m  f ro m  fu r th e r  a n a ly se s , I 

c h e c k e d  w h e th e r  th e  sp e c if ic  ite m  sh o u ld  n o t in  fa c t h a v e  b e e n  re g a rd e d  as  an  in d ic a to r  o f  a 

differen t  (d im e n s io n  o f  a) th e o re tic a l c o n c e p t th a n  th e  o n e  I  in itia lly  p re su m e d . I f  th is  w a s  th e  

case , th is  is  in d ic a te d  b y  a  c o n s id e ra b le  h ig h  m o d if ic a t io n  in d e x  fo r  a  z e ro -e le m e n t o f  th e  m a tr ix  

o f fa c to r  lo a d in g s , in d ic a tin g  th a t  f re e in g  a n d  e s tim a tin g  th is  f a c to r  lo a d in g  (i.e ., a l lo w in g  a 

re la tio n s h ip  b e tw e e n  th e  ite m  a n d  a  d if fe re n t c o n c e p t th a n  th e  o n e  o r ig in a lly  p ro p o s e d )  w ill 

im p ro v e  th e  f i t  o f  th e  m o d e l co n s id e ra b ly . T h e  m o d if ic a t io n  in d ic e s  fo r  fa c to r  lo a d in g  

p a ra m e te rs  w e re  a lso  e x a m in e d  in  o rd e r  to  c h e c k  w h e th e r  ite m s  -  o n  a v e ra g e  in  th e  d if fe re n t 

sa m p le s  -  re fe r re d  to  m o re  th a n  o n e  la te n t v a r ia b le , in d ic a tin g  th a t  th e  sp e c if ic  ite m  c a n n o t b e  

a p p lie d  to  d is c r im in a te  b e tw e e n  th e  d if fe re n t th e o re tic a l c o n c e p ts  (o r  d im e n s io n s  th e re o f) . In  th is  

m a n n e r , I  s e le c te d  a  se t o f  in d ic a to rs  th a t  -  on  a v e ra g e  in  a ll th e  s a m p le s  -  c a n  b e  re g a rd e d  as  

v a lid , re lia b le , a n d  o n e -d im e n s io n a l in d ic a to rs . H o w e v e r , so m e  o f  th e s e  in d ic a to rs  w e re  still 

e x c lu d e d  f ro m  fu r th e r  a n a ly se s , d u e  to  s tro n g  f lu c tu a tio n s  b e tw e e n  n a tio n a l s a m p le s  re g a rd in g  

th e  c o rre s p o n d in g  e x p la in e d  ite m -v a r ia n c e , fa c to r  lo a d in g  e s tim a te s , a n d  m o d if ic a t io n  in d ic e s , 

in d ic a tin g  s tro n g  c ro s s -n a tio n a l d if fe re n c e s  in  th e  e x te n t to  w h ic h  th e  ite m  re fe rs  to  th e  

th e o re tic a l co n ce p t.

F o llo w in g  th e se  p ro c e d u re s , I  s e le c te d  a  se t o f  11 ite m s  fo r  th e  m e a su re m e n t o f  th e  

d im e n s io n s  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism , a s  p re s e n te d  in  T a b le  4 .1 .
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T a b le  4 .1  Ind ica tors  o f  d im ensions o f  na tiona lis tic  a ttitudes a n d  ethn ic  exc lusion ism

C h a u v in ism

R A TH ER B E I w ould  rather be a  citizen o f  [country] than  o f  any o ther country  in the w orld  1 

M O R E LIK E The w orld  w ould  be a  better place i f  people from  other countries were m ore like the 

[nationality] 1

SU PPO R T People should support the ir country even i f  the country  is in the w rong 1 

P a tr io t ism

H ow  proud are you o f  [country] in each o f  the following?

PR O U D D E M  The w ay dem ocracy w orks 2 

PR O U D PO L Its political influence in  the w orld  2 

PR O U D EC O  [C ountry’s] econom ic achievem ents 2

E x c lu s io n is m  o f  im m ig r a n ts

N U M B E R  Do you th ink the num ber o f  im m igrants to  [country] now adays should be... (increased / 

reduced) 3

E x c lu s io n ism  o f  p o lit ic a l  r e fu g e e s

PO LR EF H ow  m uch do you agree o r disagree tha t refugees w ho have suffered political repression in 

the ir ow n country  should be allow ed to  stay in [country]? 4

E x c lu s io n ism  fro m  in -g ro u p  m em b er sh ip

Some people say the follow ing th ings are im portant for being [truly British]. O thers say they  are not 

im portant. H ow  im portant do you th ink  each o f  the follow ing i s .

M EM B O R N  To have been born  in  [country] 5

M EM LIFE To have lived in  [country] fo r m ost o f  one's life 5

M EM LA N G  To be able to  speak [national language(s)] 5

1 a n sw er  ca teg o r ie s: s tron g ly  a g ree, agree ; n e ith er  a gree  n o r  d isa gree; d isag ree ; s tron g ly  d isa g ree . R e v e r se d  sco rin g .

2 a n sw e r  c a teg o r ie s:  v er y  proud; so m ew h a t proud; n o t v e r y  proud; n o t p rou d  a t a ll. R e v e r se d  sco rin g .

3 a n sw e r  ca te g o r ie s:  in c r e a se d  a  lot;  in c r e a se d  a  litt le ;  re m a in  th e  sa m e  a s  it  is;  r e d u c ed  a  litt le ;  r e d u c e d  a  lo t.

4 a n sw e r  ca teg o r ie s: s tron g ly  a g ree , agree ; n e ith er  ag ree n o r  d isa gree; d isa gree; s tron g ly  d isa gree.

5 a n sw e r  ca te g o r ie s:  v e r y  im p ortan t; fa ir ly  im p ortan t; n o t v e r y  im p ortan t; n o t im p o rta n t a t a ll. R e v e r s e d  sc o r in g .

4 .5  R e s u lt s

In  th is  se c tio n , I  f i r s t  a d d re s s  th e  q u e s tio n  o f  m u lt id im e n s io n a lity  o f  n a t io n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  an d  

e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism . N e x t, I  tu rn  to  th e  q u e s tio n  o f  c o m p a ra b il ity  in  m e a su re m e n t m o d e ls  ac ro ss  

d if fe re n t c o u n trie s . T h en , I  a d d re s s  th e  in te r re la tio n s  b e tw e e n  d im e n s io n s  o f  n a tio n a lis t ic  

a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  in  d if fe re n t c o u n trie s . F in a lly , in  an  e x p lo ra tiv e  an a ly s is , I 

e x a m in e  th e  c ro s s -n a tio n a l d if fe re n c e s  in  th e  le v e l o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n ism .
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In  s e c tio n  4 .2 .2 , I  h y p o th e s ise d  th a t  c h a u v in is m  a n d  p a tr io tism  a re  tw o  d is tin g u is h a b le  ty p e s  o f  

n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s . T o  te s t  th is  h y p o th e s is , th e  g o o d n e s s -o f - f i t  s ta tis tic s  fo r  tw o  m o d e ls  a re  

p re s e n te d  in  th e  u p p e r  p a r t  o f  T a b le  4 .2 . T h e  f ir s t  m o d e l is  a  o n e -d im e n s io n a l m o d e l: a ll s ix  

n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  ite m s  lo a d  o n  o n e  la te n t  v a r ia b le . A s  fo r  a ll m o d e ls  in  T a b le  4 .2 , th is  m o d e l 

c o n ta in s  n o  e q u a lity  c o n s tra in ts  w ith  re s p e c t to  th e  s iz e  o f  fa c to r  lo a d in g s  a n d  (c o -)v a r ia n c e s  

a c ro s s  sam p les . T h e  s e c o n d  m o d e l c o n ta in s  tw o  in te r re la te d  la te n t v a r ia b le s , w ith  e a c h  ite m  

lo a d in g  o n  o n e  fa c to r  on ly . W h e re a s  th e  ite m s  R A T H E R B E , M O R E L IK E , a n d  S U P P O R T  a re  

fo rc e d  to  lo a d  o n  o n e  o f  th e  tw o  fa c to rs , th e  ite m s  P R O U D D E M , P R O U D P O L , an d  

P R O U D E C O  lo a d  o n  th e  o th e r  fa c to r. C le a rly , th e  tw o -fa c to r  m o d e l f it te d  m u c h  b e tte r , as 

in d ic a te d  b y  th e  g o o d n e s s -o f - f i t  s ta tis tic s : th e  X2 w a s  m u c h  lo w e r , w h e re a s  th e  G F I, a n d  in  

p a r tic u la r  C F I a n d  N F I  w e re  m u c h  h ig h e r. In  a d d itio n , th e  tw o -fa c to r  m o d e l a lso  h a d  an  

a c c e p ta b le  R M S E A  (< .0 5 ), a  sm a lle r  s ta n d a rd ise d  ro o t  m e a n  sq u a re  re s id u a l (R M R ) a n d  a  b e t te r  

c ro s s -v a lid a tio n  in d e x  (E C V I). A lth o u g h  in  g e n e ra l, m o re  c o m p le x  m o d e ls  f i t  th e  d a ta  b e tte r , th e  

la rg e  d if fe re n c e  in  g o o d n e s s -o f - f i t  b e tw e e n  th e  o n e -fa c to r  a n d  tw o -fa c to r  m o d e l su p p o rts  th e  f ir s t  

h y p o th e s is  re g a rd in g  th e  m u lti-d im e n s io n a lity  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es .

4 .5 .1  D im en s io n s  o f  n a tio n a lis t ic  a tt itu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism

T a b le  4 .2  O ne-d im ensiona l versus m u lti-d im ensiona l m odels o f  na tiona listic  a ttitudes a n d  

ethnic exclusionism

M o d e l X2 d f %2 /  d f R M S E A s t . R M R G F I C F I N F I E C V I

N a tio n a lis tic  a ttitudes  

O n e -fa c to r  m o d e l  

T w o -fa c to r  m o d e l

2 7 0 7 .4 1

4 6 0 .6 2

2 0 7

1 8 4

1 3 .0 8

2 .5 0

0 .1 0 6

0 .0 3 7

0 .1 1 1

0 .0 3 7

0 .9 6 9

0 .9 9 3

0 .8 5 5

0 .9 8 4

0 .8 4 6

0 .9 7 4

0 .1 3 2

0 .0 4 3

E thn ic  exc lusion ism  

O n e -fa c to r  m o d e l  

T h r e e -fa c to r  m o d e l

2 4 2 4 .6 7

5 4 8 .7 0

1 15

9 2

2 1 .0 8

5 .9 6

0 .1 3 7

0 .0 6 8

0 .0 8 7

0 .0 3 0

0 .9 7 5

0 .9 9 5

0 .8 9 3

0 .9 7 9

0 .8 8 9

0 .9 7 5

0 .1 1 7

0 .0 4 3

Note:  m u lt i- sa m p le  a n a ly s is  o f  2 3  sa m p le s ,  N  =  2 4 ,7 7 8

T h e  s e c o n d  h y p o th e s is  c o n c e rn s  th e  m u lti-d im e n s io n a lity  o f  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism . T o  te s t  th is  

h y p o th e s is , I  tr ie d  to  te s t  th re e  m o d e ls  w ith  re s p e c tiv e ly  1, 2 , a n d  3 d im e n s io n s . In  th e  la tte r  

m o d e l, ‘e x c lu s io n  o f  im m ig ra n ts ’ a n d  ‘e x c lu s io n  o f  p o litic a l r e fu g e e s ’ a re  so le ly  m e a su re d  b y  a 

s in g le  ite m , re s p e c tiv e ly  N U M B E R  a n d  P O L R E F , w h e re a s  ‘e x c lu s io n  f ro m  in -g ro u p  

m e m b e rs h ip ’ is  m e a su re d  b y  3 ite m s , M E M B O R N , M E M L IF E , a n d  M E M L A N G . In  th e  tw o 

d im e n s io n a l m o d e l, N U M B E R  a n d  P O L R E F  b o th  lo a d  o n  th e  sa m e  fac to r. F in a lly , in  th e  o n e 

d im e n s io n a l m o d e l, a ll 5 ite m s  re fe r  to  o n e  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  fa c to r . H o w e v e r , p a ra m e te r  

e s tim a te s  o f  th e  tw o -d im e n s io n a l m o d e l sh o w e d  a n o m a lie s : th e  e x p la in e d  ite m -v a r ia n c e  o f  th e
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i te m s  N U M B E R  a n d  P O L R E F  w e re  b e lo w  z e ro  fo r  th e  R u s s ia n  a n d  S p a n ish  sam p le , in d ic a tin g  a 

m is s p e c if ic a tio n  o f  th e  m o d e l in  th e s e  sam p le s . A p p a re n tly , a t le a s t  in  R u s s ia  a n d  S p a in  -  b o th  

c o u n tr ie s  th a t  h a v e  e x p e r ie n c e d  n o n -d e m o c ra tic  p o litic a l re g im e s  in  r e c e n t h is to ry  -  th e  ‘p o litic a l 

r e fu g e e s ’ ite m  re fe r re d  to  a  d if fe re n t s ta n c e  th a n  th e  ‘p re fe r re d  n u m b e r  o f  im m ig ra n ts ’ item . In  

a d d itio n , n o t o n ly  in  R u s s ia  a n d  S p a in , b u t  a lso  in  H u n g a ry  a n d  o th e r  fo rm e r  so c ia l is t  c o u n trie s  

( in c lu d in g  E a s te rn  G e rm a n y ) , as  w e ll as  in  Ire la n d , th e  c o rre la tio n  b e tw e e n  b o th  ite m s  w a s  

c o n s id e ra b ly  lo w e r  th a n  in  th e  o th e r  c o u n trie s . In  su m m a ry , th e  ‘p re fe r re d  n u m b e r  o f  

im m ig ra n ts ’ a n d  th e  ‘p o litic a l r e fu g e e s ’ ite m  c o u ld  n o t  b e  c o m b in e d  in to  a  o n e -d im e n s io n a l 

m e a su re m e n t o f  th e  a t titu d e  to w a rd  e th n ic  n e w c o m e rs .

T h e  lo w e r  p a r t  o f  T a b le  4 .2  sh o w s  th e  g o o d n e s s -o f - f i t  s ta tis tic s  fo r  th e  o n e -d im e n s io n a l 

a n d  th re e -d im e n s io n a l m o d e l o f  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism . C le a rly , th e  f i t  o f  th e  th re e - fa c to r  m o d e l 

w a s  su p e r io r  to  th e  f i t  o f  th e  s in g le - fa c to r  m o d e l, as  in d ic a te d  b y  th e  la rg e  d if fe re n c e s  in  

g o o d n e s s -o f - f i t  s ta tis tic s . T h is  su p p o rts  th e  h y p o th e s is  th a t  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  sh o u ld  n o t b e  

re g a rd e d  as  a  o n e -d im e n s io n a l c o n c e p t, b u t  a s  a  m u lti-d im e n s io n a l p h e n o m e n o n .

N e x t, I  a s se s s  th e  c ro s s -n a tio n a l c o m p a ra b il ity  o f  th e  m e a su re m e n t in s tru m e n t fo r  

n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism , th e re b y  ta k in g  in to  a c c o u n t th a t  tw o , re sp e c tiv e ly  

th re e , d im e n s io n s  o f  n a tio n a lis t ic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  sh o u ld  b e  d is tin g u ish e d , as 

i l lu s tra te d  in  F ig u re  4 .1 .

F ig u r e  4 .1  M easu rem en t m o d e l o f  d im ensions o f  na tiona listic  a ttitudes a n d  ethnic  

exclusionism
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F irs tly , I  a s s u m e d  th a t  th e  fo rm  o f  th e  m e a s u re m e n t m o d e l a s  i l lu s tra te d  in  F ig u re  4 .1  is  th e  sam e  

in  th e  d if fe re n t c o u n tr ie s .10 T h a t is , th e  p a ra m e te r  m a tr ic e s  (A x, O , a n d  0 5) o f  th e  m e a su re m e n t 

m o d e ls  in  th e  d if fe re n t c o u n trie s  h a v e  th e  sa m e  d im e n s io n s  ( in  o th e r  w o rd s , e a c h  m o d e l h a s  th e  

sam e  n u m b e rs  o f  o b s e rv e d  a n d  la te n t v a r ia b le s )  a n d  th e  sa m e  p a tte rn  o f  f ix e d  a n d  fre e d  

e le m e n ts . C o n se q u e n tly , in  th is  m o d e l, an  o b se rv e d  v a r ia b le  is  re g a rd e d  as  an  in d ic a to r  o f  th e  

sam e  th e o re tic a l c o n s tru c t in  th e  d if fe re n t c o u n trie s . E a c h  o b se rv e d  v a r ia b le  is  s tr ic tly  o n e 

d im e n s io n a l, re fe r r in g  to  o n ly  o n e  th e o re tic a l  v a r ia b le . F u r th e rm o re , fo llo w in g  th e  th e o re tic a l 

e x p e c ta tio n s , th e  th e o re tic a l v a r ia b le s  a re  a llo w e d  to  co v a ria te : th e  m o d e l th e re fo re  g iv e s  an  

o b liq u e  so lu tio n . In  a d d itio n , th e  m e a su re m e n t e rro rs  o f  th e  o b s e rv e d  v a r ia b le s  a re  a s s u m e d  n o t 

to  b e  c o rre la te d  w ith  e a c h  o th e r .11 W ith  re s p e c t  to  c o m p a ra b il i ty  a c ro s s  d if fe re n t c o u n trie s , th e  

m o d e l o n ly  a s su m e s  c o m p a ra b il i ty  in  m o d e l fo rm , a n d  n o t  in  p a ra m e te r  v a lu e s : a ll n o n -f ix e d  

p a ra m e te rs  a re  a llo w e d  to  v a ry  a c ro s s  c o u n trie s .

T a b le  4 .3  p re s e n ts  th e  o v e ra ll g o o d n e s s -o f -f i t  s ta tis tic s  o f  th is  m o d e l (M o d e l 1). A s  can  

b e  se e n  in  T a b le  4 .3 , th e  %2 te s t  s ta tis tic  w a s  s ig n if ic a n tly  to o  la rg e , in d ic a tin g  a  n o n -p e r fe c t fit. 

H o w e v e r , th e  R M S E A  w a s  lo w e r  th a n  .05, in d ic a tin g  a  c lo se  f i t  fo r  M o d e l 1. In  a d d itio n , th e  

h ig h  v a lu e s  o f  G F I, C F I, a n d  N F I  su g g e s t th a t  M o d e l 1 h a d  an  a c c e p ta b le  fit. T h is  f in d in g  

im p lie s  th a t  th e  in v a ria n c e  in  m o d e l fo r m  w a s  ra th e r  h ig h . T h e re fo re , I  c o n c lu d e  th a t  in  eac h  

co u n try , th e  sam e  in d ic a to r  re fe r re d  to  th e  sam e  th e o re tic a l co n ce p t.

T h e  se c o n d  m o d e l in  T a b le  4 .3  a s s u m e s  n o t o n ly  an  in v a r ia n t m o d e l fo rm , b u t  a lso  

in v a r ia n t re la tio n s h ip s  b e tw e e n  in d ic a to rs  a n d  th e o re tic a l v a r ia b le s , in  o th e r  w o rd s , in v a r ia n t 

f a c to r  lo a d in g s  a c ro ss  c o u n trie s . In  th is  m o d e l, th e re  a re  n o  c ro s s -n a tio n a l d if fe re n c e s  w ith  

re s p e c t to  th e  ( re la tiv e )  d e g re e  in  w h ic h  in d ic a to rs  re fe r  to  a  th e o re tic a l v a r ia b le .12 I f  th is  m o d e l is  

a c c e p ta b le , i t  se e m s m o re  l ik e ly  th a t  th e  sa m e  la te n t v a r ia b le s  a re  b e in g  ta p p e d  in  th e  d if fe re n t 

c o u n tr ie s  (W illia m s  &  T h o m so n , 1986). A lth o u g h  th e  %2 s ta tis tic  fo r  th is  re s tr ic te d  m o d e l 

sh o w e d  a  s ig n if ic a n t w o rse  f i t  c o m p a re d  to  M o d e l 1, th e  o v e ra ll g o o d n e s s -o f - f i t  s ta tis tic s  G F I, 

C F I, a n d  N F I  w e re  still ra th e r  h ig h  ( re sp e c tiv e ly , 0 .9 8 8 , 0 .9 4 2 , a n d  0 .9 2 1 ). In  a d d itio n , th e se  f it-  

s ta tis tic s  sh o w e d  o n ly  a  m in o r  d ro p  c o m p a re d  to  M o d e l 1. M o re o v e r , th e  R M S E A  w a s  0 .0 4 7 , 

w h ic h , a c c o rd in g  to  th e  g u id e lin e s  o f  B ro w n e  a n d  C u d e c k  (1 9 9 2 ), in d ic a te s  a  c lo se  f i t  o f  th e  

m o d e l in  re la tio n  to  th e  d e g re e s  o f  fre e d o m . In  o th e r  w o rd s , to  m a k e  th e  a s s u m p tio n  th a t  fa c to r  

lo a d in g s  a re  in v a r ia n t in  all th e  23 sa m p le s  in e v ita b ly  le d  to  a  w o rse  fit, b u t  th e  lo s s  o f  f i t  

a s s o c ia te d  w ith  th is  s im p lif ic a tio n  se e m e d  to  b e  acc e p ta b le .

B u ild in g  o n  th e  p re v io u s  m o d e l, in  M o d e l 3 th e  c o v a r ia n c e s  b e tw e e n  th e  la te n t v a r ia b le s  

a re  a s s u m e d  to  b e  c ro s s -n a tio n a lly  in v a ria n t. A s  c a n  b e  seen  in  T a b le  4 .3 , th e  lo s s  o f  f i t  

a s s o c ia te d  w ith  th is  e v e n  m o re  s im p lif ie d  a s s u m p tio n  w a s  la rg e : C F I a n d  N F I  d ro p p e d  fro m  

re s p e c tiv e ly  0 .9 4 2  a n d  0 .921  to  0 .8 9 6  a n d  0 .8 7 1 , b e lo w  th e  m in im a l a c c e p ta b le  v a lu e  o f  0 .90 . 

L ik e w ise , th e  v a lu e s  o f  R M S E A  a n d  E C V I  in d ic a te d  a  m u c h  s m a lle r  g o o d n e s s -o f - f i t  c o m p a re d  

to  M o d e l 2.

4 .5 .2  C ro s s -n a tio n a l  c om p a ra b le  d im en s io n s  o f  n a tio n a lis t ic  a t ti tu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism
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T a b le  4 .3  Invariance  in m easurem en t m odels o f  na tiona listic  a ttitudes a n d  ethnic  

exclusionism

M o d e l w ith  in v a r ia n c e  in X2 d f %2 /  d f R M S E A st . R M R G F I C F I N F I E C V I

1 M o d e l  fo r m 2 6 3 2 .8 1 8 2 8 3 .1 8 0 .0 4 5 0 .0 3 8 0 .9 9 0 0 .9 5 5 0 .9 3 6 0 .1 6 2

2  +  fa c to r  lo a d in g s 3 2 4 1 .4 8 9 6 0 3 .3 8 0 .0 4 7 0 .0 4 2 0 .9 8 8 0 .9 4 2 0 .9 2 1 0 .1 7 6

3 +  fa c to r  co v a r ia n c e s 5 2 9 4 .7 2 1 1 8 0 4 .4 9 0 .0 5 7 0 .0 4 7 0 .9 8 5 0 .8 9 6 0 .8 7 1 0 .2 4 1

4  +  fa c to r  v a r ia n c e s 5 8 1 6 .9 2 1 2 9 0 4 .5 1 0 .0 5 7 0 .0 5 0 0 .9 8 0 0 .8 8 6 0 .8 5 8 0 .2 5 3

N o te : m u lt i- sa m p le  a n a ly s is  o f  2 3  sa m p le s ,  N  =  2 4 ,7 7 8

T o  ta k e  th e  te s t  o f  in v a ria n c e  o f  m o d e l p a ra m e te rs  o n e  s tep  fu r th e r , M o d e l 4  in  T a b le  4 .3  

a s su m e s  n o t  o n ly  in v a r ia n t fa c to r  lo a d in g s  a n d  fa c to r  c o v a r ia n c e s , b u t  a lso  in v a r ia n t fa c to r  

v a r ia n c e s . N o t  su rp r is in g ly , th e  f i t  o f  th is  m o s t re s tr ic tiv e  m o d e l w a s  e v e n  le ss  a c c e p ta b le  

c o m p a re d  to  M o d e l 3. In  su m m a ry , w h e re a s  th e  f ir s t  tw o  m o d e ls  h a d  a  h ig h  a n d  a c c e p ta b le  

g o o d n e s s -o f - f i t  -  in d ic a tin g  th a t  th e  a s s u m p tio n s  o f  in v a ria n c e  in  m o d e l fo rm  a n d  fa c to r  lo a d in g s  

c a n  b e  ju s t i f ie d  -  th e  c o n s id e ra b ly  w o rse  f i t  o f  M o d e ls  3 a n d  4  in d ic a te d  th a t  th e re  w e re  c ro s s 

n a tio n a l d if fe re n c e s  in  a s so c ia t io n s  b e tw e e n  th e  la te n t v a r ia b le s , w h ic h  c a n n o t b e  ig n o red .

In  c o n c lu s io n , th e se  re su lts  sh o w  th a t  th e  d im e n s io n s  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n is m  ca n  b e  e q u iv a le n tly  m e a su re d  in  d if fe re n t c o u n tr ie s  b y  m e a n s  o f  th e  sam e  

in d ic a to rs , as  i l lu s tra te d  in  F ig u re  4 .1 . T h e  a p p lie d  in d ic a to rs  ca n  b e  re g a rd e d  a s  v a lid  c ro s s 

n a tio n a l in d ic a to rs  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism . H o w e v e r , th e  re la tio n s  

b e tw e e n  d im e n s io n s  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  d iffe re d  b e tw e e n  

c o u n trie s . T h e re  w a s  n o  u n iv e rs a l s tru c tu re  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism . 

G iv e n  th e  la tte r  f in d in g , in  th e  n e x t  sec tio n , I  ta k e  a  c lo se r  lo o k  a t th e  re la tio n s  b e tw e e n  

d im e n s io n s  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  in  th e  d if fe re n t c o u n trie s .

F o llo w in g  B o lle n  (1 9 8 9 ), f a c to r  lo a d in g s  c a n  b e  re g a rd e d  as  v a lid ity  c o e f f ic ie n ts .13 In  th e  

m o d e l w ith  in v a r ia n t fa c to r  lo a d in g s  (M o d e l 2 )  th e  u n s ta n d a rd is e d  fa c to r  lo a d in g s  o r  v a lid ity  

c o e ff ic ie n ts  w e re  re s p e c tiv e ly  1, 0 .8 7 , a n d  0 .7 9  fo r  R A T H E R B E , M O R E L IK E , a n d  S U P P O R T ; 

1, 1 .09, a n d  0 .95  fo r  P R O U D D E M , P R O U D P O L , a n d  P R O U D E C O ; a n d  1, 1 .02, a n d  0 .83  fo r  

M E M B O R N , M E M L IF E , a n d  M E M L A N G . T h e  c o m m o n  m e tr ic  s ta n d a rd ise d  fa c to r  lo a d in g s  o r  

v a lid ity  c o e ff ic ie n ts  w e re  re s p e c tiv e ly  0 .6 6 , 0 .5 7 , a n d  0 .5 2  fo r  R A T H E R B E , M O R E L IK E , an d  

S U P P O R T ; 0 .7 1 , 0 .7 7 , a n d  0 .6 8  fo r  P R O U D D E M , P R O U D P O L , a n d  P R O U D E C O ; a n d  0 .7 9 , 

0 .8 1 , a n d  0 .6 6  fo r  M E M B O R N , M E M L IF E , a n d  M E M L A N G .

T h e  re lia b il i ty  c o e ff ic ie n ts  o f  th e  m o d e l w ith  in v a r ia n t fa c to r  lo a d in g s  (m o d e l 2 )  a re  

d o c u m e n te d  in  A p p e n d ix  C .14 T h e  ite m s  M E M B O R N , M E M L IF E , a n d  P R O U D P O L  h a d  

re la tiv e ly  h ig h  re lia b il i t ie s  in  all sa m p le s  ( re s p e c tiv e ly  .50, .52 , a n d  .46  o r  h ig h e r) . T h e  re lia b il i ty  

o f  tw o  o f  th e  th re e  c h a u v in ism  ite m s  (M O R E L IK E  a n d  S U P P O R T ) w a s  re la tiv e ly  le s s  h ig h , an d  

re a c h e d  v a lu e s  b e tw e e n  .20  a n d  .30  in  v a r io u s  sam p les .
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N e x t, I  e x a m in e d  th e  re la tio n s h ip s  b e tw e e n  d im e n s io n s  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n is m  in  th e  v a r io u s  c o u n trie s , a p p ly in g  m e a su re m e n t m o d e l 2. T h e  c o rre la tio n s  b e tw e e n  

th e  la te n t v a r ia b le s  in  e a c h  c o u n try  a re  p re s e n te d  in  T a b le  4 .4 . A n  o v e rv ie w  o f  th e s e  n a tio n a l-  

sp e c if ic  re su lts  is  p re s e n te d  in  T a b le  4 .5 .

A s  e x p e c te d , b o th  d im e n s io n s  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  w e re  p o s itiv e ly  re la te d  in  e a c h  

co u n try . T h e  s tro n g e r  a  r e s p o n d e n t’s d e g re e  o f  c h a u v in ism , th e  m o re  p a tr io tic  h e  o r  sh e  w a s , an d  

v ic e  v e rsa . In  m o s t o f  th e  c o u n trie s , th e  c o rre la tio n  w a s  ra th e r  h ig h , ra n g in g  f ro m  0 .31  in  th e  

N e th e r la n d s  to  0 .7 0  in  th e  S lo v a k  R e p u b lic . In  o n ly  tw o  c o u n trie s , S w e d e n  a n d  R u ss ia , w a s  th e  

c o rre la tio n  le ss  th a n  0 .2 0  ( re sp e c tiv e ly  0 .1 8  a n d  0 .1 9 ).

S im ila rly , in  a lm o s t a ll c o u n trie s , a ll d im e n s io n s  o f  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  w e re  p o s itiv e ly  

in te rre la te d . T h e  m o re  re s p o n d e n ts  w e re  in  fa v o u r  o f  re d u c in g  th e  n u m b e r  o f  im m ig ra n ts , th e  

le ss  h o s p ita li ty  th e y  sh o w e d  to w a rd  p o litic a l re fu g e e s , a n d  th e  m o re  e x c lu s iv e  w a s  th e ir  v ie w  o f  

th e  n a tio n a l c o m m u n ity . T h e re  w e re  o n ly  tw o  m in o r  e x c e p tio n s : in  R u s s ia  a n d  S p a in , th e  

c o rre la tio n  b e tw e e n  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  re fu g e e s  o n  th e  o n e  h a n d  a n d  e x c lu s io n is m  fro m  g ro u p  

m e m b e rs h ip  o n  th e  o th e r  h a n d  w a s  n o t  s ig n if ic a n tly  p o s itiv e . In  g e n e ra l, th e  in te r -c o rre la tio n s  

b e tw e e n  d im e n s io n s  o f  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  w e re  lo w e r  in  th e  fo rm e r  s o c ia lis t c o u n trie s  as  w e ll 

as  in  I re la n d  a n d  S p a in . T h e  d if fe re n c e  b e tw e e n  th e se  c o u n trie s  a n d  th e  o th e r  c o u n trie s  w a s  m o s t 

c le a r ly  sh o w n  in  th e  c o rre la tio n  b e tw e e n  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  im m ig ra n ts  a n d  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  

p o litic a l re fu g e e s . In  e a c h  o f  th e  fo rm e r  so c ia l is t  c o u n trie s  o f  E a s te rn  E u ro p e  ( in c lu d in g  E a s t 

G e rm a n y )  as  w e ll as  in  I re la n d  a n d  S p a in , th is  c o rre la tio n  w a s  lo w e r  th a n  in  an y  o f  th e  o th e r  

c o u n trie s  (o n  a v e ra g e  .29  v e rs u s  .48).

T h e  re la tio n  b e tw e e n  c h a u v in is m  a n d  th e  d if fe re n t d im e n s io n s  o f  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism  

w a s  g e n e ra lly  p o s itiv e . O n ly  in  a  fe w  c o u n tr ie s  th e  c o rre la tio n  w a s  p o s itiv e , b u t  n o t s ig n if ican t. 

R e g a rd in g  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  im m ig ra n ts , th e re  w a s  n o  s ig n if ic a n t re la tio n  w ith  c h a u v in is m  in  

H u n g a ry  a n d  th e  S lo v a k  R e p u b lic . In  all o th e r  c o u n trie s , a  s tro n g e r  d e g re e  o f  c h a u v in ism  w a s  

a s s o c ia te d  w ith  a  s tro n g e r  w ill in g n e s s  to  c lo se  th e  n a tio n a l b o rd e r  to  im m ig ra n ts , ra n g in g  f ro m  a 

c o rre la tio n  o f  .11 in  R u s s ia  to  .52  in  N o rw a y . S im ila rly , in  g e n e ra l, c h a u v in is m  c o rre la te d  w ith  

e x c lu s io n is m  o f  p o litic a l re fu g e e s , a lth o u g h  in  fo u r  E a s te rn  E u ro p e a n  c o u n trie s , S p a in , an d  

I re la n d  th e  re la tio n s h ip  w a s  n o t  s ig n if ic a n t. F in a lly , in  e a c h  c o u n try , c h a u v in is m  w a s  p o s itiv e ly  

re la te d  to  e x c lu s io n is m  fro m  g ro u p  m e m b e rsh ip . In  e a c h  co u n try , th e  in te r re la tio n  b e tw e e n  

c h a u v in ism  a n d  e x c lu s io n is m  f ro m  g ro u p  m e m b e rs h ip  w a s  s tro n g e r  th a n  th e  in te r re la tio n s  

b e tw e e n  c h a u v in ism  an d , re sp e c tiv e ly , e x c lu s io n is m  o f  im m ig ra n ts  o r  p o litic a l re fu g e e s .

T h e  o v e ra ll p o s itiv e  c o rre la tio n  b e tw e e n  c h a u v in ism  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  su p p o rts  

th e  c o n c e p tu a l n o tio n  o f  c h a u v in ism  as  a  ra th e r  ‘a g g re s s iv e ’ fo rm  o f  n a tio n a lis t ic  a ttitu d e s : T h e  

s tro n g e r  p e o p le  p e rc e iv e  th e ir  o w n  c o u n try  a n d  n a tio n a l in -g ro u p  as  u n iq u e  a n d  su p e rio r , th e  

m o re  th e y  a re  in c lin e d  to  e x c lu d e  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p  m e m b e rs . In  g e n e ra l, th e se  re la tio n s h ip s  w e re  

re la tiv e ly  le ss  s tro n g  in  m o s t  o f  th e  E a s t-E u ro p e a n  c o u n trie s .

4 .5 .3  In te r r e la t io n s  b e tw e en  d im en s io n s  o f  n a tio n a lis t ic  a tt i tu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism
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C h a u v in is m C h a u v in is m C h a u v in is m C h a u v in is m P a tr io tism P a tr io tis m P a tr io tis m E x c lu s io n

im m ig ra n ts

E x c lu s io n

im m ig ra n ts

E x c lu s io n

r e fu g e e s

by by by by by by by by by by

P a tr io tism E x c lu s io n E x c lu s io n E x c lu s io n E x c lu s io n E x c lu s io n E x c lu s io n E x c lu s io n E x c lu s io n E x c lu s io n

im m ig ra n ts r e fu g e e s m em b e rsh ip im m ig ra n ts r e fu g e e s m e m b er sh ip r e fu g e e s m em b e rsh ip m em b e rsh ip

B u lg a r ia .6 0 9  ** .1 3 6  ** .2 0 4  ** .5 7 6  ** - . 0 5 6 .0 8 5  * .3 4 8  ** .3 1 7  ** .1 3 6  ** .1 2 5  **

C z e c h  R e p u b lic .2 1 6  ** .2 7 6  ** .1 6 7  ** .7 3 7  ** - .1 1 1  ** - . 2 2 6  ** .1 1 7  * .3 3 3  ** .2 0 8  ** 1 1 9  **

S lo v a k  R e p u b lic .6 9 5  ** .0 5 9 1 1 9  ** .6 4 7  ** - . 0 6 7 - .0 1 5 .3 4 3  ** .3 0 1  ** .1 8 4  ** .1 6 8  **

H u n g ary .4 1 4  ** .0 7 2 .0 3 9 .5 6 3  ** - . 1 9 3  ** - .1 5 1  ** .1 4 8  ** .1 8 9  ** .1 9 5  ** .0 8 5  *

P o la n d .3 9 5  ** .1 7 9  ** .0 6 7 .6 1 7  ** - . 0 5 8 - . 0 1 0 .2 0 9  ** .2 6 1  ** .1 3 0  ** .0 8 7  **

L a tv ia n .4 0 1  ** .1 7 9  ** .0 1 5 .3 8 7  ** .0 2 9 - . 0 3 6 .2 9 4  ** .2 4 6  ** .2 6 2  ** .1 0 3  *

R u s s ia .1 8 9  ** .1 1 3  ** .0 6 4 .4 3 7  ** - .0 5 3 - .0 5 1 .0 1 5 .2 8 6  ** .1 0 8  ** .0 0 7

S lo v e n ia .5 2 0  ** .2 8 1  ** .2 3 6  ** .6 5 4  ** - . 0 4 7 - .0 7 1 .2 6 9  ** .3 3 9  ** .3 0 6  ** .2 2 0  **

A u str ia .4 8 3  ** .3 1 0  ** .2 4 1  ** .7 9 6  ** - . 0 1 5 - .0 6 3 .3 0 7  ** .4 8 6  ** .3 5 8  ** .3 4 7  **

G er m a n y -E a st .6 1 6  ** .4 1 0  ** .3 2 1  ** .7 6 6  ** .1 2 7  * .1 9 3  ** .5 8 7  ** .3 5 2  ** .3 6 2  ** .2 6 5  **

G e r m a n y -W es t .4 8 9  ** .4 6 5  ** .4 3 2  ** .8 0 3  ** .1 3 6  ** .1 1 0  ** .2 8 3  ** .4 6 8  ** 4 4 1  ** .4 2 0  **

G reat B r ita in .5 4 0  ** .4 1 2  ** .2 7 0  ** .8 2 8  ** .0 5 6 .0 2 4 .3 2 9  ** .4 9 9  ** .3 8 9  ** .3 0 4  **

Ita ly .2 8 8  ** .2 9 0  ** .2 4 8  ** .6 3 1  ** - . 1 6 1  ** - . 1 4 8  ** .1 4 5  ** .3 9 3  ** .2 5 6  ** .2 1 6  **

Ire la n d .3 4 8  ** .1 9 9  ** .0 9 2 .7 5 5  ** - .0 0 3 - . 0 2 9 .2 5 1  ** .3 4 9  ** .1 2 9  ** .1 0 4  *

N e th e r la n d s .3 0 8  ** .4 2 0  ** .3 7 9  ** .6 6 2  ** - . 0 2 2 - .0 4 5 .1 8 9  ** .5 1 4  ** .5 3 7  ** .4 1 0  **

N o r w a y .3 4 0  ** .5 2 3  ** .3 4 2  ** .7 6 7  ** - . 0 3 0 - .0 9 3  ** .1 3 4  ** .5 3 7  ** .5 1 9  ** .3 2 5  **

S w e d e n .1 8 3  ** .5 0 5  ** .4 5 0  ** .7 1 9  ** - . 3 1 4  ** - . 2 8 9  ** - . 1 0 3  * .5 9 0  ** .5 5 8  ** .5 1 9  **

S p a in .4 0 1  ** .2 0 5  ** .0 6 9 .7 1 5  ** - .0 1 1 - . 0 2 4 .3 7 5  ** .1 7 0  ** .1 3 4  ** .0 5 4

C an ad a .6 7 2  ** .1 3 6  ** .1 9 1  ** .4 9 2  ** - . 0 8 5  * - . 0 2 0 .2 9 6  ** .5 2 1  ** .3 1 4  ** .3 4 1  **

U S A .4 3 1  ** .2 6 1  ** .2 4 6  ** .6 8 6  ** - . 0 1 2 - . 0 3 7 .1 6 5  ** .4 2 6  ** .3 3 7  ** .3 6 0  **

A U S .4 9 6  ** .3 8 0  ** .3 4 3  ** .7 1 5  ** - . 0 3 6 - .0 3 3 .1 2 1  ** .5 1 8  ** .5 0 1  ** .4 6 1  **

N e w  Z e a la n d 4 4 1  ** .3 1 5  ** .3 0 5  ** .7 0 1  ** - . 0 6 8 - .0 1 1 .1 9 6  ** .4 1 0  ** .4 1 8  ** .4 4 3  **

J ap a n .6 7 7  ** .3 0 0  ** .2 5 9  ** .7 7 3  ** .0 8 3  * .1 0 5  ** .4 5 2  ** .3 6 6  ** .2 1 1  ** .2 2 7  **

Note:  m ea su re m en t m o d e l  w ith  c r o ss -n a t io n a l in v a r ia n t fa c to r  lo a d in g s . * p  <  0 .0 5 . * * p  <  0 .0 1 . ( tw o -ta ile d )
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T a b le  4 .5  O verview  o fp o ly c h o r ic  correla tions betw een  d im ensions o f  na tiona listic  a ttitudes  

a n d  ethnic  exclusionism  in  23 p o p u la tion s

C hauvinism P atrio tism E xclusion ism  o f  

im m igrants

E xclusion ism  o f  

refugees

Patrio tism +  (23)

E xclusion ism  o f +  (21) +  (3)

im m igrants n.s. (2) n.s. (15)

-  (5)

E xclusion ism  o f +  (17) +  (4) +  (23)

refugees n.s. (6) n.s. (14)

-  (5)

E xclusion ism  from +  (23) +  (21) +  (23) +  (21)

group m em bership n.s. (1) n.s. (2)

-  (1)

N o te : b e tw e e n  b ra c k e ts  th e  n u m b er  o f  p o p u la t io n s  (+  , n .s . , a n d  -  re fer  to  r e s p e c t iv e ly  a  p o s it iv e ,  a  n o n -s ig n if ic a n t , 

a n d  a  n e g a t iv e  re la tio n ).

C o m p a r in g  th e  c o rre la tio n s  b e tw e e n  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  an d , re sp e c tiv e ly , c h a u v in ism  an d  

p a tr io tism , a  c o n s is te n t f in d in g  e m erg ed : T h e  c o rre la tio n  b e tw e e n  c h a u v in is m  a n d  d im e n s io n s  o f  

e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  w a s  s tro n g e r  c o m p a re d  w ith  th e  c o rre la tio n  b e tw e e n  p a tr io tism  an d  

d im e n s io n s  o f  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism . T h is  a p p lie s  to  e a c h  c o u n try  a n d  e a c h  d im e n s io n  o f  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n is m .

In  th e  m a jo r ity  o f  th e  c o u n trie s , a  h ig h e r  d e g re e  o f  p a tr io tism  w a s  a s s o c ia te d  w ith  

s tro n g e r  e x c lu s io n is m  fro m  g ro u p  m e m b e rsh ip . O n ly  in  S w e d e n  w a s  th e  re la tio n  s ig n if ic a n tly  

n e g a tiv e  a n d  in  R u s s ia  p o s itiv e , b u t  n o t s ig n ifican t.

It is  n o te w o r th y  th a t  th e  c ro s s -n a tio n a l d iffe re n c e s  in  th e  re la tio n s h ip  b e tw e e n  p a tr io tism  

o n  th e  o n e  h a n d  a n d  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  im m ig ra n ts  a n d  p o litic a l re fu g e e s  o n  th e  o th e r  h a n d  a re  

g rea t. In  f iv e  c o u n trie s , th e s e  r e la tio n s h ip s  w e re  n e g a tiv e . T h a t is, a  h ig h e r  le v e l o f  p a tr io tism  

w a s  a s s o c ia te d  w ith  th e  w ill in g n e s s  to  a c c e p t m ore  im m ig ra n ts  in  S w e d en , H u n g a ry , Ita ly , C z e c h  

R e p u b lic , a n d  in  C an a d a . In  a d d itio n , p a tr io tism  w a s  a s s o c ia te d  w ith  less  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  

p o litic a l re fu g e e s  in  N o rw a y , an d , ag a in , in  S w e d en , H u n g a ry , Ita ly , a n d  C z e c h  R e p u b lic . 

H o w e v e r , in  a  m a jo r ity  o f  th e  c o u n trie s  ( re s p e c tiv e ly  15 a n d  14 o u t o f  2 3 )  p a tr io tism  w a s  n o t 

s ig n if ic a n tly  re la te d  to  e i th e r  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  im m ig ra n ts  o r  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  re fu g e e s . T h e se  

f in d in g s  a re  in  a c c o rd a n c e  w ith  th e  c o n c e p tu a lis a tio n  o f  p a tr io tism  as  a  le ss  a g g re s s iv e  a n d  ra th e r
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h u m a n is tic  a t ta c h m e n t to  th e  o w n  c o u n try  a n d  g ro u p , s in ce  i t  w a s  n o t -  o r  e v e n  n e g a tiv e ly  -  

re la te d  to  e i th e r  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  im m ig ra n ts  o r  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  re fu g e e s . H e n c e , th e  

a fo re m e n tio n e d  re su lts  s u p p o r t B a r -T a l’s (1 9 9 3 )  n o tio n  th a t  p a tr io tism  is  e s se n tia lly  p o s itiv e  an d  

d o e s  n o t h a v e  a  n e g a tiv e  m e a n in g .

O n  th e  o th e r  h a n d , in  a  fe w  c o u n trie s , p a tr io tism  w a s  p o s itiv e ly  re la te d  to  e x c lu s io n ism  

o f  im m ig ra n ts  a n d  p o litic a l re fu g e e s . F irs tly , th e  re s u lts  fo r  B u lg a r ia  w e re  a m b ig u o u s  in  th is  

re sp e c t: w h e re a s  p a tr io tism  w a s  n e g a tiv e ly , b u t  n o t  s ig n if ic a n tly  re la te d  to  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  

im m ig ra n ts , i t  w a s  p o s it iv e ly  re la te d  to  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  p o litic a l re fu g e e s . T h e se  m ix e d  re su lts  

seem  p u z z lin g . S eco n d ly , in  o n ly  3 o f  th e  23 p o p u la tio n s , p a tr io tism  w a s  p o s itiv e ly  a s s o c ia te d  

w ith  b o th  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  im m ig ra n ts  a n d  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  p o litic a l re fu g e e s . In  th e  tw o  G e rm a n  

p o p u la tio n s  - re s id e n t  in  th e  te rr i to ry  o f  th e  fo rm e r  F e d e ra l R e p u b lic  o f  G e rm a n y  a n d  th e  fo rm e r  

G e rm a n  D e m o c ra tic  R e p u b lic  -  as  w e ll as  in  J a p a n , a  h ig h  d e g re e  o f  p a tr io tism  w a s  a s s o c ia te d  

w ith  s tro n g e r  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  im m ig ra n ts  a n d  p o litic a l re fu g e e s . I t a p p e a re d  th a t  p a tr io tism  w a s  

o f  a  d if fe re n t n a tu re  in  G e rm a n y  a n d  J a p a n  c o m p a re d  to  th a t  in  o th e r  c o u n trie s .

P re su m a b ly , th is  s tr ik in g  f in d in g  is  re la te d  to  th e  sp e c ia l h is to r ic a l c o n te x t in  b o th  

c o u n trie s , in  w h ic h  d e b a te s  a b o u t n a tio n a l id e n tity  a n d  p a tr io tism  m a y  b e  s tro n g ly  a f fe c te d  b y  

th e  h is to r ic a l e x p e r ie n c e s  p r io r  to  a n d  d u r in g  th e  S e c o n d  W o r ld  W ar. I  w ill  re tu rn  to  th is  to p ic  in  

se c tio n  4 .6 . F irs t, I  tu rn  to  th e  fo u r th  a n d  f in a l re s e a rc h  q u e s tio n  o f  th is  c h ap te r , re g a rd in g  th e  

d if fe re n c e s  b e tw e e n  c o u n trie s  w ith  re s p e c t to  th e  a v e ra g e  le v e l o f  n a tio n a lis t ic  a t titu d e s  an d  

e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism .

4 .5 .4  L e v e ls  o f  d im en s io n s  o f  n a tio n a lis t ic  a tt i tu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism

A fte r  se le c tin g  th e  se t o f  i te m s  th a t  c a n  b e  u s e d  to  m e a su re  d im e n s io n s  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  

a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  in  d if fe re n t c o u n tr ie s  in  an  e q u iv a le n t m a n n e r  (as  il lu s tra te d  in  F ig u re  

4 .1 ), I  am  n o w  a b le  to  c o m p a re  th e  le v e l o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  a m o n g  

th e  e th n ic  m a jo r ity  g ro u p  in  th e s e  c o u n trie s . T o  a n s w e r  th is  d e s c r ip t iv e  q u e s tio n , I  c o m p u te d  th e  

a v e ra g e  su m  o f  sc o re s  o f  th e  in d ic a to rs  fo r  e a c h  th e o re tic a l co n ce p t. In  th e s e  a n a ly se s , d a ta  w e re  

w e ig h te d  to  c o r re c t fo r  n a t io n a l- s p e c if ic  s a m p le  c h a ra c te r is t ic s  (Z e n tra la rc h iv  fü r  E m p ir is c h e  

S o z ia lfo rsc h u n g , 1998).

B e fo re  I  d e sc r ib e  th e  c ro s s -n a tio n a l d if fe re n c e s  in  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n ism , I  re tu rn  to  a  to p ic  ra is e d  in  C h a p te r  3, re g a rd in g  th e  e f fe c t o f  d if fe re n t m o d e s  o f  

q u e s tio n n a ire  a d m in is tra t io n  in  v a r io u s  c o u n trie s . In  so m e  c o u n trie s , th e  q u e s tio n n a ire  w a s  

f ie ld e d  a s  a  s e lf -a d m in is te re d  q u e s tio n n a ire , w h e re a s  in  o th e r  c o u n tr ie s  fa c e - to -fa c e  in te rv ie w s  

w e re  co n d u c te d . P re su m a b ly , in  th e  la tte r  m o d e  o f  a d m in is tra tio n , th e  r e s p o n d e n t is  m o re  

c o n fro n te d  w ith  p ro b le m s  o f  s e lf -p re se n ta tio n . If, in d e e d , th e  re s p o n d e n ts  w e re  m o re  in c lin e d  to  

g iv e  so c ia l d e s ira b le  a n sw e rs  in  fa c e - to -fa c e  in te rv ie w s , th e n  th is  w o u ld  re s u lt  in  an  

u n d e re s tim a tio n  o f  th e  a v e ra g e  le v e l o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  in  

c o u n trie s  w h e re  fa c e - to -fa c e  in te rv ie w s  w e re  co n d u c te d .
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A s a  c ru d e  te s t  to  e x p lo re  w h e th e r  th e  d if fe re n t m o d e  o f  a d m in is tra t io n  a f fe c te d  th e  re su lts , I 

e x a m in e d  w h e th e r  th e  a v e ra g e  sc o re  o n  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  w a s  

re la te d  to  th e  m o d e  o f  a d m in is tra tio n . T h e  re su lts  a re  p re s e n te d  in  A p p e n d ix  D . N o  s u p p o r t w a s  

fo u n d  fo r  th e  a fo re m e n tio n e d  p ro p o s itio n  th a t  n a tio n a lis t ic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  a re  

lo w e r  in  c o u n trie s  w ith  fa c e - to - fa c e  a d m in is tra tio n . B y  c o n tra s t, th e  a v e ra g e  le v e l o f  c h a u v in ism  

a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  in  th e se  c o u n trie s  w a s  s tro n g e r  c o m p a re d  to  c o u n tr ie s  in  w h ic h  a  s e lf 

c o m p le tio n  q u e s tio n n a ire  w a s  f ie ld e d . H e n c e , c ro s s -n a tio n a l d if fe re n c e  in  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  

a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  c a n n o t b e  e x p la in e d  b y  th e  d if fe re n t m o d e  o f  q u e s tio n n a ire  

a d m in is tra tio n .

N e x t, I  b r ie f ly  d e sc r ib e  th e  c ro s s -n a tio n a l d if fe re n c e s  in  th e  a v e ra g e  le v e l o f  n a tio n a lis tic  

a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  a m o n g  th e  e th n ic  m a jo r ity  p o p u la tio n . In  F ig u re  4 .2  th e  

a v e ra g e  c h a u v in ism  sc o re s  fo r  e a c h  c o u n try  a re  p re se n te d , as  w e ll as  th e  g e n e ra l m e an . In  

a d d itio n , c o u n trie s  a re  a lso  d iv id e d  in to  fo u r  g ro u p s : th e  fo rm e r  s o c ia lis t c o u n trie s  o f  E a s te rn  

E u ro p e  a n d  R u ss ia ; th e  W e s te rn  E u ro p e a n  c o u n tr ie s  ( in c lu d in g  th e  te rr i to ry  o f  th e  fo rm e r  

G e rm a n  D e m o c ra tic  R e p u b lic ) ; th e  tra d itio n a l im m ig ra tio n  c o u n tr ie s  (C a n a d a , U .S .A ., A u s tra lia , 

a n d  N e w  Z e a la n d ) ; a n d  f in a lly , J a p a n  as  th e  o n ly  A s ia n  co u n try . O n  th e  p o te n tia l ra n g e  in  sco re s  

f ro m  1 to  5, th e re  w e re  c o n s id e ra b le  d if fe re n c e s  b e tw e e n  c o u n tr ie s  (e ta  =  0 .3 3 ). O n  av e ra g e , 

th e re  w a s  a  s lig h t in c lin a tio n  to  s u p e r io r ity  fe e lin g s , w ith  an  a v e ra g e  m e a n  o f  3 .26 . B u lg a r ia n s  

sh o w e d  th e  h ig h e s t le v e l o f  c h a u v in is m  (3 .7 6 ), fo llo w e d  b y  th e  A u s tr ia n s  a n d  H u n g a r ia n s  

(re s p e c tiv e ly  3 .6 2  a n d  3 .5 8 ). I t is  in te re s tin g  to  n o te  th a t  th e  p o s itio n  o f  B u lg a r ia  as  th e  m o s t 

c h a u v in is tic  co u n try , as  w e ll as  th e  h ig h  sc o re  o f  so m e  o th e r  E a s te rn  E u ro p e a n  c o u n trie s , d id  n o t 

c o rre s p o n d  to  th e  c o u n try ’s p re s tig e  in  th e  in te rn a tio n a l e c o n o m ic  a n d  p o litic a l d o m a in . 

A p p a re n tly , fe e lin g s  o f  n a tio n a l s u p e r io r ity  w e re  o n ly  m a rg in a lly  b a s e d  o n  th e  ac tu a l 

in te rn a tio n a l p e rfo rm a n c e  o f  th e  co u n try .

T h e  D u tc h  w e re  th e  le a s t  c h a u v in is tic  (2 .7 4 ), fo llo w e d  b y  th e  tw o  G e rm a n  p o p u la tio n s . 

T h e  D u tc h  a n d  th e  G e rm a n s  w e re  a lso  th e  o n ly  p o p u la tio n s  in  w h ic h  fe e lin g s  o f  s u p e rio r ity  te n d  

to  b e  la c k in g , as  in d ic a te d  b y  a n  a v e ra g e  sc o re  b e lo w  th e  n e u tra l m a rk  (3 .0 ). A lth o u g h  th e re  are  

s tro n g  d if fe re n c e s  w ith in  th e  fo u r  ty p e s  o f  c o u n trie s , th e re  a re  a lso  so m e  d if fe re n c e s  b e tw e e n  

ty p e s  o f  c o u n trie s  (e ta  =  .19). C h a u v in is m  te n d e d  to  b e  lo w  in  th e  W e s te rn  E u ro p e a n  c o u n trie s  

(3 .0 9 ) , c o m p a re d  to  E a s te rn  E u ro p e  (3 .4 1 )  a n d  th e  im m ig ra tio n  c o u n tr ie s  (3 .4 0 ), w ith  J a p a n  

ta k in g  a  m id d le  p o s itio n  (3 .3 1 ).

W ith  re g a rd  to  p a tr io tism , as  i l lu s tra te d  in  F ig u re  4 .3 , th e re  w e re  s tro n g  d iffe re n c e s  

b e tw e e n  c o u n trie s , ra n g in g  f ro m  1.82  a n d  1.85 in  re s p e c tiv e ly  H u n g a ry  a n d  R u ss ia , to  3 .0 7  in  th e  

U .S .A . (e ta  =  0 .5 6 ). H e re , th e  n a tio n a l d if fe re n c e s  c o rre s p o n d e d  m o re  c le a r ly  w ith  th e  

c la s s if ic a t io n  o f  c o u n trie s  (e ta  b e tw e e n  c a te g o r ie s  =  0 .4 5 ). In  R u s s ia  a n d  th e  E a s te rn  E u ro p e a n  

c o u n trie s , p e o p le  o n  a v e ra g e  la c k e d  p r id e  in  th e ir  c o u n try , w h e re a s  th e  d e g re e  o f  p a tr io tism  w a s  

m u c h  h ig h e r  in  W e s te rn  E u ro p e a n  c o u n tr ie s  a n d  in  p a r tic u la r  in  th e  im m ig ra tio n  c o u n trie s  an d  

Jap an . M o s t  p ro b a b ly , th e se  d if fe re n c e s  w e re  in f lu e n c e d  b y  th e  p e rc e p tio n  o f  a c tu a l c o u n try  

p e rfo rm a n c e  in  th e  d o m a in  o f  d e m o c ra c y , e c o n o m ic  a c h ie v e m e n ts  a n d  in te rn a tio n a l p o litic a l 

in f lu e n c e . In  th is  sen se , th e  lo w  v a lu e s  o f  th e  E a s te rn  E u ro p e a n  c o u n trie s  a n d  th e  to p  p o s itio n  o f  

th e  U n ite d  S ta te s  a re  n o t su rp r is in g . In  a d d itio n , th is  c o u ld  p a r tly  e x p la in  th e  e x c e p tio n a l lo w
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d e g re e  o f  p a tr io tism  a m o n g  I ta lia n s  as  c o m p a re d  to  o th e r  W e s te rn  E u ro p e a n  c o u n trie s . N o te  a lso  

th e  s tro n g  d if fe re n t re la tiv e  p o s itio n  o f  th e  E a s te rn  E u ro p e a n  c o u n trie s  in  F ig u re  4 .3  c o m p a re d  to  

F ig u re  4 .2 : w h e re a s  a t th e  in d iv id u a l le v e l, th e  le v e l o f  c h a u v in ism  a n d  p a tr io tism  w e re  

p o s itiv e ly  in te r re la te d  w ith in  e a c h  c o u n try , th is  re la tio n  d id  n o t h o ld  a t  th e  c o u n try  lev e l.

F ig u r e  4 .2  M ea n  leve l o f  chauvin ism  in  23 p o p u la tio n s

C h a u v in ism

T I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I I i

c q O ^  g  Z ‘u Q ^ S Z i i «

W e ig h te d  d a ta ,  N = 24 ,788 . E ta  = .33

F ig u r e  4 .3  M ea n  leve l o f  pa trio tism  in  23 p o p u la tio n s

P a tr io t is m

m u c o  S
c ¿5^W Q Û M £ U   ̂ <  E ^

W  e ig h te d  d a ta ,  N = 24 ,788 . E ta  = .56

5

4.5

4

3,5

3 - '
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N e x t, I  tu rn  to  th e  c ro s s -n a tio n a l d if fe re n c e s  in  d im e n s io n s  o f  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism . S ta r tin g  w ith  

th e  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  im m ig ra n ts  (F ig u re  4 .4 ), I  o b se rv e d  re la tiv e ly  s tro n g  d if fe re n c e s  b e tw e e n  

c o u n trie s  (e ta  =  0 .3 4 ). In  g e n e ra l, th e  E a s te rn  E u ro p e a n  c o u n trie s  sc o re d  s o m e w h a t h ig h e r  (4 .0 6 ) 

c o m p a re d  to  th e  im m ig ra tio n  c o u n tr ie s  a n d  p a r tic u la r ly  J a p a n  (3 .7 4  a n d  3 .3 8 ); e ta  =  0 .17 . 

L a tv ia n s  (4 .4 9 )  a n d  H u n g a r ia n s  (4 .4 2 )  w e re  m o s t  in  fa v o u r  o f  re s tr ic tin g  th e  n u m b e r  o f  

im m ig ra n ts , fo llo w e d  b y  th e  G e rm a n s  in  th e  fo rm e r  G D R  (4 .3 4 )  w h o  sc o re d  s o m e w h a t h ig h e r  

th a n  th e ir  w e s te rn  c o u n te rp a r ts  (4 .2 5 ). T h e  le a s t  e x c lu s io n is tic  s ta n c e  to w a rd  im m ig ra n ts  w a s  

fo u n d  a m o n g  th e  I r ish  p o p u la tio n  (3 .0 5 ). O n  a v e ra g e , th e y  to o k  a  n e u tra l p o s itio n , p re fe r r in g  th e  

n u m b e r  o f  im m ig ra n ts  to  th e ir  c o u n try  to  re m a in  “ th e  sam e  as  i t  i s ” (s c o re  3). A p a r t f ro m  th e  

Irish , a ll o th e r  e th n ic  m a jo r ity  p o p u la tio n s  fa v o u r  re d u c in g  th e  n u m b e r  o f  im m ig ra n ts , w ith  an  

a v e ra g e  m e a n  o f  3 .88 .

F ig u r e  4 .4  M ea n  leve l o f  exclusion ism  o f  im m igran ts in  23 p o p u la tions

E x c lu s io n i s m  o f  im m ig r a n t s

W e ig h te d  d a ta , N = 2 4 ,7 8 8 .  E ta  = .3 4

5

4 ,5

4

3 .5

3

2 ,5

2

1 ,5

In  sh a rp  c o n tra s t  w ith  th is  re lu c ta n c e  to  a l lo w  in  m o re  im m ig ra n ts , th e  w ill in g n e s s  to  a d m it 

p o litic a l re fu g e e s  w a s  su rp r is in g ly  ra th e r  h ig h , as  d e p ic te d  in  F ig u re  4 .5 . O n ly  in  tw o  c o u n trie s , 

S lo v e n ia  (m e a n  3 .5 9 )  a n d  in  p a r tic u la r  L a tv ia  (3 .9 9 ), d id  th e  e th n ic  m a jo r ity  p o p u la tio n  ta k e  th e  

v ie w  th a t  p o litic a l re fu g e e s  sh o u ld  n o t b e  a llo w e d  to  s tay  in  th e ir  co u n try . In  all o th e r  c o u n trie s , 

p e o p le  te n d e d  to  a  n e u tra l o r  p o s itiv e  s ta n c e  to w a rd  a d m itta n c e  o f  p o litic a l re fu g ees . 

E x c lu s io n is m  o f  re fu g e e s  w a s  le a s t  s u p p o r te d  in  th e  tw o  G e rm a n  p o p u la tio n s  a n d  in  A u s tr ia  (e ta  

b e tw e e n  c o u n tr ie s  =  0 .3 6 ). In  g e n e ra l, th e  W e s te rn  E u ro p e a n  n a tio n s  w e re  le s s  e x c lu s iv e , w ith  

th e  re m a rk a b le  e x c e p tio n s  o f  G re a t B r ita in  a n d  Ita ly  (e ta  b e tw e e n  c o u n try  c a te g o r ie s  =  0 .2 3 ).



F ig u r e  4 .5  M ea n  leve l o f  exclusion ism  o fp o litic a l re fugees in  23 p o p u la tio n s

E x c lu s io n i s m  o f  p o l i t i c a l  r e fu g e e s
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i n n

W e ig h te d  d a ta , N = 2 4 ,7 8 8 .  E ta  =  .3 6

5

4 ,5

4

3 ,5

3

2 ,5

2

1

F ig u r e  4 .6  M ea n  leve l o f  exclusion ism  fro m  g roup  m em bersh ip  in  23 p o p u la tio n s  

E x c lu s io n i s m  fr o m  g r o u p  m e m b e r s h ip

4

W e ig h te d  d a ta , N = 2 4 ,7 8 8 .  E ta  = .2 2

T h e  d if fe re n c e  b e tw e e n  th e  le v e l o f  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  im m ig ra n ts  in  g e n e ra l a n d  p o litic a l re fu g e e s  

in  p a r tic u la r  w a s  su rp ris in g ly  s tr ik in g  in  E a s t  a n d  W e s t  G e rm an y : th e  re la tiv e  p o s itio n  o f  th e  

G e rm a n s  re g a rd in g  th e ir  w ill in g n e s s  to  a d m it p o litic a l re fu g e e s  w a s  a lm o s t th e  m ir ro r  im a g e  o f  

th e ir  re lu c ta n c e  to  a d m it m o re  im m ig ra n ts  in  g en e ra l.
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F in a lly , F ig u re  4 .6  sh o w s  th e  a v e ra g e  sc o re s  o n  e x c lu s io n is m  fro m  th e  n a tio n a l co m m u n ity . 

C o m p a re d  to  th e  p re v io u s  f ig u re s , h e re  I  fo u n d  th e  le a s t  d if fe re n c e s  b e tw e e n  n a tio n s  (e ta  =  0 .2 2 ). 

In  g e n e ra l, m e m b e rs h ip  o f  th e  n a tio n a l in -g ro u p  w a s  d e f in e d  fa ir ly  re s tr ic tiv e ly  in  te rm s  o f  

c o u n try  o f  b ir th , le n g th  o f  re s id e n c e  a n d  la n g u a g e . In  o th e r  w o rd s , p e o p le  w h o  a re  n o t a b le  to  

sp e a k  th e  n a tio n a l la n g u a g e , w h o  a re  fo re ig n -b o rn , a n d /o r  w h o  h a v e  n o t liv e d  in  th e  c o u n try  fo r  

th e  m a jo r ity  o f  th e ir  liv e s , w e re  n o t v ie w e d  as  ‘t r u e ’ m e m b e rs  o f  th e  n a tio n a l c o m m u n ity . A s  

s ta ted , th e re  w a s  c o n s id e ra b le  c o n se n su s  in  th e  im p o r ta n c e  o f  th e se  c rite ria . E x c lu s io n is m  fro m  

g ro u p  m e m b e rs h ip  w a s  th e  s tro n g e s t in  B u lg a r ia  a n d  th e  C z e c h  R e p u b lic  ( re s p e c tiv e ly  3 .43  an d  

3 .3 6 ). T h e  lo w e s t a v e ra g e  sc o re  o n  e x c lu s io n is m  fro m  g ro u p  m e m b e rs h ip  w a s  fo u n d  in  C a n a d a  

(2 .7 7 ) , w h ic h  c o rre s p o n d s  w ith  th e  o ff ic ia l m u ltic u ltu ra l p o lic y  o f  th e  C a n a d ia n  g o v e rn m e n t.

T h e  re la tiv e ly  lo w  le v e l o f  th e  la t te r  d im e n s io n  o f  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  in  G e rm a n y  m a y  

b e  re la te d  to  th e  d is tin c tio n  b e tw e e n  tw o  d if fe re n t n o tio n s  o f  n a tio n h o o d : a  n o tio n  o f  n a tio n h o o d  

b a s e d  o n  j u s  so li  (i.e ., so il o r  p la c e  o f  re s id e n c e )  v e rs u s  a  n o tio n  o f  n a t io n h o o d  b a s e d  o n  j u s  

sangu in is  ( i.e ., b lo o d  o r  d e sc e n t) . T h e  sy s tem  o f  j u s  so li  o r ig in a te d  f ro m  th e  F re n c h  R e v o lu tio n , 

w h e re a s  G e rm a n y  is  re g a rd e d  as  th e  ty p ic a l re p re s e n ta tiv e  o f  th e  sy s tem  o f  j u s  sanguin is  

(B ru b a k e r , 1992). T h a t is , p e o p le  re s id e n t o u ts id e  G e rm a n y , w h o  ca n  p ro v e  th a t  th e ir  a n c e s to rs  

w e re  o f  G e rm a n  o rig in , a re  e n title d  to  m ig ra te  to  G e rm a n y  a n d  to  re c e iv e  G e rm a n  c itiz e n sh ip . In  

l in e  w ith  th is  n o tio n  o f  c itiz e n sh ip  as  a p p lie d  b y  th e  G e rm a n  g o v e rn m e n t, th e  G e rm a n  p o p u la tio n  

a tta c h e d  re la tiv e ly  le s s  im p o r ta n c e  to  w h e th e r  o r  n o t a  p e rs o n  w a s  b o rn  in  G e rm a n y , h a d  liv e d  in  

G e rm a n y  fo r  a  lo n g  tim e , o r  e v e n  sp o k e  th e  G e rm a n  la n g u a g e , re g a rd in g  th e ir  v ie w  o f  w h e th e r  

o r  n o t th is  p e rs o n  is  a  ‘t r u e ’ G e rm an .

R e g a rd in g  th e  le v e l o f  d im e n s io n s  o f  n a tio n a lis t ic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m , I 

fo u n d  n o  m a rk e d  d if fe re n c e s  b e tw e e n  th e  p o p u la tio n s  o f  th e  o ld  F e d e ra l R e p u b lic  o f  G e rm a n y  

a n d  th e  fo rm e r  G e rm a n  D e m o c ra tic  R e p u b lic , d e sp ite  th e ir  d is tin c t h is to r ic a l e x p e r ie n c e s  a f te r  

W o r ld  W a r  II. R e g a rd in g  c h a u v in ism , e x c lu s io n is m  o f  im m ig ra n ts , a n d  e x c lu s io n is m  f ro m  th e  

n a tio n a l c o m m u n ity , E a s t  G e rm a n s  sc o re d  s o m e w h a t h ig h e r. O n  th e  o th e r  h a n d , W e s t  G e rm a n s  

s h o w e d  s lig h tly  m o re  p a tr io tism  a n d  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  p o litic a l re fu g ees .

In  th e  p re v io u s  se c tio n , I  n o te d  th a t  i t  w a s  o n ly  in  G e rm a n y  a n d  in  J a p a n  th a t  p a tr io tism  

w a s  p o s itiv e ly  re la te d  to  b o th  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  im m ig ra n ts  a n d  re fu g e e s . W ith  re g a rd  to  th e  le v e l 

o f  d im e n s io n s  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m , G e rm a n s  a n d  J a p a n e s e  w e re  n o t 

d is s im ila r  f ro m  o th e r  p o p u la tio n s  in  a  c lea r , c o n s is te n t m a n n e r . B o th  p o p u la tio n s  sh o w e d  

s o m e w h a t h ig h e r  d e g re e s  o f  p a tr io tism  c o m p a re d  to  th e  o v e ra ll m e an . W h e re a s  G e rm a n s  w e re  

m o re  e x c lu s io n is tic  to w a rd  im m ig ra n ts , th e  J a p a n e s e  sh o w e d  le ss  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  im m ig ra n ts  

th a n  a v e ra g e . R e g a rd in g  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  p o litic a l re fu g e e s , th e  d if fe re n c e s  w e re  re v e rse d .

4 .6  C o n c lu s io n s  a n d  d is c u s s io n

In  th is  c h a p te r , I  c o n d u c te d  an  in te rn a tio n a l c o m p a r is o n  o f  n a t io n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n ism , fo c u s in g  o n  th e  d im e n s io n s , in te r re la tio n s , a n d  le v e ls  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  an d  

e x c lu s io n is m  o f  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s . I  sh o w e d  th a t  th e s e  a ttitu d e s  c o u ld  b e  m e a su re d  in  an
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in te rn a tio n a l s tu d y  b y  m e a n s  o f  m e a su re m e n ts  th a t  w e re  c ro s s -n a tio n a lly  e q u iv a le n t in  a  la rg e  

n u m b e r  o f  c o u n trie s . T h a t is , a  m e a su re m e n t m o d e l in  w h ic h  (a )  e a c h  in d ic a to r  re fe r re d  v a lid ly  

a n d  re lia b ly  to  th e  sa m e  th e o re tic a l c o n c e p t in  e a c h  a n d  e v e ry  c o u n try , a n d  (b ) th e  d e g re e  to  

w h ic h  an  in d ic a to r  re fe r re d  to  th e  th e o re tic a l c o n c e p t w a s  in v a r ia n t a c ro s s  c o u n trie s , sh o w e d  an  

a c c e p ta b le  g o o d n e ss -o f-f it . T h e  p re s e n t s tu d y  th e re fo re  c o n tra d ic ts  th e  b e lie fs  o f  s c e p tic s  w h o  

d o u b t w h e th e r  i t  is  p o s s ib le  to  c o m p a re  n a tio n a lis tic  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is tic  a t titu d e s  b y  m e a n s  

o f  th e  sam e  su rv e y -q u e s tio n s  in  d if fe re n t c o u n trie s .

T h e  f ir s t  re s e a rc h  q u e s tio n  a d d re s s e d  th e  is s u e  w h e th e r  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n is m  a re  m u lti-d im e n s io n a l , ra th e r  th a n  o n e -d im e n s io n a l c o n c e p ts . T h e  f in d in g s  su p p o rt 

H ypo thesis  1, s ta tin g  th a t  n a tio n a lis t ic  a t titu d e s  en ta il tw o  d if fe re n t d im e n s io n s : c h a u v in is m  an d  

p a tr io tism , a n d  b o th  d im e n s io n s  a re  p o s itiv e ly  re la te d . F u r th e rm o re , in  a c c o rd a n c e  w ith  

H ypo thesis  2, th re e  d if fe re n t d im e n s io n s  o f  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  c o u ld  b e  d is tin g u ish e d : th e  

p re fe re n c e  to  re d u c e  th e  n u m b e r  o f  im m ig ra n ts  in  g e n e ra l; th e  w ill in g n e s s  to  c lo se  th e  n a tio n a l 

b o rd e rs  to  p o litic a l re fu g e e s  in  p a r tic u la r ; a n d  th e  e x te n t to  w h ic h  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s  a re  e x c lu d e d  

as  m e m b e rs  o f  th e  n a tio n a l in -g ro u p .

T h e  se c o n d  re s e a rc h  q u e s tio n  c o n c e rn e d  th e  in te r re la tio n s  b e tw e e n  (d im e n s io n s )  o f  

n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism . B o th  d im e n s io n s  o f  n a tio n a lis t ic  a t titu d e s  tu rn e d  

o u t to  b e  d if fe re n tia lly  re la te d  to  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  im m ig ra n ts  a n d  p o litic a l re fu g e e s . F irs tly , in  

g e n e ra l, c h a u v in ism  is  p o s itiv e ly  re la te d  to  all d im e n s io n s  o f  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  (w ith  o n ly  fe w  

e x c e p tio n s ) . S e co n d ly , c h a u v in is m  is  s tro n g e r  re la te d  to  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  th a n  is  p a tr io tism . 

T h is  a p p lie s  fo r  e a c h  c o u n try  a n d  e a c h  d im e n s io n  o f  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism . T h is  c o n s is te n t f in d in g  

c o n f irm s  H ypo thesis  3 , a n d  is  in  a c c o rd a n c e  w ith  th e  c o n c e p tu a l d is tin c tio n  b e tw e e n  c h a u v in ism  

as  a  b lin d , u n c r it ic a l n a tio n a l a tta c h m e n t, c o m b in e d  w ith  fe e l in g s  o f  n a tio n a l su p e rio rity , an d  

p a tr io tism  as  a  le ss  e x tre m e  n a tio n a l a tta c h m e n t, b a s e d  o n  a  m o re  c ritic a l e v a lu a tio n  o f  o n e ’s 

o w n  co u n try .

T h ird ly , in  th e  m a jo r ity  o f  c o u n trie s , p a tr io tism  is  n o t s ig n if ic a n tly  re la te d  to  e ith e r  

e x c lu s io n is m  o f  im m ig ra n ts  o r  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  p o litic a l re fu g e e s . M o re o v e r , in  f iv e  c o u n trie s  

p a tr io tism  is  a s s o c ia te d  w ith  less  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  im m ig ra n ts  (i.e ., in  S w e d en , H u n g a ry , Ita ly , 

C z e c h  R e p u b lic , a n d  C a n a d a )  a n d  w ith  less  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  p o litic a l re fu g e e s  (i.e ., in  N o rw a y , 

an d , ag a in , S w e d e n , H u n g a ry , Ita ly , a n d  C z e c h  R e p u b lic ) . T h is  f in d in g  il lu s tra te s  th a t  th e  n o tio n  

o f  e th n o c e n tr ism  (th e  c o m b in a tio n  o f  p o s itiv e  in -g ro u p  a t titu d e s  a n d  n e g a tiv e  o u t-g ro u p  

a ttitu d e s )  is  to o  s im p lif ie d . T h a t is, a  p o s itiv e  in -g ro u p  a t titu d e  -  as  e x p re s s e d  b y  a  h ig h  d e g re e  

o f  p a tr io tism  -  d o e s  n o t  n e c e s s a r i ly  im p ly  o u t-g ro u p  h o s tility .

N o  u n iv e rs a l p a tte rn  o f  re la tio n s h ip s  b e tw e e n  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n is m  w a s  fo u n d , s in ce  d im e n s io n s  o f  n a tio n a lis t ic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism  

w e re  d if fe re n tly  re la te d  in  v a r io u s  c o u n trie s . I t  w a s  s tr ik in g  to  f in d  th a t  o n ly  in  G e rm a n y  an d  

Ja p a n , w a s  a  h ig h e r  le v e l o f  p a tr io tism  re la te d  to  b o th  s tro n g e r  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  im m ig ra n ts  an d  

s tro n g e r  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  p o litic a l re fu g e e s , w h e re a s  in  o th e r  c o u n trie s  th is  re la tio n s h ip  w a s  

a b s e n t o r  e v e n  re v e rse d . I  n o te  th a t  th e  la t te r  f in d in g s  fo r  G e rm a n y  a re  c o n s is te n t w ith  a  s tu d y  b y  

B la n k  a n d  S c h m id t (B la n k  &  S c h m id t, 1 9 9 3 ) in  tw o  W e s t  G e rm a n  c itie s . In  a  re p ly  to  N o e l le 

N e u m a n n  a n d  K ö c h e r  (N o e lle -N e u m a n n  &  K ö c h e r , 1 9 8 7 ) w h o  a rg u e d  th a t  n a tio n a l p r id e  h as
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m a n y  m o re  p o s it iv e  o u tc o m e s  th a n  n e g a tiv e  o u tc o m e s , B la n k  a n d  S c h m id t sh o w e d  th a t  n a tio n a l 

p r id e  -  m e a su re d  as  p ro u d  to  b e  a  G e rm a n  -  c o rre la te d  w ith  fe e lin g s  o f  h o s til i ty  to w a rd  

fo re ig n e rs , th e  d e n ia l o f  c itiz e n sh ip  fo r  fo re ig n e rs , a n ti-S e m itism , as  w e ll as  w ith  th e  d e n ia l o f  

n e g a tiv e  a s p e c ts  o f  a n d  th e  id e a lis a t io n  o f  G e rm a n  h is to ry .15

T h e  s ta tu s  o f  G e rm a n y  a n d  J a p a n  as  e x c e p tio n s  to  th e  g e n e ra l ru le  m o s t p ro b a b ly  

in d ic a te s  th e  tro u b le s o m e  re la tio n  o f  th e se  n a tio n s  w ith  th e ir  c o lle c t iv e  p a s t, in  p a r tic u la r  th e  

S e c o n d  W o r ld  W ar. In  G e rm a n y , th e  d e b a te  a b o u t th e  n a tio n a l id e n tity  re c e iv e d  re n e w e d  in te re s t  

fo llo w in g  th e  1989  re u n if ic a t io n  o f  fo rm e r  W e s t  a n d  E a s t  G e rm a n y  (B la n k  &  S c h m id t, 1993). In  

a d d itio n , b o th  in  G e rm a n y  a n d  Ja p a n , th e  d e b a te  a b o u t n a tio n a l id e n tity  a n d  h is to ry  w a s  

h e ig h te n e d  b y  th e  c o m m e m o ra tio n s  o f  th e  e n d  o f  th e  S e c o n d  W o r ld  W a r, w h ic h  to o k  p la c e  in  

1994  a n d  1995 , ju s t  b e fo re  th e  su rv e y  d a ta  w e re  c o lle c te d . In  G e rm a n y , th e se  w a r tim e  

a n n iv e rsa ry  e v e n ts  re v e a le d  th e  d if f ic u ltie s  o f  try in g  to  c o m e  to  te rm s  w ith  th e  a tro c itie s  o f  th e  

N a z i p a s t, a n d  d e f in in g  a  n e w  fu tu re  fo r  G e rm a n y  in  a  u n if ie d  E u ro p e .

J a p a n ’s p o s t-w a r  s tru g g le  w ith  its  n a tio n a l p a s t  is  p a r tic u la r ly  re f le c te d  in  th e  h e a te d  

d e b a te  o v e r  sch o o l c u rr ic u la  a n d  te x tb o o k  co n te n ts . S in c e  1945 , th e re  h a s  b e e n  an  o n g o in g  b a tt le  

o v e r  th e  e x te n t to  w h ic h  sch o o l te x tb o o k s  sh o u ld  a c k n o w le d g e  th e  a tro c itie s  o f  th e  J a p a n e s e  p a s t 

(M c C o rm a c k , 1998 ; N o z a k i &  In o k u c h i, 1 9 9 8 ).16 U n til th e  1990s, th e re  w a s  o ff ic ia l s ile n c e  on  

sh a m e fu l to p ic s  su c h  as  th e  ‘m ilita ry  c o m fo r t w o m e n ’ . H o w e v e r , in  th e  b e g in n in g  o f  th e  1990s, 

J a p a n  w a s  c o n fro n te d  w ith  d o z e n s  o f  la w su its , f ile d  a m o n g  o th e rs  b y  ‘m ilita ry  c o m fo r t w o m e n ’, 

c la im in g  ap o lo g y  a n d  c o m p e n sa tio n  fo r  J a p a n ’s c o lo n ia lism  a n d  a g g re s s io n  (M c C o rm a c k , 1998). 

A c c o rd in g  to  H e in  a n d  S e ld e n  (1 9 9 8 ), th e  1 9 9 0 s  w itn e s s e d  an  u n p re c e d e n te d  le v e l o f  o p e n n e ss  

in  J a p a n e s e  d is c u s s io n  o f  w a r tim e  re s p o n s ib ilitie s , in c lu d in g  se v e ra l p u b lic  a p o lo g ie s  b y  

J a p a n e s e  p r im e  m in is te rs .

O n e  c o u ld  a rg u e  th a t, d u e  to  h is to r ic a l e x p e r ie n c e s , th e  G e rm a n  a n d  J a p a n e s e  d isc o u rse  

o n  n a tio n a l id e n tity  a n d  p r id e  h a v e  b e e n  c o n ta m in a te d  w ith  s e v e re  n e g a tiv e  c o n n o ta tio n s . W ith  

re g a rd  to  th e  p o litic a l c u ltu re  in  (W e s t)  G e rm a n y , T o p f  e t al. (1 9 9 0 , p. 172) p o in te d  o u t th a t  it  

h a s  n o t b e e n  o p p o r tu n e  to  f la u n t o n e ’s p r id e  o f  b e in g  a  G e rm an . In d eed , p re v io u s  re se a rc h  

s u p p o r te d  th is  n o tio n : d a ta  f ro m  th e  E u ro p e a n  V a lu e s  S tu d y  o f  1 9 8 1 /1 9 8 2  sh o w e d  th a t  o n ly  2 1 %  

o f  W e s t  G e rm a n s  w e re  ‘v e ry  p ro u d  to  b e  G e rm a n ’, w h e re a s  o n  a v e ra g e  3 8 %  o f  th e  in h a b ita n ts  o f  

th e  p a r tic ip a tin g  E u ro p e a n  c o u n tr ie s  sa id  th a t  th e y  w e re  ‘v e ry  p ro u d  to  b e  a  [n a tio n a li ty ] ’ 

(N o e lle -N e u m a n n  &  K ö c h e r , 1987 , p. 50). D a ta  f ro m  th e  E u ro b a ro m e te r  S tu d ie s  sh o w e d  th e  

s am e  g a p  in  p r id e  in  1988: 19%  o f  th e  W e s t  G e rm a n s  sa id  th e y  w e re  v e ry  p ro u d , c o m p a re d  to  

4 3 %  a m o n g  th e  o th e r  p a r tic ip a tin g  E u ro p e a n  c o u n trie s  (E u ro b a ro m e te r  30 , o w n  ca lc u la tio n s ) . 

A lm o s t a  d e c a d e  la te r , in  1997 , th is  g a p  h a d  e v e n  in c re a se d : w h e re a s  o n  a v e ra g e  3 9 %  o f  th e  

c itiz e n s  o f  o th e r  E u ro p e a n  c o u n tr ie s  sa id  th a t  th e y  w e re  ‘v e ry  p r o u d ’, o n ly  10%  o f  th e  W e s t 

G e rm a n s  w e re  v e ry  p ro u d  to  b e  G e rm a n . T h e  f ig u re  w a s  e v e n  lo w e r  in  E a s te rn  G e rm a n y ; o n ly  

5 %  w e re  v e ry  p ro u d  to  b e  G e rm a n  (E u ro b a ro m e te r  4 7 .1 , o w n  ca lc u la tio n s ) .

In  a c c o rd a n c e  w ith  th e s e  f in d in g s , th e  re su lts  o f  th e  p re s e n t s tu d y  sh o w  th a t  th e  G e rm a n s  

w e re , n e x t  to  th e  D u tc h , th e  le a s t  c h a u v in is tic . H o w e v e r , th e  J a p a n e s e  le v e l o f  c h a u v in ism  

e q u a lle d  th e  c ro s s -n a tio n a l a v e ra g e . F u r th e rm o re , I  fo u n d  th a t  th e  le v e l o f  p a tr io tism  in  G e rm a n y  

a n d  J a p a n  w a s  h ig h e r  th a n  a v e ra g e , w h ic h  c o n tra d ic ts  th e  c o n te n tio n  th a t  it  w o u ld  n o t b e
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o p p o r tu n e  to  e x p re s s  p a tr io tic  fe e lin g s  in  G e rm a n y  a n d  Ja p a n . P a r tly , th e ir  re la tiv e ly  h ig h  d e g re e  

o f  p a tr io tism  w a s  in f lu e n c e d  b y  p r id e  in  th e ir  c o u n tr ie s ’ e c o n o m ic  a c h ie v e m e n ts . H o w e v e r , e v e n  

i f  I  c o n tro l fo r  th e  la tte r  re su lt, W e s t  G e rm a n s  a n d  th e  J a p a n e s e  still sh o w  a  h ig h e r  d e g re e  o f  

p a tr io tism  th a n  a v e ra g e , w h e re a s  E a s t  G e rm a n s  sh o w  o n ly  s lig h tly  le ss  p a tr io tism .

If, fo llo w in g  th e  n o tio n  o f  T o p f  e t  al. (1 9 9 0 ), i t  w o u ld  n o t  b e  o p p o r tu n e  to  f la u n t  o n e ’s 

p r id e  o f  b e in g  a  G e rm a n  o r  a  Ja p a n e se , o n e  w o u ld  a lso  e x p e c t th a t  th o s e  G e rm a n s  o r  J a p a n e se  

w h o , d e s p ite  th e  h is to r ic a l b u rd e n  o f  th e ir  c o u n trie s , a re  v e ry  p a tr io tic , b e a r  m o re  re s e m b la n c e  to  

c h a u v in is ts  in  o th e r  c o u n tr ie s  th a n  to  p a tr io ts  in  o th e r  c o u n trie s . T h is  w o u ld  th e n  e x p la in  w h y  

G e rm a n s  a n d  J a p a n e s e  w h o  a re  m o re  p a tr io tic  a re  m o re  s tro n g ly  in c lin e d  to  e x c lu d e  im m ig ra n ts  

a n d  re fu g e e s . T h is  n o tio n  is  h o w e v e r  o n ly  p a r tly  su p p o r te d  b y  m y  e m p ir ic a l f in d in g s . T h a t is, 

fo llo w in g  th e  a fo re m e n tio n e d  a rg u m e n t, o n e  w o u ld  e x p e c t h ig h e r  c o rre la tio n s  b e tw e e n  

c h a u v in ism  a n d  p a tr io tism  in  G e rm a n y  a n d  Jap an . In d e e d , th e  J a p a n e s e  a n d  E a s t  G e rm a n  

p o p u la tio n s  a re  a m o n g  th e  fo u r  p o p u la tio n s  w ith  th e  h ig h e s t c o rre la tio n  b e tw e e n  c h a u v in ism  an d  

p a tr io tism , re s p e c tiv e ly  .68 a n d  .62 . O n  th e  o th e r  h a n d , th e  c o rre la tio n  in  W e s t  G e rm a n y  is  

c o n s id e ra b ly  lo w e r  ( .4 9 ), a lth o u g h  th is  is  s till h ig h e r  th a n  in  14 o th e r  p o p u la tio n s . In  co n c lu s io n , 

th e  e x c e p tio n a l re la tio n  b e tw e e n  p a tr io tism  a n d  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  im m ig ra n ts  a n d  re fu g e e s  in  

G e rm a n y  a n d  J a p a n  is  n o t y e t s a tis fa c to r ily  ex p la in e d .

In  th is  c h ap te r , I  a rg u e d  th a t  it  is  p o s s ib le  to  c o m p a re  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n is m  in  a  la rg e  n u m b e r  o f  c o u n tr ie s  b y  m e a n s  o f  e q u iv a le n t m e a su re m e n ts . I 

in v e s t ig a te d  th e  m u lti-d im e n s io n a lity  o f  n a t io n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m , as  w e ll 

as  th e  in te r re la tio n s  o f  th e se  d im e n s io n s  in  23 d if fe re n t c o u n trie s . N e x t, in  an  e x p lo ra tiv e  

a n a ly s is  o f  th e  a v e ra g e  le v e l o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  in  23 c o u n trie s , I 

fo u n d  c o n s id e ra b le  c ro s s -n a tio n a l d iffe re n c e s . In  C h a p te r  6, I  w ill  sy s te m a tic a lly  te s t  h y p o th e se s  

d e r iv e d  f ro m  e th n ic  c o m p e tit io n  th e o ry , re g a rd in g  th e  e x p la n a tio n  o f  c ro s s -n a tio n a l d if fe re n c e s  

in  th e  a v e ra g e  le v e l o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism . F irs t, in  C h a p te r  5, I 

e x p lo re  th e  d if fe re n c e s  in  n a t io n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  b e tw e e n  so c ia l 

c a te g o rie s . In  p a r tic u la r , I  fo c u s  o n  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n a l a t ta in m e n t o n  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  

a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism .
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T h is  ch a p ter  is  a  tra n sla t io n  a n d  a n  a d a p ta t io n  o f  a  ch a p ter  th a t a p p ea re d  in  a  b o o k  e d it e d  b y  S h a d id  a n d  V a n  

K o n in g s v e ld  (C o e n d e r s ,  1 9 9 9 ) .

1 A t  th e  o u ts e t  o f  th is  a n a ly s is , I n o te  th a t th e  a ttem p t to  co n stru c t  a  c o m m o n  m ea su re m e n t  m o d e l  fo r  n a t io n a lis t ic  

a ttitu d es  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  m a y  b e  h in d e re d  b y  th e  fa c t  th a t I  h a v e  to  a p p ly  th e  a v a ila b le  se c o n d a r y  d ata , i .e . ,  

d ata  p r e v io u s ly  g a th er ed  b y  o th er  re sea r ch ers  w ith  p re su m a b ly  o th e r  re sea rc h  g o a ls  a n d  q u e s t io n s  th a n  th e  o n e s  I 

a ttem p t to  a d d ress .

2 S u m n er's in terp re ta tio n s  o f  e th n o g r a p h ic  s tu d ie s , h o w e v e r , w e r e  s im p ly  illu stra tio n s , n o t  e m p ir ic a l te st s , a n d  o n e  

c o u ld  ra ise  se v e r a l o b je c t io n s  to  h is  d a ta  ( s e e  L e V in e  &  C a m p b e ll , 1 9 7 2 , p . 10 ).

3 In  th e  p r e se n t  s tu d y , I w i l l  n o t  a d d re ss  th e  d iff e r e n c e  b e tw e e n  o n e ’s  a tta ch m en t to  th e  e th n ic  ‘n a t io n ’ a s  th e  

im a g in e d  c o m m u n ity  o f  o n e ’s p e o p le  (A n d e r so n , 1 9 9 1 ) , a n d  o n e ’s a tta ch m en t to  th e  s ta te , co u n try  o r  th e  p e o p le  

fr o m  o n e ’s co u n try . I e x p lic a te d  th e  a p p lie d  c o n c e p tu a lis a t io n  o f  n a t io n a lis tic  a tt itu d es  in  S e c t io n  1 .2  o f  C h a p ter 1.

4 In  a d d it io n , K o s te r m a n  a n d  F e s h b a c h  ( 1 9 8 9 )  in v e s t ig a te d  th e  im p a c t o f  th e s e  fa c to r s  o n  p u b lic  o p in io n  reg a rd in g  

n u c lea r  p o l ic y . T h e y  fo u n d  a  s tr ik in g  d if fe r e n c e  b e tw e e n  th e  c o r r e la t io n  o f  th e  n u c le a r  p o l ic y  o p in io n  w it h  

r e s p e c t iv e ly  th e  p a tr io tism  fa c to r  a n d  th e  (c h a u v in is t ic )  n a tio n a lis t ic  a t titu d es  fa c to r . T h is  f in d in g  su p p o r ts  th e  

c o n te n t io n  th a t n a tio n a lis t ic  a ttitu d es  en ta i l m u lt ip le  d im e n s io n s .  W h ile  K o s te r m a n  a n d  F e s h b a c h  fo u n d  a  p o s it iv e  

c o r r e la t io n  b e tw e e n  p a tr io tism  a n d  (c h a u v in is t ic )  n a t io n a lis t ic  a t titu d es  (r  =  .2 8 ) ,  it  a p p ea rs  th a t b o th  a s p e c ts  sh o u ld  

b e  reg a rd ed  a s  sep ara te  d im e n s io n s  o f  n a t io n a lis t ic  a ttitu d es .

5 T h e  a p p lie d  c o n c e p tu a lis a t io n  in  th is  s tu d y  c o r r e sp o n d s  w ith  th e  c o n c e p tu a l d is t in c t io n  b e tw e e n  c h a u v in is m  an d  

p a tr io t is m  a s  p r o p o s e d  b y  B a r -T a l ( 1 9 9 3 ) .

6 In  m o s t  co u n tr ie s , s u c h  a s  th e  E u r o p e a n  co u n tr ie s , th e  d o m in a n t  e th n ic  g ro u p  is  th e  in d ig e n o u s  e th n ic  g ro u p  (e .g .,  

G erm a n s in  G e r m a n y ). In  o th e r  c o u n tr ie s , w h ic h  h a v e  h a d  a  lo n g  h is to r y  o f  la rg e  s c a le  im m ig ra t io n , su c h  a s  

A u stra lia , th e  in d ig e n o u s  e th n ic  g ro u p  ( e .g .,  th e  A b o r ig in a ls  in  A u str a lia )  i s  th e  su b ord in a te  g ro u p  in  term s o f  th e ir  

co n tr o l o f  s ta te  a n d  e c o n o m ic  o r g a n isa tio n s . C o n v e r se ly , th e  in itia l im m ig ra n ts  h a v e  b e c o m e  th e  su p erord in ate  

g rou p . In  th e  p r e se n t  s tu d y , I w i l l  n o t e la b o r a te  o n  th e  a ttitu d es  o f  e th n ic  m in o r ity  g ro u p s , d u e  to  th e  o v e r a ll  sm a ll  

n u m b er  o f  r e sp o n d e n ts  fr o m  th e se  e th n ic  g r o u p s  in  n a tio n a l sa m p le s .

7 J ö r e s k o g  ( 1 9 9 0 )  rep or ts tha t e st im a te s  o f  p o ly c h o r ic  c o r r e la tio n s  are ro b u st a g a in st  d ep a r tu res fr o m  b iv a r ia te  

n o r m a lity  o f  th e  u n d e r ly in g  v a r ia b le s .

8 J ö r e s k o g  &  S ö r b o m  ( 1 9 9 3 a )  n o te d  th a t th e  C h i-sq u a re  m ea su re  is  v e r y  s e n s it iv e  to  d ep a r tu res  fr o m  m u ltiv a r ia te  

n o r m a lity  o f  th e  o b s e r v e d  v a r ia b le s .  In  la r g e  sa m p le s , th e s e  d ep ar tu res fr o m  n o r m a lity  te n d  to  in c r e a se  th e  C h i-  

sq u a re  m ea su re  o v e r  a n d  a b o v e  w h a t c a n  b e  e x p e c te d  d u e to  th e  m o d e l ’s  error o f  s p e c if ic a t io n .

9 I a p p lie d  th e  g o o d n e s s - o f - f i t  m ea su re  G F I o f  J ö r e sk o g  a n d  S ö r b o m  (1 9 9 3 a ) ,  th e  c o m p a r a t iv e  f i t  in d e x  C F I o f  

B e n t le r  ( 1 9 9 0 )  a s  w e l l  a s  th e  n o r m e d  f i t  in d e x  N F I, a s  d e v e lo p e d  b y  T u c k e r  a n d  L e w is ,  a n d  B e n t le r  a n d  B o n e t t  ( s e e  

J ö r e sk o g  &  S ö rb o m , 1 9 9 3 a ) . G F I, C F I a n d  N F I  are n o r m e d  sta tis tic s , ra n g in g  fr o m  z er o  to  o n e . A s  a  ru le -o f-th u m b , 

a  m in im u m  v a lu e  fo r  G F I a n d  C F I o f  0 .9 0  h a s  b e e n  p r o p o se d . B r o w n e  a n d  C u d e c k  (B r o w n e  &  C u d ec k , 1 9 9 2 )  

p r o p o s e d  a  f i t  m ea su re  tha t ta k e s  a c c o u n t  o f  th e  error o f  a p p r o x im a tio n  in  th e  p o p u la tio n . T h e y  s u g g e s te d  u s in g  

S te ig e r ’s R o o t  M e a n  S q u a re  E rror o f  A p p r o x im a tio n  (R M S E A ) a s  a  m ea su re  o f  th e  d is c r e p a n cy  (d u e  to  

a p p ro x im a tio n ) p e r  d e g r e e  o f  fr e e d o m . R M S E A  w i l l  b e  z er o  o n ly  i f  th e  m o d e l  f i t s  e x a c t ly . It  w i l l  d e c r e a se  i f  

p a ram eters  are a d d e d  to  th e  m o d e l  th a t su b s ta n t ia lly  re d u ce  th e  d is c r e p a n c y  d u e to  a p p ro x im a t io n . If , h o w e v e r , th e
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a d d itio n a l p a ram eters  red u ce  th e  d is c r e p a n c y  o n ly  s l ig h t ly , th e  R M S E A  c a n  in c re a se . B a s e d  o n  p ra c t ic a l e x p e r ie n c e ,  

B r o w n e  a n d  C u d e c k  s u g g e s te d  th a t a  v a lu e  o f  0 .0 5  o r  le s s  in d ic a te s  a  c lo s e  f i t  o f  th e  m o d e l  in  re la t io n  to  th e  d e g r e e s  

o f  fr e e d o m , w h e r e a s  v a lu e s  o f  0 .0 8  a n d  lo w e r  in d ic a te  a  r e a s o n a b le  error o f  a p p r o x im a tio n . K n u d s e n  (K n u d se n , 

1 9 9 7 , p . 2 4 0 )  n o te d  that, a c c o r d in g  to  d ir e c t c o m m u n ic a t io n  fr o m  K a r l J ö r e sk o g  th e  8 .1 2 a  v e r s io n  o f  L IS R E L  d o e s  

n o t g iv e  th e  c o r re c t R M S E A  v a lu e  in  m u lt i-g r o u p  a n a ly s e s . T h e  v a lu e  a s g iv e n  b y  th e  p ro g ra m  sh o u ld  b e  m u lt ip lie d  

b y  th e  sq u a re  ro o t o f  th e  n u m b er  o f  g r o u p s  (h ere  2 3 ) .  In  T a b le s  4 .2  a n d  4 .3 ,  I p r es en t th e  a d ju sted  R M S E A -v a lu e .  

F in a lly , I a s s e s s  th e  g o o d n e s s -o f - f i t  b y  ta k in g  in to  a c c o u n t  th e  s ta n d a rd ised  ro o t m e a n  sq u are r e s id u a l (st. R M R ) an d  

th e  e x p e c te d  v a lu e  o f  th e  c r o s s -v a lid a t io n  in d e x  (E C V I).

10 A s  B o l l e n  (1 9 8 9 , p . 3 5 6 )  p o in te d  o u t, th e  c o m p a r a b ili ty  (o r  in v a r ia n c e ) in  m o d e ls  rep re se n ts  a  co n t in u u m . H e  

d is t in g u is h e d  b e tw e e n  tw o  d im e n s io n s  o f  co m p a ra b ility : m o d e l  fo r m  a n d  s im ila r ity  in  p a ra m eter  v a lu e s . M o d e ls  fo r  

d iffe r e n t  sa m p le s  h a v e  th e  sa m e  fo r m  i f  e a c h  m o d e l h a s  th e  sa m e  p ara m eter  m a tr ice s  w ith  th e  sa m e  d im e n s io n s  an d  

th e  sa m e  lo c a t io n  o f  f ix e d , fr ee , a n d  c o n s tr a in e d  p a ram eters . T h e  in v a r ia n ce  in  m o d e l  fo r m  is  a  m a tter  o f  d eg r e e . O n  

th e  o n e  h an d , th e  in v a r ia n c e  in  m o d e l  fo r m  c a n  b e  rather lo w  i f  m o d e ls  h a v e  v e r y  d iffer en t n u m b ers  o f  la ten t  

v a r ia b le s  o r  i f  o b s e r v e d  v a r ia b le s  lo a d  o n  d iffer en t la ten t v a r ia b le s  in  d iffe r e n t  m o d e ls .  O n  th e  o th e r  h an d , th e  

in v a r ia n ce  in  m o d e l  fo r m  is  rather h ig h  i f  th e  m o d e l  fo r m s are id e n t ic a l e x c e p t  fo r  th e  p a ttern  o f  co rr e la ted  

m ea su re m en t errors. M o d e ls  c a n  a ls o  d if fe r  w ith  rega rd  to  th e  p ara m eter  v a lu e s , fr o m  th e  o n e  e x tr e m e  w h e r e  no  

p a ram eters  are eq u a l a c r o ss  th e  p o p u la t io n s  u n d e r  s tu d y , to  th e  o th e r  ex tr e m e  w h e r e  a ll  are in varian t.

11 In  m a tr ix  term s, th is  im p lie s  th e  fo l lo w in g :  E a c h  r o w  o f  th e  m a tr ix  A x  c o n ta in s  o n e  fa c to r  lo a d in g , th e  o th e r  ro w  

e le m e n ts  are f ix e d  to  ze ro . T h e  e le m e n ts  o f  th e  c o v a r ia n ce  m a tr ix  o f  la te n t  v a r ia b le s ,  O , are a ll  f r e e , a n d  th e  m a tr ix  

o f  m ea su re m en t errors 0 5  is  a  d ia g o n a l m atrix .

12 S in c e  o n ly  ra tios  o f  fa c to r  lo a d in g s  are id e n t if ie d  -  a n d  n o t fa c to r  lo a d in g s  th e m s e lv e s  -  th e  m o d e l  a s su m e s  

in v a r ia n ce  o f  fa c to r  lo a d in g  ra tios  a c r o s s  co u n tr ie s . In v a r ia n ce  o f  a ll  fa c to r  lo a d in g s  a c r o ss  c o u n tr ie s  i s  n o t a  te s ta b le  

a ssu m p tio n . H o w e v e r , i f  th e  a s s u m p tio n  o f  in v ar ia n t fa c to r  lo a d in g  ra tios  i s  ju s t if ie d , th e n  it  i s  p r o b a b ly  sa fe  to  

a ss u m e  in v a r ia n ce  o f  th e  fa c to r  lo a d in g s  th e m s e lv e s  (B ie lb y , 1 9 8 6 ).

13 B o l le n  (1 9 8 9 , p . 1 9 7 )  d e f in e d  th e  in d ic a to r  v a lid ity  -  th e  e x te n t  to  w h ic h  a n  in d ic a to r  m e a su re s  w h a t it  is  

s u p p o s e d  to  m ea su re  -  a s th e  m a g n itu d e  o f  th e  d ir ec t stru ctura l r e la t io n  b e tw e e n  th e  th e o re tic a l c o n c e p t  a n d  its 

in d ica to r . T h e  m a g n itu d e  o f  th e  v a l id ity  c o e f f ic ie n t  (o r  fa c to r  lo a d in g )  o f  e a c h  it e m  h a s  to  b e  c o m p a r e d  re la tiv e  to  

th e  v a lid ity  c o e f f ic ie n t  o f  th e  it e m  w h o s e  fa c to r  lo a d in g  h a s  b e e n  c o n s tr a in e d  a t u n ity , s in c e  o n ly  ra tio s  o f  fa c to r  

lo a d in g s  are id e n t if ie d .

14 T h e  r e lia b ility  o f  a n  o b s e r v e d  v a r ia b le  is  d e f in e d  a s  th e  m a g n itu d e  o f  th e  d ir e c t re la tio n s  th a t a ll  v a r ia b le s  (e x c e p t  

m ea su re m en t errors) h a v e  o n  th e  o b s e r v e d  v a r ia b le  (B o lle n , 1 9 8 9 , p . 2 2 1 ) .  R e lia b il i ty  c a n  th ere fo r e  b e  m ea su re d  as  

th e  sq u a red  m u ltip le  c o r r e la t io n  c o e f f ic ie n t  R 2, in d ic a t in g  th e  p r o p o r tio n  o f  it e m  v a r ia n c e  e x p la in e d  b y  th e  la ten t  

v a r ia b le .

15 B la n k  a n d  S c h m id t ( 1 9 9 3 )  a p p lie d  tw o  sor ts o f  m ea su re m en t fo r  ‘n a t io n a l  p r id e ’: a  g lo b a l  m ea su re  o f  n a t io n a l 

p r id e  (“p ro u d  to  b e  a  G erm a n ” ) a s w e l l  a s  p r id e  in  s p e c if ic  c o l le c t iv e  a s s e ts  o f  th e  co u n try  ( s u c h  a s  its  h is tory , 

p o lit ic a l  sy s te m , e c o n o m ic  a c h ie v e m e n ts ) . T h e ir  re su lts  in d ic a ted  th a t n a tio n a l p r id e  is  a  m u lt i-d im e n sio n a l c o n c e p t . 

T h e y  fo u n d  th ree  d im e n s io n s :  th e  fir st  d im e n s io n  c o n s is t e d  o f  th e  g lo b a l  p r id e  it e m  a n d  a n  it e m  m ea su r in g  p r id e  in  

th e  h is to r y  o f  G erm an y; th e  s e c o n d  d im e n s io n  c o n s is t e d  m o s t ly  o f  ite m s re ferrin g  to  th e  p o lit ic a l  s y s te m  a n d  th e  

a c h ie v e m e n ts  o f  th e  s o c ia l  secu r ity  sy stem ; w h e r e a s  p r id e  in  o th e r  c o l le c t iv e  a s s e ts  s u c h  a s  th e  c o u n tr y ’s p o l it ic a l  

in f lu e n c e  in  th e  w o r ld  o r  it s  e c o n o m ic  a c h ie v e m e n ts  lo a d e d  o n  a  th ird  fa c to r . A n t i- fo r e ig n e r  a ttitu d es  a n d  a n t i 

S e m it is m  c o r re la ted  m o s t  s tro n g ly  w ith  g lo b a l  n a t io n a l p r id e  a n d  p r id e  in  th e  h is to ry  o f  G erm a n y , a n d  to  a  le s s e r  

e x te n t  w ith  it e m s re ferrin g  to  p r id e  in  G er m a n y ’s e c o n o m ic  a c h ie v e m e n ts , p o l it ic a l  in flu e n c e , a c h ie v e m e n ts  in
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sp o r ts , e t c .  In  g e n er a l,  ite m s re ferrin g  to  th e  p o lit ic a l  s y s te m  a n d  th e  a c h ie v e m e n ts  o f  th e  s o c ia l  sec u r ity  s y s te m  d id  

n o t  co rre la te  w ith  a n ti- fo r e ig n e r  a ttitu d es  a n d  a n t i-S e m it is m . In  th e  p re se n t  c o m p a r a t iv e  s tu d y , th is  p r e su m e d  m u lti 

d im e n s io n a li ty  o f  n a tio n a l p r id e  w i l l  n o t  b e  a d d ressed .

16 F r o m  1 9 5 3  o n w a rd s , th e  J a p a n ese  M in istry  o f  E d u c a t io n  h a s  a p p lie d  a  t e x tb o o k  s c r e e n in g  sy s te m , fo r c in g  

te x tb o o k  a u th o rs to  m a k e  r e v is io n s  s u c h  a s  e lim in a t in g  o r  to n in g  d o w n  n e g a t iv e  c o m m e n ts  o n  J a p a n ese  w ar tim e  

co n d u ct . M a n y  J a p a n ese  c r it ic iz e d  th is  c e n so r sh ip , d e m a n d in g  a  m o re  c r itic a l  v i e w  o f  J a p a n ’s p a st  in tern a tio n a l  

c o n d u c t  (N o z a k i  &  In o k u c h i,  1 9 9 8 ) . O th ers, h o w e v e r , s u c h  a s  th e  ‘L ib e ra l V ie w  o f  H is to r y  S tu d y  G r o u p ’ re je c t  

e v e n  th e  s lig h te s t  a c k n o w le d g e m e n ts  o f  J a p a n ese  w a r tim e  a tro c it ie s , c la im in g  tha t s u c h  a n  e d u c a t io n  p ro h ib its  

J a p a n ese  c h ild r e n  fr o m  ta k in g  p r id e  in  th e ir  co u n tr y ’s h is to ry  (M cC o rm a ck , 1 9 9 8 ).





Ch a p t e r  5

T h e  e f f e c t  o f  e d u c a t io n  o n  n a t io n a l is t ic  a t t itu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n is m :  a n  in t e r n a t io n a l  c o m p a r is o n

5 .1  I n tr o d u c t io n  a n d  r e s e a r c h  q u e s t io n s

O n e  o f  th e  m o s t c o n s is te n t f in d in g s  in  so c ia l re s e a rc h  o n  e th n ic  a t titu d e s  is  th e  n e g a tiv e  

a s s o c ia t io n  b e tw e e n  e d u c a tio n a l a t ta in m e n t a n d  e th n ic  p re ju d ic e : h ig h e r  e d u c a te d  p e o p le  a re  le ss  

p re ju d ic e d  to w a rd  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s  c o m p a re d  to  lo w e r  e d u c a te d  p e o p le . T h is  re la tio n s h ip  h as  

b e e n  e s ta b lish e d  in  e m p ir ic a l re s e a rc h  o v e r  t im e  as  w e ll as  in  d if fe re n t c o u n tr ie s  (F u ch s , 

G e rh a rd s , &  R o lle r , 1993 ; H a g e n d o o rn  &  N e k u e e , 1999 ; S c h u m a n , S teeh , B o b o , &  K ry sa n , 

1997 ; S m ith , 1981 , 1985 ; T ay lo r, S h ea ts ley , &  G re e le y , 1978 ; V o g t, 1997). A lth o u g h  m o s t 

s tu d ie s  fo c u s  so le ly  o n  a ttitu d e s  to w a rd  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s , th e re  is  a lso  e m p ir ic a l e v id e n c e  th a t 

th e  h ig h e r  e d u c a te d  a re  le s s  p ro n e  to  c h a u v in ism  th a n  lo w e r  e d u c a te d  g ro u p s  (B illie t, C a rto n , &  

H u y s , 1990; E is in g a  &  S c h e e p e rs , 1989). In  sh o rt, fe e lin g s  o f  in -g ro u p  s u p e rio r ity  a n d  e th n ic  

p re ju d ic e  a re  m o re  c o m m o n ly  fo u n d  a m o n g  lo w e r  e d u c a te d  s tra ta .

D u e  to  th e  re la tiv e  s c a rc ity  o f  c ro s s -n a tio n a l c o m p a ra tiv e  s tu d ie s , i t  is  n o t w e ll k n o w n  

w h e th e r  th is  so -c a lle d  lib e ra lis in g  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  is  u n iv e rsa l,  o r  w h e th e r  a n d  to  w h a t e x te n t 

i t  v a r ie s  a c ro s s  c o u n trie s . A c c o rd in g  to  W e il (1 9 8 5 )  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  m a y  v a ry  

sy s te m a tic a lly  a c ro s s  c o u n trie s . H o w e v e r , W e i l ’s 4 -c o u n try  s tu d y  h a s  s e v e re  sh o r tc o m in g s  d u e  

to  la c k  o f  c o m p a ra b il i ty  in  th e  a p p lie d  da ta . In  th is  s tu d y , I  s e t o u t to  e x te n d  p re v io u s  re s e a rc h  -  

in  p a r tic u la r  W e i l ’s s tu d y  -  b y  a p p ly in g  c ro s s -n a tio n a l c o m p a ra b le  m e a su re m e n ts  o f  n a tio n a lis t ic  

a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is tic  a t titu d e s  o f  th e  e th n ic  m a jo r ity  p o p u la tio n  in  2 2  d if fe re n t c o u n trie s , 

g a th e re d  in  1995.

I in v e s t ig a te  w h e th e r  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n a l a t ta in m e n t o n  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  an d  

e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  v a r ie s  sy s te m a tic a lly  a c ro s s  ty p e s  o f  c o u n trie s . In  p a r tic u la r , I  te s t  

h y p o th e se s  o n  w h e th e r  th e  e d u c a tio n a l e f fe c t v a r ie s  w ith  th e  le n g th  o f  tim e  a  c o u n try  h a s  h a d  a 

lib e ra l-d e m o c ra tic  re g im e  fo rm  a n d  th e  d e g re e  o f  re lig io u s  h e te ro g e n e ity  w ith in  a  co u n try .

F o r  a  r ig o ro u s  te s t  o f  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n , I  c o n d u c t m u ltiv a r ia te  an a ly se s , c o n tro llin g  

th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  fo r  o th e r  in d iv id u a l b a c k g ro u n d  v a r ia b le s  as  ag e , so c ia l c la ss , in c o m e  

le v e l, d e n o m in a tio n , a n d  c h u rc h  a tte n d a n c e . T h u s , th e  p u rp o s e  o f  th is  c h a p te r  is  tw o fo ld . F irs tly , 

I  c o n d u c t an  e x p lo ra to ry  a n a ly s is  o f  th e  d if fe re n c e s  in  n a tio n a lis t ic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic
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e x c lu s io n is m  b e tw e e n  so c ia l c a te g o r ie s  in  g en e ra l. S eco n d ly , I  fo c u s  in  p a r tic u la r  o n  th e  e f fe c t o f  

e d u c a tio n , c o n tro lle d  fo r  o th e r  in d iv id u a l c h a ra c te r is t ic s , a n d  te s t  w h e th e r  th e  e d u c a tio n a l e f fe c t 

v a r ie s  sy s te m a tic a lly  a c ro s s  c o u n trie s . H e n c e , I  a d d re s s  th e  fo llo w in g  re s e a rc h  q u e s tio n s , as 

fo rm u la te d  in  C h a p te r  1:

W hat are the d ifferences betw een  so c ia l ca tegories o f  the ethn ic  m ajority  p o p u la tio n  w ith  reg a rd  

to na tiona listic  a ttitudes a n d  ethnic exclusion ism ?

D oes the e ffec t o f  educa tiona l a tta inm en t on na tiona listic  a ttitudes a n d  ethnic exclusionism  vary  

system atica lly  across types o f  countries?

5 .2  P r e v io u s  e m p ir ic a l  r e s e a r c h  r e g a r d in g  th e  e f fe c t  o f  e d u c a t io n

T h e  n e g a tiv e  re la tio n s h ip  b e tw e e n  e d u c a tio n a l a t ta in m e n t a n d  (v a r io u s  m e a su re s  o f)  e th n ic  

in to le ra n c e  h a s  b e e n  e s ta b lis h e d  tim e  a n d  ag a in , e sp e c ia lly  in  s tu d ie s  o f  th e  w h ite  A m e ric a n  

p o p u la tio n  (S c h u m a n  e t a l., 1997 ; V o g t, 1997). In  a  se r ie s  o f  a r tic le s , a p p ly in g  c o n tin u o u s  su rv e y  

re s e a rc h  f ro m  1942  o n w a rd s , S h e a ts le y  a n d  v a r io u s  c o -a u th o rs  sh o w e d  th a t  h ig h e r  e d u c a te d  

w h ite  A m e ric a n s  w e re  m o re  su p p o rtiv e  to w a rd  ra c ia l in te g ra tio n  (G re e le y  &  S h ea ts ley , 1971; 

H y m a n  &  S h ea ts ley , 1956 , 1964 ; T a y lo r  e t  a l., 1978). S e lz n ic k  a n d  S te in b e rg  (1 9 6 9 )  a n d  M a r tire  

a n d  C la rk  (1 9 8 2 )  fo u n d  le ss  a n ti-S e m itis m  a m o n g  th e  h ig h e r  ed u c a te d . R e s e a rc h  c o n d u c te d  in  

E u ro p e a n  c o u n tr ie s  a lso  sh o w e d  th a t  n e g a tiv e  s te re o ty p e s  to w a rd  e th n ic  m in o r it ie s  w e re  le ss  

a c c e p te d  a m o n g  th e  h ig h e r  e d u c a te d  (B illie t, E is in g a , &  S c h e e p e rs , 1996 ; D e  W itte , 1999; 

H a e g e l, 1999 ; P e r i, 1999 ; W a g n e r  &  Z ic k , 1995 ; W in k le r , 1999). F u r th e rm o re , s u p p o r t fo r  

u n fa v o u ra b le  tr e a tm e n t o f  e th n ic  m in o r it ie s  in  th e  h o u s in g  a n d  la b o u r  m a rk e t w a s  fo u n d  to  b e  

p a r tic u la r ly  p re s e n t a m o n g  th e  lo w e r  e d u c a te d  (C o e n d e rs  &  S c h e e p e rs , 1998 ; V e rb e rk , 1999).

In  a d d itio n , re s e a rc h e rs  a lso  fo u n d  l ib e ra lis in g  e f fe c ts  o f  e d u c a tio n a l a t ta in m e n t in  o th e r  

re a lm s  (H y m a n  &  W rig h t, 1979), su c h  a s  m o ra l a ttitu d e s  (W a lz e r , 1994 ; W ilc o x , 1 9 9 2 ) a n d  

p o litic a l to le ra n c e  o r  s u p p o r t fo r  c iv il l ib e r tie s  (B o b o  &  L ic a r i, 1989 ; L ip se t, 1981 ; S to u ffe r , 

1955).

In  th is  c h a p te r , I  in v e s t ig a te  th e  re la tio n s h ip  b e tw e e n  e d u c a tio n  a n d  n e g a tiv e  a ttitu d e s  

to w a rd  e th n ic  m in o r it ie s  a n d  im m ig ra n ts  a s  w e ll as  p o s it iv e  a ttitu d e s  to w a rd  th e  e th n ic  in -g ro u p . 

T h e  in te r re la tio n  b e tw e e n  u n fa v o u ra b le  a ttitu d e s  to w a rd  o u t-g ro u p s  a n d  fa v o u ra b le  a ttitu d e s  

to w a rd  th e  in -g ro u p  is  c a lle d  ethnocentrism . A lth o u g h  th e  c o n c e p t o f  e th n o c e n tr ism  w a s  a lre a d y  

in tro d u c e d  in  1906  b y  W illia m  S u m n e r  (1 9 5 9 ), a n d  a d o p te d  -  a m o n g  o th e rs  -  b y  A d o rn o  a n d  h is  

a s so c ia te s  in  th e ir  c la ss ic  s tu d y  o n  th e  a u th o ri ta r ia n  p e rs o n a li ty  (A d o rn o , F re n k e l-B ru n sw ik , 

L e v in so n , &  S an fo rd , 1969), m o s t  c o n te m p o ra ry  re s e a rc h  fo c u s e s  so le ly  o n  a ttitu d e s  to w a rd  

e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s , n e g le c tin g  th e  a ttitu d e s  to w a rd  th e  in -g ro u p . H o w e v e r , so m e  s tu d ie s  sh o w e d  a 

n e g a tiv e  re la tio n s h ip  b e tw e e n  e d u c a tio n  a n d  p o s itiv e  a ttitu d e s  to w a rd  th e  e th n ic  in -g ro u p : th a t  is, 

c h a u v in is tic  n a tio n a lis tic  fe e lin g s  w e re  le ss  w id e s p re a d  a m o n g  h ig h e r  e d u c a te d  p e rs o n s  (B illie t 

e t a l., 1996). In  sh o rt, th e  d o m in a n t re s e a rc h  f in d in g  h a s  b e e n  th a t  e d u c a tio n a l a t ta in m e n t is
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a s s o c ia te d  w ith  in c re a s in g  to le ra n c e  to w a rd  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s  a n d  d e c re a s in g  fe e lin g s  o f  in 

g ro u p  su p e rio rity .

H o w e v e r , th is  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  is  n o t u n iv e rsa l. T h a t is, th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  on  

in te r -e th n ic  a t titu d e s  a n d  to le ra n c e  v a r ie s  a c ro ss  c o n te x ts . F irs tly , th e  e d u c a tio n a l e f fe c t d e p e n d s  

o n  th e  a p p lie d  m e a su re  o f  e th n ic  to le ra n c e . S e co n d ly , th e re  a re  so m e  in d ic a tio n s  th a t  th e  e f fe c t o f  

e d u c a tio n  v a r ie s  a c ro ss  c o u n trie s .

W ith  re s p e c t to  th e  a p p lie d  m e a su re m e n t, H y m a n  a n d  S h e a ts le y  (1 9 5 6 )  fo u n d  s tro n g  

e f fe c ts  o f  e d u c a tio n  o n  th e  a p p ro v a l o f  sc h o o l in te g ra tio n  a n d  th e  a p p ro v a l o f  in te g ra tio n  o f  

p u b lic  tra n s p o r ta tio n , b u t th e y  fo u n d  n o  d if fe re n c e s  b e tw e e n  e d u c a tio n a l g ro u p s  w ith  re s p e c t to  

th e  a p p ro v a l o f  re s id e n tia l in te g ra tio n .1 S m ith  (1 9 8 1 )  c o m p a re d  a p p ro v a l o f  th e  p r in c ip le  o f  

sch o o l d e se g re g a tio n  w ith  th e  w ill in g n e s s  to  sen d  o n e ’s c h ild re n  to  sch o o l w h e re  a  few , h a lf , o r  

m o s t o f  th e  c h ild re n  a re  b la c k . T h e  l ib e ra lis in g  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  v a r ie d  n e g a tiv e ly  w ith  th e  

p ro p o r tio n  o f  b la c k  c h ild re n  in  th e  sch o o l. S c h u m a n , e t al. (1 9 9 7 )  re p o r te d  th e  sa m e  f in d in g  in  an  

o v e rv ie w  s tu d y  o f  tre n d s  in  ra c ia l a t titu d e s  in  th e  U .S . b e tw e e n  th e  1 9 4 0 s  a n d  th e  1990s. In  

a d d itio n , th e y  fo u n d  s im ila r  e f fe c ts  w ith  re s p e c t  to  re s id e n tia l  in te g ra tio n .2 In  su m m a ry , th e y  

c o n c lu d e d , “w h e n  th e  d e g re e  o f  in te g ra tio n  p ro p o s e d  w o u ld  m a k e  w h ite s  in to  a  m in o rity , h ig h ly  

e d u c a te d  re s p o n d e n ts  a re  n o  lo n g e r  in  th e  v a n g u a rd ” .

F u r th e rm o re , S c h u m a n  e t al. (1 9 9 7 )  re p o r te d  th a t  e d u c a tio n a l a t ta in m e n t w a s  g e n e ra lly  

a s s o c ia te d  w ith  s tro n g e r  a d h e re n c e  to  p r in c ip le s  o f  n o n -d is c r im in a tio n  a n d  d e se g re g a tio n , b u t 

th is  a s so c ia tio n  te n d e d  to  d e c re a se  w h e n  im p le m e n ta t io n  o f  th e s e  p r in c ip le s  w a s  in v o lv e d  (cf. 

J a c k m a n , 1978 ; J a c k m a n  &  M u h a , 1984).

N o t  o n ly  d o e s  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  d e p e n d  o n  th e  m e a su re  o f  e th n ic  in to le ra n c e , th e re  

is  so m e  e v id e n c e  th a t  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  m a y  v a ry  a c ro s s  c o u n trie s . B a s e d  o n  a  s tu d y  o f  a n ti 

S e m itism  in  4  c o u n trie s , W e il (1 9 8 5 )  c o n c lu d e d  th a t, o v e ra ll, e d u c a tio n  h a d  th e  la rg e s t e f fe c t in  

th e  U .S ., s m a lle r  e ffe c ts  in  W e s t  G e rm a n y  a n d  F ra n c e , a n d  th e  sm a lle s t  e f fe c t in  A u str ia .

A  m a jo r  d ra w b a c k  o f  W e i l ’s s tu d y  is  th e  la c k  o f  c o m p a ra b il i ty  o f  h is  da ta . D u e  to  th e  

la c k  o f  c ro s s -n a tio n a l c o m p a ra b le  d a ta , h e  w a s  fo rc e d  to  a p p ly  ite m s  th a t  h a d  d if fe re n t ite m  

fo rm u la tio n s  a n d  d if fe re n t a n s w e r  c a te g o r ie s  a c ro s s  c o u n trie s , a n d  th a t  w e re  g a th e re d  in  d if fe re n t 

t im e  p e r io d s  in  d if fe re n t c o u n trie s . T h e re fo re , as  W e il r ig h tfu lly  a c k n o w le d g e d , h is  re su lts  a re  

m o re  su g g e s tiv e  th a n  co n c lu s iv e .

W ith  re c e n tly  a v a ila b le  c ro s s -n a tio n a l su rv e y  d a ta  g a th e re d  b y  th e  In te rn a tio n a l S o c ia l 

S u rv ey  P ro g ra m  (IS S P ), i t  is  n o w  p o s s ib le  to  in v e s t ig a te  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  o n  in te r -e th n ic  

a t titu d e s  m o re  th o ro u g h ly  a n d  sy s te m a tic a lly . T h e  1995 IS S P  d a ta se t e n title d  ‘A sp e c ts  o f  

N a tio n a l Id e n ti ty ’ h a s  sev e ra l ad v a n ta g e s . F irs tly , e q u iv a le n t q u e s tio n  w o rd in g s  a n d  a n s w e r  

c a te g o r ie s  a re  a p p lie d  in  e a c h  co u n try . S e co n d ly , d a ta  w e re  g a th e re d  in  a  la rg e  h e te ro g e n e o u s  se t 

o f  c o u n tr ie s  -  c o v e r in g  W e s te rn  E u ro p e a n  c o u n trie s , fo rm e r  so c ia l is t  c o u n tr ie s  in  E a s te rn  E u ro p e  

a n d  R u ss ia , as  w e ll as  tra d itio n a l im m ig ra tio n  c o u n trie s , su c h  as  th e  U .S . a n d  A u s tra lia  -  

a llo w in g  a  s y s te m a tic  in v e s t ig a tio n  o f  th e  e f fe c t o f  ed u c a tio n .
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5 .3  O v e r v ie w  o f  th e o r e t ic a l  in te r p r e ta t io n s  o f  th e  e f fe c t  o f  e d u c a t io n

A l th o u g h  th e re  a re  n u m e ro u s  s tu d ie s  re p o r tin g  an  o v e ra ll n e g a tiv e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  o n  in 

g ro u p  fa v o u r it is m  o r  o u t-g ro u p  p re ju d ic e , i t  is  m u c h  le ss  c le a r  w h y  e d u c a tio n  h a s  su c h  an  e ffec t. 

V a r io u s  in te rp re ta tio n s  h a v e  b e e n  o ffe re d , b u t  o n ly  in  a  fe w  s tu d ie s  w e re  su ch  in te rp re ta tio n s  

o p e ra tio n a lis e d , m e a su re d , a n d  e m p ir ic a lly  te s ted .

In  th is  s tu d y , I  fo c u s  o n  socia lisa tion  theory  as  a  p la u s ib le  e x p la n a tio n  o f  th e  e d u c a tio n a l 

e ffec t. A  c en tra l th e s is  o f  so c ia l is a tio n  th e o ry  is  th e  n o tio n  th a t  e d u c a tio n a l in s ti tu tio n s  tra n s m it 

n o rm s , v a lu e s , a n d  m o d e ls  o f  b e h a v io u r  d e e m e d  to  b e  a p p ro p r ia te  in  a  g iv e n  so c ie ty . 

P re su m a b ly , th e  n e g a tiv e  a s s o c ia t io n  b e tw e e n  e d u c a tio n  a n d  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  o r  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n is m  is  d u e  p a r tic u la r ly  to  th e  d is s e m in a tio n  o f  d e m o c ra tic  v a lu e  o r ie n ta tio n s  in  th e  

e d u c a tio n a l sy s tem  (S e lz n ic k  &  S te in b e rg , 1969). B e fo re  I  d is c u s s  s o c ia lis a tio n  th e o ry  in  d e ta il, I 

b r ie f ly  p re s e n t o th e r  th e o re tic a l e x p la n a tio n s  fo r  th e  e d u c a tio n a l e f fe c t ( i.e ., th e  m o re  g e n e ra l 

c o g n itiv e  ap p ro a c h ; th e  p e rs o n a li ty  d e v e lo p m e n t a p p ro a c h ; a n d  re a l is tic  g ro u p  c o n f lic t  th e o ry ), 

in  o rd e r  to  e x p lo re  w h e th e r  th e se  th e o rie s  m a y  p ro v id e  o th e r  -  c o m p le m e n ta ry  o r  c o n tra d ic to ry  -  

h y p o th e se s .

In  c o n te m p o ra ry  re se a rc h , m o s t th e o re tic a l in te rp re ta tio n s  re g a rd in g  th e  re la tio n  b e tw e e n  

e d u c a tio n  a n d  in te r -e th n ic  a ttitu d e s  s tre ss  th e  c o g n itiv e  c o m p o n e n t o f  th e se  a ttitu d e s . In  th is  

c o g n itiv e  a p p ro a c h , i t  is  e m p h a s iz e d  th a t  p re ju d ic e d  b e lie fs  a re  in te lle c tu a lly  u n e n lig h te n e d  

b e lie fs  (S e lz n ic k  &  S te in b e rg , 1969 ; W e il,  1985). E th n ic  s te re o ty p e s  -  w h e th e r  p o s itiv e  

s te re o ty p e s  to w a rd  th e  in -g ro u p  o r  n e g a tiv e  s te re o ty p e s  to w a rd  o u t-g ro u p s  -  a re  s im p lif ic a tio n s  

o f  so c ia l rea lity ; th e y  a re  g e n e ra liz a tio n s  th a t  a re  im p ro p e r ly  a p p lie d  to  a ll  m e m b e rs  o f  an  e th n ic  

g ro u p . S im ila rly , x e n o p h o b ic  b e lie fs  in  w h ic h  im m ig ra n ts  a n d  fo re ig n e rs  a re  v ie w e d  as  th e  

(p r im a ry )  c a u se  o f  so c ie ta l p ro b le m s  re f le c t a  s im p lif ie d  v ie w  o f  so c ia l rea lity . In d iv id u a ls  w ith  a 

p r im itiv e  c o g n itiv e  s ty le  a s s ig n  b la m e  to  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s  a n d  lo o k  fo r  s c a p e g o a ts  b e c a u se  th e y  

fa il to  c o m p re h e n d  im p e rso n a l a n d  a b s tra c t c a u se s  (S e lz n ic k  &  S te in b e rg , 1969). N e v e r th e le s s , 

a lth o u g h  m a n y  s te re o ty p e  a t tr ib u tio n s  a re  c ru d e  a n d  s im p le , th e y  a re  to  a  c e r ta in  e x te n t th e  

in e v ita b le  r e s u lt  o f  a t te m p tin g  to  d ea l w ith  th e  c o m p le x it ie s  o f  d a ily  so c ia l life . T h e  q u e s tio n  

th e n  b e c o m e s  w h y  h ig h ly  e d u c a te d  p e o p le  r e je c t su ch  p re ju d ic e d  b e lie fs  a n d  a n ta g o n is tic  

a t titu d e s  th a t  a r ise  f ro m  th e se  b e lie fs . A c c o rd in g  to  th e  cognitive approach, th e  d if fe re n c e s  in  

p re ju d ic e  b e tw e e n  e d u c a tio n a l g ro u p s  c a n  b e  in te rp re te d  in  te rm s  o f  th re e  c e n tra l p ro c e s se s  

w ith in  th e  e d u c a tio n a l sy stem : th e  tr a n s fe r  o f  k n o w le d g e  a n d  in fo rm a tio n ; th e  d e v e lo p m e n t o f  

c o g n itiv e  c a p a c itie s ; an d , f in a lly , th e  tr a n s fe r  o f  n o rm s , v a lu e s , a n d  m o d e s  o f  b e h a v io u r . T h e  

la tte r  p ro c e s s  re fe rs  to  th e  c e n tra l th e s is  o f  s o c ia lis a tio n  th e o ry  (cf. D e  W itte , 1999).

W ith  re g a rd  to  th e  f ir s t  tw o  c en tra l p ro c e s s e s  m e n tio n e d , e d u c a tio n  is  f irs tly  c h a ra c te r iz e d  

as  a  le a rn in g  p ro c e s s  th ro u g h  w h ic h  p e o p le  a c q u ire  k n o w le d g e  a n d  in fo rm a tio n . B a s ic a lly , th is  

re la te s  to  th e  w e ll k n o w n  ‘ig n o ra n c e  c a u se s  p re ju d ic e ’ th e s is  (S te p h a n  &  S tep h a n , 1984). A  

h ig h e r  le v e l o f  e d u c a tio n  in c re a s e s  in s ig h t in to  th e  c o m p le x ity  a n d  m u lti-c a u sa lity  o f  so c ie ty  an d  

o f  in d iv id u a l b e h a v io u r , re fu tin g  s im p lif ic a tio n s  in h e re n t in  e th n ic  s te reo ty p es . In  a d d itio n , 

e d u c a tio n  b ro a d e n s  o n e ’s so c ia l p e rsp e c tiv e : i t  in c re a s e s  th e  k n o w le d g e  a n d  u n d e rs ta n d in g  o f  

d if fe re n t n o rm s  a n d  v a lu e s  o th e r  th a n  th o s e  c o m m o n  in  o n e ’s o w n  so c ia l g ro u p . E d u c a tio n ,
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th e re fo re , ra is e s  th e  a w a re n e s s  o f  th e  s u b je c tiv e  a n d  p a r tic u la r is tic  c h a ra c te r  o f  th e  in d iv id u a l 

b e lie fs  (G a b e n n e sc h , 1972 ; R o o f, 1974). B a s e d  o n  a  c o m p re h e n s iv e  re v ie w  o f  (U .S .)  da ta , 

H y m a n , W rig h t, a n d  R e e d  (1 9 7 5 )  c o n c lu d e d  th a t e d u c a tio n  in d e e d  in c re a s e s  k n o w le d g e , d e e p e n s  

re c e p tiv i ty  to  fu r th e r  k n o w le d g e , a n d  s tim u la te s  th e  u rg e  to  a c tiv e ly  s e e k  n e w  in fo rm a tio n , lo n g  

a f te r  fo rm a l sc h o o lin g  h a s  en d ed . F u r th e rm o re , S te p h a n  a n d  S te p h a n  (1 9 8 4 )  sh o w e d  th a t  c u ltu ra l 

k n o w le d g e  (k n o w le d g e  o f  th e  ro le s , n o rm s , a n d  v a lu e s )  o f  th e  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p  is  s tro n g ly  

c o rre la te d  to  p o s itiv e  a ttitu d e s  to w a rd  th is  o u t-g ro u p .

S eco n d ly , th e  re la tio n  b e tw e e n  e d u c a tio n a l a t ta in m e n t a n d  in te r -e th n ic  a t titu d e s  is  

in te rp re te d  in  te rm s  o f  c o g n itiv e  c a p a c itie s  a n d /o r  h a b its . T h a t is , e d u c a tio n  m a y  in c re a se  

c o g n itiv e  a b ilitie s , w h ic h  a re  n e c e ss a ry  fo r  a  so p h is tic a te d  a n a ly s is  o f  p ro b le m s  in  o rd e r  to  

c o u n te rb a la n c e  th e  r ig id  s im p lif ic a tio n s  in h e re n t in  m o s t p o s itiv e  in -g ro u p  a n d  n e g a tiv e  o u t 

g ro u p  a ttitu d e s . A lth o u g h  th is  in te rp re ta tio n  is  w id e s p re a d , o n ly  a  sm all n u m b e r  o f  e m p ir ic a l 

s tu d ie s  h a v e  e m p lo y e d  d ire c t m e a su re s  o f  c o g n itiv e  a b ilitie s . F o r  in s ta n c e , W a g n e r  an d  

S c h ö n b a c h  (1 9 8 4 )  fo u n d  th a t  th e ir  m e a su re  o f  c o g n itiv e  c o m p le x ity  w a s  a n  im p o r ta n t m e d ia to r  

in  th e  l in k  b e tw e e n  e d u c a tio n a l a t ta in m e n t a n d  e th n ic  p re ju d ic e . In  a  s tu d y  o n  th e  re la te d  to p ic  o f  

p o litic a l to le ra n c e , B o b o  a n d  L ic a r i (1 9 8 9 )  fo u n d  a  s tro n g  e f fe c t o f  th e ir  m e a su re  o f  c o g n itiv e  

so p h is tic a tio n .3

W h e re a s  th e  a fo re m e n tio n e d  th e o re tic a l a p p ro a c h e s  s tre s s  th e  c o g n itiv e  c o m p o n e n t o f  

p re ju d ic e , o th e r  th e o rie s  fo c u s  o n  p e rs o n a li ty  n e e d s  as  th e  c a u se  o f  p re ju d ic e . T h e  m o s t w e ll 

k n o w n  e x a m p le  o f  th is  p erso n a lity  developm en t approach  is  th e  th e o ry  o f  th e  a u th o rita r ia n  

p e rs o n a li ty  (A d o rn o  e t a l., 1969). In  p re v io u s  s tu d ie s , s tro n g  e m p ir ic a l in te r re la tio n s  w e re  fo u n d  

b e tw e e n  e th n ic  p re ju d ic e  a n d  a u th o rita r ia n ism , as  w e ll as  b e tw e e n  e d u c a tio n a l a t ta in m e n t an d  

a u th o ri ta r ia n is m  (A d o rn o  e t a l., 1969 ; S c h e e p e rs , F e llin g , &  P e te rs , 1990). In  a d d itio n , th e  

in te r re la tio n  b e tw e e n  e d u c a tio n  a n d  p re ju d ic e  h a s  b e e n  in te rp re te d  in  te rm s  o f  s e lf -e s te e m  

(W a g n e r  &  S c h ö n b a c h , 1984). H ig h e r  e d u c a te d  p e rso n s , a n d  in  g e n e ra l p e o p le  f ro m  a  h ig h e r  

so c ia l s tra ta , a re  a s su m e d  to  h a v e  a  h ig h e r  s e lf-e s te e m , a n d  a re  th e re fo re  le ss  in c lin e d  to  e n h a n c e  

th e ir  so c ia l id e n tity  b y  p e rc e iv in g  th e ir  in -g ro u p  a s  su p e r io r  to  o u t-g ro u p s  (T a jfe l, 1981 , 1982a).

In  a d d itio n  to  th e  c o g n itiv e  a p p ro a c h  a n d  th e  p e rs o n a li ty  d e v e lo p m e n t a p p ro a c h , th e  

re la tio n s h ip  b e tw e e n  e d u c a tio n a l a t ta in m e n t a n d  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  o r  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism  

c a n  a lso  b e  in te rp re te d  b y  rea listic  g ro u p  con flic t theory  (L e V in e  &  C a m p b e ll , 1972), as 

d is c u s s e d  in  C h a p te r  2. A  k e y  e le m e n t in  th is  th e o ry  is  th e  p ro p o s itio n  th a t  c o m p e tit io n  o v e r  

s c a rc e  re s o u rc e s  b e tw e e n  so c ia l g ro u p s  (e .g ., e th n ic  g ro u p s )  is  th e  c a ta ly s t fo r  a n ta g o n is tic  

a ttitu d e s : in te r -g ro u p  c o m p e tit io n  le a d s  to  m o re  in -g ro u p  so lid a r ity  a n d  to  m o re  o u t-g ro u p  

h o s ti l i ty  (B o b o , 1988 ; O lz a k , 1992 ; S h erif , 1979). In  th is  v ie w , e th n ic  g ro u p s  a re  m u tu a l 

c o m p e tito rs , s in ce  th e y  h a v e  c o n f lic tin g  c la im s  o v e r  s ta tu s , p o w e r, p r iv ile g e , a n d  o th e r  sca rce  

re so u rc e s , a lo n g  w ith  e x p e c ta t io n s  a n d  s u b je c tiv e  ju d g e m e n ts  a b o u t th e  ‘p ro p e r ’ d is tr ib u tio n  o f  

s u c h  s c a rc e  re s o u rc e s  (B lu m e r, 1958 ; C o se r, 1956). A c c o rd in g  to  B la lo c k  (1 9 6 7 ), ac tu a l 

c o m p e tit io n  is  re f le c te d  in  p e rc e p tio n s  o f  c o m p e tit io n , th a t  is, th e  s u b je c tiv e ly  p e rc e iv e d  s o c io 

e c o n o m ic  th re a t  th a t  e th n ic  m in o r it ie s  p o se  to  th e  so c ia l p o s itio n  o f  th e  d o m in a n t e th n ic  g ro u p . 

H o w e v e r , th e  e x te n t to  w h ic h  d o m in a n t e th n ic  g ro u p  m e m b e rs  e x p e r ie n c e  a  th re a t  f ro m  e th n ic  

m in o r it ie s  m a y  d e p e n d  o n  th e ir  p e rso n a l s itu a tio n . P a r tic u la r ly  th o s e  so c ia l c a te g o r ie s  th a t  h o ld
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so c ia l p o s itio n s  s im ila r  to  th o s e  o f  th e  e th n ic  m in o r it ie s  w ill h a v e  to  c o m p e te  m o re  w ith  e th n ic  

m in o r it ie s  o n  th e  la b o u r  a n d  h o u s in g  m a rk e t th a n  th e  a v e ra g e  m e m b e r  o f  th e  in -g ro u p . S in ce  

e th n ic  im m ig ra n ts  a n d  m in o r it ie s  a re  in  g e n e ra l o v e r- re p re s e n te d  in  th e  lo w e r  so c ia l s tra ta  o f  

so c ie ty  (K ie h l &  W e rn e r , 1998), it  is  e x p e c te d  th a t  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism  

a re  s tro n g ly  p re v a le n t a m o n g  lo w e r  e d u c a te d  p e o p le , lo w e r  so c ia l c la sse s  a n d  lo w e r  in c o m e  

g ro u p s . B e c a u se  e d u c a tio n , so c ia l c la ss , a n d  in c o m e  a re  s tro n g ly  in te r re la te d , as  sh o w n  b y  s ta tu s-  

a t ta in m e n t m o d e ls , i t  is  n e c e ss a ry  to  e s tim a te  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n a l a t ta in m e n t in  a 

m u ltiv a r ia te  an a ly s is , c o n tro llin g  fo r  th e  e ffe c ts  o f  so c ia l c la ss  p o s itio n  a n d  in c o m e  lev e l.

T o  c o n c lu d e  th is  o v e rv ie w  o f  in te rp re ta tio n s  o f  th e  re la tio n s h ip  b e tw e e n  e d u c a tio n a l 

a t ta in m e n t a n d  n a tio n a lis t ic  a t titu d e s  o r  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism , I  n o te  th a t  so m e  a u th o rs  d o u b t 

w h e th e r  e d u c a tio n  re a lly  h a s  a  tru e  e ffec t, o r, w h e th e r  th e  e f fe c t is  ( to  so m e  e x te n t)  an  e m p ir ic a l 

a rte fac t. F o r  in s ta n c e , th e  e d u c a tio n a l e f fe c t m a y  b e  o v e re s tim a te d  d u e  to  a  s tro n g e r  te n d e n c y  fo r  

lo w e r  e d u c a te d  re s p o n d e n ts  to  a n s w e r  in  th e  a f f irm a tiv e  to  th e  (e th n o c e n tr ic )  ite m s  o ffe re d  

(J a c k m a n , 1973). H o w e v e r , S c h ö n b a c h  e t al. (1 9 8 1 )  fo u n d  n o  s u p p o r t fo r  th is  ‘a c q u ie s c e n t 

re s p o n s e  b ia s ’ . F u r th e rm o re , th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  m a y  b e  o v e re s tim a te d  d u e  to  a  s tro n g e r  

p re d is p o s it io n  o f  h ig h e r  e d u c a te d  re s p o n d e n ts  to  g iv e  so c ia lly  d e s ira b le  a n sw e rs . T o  te s t  th is  

la tte r  p ro p o s itio n , W a g n e r  a n d  Z ic k  (1 9 9 5 )  c o n d u c te d  an  e x p e r im e n t w ith  a  b o g u s -p ip e lin e  

m e a su re m e n t p ro c e d u re , in  w h ic h  re s p o n s e s  a re  re la tiv e ly  f re e  o f  re s p o n s e  te n d e n c ie s  an d  

s tra te g ie s  o f  p o s itiv e  s e lf -p re se n ta tio n . A s  e x p e c te d , re s p o n d e n ts  e x p re s s e d  m o re  n e g a tiv e  o u t 

g ro u p  a t titu d e s  w h e n  th e ir  a ttitu d e s  w e re  m e a su re d  b y  th e  b o g u s -p ip e lin e  p ro c e d u re  c o m p a re d  to  

a  p a p e r-a n d -p e n c il  m e th o d . H o w e v e r , c o n tra ry  to  e x p e c ta tio n s , th e  d if fe re n c e  b e tw e e n  lo w e r  an d  

h ig h e r  e d u c a te d  re s p o n d e n ts  w a s  e v e n  s tro n g e r  in  th e  b o g u s -p ip e lin e  e x p e r im e n ta l g ro u p , 

in d ic a tin g  th a t  e v e n  u n d e r  c o n d itio n s  in  w h ic h  th e  te n d e n c y  to  g iv e  so c ia lly  d e s ira b le  a n s w e rs  is  

re d u c e d , th e  d if fe re n c e s  b e tw e e n  e d u c a tio n a l g ro u p s  d id  n o t d im in ish , b u t  in  fac t, ev e n  

in c re a se d .

I  in tro d u c e d  th is  c h a p te r  w ith  th e  q u e s tio n  o f  w h e th e r  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  on  

n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  v a r ie s  a c ro s s  c o u n trie s . M o s t  o f  th e  

a fo re m e n tio n e d  th e o rie s  o n  th e  re la tio n  b e tw e e n  e d u c a tio n  a n d  e th n ic  a ttitu d e s  d o  n o t 

in c o rp o ra te  an y  e x p la n a tio n s  o f  v a ry in g  e ffe c ts  o f  e d u c a tio n a l a t ta in m e n t a c ro s s  c o u n trie s . In  a 

s tr ic t sen se , p sy c h o d y n a m ic  th e o r ie s  th a t  fo c u s  o n  p e rs o n a li ty  n e e d s , su ch  as  th e  th e o ry  o f  th e  

a u th o ri ta r ia n  p e rs o n a li ty  (A d o rn o  e t a l., 1 969 ), p o s e  n o  c ro s s -c u ltu ra l v a r ia tio n  (cf. W e il, 1985). 

O th e r  th e o re tic a l p ro p o s itio n s  a re  d if f ic u lt  to  te s t  b y  m e a n s  o f  c ro s s -se c tio n a l su rv e y  da ta . F o r  

in s ta n c e , to  te s t  th e  n o tio n s  th a t  e d u c a tio n a l sy s te m s  tr a n s fe r  k n o w le d g e  a n d  in fo rm a tio n  o r  

su p p o r t th e  d e v e lo p m e n t o f  c o g n itiv e  a b ilit ie s  id e a lly  re q u ire s  a  d e ta ile d  e x a m in a tio n  o f  th e  

c o n te n t o f  e d u c a tio n a l c u r r ic u la  a n d  te a c h in g  p ra c tic e s  a c ro s s  c o u n trie s . O n  th e  o th e r  h a n d , as  I 

e x p lic a te  in  th e  n e x t  se c tio n , s o c ia lis a tio n  th e o ry  c a n  b e  a p p lie d  to  d e r iv e  te s ta b le  h y p o th e se s  

re g a rd in g  c ro s s -n a tio n a l v a r ia tio n s  in  th e  e d u c a tio n a l e ffec t. T h e  a fo re m e n tio n e d  n o tio n s  o f  

re a l is tic  g ro u p  c o n f lic t  th e o ry  p o in t o u t th a t  su c h  h y p o th e se s  sh o u ld  b e  te s te d  in  m u ltiv a r ia te  

an a ly se s , c o n tro l lin g  fo r  th e  e ffe c ts  o f  so c ia l c la ss  p o s itio n  a n d  in c o m e  lev e l.
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A  k e y  e le m e n t  in  so c ia l is a tio n  th e o ry  is  th e  th e s is  th a t  s tu d e n ts  a re  e x p o s e d  to  v a lu e s , n o rm s , an d  

m o d e s  o f  b e h a v io u r  tra n s m itte d  b y  th e  e d u c a tio n a l sy stem . T h a t is , e d u c a tio n  b r in g s  p e o p le  in to  

c o n ta c t w ith  th e  o ff ic ia l n o rm s  a n d  v a lu e s  o f  so c ie ty . A c c o rd in g  to  S e lz n ic k  a n d  S te in b e rg  

(1 9 6 9 ), th e  fo rm a l e d u c a tio n a l sy s tem  is  the  m a in  so c ia l in s ti tu tio n  fo r  th e  tra n s m is s io n  an d  

e la b o ra tio n  o f  -  w h a t  th e y  d e s ig n a te  a s  -  th e  ‘o f f ic ia l’ cu ltu re . T h is  o ff ic ia l, o r  id e a l cu ltu re , 

w h ic h  c o n ta in s  s o c ie ty ’s id e a l n o rm s , is  d is tin g u is h e d  f ro m  th e  ‘u n o ff ic ia l  o r  c o m m o n ’ cu ltu re . 

S e lz n ic k  a n d  S te in b e rg  v ie w e d  th e  o ff ic ia l c u ltu re  o f  th e  U n ite d  S ta te s  as  an  e n lig h te n e d  an d  

u n p re ju d ic e d  c u ltu re , o rg a n iz e d  a ro u n d  s c ie n tif ic  a n d  d e m o c ra tic  v a lu e s . C o n v e rse ly , th e y  

v ie w e d  th e  h is to r ic a lly  m o re  a rc h a ic  c o m m o n  c u ltu re  in  th e  U n ite d  S ta te s  as  a  p re ju d ic e d  cu ltu re , 

c h a ra c te r iz e d  b y  p re -sc ie n tif ic , p re -d e m o c ra tic  a n d  p re -h u m a n ita r ia n  v a lu e s . T h u s , th e  lo n g e r  

in d iv id u a ls  p a r tic ip a te  in  th e  e d u c a tio n a l sy s tem , th e  m o re  th e y  a re  e x p o s e d  to  s c ie n tif ic  an d  

d e m o c ra tic  v a lu e s . S in c e  m o s t p re ju d ic e d  b e lie fs  are , as  S e lz n ic k  a n d  S te in b e rg  a rg u ed , 

in c o n g ru e n t w ith  th e s e  v a lu e s , a d h e re n c e  to  s c ie n tif ic  a n d  d e m o c ra tic  v a lu e s  a n d  id e a ls  can  

c o u n te rb a la n c e  th e  -  c o g n itiv e ly  u n e n lig h te n e d  -  p re ju d ic e d  b e lie fs .4

S e lz n ic k  a n d  S te in b e rg ’s (1 9 6 9 )  a n a ly s is  o f  th e  re la tio n  b e tw e e n  e d u c a tio n  a n d  (a n ti 

S e m itic )  p re ju d ic e  w a s  c o n f in e d  to  th e  U n ite d  S ta tes . T h e y  a rg u e d  th a t  in  su ch  a  so c ie ty , w ith  its  

d e m o c ra tic  p o litic a l o rd e r  a n d  its  te c h n o lo g ic a lly  b a s e d  e c o n o m y , th e  id e a l n o rm s  o f  th e  o ff ic ia l 

c u ltu re  a re  d e r iv e d  f ro m  d e m o c ra tic  a n d  s c ie n tif ic  v a lu e s . W e il (1 9 8 5 )  g e n e ra liz e d  th e ir  th e s is  b y  

s ta tin g  th a t  th e  v a lu e s  th a t  a re  tra n s m itte d  b y  a  c o u n try ’s e d u c a tio n a l sy s tem  re f le c t th e  o ff ic ia l 

o r  p o litic a l c u ltu re  o f  th a t  c o u n try , w h ic h  in  tu rn  is  d e te rm in e d  b y  th e  e x is t in g  re g im e  fo rm . T h a t 

is, in  c o u n trie s  w ith  a  lib e ra l, d e m o c ra tic  re g im e  fo rm , th e  o ff ic ia l o r  p o litic a l c u ltu re  

e n c o m p a s se s  d e m o c ra tic  v a lu e s  a n d  id e a ls , w h ic h  a re  p ro m u lg a te d  b y  th e  e d u c a tio n a l sy stem . 

A c c o rd in g ly , th e  n e g a tiv e  a s s o c ia t io n  b e tw e e n  e d u c a tio n  a n d  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  o r  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n is m  is  d u e  to  th e  d is s e m in a tio n  o f  d e m o c ra tic  v a lu e  o r ie n ta tio n s  in  e d u c a tio n a l 

in s ti tu tio n s . H o w e v e r , s in ce  th e  v a lu e s  tr a n s m itte d  b y  th e  e d u c a tio n a l sy s tem  re f le c t  th e  

d o m in a n t p o litic a l c u ltu re , o n e  w o u ld  e x p e c t th a t  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  is  sm a lle r  in  c o u n trie s  

w ith  a  le ss  d e m o c ra tic  re g im e  fo rm  o r  a  le ss  lo n g -s ta n d in g  d e m o c ra tic  tra d itio n .

T h e  c ro s s -n a tio n a l d a ta se t a t  h a n d  o ffe rs  a  u n iq u e  o p p o r tu n ity  to  te s t  th e se  p ro p o s itio n s . 

T h e  in h a b ita n ts  o f  E a s te rn  E u ro p e  a n d  R u s s ia  h a v e  o n ly  re c e n tly  w itn e s s e d  th e  tra n s fo rm a tio n  

f ro m  a  so c ia l is t  o n e -p a r ty  p o litic a l p o w e r  to  a  d e m o c ra tic  p o litic a l re g im e  fo rm . M o s t  o f  th e  

a d u lt  p o p u la tio n  in  E a s te rn  E u ro p e  a n d  R u s s ia  a t te n d e d  e d u c a tio n a l in s ti tu tio n s  in  t im e s  o f  a 

n o n -d e m o c ra tic  g o v e rn m e n t. T h e re fo re , I  e x p e c t th a t  th e  d if fe re n c e s  b e tw e e n  e d u c a tio n a l g ro u p s  

in  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  a re  s m a lle r  in  th e s e  fo rm e r  so c ia l is t  c o u n trie s . 

T h e  f ir s t  h y p o th e s is  th e re fo re  re a d s  th a t  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  o n  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  an d  

e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  d e p e n d s  o n  th e  p o litic a l reg im e fo rm  o f  th e  co u n try : th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  

is  s m a lle r  in  re c e n tly  e s ta b lis h e d  d e m o c ra c ie s  (hypothesis 1a).

W e il (1 9 8 5 )  fu r th e rm o re  a s su m e d  a  t im e  la g  b e tw e e n  a  c h a n g e  in  p o litic a l re g im e  fo rm  

a n d  th e  a b ility  o f  th e  e d u c a tio n a l sy s tem  to  s o c ia lis e  s tu d e n ts  in to  th e  n e w  o ff ic ia l p o litic a l 

cu ltu re . T h e re fo re , th e  le n g th  o f  t im e  a  c o u n try  h a s  h a d  a  lib e ra l-d e m o c ra tic  re g im e  fo rm  is

5 .4  S o c ia l i s a t io n  t h e o r y
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a s s u m e d  to  d e te rm in e  th e  e x te n t to  w h ic h  th e  p o p u la tio n  is  so c ia liz e d  in  d e m o c ra tic  id e a ls  an d  

v a lu e s . C o n se q u e n tly , I  e x p e c t th a t  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  is  s tro n g e r  in  p ro lo n g e d  d e m o c ra c ie s  

as  c o m p a re d  to  c o u n tr ie s  w h e re  th e  lib e ra l-d e m o c ra tic  tra d itio n  h a s  b e e n  in te r ru p te d , d u e  to  n o n -  

d e m o c ra tic  re g im e  fo rm s  s in c e  th e  1 9 4 0 ’s, su c h  a s  is  th e  c a se  in  Ita ly , G e rm a n y , A u s tr ia , S pain , 

a n d  Ja p a n . T h u s , th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  o n  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism  

d e p e n d s  o n  th e  length  o f  tim e a  country has h a d  a  libera l-dem ocratic  reg im e fo r m  : th e  e f fe c t o f  

e d u c a tio n  is  th e  s tro n g e s t in  p ro lo n g e d  d e m o c ra c ie s , le ss  s tro n g  in  in te r ru p te d  d e m o c ra c ie s , an d  

th e  s m a lle s t in  re c e n tly  e s ta b lis h e d  d e m o c ra c ie s  (hypothesis 1b).

In  a d d itio n , W e il (1 9 8 5 )  h y p o th e s iz e d  th a t  th e  p o litic a l c u ltu re , as  tr a n s m itte d  b y  th e  

e d u c a tio n a l sy stem , is  a lso  a f fe c te d  b y  th e  d e g re e  o f  c u ltu ra l p lu ra lism . B a s e d  o n  s tu d ie s  o f  

c o n f lic t  r e s o lu t io n  in  p lu ra l is t ic  s o c ie tie s  (e .g . L ijp h a rt, 1 977), W e il s ta te d  th a t  in  a  p lu ra lis tic  

so c ie ty , in  o rd e r  to  a v o id  o v e r t  c o n f lic t  b e tw e e n  p o p u la tio n  seg m e n ts , th e  p o litic a l e lite s  m u s t 

ta k e  th e  le a d  in  p ro m o tin g  p e a c e fu l a c c o m m o d a tio n  a m o n g  th e  d if fe re n t g ro u p s . S in ce  th e  

p o litic a l c u ltu re  is  t r a n s m itte d  th ro u g h  th e  e d u c a tio n a l sy s tem , i t  is  a s s u m e d  th a t  in  a  m o re  

p lu ra l is tic  so c ie ty , e d u c a tio n a l in s ti tu tio n s  a re  m o re  lik e ly  to  a t te m p t to  te a c h  a n d  p ro m u lg a te  

to le ra n t  v a lu e s  a n d  a ttitu d e s . I  te s t  th is  n o tio n  b y  in v e s t ig a tin g  th e  e x te n t to  w h ic h  th e  e f fe c t o f  

e d u c a tio n  v a r ie s  w ith  th e  d e g re e  o f  re lig io u s  h e te ro g e n e ity  o f  a  c o u n try .5 T h e  h y p o th e s is  

th e re fo re  re a d s  th a t  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  d e p e n d s  o n  th e  d e g re e  o f  re lig ious heterogeneity:  th e  

e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  is  s tro n g e r  in  m o re  re lig io u s  h e te ro g e n e o u s  so c ie tie s  (hypothesis 2).

5 .5  D a ta  a n d  m e th o d s

D a ta  w e re  d e r iv e d  f ro m  th e  1995 m o d u le  o f  th e  In te rn a tio n a l S o c ia l S u rv ey  P ro g ra m  (IS S P ), as 

d is c u s se d  in  C h a p te r  3. T h e  o p e ra t io n a lis a tio n  a n d  m e a su re m e n t o f  d im e n s io n s  o f  n a tio n a lis t ic  

a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  is  d e s c r ib e d  in  C h a p te r  4. In  s e c tio n  4 .5 .2 , I  sh o w e d  th a t  th e  

a p p lie d  ite m s  fo rm  a  c ro s s -n a tio n a l c o m p a ra b le  m e a su re m e n t in s tru m e n t (i.e . w ith  in v a r ia n t 

f a c to r  lo a d in g s )  fo r  d im e n s io n s  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism . A n a ly se s  w e re  

re s tr ic te d  to  re s p o n d e n ts  f ro m  th e  e th n ic  m a jo r ity  g ro u p  in  e a c h  c o u n try , as  d isp la y e d  in  

A p p e n d ix  A .

A m o n g  th e  2 2  c o u n tr ie s  fo r  w h ic h  d a ta  w e re  a v a ila b le , th e re  is  a  w id e  v a r ie ty  w ith  

re s p e c t to  w o r ld  re g io n , e th n ic  a n d  re lig io u s  h e te ro g e n e ity , im m ig ra tio n  h is to ry , as  w e ll as  th e  

le n g th  o f  t im e  th a t  a  c o u n try  h a s  h a d  a  lib e ra l-d e m o c ra tic  re g im e  fo rm . W ith  re g a rd  to  th e  la tte r  

c h a ra c te r is tic , I  d is tin g u is h e d  th re e  g ro u p s  o f  c o u n trie s : c o u n tr ie s  w ith  a  lo n g -s ta n d in g  tra d itio n  

o f  d e m o c ra tic  g o v e rn m e n t; c o u n tr ie s  w h e re  th e  lib e ra l-d e m o c ra tic  tra d itio n  w a s  te m p o ra r ily  

in te r ru p te d , d u e  to  a  n o n -d e m o c ra tic  re g im e  b e fo re  o r  (as  in  S p a in )  a f te r  1945 ; a n d  f in a lly , th e  

fo rm e r  so c ia l is t  c o u n tr ie s  in  E u ro p e  a n d  R u s s ia  th a t  o n ly  v e ry  re c e n tly  m a d e  th e  tr a n s i tio n  to  a 

p o litic a l d e m o c ra c y . F u r th e rm o re , I  g ro u p e d  th e  c o u n trie s  b y  d e g re e  o f  re lig io u s  h e te ro g e n e ity  

w ith in  e a c h  co u n try . B a s e d  on  th e  re lig io u s  d e n o m in a tio n  o f  a ll re s p o n d e n ts  ( in c lu d in g  

re s p o n d e n ts  f ro m  e th n ic  m in o r ity  g ro u p s )  w ith in  e a c h  c o u n try , I  c a lc u la te d  an  in d e x  o f  re lig io u s
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h e te ro g e n e ity  (A g re s ti &  A g re s ti, 1 9 7 7 ).6 T a b le  5.1 d isp la y s  th e  le n g th  o f  lib e ra l-d e m o c ra tic  

tra d itio n  a n d  th e  d e g re e  o f  re lig io u s  h e te ro g e n e ity  fo r  e a c h  co u n try .

T a b le  5 .1  L ibera l-dem ocra tic  tradition  a n d  re lig ious heterogeneity  o f  23 countries

C o u n try L ib e ra l-d e m o c ra tic  tra d itio n R e lig io u s  h e te ro g e n e ity

A u s tra lia lo n g h ig h .88

A u s tr ia in te r ru p te d m o d e ra te .43

B u lg a r ia sh o rt m o d e ra te .40

C a n a d a lo n g h ig h .78

C z e c h  R e p u b lic sh o rt m o d e ra te .63

G e rm a n y -E a s t sh o rt m o d e ra te .64

G e rm a n y -W e s t in te r ru p te d h ig h .79

G re a t B r ita in lo n g h ig h .76

H u n g a ry sh o rt m o d e ra te .57

Ire la n d lo n g lo w .15

Ita ly in te r ru p te d lo w .14

J a p a n in te r ru p te d m o d e ra te .59

L a tv ia sh o rt h ig h .86

N e th e r la n d s lo n g m o d e ra te .66

N e w  Z e a la n d lo n g h ig h .87

N o rw a y lo n g lo w .27

P o la n d sh o rt lo w .27

R u s s ia sh o rt m o d e ra te .65

S lo v a k  R e p u b lic sh o rt m o d e ra te .61

S lo v e n ia sh o rt m o d e ra te .43

S p a in in te r ru p te d lo w .18

S w e d e n lo n g m o d e ra te .57

U S A lo n g h ig h .94

5 .5 .1  I n d e p e n d en t va r ia b le s

E duca tio na l a tta inm en t w a s  m e a su re d  b y  m e a n s  o f  th e  in te rn a tio n a l e d u c a tio n a l c la ss if ic a tio n  

s c h e m e  o f  th e  IS S P . I  c o lla p se d  th e  o r ig in a l 7 c a te g o r ie s  in to  4  c a te g o rie s : ‘lo w e r  e d u c a tio n a l 

le v e l’, ‘in c o m p le te  s e c o n d a ry  e d u c a tio n a l le v e l’, ‘c o m p le te d  se c o n d a ry  e d u c a tio n a l le v e l’ an d  

‘h ig h e r  e d u c a tio n a l le v e l’ .7

T o  in d ic a te  r e s p o n d e n ts ’ so c ia l p o s itio n  I  c o m b in e d  sev e ra l v a r ia b le s . F irs tly , I  u s e d  a 

v a r ia b le  th a t  in d ic a te d  w h e th e r  re s p o n d e n ts  w e re  c u rre n tly  e m p lo y e d  o r  n o t. A m o n g  th e  la tte r
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g ro u p , a  fu r th e r  d is tin c tio n  w a s  m a d e  b e tw e e n  u n e m p lo y e d , s tu d en ts , re tire d  p e rso n s , p e rso n s  

w o rk in g  in  th e  h o u s e h o ld  a n d  a  m isc e lla n e o u s  c a te g o ry  o f  o th e r  so c ia l p o s it io n s  (a lso  in c lu d in g  

e m p lo y e e s  w h o se  o c c u p a tio n  c o u ld  n o t b e  c la ss if ie d ) . S eco n d ly , fo r  th o s e  re s p o n d e n ts  c u rre n tly  

e m p lo y e d , I  re c o d e d  th e  a v a ila b le  o c c u p a tio n a l c la s s if ic a t io n  c o d e s  in to  th e  n o m in a l c la ss  

ty p o lo g y  o f  E r ik so n , G o ld th o rp e  a n d  P o r to c a re ro  (1 9 7 9 ). M o s t  IS S P  m e m b e rs  a p p lie d  th e  

In te rn a tio n a l S ta n d a rd  C la s s if ic a tio n  o f  O c c u p a tio n s  (IS C O ) o f  th e  In te rn a tio n a l L a b o u r  O ff ic e  

o f  th e  U n ite d  N a tio n s , e i th e r  th e  1 9 6 8 -re v is io n  o r  th e  1 9 8 8 -re v is io n  (IL O , 1969 , 1 9 9 0 ).8 T o  

d e r iv e  th e  E G P  c a te g o r ie s  f ro m  IS C O 6 8  a n d  IS C O 8 8 , I  fo llo w e d  th e  p ro c e d u re s  o f  a n d  s ta n d a rd  

m o d u le s  g e n e ra te d  b y  G a n z e b o o m , L u ijk x  a n d  T re im a n  (1 9 8 9 )  a n d  G a n z e b o o m  a n d  T re im a n  

(1 9 9 6 ) .9 F o r  f iv e  c o u n trie s  -  Ita ly , th e  N e th e r la n d s , Ja p a n , G re a t B r ita in , a n d  S w e d e n  -  o n ly  a 

n a tio n a l sp e c if ic  o c c u p a tio n a l c la s s if ic a t io n  w a s  a v a ila b le . I  re c o d e d  th e  la tte r  c la s s if ic a t io n s  in to  

th e  E G P  c la ss if ic a tio n , fo llo w in g  th e  a fo re m e n tio n e d  p ro c e d u re s  (s e e  a lso  n o te  8 ).10 T o  a v o id  

sm all c la ss  f re q u e n c ie s , I  c o m b in e d  sev e ra l c la ss  c a te g o rie s , w h ic h  re s u lte d  in  a  6 -c a te g o ry  

o rd in a l c la ss  c la ss if ic a tio n : h ig h e r  c o n tro lle rs ; lo w e r  c o n tro lle rs , ro u tin e  n o n -m a n u a l w o rk e rs ; 

s e lf -e m p lo y e d  (w ith  o r  w ith o u t e m p lo y e e s ) ; m a n u a l su p e rv iso rs  a n d  sk ille d  m a n u a l w o rk e rs ; 

an d , f in a lly , s e m i-u n sk ille d  m a n u a l w o rk e r s .11

A s  a  m e a su re  o f  th e  e c o n o m ic  p o s itio n , I  a p p lie d  th e  h o u seh o ld  incom e. In  o rd e r  to  

a c h ie v e  a  c ro s s -n a tio n a l c o m p a ra b le  m e a su re , I  s ta n d a rd ise d  th is  v a r ia b le  w ith in  e a c h  c o u n try .12 

F u r th e rm o re , to  a v o id  h a v in g  a  sm all e ffe c tiv e  s a m p le  s ize , I  su b s titu te d  m is s in g  d a ta  w ith  th e  

c o u n try -m e a n . F in a lly , I  in c lu d e d  sex , age, denom ina tion  a n d  church  a ttendance  a s  c o n tro l 

v a r ia b le s  in  th e  an a ly sis . S in c e  th e  v a r io u s  s a m p le s  c o n ta in e d  d if fe re n t ag e  lim its , I  a p p lie d  a 

c o m m o n  ag e  l im it fo r  a ll sam p le s , in c lu d in g  o n ly  re s p o n d e n ts  b e tw e e n  18 a n d  75 y e a rs  o f  a g e  in  

th e  a n a ly se s . I  d is tin g u ish e d  12 b ir th  co h o rts , in  o rd e r  to  e x p lo re  p o s s ib le  n o n - lin e a r  ag e  e ffec ts . 

F o r  th e  c o n s tru c tio n  o f  th e  v a r ia b le  denom ination , I  s u b su m e d  sm a ll o r  c o u n try -sp e c if ic  

d e n o m in a tio n s  in to  b ro a d e r  d e n o m in a tio n a l c a te g o rie s . I  d is tin g u is h e d  b e tw e e n  C a th o lic , 

O r th o d o x , a n d  P ro te s ta n t  d e n o m in a tio n s ; n o n -C h r is tia n  d e n o m in a tio n s ; n o n - re lig io u s  p e rso n s ; 

a n d  fin a lly , a  c a te g o ry  c o n s is tin g  o f  a ll n o n -v a lid  a n sw e rs  (su c h  as  n o n -c la s s if ia b le  

d e n o m in a tio n s , re fu sa ls , a n d  o th e r  m is s in g  a n sw e rs ) . C hurch  a ttendance  w a s  m e a su re d  b y  

m e a n s  o f  fo u r  c a te g o rie s , ra n g in g  f ro m  n e v e r  g o in g  to  c h u rc h  to  a tte n d in g  n e a r ly  o n c e  a  w e e k  o r
13m o re .13

5 .5 .2  M e th o d s

T o  in v e s t ig a te  th e  re la tio n s h ip  b e tw e e n  th e  a fo re m e n tio n e d  in d iv id u a l c h a ra c te r is t ic s  a n d  

n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m , I  a p p lie d  m u ltip le  re g re s s io n  a n a ly se s . In  th e se  

an a ly se s , I  c o m p u te d  th e  sc o re  fo r  e a c h  d im e n s io n  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n is m  b y  a p p ly in g  th e  a v e ra g e  su m  o f  sc o re s  o f  th e  sp e c if ic  in d ic a to rs . D a ta  w e re  

w e ig h te d  to  c o r re c t fo r  n a tio n a l- s p e c if ic  s a m p le  c h a ra c te r is t ic s  (Z e n tra la rc h iv  fü r  E m p ir is c h e  

S o z ia lfo rsc h u n g , 1998). T h e  to ta l n u m b e r  o f  v a lid  re s p o n s e s  in  th e  23 n a tio n a l sa m p le s  -  f ro m  

2 2  c o u n trie s , w ith  E a s t  a n d  W e s t  G e rm a n y  tre a te d  as  s e p a ra te  s a m p le s  -  w a s  2 4 ,2 4 7 . In  o rd e r  to
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a c h ie v e  e q u a l s a m p le  s iz e  fo r  e a c h  sa m p le  I  re -w e ig h te d  th e  d a ta  to  s a m p le  s iz e s  o f  1 ,000  ( to ta l 

N = 2 3 ,0 0 0 ) .

A ll n o m in a l v a r ia b le s  as  w e ll as  e d u c a tio n a l a t ta in m e n t a n d  ag e  w e re  d u m m ifie d . T h a t is, 

th e  o r ig in a l v a r ia b le  w a s  b ro k e n  d o w n  in to  as  m a n y  v a r ia b le s  as  it  c o n ta in e d  c a te g o rie s , m in u s  

o n e  th a t  se rv e d  as  a  re fe re n c e  ca teg o ry . In  o rd e r  to  c o rre c t fo r  c o u n try -sp e c if ic  e ffec ts , I  in c lu d e d  

c o u n try  a s  a  d u m m if ie d  v a r ia b le  in  th e  an a ly se s , w ith  o n e  c o u n try  as  re fe re n c e  ca teg o ry . In  th is  

m a n n e r , I  o b ta in e d  m o re  a c c u ra te  e s tim a te s  o f  th e  e f fe c ts  o f  in d iv id u a l c h a ra c te r is t ic s .14 T o  te s t  

w h e th e r  th e  e d u c a tio n a l e f fe c t d if fe re d  a c ro ss  c o u n tr ie s  a c c o rd in g  to  th e  l ib e ra l-d e m o c ra tic  

tra d itio n  o r  th e  d e g re e  o f  re lig io u s  h e te ro g e n e ity , I  in c lu d e d  in te ra c tio n s  fo r  e d u c a tio n  and , 

re sp e c tiv e ly , lib e ra l-d e m o c ra tic  tra d itio n  a n d  re lig io u s  h e te ro g e n e ity .

5 .6  R e s u lt s

T h e  re su lts  o f  a  m u ltiv a r ia te  re g re s s io n  a n a ly s is  in  all c o u n tr ie s  s im u lta n e o u s ly  a re  p re s e n te d  in  

T a b le  5 .2. F o r  e a c h  o f  th e  f iv e  d e p e n d e n t v a r ia b le s , th e  u n s ta n d a rd is e d  re g re s s io n  p a ra m e te rs  a re  

d isp la y e d . A s  c a n  b e  seen  a t  th e  to p  o f  th e  ta b le , th e re  w e re  c o n s id e ra b le  d if fe re n c e s  b e tw e e n  

e d u c a tio n a l g ro u p s  fo r  4  o f  th e  5 d e p e n d e n t v a r ia b le s . C o n tro lle d  fo r  a ll th e  v a r ia b le s  d isp la y e d  

in  T a b le  5 .2 , lo w e r  e d u c a te d  re s p o n d e n ts  w e re  m o re  c h a u v in is tic  c o m p a re d  to  h ig h e r  e d u c a te d  

re sp o n d e n ts . L o w e r  e d u c a te d  re s p o n d e n ts  d e m o n s tra te d  s tro n g e r  e x c lu s io n is tic  te n d e n c ie s  

to w a rd  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s  o n  all d im e n s io n s  o f  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism , a lth o u g h  th e  s iz e  o f  th e  

d if fe re n c e s  v a r ie s . C le a rly , e d u c a tio n a l a t ta in m e n t w a s  s tro n g ly  re la te d  to  c h a u v in ism  a n d  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n ism . In  c o n tra s t, th e re  w e re  o n ly  m in o r  d if fe re n c e s  b e tw e e n  e d u c a tio n a l g ro u p s  

re g a rd in g  th e  d e g re e  o f  p a tr io tism . O n ly  re s p o n d e n ts  w ith  th e  lo w e s t e d u c a tio n a l a t ta in m e n t 

le v e l w e re  s ig n if ic a n tly  m o re  p a tr io tic  c o m p a re d  to  th e  h ig h e s t e d u c a te d  o n es . A g a in , th is  

c o n f irm s  th e  re su lts  p re s e n te d  in  C h a p te r  4 , i.e . th a t  th e re  is  a  su b s ta n tia l d if fe re n c e  b e tw e e n  a 

p o s itiv e  o r ie n ta tio n  to w a rd  th e  o w n  c o u n try  a n d  th e  n a tio n a l in -g ro u p  c h a ra c te r is e d  b y  fe e lin g s  

o f  s u p e rio r ity  a n d  a  b lin d , u n c r it ic a l in -g ro u p  a t ta c h m e n t (i.e ., c h a u v in is m )  a n d  fe e lin g s  o f  p r id e  

in  sp e c if ic  a c h ie v e m e n ts  o f  o n e ’s o w n  c o u n try  (i.e ., p a tr io tism ).

In  a d d itio n  to  d if fe re n c e s  b e tw e e n  e d u c a tio n a l g ro u p s , th e re  w e re  a lso  c o n s id e ra b le  

d if fe re n c e s  in  c h a u v in ism  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  b e tw e e n  re s p o n d e n ts  w ith  d if fe re n t so c ia l 

p o s itio n s . In  g e n e ra l, lo w e r  so c ia l c la sse s  d isp la y e d  a  h ig h e r  d e g re e  o f  c h a u v in ism  a n d  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n ism , c o m p a re d  to  th e  h ig h e s t so c ia l c la ss . S e lf-e m p lo y e d , m a n u a l su p e rv iso rs  an d  

sk ille d  m a n u a l w o rk e rs  sc o re d  s ig n if ic a n tly  h ig h e r  o n  c h a u v in is m  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  th a n  

th e  re fe re n c e  c a te g o ry  o f  h ig h e r  co n tro lle rs . T h is  w a s  a lso  th e  ca se  fo r  s e m i-u n sk ille d  m a n u a l 

w o rk e rs  as  w e ll as  fo r  th o s e  w h o  w e re  u n e m p lo y e d , w ith  th e  e x c e p tio n  th a t  th e  d if fe re n c e  

b e tw e e n  th e s e  g ro u p s  a n d  h ig h e r  c o n tro lle rs  w a s  n o t s ig n if ic a n t fo r  th e  d e g re e  o f  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  

p o litic a l re fu g e e s . F u r th e rm o re , th e  ro u tin e  n o n -m a n u a l w o rk e rs  sc o re d  s o m e w h a t h ig h e r  th a n  

th e  h ig h e r  c o n tro lle rs , b u t  th e  d if fe re n c e  w a s  o n ly  s ig n if ic a n t fo r  tw o  d im e n s io n s  o f  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n ism .
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T a b le  5 .2  U nstandard ised  regression  p a ra m e ter  estim ates o f  ind iv idua l characteristics on  
dim ensions o f  na tiona listic  a ttitudes a n d  ethnic exclusion ism  in  overa ll p o p u la tio n

Chauvinism Patriotism Exclusionism 
of immigrants

Exclusionism 
of political 

refugees

Exclusionism 
from group 
membership

Education
Lower .42 ** .05 ** .33 ** .42 ** .25 **
Incomplete secondary .25 ** .01 .25 ** .30 ** .17 **
Complete secondary .13 ** .00 .14 ** .14 ** .07 **
Higher R ef Ref R ef Ref Ref

Social position
Higher controllers Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.
Lower controllers -.01 .02 .03 -.01 -.00
Routine non-manual .05 .02 .12 ** .06 .05 *
Self-employed .08 ** .00 .18 ** .12 ** .06 *
Supervisors, skilled manual 09 ** .01 .15 ** .14 ** .06 *
Semi-unskilled manual .14 ** -.01 .12 ** .06 .11 **
Unemployed .06 * -.03 .13 ** .08 .10 **
Student, vocational training -.11 ** .02 -.04 -.14 ** -.02
Retired .12 ** .02 .13 ** .06 .06 **
Housekeepers .09 ** .02 .15 ** .12 ** .08 **
Not classifiable .06 * -.01 .14 ** .07 .05 *

Family income -.03 ** .01 * -.02  ** -.03 ** -.01 *
Sex (male) .03 * .03 ** -.03 * .01 -.01
Age

18-21 -.29 ** -.13 ** .00 .16 ** -.23 **
22-26 -.32 ** -.15 ** -.03 .11 * -.22  **
27-31 -.31 ** -.16  ** -.02 .05 -.23 **
32-36 -.31 ** -.15 ** -.01 .05 -.24  **
37-41 -.26 ** -.14  ** -.00 .05 -.20  **
42-46 -.23 ** -.12  ** -.01 .04 -.22  **
47-51 -.21 ** -.13 ** -.03 -.00 -.19  **
52-56 -.12 ** -.10  ** .02 .03 -.14  **
57-61 -.06 -.11 ** .04 .08 -.07  **
62-66 -.08 ** -.10  ** .04 .07 -.07  **
67-71 -.02 -.04 .01 -.08 -.03
72-75 Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.

Denomination
Catholic .12 ** .03 * .11 ** .12 ** .15 **
Orthodox .02 .03 -.01 -.05 -.03
Protestant .10 ** .05 * .15 ** .09 ** .15 **
Other .03 .00 .07 ** -.03 .03
No religion Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.

Church attendance
> Nearly once a week .03 .08 ** -.16  ** -.13 ** -.00

> Once a month .06 ** .07 ** -.15 ** -.09 ** -.00
Less than once a month .04 ** .06 ** -.08  ** -.01 -.01
Never Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.

Intercept 3.38 ** 2.68 ** 3.63 ** 2.78 ** 3.01 **
Adj. R2 .209 .308 .167 .189 .113
N ote:  th e  effects  o f  ind iv idual characteris tics are con tro lled  fo r the  overall m eans o f  the  23 sam ples, by  includ ing  22  dum m y 

variab les fo r the  sam ples (param eter estim ates n o t d isplayed). N  = 23,000 . R e f  = reference category.

* p  <  .05. * * p  <  .01. (tw o-ta iled)
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W i th  re g a rd  to  so c ia l c a te g o r ie s  o u ts id e  th e  la b o u r  fo rce , c h a u v in ism  w a s  lo w e r  a m o n g  s tu d en ts , 

b u t  h ig h e r  a m o n g  re tire d  p e rs o n s  a n d  p e o p le  w o rk in g  in  th e  h o u se h o ld . F o r  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  I 

fo u n d  th e  sa m e  p a tte rn , a lth o u g h  n o t all d if fe re n c e s  w ith  th e  re fe re n c e  c a te g o ry  w e re  s ig n ifican t.

C o n tro lle d  fo r  ( in  p a r tic u la r )  e d u c a tio n a l le v e l a n d  so c ia l p o s itio n , th e  e f fe c t o f  fa m ily  

in c o m e  w a s  ra th e r  sm all. T h e  h ig h e r  th e  in c o m e , th e  lo w e r  th e  d e g re e  o f  c h a u v in ism  a n d  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n ism . P a tr io tis m , o n  th e  o th e r  h a n d , is  s lig h tly  p o s itiv e ly  re la te d  to  th e  in c o m e  lev e l.

N e x t, I  c o n s id e r  th e  e f fe c ts  o f  th e  c o n tro l v a r ia b le s  sex , ag e , re lig io u s  d e n o m in a tio n , an d  

c h u rc h  a tte n d a n c e . D if fe re n c e s  b e tw e e n  th e  se x e s  w e re  sm all: m a le s  d isp la y e d  m o re  c h a u v in ism  

a n d  p a tr io tism , b u t  w e re  le s s  e x c lu s io n is tic  to w a rd  im m ig ra n ts . R e g a rd in g  a g e  d iffe re n c e s , th e  

re su lts  w e re  o n ly  p a r tly  in  a c c o rd a n c e  w ith  p re v io u s  f in d in g s  th a t  in d ic a te d  th a t  th e  y o u n g  w e re  

le s s  n a tio n a lis tic  a n d  le ss  p re ju d ic e d  (E is in g a  &  S c h e e p e rs , 1989 ; S m ith , 1985). In d e e d , y o u n g e r  

b ir th  c o h o rts  a p p e a re d  le ss  c h a u v in is tic  a n d  p a tr io tic  c o m p a re d  to  o ld e r  b ir th  co h o rts . T h e  

re la tio n s h ip  w a s  a lm o s t lin ea r . In  a d d itio n , th e  y o u n g  w e re  le ss  n e g a tiv e  to w a rd  e th n ic  o u t 

g ro u p s  re g a rd in g  e x c lu s io n is m  f ro m  g ro u p  m e m b e rsh ip . H o w e v e r , re g a rd in g  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  

im m ig ra n ts  a n d  p o litic a l re fu g e e s , th e  y o u n g  w e re  n o t m o re  to le ra n t  th a n  th e  o ld . C o n v e rse ly , it  

a p p e a re d  th a t  th e  y o u n g e s t re s p o n d e n ts  w e re  m o re  in  fa v o u r  o f  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  p o litic a l re fu g e e s  

th a n  th e  o ld e r  co h o rts . T h is  m a y  in d ic a te  a  d e c re a se  in  s u p p o r t fo r  th e  a d m is s io n  o f  p o litic a l 

re fu g e e s  in  th e  n e a r  fu tu re .

In  g e n e ra l, re s p o n d e n ts  w h o  c o n s id e re d  th e m s e lv e s  to  b e  m e m b e rs  o f  a  d e n o m in a tio n  h a d  

re la tiv e ly  s tro n g e r  n a tio n a lis tic  a n d  e x c lu s io n is tic  a ttitu d e s . O r th o d o x  re lig io u s  re sp o n d e n ts , 

p re d o m in a n tly  in h a b ita n ts  o f  B u lg a r ia , th e  S lo v a k  R e p u b lic  a n d  R u s s ia , d id  n o t d e v ia te  f ro m  

n o n -re lig io u s  re sp o n d e n ts . T h e  re s u lts  fo r  c h u rc h  a t te n d a n c e  w e re  m ix e d  a n d  so m e w h a t 

p u z z lin g . W h e re a s  c h u rc h g o e rs  w e re  m o re  n a tio n a lis tic  th a n  n o n -c h u rc h g o e rs , th e y  a p p e a re d  to  

b e  re la tiv e ly  le ss  e x c lu s io n is tic  to w a rd  im m ig ra n ts  a n d  p o litic a l re fu g e e s .

T a b le  5 .2  in d ic a te s  th a t  e d u c a tio n a l a t ta in m e n t w a s  s tro n g ly  re la te d  to  c h a u v in ism  a n d  

e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism , e v e n  a f te r  c o n tro ll in g  fo r  a  n u m b e r  o f  in d iv id u a l c h a ra c te r is t ic s  in te r re la te d  

w ith  e d u c a tio n a l le v e l, su ch  as  so c ia l c la ss  p o s itio n , in c o m e , age , re lig io u s  a ff il ia t io n  a n d  c h u rc h  

a tte n d a n c e . T o  in v e s t ig a te  th e  re la tiv e  im p o r ta n c e  o f  e d u c a tio n a l a t ta in m e n t fo r  th e  e x p la n a tio n  

o f  n a t io n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism , I  c re a te d  c o m p o s ite  v a r ia b le s  fo r  all 

c a te g o ric a l v a r ia b le s . A  c o m p o s ite  o r  c o m p o u n d  v a r ia b le  fo r  e a c h  c a te g o ric a l v a r ia b le  w a s  

c re a te d  b y  u s in g  th e  e s tim a te d  u n s ta n d a rd is e d  re g re s s io n  c o e ff ic ie n ts  fo r  th e  d u m m if ie d  

c a te g o rie s , a s  d isp la y e d  in  T a b le  5 .2 , as  w e ig h ts  (E is in g a , S c h e e p e rs , &  S n ip p e n b u rg , 1991). 

N e x t, I  c o n d u c te d  a  se c o n d  re g re s s io n  a n a ly s is  in  w h ic h  e a c h  c a te g o ric a l v a r ia b le  w a s  re p la c e d  

b y  its  c o m p o s ite  v a r ia b le . T h e  s ta n d a rd ise d  re g re s s io n  c o e ff ic ie n t fo r  th e  c o m p o s ite  v a r ia b le  

(a lso  re fe r re d  to  as  th e  sh e a f-c o e ff ic ie n t)  re v e a ls  th e  o v e ra ll e f fe c t o f  th e  c a te g o ric a l v a r ia b le , an d  

c a n  b e  c o m p a re d  w ith  th e  e f fe c t o f  n o n -c a te g o r ic a l v a r ia b le s , su c h  as  in c o m e .

T h e  s ta n d a rd iz e d  re g re s s io n  c o e ff ic ie n ts  a re  d isp la y e d  in  T a b le  5 .3 .15 T h is  ta b le  sh o w s  

th a t, c o n tro lle d  fo r  a ll o th e r  in d iv id u a l v a r ia b le s , e d u c a tio n  h a d  th e  s tro n g e s t o v e ra ll e f fe c t o n  

c h a u v in ism  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism . C o m p a re d  to  e d u c a tio n , th e  e ffe c ts  o f  so c ia l p o s itio n  an d  

in c o m e  w e re  c o n s id e ra b ly  sm a lle r . In  su m m a ry , in  m u ltiv a r ia te  a n a ly se s , e d u c a tio n  tu rn e d  o u t to  

b e  th e  m o s t im p o r ta n t in d ic a to r  fo r  th e  e x p la n a tio n  o f  in d iv id u a l d if fe re n c e s  in  c h a u v in ism  an d
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e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism . P a tr io tism , h o w e v e r , w a s  h a rd ly  a f fe c te d  b y  e d u c a tio n a l a tta in m e n t, an d  

re la te d  m o re  s tro n g ly  to  ag e  a n d  c h u rc h  a tte n d a n c e .

T a b le  5 .3  S ta nda rd ised  regression  p a ra m e ter  estim ates o f  in d iv idua l characteristics on  

d im ensions o f  na tiona listic  a ttitudes a n d  ethnic exclusionism  in  o vera ll 

p o p u la tio n , a p p ly in g  com posite  variab les f o r  ca tegorica l variables

C hauvinism Patrio tism E xclusion ism  

of im m igrants

E xclusionism  

of po litical 

refugees

E xclusionism  

from  group 

m em bership

E ducation 19 ** .03 ** .13 ** .13 ** 14 **

Social position .08 ** .02 ** .06 ** .05 ** .06 **

Fam ily  incom e - .0 3  ** .01 * - .0 2  ** - .0 3  ** - .0 1  *

Sex .02 * .02 ** - .0 2  ** .00 - .0 1

A ge 14 ** .05 ** .02 ** 04 ** .11 **

D enom ination .06 ** .03 ** .06 ** .05 ** .11 **

C hurch attendance .03 ** .05 ** .06 ** 04 ** .00

Note: composite variables for education, social position, age, denomination, and church attendance were created 

using the unstandardised regression parameter estimates for the dummy variables, as displayed in Table 5.2, as 

weights. N = 23,000.

*p  < .05. ** p  < .01. (two-tailed)

N e x t, I  in v e s t ig a te d  w h e th e r  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  v a r ie d  sy s te m a tic a lly  a c ro ss  c o u n trie s , 

a c c o rd in g  to  th e  le n g th  o f  lib e ra l-d e m o c ra tic  re g im e  h is to ry  a n d  th e  d e g re e  o f  re lig io u s  

h e te ro g e n e ity  o f  th e  co u n try . F o r  a  fo rm a l te s t  o f  th e  v a ry in g  e ffe c ts  o f  e d u c a tio n , I  c o m p u te d  

in te ra c tio n  v a r ia b le s  b e tw e e n  e d u c a tio n  an d , re sp e c tiv e ly , lib e ra l-d e m o c ra tic  tra d itio n  an d  

re lig io u s  h e te ro g e n e ity . F o r  c o n v e n ie n c e  a n d  c la rity , e d u c a tio n a l a t ta in m e n t w a s  tre a te d  as  a 

m e tr ic  v a r ia b le  in  th e s e  an a ly ses .

F irs t, I  te s te d  w h e th e r  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  d e p e n d e d  o n  th e  le n g th  o f  t im e  a  c o u n try  

h a s  h a d  a  lib e ra l-d e m o c ra tic  re g im e  fo rm . T a b le  5 .4  su m m a riz e s  th e  re su lts , p re s e n tin g  o n ly  th e  

p a ra m e te r  e s tim a te s  fo r  e d u c a tio n a l a tta in m e n t. N o te  th a t  th e se  a re  m u ltiv a r ia te  p a ra m e te r  

e s tim a te s , c o n tro lle d  fo r  a ll o th e r  in d iv id u a l c h a ra c te r is t ic s  (so c ia l p o s itio n , fa m ily  in c o m e , sex , 

ag e , re lig io u s  d e n o m in a tio n , a n d  c h u rc h  a tte n d a n c e ) . T h e  f ir s t  ro w  in  T a b le  5 .4  d isp la y s  th e  m a in  

e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n , w h ic h  in d ic a te s  th e  e d u c a tio n a l e f fe c t in  p ro lo n g e d  d e m o c ra c ie s . T h is  se rv es  

as  th e  re fe re n c e  p o in t fo r  th e  in te rp re ta tio n  o f  th e  in te ra c tio n  p a ra m e te rs . T h e  n e x t  tw o  ro w s  

d isp la y  th e  p a ra m e te r  e s tim a te s  o f  th e  tw o  in te ra c tio n  v a r ia b le s , re p re s e n tin g  th e  d if fe re n c e  in  

th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  in  re sp e c tiv e ly , in te r ru p te d  d e m o c ra c ie s  a n d  re c e n tly  e s ta b lish e d  

d e m o c ra c ie s , as  c o m p a re d  to  th e  e d u c a tio n a l e f fe c t in  p ro lo n g e d  d e m o c ra c ie s .
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T a b le  5 .4  U nstandard ised  regression  p a ra m e ter  estim ates o f  educa tiona l a tta inm en t a n d  

in teraction  betw een  educa tiona l a tta inm en t a n d  length  o f  dem ocra tic  tradition  on  

dim ensions o f  na tiona listic  a ttitudes a n d  ethnic exclusionism

C hauvinism Patrio tism E xclusionism  

o f  im m igrants

E xclusionism  

o f  po litical 

refugees

E xclusion ism  

from  group 

m em bership

E ducation - .1 3 7  ** -.0 0 8 -.1 4 5  ** - .1 6 7  ** - .1 0 4  **

(in  pro longed  dem ocracies) 

E ducation  * - .0 3 2  ** -.0 4 3  ** .008 -.0 2 2 -.0 1 1

In terrupted  dem ocracies 

E ducation  * .019 -.0 0 1 .086 ** .072 ** .055 **

m ost recen t dem ocracies

Note: the main and interaction effects of educational attainment are controlled for all individual characteristics as 

displayed in Table 5.2 as well as for the overall means of the 23 samples, by including 22 dummy-variables for the 

samples (parameter estimates not displayed). N = 23,000.

*p  < .05. ** p  < .01. (two-tailed)

L e t  m e  f ir s t  c o n s id e r  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  o n  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism . A c c o rd in g  to  h y p o th e s is  1a, 

th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  is  sm a lle r  in  re c e n tly  e s ta b lis h e d  d e m o c ra c ie s  th a n  in  o th e r  c o u n trie s . A s  

c a n  b e  se e n  in  th e  b o tto m  ro w  o f  T a b le  5 .4 , th e  la s t  th re e  p a ra m e te r  e s tim a te s  w e re  s ig n if ic a n tly  

p o s itiv e . T h is  in d ic a te s  th a t  th e  n e g a tiv e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  o n  e x c lu s io n is m  w as , in d e e d , 

s ig n if ic a n tly  w e a k e r  s tro n g  in  th e  m o s t re c e n t e s ta b lis h e d  d e m o c ra c ie s , c o m p a re d  to  th e  

e d u c a tio n a l e f fe c t in  p ro lo n g e d  d e m o c ra c ie s : th e  h ig h e r  e d u c a te d  w e re  le s s  e x c lu s io n is tic  th a n  

th e  lo w e r  e d u c a te d , b u t th e  d if fe re n c e  b e tw e e n  th e  h ig h e r  a n d  lo w e r  e d u c a te d  w a s  s m a lle r  in  th e  

re c e n tly  e s ta b lis h e d  d e m o c ra c ie s  in  E a s te rn  E u ro p e  a n d  R u ss ia .

I  fu r th e rm o re  h y p o th e s ise d  th a t  th e  d if fe re n c e  b e tw e e n  e d u c a tio n a l g ro u p s  w o u ld  b e  

s tro n g e r  in  p ro lo n g e d  d e m o c ra c ie s  as  c o m p a re d  to  le s s  p ro lo n g e d  o r  in te r ru p te d  d e m o c ra c ie s . 

H o w e v e r , re g a rd in g  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  o n  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m , th e  p a ra m e te r  e s tim a te s  in  

th e  th ird  ro w  o f  T a b le  5 .4  in d ic a te  th a t  th e  e d u c a tio n a l e f fe c t in  in te r ru p te d  d e m o c ra c ie s  d id  n o t 

s ig n if ic a n tly  d e v ia te  f ro m  th e  e d u c a tio n a l e f fe c t in  p ro lo n g e d  d e m o c ra c ie s . T h is  c o n tra d ic ts  

h y p o th e s is  1b. F u r th e rm o re , a  c o m p a r is o n  o f  p a ra m e te r  e s tim a te s  in  T a b le  5 .4  re v e a ls  th a t  th e  

e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  o n  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  in  in te r ru p te d  d e m o c ra c ie s  w a s  s tro n g e r  th a n  in  re c e n t 

e s ta b lis h e d  d e m o c ra c ie s . A  re p lic a t io n  o f  th e  a n a ly s is  w ith  th e  e d u c a tio n a l e f fe c t in  re c e n tly  

e s ta b lis h e d  d e m o c ra c ie s  as  re fe re n c e  (n o t d isp la y e d ) , re v e a le d  th a t  th is  d if fe re n c e  w a s  in d e e d  

s ig n if ican t.

In  su m m a ry , th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  o n  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  w a s  s ig n if ic a n tly  le ss  s tro n g  

in  re c e n tly  e s ta b lis h e d  d e m o c ra c ie s , as  c o m p a re d  to  e i th e r  p ro lo n g e d  d e m o c ra c ie s  o r  in te r ru p te d  

d e m o c ra c ie s , th e re b y  c o n f irm in g  h y p o th e s is  1a. H o w e v e r , th e  e d u c a tio n a l e f fe c t in  p ro lo n g e d  

d e m o c ra c ie s  d id  n o t s ig n if ic a n tly  d e v ia te  f ro m  th e  e d u c a tio n a l e f fe c t in  in te r ru p te d  d e m o c ra c ie s , 

re fu tin g  h y p o th e s is  1b.
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T a b le  5 .5  U nstandard ised  regression  p a ra m e ter  estim ates o f  educa tiona l a tta inm en t on  

dim ensions o f  na tiona listic  a ttitudes a n d  ethnic exclusionism  in  three types o f  

countries, g ro u p e d  b y  length  o f  libera l-dem ocra tic  regim e h istory

A ll countries 

(N =23.000)

Prolonged

dem ocracies

(N =9.000)

N ew er

estab lished

dem ocracies

(N =5.000)

R ecen tly

estab lished

dem ocracies

(N =9.000)

Chauvinism

E ducation

L ow er .42 ** .44 ** .43 ** .37 **

Incom plete  secondary .25 ** .30 ** .25 ** .23 **

C om plete  secondary .13 ** 14 ** .11 ** 14 **

H igher Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.

Patriotism

E ducation

L ow er .05 ** .05 * .08 ** .02

Incom plete  secondary .01 .02 .02 - .0 0

C om plete  secondary .00 .02 .03 - .0 2

H igher Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.

Exclusionism o f  immigrants

E ducation

L ow er .33 ** .40 ** .37 ** .20 **

Incom plete  secondary .25 ** .36 ** .32 ** .10 **

C om plete  secondary 14 ** .20 ** .12 ** .06 *

H igher Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.

Exclusionism o f  political refugees

E ducation

L ow er .42 ** .46 ** .52 ** .27 **

Incom plete  secondary .30 ** .39 ** .30 ** .19 **

Com plete  secondary 14 ** .19 ** .13 * .05

H igher Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.

Exclusionism from  group membership

E ducation

L ow er .25 ** .32 ** .29 ** 17 **

Incom plete  secondary 17 ** .23 ** .22 ** .09 **

Com plete  secondary .07 ** .09 ** 11 ** .03

H igher Ref. Ref. Ref. Ref.

Note: the parameter estimates are controlled for other individual characteristics (i.e. social position, family income, 

sex, age, denomination, and church attendance) as well as for the overall means of the samples, by including k-1 

dummy-variables for the k samples (parameter estimates not displayed). Ref = reference category.

*p  < .05. ** p  < .01. (two-tailed)
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N e x t  I  tu rn  to  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  o n  c h a u v in ism  a n d  p a tr io tism . A s  sh o w n  in  T a b le  5 .4 , th e re  

w a s  n o  s ig n if ic a n t d if fe re n c e  in  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  in  re c e n tly  e s ta b lis h e d  d e m o c ra c ie s  as 

c o m p a re d  to  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  in  p ro lo n g e d  d e m o c ra c ie s . F u r th e rm o re , th e  p a ra m e te rs  in  

th e  se c o n d  ro w  o f  T a b le  5 .4  in d ic a te  th a t  th e  n e g a tiv e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  in  in te r ru p te d  

d e m o c ra c ie s  w a s  -  c o n tra ry  to  th e  e x p e c ta t io n  -  s ig n if ic a n tly  s tro n g e r  th a n  in  p ro lo n g e d  

d e m o c ra c ie s . T h e se  f in d in g s  re fu te  h y p o th e se s  1a a n d  1b re g a rd in g  th e  v a ry in g  e f fe c t o f  

e d u c a tio n  o n  n a tio n a lis t ic  a ttitu d es .

T o  fo rm a lly  te s t  th e  d if fe re n tia l e f fe c ts  o f  e d u c a tio n  in  p ro lo n g e d , in te r ru p te d , a n d  n e w ly  

e s ta b lis h e d  d e m o c ra c ie s , I  t r e a te d  e d u c a tio n  a s  an  in te rv a l v a r ia b le  fo r  th e  sa k e  o f  c o n v e n ie n c e  

a n d  c la rity . N o w  th a t  I  h a v e  e s ta b lis h e d  th a t  th e  e d u c a tio n a l e f fe c t in d e e d  v a r ie d  to  so m e  e x te n t 

b e tw e e n  th e s e  ty p e s  o f  c o u n trie s , I  p re s e n t th e  p a ra m e te r  e s tim a te s  fo r  a ll e d u c a tio n a l c a te g o rie s . 

T a b le  5 .5  sh o w s  th e  re su lts  o f  th re e  se p a ra te  m u ltiv a r ia te  re g re s s io n  a n a ly se s  fo r , re sp e c tiv e ly , 

p ro lo n g e d , n e w e r  e s ta b lis h e d  o r  in te r ru p te d , a n d  re c e n tly  e s ta b lis h e d  d e m o c ra c ie s . N o te  o n c e  

a g a in  th a t  th e  p a ra m e te r  e s tim a te s  fo r  e d u c a tio n a l a t ta in m e n t a re  c o n tro lle d  fo r  a ll o th e r  

in d iv id u a l c h a ra c te r is t ic s .

A s  a lre a d y  e s ta b lis h e d  in  a  fo rm a l m a n n e r , T a b le  5 .5  sh o w s  th a t, re g a rd in g  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n ism , th e  d if fe re n c e s  b e tw e e n  e d u c a tio n a l g ro u p s  w e re  c o n s id e ra b ly  s m a lle r  in  re c e n tly  

e s ta b lis h e d  d e m o c ra c ie s  c o m p a re d  to  p ro lo n g e d  o r in te r ru p te d  d e m o c ra c ie s . T h e  d if fe re n c e s  in  

e x c lu s io n is m  b e tw e e n  e d u c a tio n a l g ro u p s  in  th e  la tte r  tw o  ty p e s  o f  c o u n trie s  w e re  m in o r. W ith  

re s p e c t to  c h a u v in is m  a n d  p a tr io tism , I  fo u n d  re la tiv e ly  sm all d if fe re n c e s  in  th e  e f fe c t o f  

e d u c a tio n  in  th e  th re e  ty p e s  o f  c o u n trie s .

N e x t, I  te s te d  w h e th e r  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  v a r ie s  a c c o rd in g  to  th e  d e g re e  o f  re lig io u s  

h e te ro g e n e ity . T h e  re su lts  a re  s u m m a riz e d  in  T a b le  5 .6 , in  w h ic h  th e  p a ra m e te r  e s tim a te s  o f  

e d u c a tio n a l a t ta in m e n t (a s  an  in te rv a l v a r ia b le )  a n d  th e  in te ra c tio n  b e tw e e n  e d u c a tio n a l 

a t ta in m e n t a n d  d e g re e  o f  re lig io u s  h e te ro g e n e ity  o f  a  c o u n try  a re  sh o w n . N o te  o n c e  a g a in  th a t 

th e s e  a re  m u ltiv a r ia te  p a ra m e te r  e s tim a te s , c o n tro lle d  fo r  a ll o th e r  in d iv id u a l c h a ra c te r is t ic s  as 

d isp la y e d  in  T a b le  5.2.

T a b le  5 .6  U nstandard ised  regression  p a ra m e ter  estim ates o f  educa tiona l a tta inm en t a n d  

in teraction  betw een  educa tiona l a tta inm en t an d  relig ious heterogeneity  on  

dim ensions o f  na tiona listic  a ttitudes a n d  ethn ic  exclusionism

C hauvinism P atrio tism E xclusionism  

o f  im m igrants

E xclusion ism  

o f  po litical 

refugees

E xclusion ism  

from  group 

m em bership

E ducation - .1 4 1  ** -.0 3 5  ** - .0 9 5  ** - .1 3 3  ** **71.0-

E ducation  * .007 .031 * - .0 2 7 -.0 1 9 -.0 2 7

R elig ious heterogeneity

Note: the main and interaction effects of educational attainment are controlled for all individual characteristics as 

displayed in Table 5.2 as well as for the overall means of the 23 samples, by including 22 dummy-variables for the 

samples (parameter estimates not displayed). N = 23,000.

*p  < .05. ** p  < .01. (two-tailed)
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A c c o rd in g  to  h y p o th e s is  2 , th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  o n  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n is m  is  s tro n g e r  in  m o re  h e te ro g e n e o u s  so c ie tie s . H o w e v e r , as  sh o w n  in  th e  b o tto m  ro w  

o f  T a b le  5 .6 , fo r  fo u r  o f  th e  d e p e n d e n t v a r ia b le s , I  fo u n d  n o  s ig n if ic a n t in te ra c tio n  b e tw e e n  th e  

s iz e  o f  th e  ( lin e a r)  e d u c a tio n a l e f fe c t a n d  th e  d e g re e  o f  re lig io u s  h e te ro g e n e ity  o f  a  co u n try . T h is  

re fu te s  th e  h y p o th e s is . O n ly  w ith  re g a rd  to  p a tr io tism  d id  I  f in d  a  m in o r  s ig n if ic a n t (p  =  .0 4 9 ) 

in te ra c tio n  e f fe c t b e tw e e n  e d u c a tio n  a n d  re lig io u s  h e te ro g e n e ity , b u t  th e  s ig n  o f  th is  e f fe c t is  

c o n tra ry  to  th e  e x p e c ta tio n : th e  n e g a tiv e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  w a s  s lig h tly  lo w e r  in  m o re  

h e te ro g e n e o u s  so c ie tie s . In  sh o rt, I  fo u n d  n o  s u p p o r t fo r  th e  h y p o th e s is  re g a rd in g  th e  d e g re e  o f  

c u ltu ra l p lu ra lism .

5 .7  C o n c lu s io n s  a n d  d is c u s s io n

O n e  o f  th e  m o s t  c o n s is te n t f in d in g s  in  p re v io u s  re s e a rc h  o n  in te r -e th n ic  a t titu d e s  is  th e  n e g a tiv e  

a s s o c ia t io n  b e tw e e n  e d u c a tio n a l a t ta in m e n t a n d  n e g a tiv e  o u t-g ro u p  a ttitu d e s  as  w e ll  as  p o s itiv e  

in -g ro u p  a ttitu d e s . H o w e v e r , d u e  to  th e  re la tiv e  la c k  o f  c ro s s -n a tio n a l c o m p a ra tiv e  s tu d ie s , i t  h a s  

n o t b e e n  e s ta b lis h e d  w h e th e r  e d u c a tio n  h a s  a b o u t th e  sam e  e f fe c t in  d if fe re n t c o u n trie s , o r  

w h e th e r  th e  e d u c a tio n a l e f fe c t v a r ie s  s y s te m a tic a lly  a c ro s s  c o u n trie s . In  th is  c o n tr ib u tio n  I 

a p p lie d  su rv e y  d a ta  g a th e re d  in  2 2  c o u n trie s  to  e x a m in e  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  o n  n a tio n a lis t ic  

a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism .

I  s ta r te d  w ith  a  b r ie f  re v ie w  o f  d if fe re n t th e o re tic a l a p p ro a c h e s  re g a rd in g  th e  

in te rp re ta tio n  o f  th e  re la tio n s h ip  b e tw e e n  e d u c a tio n  a n d  n a tio n a lis t ic  a t titu d e s  o r  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n ism . I  e x p lo re d  th e  e x te n t to  w h ic h  th e se  th e o r ie s  c a n  b e  a p p lie d  to  d e r iv e  te s ta b le  

h y p o th e se s  c o n c e rn in g  c ro s s -n a tio n a l v a ry in g  e ffe c ts  o f  e d u c a tio n . In  p a r tic u la r , I  fo c u s e d  o n  

s o c ia l is a tio n  th e o ry . A  k e y  e le m e n t in  th is  th e o ry  is  th e  th e s is  th a t  e d u c a tio n a l in s ti tu tio n s  

tr a n s m it  n o rm s , v a lu e s , a n d  m o d e s  o f  b e h a v io u r  d e e m e d  to  b e  a p p ro p r ia te  in  a  g iv e n  so c ie ty . 

E d u c a tio n  th u s  b r in g s  s tu d e n ts  in to  c o n ta c t w ith  th e  o ff ic ia l n o rm s  a n d  v a lu e s  o f  so c ie ty . 

A c c o rd in g  to  W e il (1 9 8 5 ), th is  o ff ic ia l o r  p o litic a l c u ltu re , as  t r a n s m itte d  b y  th e  e d u c a tio n a l 

sy stem , is  d e te rm in e d  b y  th e  p o litic a l re g im e  fo rm  a n d  th e  le n g th  o f  t im e  a  c o u n try  h a s  h a d  a 

lib e ra l-d e m o c ra tic  re g im e  fo rm . F u r th e rm o re , h e  a s s u m e d  th a t  th e  p o litic a l c u ltu re  is  a lso  

a f fe c te d  b y  th e  d e g re e  o f  c u ltu ra l p lu ra l is m  w ith in  a  co u n try . T h e re fo re , I  in v e s t ig a te d  w h e th e r  

th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  o n  n a tio n a lis t ic  a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  v a r ie d  c ro s s -n a tio n a lly  

a c c o rd in g  to  th e  lib e ra l-d e m o c ra tic  tra d itio n  a n d  th e  d e g re e  o f  re lig io u s  h e te ro g e n e ity  o f  a 

co u n try .

T o  a s se s s  th e  re la tiv e  im p o r ta n c e  o f  e d u c a tio n a l a t ta in m e n t as  a  p re d ic to r  o f  n a tio n a lis t ic  

a t titu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism , I  c o n d u c te d  m u ltiv a r ia te  re g re s s io n  an a ly se s , c o n tro llin g  fo r  

th e  e f fe c t o f  ag e , so c ia l c la ss  p o s itio n , in c o m e , d e n o m in a tio n , a n d  c h u rc h  a tte n d a n c e . O f  th e se  

in d iv id u a l v a r ia b le s , e d u c a tio n  tu rn e d  o u t to  b e  b y  fa r  th e  m o s t im p o r ta n t  v a r ia b le  fo r  th e  

e x p la n a tio n  o f  c h a u v in is m  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism . P a tr io tis m , o n  th e  o th e r  h a n d , w a s  h a rd ly  

a f fe c te d  b y  e d u c a tio n a l a tta in m e n t.
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T o  in v e s t ig a te  w h e th e r  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  v a r ie d  a c c o rd in g  to  th e  lib e ra l-d e m o c ra tic  

tra d itio n  o f  a  c o u n try , I  d is tin g u is h e d  b e tw e e n  c o u n tr ie s  w ith  a  lo n g -s ta n d in g  tra d itio n  o f  

d e m o c ra tic  g o v e rn m e n t, c o u n tr ie s  w h e re  th e  lib e ra l-d e m o c ra tic  tra d itio n  h a d  b e e n  in te rru p te d , 

a n d  f in a lly , th e  v e ry  re c e n tly  e s ta b lis h e d  d e m o c ra c ie s  in  E a s te rn  E u ro p e  a n d  R u ss ia . T h e  re su lts  

in d ic a te  th a t  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  o n  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  w a s , in  a c c o rd a n c e  w ith  th e  

h y p o th e s is , s ig n if ic a n tly  sm a lle r  in  re c e n tly  e s ta b lis h e d  d e m o c ra c ie s  as  c o m p a re d  to  p ro lo n g e d  

o r  in te r ru p te d  d e m o c ra c ie s . H o w e v e r , c o n tra ry  to  e x p e c ta tio n , th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  o n  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n is m  in  in te r ru p te d  d e m o c ra c ie s  d id  n o t d e v ia te  f ro m  th e  e d u c a tio n a l e f fe c t in  p ro lo n g e d  

d e m o c ra c ie s . R e g a rd in g  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  o n  n a tio n a lis t ic  a ttitu d e s , th e  h y p o th e se s  w e re  

a lso  n o t c o n firm e d : th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  w a s  fo u n d  to  b e  s lig h tly  s tro n g e r  in  in te r ru p te d  

d e m o c ra c ie s  c o m p a re d  to  p ro lo n g e d  d e m o c ra c ie s . F u r th e rm o re , th e re  w a s  n o  s ig n if ic a n t 

d if fe re n c e  b e tw e e n  p ro lo n g e d  d e m o c ra c ie s  a n d  re c e n tly  e s ta b lis h e d  d e m o c ra c ie s  re g a rd in g  th e  

e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  on  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s . F in a lly , I  fo u n d  n o  s u p p o r t fo r  th e  h y p o th e se s  th a t  

th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  is  s tro n g e r  in  m o re  re lig io u s  h e te ro g e n e o u s  so c ie tie s .

In  su m m a ry , th e  h y p o th e se s  d e r iv e d  f ro m  so c ia l is a tio n  th e o ry  w e re  o n ly  p a r tly  su p p o rted . 

T h e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  d o e s  in d e e d  d e p e n d  o n  th e  lib e ra l-d e m o c ra tic  tra d itio n  o f  a  c o u n try , as 

fa r  as  I  fo u n d  th a t  th e  e d u c a tio n a l e f fe c t on  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  is  sm a lle r  in  re c e n t e s ta b lish e d  

d e m o c ra c ie s . T h is  su p p o rts  th e  n o tio n  th a t  th e  v a lu e s  th a t  a re  tr a n s m itte d  b y  th e  e d u c a tio n a l 

sy s tem  re f le c t  th e  e x te n t to  w h ic h  a  c o u n try  h a s  h a d  a  lib e ra l-d e m o c ra tic  tra d itio n : in  e s ta b lish e d  

d e m o c ra c ie s , th e  e d u c a tio n a l in s ti tu tio n s  p ro m u lg a te  d e m o c ra tic  v a lu e s  a n d  id e a ls . 

C o n se q u e n tly , th e  d if fe re n c e  in  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is tic  a t titu d e s  b e tw e e n  th e  h ig h e r  e d u c a te d  an d  

th e  lo w e r  e d u c a te d  is  s tro n g e r  in  e s ta b lis h e d  d e m o c ra c ie s .

A c c o rd in g  to  W e il (1 9 8 5 )  th e re  is  a  t im e  la g  b e tw e e n  a  c h a n g e  in  p o litic a l re g im e  fo rm  

a n d  th e  a b ility  o f  th e  e d u c a tio n a l sy s tem  to  s o c ia lis e  s tu d e n ts  in to  th e  n e w  o ff ic ia l p o litic a l 

cu ltu re . C o n se q u e n tly , I  a s s u m e d  th a t  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  w o u ld  b e  s tro n g e r  in  p ro lo n g e d  

d e m o c ra c ie s  as  c o m p a re d  to  c o u n trie s  w h e re  th e  lib e ra l-d e m o c ra tic  tra d itio n  h a d  b e e n  

in te r ru p te d  in  th e  1 9 4 0 s  (o r, as  in  th e  c a se  o f  S p a in , e v e n  a f te r  1945). H o w e v e r , th e  e f fe c t o f  

e d u c a tio n  o n  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  in  in te r ru p te d  d e m o c ra c ie s  (i.e ., W e s t  G e rm a n y , A u s tr ia , I ta ly , 

S p a in  a n d  J a p a n )  w a s  n o t s m a lle r  th a n  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  in  m o re  p ro lo n g e d  d e m o c ra c ie s . 

T h is  su g g e s ts  th a t, in  1995 , th e  p o p u la tio n  o f  in te r ru p te d  d e m o c ra c ie s  h a d  b e e n  s o c ia liz e d  to  

d e m o c ra tic  v a lu e s  to  th e  sa m e  e x te n t as  th e  p o p u la tio n  in  p ro lo n g e d  d e m o c ra c ie s .

C o m p a r in g  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  in  p ro lo n g e d  a n d  re c e n tly  e s ta b lis h e d  d e m o c ra c ie s , th e  

re su lts  in d ic a te  th a t  in  c o u n tr ie s  w ith  a  sh o r t d e m o c ra tic  h is to ry , th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  o n  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n is m  is  sm a lle r , b u t  th e re  is  n o  d if fe re n c e  in  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  o n  n a tio n a lis t ic  

a ttitu d e s . A  p o s s ib le  in te rp re ta tio n  o f  th is  d e v ia n t r e s u lt  is  th e  p ro p o s itio n  th a t  e d u c a tio n a l 

in s ti tu tio n s  in  c o u n tr ie s  w ith  a  lo n g -s ta n d in g  d e m o c ra tic  h is to ry  tr a n s m it  a n d  p ro m u lg a te  th e  

id e a ls  o f  d e m o c ra c y  a n d  to le ra n c e , b u t  th a t  th e  fo c u s  is  m o re  o n  th e  c o n d e m n a tio n  o f  o u t-g ro u p  

h o s ti l i ty  th a n  o n  th e  c o n d e m n a tio n  o f  in -g ro u p  fa v o u ritism .

F in a lly , th e  re su lts  a lso  in d ic a te d  th a t  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  d o e s  n o t d e p e n d  o n  th e  

d e g re e  o f  c u ltu ra l p lu ra lism  w ith in  a  co u n try . T h e  fo rm u la te d  h y p o th e s is  th a t  th e  e f fe c t o f  

e d u c a tio n  w o u ld  b e  s tro n g e r  in  p lu ra l is t ic  s o c ie tie s  w a s  b a s e d  o n  p o litic a l th e o r ie s  o f  c o n f lic t
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r e s o lu t io n  in  p lu ra l is tic  so c ie tie s . A c c o rd in g  to  L i jp h a r t  (1 9 7 7 ), in  a  p lu ra l is t ic  so c ie ty , p o litic a l 

e lite s  m u s t  ta k e  th e  le a d  in  p ro m o tin g  p e a c e fu l a c c o m m o d a tio n  a m o n g  th e  d if fe re n t p o p u la tio n  

seg m e n ts . S in ce , a c c o rd in g  to  so c ia lis a tio n  th e o ry , th e  v a lu e s  a n d  n o rm s  tra n s m itte d  b y  th e  

e d u c a tio n a l sy s tem  re f le c t th e  p o litic a l c u ltu re  o f  a  c o u n try , o n e  w o u ld  e x p e c t th a t  in  a  re lig io u s  

h e ro g e n e o u s  so c ie ty , e d u c a tio n a l in s ti tu tio n s  a re  m o re  lik e ly  to  p ro p a g a te  to le ra n t  a ttitu d e s  

(W e il, 1985). H o w e v e r , w h e re a s  in  th is  s tu d y  I  a n a ly se d  p u b lic  o p in io n  in  so c ie tie s  w ith  v a ry in g  

d e g re e s  o f  c u ltu ra l p lu ra lism , an  a l te rn a tiv e  te s t  o f  th e  n o tio n  o f  c o n f lic t  r e s o lu t io n  in  p lu ra l is tic  

so c ie tie s  w o u ld  b e  to  fo c u s  o n  th e  a t titu d e s  o f  th e  p o litic a l e lite s  in  th e se  c o u n trie s .

In  th is  c h a p te r , I  fo c u s e d  o n  th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  o n  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n ism . In  d o in g  so, I  s im u lta n e o u s ly  e x p lo re d  th e  d if fe re n c e s  in  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  an d  

e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  b e tw e e n  o th e r  so c ia l c a te g o rie s , su ch  as  ag e , in c o m e , a n d  so c ia l c la ss  

c a te g o rie s . In  th e  n e x t  c h a p te r , I  e x p a n d  u p o n  th e se  a n a ly se s , a n d  sy s te m a tic a lly  te s t  h y p o th e se s  

d e r iv e d  f ro m  e th n ic  c o m p e tit io n  th e o ry  a n d  lo c a lism  th e o ry  re g a rd in g  th e s e  d if fe re n c e s  b e tw e e n  

so c ia l c a te g o rie s , a s  w e ll as  d if fe re n c e s  b e tw e e n  c o u n trie s  in  th e  a v e ra g e  le v e l o f  c h a u v in ism  an d  

e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism .
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This chapter is an adaptation of an article that will appear in Political Psychology (Coenders & Scheepers, in press).

1 According to Hyman and Sheatsley (1956), the lack of a bivariate relation between education and approval of 

neighbourhood integration may be due to the effect o f social and financial status, which illustrates the need for a 

multivariate analysis.

2 That is, whereas there were (at least in the North of the U.S.) small educational differences in the willingness to 

move when some blacks reside in one’s neighbourhood, the effect of education disappeared when the survey 

question referred to a large proportion of black residents in the neighbourhood (Schuman et al., 1997).

3 Studies show a wide variety of conceptualisations and measurements of cognitive capacities, e.g. associative 

flexibility, cognitive complexity or cognitive flexibility (Wagner & Schönbach, 1984), cognitive sophistication 

(Bobo & Licari, 1989).

4 According to Selznick and Steinberg (1969) prejudiced beliefs are cognitively simplistic beliefs and thus 

incongruent with the scientific rules of evidence and inference as promulgated by the educational institutions. This 

notion corresponds with the view that educational differences in prejudice reflect differences in cognitive abilities 

and cognitive habits between educational groups.

5 To apply religious heterogeneity as an indicator o f a pluralistic society is in line with the work of Lijphart. 

Furthermore, for most people, several years or decades have passed since they last attended the educational system. 

Hence, religious heterogeneity is a more appropriate indicator than indicators that show relatively more short-term 

fluctuations, such as the degree of political diversity or ethnic heterogeneity.

6 The index of diversity is calculated as:

N o tes  C hap ter 5
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with N = total frequency; fj = frequency of category j; Nj = number of categories. The index is adjusted for the 

number of denominations (categories) that were distinguished in the questionnaire, as is displayed by the 

denominator of the equation.

7 The lowest category of the 7-category ISSP classification referred to respondents with no educational 

qualifications as well as those still at school. Another variable indicated whether respondents were students or not. 

To achieve a better ordinal measure of educational level, I excluded respondents from the analyses if  they were 

students and fell into the lowest category of the ISSP educational classification (n=50).

8 The 1995 ISSP dataset (as distributed in May 1998 by the Zentralarchiv (1998)) contained some errors concerning 

the variable with the ISCO-codes. That is, in  contrast to the variable label, the specific variable did not contain the 

ISCO classification in  the Czech Republic and the Slovak Republic. I therefore contacted the original investigators 

and it transpired that in both countries the variable referred to a country-specific occupational classification. 

Therefore, the original investigators in the Slovak Republic and the Czech Republic supplied additional datafiles 

containing, respectively, the correct ISCO-1988 variable and a recode scheme to recode the country-specific codes 

into ISCO-1988. Both files may be obtained from the author.
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9 In order to construct more appropriate EGP categories, the occupational classification is enhanced by additional 

information on employment status and supervisory status. That is, I applied three additional variables of the ISSP 

dataset: a variable that indicated whether respondents were self-employed or not (available for each country); a 

variable that indicated the number of employees of self-employed persons (available for 15 countries), and finally a 

variable that indicated whether respondents supervised others at work (not available for the USA).

10 The EGP classification for Italy, the Netherlands, Japan and Great Britain should be regarded with some caution 

since the original occupational categories were rather unspecified.

11 In Italy, no distinction could be made between skilled and semi-unskilled manual workers.

12 In order to distinguish between single person households and other households with the same household income, I 

divided the household income by two for married or cohabiting respondents. Furthermore, for Russia, the variable 

referred to the income per family member, therefore I corrected the Russian data for the household size.

13 In three countries, a category ‘not applicable: no (Christian) religion’ was applied. I classed these respondents in 

the category of non-church-goers.

14 There were considerable cross-national differences in the variance of individual characteristics as well as in the 

mean score of the dependent variables. Consequently, estimated parameters of individual characteristics obtained by 

an analysis without country dummies, are distorted.

15 The sheaf coefficients for education, social position, age, religious denomination, and church attendance are 

displayed along with the standardised coefficient for sex and the unstandardised coefficient for income, since the 

latter variable was standardized within each country beforehand. Note that the positive sign of the sheaf coefficients 

is a technical artifice (Eisinga, Scheepers, & Van Snippenburg, 1991), and therefore not related to the sign of the 

relationship between independent and dependent variable.



Ch a p t e r  6

E th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m , c h a u v in is m , a n d  e th n ic  th r e a t :  

e f f e c t s  o f  in d iv id u a l  a n d  c o n t e x t u a l  c h a r a c t e r is t ic s

6 .1  I n tr o d u c t io n  a n d  r e s e a r c h  q u e s t io n

In  th e  p re v io u s  c h a p te r  th e  q u e s tio n  w a s  a d d re s s e d  as  to  w h a t e x te n t n a tio n a lis tic  a t titu d e s  an d  

e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  w e re  re la te d  to  e d u c a tio n a l a tta in m e n t, a n d  to  w h a t e x te n t th is  e d u c a tio n a l 

e f fe c t v a r ie d  a c ro s s  c o u n trie s . T h a t is, w h e th e r  th e  e d u c a tio n a l e f fe c t v a r ie d  a c c o rd in g  to  th e  

lib e ra l-d e m o c ra tic  tra d itio n  a n d  th e  d e g re e  o f  re lig io u s  h e te ro g e n e ity  w ith in  a  co u n try . F o r  a 

s tr in g e n t te s t, th e  e f fe c t o f  e d u c a tio n  w a s  c o n tro lle d  fo r  o th e r  in d iv id u a l so c io -d e m o g ra p h ic  

c h a ra c te r is tic s , su ch  as  so c ia l p o s itio n  a n d  in c o m e . In  th e  p re s e n t c h a p te r , th e  a n a ly s is  is  

e x te n d e d  in  tw o  w ay s , b y  in c lu d in g , in  a d d itio n  to  in d iv id u a l so c io -d e m o g ra p h ic  v a r ia b le s , a lso  

in te rv e n in g  in d iv id u a l v a r ia b le s  as  w e ll  as  a  se t o f  c o n te x tu a l v a r ia b le s .

F irs tly , th e  e x p la n a to ry  q u e s tio n  o f  w h y  so m e  so c ia l c a te g o r ie s  a re  m o re  n a tio n a lis tic  o r  

e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is tic  th a n  o th e rs  is  a d d re s s e d  b y  a  sy s te m a tic  te s t  o f  h y p o th e se s  d e r iv e d  fro m  

e th n ic  c o m p e tit io n  th e o ry  a n d  lo c a lism  th e o ry . In  a d d itio n , I  te s t  to  w h a t e x te n t d if fe re n c e s  

b e tw e e n  so c ia l c a te g o r ie s  a re  re la te d  to  fa c to rs  th a t  m ig h t in te rv e n e  th e  re la tio n s h ip  b e tw e e n  

in d e p e n d e n t in d iv id u a l c h a ra c te r is t ic s  o n  th e  o n e  h a n d  a n d  n a tio n a lis t ic  a ttitu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n is m  o n  th e  o th e r  h an d .

S eco n d ly , f ro m  th e  th e o re tic a l p e rs p e c tiv e  o f  e th n ic  c o m p e tit io n  th e o ry , m a c ro - le v e l 

h y p o th e se s  a re  d e r iv e d , re g a rd in g  th e  e f fe c t o f  a c tu a l c o m p e tit io n  b e tw e e n  th e  e th n ic  m a jo rity  

g ro u p  a n d  e th n ic  m in o r itie s , as  re f le c te d  b y  n a tio n a l d e m o g ra p h ic , e c o n o m ic , a n d  p o litic a l 

c h a ra c te r is tic s .

In  c h a p te r  4 , I  d is tin g u is h e d  tw o  d im e n s io n s  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s : c h a u v in is m  an d  

p a tr io tism . A s  e x p e c te d , th e  a s s o c ia t io n  b e tw e e n  c h a u v in ism  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  w a s  m u c h  

s tro n g e r  th a n  th e  a s s o c ia t io n  b e tw e e n  p a tr io tism  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism . W ith  a  fe w  e x c e p tio n s , 

h ig h e r  le v e ls  o f  p a tr io tism  w e re  n o t a s s o c ia te d  w ith  h ig h e r  le v e ls  o f  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  im m ig ra n ts  

o r  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  re fu g e e s . F u r th e rm o re , th e  re g re s s io n  a n a ly se s  in  C h a p te r  5 sh o w e d  th a t 

p a tr io tism  w a s  d if fe re n tia lly  re la te d  to  in d iv id u a l so c io -d e m o g ra p h ic  c h a ra c te r is tic s , c o m p a re d  

to  c h a u v in is m  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism . T h e  le v e l o f  e d u c a tio n  h a rd ly  a f fe c te d  th e  d e g re e  o f  

p a tr io tism , a n d  th e re  w e re  n o  d if fe re n c e s  in  p a tr io tism  b e tw e e n  in d iv id u a ls  w ith  v a ry in g  so c ia l



p o s i tio n s . G iv e n  th e s e  re su lts , in  th is  c h a p te r  I  w ill  c o n f in e  th e  a n a ly s is  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d e s  

to  c h a u v in ism . H e n c e , th e  m a in  re s e a rc h  q u e s tio n  in  th is  c h a p te r  is:

To w h a t ex ten t are the observed  d ifferences betw een  so c ia l ca tegories a n d  d ifferences betw een  

countries in  the leve l o f  chauvin ism  a n d  ethnic exclusionism  re la ted  to independen t ind iv idua l 

socio -dem ographic variables, in terven ing  ind iv idua l variables, a n d  independen t con textua l 

variables?

6 .2  E th n ic  c o m p e t it io n

In  o rd e r  to  in v e s t ig a te  th e  d if fe re n c e s  in  c h a u v in is m  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  b e tw e e n  c o u n trie s  

as  w e ll as  b e tw e e n  in d iv id u a ls  w ith in  c o u n trie s , I  d e r iv e  th e o re tic a l p ro p o s itio n s  f ro m  tw o  

d if fe re n t th e o re tic a l  f ra m e w o rk s : e th n ic  c o m p e tit io n  th e o ry  a n d  lo c a lis m  th e o ry . In  th is  sec tio n , I 

b r ie f ly  su m m a rise  th e  g e n e ra l f ra m e w o rk  o f  e th n ic  c o m p e tit io n  th e o ry , w h ic h  h a s  b e e n  d isc u s se d  

in  d e ta il in  C h a p te r  2. W ith in  th is  f ra m e w o rk , th e  d is p o s itio n a l n o tio n s  f ro m  so c ia l id e n tity  

th e o ry  a re  sy n th e s iz e d  w ith  th e  s itu a tio n a l n o tio n s  o f  re a l is tic  g ro u p  c o n f lic t  th e o ry .

A s  s ta te d  in  C h a p te r  2 , a c c o rd in g  to  so c ia l id e n tity  th e o ry , p o s it iv e  a ttitu d e s  to w a rd s  th e  

in -g ro u p  a n d  n e g a tiv e  a t titu d e s  to w a rd s  o u t-g ro u p s  a re  th e  o u tc o m e s  o f  th e  p ro c e s s e s  o f  so c ia l 

id e n tif ic a tio n  a n d  so c ia l c o n tra - id e n tif ic a tio n . A c c o rd in g  to  th is  th e o ry , e a c h  in d iv id u a l s tr iv e s  to  

a c h ie v e  a  s a tis fa c to ry  s e lf -c o n c e p t (A b ra m s  &  H o g g , 1990). P a r t  o f  th is  s e lf-c o n c e p t, re fe r re d  to  

as  so c ia l id e n tity , a r is e s  f ro m  th e  s u b je c tiv e  m e m b e rs h ip  o f  so c ia l g ro u p s , to g e th e r  w ith  th e  

v a lu e  a n d  e m o tio n a l s ig n if ic a n c e  a tta c h e d  to  th a t  m e m b e rs h ip  (T a jfe l, 1981 , p. 25 5 ). 

C o n se q u e n tly , in d iv id u a ls  h a v e  a  fu n d a m e n ta l n e e d  to  a c h ie v e  a n d  m a in ta in  a  p o s it iv e  so c ia l 

id e n tity , w h ic h  c a n  b e  a c h ie v e d  th ro u g h  fa v o u ra b le  in te r -g ro u p  c o m p a riso n s . T h e  d is tin c tio n  

b e tw e e n  in -g ro u p  a n d  o u t-g ro u p , b e tw e e n  ‘u s ’ a n d  ‘th e m ’, is  m a d e  v ia  so c ia l ca tegorisa tion , a 

n e c e ss a ry  a n d  in e v ita b le  c o g n itiv e  p ro c e s s  re q u ire d  to  s im p lify  o r  sy s te m a tise  th e  a b u n d a n c e  an d  

c o m p le x ity  o f  in fo rm a tio n  an  in d iv id u a l re c e iv e s  (A llp o rt , 1954). T h ro u g h  so c ia l com parison, 

th e  c o m p a r is o n  o f  in -  a n d  o u t-g ro u p  m e m b e rs , th e  re la tiv e  s ta tu s  a n d  v a lu e  o f  th e  in -g ro u p  is  

d e te rm in e d . In  o rd e r  to  a c h ie v e  p o s itiv e  in -g ro u p  d is tin c tiv e n e s s , in d iv id u a ls  s e le c tiv e ly  p e rc e iv e  

m a in ly  p o s itiv e ly  v a lu e d  c h a ra c te r is t ic s  a m o n g  m e m b e rs  o f  th e  in -g ro u p  a n d  m a in ly  n e g a tiv e ly  

v a lu e d  c h a ra c te r is t ic s  a m o n g  m e m b e rs  o f  th e  o u t-g ro u p s . N e x t, th e se  c h a ra c te r is t ic s  a re  

g e n e ra lis e d  to  th e  w h o le  in - o r  o u t-g ro u p . B y  a p p ly in g  th e  re la tiv e ly  p o s itiv e  in -g ro u p  

s te re o ty p e s  to  th e m s e lv e s , in d iv id u a ls  c re a te  a  p o s itiv e  so c ia l id e n tity . T h e  p ro c e s s  th ro u g h  

w h ic h  th is  so c ia l id e n tity  is  c o n s tru c te d , is  la b e lle d  so c ia l iden tifica tion  (B ro w n , 1995). T h e  

c o u n te rp a r t  o f  so c ia l id e n tif ic a tio n , th e  p e rc e p tio n  a n d  g e n e ra lis a t io n  o f  m a in ly  n e g a tiv e ly  

v a lu e d  c h a ra c te r is t ic s  o f  o u t-g ro u p s , is  la b e lle d  so c ia l contra-identifica tion . In  sh o rt, th e  n e e d  fo r  

a  p o s it iv e  so c ia l id e n tity  re su lts  in  p o s itiv e  a ttitu d e s  to w a rd  th e  e th n ic  in -g ro u p  (e .g ., 

c h a u v in is m ) a n d  n e g a tiv e  a t titu d e s  to w a rd  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s  (e .g ., e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism ). T h e se  

n o tio n s  o f  so c ia l id e n tity  th e o ry  a re  b a s e d  o n  e m p ir ic a l f in d in g s  f ro m  so c ia l p sy c h o lo g ic a l
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e x p e r im e n ts , sh o w in g  th a t  so c ia l c a te g o r is a t io n  is  a  s u ff ic ie n t c o n d itio n  fo r  in -g ro u p  fa v o u r itism  

(B illig  &  T a jfe l, 1973 ; T a jfe l, 1970 , 1981 ; T a jfe l, B illig , B u n d y , &  F la m e n t, 1971).

T h e  m e rits  o f  th e s e  n o tio n s  o f  so c ia l id e n tity  th e o ry  a re  th a t  th e y  e x p lic a te  th e  u n d e r ly in g  

p s y c h o lo g ic a l m e c h a n is m s  le a d in g  to  p o s itiv e  in -g ro u p  a t titu d e s  a n d  n e g a tiv e  o u t-g ro u p  

a ttitu d e s . F u r th e rm o re , th e y  e x p lic a te  w h y  p o s itiv e  in -g ro u p  a t titu d e s  a re  o f te n  s tro n g ly  

in te r tw in e d  w ith  n e g a tiv e  o u t-g ro u p  a t titu d e s  (A d o rn o , F re n k e l-B ru n s w ik , L e v in so n , &  S an fo rd , 

1969 ; B illie t, C a rto n , &  H u y s, 1990 ; E is in g a  &  S c h e e p e rs , 1989), a  c o m p le x  o f  a ttitu d e s  k n o w n  

as  e th n o c e n tr ism .

T h e  c o re  o f  so c ia l id e n tity  th e o ry  ca n  b e  p h ra s e d  as  a  d ispo sitiona l h yp o th esis : 

in d iv id u a ls  h a v e  n a tio n a lis tic  a n d  e x c lu s io n is tic  a ttitu d e s  d u e  to  th e ir  n e e d  fo r  a  p o s itiv e  so c ia l 

id e n tity . In  o rd e r  to  d e d u c e  te s ta b le  h y p o th e se s  re g a rd in g  d if fe re n c e s  w ith in  a n d  b e tw e e n  

c o u n trie s , th is  d is p o s itio n a l p ro p o s it io n  is  l in k e d  w ith  th e  s itu a tio n a l p ro p o s itio n s  o f  re a l is t ic  

g ro u p  c o n f lic t  th e o ry  (L e V in e  &  C a m p b e ll , 1972).

A s  s ta te d  in  C h a p te r  2 , th e  k e y  e le m e n t in  re a l is tic  g ro u p  c o n f lic t  th e o ry  is  th e  n o tio n  o f  

in te r -g ro u p  c o m p e tit io n , i.e . th e  c o n f lic t  o f  in te re s ts  b e tw e e n  in -g ro u p  a n d  o u t-g ro u p . A c c o rd in g  

to  C o s e r  (1 9 5 6 )  e a c h  so c ia l sy s tem  c o n ta in s  so u rc e s  o f  s o -c a lle d  re a l is tic  c o n f lic ts  in s o fa r  as 

so c ia l g ro u p s  la y  c la im s  to  sc a rc e  re s o u rc e s  ( su c h  as  m a te r ia l re so u rc e s , p o w e r, a n d  s ta tu s )  o r  

h o ld  c o n f lic tin g  v a lu e s . C o n se q u e n tly , th e se  so c ia l g ro u p s , e .g . e th n ic  g ro u p s , h a v e  m u tu a lly  

c o n f lic tin g  in te re s ts  a n d  c o n s id e r  o th e r  g ro u p s  as  c o m p e tito rs .

F o llo w in g  B la lo c k  (1 9 6 7 ), a  d is tin c tio n  is  o f te n  m a d e  b e tw e e n  a c tu a l com petition  a n d  

p e rc e iv e d  com petition  o r  p e rc e iv e d  ethnic threat. A c tu a l c o m p e tit io n  re fe rs  to  th e  o b je c tiv e  

c o m p e tit io n , fo r  in s ta n c e  so c io -e c o n o m ic  c irc u m s ta n c e s  su ch  as  th e  a v a ila b ility  o f  sca rce  

re s o u rc e s  a n d  m a rk e t m e c h a n is m s  re g u la tin g  th e  d is tr ib u tio n  o f  th e se  s c a rc e  re so u rc e s . P e rc e iv e d  

c o m p e tit io n  a n d  p e rc e iv e d  e th n ic  th re a t re fe r  re s p e c tiv e ly  to  th e  su b je c tiv e ly  e x p e r ie n c e d  d e g re e  

o f  c o m p e tit io n  a n d  th e  p e rc e p tio n  th a t  th e  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p  p o se s  a  th re a t  to  th e  so c ia l p o s itio n  o f  

th e  in -g ro u p . A c c o rd in g  to  B la lo c k , th e  a c tu a l c o m p e tit iv e  c irc u m s ta n c e s  a re  re f le c te d  in  th e se  

p e rc e p tio n s  o f  c o m p e tit io n  a n d  th rea t. H o w e v e r , p e rc e p tio n s  o f  e th n ic  c o m p e tit io n  a n d  th re a t 

m a y  b e  p a r tia lly  d is to rted .

T h e o re tic a lly , a  fu r th e r  d is tin c tio n  c a n  b e  m a d e  b e tw e e n  g ro u p  th re a t  a n d  p e rso n a l th re a t, 

a lth o u g h  e m p ir ic a lly , p e rc e p tio n s  o f  g ro u p  th re a t  a n d  p e rso n a l th re a t  w ill  g e n e ra lly  b e  s tro n g ly  

in te r tw in e d , d u e  to  g ro u p  id e n tif ic a tio n . A n  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p  m a y  p o se  a  th re a t  to  th e  so c ia l 

p o s it io n  o f  th e  in -g ro u p  in  g e n e ra l (g ro u p  th re a t) ,  b u t  i t  m a y  p o s e  a  re la tiv e ly  s tro n g e r  th re a t  to  

sp e c if ic  in -g ro u p  m e m b e rs  in  p a r tic u la r  (p e rso n a l th re a t) , n a m e ly  th o s e  in -g ro u p  m e m b e rs  w h o  

h o ld  s im ila r  so c io -e c o n o m ic  p o s itio n s  as  m o s t o u t-g ro u p  m e m b e rs .

P e rc e iv e d  e th n ic  th re a t  is  re g a rd e d  as  th e  c a ta ly s t o f  a n ta g o n is tic  in te r -g ro u p  a ttitu d e s  an d  

co n flic t. T h e  s tro n g e r  th e  p e rc e p tio n  th a t  th e  o u t-g ro u p  p o se s  a  th re a t, th e  m o re  in -g ro u p  

c o h e s io n  a n d  so lid a r ity  th e re  is, as  w e ll  a s  o u t-g ro u p  h o s tility . S o c ia l-p sy c h o lo g ic a l e x p e r im e n ts  

h a v e  e s ta b lis h e d  th e  c a u sa l e f fe c t o f  c o m p e tit iv e  in te r -g ro u p  s itu a tio n s  o n  h e ig h te n e d  p o s itiv e  in 

g ro u p  b ia s  a n d  in -g ro u p  so lid a r ity  as  w e ll as  o u t-g ro u p  h o s til ity  (S h e rif , 1966 ; S h e r if  &  S h erif, 

1979). T h e  c o re  o f  re a l is tic  g ro u p  c o n f lic t  th e o ry  ca n  b e  p h ra s e d  a s  a  situa tio na l hypothesis: th e  

g re a te r  th e  c o m p e tit io n  o r  c o n f lic t  o f  in te re s t  b e tw e e n  e th n ic  g ro u p s , th e  s tro n g e r  th e  p e rc e iv e d
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e th n ic  th re a t, a n d  th e  s tro n g e r  th e  n a tio n a lis t ic  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is tic  a ttitu d e s  (B lu m e r, 1958; 

B o b o , 1999 ; O lz a k  &  N a g e l, 1986 ; Q u illia n , 1995).

T h e  n o tio n s  o f  so c ia l id e n tity  th e o ry  a n d  re a l is t ic  g ro u p  c o n f lic t  th e o ry  ca n  b e  re g a rd e d  as 

c o m p le m e n ta ry  to  o n e  a n o th e r  (cf. B ro w n , 1995; Jo n e s , 1 997), a n d  c a n  b e  sy n th e s ise d  in to  a 

g e n e ra l f ra m e w o rk  la b e lle d  as  ethnic com petition  theory. T h e  fu n d a m e n ta l a s s u m p tio n  o f  th is  

th e o re tic a l m o d e l is  th a t  n a tio n a lis t ic  a n d  e x c lu s io n is tic  a t titu d e s  a re  c a u se d  b y  g e n e ra l so c ia l 

id e n tity  n e e d s , w h ile  th e  in te n s ity  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a n d  e x c lu s io n is tic  a ttitu d e s  v a r ie s  a c c o rd in g  to  

th e  s itu a tio n , d e p e n d in g  o n  th e  a m o u n t o f  a c tu a l c o m p e tit io n  a n d  p e rc e iv e d  e th n ic  th rea t. In  

o th e r  w o rd s , th e  p ro c e s se s  o f  so c ia l id e n tif ic a tio n  a n d  so c ia l c o n tra - id e n tif ic a tio n  a re  in te n s if ie d  

b y  a c tu a l in te r -g ro u p  c o m p e tit io n  a n d  p e rc e iv e d  e th n ic  th re a t. In d iv id u a ls  s tr iv e  fo r  a  p o s itiv e  

g ro u p  d is tin c tiv e n e s s , b a s e d  o n  fa v o u ra b le  c o m p a r is o n s  b e tw e e n  th e ir  in -g ro u p  a n d  o u t-g ro u p s . 

T h e  m o re  an  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p  p o s e s  a  th re a t  to  th e  so c ia l p o s itio n  o f  th e  in -g ro u p , th e  h ig h e r  th e  

p o te n tia l lo s s  o f  su c h  p o s itiv e  in te r -g ro u p  c o m p a riso n s . In  o rd e r  to  m a in ta in  p o s itiv e  in -g ro u p  

d is tin c tiv e n e s s , th e  d is tin c tio n  b e tw e e n  in -g ro u p  a n d  o u t-g ro u p  is  m a d e  m o re  p ro n o u n c e d . In te r 

g ro u p  c o m p e tit io n  a n d  p e rc e iv e d  e th n ic  th re a t  th u s  s tre n g th e n  th e  g ro u p  b o u n d a r ie s . T h e y  a f fe c t 

th e  p ro c e s s  o f  so c ia l c a te g o r iz a tio n  a n d  in te n s ify  th e  id e n tif ic a tio n  w ith  th e  in -g ro u p  a n d  th e  

c o n tra - id e n tif ic a tio n  w ith  th e  o u t-g ro u p .

T h e  g en era l hypo thesis  o f  e th n ic  c o m p e tit io n  th e o ry  th e re fo re  read s : th e  s tro n g e r  th e  

a c tu a l c o m p e tit io n  b e tw e e n  e th n ic  g ro u p s  -  in d u c e d  b y  so c io -e c o n o m ic , s o c io -c u ltu ra l o r  so c io -  

h is to r ic a l c irc u m s ta n c e s , w h e th e r  a t th e  in d iv id u a l o r  a t th e  c o n te x tu a l le v e l -  th e  s tro n g e r  th e  

p e rc e iv e d  e th n ic  th re a t, th a t  in  tu rn  re in fo rc e s  th e  m e c h a n is m s  o f  so c ia l (c o n tra -)  id e n tif ic a tio n , 

le a d in g  to  s tro n g e r  c h a u v in is m  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism .

E th n ic  c o m p e tit io n  th e o ry  ca n  b e  a p p lie d  to  d e d u c e  m a c ro -  as  w e ll as  m ic ro -h y p o th e se s  

re g a rd in g  w ith in  a n d  b e tw e e n  c o u n try  v a r ia tio n s  in  c h a u v in is m  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism . T h a t is, 

th e  a m o u n t o f  c h a u v in ism  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  is  p re s u m a b ly  a f fe c te d  b y  th e  le v e l o f  e th n ic  

c o m p e tit io n  a n d  p e rc e iv e d  e th n ic  th re a t, w h ic h  ca n  v a ry  b e tw e e n  d if fe re n t so c ia l c a te g o rie s  

(m ic ro -h y p o th e s e s )  a n d  b e tw e e n  v a r io u s  c o n te x ts , su c h  as  d if fe re n t c o u n trie s , o r  d if fe re n t t im e  

p e r io d s  (m a c ro -h y p o th e se s ) .

6 .3  B r e a d th  o f  p e r s p e c t iv e

A  se c o n d  th e o re tic a l p e rs p e c tiv e  th a t  m ig h t a c c o u n t fo r  th e  in d iv id u a l v a r ia tio n  in  c h a u v in ism  

a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  is  th e  B re a d th  o f  P e rs p e c tiv e  a p p ro a c h , a lso  re fe r re d  to  as  th e  lo c a lism  

th e o ry  (G a b e n n e sc h , 1972 ; R o o f, 1974). T h is  a p p ro a c h  lin k s  e th n ic  a t titu d e s  to  th e  w o r ld v ie w  o f  

in d iv id u a ls . W h e re a s  so m e  p e o p le  a re  p re o c c u p ie d  w ith  a n d  s tro n g ly  id e n tify  w ith  th e  lo c a l 

co m m u n ity , o th e rs  a re  m o re  o r ie n te d  to  th e  w o r ld  o u ts id e  th is  lo c a l c o m m u n ity . M e r to n  (1 9 4 9 ) 

sp e c if ie d  th e s e  o r ie n ta tio n s  w ith  th e  c o n c e p ts  ‘lo c a l ’ a n d  ‘c o s m o p o li ta n ’ . A c c o rd in g  to  R o o f  

(1 9 7 8 ), lo c a lism  c o in c id e s  w ith  a  tra d itio n a l a n d  c o n s e rv a tiv e  v a lu e  o rie n ta tio n . C la rk  (1 9 7 0 ) 

a s s e r te d  th a t  e sp e c ia lly  p e rs o n s  w ith  a  lo c a l o r ie n ta tio n  th in k  in  te rm s  o f  in s id e rs  a n d  o u ts id e rs : 

th e y  a re  s tro n g ly  a tta c h e d  to  th e  lo c a l c o m m u n ity  a n d  w is h  to  p ro te c t i t  a g a in s t in f lu e n c e s  fro m
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th e  o u ts id e  w o rld . C o n se q u e n tly , it  c a n  b e  a s s u m e d  th a t  in d iv id u a ls  w ith  a  lo c a lis t ic  o r ie n ta tio n  

a re  s tro n g ly  o p p o s e d  to  th e  p re s e n c e  a n d  a rr iv a l o f  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s  (S c h e e p e rs , S c h m e e ts , &  

F e llin g , 1997). In  te rm s  o f  so c ia l (c o n tra - )  id e n tif ic a tio n , p e rs o n s  w ith  a  lo c a l o r ie n ta tio n  id e n tify  

m o re  s tro n g ly  w ith  th e  lo c a l in -g ro u p  a n d  c o n tra - id e n tify  w ith  th e  c o rre s p o n d in g  o u t-g ro u p s . 

S in c e  in d iv id u a ls  ca n  d e f in e  th e m s e lv e s  a s  m e m b e rs  o f  n u m e ro u s  so c ia l g ro u p s  (T a jfe l, 1981), 

s u c h  as  th e  fa m ily , lo c a l c o m m u n ity , o r  n a tio n a l c o m m u n ity , a n d  g iv e n  th e  f le x ib il i ty  o f  th e  

b o u n d a r ie s  b e tw e e n  in -g ro u p  a n d  o u t-g ro u p s  (A d o rn o  e t a l., 1969 ; A llp o rt , 1 954), lo c a lis ts  w ill 

p re s u m a b ly  n o t  o n ly  h a v e  a  s tro n g  id e n tif ic a tio n  w ith  th e ir  lo c a l in -g ro u p , b u t  a lso  w ith  th e ir  

e th n ic  m a jo r ity  in -g ro u p . In  su m m a ry , a  lo c a lis t ic  w o r ld v ie w  w o u ld  b e  e x p e c te d  to  re in fo rc e  

so c ia l id e n tif ic a tio n  w ith  th e  e th n ic  in -g ro u p  a n d  so c ia l c o n tra - id e n tif ic a tio n  w ith  e th n ic  o u t 

g ro u p s , le a d in g  to  s tro n g e r  c h a u v in ism  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism .

6 .4  E f fe c t s  o f  in d iv id u a l  s o c io -d e m o g r a p h ic  c h a r a c te r is t ic s

T h e  f ir s t  s e t o f  h y p o th e se s  to  b e  d e r iv e d  f ro m  e th n ic  c o m p e tit io n  th e o ry  c o n c e rn  th e  e ffe c ts  o f  

in d e p e n d e n t in d iv id u a l c h a ra c te r is tic s . In d iv id u a l m e m b e rs  o f  th e  e th n ic  m a jo r ity  g ro u p  m a y  

d if fe r  in  th e  e x te n t to  w h ic h  th e y  v ie w  e th n ic  m in o r it ie s  as  a  th re a t, b e c a u se  th e  le v e l o f  a c tu a l 

( in  p a r tic u la r , s o c io -e c o n o m ic )  th re a t  p o s e d  b y  th e s e  e th n ic  m in o r it ie s  m a y  v a ry  b e tw e e n  so c ia l 

c a te g o r ie s  o f  th e  m a jo r ity  p o p u la tio n . P re su m a b ly , p a r tic u la r ly  th o s e  so c ia l c a te g o r ie s  th a t  h o ld  

so c io -e c o n o m ic  p o s itio n s  s im ila r  to  th o s e  o f  e th n ic  m in o r it ie s  m a y  e x p e r ie n c e  h ig h e r  le v e ls  o f  

e th n ic  c o m p e tit io n , a n d  c o n se q u e n tly , d isp la y  s tro n g e r  n a tio n a lis t ic  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is tic  

a ttitu d es .

T y p ica lly , e th n ic  m in o r it ie s  h a v e  a  re la tiv e ly  d is a d v a n ta g e d  so c io -e c o n o m ic  p o s itio n  

c o m p a re d  to  th e  e th n ic  m a jo r ity  p o p u la tio n  (K ie h l &  W e rn e r , 1998). A  re la tiv e ly  la rg e  

p ro p o r tio n  o f  e th n ic  m in o r it ie s  a n d  im m ig ra n ts  is  lo c a te d  in  th e  lo w e r  s tra ta  o f  th e  h o s t  so c ie ty , 

c h a ra c te r is e d  b y  re la tiv e ly  lo w  e d u c a tio n a l a tta in m e n t, lo w  in c o m e , a  h ig h  p ro p o r tio n  o f  m a n u a l 

la b o u r, as  w e ll as  h ig h e r  le v e ls  o f  u n e m p lo y m e n t. T h is  is  p a r tic u la r ly  tru e  fo r  th e  fo rm e r  ‘g u e s t 

w o rk e r s ’ w h o  w e re  a c tiv e ly  re c ru ite d  b y  w e s te rn  c o u n tr ie s  in  th e  s ix tie s  a n d  s e v e n tie s  in  o rd e r  to  

fill v a c a n c ie s  in  lo w -w a g e d  jo b s  w ith  lo w  e d u c a tio n a l re q u ire m e n ts . A lth o u g h  so m e  o f  th e  

n e w ly -a r r iv e d  a sy lu m  se e k e rs  m a y  h a v e  a t te n d e d  h ig h e r  e d u c a tio n a l p ro g ra m s  in  th e ir  c o u n try  o f  

o rig in , th e ir  e d u c a tio n a l q u a lif ic a tio n s  a re  o f te n  n o t th a t  v a lu a b le  in  th e  h o s t  so c ie ty .

C o n se q u e n tly , so c ia l c a te g o r ie s  o f  th e  e th n ic  m a jo r ity  p o p u la tio n  w h o  o c c u p y  

a p p ro x im a te ly  th e  sam e  s o c io -e c o n o m ic  p o s it io n s  as  e th n ic  m in o r it ie s  -  th a t  is, th o s e  w ith  a  lo w  

e d u c a tio n a l le v e l, a  lo w  in c o m e  le v e l, m a n u a l w o rk e rs , a n d  u n e m p lo y e d  -  w ill  h a v e  to  c o m p e te  

m o re  s tro n g ly  w ith  e th n ic  m in o r it ie s  a n d  im m ig ra n ts  o n  fo r  in s ta n c e , th e  la b o u r  m a rk e t th a n  

o th e r  m e m b e rs  o f  th e  in -g ro u p . In  a d d itio n  to  c o m p e tit io n  fo r  jo b s  in  th e  sa m e  la b o u r  m a rk e t 

se g m e n t, o th e r  a re n a s  o f  c o m p e tit io n  m a y  b e  th e  h o u s in g  m a rk e t a s  w e ll as  th e  ‘c o m p e ti t io n ’ fo r  

so c ia l se c u rity  b e n e f i ts  (su c h  as  u n e m p lo y m e n t b e n e f i ts  a n d  f in a n c ia l su p p o rt fo r  lo w e r  in c o m e  

g ro u p s ). F u r th e rm o re , th e  p e tty  b o u rg e o is ie  m a y  e x p e r ie n c e  a  g re a te r  e th n ic  th re a t d u e  to  th e  

c o m p e tit io n  f ro m  ‘e th n ic  e n te rp r is e s ’, th a t  is , e th n ic  sh o p k e e p e rs , re ta ile rs , a n d  re s ta u ra n ts  o f
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e th n ic  o rig in . In  a d d itio n , o n  a v e ra g e , th e  p e tty  b o u rg e o is ie  m a y  fee l m o re  in s e c u re  a b o u t th e ir  

fu tu re  f in a n c ia l w e ll b e in g  c o m p a re d  to  em p lo y ees .

T h e  re la tiv e ly  h ig h e r  le v e l o f  e th n ic  c o m p e tit io n  m a y  b e  re f le c te d  in  s tro n g e r  p e rc e p tio n s  

o f  e th n ic  th re a t  a m o n g  th e  a fo re m e n tio n e d  so c ia l c a te g o rie s , th u s  re in fo rc in g  th e  p ro c e s s  o f  

so c ia l (c o n tra -)  id e n tif ic a tio n  a n d  re s u lt in g  in  s tro n g e r  n a tio n a lis tic  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is tic  

a ttitu d e s . H e n c e , i t  is  e x p e c te d  th a t  c h a u v in is m  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  w ill b e  m o re  s tro n g ly  

p re v a le n t a m o n g  e th n ic  m a jo r ity  in d iv id u a ls  w ith  a  re la tiv e ly  lo w  e d u c a tio n a l le v e l (h y p o th e s is  

1a), a m o n g  th e  s e lf -e m p lo y e d  (h y p o th e s is  1b), m a n u a l w o rk e rs  (h y p o th e s is  1c), a n d  u n e m p lo y e d  

p e rso n s  (h y p o th e s is  1d), as  w e ll as  a m o n g  th o s e  w ith  a  re la tiv e ly  lo w  in c o m e  le v e l (h y p o th e s is  

1e).

A c c o rd in g  to  th e  lo c a lis m  th e o ry , c h a u v in ism  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  m a y  b e  m o re  

p re v a le n t a m o n g  in d iv id u a ls  w ith  a  lo c a lis t ic  o r ie n ta tio n . T h is  sm a ll b re a d th  o f  p e rs p e c tiv e  m a y  

b e  fo u n d  in  p a r tic u la r  a m o n g  lo w e r  e d u c a te d  in d iv id u a ls . A s  s ta te d  in  th e  p re v io u s  c h a p te r , i t  h a s  

b e e n  a rg u e d  th a t e d u c a tio n  b ro a d e n s  o n e ’s so c ia l p e rs p e c tiv e  b y  in c re a s in g  o n e ’s k n o w le d g e  an d  

u n d e rs ta n d in g  o f  n o rm s  a n d  v a lu e s  o th e r  th a n  th o s e  c o m m o n  in  o n e ’s o w n  so c ia l g ro u p . 

A c c o rd in g  to  G a b e n n e s c h  (1 9 7 2 )  a n d  R o o f  (1 9 7 4 )  e d u c a tio n  ra is e s  th e  a w a re n e s s  o f  th e  

s u b je c tiv e  a n d  p a r tic u la r is tic  c h a ra c te r  o f  in d iv id u a l b e lie fs . C o n se q u e n tly , th e  h ig h e r  th e  

e d u c a tio n a l le v e l, th e  le ss  l ik e ly  th a t  in d iv id u a ls  w ill h a v e  a  ‘n a rro w , lo c a lis t ic  p e r s p e c t iv e ’ 

(R o o f, 1974).

R o o f  (1 9 7 8 a )  a s s e r te d  th a t  a  lo c a lis t ic  w o r ld v ie w  is  s tro n g ly  p re s e n t a m o n g  re lig io u s  

p e o p le  in  th e  U n ite d  S ta tes , a  f in d in g  th a t  h a s  a lso  b e e n  c o n f irm e d  in  o th e r  c o u n tr ie s  (E is in g a , 

L a m m e rs , &  P e te rs , 1990 , 1991). T h is  f in d in g  is  in te rp re te d  in  te rm s  o f  th e  p la u s ib il i ty  o f  

tra d itio n a l re lig io u s  b e lie fs  (B e rg e r, 1967). A c c o rd in g  to  R o o f , a  b ro a d e r  so c ia l p e rs p e c tiv e  

u n d e rm in e s  th e  p la u s ib ili ty  o f  th e  tra d itio n a l re lig io u s  w o r ld v ie w . In  m o d e rn  so c ie tie s , 

c h a ra c te r is e d  b y  p lu ra l is tic  m e a n in g  sy s tem s , th e  v a lu e s , b e l ie fs  a n d  p ra c tic e s  o f  tra d itio n a l 

re lig io n  re ta in e d  th e ir  p la u s ib ili ty  o n ly  in  th e  im m e d ia te  lo c a l c o m m u n ity  (R o o f, 1972 , 1976). 

T h e re fo re , lo c a lis t ic  o r ie n ta tio n , re lig io s ity , d e n o m in a tio n , a n d  c h u rc h  a t te n d a n c e  a re  

p re s u m a b ly  in te rre la te d . R e lig io u s  p e o p le , p e o p le  w h o  c o n s id e r  th e m s e lv e s  to  b e  a  m e m b e r  o f  a 

d e n o m in a tio n , a n d  c h u rc h -g o e rs  c a n  th e re fo re  b e  e x p e c te d  to  h a v e  s tro n g e r  n a tio n a lis tic  a n d  

e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is tic  a ttitu d es .

In  a d d itio n , a  lo c a lis t ic  w o r ld v ie w  is  a lso  m o re  c o m m o n ly  fo u n d  a m o n g  e ld e r ly  p e rso n s  

(E is in g a  e t a l., 1990). G e n e ra lly , th e  p ro c e s s  o f  g ro w in g  o ld e r  le a d s  to  in c re a s in g  so c ia l an d  

p o litic a l c o n se rv a tism , d u e  to  p h y s io lo g ic a l, p s y c h o lo g ic a l, a n d  so c ia l fa c to rs  (S te e h  &  

S c h u m a n , 1992). S in c e  tra d itio n a lis m , c o n s e rv a tis m  a n d  lo c a lism  a re  in te r re la te d  (R o o f, 1 9 7 8 a) 

i t  c a n  b e  a rg u e d  th a t  e ld e r ly  p e rs o n s  h a v e  a  s tro n g e r  lo c a lis t ic  o r ie n ta tio n  a n d  th e re fo re  su b sc r ib e  

m o re  s tro n g ly  to  c h a u v in ism  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism .

H e n c e , a  se t o f  fo u r  h y p o th e se s  ca n  b e  d e r iv e d  f ro m  th e  n o tio n s  o f  lo c a lism  th e o ry . 

F irs tly , in  a c c o rd a n c e  w ith  h y p o th e s is  1a d e r iv e d  f ro m  e th n ic  c o m p e tit io n  th e o ry , c h a u v in ism  

a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  w ill p re s u m a b ly  b e  m o re  s tro n g ly  p re v a le n t a m o n g  e th n ic  m a jo rity  

in d iv id u a ls  w ith  a  re la tiv e ly  lo w  le v e l o f  e d u c a tio n . S e co n d ly , in  a d d itio n  to  th e  p re v io u s ly  

fo rm u la te d  h y p o th e se s , i t  is  e x p e c te d  th a t  c h a u v in is m  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  w ill b e  m o re
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s tro n g ly  p re v a le n t a m o n g  o ld e r  p e o p le  (h y p o th e s is  1f), p e o p le  w h o  c o n s id e r  th e m s e lv e s  to  b e  a 

m e m b e r  o f  a  d e n o m in a tio n  (h y p o th e s is  1g), a n d  c h u rc h g o e rs  (h y p o th e s is  1h).

6 .5  I n te r v e n in g  fa c to r s :  p e r c e iv e d  e th n ic  th r e a t  a n d  lo c a l is t ic  o r ie n ta t io n

T h e  a fo re m e n tio n e d  th e o re tic a l n o tio n s  in d ic a te d  tw o  c o n c e p ts  th a t  p re s u m a b ly  in te rv e n e  th e  

l in k  b e tw e e n  in d iv id u a l b a c k g ro u n d  a n d  c h a u v in ism  o r  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism : th e  le v e l o f  

p e rc e iv e d  e th n ic  th re a t  a n d  th e  d e g re e  o f  lo c a lis t ic  o r ie n ta tio n .

B la lo c k  (1 9 6 7 )  d iv id e d  th e  c o n c e p t o f  in te r -g ro u p  c o m p e tit io n  in to  tw o  c o m p o n e n ts : 

a c tu a l c o m p e tit io n  a n d  p e rc e iv e d  c o m p e tit io n .1 T h e  c o n c e p tu a l d is tin c tio n  as  w e ll a s  th e  c au sa l 

re la tio n s h ip  b e tw e e n  a c tu a l c o m p e tit io n  a n d  p e rc e iv e d  th re a t  is  a  c ru c ia l p ro p o s itio n  o f  e th n ic  

c o m p e tit io n  th e o ry . In c re a s in g  le v e ls  o f  e th n ic  c o m p e tit io n  w ill in d u c e  m o re  w id e s p re a d  

a n ta g o n ism , i f  a n d  o n ly  i f  in d iv id u a ls  p e rc e iv e  an  in c re a s in g  a m o u n t o f  e th n ic  th re a t. A lth o u g h  

th is  d is tin c tio n  b e tw e e n  a c tu a l a n d  p e rc e iv e d  th re a t  is  o f te n  re c o g n ise d  in  th e o re tic a l  te rm s  

(B o b o , 1988 ; B o b o  &  K lu e g e l, 1993 ; C a s tle s  &  K o sa c k , 1973 ; K in d e r  &  S ears , 1981 ; K ra u th  &  

P o rs t, 1984 ; Q u ill ia n , 1 995), th is  p ro p o s it io n  is  o f te n  n o t e x p lic it ly  te s te d . T h a t is, in d iv id u a l 

p e rc e p tio n s  o f  e th n ic  th re a t  w e re  n o t o f te n  o p e ra t io n a lis e d  a n d  m e a su re d , b u t  in d ire c tly  in d ic a te d  

b y  m e a n s  o f  in d iv id u a l o r  c o n te x tu a l b a c k g ro u n d  v a r ia b le s , su c h  a s  b e in g  u n e m p lo y e d  o r  n o t, 

a n d  th e  re la tiv e  s ize  o f  th e  e th n ic  m in o r ity  g ro u p  (Q u ill ia n , 1995). C o n se q u e n tly , th e  re la tio n s h ip  

b e tw e e n  a c tu a l th re a t, p e rc e iv e d  th re a t, a n d  e th n ic  a ttitu d e s  h a s  n o t  o f te n  b e e n  te s te d  ex p lic itly . 

S o m e  s tu d ie s , h o w e v e r , d id  in c o rp o ra te  d ire c t m e a su re s  o f  p e rc e iv e d  th re a t  (G ile s  &  E v a n s , 

1984 ; T ay lo r, 1998)

A lth o u g h  a c tu a l th re a t  c a n  o n ly  a f fe c t c h a u v in ism  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  v ia  in d iv id u a l 

p e rc e p tio n s  o f  th re a t, th e  q u e s tio n  re m a in s  o f  th e  e x te n t to  w h ic h  p e rc e p tio n s  o f  th re a t  a re  m e re ly  

a  re f le c tio n  o f  a c tu a l th re a t, o r  to  w h a t e x te n t th e y  a re  a u to n o m o u s . T h a t is, i t  c a n  b e  a rg u e d  th a t 

in  so m e  in s ta n c e s , p e rc e p tio n s  o f  th re a t  o f  o u t-g ro u p s  m a y  b e  “ fa ls e  p e rc e p tio n s ” (L e V in e  &  

C a m p b e ll , 1972).

In  th is  s tu d y , I  w ill e x p lic it ly  te s t  th e  in te rv e n in g  e ffe c ts  o f  p e rc e p tio n s  o f  e th n ic  th re a t, as 

w e ll as  th e  in f lu e n c e  o f  lo c a lis t ic  o r ie n ta tio n  o n  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  a n d  c h a u v in ism . T h e  

h y p o th e se s  to  b e  te s te d  th e re fo re  read : p e rc e p tio n s  o f  e th n ic  th re a t  a re  p o s itiv e ly  re la te d  to  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n is m  (h y p o th e s is  2 a )  a n d  c h a u v in is m  (h y p o th e s is  2 b ), a n d  a  lo c a lis t ic  o r ie n ta tio n  is  

p o s itiv e ly  re la te d  to  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  (h y p o th e s is  3 a )  a n d  c h a u v in is m  (h y p o th e s is  3b). 

F u r th e rm o re , p e rc e iv e d  e th n ic  th re a t  is  a s s u m e d  to  b e  m o re  s tro n g ly  p re v a le n t a m o n g  so c ia l 

c a te g o r ie s  o f  th e  e th n ic  m a jo r ity  g ro u p  th a t  o c c u p y  s im ila r  so c ia l p o s itio n s  to  th o s e  o f  m o s t 

e th n ic  m in o r itie s ; i.e ., a m o n g  e th n ic  m a jo r ity  in d iv id u a ls  w ith  a  re la tiv e ly  lo w  e d u c a tio n a l le v e l 

(h y p o th e s is  4 a ), a m o n g  th e  s e lf -e m p lo y e d  (h y p o th e s is  4 b ), m a n u a l w o rk e rs  (h y p o th e s is  4 c), 

u n e m p lo y e d  (h y p o th e s is  4 d ), as  w e ll as  a m o n g  th o s e  w ith  a  re la tiv e ly  lo w  in c o m e  le v e l 

(h y p o th e s is  4 e). R e g a rd in g  th e  so c ia l o r ig in s  o f  a  lo c a lis t ic  o r ie n ta tio n , it  is  e x p e c te d  th a t  a 

lo c a lis t ic  o r ie n ta tio n  is  m o re  s tro n g ly  p re v a le n t a m o n g  lo w e r  e d u c a te d  p e o p le  (h y p o th e s is  5a),
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o ld e r  p e o p le  (h y p o th e s is  5b), p e o p le  w h o  c o n s id e r  th e m s e lv e s  to  b e  a  m e m b e r  o f  a  d e n o m in a tio n  

(h y p o th e s is  5c), a n d  c h u rc h g o e rs  (h y p o th e s is  5d).

In  F ig u re  6.1 th e  h y p o th e se s  1a to  5d  a re  re p re s e n te d  sc h e m a tic a lly . T h e  s o c io 

d e m o g ra p h ic  in d e p e n d e n t in d iv id u a l v a r ia b le s , as  m e n tio n e d  in  h y p o th e se s  1a th ro u g h  1h, a re  

re la te d  to  th e  d e p e n d e n t a t titu d in a l v a r ia b le s . T h is  c au sa l re la tio n s h ip  is  re p re s e n te d  b y  a  d o tte d  

lin e  to  in d ic a te  th a t  th e  b iv a r ia te  re la tio n s h ip  is  ( in  p a r t)  in te rv e n e d  b y  th e  le v e l o f  p e rc e iv e d  

e th n ic  th re a t a n d  th e  s tre n g th  o f  th e  lo c a lis t ic  o r ie n ta tio n .

F ig u r e  6 .1  Theoretica l m odel:

effects  o f  independen t a n d  in terven ing  ind iv idua l variables

6 .6  E f fe c t s  o f  c o n te x tu a l  c h a r a c te r is t ic s

A c c o rd in g  to  e th n ic  c o m p e tit io n  th e o ry , c ro s s -n a tio n a l v a r ia tio n s  in  n a tio n a lis tic  a n d  e th n ic  

e x c lu s io n is tic  a ttitu d e s  a re  re la te d  to  c ro s s -n a tio n a l d if fe re n c e s  in  th e  le v e l o f  a c tu a l o r  p e rc e iv e d  

c o m p e tit io n . T h e  g e n e ra l p ro p o s itio n  read s : th e  m o re  a c tu a l c o m p e tit io n  b e tw e e n  th e  e th n ic  

m a jo r ity  o n  th e  o n e  h a n d  a n d  e th n ic  m in o r it ie s  a n d  im m ig ra n ts  o n  th e  o th e r  h a n d , th e  s tro n g e r  

e th n ic  m a jo r ity  in d iv id u a ls  p e rc e iv e  e th n ic  th re a t, a n d  th e  s tro n g e r  th e ir  d e g re e  o f  c h a u v in ism  

a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism .

Th e  e f fe c t  o f  a c tu a l  e th n ic  c om p e ti t io n  on  ch a u v in ism  a n d  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism

T h e  a c tu a l le v e l o f  e th n ic  c o m p e tit io n  in  a  c o u n try  m a y  d e p e n d  o n  a t le a s t  th re e  fa c to rs  (cf. 

B la lo c k , 1967): (a ) d e m o g ra p h ic  c o n d itio n s , e .g ., th e  re la tiv e  s ize  o f  c o m p e tito rs  f ro m  e th n ic  

o u t-g ro u p s ; (b )  e c o n o m ic  c o n d itio n s , e .g ., th e  sc a rc ity  o f  v a lu a b le  g o o d s  th a t  a re  a t s tak e  in  th e  

c o m p e tit io n ; a n d  (c ) p o litic a l c o n d itio n s , e .g ., p o lic ie s  re g u la tin g  m a rk e t m e c h a n is m s  in  g e n e ra l 

a n d  p o lic ie s  a im e d  a t a s s is tin g  e th n ic  m in o r it ie s  in  p a r tic u la r .
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W ith  re sp ec t to  d em o g rap h ic  cond itions, a la rg e r p ro p o rtio n  o f  re s id en t e th n ic  m in o ritie s  c reates 

a s itu a tio n  in  w h ich  th e  e th n ic  m ajo rity  g roup  has to  co m p ete  w ith  a re la tiv e ly  la rg e r n u m b er o f  

co m p etito rs  from  e th n ic  m in o rity  g roups. S im ilarly , h ig h e r n u m b ers  o f  im m ig ran ts  and  asy lum  

seekers c rea te  a s itu a tio n  in  w h ich  in c reas in g  n u m b ers  o f  p eo p les  h av e  to  co m p ete  for, ceteris  

paribus, ap p ro x im ate ly  th e  sam e am o u n t o f  scarce  resources.

W ith  regard  to  eco n o m ic  cond itions, a h igh  n a tio n a l u n em p lo y m en t level o r lo w  national 

e co n o m ic  w e lfa re  c rea te  a s itu a tio n  in  w h ich , ce te ris  paribus, ap p ro x im ate ly  s tab le  n u m b ers  o f  

p eo p le  are  co m p etin g  fo r  few er resources. F ina lly , p o litica l co n d itio n s m ay  in crease  o r le ssen  th e  

com petition . F o r in stance , co u n tries  w ith  an  ex ten siv e  socia l secu rity  system  p ro v id e  m o re  so c io 

e co n o m ic  safeguards to  th e ir  c itizen s  and  th e re fo re  le ssen  th e  risk s  th a t a re  a t stake. In  add ition , 

th e  effects  o f  dem o g rap h ic , econom ic, and  p o litica l co n tex tu a l co n d itio n s  m ay  re in fo rce  each  

other. F o r exam ple , th e  co m b in a tio n  o f  p o o r eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s a n d  a la rg e  p ro p o rtio n  o f  

e th n ic  m in o ritie s  m ay  h av e  an ad d itio n a l e ffec t on  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t (O lzak  &  N agel, 

1986).

F u rth erm o re , som e au tho rs  h av e  a rgued  th a t th e re  m ig h t b e  a cu rv ilin ea r re la tio n sh ip  

b e tw een  e th n ic  co m p etitio n  and  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism . F o r in stan ce , B o v en k erk , B ru in , B run t, and 

W o u ters  (1985) p ro p o sed  th a t th e  re la tiv e  p ro p o rtio n  o f  e th n ic  m in o ritie s  is  n o t lin ea rly  re la ted  

to  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism . T h a t is, in itia lly , w h en  th e  n u m b er o f  e th n ic  m in o ritie s  is ra th e r sm all, 

th ese  e thn ic  o u t-g ro u p  m em b ers  are  trea ted  w ith  sym pathy. H o w ev er, th is  stage o f  ho sp ita lity  

ends, w h e n  a certa in  th re sh o ld  is p assed  and  th e  re la tiv e  p ro p o rtio n  o f  e th n ic  m in o ritie s  rises  to  a 

co n sid erab ly  figure. A t th is  po in t, th e  e th n ic  m ajo rity  p e rce iv es th e  e th n ic  m in o ritie s  as a th rea t 

to  th e ir  socia l, econom ic, and  cu ltu ra l position . B o v en k e rk  e t al. (1985) lab e lled  th is  th e  

‘in v as io n -th eo ry ’ .

T here  are  a lso  o th e r th eo re tica l n o tio n s  th a t su g g est a cu rv ilin ea r re la tio n sh ip  b e tw een  th e  

re la tiv e  p ro p o rtio n  o f  e th n ic  m in o ritie s  and  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism . In  a p red o m in an tly  m o n o -e th n ic  

society , th e re  are  few  o p p o rtu n ities  to  b eco m e  acq u a in ted  w ith  o th e r e th n ic  g roups, and  th is  

u n fam ilia rity  m ay  cau se  a la ck  o f  u n d e rs tan d in g  and  d is lik e  o f  e th n ic  ou t-g roups. B ased  on  th is  

lin e  o f  reaso n in g , one  o f  th e  m o st p ro m in en t m e th o d s  fo r red u c in g  e th n ic  p re ju d ice  and 

d isc rim in a tio n  is to  en h an ce  co n tac t b e tw een  m em b ers  o f  d iffe ren t e th n ic  g ro u p s (A llpo rt, 1954; 

B ro w n , 1995). B ased  on  th e  co m b in a tio n  o f  th is  ‘co n tac t-h y p o th es is ’ w ith  th e  n o tio n s from  

e th n ic  co m p etitio n  theory , one  m ig h t ex p ec t th e  fo llo w in g  cu rv ilin ea r effect: a v e ry  sm all 

n u m b er o f  e th n ic  m in o ritie s  m ay  lead  to  u n fam ilia rity  and, co nsequen tly , e th n ic  exclusion ism . 

W h en  th e  p ro p o rtio n  o f  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s is so m ew h at h igher, u n fam ilia rity  and  e thn ic  

ex clu s io n ism  m ay  b e  low er. H o w ev er, i f  th e  p ro p o rtio n  o f  e th n ic  m in o ritie s  fu rth e r g ro w s and 

reach es  a co n sid erab le  figu re , th e  e th n ic  m in o ritie s  m ay  b e  p e rce iv ed  as a th rea t, and 

co nsequen tly , e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  m ay  ag ain  rise. In  o rd er to  ex p lo re  such  cu rv ilin ea r effects, I 

w ill a lso  in c lu d e  q u ad ra tic  te rm s  in  th e  analyses.

In  sum m ary , acco rd in g  to  e th n ic  co m p etitio n  theory , ch au v in ism  and  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism  

are  a ffec ted  by  th e  am o u n t o f  actual e thn ic  th re a t a t th e  na tio n a l level. In  ad d itio n  to  th e  e ffec t o f  

th e  co n tem p o rary  n a tio n a l con tex t, it can  b e  a rg u ed  th a t recen t c h a n g e s  in  th e  na tional 

c ircu m stan ces  m ig h t h av e  an  add itio n a l in flu en ce  on  ch au v in ism  and  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism . F o r
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in stan ce , a rap id  in c rease  in  e thn ic  im m ig ra tio n  o r a sharp  d e te rio ra tio n  in  eco n o m ic  p ro sp erity  

m ay  have  a la rg e r im p ac t on  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t as co m p ared  to  s tab le  co n tex tu a l 

c ircu m stan ces. In  acco rd an ce  w ith  th is  argum en t, O lzak  (O lzak , 1989; O lzak , 1992) sh o w ed  th a t 

ra tes o f  e th n ic  co llec tiv e  ac tio n  in  A m erican  c ities a t th e  tu rn  o f  th e  tw en tie th  cen tu ry  w ere  n o t 

on ly  a ffec ted  b y  th e  level o f  im m ig ra tio n , b u t a lso  b y  th e  p ercen tag e  ch an g e  in  im m igration .

F rom  th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  no tions, I d eriv e  th e  fo llo w in g  set o f  h y p o th eses reg a rd in g  th e  

e ffec t o f  n a tio n a l ch arac te ris tic s  on  ch au v in ism  and  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism . F irstly , I ex p ec t 

ch au v in ism  and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  to  b e  m o re  s trong ly  p rev a len t in  co u n tries  w h e re  p o o r 

eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  ex ist, as in d ica ted  by  re la tiv e ly  h ig h  u n em p lo y m en t lev els  and  re la tiv e ly  

lo w  eco n o m ic  p ro sp e rity  (h y p o th esis  6a). In  add ition , ch au v in ism  and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  are  

a ssu m ed  to  b e  m o re  s trong ly  p rev a len t in  co u n trie s  w ith  d ec lin in g  eco n o m ic  cond itions, as 

in d ica ted  b y  ris in g  u n em p lo y m en t an d  d ec lin in g  eco n o m ic  p ro sp erity  (hy p o th esis  6b). 

F u rth erm o re , I h y p o th esise  th a t ch au v in ism  and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  are  m o re  s trong ly  p rev a len t 

in  co u n tries  w ith , ce te ris  paribus, a less  ex ten siv e  socia l secu rity  system  (h y p o th esis  6c). 

R eg ard in g  e th n ic  d em o g rap h ic  co n d itio n s, I ex p ec t th a t ch au v in ism  and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  w ill 

b e  m o re  s trong ly  p rev a len t in  co u n tries  w ith  a la rg e r p ro p o rtio n  o f  e th n ic  m in o ritie s  (hypo thesis  

6d), a la rg e r n u m b er o f  asy lum  seekers  (hy p o th esis  6e), o r w ith  a sh arp er in c rease  in  th e  n u m b er 

o f  asy lum  seekers  (h ypo thesis  6f).

F u rth erm o re , it w o u ld  b e  ex p ec ted  th a t th e  effects  o f  eco n o m ic  cond itions, th e  socia l 

secu rity  system , an d  d em o g rap h ic  co n d itio n s  m ig h t re in fo rce  one  ano ther. T h a t is, chau v in ism  

and  e thn ic  ex clu s io n ism  w ill b e  m o re  s trong ly  p rev a len t in  co u n trie s  w h e re  th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  

na tio n a l co n d itio n s  co in c id e  (in te rac tio n  h y p o th esis  6g). T he  a fo rem en tio n ed  co n tex tu a l 

p ro p o sitio n s  are  o ften  im p lic itly  en d o rsed  in  stud ies o f  in te r-e th n ic  re la tions; ho w ev er, due  to  

la ck  o f  in te rn a tio n a lly  co m p arab le  data , th ey  are  g en era lly  n o t ex p lic itly  tested .

Th e  e f fe c t  o f  a c tu a l  e th n ic  c om p e ti t io n  on  p e r c e iv e d  e th n ic  th r e a t

A cco rd in g  to  th e  n o tio n s  o f  e th n ic  co m p etitio n  theory , th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  lin k  b e tw een  th e  

degree  o f  actual co m p etitio n  b e tw een  e th n ic  g ro u p s on  th e  one  h an d  and  in d iv id u a l a ttitudes 

to w ard s  e th n ic  in -g ro u p s and  o u t-g ro u p s on  th e  o th e r hand , is  in te rv en ed  by  th e  level o f  

p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t. T h a t is, ac tua l e thn ic  co m p etitio n  in d u ces  th e  p e rcep tio n  th a t th e  e thn ic  

o u t-g ro u p s p o se  a th rea t, and  th is  in  tu rn  in c reases  ch au v in ism  and  e th n ic  exclusion ism .

F o r  th is  reason , it is  ex p ec ted  th a t th e  co n tex tu a l v a riab les  m en tio n ed  in  h y p o th eses 6a  to  

6g, a lso  h av e  an e ffec t on  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t. T hus, p erce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t w ill b e  m o re  

strong ly  p rev a len t in  co u n trie s  ch a rac te rised  by  e ith e r p o o r eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  (h ypo thesis  7a); 

d ec lin in g  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  (hy p o th esis  7b); a less ex ten siv e  socia l secu rity  system  

(hy p o th esis  7c); a la rg e r p ro p o rtio n  o f  e th n ic  m in o ritie s  (h y p o th esis  7d), a la rg e r n u m b er o f  

asy lum  seekers (hy p o th esis  7e), o r a sh arp er in c rease  in  th e  n u m b er o f  asy lum  seekers 

(hy p o th esis  7f), o r in  co u n tries  w h e re  th ese  econom ic, socia l security , and  d em o g rap h ic  

co n d itio n s  co in c id e  (in te rac tio n  h y p o th esis  7g).

E th n ic  co m p etitio n  th eo ry  th u s  p resu m es a tw o -s tep  causa l link: actual e th n ic  co m p etitio n  

in d u ces  p e rce iv ed  e thn ic  th rea t, w h ich  in  tu rn  inc reases  ch au v in ism  and  e thn ic  exclusion ism .
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T he q u es tio n  th en  arises w h e th e r it is  p lau sib le  to  a ssu m e th a t th e  re la tio n sh ip  b e tw een  actual 

e th n ic  co m p etitio n  and  ch au v in ism  o r e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  is fu lly  in te rp re ted  b y  p e rce iv ed  

e th n ic  th rea t. T here  are  several co u n te r-a rg u m en ts  to  such  a s trin g en t v iew . F irstly , as is co m m o n  

in  socia l sc iences, m easu rem en t e rro rs  lead  to  im p e rfec t re la tio n sh ip s. Secondly , p e rcep tio n s  o f  

e th n ic  th re a t m ay  n o t on ly  b e  ro o ted  in  actual th rea ten in g  co n d itio n s, b u t m ay  a lso  h av e  an 

au to n o m o u s com ponent. T h a t is, p e rcep tio n s  o f  e th n ic  th rea t m ay  b e  ‘re a l’ o r ra tio n a l in  so fa r as 

th ey  re flec t th e  deg ree  o f  actual e th n ic  com petition . H o w ev er, p e rcep tio n s  o f  e thn ic  th re a t m ay  

be, as L eV in e  and  C am pbell (1972) lab e lled  them , “ fa lse  p e rcep tio n s” . T h ere fo re  I p resu m e  th a t 

th e  e ffec t o f  actual e th n ic  co m p etitio n  on  ch au v in ism  o r e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  w ill on ly  b e  partly  

in te rv en ed  by  p e rce iv ed  e thn ic  th rea t. T he a fo rem en tio n ed  p resu m ed  causal e ffects  o f  th e  

na tio n a l co n tex t on  th e  in d iv id u a l a ttitudes, as deriv ed  from  e th n ic  co m p etitio n  theory , are  

sch em atica lly  rep re sen ted  in  F ig u re  6.2.

F ig u re  6.2 T h e o r e t i c a l  m o d e l :  e f f e c t s  o f  c o n te x tu a l  v a r ia b l e s

Th e  e f fe c t  o f  n a t io n a l  c o n te x t  on  lo c a lism

A s s ta ted  in  S ection  6.2, lo ca lism  th eo ry  can  b e  ap p lied  to  d eriv e  h y p o th eses reg ard in g  

in d iv id u a l v a ria tio n  in  ch au v in ism  and  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism . H y p o th eses  reg a rd in g  th e  e ffec t o f  

th e  na tio n a l co n tex t can n o t b e  d eriv ed  in  a s tra ig h tfo rw ard  m anner, since th e  th eo re tica l 

fram ew o rk  o f  th e  lo ca lism  th eo ry  is fo rm u la ted  a t th e  in d iv id u a l level, o rien ted  to w ard s 

d ifferen ces  b e tw een  in d iv id u a ls  o r socia l categories. O ne o f  th e  p ro p o sitio n s  co m m o n ly  derived
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from  lo calism  th eo ry  is  th e  p resu m ed  d ifferen ce  b e tw een  p eo p le  liv in g  in  c ities  v e rsu s  p eo p le  

liv in g  in  th e  country . T h a t is, th o se  liv in g  in  la rg e  c ities p resu m ab ly  are  less lo ca listic . N o te  th a t 

I co u ld  n o t derive  a c ro ss-n a tio n a l co m p arab le  m easu re  fo r  th e  d eg ree  o f  resid en tia l u rb an iza tio n  

from  th e  IS S P  survey  data. H o w ev er, in  a m o re  general sense, th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  p ro p o sitio n  

w o u ld  read  th a t in d iv id u a ls  w h o  live  in  a co sm o p o litan  en v iro n m en t are  less  in c lin ed  to  localism . 

A  co sm o p o litan  en v iro n m en t can  b e  defin ed  as an  en v iro n m en t in  w h ich  in d iv id u a ls  are  

co n fro n ted  w ith  a w id e  ran g e  o f  p eo p le  from  v a rio u s  socia l and  cu ltu ra l b ack g ro u n d s. In  th is  

m anner, p eo p le  g e t a cq u a in ted  w ith  v a rio u s  b e lie fs  an d  op in ions. A s a re su lt o f  in creas in g  

k n o w led g e  and  u n d e rs tan d in g  o f  b e lie fs , no rm s, and  v a lu es  o th e r th an  th o se  co m m o n  in  th e ir  

o w n  socia l g roup , in d iv id u a ls  m ay  b ro ad en  th e ir  socia l p e rsp ec tiv e  and, co nsequen tly , feel less 

a ttach ed  to  th e ir  loca l co m m u n ity  (R oof, 1978a).

A t th e  n a tio n a l level, th e  deg ree  o f  e th n ic  h e tero g en e ity  co u ld  b e  reg a rd ed  as an  in d ica to r 

o f  a co sm o p o litan  env ironm en t. T he  m o re  h e te ro g en eo u s  a society , th e  m o re  in d iv id u a ls  are  

co n fro n ted  w ith  m em b ers  from  d iffe ren t e th n ic  an d  cu ltu ra l b ack g ro u n d s. T herefo re , hy p o th esis  

(8) reads: a lo ca lis tic  o rien ta tio n  is m o re  p rev a len t am o n g  in d iv id u a ls  liv in g  in  m o re  e thn ica lly  

h o m o g en eo u s  coun tries.

F ig u re  6.3 T h e o r e t i c a l  m o d e l :  e f f e c t s  o f  in d iv id u a l  a n d  c o n te x tu a l  v a r ia b l e s

T he full th eo re tica l m odel is  rep resen ted  in  F ig u re  6.3. It co n sis ts  o f  re la tio n sh ip s  b e tw een  

in d ep en d en t, in te rv en in g  and  d ep en d en t in d iv id u a l v a riab les  (as rep resen ted  in  F ig u re  6 .1) and  o f
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re la tio n sh ip s  b e tw een  co n tex tu a l an d  in d iv id u a l v a riab les  (as rep resen ted  in  F ig u re  6.2). In  o ther 

w ords, th is  m u lti- lev e l th eo re tica l m odel co m b in es  m ic ro -to -m ic ro -p ro p o s itio n s  as w ell as 

m acro -to -m ic ro  p ro p o sitio n s  (C o lem an , 1990).

6 .7  D a ta  a n d  m e a s u r e m e n ts

In  C h ap te r 4 I d escrib ed  th e  in d iv id u a l d a ta  deriv ed  fro m  th e  1995 m o d u le  o f  th e  In te rna tiona l 

Socia l Survey  P ro g ram m e (ISSP). T he  m easu rem en t in s tru m en ts  o f  th e  d ep en d en t and  

in d ep en d en t in d iv id u a l v a riab les  are  d ea lt w ith  in , respective ly , C h ap te rs  4 and  5. In  th is  chap ter, 

I d iscu ss  th e  o p e ra tio n a lisa tio n  and  m easu rem en t o f  in d iv id u a l in te rv en in g  v a riab les  and 

co n tex tu a l variab les.

6 .7 .1  In te r v e n in g  in d iv id u a l  va r ia b le s

T o o p era tio n a lise  p e r c e i v e d  e th n ic  th r e a t  I ap p lied  4 item s from  th e  IS S P  1995 m odu le . T he 

item s m easu red  th e  ag reem en t w ith  v a rio u s  s ta tem en ts  ab o u t im m igran ts. T w o  o f  th e  s ta tem en ts 

w ere  n eg ativ e ly  w o rd ed  and  tw o  w ere  p o sitiv e ly  w o rd ed  w ith  reg ard  to  im m igran ts. T he 

fo rm u la tio n  o f  th e  item s to g e th e r w ith  th e  overall m ean  score, co m m unality , and  fac to r lo ad in g  

in  a p rinc ipa l fac to r analysis  are  p resen ted  in  T ab le  6.1. In  th e  questio n n aire , th e  item s w ere  

p reced ed  by  th e  fo llo w in g  in tro d u ctio n : “ T here  are  d iffe ren t o p in io n s  ab o u t im m ig ran ts  from  

o th e r co u n tries  liv in g  in  [country]. (B y ‘im m ig ran ts ’ w e  m ean  p eo p le  w h o  com e to  settle  in 

[country]). H o w  m u ch  do  y o u  ag ree  o r d isag ree  w ith  each  o f  th e  fo llo w in g  s ta tem en ts?” . T hus, 

in  th e se  item s th e  te rm  “ im m ig ran ts” is u sed  in  a b ro ad  sense. It do es n o t so m u ch  re fe r to  th e  

g roup  o f  n ew ly -a rriv ed  m ig ran ts , b u t to  th e  la rg e r g roup  o f  r e s id e n t  e th n ic  m in o r i t i e s ,  th a t e ith er 

im m ig ra ted  th em se lv es  o r w h o se  p aren ts  o r g ran d p aren ts  o n ce  im m ig ra ted . F o r th is  reaso n , I 

re fe r to  th is  m easu rem en t as p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th reat.

T he item s co v ered  v a rio u s  fo rm s o f  th rea t. T he  s ta tem en t in  th e  f irs t item  p resen ted  

im m ig ran ts  as a socia l o r safety  th rea t, w h ereas  th e  sta tem en ts  in  th e  seco n d  and  th ird  item s 

re fe rred  to  im m ig ran ts  as an  eco n o m ic  th reat. A  re jec tio n  o f  th e  fo u rth  s ta tem en t in d ica ted  som e 

sense  o f  cu ltu ra l th rea t. O verall, a  co n sid e rab le  n u m b er o f  resp o n d en ts  p e rce iv ed  im m ig ran ts  as a 

th rea t. A cro ss  th e  23 n a tio n a l sam ples, a lm o st h a lf  o f  th e  re sp o n d en ts  b e liev ed  th a t im m ig ran ts  

in crease  crim e rates: 2 8 .8 %  agreed  and  2 1 .0 %  ag reed  strong ly  w ith  th is  statem ent. M o re  th an  

one  th ird  o f  th e  re sp o n d en ts  to o k  th e  v ie w  th a t im m ig ran ts  tak e  jo b s  aw ay  fro m  th e  n a tiv e -b o rn  

p o p u la tio n  (2 5 .5 %  ag reed  and  13.7%  ag reed  strongly). L ik ew ise , 3 6 .7 %  o f  th e  re sp o n d en ts  

re jec ted  th e  s ta tem en t th a t im m ig ran ts  are  g en era lly  goo d  fo r  th e  co u n try ’s eco n o m y  (25 .7%  

d isag reed  an d  11.0%  d isag reed  strongly). F inally , 2 2 .0 %  d id  n o t sub scrib e  to  th e  p o sitiv e ly  

w o rd ed  s ta tem en t th a t im m ig ran ts  m ak e  th e  co u n try  m o re  o pen  to  n ew  id eas and  cu ltu re  (14 .5%  

d isag reed  and  7 .5%  d isag reed  strongly).
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M ean h2 Loading

V47 Immigrants increase crime rates a 3.43 0.38 0.61

V48 Immigrants are generally good for [country’s] econom y 3.20 0.45 0.67

V49 Immigrants take jobs away from people who were born in [country] a 3.11 0.31 0.55

V50 Immigrants make [country] more open to new ideas and cultures 2.70 0.42 0.65

Explained variance = 38.8%

N o te : 5 -p o in t s c a le  ra n g in g  fr o m  1 (a g r e e  s tr o n g ly )  to  5 (d is a g r e e  s tr o n g ly ). T o ta l N  =  2 4 ,2 4 7 .

a R e v e r s e d  sco r in g .

In  th e  overa ll sam ple, across  all resp o n d en ts , th e  item s w ere  m o d era te ly  in te r-co rre la ted  w ith  

co rre la tio n s  ran g in g  from  0.31 to  0.51. A s can  b e  seen  in  T ab le  6.1 , in  an  ex p lo ra tiv e  p rin c ip a l 

fac to r analysis, th e  fo u r item s all lo ad ed  on  one  fac to r, in d ica tin g  a general sense  o f  e thn ic  threat. 

T he  in te r-item  corre la tio n s  as w ell as th e  fac to r analysis  d id  n o t su g g est a d is tin c tio n  b e tw een  

eco n o m ic  th rea t and  so c io -cu ltu ra l th rea t. T h is fin d in g  w as  su p p o rted  by  an ex p lo ra tio n  o f  th e  

co rre la tio n s  o f  th e  th re a t item s w ith  v a rio u s  so c io -d em o g rap h ic  v a riab les  and  a ttitud ina l 

m easu res. O verall, th e  fo u r item s, as w ell as co m b in a tio n s  o f  th e  item s (i.e. eco n o m ic  th reat, 

so c io -cu ltu ra l th rea t) w ere  re la ted  in  q u ite  a s im ila r m an n er to  o th e r variab les . T here  w ere  on ly  a 

few  m in o r ex cep tio n s  th a t co u ld  b e  in te rp re ted  in  a p la in  m an n er.2 T hese  resu lts  in d ica te  th a t th e

4 item s can  b e  ap p lied  to g e th e r as a m easu rem en t o f  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t.3

T o  in v estig a te  th e  ex ten t to  w h ich  th ese  fo u r item s o f  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t fo rm  a 

c ro ss-n a tio n a lly  co m p arab le  m easu rem en t in stru m en t, I co n d u c ted  m u lti-sam p le  analysis. I 

fo llo w ed  th e  sam e p ro ced u re  as p resen ted  in  ch ap te r 4, reg ard in g  th e  m easu rem en t o f  th e  

d ep en d en t variab les . T h a t is, in  th e  L IS R E L  analysis , I to o k  in to  acco u n t th e  o rd inal sca le  scores 

o f  th e  item s, by  an aly sin g  th e  m a trix  o f  p o ly ch o ric  co rre la tio n s  w ith  th e  G en era lly  W eig h ted  

L east Squares m e th o d  w ith  a C o rrec t W eig h t M atrix . T he sca le  in d e te rm in acy  o f  th e  la ten t 

v a riab le  ‘p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t’ w as  e lim in a ted  by  fix in g  a fac to r lo ad in g  o f  one  o f  th e  item s to  

th e  v a lu e  1. T he  g o o d n ess-o f-fit s ta tis tics  o f  th ree  successiv e  m o d e ls  are  d isp lay ed  in  T ab le  6.2.

In  th e  firs t m odel, on ly  th e  fo rm  o f  th e  m easu rem en t m odel is in v a rian t acro ss  coun tries, 

b u t th e  m odel p a ram ete rs  m ay  vary  across d iffe ren t coun tries. In  o th e r w o rd s, th e  4 item s are 

reg a rd ed  as in d ica to rs  o f  o n e  th eo re tica l co n stru c t in  every  country . T he  %2-tes t s ta tis tic  o f  th e  

firs t m odel w as  sig n ifican tly  to o  la rge, in d ica tin g  a n o n -p e rfec t fit, w h ich  is n o t su rp ris in g  g iv en  

th e  la rg e  sam p le  size. Jö re sk o g  and  Sörbom  (1993a, p. 122) suggested  th a t in  p rac tice , th e  %2 

s ta tistic  shou ld  b e  reg a rd ed  as a m easu re  o f  fit ra th e r th an  as a fo rm al te s t s tatistic . T he  h igh  

v a lu e  o f  th e  G o o d n ess o f  F it  Index  (G F I =  0 .990) suggested  th a t th e  fit  o f  th is  m odel w as  quite  

accep tab le . O n  th e  o th e r hand , th e  R o o t M ean  S quare  E rro r o f  A p p ro x im a tio n  w as  ra th e r h igh  

(R M S E A  =  0 .1 3 4 ).4 T h is  f it  m easu re  tak es  in to  acco u n t th e  e rro r o f  ap p ro x im atio n  in  the  

p o p u la tio n  p e r deg ree  o f  freedom . B ased  on  p rac tica l experience , B ro w n e  and  C u d eck  (1992, p.
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2 3 9 ) sugges ted  th a t a v a lu e  o f  0 .05 o r less  in d ica tes  a c lo se  fit  o f  th e  m odel in  re la tio n  to  th e  

d eg rees  o f  freed o m , w h ereas  th ey  ad v ised  n o t to  em p lo y  m o d e ls  w ith  a R M S E A  g rea te r th an  

0.10. T hus, in  re la tio n  to  th e  d eg rees o f  freedom , th e  fit o f  th e  firs t m odel w as  ra th er 

unsa tisfac to ry .

T a b le  6.2  I n v a r ia n c e  in  m e a s u r e m e n t  m o d e l s  o f  p e r c e i v e d  e th n ic  th r e a t

M o d e l In v a r ia n ce  in X D f X  /  d f R M S E A st. R M R G F I C F I N F I E C V I

1 m o d e l  fo r m 9 3 5 .9 8 4 6 2 0 .3 5 0 .1 3 4 0 .0 5 1 0 .9 9 0 0 .9 2 6 0 .9 2 3 0 .0 5 3

2 +  fa c to r  lo a d in g s 1 2 4 8 .4 5 1 1 2 1 1 .1 5 0 .0 9 7 0 .0 5 1 0 .9 8 9 0 .9 0 5 0 .8 9 7 0 .0 6 0

3 +  fa c to r  v a r ia n c e s 1 7 1 7 .3 9 1 3 4 1 2 .8 2 0 .1 0 5 0 .0 6 4 0 .9 8 4 0 .8 6 8 0 .8 5 8 0 .0 7 7

N o te:  2 3  sa m p le s , N  =  2 4 ,2 4 7

In  th e  second  m odel in  T ab le  6.2 , th e  fac to r lo ad in g s o f  th e  fo u r item s are a ssu m ed  to  be  

in v a rian t across coun tries. T h a t is, in  th is  m odel th e re  are  n o  c ro ss-n a tio n a l d ifferen ces  w ith  

re sp ec t to  th e  (re la tiv e) deg ree  in  w h ich  th e  fo u r in d ica to rs  re fe r to  th e  sam e la ten t variab le. 

S ince th is  m odel is  m o re  re s tric tiv e , log ica lly , th e  o f  th is  m odel w as  h ig h e r th an  th e  p rev io u s 

m odel. H o w ev er, th e  overa ll g o o d n ess-o f-fit s ta tistics  G FI, C F I and  N F I w ere  still ra th e r h igh  

(resp ec tiv e ly  0 .989 , 0 .905 and  0 .897), and  th e se  v a lu es  w e re  on ly  sligh tly  lo w er co m p ared  to  

m odel 1. I f  th e  g o o d n ess-o f-fit is  ju d g e d  in  re la tio n  to  th e  deg rees o f  freed o m  o f  th e  m odel, th en  

th e  fit  o f  m odel 2 w as  even  m o re  satisfy ing  th an  th e  fit o f  m odel 1. F o r m odel 1, th e  X  d iv id ed  

b y  th e  d eg rees o f  freed o m  w as 20 .35 , w h ereas  fo r th e  m o re  re s tric tiv e  m odel 2 th is  v a lu e  w as 

11.15. A lso , th e  R M S E A  d ro p p ed  from  0 .134  to  0 .097. In  sum m ary , th e  g o o d n ess-o f-fit o f  th e  

p a rs im o n io u s  m odel 2 w as  low er, b u t in  re la tio n sh ip  to  th e  d eg rees  o f  freedom , th e  lo ss  o f  fit 

seem s to  b e  accep tab le . In  o th e r w o rd s, th is  suggests th e  fo llow ing : to  m ak e  th e  a ssu m p tio n  th a t 

th e  fac to r lo ad in g s  are  in v a rian t in  all th e  23 sam p les lo g ica lly  im p lied  a w o rse  fit, b u t th e  lo ss  o f  

f it  a sso c ia ted  w ith  th is  s im p lifica tio n  seem ed  to  b e  accep tab le . T h is la tte r  fin d in g  suggests 

in d eed  th a t th e  sam e la ten t v a riab le  ( ‘p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t’) w as  m easu red  in  th e  d iffe ren t 

coun tries.

F inally , in  th e  th ird  m odel as d isp layed  in  T ab le  6.2, th e  v a rian ce  o f  th e  la ten t v a riab le  is 

a ssu m ed  to  b e  in v a rian t across coun tries. T he  g o o d n ess-o f-fit o f  th is  m o st re s tric tiv e  m odel w as 

less sa tisfac to ry  co m p ared  to  th e  p rev io u s  m odel, b o th  w ith  reg ard  to  overall g o o d n ess-o f-fit 

m easu res  as w ell as w ith  reg ard  to  m easu res  th a t tak e  in to  acco u n t th e  deg rees o f  freedom . Thus, 

th e  resu lts  from  th e  L IS R E L  analyses p o in t ou t th a t (a) th e  fo u r item s can  b e  ap p lied  as a c ro ss 

n a tio n a l m easu rem en t in s tru m en t fo r p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t, s ince  th e  fac to r lo ad in g s w ere  

ra th e r in v a rian t across coun tries, b u t th a t (b) th e  v a rian ce  o f  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t d iffered  

b e tw een  coun tries.
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In  th e  m ulti- lev e l analysis , th e  fo u r item s w ere  co m b in ed  as a L ik ert-sca le  m easu re  o f  

p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th reat. T he  overa ll C ro n b a ch ’s a lp h a  o f  th is  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t m easu re  

w as  0 .713 . In  A p p en d ix  E , th e  in te r-item  re liab ility  is sh o w n  fo r each  o f  th e  23 d iffe ren t 

sam ples. T he C ro n b a ch ’s a lp h a  ran g ed  from  a ra th e r lo w  0 .432  in  B u lg a ria  to  a ra th e r h igh  0 .792  

in  C anada.

In  C h ap te r 2, I d iscu ssed  th e  d isp u te  in  th e  lite ra tu re  reg a rd in g  th e  q u estio n  o f  w h e th e r 

p e rcep tio n s  o f  e thn ic  th re a t are  rea lly  d is tin g u ish ab le  from  p re ju d ice  and  sup p o rt fo r e thn ic  

ex clu sio n ism . R eg ard in g  th e  co n cep tu a lisa tio n  and  o p e ra tio n a lisa tio n  o f  th e  co n cep ts  o f  

p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t and  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism , th e re  are  a t le as t th ree  types o f  a rg u m en ts  th a t 

su p p o rt th e  n o tio n  th a t p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  shou ld  b e  d istingu ished .

F irstly , th e re  is  a th eo re tica l-co n cep tu a l a rgum ent. T he  co re  p ro p o sitio n  o f  e thn ic  

co m p etitio n  th eo ry  -  actual co m p etitio n  o r th re a t in d u ces  p e rcep tio n s  o f  th rea t, w h ic h  in  tu rn  

lead  to  p re ju d ice  and  ethn ic  ex clu s io n ism  -  has b e en  ad o p ted  by  m an y  au tho rs  in  a w id e  ran g e  o f  

stud ies. T h is tw o -s tep  causal m ech an ism  is, m o re  o r less exp lic itly , fo u n d  in  th e  w o rk  o f  m any  

au th o rs  (B la lock , 1967; B obo , 1999; O lzak  &  N ag el, 1986; Q u illian , 1996). T hus, th e  concep ts  

o f  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  tak e  d iffe ren t p o sitio n s  in  th is  th eo re tica l 

fram ew ork : p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t is co n sid e red  to  in te rv en e  th e  re la tio n sh ip  b e tw een  actual 

in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n  as an  in d ep en d en t v a riab le  and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  and  ch au v in ism  as 

d ep en d en t v ariab les.

Secondly , in  th is  study  th e re  are  la rg e  d iffe ren ces  in  th e  o p e ra tio n a lisa tio n  o f  b o th  

concep ts. P e rce iv ed  e thn ic  th re a t w as  o p e ra tio n a lised  by  ad h eren ce  to  n eg a tiv e  b e lie fs  ab o u t 

im m ig ran ts, m o reo v e r ex p ress in g  som e fo rm  o f  eco n o m ic  or soc io -cu ltu ra l th reat. O n  th e  o th er 

hand , th e  item s ap p lied  as in d ica to rs  o f  e thn ic  ex clu s io n ism  d id  n o t re fe r to  n eg ativ e  sta tem en ts  

ab o u t im m ig ran ts  o r e thn ic  ou t-g roups. Instead , th ese  item s cap tu red  b e lie fs  ab o u t h o w  ethn ic  

o u t-g ro u p s  shou ld  b e  trea ted . E x c lu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ran ts  and  ex clu s io n ism  o f  re fu g ees  w as 

m easu red  by  th e  level o f  su p p o rt fo r  sp ec ific  p o lic ies, n am ely  shou ld  im m ig ra tio n  b e  red u ced  

and  shou ld  p o litica l re fu g ees  b e  a llo w ed  to  stay? F ina lly , th e  in d ica to rs  fo r ex clu s io n ism  o f  

g roup  m em b ersh ip  re fe rred  to  th e  su b jec tiv e  req u irem en ts  fo r  in c lu s io n  o r ex c lu s io n  o f  th e  

‘o th e r’ as m em b er o f  th e  in -g roup . T hus, reg a rd in g  b o th  th e  co n cep tu a lisa tio n  and  th e  

o p era tio n alisa tio n , th e re  w e re  la rg e  d ifferen ces  b e tw een  p e rce iv ed  e thn ic  th re a t and  e thn ic  

exclusion ism .

T hird ly , th e re  are  analy tica l reaso n s to  d is tin g u ish  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t and  e thn ic  

ex clu sio n ism . T h a t is, p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t an d  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  h av e  p artly  d iffe ren t 

causes, as I w ill p re sen t in  th e  rem ain in g  p a rt o f  th is  chapter.

L o c a l i s m  w as  o p e ra tio n a lised  by  tw o  variab les . T h ese  item s in d ica te  th e  a ttach m en t to  o n e ’s 

su rro u n d in g  n e ig h b o u rh o o d  (o r v illag e ) and  th e  w illin g n ess  to  m o v e  to  an o th er n e ig h b o u rh o o d  

(o r v illage). T he firs t item  asked  re sp o n d en ts  “h o w  c lose  do  you  feel to  y o u r n e ig h b o u rh o o d  (o r 

v illa g e )? ” . T he fo u r re sp o n se  ca teg o ries  ran g ed  from  “v ery  c lo se” to  “n o t c lo se  a t a ll” . O verall, 

across  th e  23 na tio n a l sam ples, 2 8 .2 %  o f  th e  re sp o n d en ts  fe lt “v e ry  c lo se” an d  4 2 .4 %  fe lt 

“ c lo se” , w h ereas  on ly  5 .6%  fe lt no  a ttach m en t to  th e ir  n e ig h b o u rh o o d  o r v illage.
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o r ie n ta t io n
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Perceived ethnic threat Localistic orientation

Mean SD M ean SD

Australia 2.65 0.77 2.90 0.92

W est Germany 2.86 0.74 3.10 0.94

East Germany 3.22 0.75 3.27 0.94

G reat Britain 3.06 0.70 2.93 0.94

United States 2.92 0.75 2.67 0.92

Austria 3.08 0.83 3.73 1.06

Hungary 3.82 0.77 3.76 1.18

Italy 3.28 0.85 3.18 1.16

Ireland 2.51 0.63 3.59 1.09

Netherlands 2.93 0.67 2.99 0.94

Norway 3.16 0.70 2.80 0.97

Sweden 2.94 0.77 3.04 0.91

C zech Republic 3.61 0.72 3.60 1.00

Slovenia 3.47 0.69 3.55 0.98

Poland 3.20 0.58 3.35 0.95

Bulgaria 3.81 0.65 3.78 1.09

Russian Federation 3.50 0.71 3.76 0.91

N ew  Zealand 2.65 0.68 2.93 0.96

Canada 2.45 0.80 2.86 0.95

Japan 2.88 0.73 3.79 0.92

Spain 2.88 0.64 3.55 1.01

Latvia 3.85 0.74 3.57 0.96

Slovak Republic 3.66 0.71 3.43 0.95

All countries 3.11 0.82 3.27 1.04

N o te:  to ta l N  =  2 4 ,2 4 7

T he second  item s asked  resp o n d en ts: “ I f  y o u  co u ld  im p ro v e  y o u r w o rk  o r liv in g  cond itions, h o w  

w illin g  o r u n w illin g  w o u ld  y o u  b e  to  m o v e  to  an o th e r n e ig h b o u rh o o d  (o r v illa g e )? ” T h ere  w ere  

five  resp o n se  ca teg o ries  ran g in g  from  “v ery  w illin g ” to  “v e ry  u n w illin g ” . O verall, 18 .9%  and 

2 8 .0 %  o f  th e  re sp o n d en ts  an sw ered  resp ec tiv e ly  “very  w illin g ” and  “ fa irly  w illin g ” , w h ereas  

17.9%  an d  2 0 .8 %  w ere  “ fa irly  u n w illin g ” o r “very  u n w illin g ” to  leav e  th e ir  n e ig h b o u rh o o d  or 

v illage . T he  overa ll co rre la tio n  b e tw een  th e  tw o  item s w as  0 .32. T o  co n stru c t a m easu re  o f  

loca lism , th e  scores on  th e  tw o  item s w ere  ad d ed  to  one  in d ex .5 F irst, th e  scores o f  th e  “ fee lin g  

c lose  to ” item  w ere  rev e rsed  in  o rd e r to  in te rp re t h igh  sco res as re fe rrin g  to  a h ig h  deg ree  o f  

localism . Second, th e  scale  o f  th is  item  w as a lte red  to  a 5 -p o in t sca le  so th a t th e  sco res on  th e  

tw o  item s co u ld  b e  sum m ed. T he  in te r-item  re liab ility  o f  th e  lo ca lism  m easu re  acco rd in g  to
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C ro n n b ach 's  a lp h a  w as  0 .433. T h is fig u re  is ra th e r low , b u t n o t su rp ris in g  since  th e  m easu re  

co n sis ts  o f  m ere ly  2 item s. T he  re liab ility  in  th e  d iffe ren t na tio n a l sam p les is  sh o w n  in  A p p en d ix  

E , an d  ran g ed  from  0.231 in  th e  R u ss ian  F ed era tio n  to  0 .592  in  H ungary . F o r b o th  in te rv en in g  

v a riab les  -  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t and  lo ca lis tic  o rien ta tio n  -  th e  m ean s  an d  stan d ard  d ev ia tions 

in  th e  overa ll sam p le  and  th e  23 n a tio n a l sam ples sep ara te ly  are  d ep ic ted  in  T ab le  6.3. T he 

overa ll co rre la tio n  b e tw een  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t and  lo ca lis tic  o rien ta tio n  w as  0.16.

6 .7 .2  C o n te x tu a l  va r ia b le s

In d iv id u als , as socia l be in g s, are  a ffec ted  by  th e ir  su rro u n d in g  socia l con tex ts. In  th is  study I 

focus on  th e  im p ac t o f  th e  n a t io n a l  co n tex t on  in d iv id u a l a ttitu d es to w ard s  e th n ic  g roups. In  

o rd e r to  ex p la in  c ro ss-n a tio n a l d ifferen ces  in  ch au v in ism  and  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism , one  shou ld  

lo o k  fo r ap p ro p ria te  o p e ra tio n a lisa tio n s  and  m easu rem en ts  o f  na tio n a l co n tex tu a l charac te ris tics. 

H ence , P rzew o rsk i an d  T eu n e  (1970 , p. 8) p h rased  th e  goal o f  in te rn a tio n a l co m p ara tiv e  re search  

as th e  su b stitu tio n  o f  n am es o f  v a riab les  fo r  th e  n am es o f  coun tries. T hese  n a tio n a l v a riab les  can  

e ith e r b e  ag gregates  b a sed  on  su rvey  data, o r d a ta  th a t are  on ly  d efin ed  a t th e  na tio n a l level. 

H o w ev er, one shou ld  b e  cau tio u s w h en  co m p arin g  na tio n a l s tatistics. T he co m p arab ility  o f  

na tio n a l s ta tis tics  can  b e  p ro b lem atic , due  to  c ro ss-n a tio n a l d iffe ren ces  in  ap p lied  defin itions, 

m o d es  o f  reg is tra tio n  and  c lassification . F u rth erm o re , th e re  can  b e  sizeab le  d ifferen ces  in  th e  

re liab ility  o f  na tio n a l s ta tis tics  b e tw een  co u n trie s .6

In  th is  study, in  o rd e r to  m in im ise  th ese  p ro b lem s o f  com parab ility , con tex tu a l d a ta  are  

p rim arily  d eriv ed  from  in te rn a tio n a lly  reco g n ised  o rg an isa tio n s, such  as th e  U n ited  N a tio n s  

D ev e lo p m en t P ro g ram m e and  th e  In te rn a tio n a l L ab o u r O ffice . T he statistica l d ep artm en ts  o f  

th ese  in te rn a tio n a l o rg an isa tio n s  h av e  p u t a lo t o f  e ffo rt in  th e  s tan d ard isa tio n  o f  d efin itio n s  and 

d a ta  co llec tio n  m e th o d s  in  o rd e r to  im p ro v e  co n sis ten cy  and  co m p arab ility  o f  in d ica to rs  across 

coun tries.

B efo re  p re sen tin g  th e  o p e ra tio n a lisa tio n  and  m easu rem en t o f  th e  co n tex tu al v ariab les , I 

w o u ld  once  again  lik e  to  p o in t o u t th a t th ro u g h o u t th is  study, G erm an y  is reg a rd ed  as co n sis tin g  

o f  tw o  sep ara te  con tex ts, n am ely  th e  te rrito rie s  o f  th e  fo rm er F ed era l R ep u b lic  o f  G erm an y  and 

th e  fo rm er G erm an  D em o cra tic  R ep u b lic . H o w ev er, som e con tex tu a l v ariab les , such  as th e  

n u m b er o f  asy lum  app lica tio n s, are  by  d efin itio n  on ly  d efin ed  fo r th e  w h o le  G erm an  nation . A lso  

n o te  tha t, fo r  co n v en ien ce , I ap p lied  na tio n a l fig u res  fo r th e  U n ited  K in g d o m  as in d ica tiv e  fo r th e  

co n tex t in  G rea t B rita in .

In  th e  o p e ra tio n a lisa tio n  o f  th e  co n tex tu al v a riab les , I su g g est a sm all t im e  l a g  e f fe c t .  

T h a t is, acco rd in g  to  th e  th eo ry  o f  E th n ic  C o m p etitio n , in te r-e th n ic  co m p etitio n  w ill lead  to  

in c reased  in -g ro u p  fav o u ritism  and  o u t-g ro u p  ex clu sio n ism , due  to  p e rcep tio n s  o f  e th n ic  threat. 

T he fo rm atio n  o f  p ercep tio n s  is  p artly  b ased  u p o n  in fo rm atio n  rece iv ed  th ro u g h  th e  m ass  m edia. 

T ypically , p u b lish ed  fig u res  regard ing , fo r  in stan ce , asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  o r u n em p lo y m en t level, 

re fe r to  th e  c ircu m stan ces  in  th e  p a s t m o n th s  o r th e  p ast year. H ence , to  acco u n t fo r such  a tim e  

lag  effect, I o p e ra tio n a lised  th e  n a tio n a l c ircu m stan ces  as th e  na tio n a l co n d itio n s in  th e  y ea r p rio r
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to  th e  y ea r o f  m easu rem en t o f  th e  su rvey  variab les . In  o th e r w ords, I su g g est th a t th e  in d iv idual 

a ttitu d es in  1995 partly  re flec t th e  n a tio n a l co n d itio n s  in  1994.

T o in d ica te  c h a n g e s  in  c o n te x tu a l  c i r c u m s ta n c e s ,  I ap p lied  a 5 -year period , co m p arin g  

th e  1994 and  1989 figures. In  add ition , I tr ied  to  o p e ra tio n a lise  th e  ch an g e  co m p ared  to  th e  

p rev io u s  year, m easu rin g  th e  ch an g e  from  1993 to  1994. H o w ev er, it  tu rn ed  o u t th a t th e  change 

in  na tio n a l e co n o m ic  and  d em o g rap h ic  c ircu m stan ces  in  a 1-year p e rio d  w as  n o t su itab le  fo r 

in te rn a tio n a l com parison . F o r in stance , am o n g  th e  23 coun tries, th e  (m in o r) chan g es in  g ross 

na tio n a l p ro d u c t and  u n em p lo y m en t from  1993 to  1994 w ere  p o sitiv e ly  in te rre la ted  (r  =  0.31): 

co u n tries  w ith  a re la tiv e ly  g rea te r eco n o m ic  g ro w th  a lso  ex p erien ced  a re la tiv e ly  sharper 

in crease  in  u n em p lo y m en t. T h is  d em o n stra tes  th a t a 1-year tim e  p e rio d  is to o  sh o rt to  in d ica te  

c ro ss-n a tio n a l d ifferen ces  in  ch an g in g  na tio n a l cond itions.

E co n om ic  p r o s p e r i ty

E co n o m ic  p ro sp e rity  is m o s t co m m o n ly  eq u a ted  w ith  a n a tio n ’s G ross N a tio n a l P ro d u c t o r G ross 

D o m estic  P ro d u c t.7 O ne w ay  to  co m p are  th e  G N P  o r G D P, ex p ressed  in  d o m estic  currency , 

across  coun tries, is  to  co n v ert th e  fig u res  in to  a co m m o n  currency , u su a lly  th e  U .S . dollar. 

H o w ev er, th e  u se  o f  offic ia l ex ch an g e  ra tes does n o t re fle c t th e  in te rn a tio n a l v a ria tio n  in  p rices 

o f  co n su m er goo d s an d  serv ices. In  particu la r, p rices  o f  n o n -trad ed  g oods such  as h o u sin g  or 

perso n al serv ices d iffe r w id e ly  across coun tries, since th ey  are d e term in ed  b y  local d em an d  and 

supp ly  co n d itio n s (W o rld  B ank , 1995). T herefo re , in  o rd e r to  ach iev e  a m o re  ap p ro p ria te  

m easu re  o f  th e  eco n o m ic  p ro sp erity  o f  na tions, th e  G D P  can  b e  ad ju sted  fo r  p u rch asin g  p o w er 

p arity  (P PP), w h ich  eq u alises  th e  p rice  o f  th e  sam e b u n d le  o f  goo d s and  serv ices across 

co u n trie s .8 P P P  ex ch an g e  ra tes th u s  o ffe r a b e tte r b asis  fo r w e lfa re  com parisons. A  c o u n try ’s 

G D P  p e r cap ita  co n v erted  in to  U .S . do llars  on  th e  b as is  o f  th e  p u rch asin g  p o w er p arity  o f  th e  

c o u n try ’s currency , is re fe rred  to  as th e  R ea l G D P  p e r cap ita  (U N D P , 1998, p. 220).

T o  co m p are  th e  eco n o m ic  p ro sp erity  o f  coun tries, I app lied  th e  1 9 9 4  R e a l  G D P  P e r  

C a p i t a  (P P P $ ) ,  as rep o rted  b y  th e  U n ited  N a tio n s  D ev e lo p m en t P ro g ram m e (1997). T he  U N D P  

rep o rted  on ly  fig u res  fo r  G erm an y  as a w ho le . Separa te  fig u res  fo r  (fo rm er) W es t and  E as t 

G erm an y  w ere  estim ated , ap p ly ing  d a ta  from  th e  G erm an  n a tio n a l s ta tistica l office. F o r  instance , 

fo r  W es t G erm any , th e  G erm an  1994 R ea l G D P  p e r cap ita  -  as rep o rted  by  U N D P  (1997) -  w as 

m u ltip lied  by  th e  ra tio  o f  th e  1994 G N P  p e r cap ita  o f  W est G erm an y  and  u n ified  G erm any , as 

rep o rted  by  th e  S ta tis tisch es B u n d esam t (1 9 9 5 ).9

T o  ca lcu la te  ch an g es in  eco n o m ic  p rosperity , R ea l G D P  p e r cap ita  co u ld  n o t b e  app lied , 

s ince  tim e  series d a ta  w ere  n o t av ailab le  fo r  several E aste rn  E u ro p ean  coun tries. Instead , I 

ap p lied  th e  c h a n g e  in  G N P  p e r  c a p i t a  e x p r e s s e d  in  U S $ . A lth o u g h  th e  la tte r s ta tistic  is  so m ew h at 

less su itab le  fo r  in te rn a tio n a l co m p ariso n s  th an  R eal G D P, th is  is n o t a m a jo r shortcom ing , since 

th e  in te re s t h ere  is  to  in d ica te  ch an g es w i th in  co u n trie s  o v e r tim e. T he  ra tio  o f  1994 G N P  p er 

cap ita  (U N D P , 1997) to  1989 G N P  p e r cap ita  (U N D P , 1992) w as  u sed  to  in d ica te  ch an g es in  

eco n o m ic  p rosperity . A gain , separa te  fig u res  fo r  W es t and  E a s t G erm an y  h ad  to  b e  ca lcu la ted .10 

D u e  to  la ck  o f  d a ta  fo r 1989, th e re  are  a few  ex cep tio n s  w ith  regard  to  th e  tim e  p erio d  covered . 

F o r R u ss ia  and  L a tv ia , th e  p erio d  1990 to  1994 is covered , fo r E a s t G erm an y  th e  p e rio d  1991 to
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1994 (ad d itio n a l d a ta  d eriv ed  from  U N D P , 1993; 1994). F u rth erm o re , th e  1989 fig u re  fo r 

S loven ia  re fe rs  to  th e  fo rm er R ep u b lic  o f  Y u g o slav ia , and  th e  separa te  1989 fig u res  fo r C zech  

R ep u b lic  and  S lo v ak ia  re fe r to  C zech o slo v ak ia  as a w ho le . B o th  th e  ch an g e  in  G N P  p e r cap ita  

and  th e  1994 R ea l G D P  p e r cap ita  are d isp lay ed  in  T ab le  6.4.

U n em p lo ym en t

T he p ercen tag e  o f  u n em p lo y ed  is  tak en  fro m  sta tistica l y earb o o k s  o f  th e  In te rn a tio n a l L ab o u r 

O ffice  (ILO , 1995, 1996a, 1998).11 In te rn a tio n a l co m p ariso n s  o f  u n em p lo y m en t fig u res  are  m ade  

m o re  d ifficu lt b y  th e  v a rie ty  o f  types o f  sou rce  o f  u n em p lo y m en t s ta tistics and  th e  scope  and 

co v erag e  o f  such  sources. F o r  in stan ce , u n em p lo y m en t fig u res  m ay  b e  b ased  u p o n  lab o u r fo rce  

sam p le  surveys, socia l in su ran ce  s ta tistics  o r em p lo y m en t o ffice  statistics. In  general, s ta tistics 

b a sed  on  lab o u r fo rce  sam p le  surveys are  m o re  co m p arab le  in te rn a tio n a lly  th an  th o se  ob ta in ed  

from  o th e r sources, such  as em p lo y m en t o ffice  s ta tistics  (ILO , 1998, p. 453). F u rth erm o re , th e  

p e rcen tag es  o f  u n em p lo y m en t b ased  on  lab o u r fo rce  sam ple  surveys are  a lso  g en era lly  m ore  

re liab le  since  th ey  are  ca lcu la ted  by  re la tin g  th e  e stim ated  n u m b er o f  p e rso n s  u n em p lo y ed  to  th e  

estim ate  o f  th e  to ta l n u m b er o f  em p lo y ed  and  u n em p lo y ed  (the  lab o u r fo rce) d eriv ed  from  th e  

sam e survey  (ILO , 1998, p. 453). T herefo re , I ap p lied  u n em p lo y m en t fig u res  b a sed  on  lab o u r 

fo rce  sam ple  surveys, i f  th ey  w ere  availab le .

T he fig u res  fo r th e  u n em p lo y m e n t  l e v e l  in  1 9 9 4  w ere  all b a sed  on  lab o u r fo rce  sam ple  

su rv ey s.12 D u e  to  m issin g  data, I ap p lied  th e  1995 fig u re  fo r L atv ia . T he c h a n g e  in  

u n em p lo y m e n t  from  1989 to  1994 w as  m easu red  as th e  ra tio  o f  th e  u n em p lo y m en t in  1994 to  the  

u n em p lo y m en t in  1989. F o r  m o st co u n tries, th e  ch an g e  in  u n em p lo y m en t w as  b ased  on  da ta  

d eriv ed  from  lab o u r fo rce  sam p le  surveys. H o w ev er, in  th e  C en tra l and  E as te rn  E u ro p ean  

coun tries, th e  p e rio d  co v ered  by  lab o u r fo rce  sam ple  su rveys w as  to o  short, an d  th ere fo re , I 

ca lcu la ted  th e  ch an g e  in  u n em p lo y m en t b a sed  on  em p lo y m en t o ffice  statistics. A lth o u g h  the  

la tte r reg is te red  u n em p lo y m en t s ta tistics  are  less  su itab le  fo r in te rn a tio n a l co m p ariso n  th an  th e  

to ta l u n em p lo y m en t s ta tistics  deriv ed  from  lab o u r fo rce  sam p le  surveys, th e  p rim ary  in te re s t here  

is  to  in d ica te  ch an g es w i th in  co u n trie s  o v e r tim e. In  add ition , due  to  a m e th o d o lo g ica l rev is io n  in  

1993 o f  th e  S w ed ish  lab o u r fo rce  sam ple  surveys, I ap p lied  th e  S w ed ish  em p lo y m en t o ffice  

s ta tistics  to  in d ica te  th e  ch an g e  in  u n em p lo y m en t in  Sw eden.

In  som e co u n tries, due  to  m issin g  d a ta  in  p rev io u s  years, th e  change  in  u n em p lo y m en t 

co v ered  a sm alle r tim e  period : th a t is, 1990 to  1994 in  B u lg aria , th e  C zech  R ep u b lic , H u n g ary  

and  P o land ; and  1991 to  1994 in  th e  S lo v ak  R ep u b lic  and  E a s t G erm any . T h is m ay  lead  to  an 

u n d ere s tim a tio n  o f  th e  ch an g e  in  u n em p lo y m en t since  1989 co m p ared  to  o th er coun tries. In  

particu la r, th is  w as  p ro b lem atica l fo r L a tv ia , since th e  av ailab le  d a ta  on ly  co v ered  th e  p erio d  

1992 to  1994, ho w ev er, still in d ica tin g  an in crease  in  u n em p lo y m en t o f  283% .
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T a b l e  6 . 4  C o n te x tu a l  c h a r a c te r is t ic s :  e c o n o m ic  p r o s p e r i ty  a n d  u n e m p lo y m e n t

Real GDP 

per capita (PPP$) 

1994 a

Change in GNP 

per capita (US$) 

1989-94 b

Unem ployment

level

1994 c

Change in 

unemploym ent 

1989-94 d

A ustralia 19285 1.253 9.7 1.56

W est Germ any 22120 1.407 8.4 1.05

East Germany 9240 1.562 e 19.2 1.67 e

G reat Britain f 18620 1.255 9.6 1.33

United States 26397 1.238 6.1 1.15

A ustria 20667 1.424 3.6 1.16

Hungary 6437 1.483 10.7 6.12 g

Italy 1 9363 1.276 11.3 0.94

Ireland 16061 1.553 14.7 0.98

Netherlands 19238 1.383 6.8 0.85

Norway 21346 1.184 5.4 1.10

Sweden 18540 1.091 8.0 5.50

Czech Republic 9201 0.928 h 4.1 4.57 g

Slovenia 10404 2.411 i 9.0 4.97

Poland 5002 1.346 14.4 2.46 g

Bulgaria 4533 0.539 20.2 7.29 g

Russian Federation 4828 0.773 g 7.4 8.39.

N ew  Zealand 16851 1.106 8.2 1.15

Canada 21459 1.025 10.4 1.39

Japan 21581 1.454 2.9 1.26

Spain 14324 1.441 24.2 1.40

Latvia 3332 0.646 g 18.9 k 3.82.

Slovak Republic 6389 0.652 h 13.7 2.06 e

M ean 14575 1.236 10.7 2.70

N o te : s e e  m a in  te x t  fo r  m o r e  in fo r m a tio n  re g a rd in g  d e f in it io n s , d a ta  so u r c e s  a n d  o w n  c a lc u la t io n s  fo r  s p e c if ic  

co u n tr ie s .

a G D P  p e r  c a p ita  c o n v e r te d  in to  U .S .  d o lla r s  o n  th e  b a s is  o f  th e  P u r c h a sin g  P o w e r  P a r ity  o f  th e  c o u n tr y ’s cu rren cy. 

S o u rc es: U N D P  ( 1 9 9 7 ) ,  fo r  W e s t  a n d  E a st  G erm an y  o w n  c a lc u la t io n  a p p ly in g  d a ta  fr o m  U N D P  ( 1 9 9 7 )  an d  

S ta t is tisc h e s  B u n d e s a m t ( 1 9 9 5 ) .

b C h a n g e  in  G N P  p e r  c a p ita  ( U S $ )  fr o m  1 9 8 9  to  1 9 9 4  (a s  th e  ra tio  o f  th e  1 9 9 4 :1 9 8 9  f ig u r e s) . S o u rce s: U N D P  (1 9 9 2 ,  

1 9 9 7 ) , fo r  R u s s ia  a n d  L a tv ia  U N D P  (1 9 9 3 ,  1 9 9 7 ) , fo r  W e s t  a n d  E a st  G erm a n y  o w n  c a lc u la t io n  a p p ly in g  d a ta  fr o m  

U N D P  (1 9 9 2 ,  1 9 9 4 , 1 9 9 7 )  a n d  S ta t is t is c h e s  B u n d e sa m t ( 1 9 9 5 ) .

c T o ta l u n e m p lo y e d  a s  p e r c e n ta g e  o f  th e  la b o u r  fo r c e , b a s e d  o n  d a ta  fr o m  la b o u r  fo r c e  sa m p le  su r v ey s . S ou rces: IL O  

( 1 9 9 8 ) ,  fo r  W e s t  a n d  E a st  G erm an y  IL O  ( 1 9 9 5 ) ,  fo r  S w e d e n  IL O  (1 9 9 6 a ) .

d C h a n g e  in  u n e m p lo y m e n t  fr o m  1 9 8 9  to  1 9 9 4  (a s  th e  ratio  o f  th e  1 9 94 : 1 9 8 9  fig u r e s ).  F o r  S w e d e n  a n d  C en tral a n d  

E a s te rn  E u r o p e a n  C ou n tr ie s: c h a n g e  in  r e g is te r ed  u n e m p lo y m e n t,  b a s e d  o n  d a ta  fr o m  e m p lo y m e n t  o f f ic e  s ta t is tic s .  

F o r  o th e r  co u n tr ie s: c h a n g e  in  to ta l u n e m p lo y m e n t , b a s e d  o n  d a ta  fr o m  la b o u r  fo r c e  sa m p le  su r v ey s . S o u rc es: IL O

( 1 9 9 8 ) ,  fo r  W e s t  a n d  E a st  G erm an y  IL O  ( 1 9 9 5 ) ,  fo r  S w e d e n  IL O  (1 9 9 6 a ) .

e C h a n g e  fr o m  1 9 9 1  to  1 9 9 4 . f D a ta  re fer  to  U n ite d  K in g d o m . g C h a n g e  fr o m  1 9 9 0  to  1 9 9 4 . h D a ta  in  1 9 8 9  re fer  to  

fo r m e r  C z e c h o s lo v a k ia . i D a ta  in  1 9 8 9  re fer  to  fo r m e r  Y u g o s la v ia .  J C h a n g e  fr o m  1 9 9 2  to  1 9 9 4 . k M e a su r e d  in  1 9 9 5 .
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F ina lly , th e  d a ta  fo r R u ss ia  h ad  to  b e  ad justed . A cco rd in g  to  th e  em p lo y m en t o ffice  s ta tistics, th e  

ea rlies t av a ilab le  u n em p lo y m en t fig u re  w as  0 .1%  in  1991. T h a t is, th e  o ffic ia l u n em p lo y m en t 

fig u re  w as  a lm o st zero . I f  th is  fig u re  is  ap p lied  to  ca lcu la te  th e  ch an g e  in  u n em p lo y m en t from  

1991 to  1994, th e  ra tio  am o u n ts  to  a v a lu e  o f  75. Such  an ex trem ely  h ig h  v alue, w o u ld  certa in ly  

d is to rt th e  e stim ated  lin ea r e ffec t o f  th is  co n tex tu a l v a riab le  in  th e  analyses. In  o rd e r to  p rev en t 

th e  p o ssib le  in flu en ce  o f  ex trem e cases, I ca lcu la ted  th e  ch an g e  in  u n em p lo y m en t in  R u ss ia  

b a sed  on  th e  fig u re  fo r 1992 (0 .8% ), w h ich  still am o u n ted  to  a g ro w th  in  u n em p lo y m en t w ith  

a lm o st fa c to r 10.

T he u n em p lo y m en t fig u res  are  d isp lay ed  in  T ab le  6.4. A lth o u g h  th e  g ro w th  in  

u n em p lo y m en t in  th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  E as te rn  E u ro p ean  co u n trie s  m ay  b e  re la tiv e ly  

u n d erestim ated , th e re  w e re  n o n e th e less  la rg e  d ifferen ces  b e tw een  C en tra l and  E as te rn  E u ro p ean  

co u n tries  an d  o th e r co u n trie s . O n  average , th e  in c rease  in  u n em p lo y m en t in  C en tra l and  E astern  

E u ro p ean  co u n trie s  w as  m u ch  h igher, th a t is, a  ra tio  o f  4 .59  co m p ared  to  on ly  1.49 fo r th e  o th er 

co u n trie s .

In itia lly , I tried  to  app ly  a th ird  type  o f  in d ica to r o f  th e  na tio n a l eco n o m ic  cond itions. N e x t to  

(the  changes in ) th e  eco n o m ic  p ro sp e rity  and  u n em p lo y m en t, in fla tio n  and  th e  change  in 

in fla tio n  w ere  u sed  as v a riab les  in d ica tiv e  o f  th e  eco n o m ic  cond itions. D a ta  fo r  in f la t io n ,  defin ed  

as th e  annual p e rcen tag e  ch an g e  in  co n su m er p rices, w ere  deriv ed  from  th e  W o rld  E co n o m ic  

O u tlo o k  da tab ase  o f  th e  In te rn a tio n a l M o n eta ry  F u n d  (IM F, 1999a, 1999b).13 T h ese  fig u res  w ere  

y early  averages. In fla tio n  fig u res  fo r  W es t and  E a s t G erm an y  w ere  tak en  from  th e  G erm an  

sta tistica l o ffice  (S ta tis tisch es  B u n d esam t, 1999). T hese  G erm an  in fla tio n  fig u res  w e re  a lso  

d efin ed  as annual p e rcen tag e  change  in  co n su m er p rices  and  th u s  co m p arab le  to  th e  IM F d a ta .14 

T he c h a n g e  in  in f la t io n  w as  ca lcu la ted  as th e  ra tio  o f  th e  in fla tio n  in  1994 to  th e  in fla tio n  in

1989.15 D u e  to  m issin g  d a ta  in  ea rlie r years, in  R u ss ia  and  L a tv ia , th e  ch an g e  o f  in fla tio n  

m easu re  co v ered  th e  p erio d  1990-1994, and  in  E a s t G erm an y  on ly  th e  p e rio d  19 9 2 -1 9 9 4 .16 O nce 

again , th e  1989 fig u res  fo r  C zech  R ep u b lic  an d  S lo v ak ia  re fe rred  to  C zech o slo v ak ia  as a w hole . 

F u rth erm o re , th e  IM F only  p re sen ted  fig u res  fo r S loven ia  from  1992 onw ards. T herefo re , da ta  

fo r  earlie r years  w e re  d eriv ed  from  th e  S ta tistica l O ffice  o f  th e  R ep u b lic  o f  S loven ia  (1 9 9 9 ).17

T he ap p lica tio n  o f  th e  in fla tio n  fig u res  ra ised  several p ro b lem s, how ever. F irstly , th e  tw o  

v ariab les , in fla tio n  in  1994 and  th e  ch an g e  in  in fla tio n  b e tw een  1989 and  1994, w ere  a lm o st 

p erfec tly  in te r-co rre la ted : th e  co rre la tio n  a t th e  co u n try  level w as  0.97. T here fo re , it w o u ld  be  

im p o ssib le  to  in c lu d e  b o th  v a riab les  in  th e  analysis, due  to  m ulti-co llin earity . Secondly , th e  

ch an g e  in in fla tio n  w as  d ifferen tly  re la ted  to  o th e r eco n o m ic  v a riab les  in  E aste rn  E u ro p ean  

co u n tries  co m p ared  to  o th e r coun tries. A m o n g  th e  E aste rn  E u ro p ean  coun tries, an  in c rease  in  

in fla tio n  w as  asso c ia ted  w ith  a d eclin e  in  eco n o m ic  p ro sp e rity  and  a rise  in  u n em p lo y m en t. T his 

is  n o t su rprising , s ince  in  th e  E as te rn  E u ro p ean  coun tries, in fla tio n  in  1994 w as  on  average  10 

tim es  h ig h e r th a n  in  1989. T hus, in  th ese  coun tries, th e  en o rm o u s g ro w th  o f  in fla tio n  w as 

in d ica tiv e  o f  d ec lin in g  eco n o m ic  cond itions. H o w ev er, am o n g  th e  o th e r coun tries, b o th  in fla tio n  

and  th e  ch an g e  in  in fla tio n  w ere  m u ch  sm aller. A m o n g  th ese  coun tries, an  in c rease  in  in fla tio n  

w as  asso c ia ted  w ith  g ro w in g  eco n o m ic  p ro sp erity  and  a d rop  in  u n em p lo y m en t level. T hus,
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w h ereas  re la tiv e ly  h igh  in fla tio n  fig u res  am o n g  W este rn  co u n tries  w e re  in d ica tiv e  o f  rap id ly  

ex p an d in g  econom ies, am o n g  th e  E as te rn  E u ro p ean  co u n trie s  h ig h  in fla tio n  fig u res  w ere  

in d ica tiv e  o f  a co llap se  in  eco n o m ic  cond itions. In  o th e r w ords, th e  (ch an g e  in ) in fla tio n  cou ld  

n o t be  reg a rd ed  as an  u n am b ig u o u s  in d ica to r o f  n a tio n a l e co n o m ic  cond itions.

In d e x e s  f o r  e c o n om ic  c o n d itio n s

T he b e tw een -co u n try  co rre la tio n s  in  eco n o m ic  p ro sp erity  and  u n em p lo y m en t, as w ell as th e  

ch an g es in  th ese  fig u res  are  p resen ted  in  A p p en d ix  F. T he ch an g e  in  eco n o m ic  p ro sp erity  w as 

m o d era te ly  co rre la ted  to  th e  ch an g e  in  u n em p lo y m en t (r =  -0 .2 6 ) , w h ereas  th e  real G D P  p er 

cap ita  in  1994 w as  strong ly  re la ted  to  th e  1994 u n em p lo y m en t fig u re  (r =  -0 .5 3 ) . F u rth erm o re , 

th e re  w as  a s trong  co rre la tio n  o f  -0 .6 4  b e tw een  th e  eco n o m ic  p ro sp erity  in  1994 and  th e  change  

in  u n em p lo y m en t. In  o rd e r to  p rev en t p ro b lem s o f  m u lti-co llin ea rity  and  to  red u ce  th e  n u m b er o f  

co n tex tu a l v a riab les  in  th e  analysis , I d ec id ed  to  co m b in e  th e  eco n o m ic  p ro sp erity  and 

u n em p lo y m en t figu res  in to  a sing le  in d ex  fo r  eco n o m ic  cond itions. S im ilarly , th e  chan g es in  

eco n o m ic  p ro sp e rity  and  u n em p lo y m en t w e re  co m b in ed  in to  an in d ex  fo r th e  change in 

eco n o m ic  conditions. In  o rd e r to  ad d  th e  scores p roperly , th e  fig u res  w ere  firs t s tan d ard ised  and 

su b seq u en tly  th e  s tan d ard ised  u n em p lo y m en t figu re  w as  su b trac ted  fro m  th e  s tan d ard ised  

eco n o m ic  p ro sp e rity  figure. T he  in d ex es  fo r  e co n o m ic  co n d itio n s  an d  change  in  eco n o m ic  

co n d itio n s  are p resen ted  in  T ab le  6.5. A p p ly in g  th e se  in d ex es  in s tead  o f  th e  o rig inal eco n o m ic  

v a riab les  has th e  fu rth e r ad v an tag e  th a t th e  resu lts  o f  th e  analysis  are  less in flu en ced  by  

ex trem ely  h ig h  o r lo w  scores on  one  o f  th e  o rig inal ind ica to rs . F u rth erm o re , ap p ly in g  a sum  o f  

in d ica to rs  w o u ld  p resu m ab ly  d im in ish  any p ro b lem s o f  co m p arab ility  o f  a sing le  in d ica to r across 

coun tries.

S o c ia l  s e c u r ity

A cco rd in g  to  C o ser (1956), each  socie ty  is ch arac te rised  by  a strugg le  fo r  scarce  resources , such 

as eco n o m ic  resources. T h is com petition , ho w ev er, m ay  lo se  its  h arsh  ch arac te r i f  a socie ty  

o ffers  an  ex ten siv e  system  o f  socia l security . T he m o re  ex ten siv e  th e  socia l secu rity  system , th e  

m o re  in d iv id u a l c itizen s are  p ro tec ted  from  severe  lo sses  o f  in co m e  due  to  u n em p lo y m en t, 

s ickness, d isab ility , and  so on. T o in d ica te  th e  ex ten siv en ess  o f  th e  n a tio n a l socia l security  

p ro g ram m e, I ap p lied  fig u res  deriv ed  from  th e  In te rn a tio n a l L ab o u r O ffice. T he  IL O  co n d u cts  an 

in q u iry  every  th ree  years  in to  th e  co st o f  n a tio n a l socia l secu rity  p ro g ram m es. A s defin ed  by  the  

IL O , socia l secu rity  sch em es co v er th e  fo llo w in g  co n tingencies: m ed ica l care, s ickness  benefit, 

m ate rn ity  benefit, o ld -ag e  b enefit, in v a lid ity  b en efit, su rv iv o rs ’ b en efit, fam ily  benefit, 

em p lo y m en t in ju ry  b en efit, and  u n em p lo y m en t b enefit. T h ese  socia l secu rity  sch em es o r serv ices 

(ex cep t fo r  em p lo y m en t in ju ry  co m p en sa tio n  sch em es) shou ld , acco rd in g  to  th e  IL O  crite ria , be  

ad m in is te red  by  a p ub lic , sem i-p u b lic  o r au to n o m o u s bod y  (ILO , 1996b).

T o  m easu re  th e  ex ten siv en ess  o f  th e  na tio n a l socia l secu rity  p ro g ram m e, I ap p lied  th e  

to ta l socia l secu rity  b en efits  ex p en d itu re , ex p ressed  as a p ercen tag e  o f  G D P. D a ta  w ere  deriv ed  

from  th e  IL O ’s ‘F if teen th  In te rn a tio n a l Inqu iry  1 9 9 0 -1 9 9 3 ’. In  co n tra s t to  p rev io u s  in q u iries  

(ILO , 1996b), its  resu lts  w ill on ly  b e  p u b lish ed  on  th e  W o rld  W id e  W eb  (ILO , 2000).
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T a b l e  6 .5  C ontextua l characteristics: econom ic cond itions a n d  so c ia l security

Econom ic conditions 

1994 a

Change in economic 

conditions 1989-94 b

Social security benefits 

expenditure c

Australia 0.848 0.522 11.30 d

W est Germany 1.477 1.125 23.16 e

East Germany -2.248 1.260 23.31 f

G reat Britain g 0.771 0.623 20.55 h

United States 2.487 0.653 14.39 e

Austria 2.120 1.121 23.70 h

Hungary -1 .142 -0.801 15.78 d

Italy 0.576 0.839 10.86 h

Ireland -0.491 1.526 19.20 h

Netherlands 1.353 1.146 29.72 h

Norway 1.898 0.537 19.60 d

Sweden 1.043 -1 .538 38.63 h

Czech Republic 0.413 -1 .564 19.50 h

Slovenia -0 .282 2.038 16.90 e

Poland -1.998 0.382 21.07 d

Bulgaria -3 .089 -3 .688 24.28 d

Russian Federation -0 .787 -3 .967 10.80 i

N ew  Zealand 0.769 0.319 18.16 d

Canada 1.031 0.013 21.98 h

Japan 2.373 1.158 11.99 h

Spain -2 .414 1.064 21.30 h

Latvia -3 .029 -1 .552 14.14 j

Slovak Republic -1 .679 -1.215 20.94 d

M ean 0.000 0.000 19.62

N o te:  S e e  T a b le  6 .4  fo r  so u r c e s  a n d  n o te s  re g a rd in g  th e  o r ig in a l e c o n o m ic  c o n te x tu a l ch a ra c ter is t ic  th a t are a p p lie d  

in  th e  e c o n o m ic  fa c to rs .

a C a lc u la te d  a s  z - s c o r e  o f  1 9 9 4  rea l G D P  p e r  c a p ita  (P P P $ ) , m in u s  z - s c o r e  o f  1 9 9 4  u n e m p lo y m e n t  le v e l ,  a s  

d is p la y e d  in  T a b le  6 .4 .

b C a lc u la te d  a s  z - s c o r e  o f  th e  c h a n g e  in  G N P  p e r  c a p ita  ( U S $ )  b e tw e e n  1 9 8 9  a n d  1 9 9 4 , m in u s  th e  z - s c o r e  o f  th e  

c h a n g e  in  u n e m p lo y m e n t  le v e l  b e t w e e n  1 9 8 9  a n d  1 9 9 4  (n = 2 3  n a tio n a l s a m p le s ) , a s  d is p la y e d  in  T a b le  6 .4 .  

c S o c ia l  se cu r ity  b e n e f it s  ex p en d itu re , e x p r e s s e d  a s  p e r c e n ta g e  o f  G D P . S o u rc es: IL O  ( 2 0 0 0 ) ,  fo r  R u s s ia  (IL O , 

1 9 9 6 b ) .

d M e a su r e d  in  1 9 9 2 .  

e M e a su r e d  in  1 9 9 1 . 

f M e a su r e d  in  1 9 9 0 . 

g D a ta  re fer  to  U n ite d  K in g d o m . 

h M e a su r e d  in  1 9 9 3 .

i M e a su r e d  in  1 9 8 9 , e x p r e s s e d  a s  p e r c e n ta g e  o f  G D P  in  p u r c h a s e r s’ v a lu e . 

j M e a su r e d  in  1 9 9 4 .
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T he m o s t re cen t figu re  fro m  th e  fif teen th  in q u iry  w as  app lied . F o r  m o st coun tries, th is  re fe rs  to  

th e  (fisca l) y ea r 1992 o r 1993. F o r  L a tv ia , socia l secu rity  b en efits  ex p en d itu res  re fe r to  1994; fo r 

S loven ia , th e  U n ited  S tates and  W es t G erm an y  th e  d a ta  re fe r to  1991; fo r  E a s t G erm any , da ta  

re fe r to  1990. F ina lly , no  d a ta  w ere  av ailab le  fo r th e  R u ss ian  F ed era tio n  in  th e  fif teen th  ILO  

inquiry . Instead , 1989 d a ta  w e re  ap p lied  from  th e  p rev io u s  IL O  in q u iry  (ILO , 1996b). N o te  th a t 

socia l secu rity  b en efits  ex p en d itu re  fo r R u ss ia  w as  th e re fo re  ex p ressed  as a p ercen tag e  o f  G D P 

in  p u rc h a se rs ’ v a lue, w h ereas  fo r o th e r co u n tries  it w as  ex p ressed  as a p ercen tag e  o f  G D P . T he 

na tio n a l fig u res  are  again  d isp lay ed  in  T ab le  6.5. S ince th e  m easu re  o f  th e  ex ten siv en ess  o f  th e  

socia l secu rity  p ro g ram m e w as n o t av ailab le  in  every  y ea r fo r  each  country , it w as  n o t p o ssib le  

to  co n stru c t a su itab le  v a riab le  in d ica tin g  th e  change  in  socia l security  b en efits  ex pend itu res .

E th n ic  h e te ro g e n e ity

It tu rn ed  o u t to  b e  ex trem ely  d ifficu lt to  fin d  co m p ara tiv e  p o p u la tio n  fig u res  reg a rd in g  e thn ic  

com position . T h ere  are co n sid erab ly  d ifferen ces  in  d em o g rap h ic  s ta tistics reg ard in g  th e  

d efin ition , m o d es  o f  reg is tra tio n , and  c lass ifica tio n  o f  ethnicity . T he  p ro p o rtio n  o f  e th n ic  o u t 

g ro u p s can, fo r  in stan ce , b e  o p e ra tio n a lised  by  m ean s o f  v a rio u s  c rite ria  such  as nationality , 

c itizen sh ip , e th n ic  o rig in  o f  p aren ts  an d /o r g ran d p aren ts, coun try  o f  b irth , o r co u n try  o f  origin . 

F u rth erm o re , th e re  are  d ifferen ces  w ith  re sp ec t to  th e  trea tm en t o f  m em b ers  from  e th n ic  m in o rity  

g ro u p s th a t h av e  acq u ired  m o re  th an  one  na tionality .

T hese  d ifferen ces  seriously  h am p er in te rn a tio n a l com p ariso n s. In  add ition , d a ta  fo r 

E as te rn  E u ro p ean  co u n tries  are  scarce, and  i f  th ey  are  availab le , th ey  are  m o stly  b ased  on  census 

d a ta  th a t are  g a th ered  in  d iffe ren t tim e  p erio d s in  d iffe ren t coun tries. C onsequen tly , in te rn a tio n a l 

sta tistica l o rg an isa tio n s such  as th e  U n ited  N a tio n s  and  th e  O E C D  (1 9 9 8 ) h av e  only  co m p ara tiv e  

d a ta  a t th e ir  d isposa l w ith  reg ard  to  a su b se t o f  th e  22  IS S P  coun tries. O ne m ig h t co m p lem en t th e  

la tte r d a ta  w ith  ad d itio n a l d a ta  from  n a tio n a l s ta tistica l o ffices; ho w ev er, th is  ra ises  serious 

p ro b lem s o f  in te rn a tio n a l com parab ility .

A s an  a lte rnative , I co n stru c ted  an in d ex  o f  e th n ic  h e tero g en e ity  b a sed  on  th e  IS S P  survey  

data , ag g reg atin g  in d iv id u a l d a ta  on  th e  co u n try  level (A gresti &  A gresti, 1977). F o r  th is  p u rp o se  

I ap p lied  th e  su rvey  q u estio n  th a t a sk ed  resp o n d en ts  w h eth er, a t th e  tim e  o f  re sp o n d en t’s b irth , 

h is  o r h e r p a ren ts  w ere  c itizen s o f  th e  re sp o n d en t’s country . I d is tin g u ish ed  b e tw een  resp o n d en ts  

w h o se  p aren ts  w ere  c itizens, an d  resp o n d en ts  fo r w h o m  one  o r b o th  p a ren ts  w e re  n o n -c itizen s, 

and  reg a rd ed  th e  tw o  g ro u p s as in d ica tiv e  o f  resp ec tiv e ly  th e  e th n ic  m ajo rity  an d  th e  e thn ic  

m inority . F o r  each  country , th ese  figu res  w ere  ca lcu la ted  u s in g  th e  w h o le  na tional sam ple. T he 

in d ex  o f  e th n ic  h e te ro g en e ity  re flec ted  th e  d ifferen tia l s ize  o f  th e  tw o  e th n ic  g ro u p s .18 W h en  all 

re sp o n d en ts ’ p aren ts  w e re  c itizens, th e re  w as  p e rfec t e th n ic  hom ogeneity , and  th e  e thn ic  

h e tero g en e ity  in d ex  eq u alled  zero . T he h ig h e r th e  index , th e  m o re  e thn ica lly  h e te ro g en eo u s  a 

co u n try  w as. T h a t is, th e  m o re  equal th e  p ro p o rtio n  o f  e th n ic  m ajo rity  and  e th n ic  m inority . T he 

m ax im u m  v a lu e  o f  th e  e th n ic  h e tero g en e ity  in d ex  -  b ased  on  th e  p ro p o rtio n  o f  tw o  g ro u p s -  w as 

0.50. T he in d ex  o f  e th n ic  h e tero g en e ity  is d isp lay ed  in  T ab le  6.6. A cco rd in g  to  th is  ind ica to r, 

Jap an  w as  th e  m o st e th n ica lly  h o m o g en eo u s  country . C anada , A u stra lia , and  N e w  Z ea lan d , all 

had  re la tiv e ly  h igh  deg rees o f  e th n ic  h e terogeneity , due  to  th e ir  lo n g -te rm  h is to ry  o f
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im m ig ra tio n . T he  coun try  w ith  th e  h ig h est am o u n t o f  he tero g en e ity , how ev er, w as  L atv ia , 

re flec tin g  th e  la rg e  n u m b er o f  e th n ic  R u ss ian s  w ith in  L atv ia.

A sy lu m  a p p lic a tio n s

A s a second  in d ica to r o f  th e  na tio n a l d em o g rap h ic  co n d itio n s  I ap p lied  th e  y early  figu res  

reg a rd in g  th e  arrival o f  asy lum  seekers. T he yearly  n u m b er o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  is  qu ite  an  

ap p ro p ria te  in d ica to r fo r in te rn a tio n a l co m p ariso n  as co m p ared  to  o th e r fig u res  on  asy lum  

seekers. T h a t is, it is  m u ch  m o re  co m p lica ted  to  p ro d u ce  co m p arab le  fig u res  reg ard in g  th e  

n u m b er o f  a d m i t t e d  re fu g ees, due  to  c ro ss-n a tio n a l d ifferen ces  in  legal reg u la tio n s, re sid en ce  

perm its  (e .g ., p ro v is io n a l v e rsu s  du rab le  perm its), as w ell as d ifferen ces  in  reg is tra tion , 

c lass ifica tio n  and  p o litica l c ircu m stan ces  in  general.

D a ta  on  th e  n u m b er o f  asy lum  a p p l i c a t i o n s  w ere  d eriv ed  from  several y earb o o k s o f  th e  

U n ited  N a tio n s  H ig h  C o m m iss io n e r fo r  R efugees. T he n u m b er o f  su b m itted  a s y lu m  a p p l i c a t i o n s  

in  1 9 9 4  w as  tak en  from  th e  U N H C R  (U N H C R , 1999). In  general, th e  d a ta  re fe r to  th e  n u m b er o f  

p erso n s  th a t su b m itted  an  app lication . F o r th e  U n ited  S tates, th e  n u m b er o f  cases  w as  listed . 

T herefo re , I e stim ated  th e  n u m b er o f  p e rso n s  b y  m u ltip ly in g  th is  fig u re  by  th e  average  n u m b er 

o f  p e rso n s  p e r asy lum  case, w h ich , from  1989 till 1998 w as  1.45 acco rd in g  to  th e  U N H C R  

(1999, p. 65). D a ta  fo r  th e  U n ited  K in g d o m  w ere  d eriv ed  from  a p rev io u s  y earb o o k  (U N H C R ,

1998) in  w h ich  th e  n u m b er o f  p e rso n s  w as  listed , w h ereas  a m o re  recen t y earb o o k  (U N H C R ,

1999) lis ted  th e  n u m b er o f  cases. F o r som e coun tries, th e  n u m b er o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  in  1994 

w as  n o t availab le . A s an  e stim ate  fo r  th e  n u m b er o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s in  B u lg a ria  in  1994, I 

ap p lied  th e  n u m b er o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  in  1995. F o r  S loven ia , U N H C R  fig u res  w ere  only  

lis ted  as o f  1996. A d d itio n a l d a ta  w ere  d eriv ed  from  th e  S ta tistica l O ffice  o f  th e  E u ro p ean  

U n io n , w h ich  rep o rted  S lo v en ian  asy lum  ap p lica tio n  fig u res  as o f  1994 (E urosta t, 2000).

In  add ition , th e  U N H C R  d id  n o t re p o rt fig u res  on  th e  annual n u m b er o f  su b m itted  asy lum  

ap p lica tio n s  in  L atv ia . H o w ev er, th e  U N H C R  estim ated  th e  to ta l n u m b er o f  asy lum  seekers in  

L a tv ia  in  1998 as a m ere  20  (U N H C R , 1999, p. 10). S ince th is  n u m b er o f  p eo p le  w h o se  asy lum  

ap p lica tio n s  are  p en d in g  in  th e  p ro ced u re  w as  so tin y  in  1998, I a ssu m ed  th a t th e  annual n u m b er 

o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s in  L a tv ia  in  1994, as w ell as in  ea rlie r years, equals  zero . F ina lly , d a ta  on 

th e  n u m b er o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  w e re  n o t av ailab le  fo r  th e  R u ss ian  F ed era tio n . I co u ld  no t 

lo ca te  any add itio n a l d a ta  th a t co u ld  b e  ap p lied  to  estim ate  th e  n u m b er o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  in  

R u ss ia .19 Instead , I ap p lied  a m ean s  su b stitu tio n  fo r  th e  m issin g  d a ta  in  R ussia : th e  n u m b e r o f  

asy lum  ap p lica tio n s as w ell as th e  ch an g e  in  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  in  R u ss ia  w as  set equal to  th e  

av erag e  v a lu es  o f  all o th e r coun tries. In  th is  w ay, I w as  n o t fo rced  to  rem o v e  R u ss ia  from  the 

analyses, w h ereas  th e  R u ss ian  su rvey  d a ta  h ad  n o  s trong  d is to rtin g  im p ac t on  th e  e stim ate  o f  th e  

e ffec t o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  on  e th n ic  attitudes.

T o  co m p are  th e  b u rd en  o f  th e  ab so lu te  n u m b ers  o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s across  coun tries, I 

re la ted  th ese  fig u res  to  th e  size  o f  th e  to ta l p opu la tion . T he  m id -y ea r p o p u la tio n  estim ate  w as 

d eriv ed  from  th e  D em o g rap h ic  Y earb o o k  o f  th e  U n ited  N a tio n s  (1998). T ab le  6 .6  show s th e  

n u m b er o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  in  1994 p e r 100,000 inhab itan ts.
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T a b l e  6 . 6  C o n te x tu a l  c h a r a c te r is t ic s :  d e m o g r a p h ic  c o n d it io n s

Ethnic heterogeneity a Asylum  applications 1994 

per 100,000 capita b

Change in asylum 

applications 1989-94 c

Australia 0.390 35.09 4.68

W est Germ any 0.160 156.24 d 1.01 d

East Germany 0.033 156.24 d 1.01 d

G reat Britain e 0.113 72.27 2.47

United States 0.173 80.42 f 1.35 f

Austria 0.130 63.25 g 0.22 g

Hungary 0.035 4.29 h 11.15 h

Italy 0.036 3.13 0.80

Ireland 0.072 10.05 8.83 i

Netherlands 0.087 341.74 3.65

Norway 0.096 78.15 0.75

Sweden 0.238 212.28 0.59

Czech Republic 0.063 11.51 0.67 j

Slovenia 0.176 1.51 k 1.72 l

Poland 0.046 1.56 14.77 m

Bulgaria 0.037 6.16 n 13.84 m

Russian Federation 0.024 57.10 m 3.89 m

N ew  Zealand 0.332 12.88 0.69 m

Canada 0.354 75.23 1.03

Japan 0.005 0.06 1.38

Spain 0.027 30.63 2.92

Latvia 0.459 0.00 m 0.00 m

Slovak Republic 0.071 2.62 9.21 n

M ean 0.140 61.41 3.77

N o te:  s e e  m a in  te x t fo r  m o r e  in fo r m a tio n  re g a rd in g  d e f in it io n s , d a ta  so u r c e s  a n d  o w n  c a lc u la t io n s  fo r  s p e c if ic  

co u n tr ie s .

a E th n ic  h e te r o g e n e ity  in d e x  b a s e d  o n  th e  p r o p o r t io n  o f  re sp o n d en ts  w h o s e  p a ren ts  w e r e  c it iz e n s  o f  th e  r e sp o n d e n t’s 

co u n try  a t th e  tim e  o f  r e sp o n d e n t’s b irth . S o u rce : IS S P  1 9 9 5  data.

b R e la t iv e  n u m b er  o f  p e r so n s  su b m ittin g  a n  a s y lu m  a p p lic a t io n  p e r  1 0 0 ,0 0 0  in h a b ita n ts  in  1 9 9 4 . S o u rc es: U N H C R

( 1 9 9 9 )  a n d  U N  ( 1 9 9 8 ) ,  fo r  G reat B r ita in : U N H C R  ( 1 9 9 8 )  a n d  U N  ( 1 9 9 8 ) .

c C h a n g e  in  a s y lu m  a p p lic a t io n s  fr o m  1 9 8 9  to  1 9 9 4  (a s  th e  ratio  o f  th e  1 9 9 4 :1 9 8 9  f ig u r e s ) . S o u rces: U N H C R  ( 1 9 9 9 )  

a n d  U N  ( 1 9 9 8 ) ,  fo r  G rea t B r ita in  U N H C R  ( 1 9 9 8 )  a n d  U N  ( 1 9 9 8 ) .  

d D a ta  re fer  to  u n if ie d  G erm an y . 

e D a ta  re fer  to  U n ite d  K in g d o m

f E s tim a te d  n u m b er  o f  p e r so n s , b a s e d  o n  th e  n u m b er  o f  c a s e s  a n d  th e  a v e r a g e  n u m b er  o f  p e r so n s  p e r  c a s e  ( 1 .4 5 )  

d u r in g  th e  p e r io d  1 9 8 9  t i l l  1 9 9 8 . D a ta  re fer  to  U .S .  f i s c a l  y e a r  (1 O c to b e r  -  3 0  S ep tem b er ).  

g E x c lu d in g  d e  fa c to  r e fu g e e s  fr o m  B o s n ia  H e r z e g o v in a  (O E C D , 1 9 9 8 ) .  

h I n c lu d e s  a p p lic a t io n s  u n d er  th e  U N H C R  M a n d a te .

1 1 9 8 9  f ig u r e  d e r iv e d  fr o m  E u ro sta t ( 2 0 0 0 ) .  J C h a n g e  fr o m  1 9 9 0  to  1 9 9 4 . 

k S o u rce : E u ro sta t  ( 2 0 0 0 )  l O w n  e s t im a t io n  o f  1 9 8 9  f ig u r e , b y  m e a n s  o f  ex tra p o la tio n . 

m O w n  e st im a te . n D a ta  re fer  to  1 9 9 5 .



1 4 2  | C hapter 6

In  th e  analysis  I ap p lied  th e  n u m b er o f  ap p lica tio n s  p e r 1,000 in h ab itan ts , in  o rd e r to  av o id  sm all 

p a ram ete r estim ates  th a t co u ld  on ly  b e  d isp lay ed  w ith  a la rg e  n u m b er o f  decim als.

T he  c h a n g e  in  a s y lu m  a p p l i c a t i o n s  from  1989 to  1994 w as  m easu red  as th e  ra tio  o f  th e  

re la tiv e  n u m b er o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s in  1994 to  th e  re la tiv e  n u m b er o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s in  

1989 (U N H C R , 1999). F o r b o th  years, th e  ab so lu te  n u m b er o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  (U N H C R ,

1999) w as  re la ted  to  th e  to ta l n a tio n a l p o p u la tio n  in , resp ec tiv e ly , 1994 an d  1989 (U n ited  

N a tio n s, 1998). A gain , d a ta  fo r  G rea t B rita in  w ere  d eriv ed  from  a p rev io u s  y earb o o k  (U N H C R ,

1998) and  U S  d a ta  w ere  again  co rrec ted  to  derive  th e  n u m b er o f  p e rso n s  th a t subm itted  an 

asy lum  app lication . F o r  som e coun tries, no  U N H C R  figu res  w ere  av ailab le  reg a rd in g  th e  n u m b er 

o f  p e rso n s  th a t su b m itted  an asy lum  ap p lica tio n  in  1989. F o r  Ire land , th e  1989 fig u re  w as 

d eriv ed  from  th e  S ta tistical O ffice  o f  th e  E u ro p ean  U n io n  (E urosta t, 2000), s ince  its  fig u res  fo r 

m o re  recen t y ears  w ere  id en tica l to  th e  ones p resen ted  by  th e  U N H C R  (1999). F o r  th e  C zech  

R ep u b lic , I se t th e  n u m b er o f  ap p lica tio n s  in  1989 equal to  th e  n u m b er in  1990, w h ich  w as th e  

earlies t av a ilab le  figure. F o r th e  S lo v ak  R ep u b lic  and  S loven ia , th e  n u m b er o f  asy lum  

ap p lica tio n s  w as  on ly  k n o w n  as of, resp ec tiv e ly , 1992 and  1994. I e stim ated  th e  n u m b er o f  

asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  in  1989 th ro u g h  lin ea r ex trap o la tio n  by  m ean s  o f  th e  d a ta  from  th e  th ree  firs t 

av a ilab le  figu res, re fe rrin g  to , resp ec tiv e ly , th e  p e rio d  1992-1994  and  1994-1996. In  b o th  cases, 

th e  n u m b er o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  co n tin u o u sly  in c reased  d u rin g  th e  la tte r tim e  periods. In  

add ition , d a ta  fo r  N e w  Z ea lan d  and  P o lan d  w ere  on ly  av ailab le  as of, respective ly , 1991 and 

1993. S ince fo r  b o th  co u n trie s  th e  n u m b er o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  h ad  sh o w n  no  s tab le  tren d  in 

m o re  recen t years, I co u ld  n o t app ly  an ex trap o la tio n  to  e stim ate  th e  1989 figures. Instead , th e  

n u m b er o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  in  N e w  Z ea lan d  w as  set equal to  th e  av erag e  d u rin g  1991 to  

1993. F o r  P o lan d  (d a ta  av ailab le  as o f  1993), as w ell as fo r B u lg a ria  (d a ta  av ailab le  as o f  1995), I 

had  to  app ly  a ro u g h  estim ate  o f  th e  -  p resu m ab ly  very  lo w  -  n u m b er o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  in  

1989. T he n u m b er o f  a sy lum  ap p lica tio n s  in  1995 in  P o lan d  and  B u lg a ria  w as  ap p ro x im ate ly  as 

h igh  as in  H u n g ary  (U N H C R , 1999). F o r H ungary , d a ta  on  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s w as  av ailab le  as 

o f  1989. A s a ro u g h  estim ate  o f  th e  n u m b er o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  in  P o lan d  an d  B u lg a ria  in  

1989, I ap p lied  th e  1989 fig u re  o f  H ungary , th a t is, th e  v e ry  lo w  n u m b er o f  40  perso n s 

su b m ittin g  an  asy lum  ap p lica tio n . F inally , as m en tio n ed  earlier, due  to  m issin g  data , th e  change  

in  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  in  L a tv ia  w as  set equal to  zero , and  th e  ch an g e  in  R u ss ia  w as  e stim ated  as 

th e  av erag e  ch an g e  in  all o th e r coun tries. O bv iously , th is  im p lie s  th a t -  esp ec ia lly  fo r  E aste rn  

E u ro p ean  co u n trie s  -  th e  fig u res  reg ard in g  ch an g e  in  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  shou ld  b e  tre a ted  w ith  

som e caution .

6 .8  M e th o d

In  o rd e r to  e stim ate  th e  effects o f  in d iv id u a l and  co n tex tu a l ch arac te ris tic s  sim u ltan eo u sly , I 

ap p lied  m u lti- lev e l m odelling . F irstly , I w ill p re sen t som e o f  th e  b asic  id eas b eh in d  m u lti-lev e l 

m o d e llin g  as w ell as th e  ad v an tag es  o f  th is  ap p ro ach  co m p ared  to  o rd in ary  reg ress io n  m odelling .



E ffec ts  o f  ind iv idua l a n d  con tex tua l characteristics  | 1 4 3

T hen , I w ill p re sen t a series o f  m odels, w ith  in c reas in g  com plex ity , th a t are  ap p lied  in  o rd e r to  

te s t m y  hypo theses.

M u lti-lev e l m o d e ls  are u sed  to  analyse  p o p u la tio n s  w ith  m u lti- lev e l s truc tu res, w h ich  - 

a lth o u g h  n o t a lw ays reco g n ised  as such  - are  u b iq u ito u s. M u lti-lev e l s truc tu res  are  s truc tu res  in  

w h ich  u n its  (e .g ., in d iv id u a ls) a re  n e sted  w ith in  h ig h er-lev e l u n its  (e .g ., g roups). P o p u la tio n s  

co m m o n ly  ex h ib it co m p lex  m ulti- lev e l s tructu res. E x am p les  are  p a tien ts  (a t level 1) w h o  are  

a ss ig n ed  to  c lin ics  (a t level 2); p u p ils  (level 1) w h o  a tten d  c lasses  (level 2) w ith in  sch o o ls  (level 

3) th a t are  s itua ted  in  d iffe ren t reg io n s (level 4); o r - as in  th is  s tudy  - in d iv id u a ls  liv in g  w ith in  

th e  b o u n d a rie s  o f  coun tries. In  general so cio log ica l te rm s, in d iv id u a ls  are  n ested  in  spec ific  

socia l con tex ts. O th e r ex am p les o f  m u lti- lev e l s truc tu res  re su lt from  m u lti-s tag e  sam pling  

m e th o d s  (e .g ., re sp o n d en ts  n ested  w ith in  h o u seh o ld s , th a t are  n ested  in  m u n ic ip a litie s , n e sted  in

reg ions); lo n g itu d in a l desig n s (e .g ., rep ea ted  m easu rem en ts  are  n ested  w ith in  in d iv id u a ls); and
20

m eta  analysis  (su b jec ts  are  n ested  w ith in  severa l s tud ies) (G o ldste in , 1995; Jones, 1993).

In socia l science, m u lti-lev e l m o d e ls  h av e  m ain ly  b een  d ev e lo p ed  and  ap p lied  w ith in  th e  

co n tex t o f  ed u ca tio n a l research , to  analyse  th e  ach iev em en ts  o f  s tuden ts n e sted  w ith in  schools 

(R au d en b u sh  &  B ryk, 1986; V eenstra , 1999). T h ese  m o d e ls  h av e  fu rth e r b een  u sed  to  analyse  

d a ta  on  v o te rs  in  co n stitu en c ies  in  reg io n s  (Jones, Jo h n sto n , &  P a ttie , 1992), on  sib lings in  

fam ilies  (N eed , 1995), and  on  su rveys in  d iffe ren t years in  v a rio u s  co u n tries  (N ieuw beerta ,

In  th is  study  I fo cu s  on  e th n ic  a ttitu d es o f  in d iv id u a ls  n ested  w ith in  coun tries. U sin g  

m u lti-lev e l m odels, th e  v a rian ce  a t b o th  lev els  can  b e  m o d e lled  sim u ltaneously : th e  v a rian ce  

b e tw een  in d iv id u a ls  as w ell as th e  v a rian ce  b e tw een  coun tries. T he  ex is ten ce  o f  d iffe ren t levels  

o f  v a ria tio n  is  th e  fu n d am en ta l p rin c ip le  o f  m u lti- lev e l m o d e llin g  (R asb ash  e t al., 1999).

T o m odel th e  v a rian ce  b e tw een  in d iv id u a ls  as w ell as th e  v a rian ce  b e tw een  coun tries  

s im u ltaneously , I u sed  th e  so ftw are  p ro g ram  M lw iN  (R asb ash  e t al., 1999). F o r each  d ep en d en t 

v ariab le , I e stim ated  a se t o f  su ccessiv e  m odels, as rep resen ted  in  T ab le  6.7. I s tarted  by  

estim atin g  a sing le-level m odel, ig n o rin g  fo r  th e  m o m en t th e  v a ria tio n  b e tw een  co u n tries, and  

a llo w in g  on ly  v a ria tio n  b e tw een  ind iv id u a ls . T h is m odel (m odel 0) m ere ly  in c lu d es  an  in tercep t, 

in d ica tin g  th e  overa ll m ean , and  a ran d o m  part, in d ica tin g  th e  in d iv id u a l level v a ria tio n  aro u n d  

th e  overall m ean . T h is co rresp o n d s to  th e  trad itio n a l reg ress io n  m odel.

N ex t, in  acco rd an ce  w ith  th e  h ie ra rch ica l s truc tu re  o f  th e  data , I es tim ated  a m odel th a t 

a lso  in co rp o ra tes  ran d o m  v a ria tio n  b e tw een  co u n tries  in  th e  in tercep t. T h a t is, th e  in te rcep t is 

a llo w ed  to  v a ry  b e tw een  coun tries. T h is is th e  f irs t tru ly  m u l t i - l e v e l  m odel and  th e re fo re  lab elled  

as m odel 1. S ince th e re  are  as y e t no  ex p lan a to ry  v a riab les  inc lu d ed , th is  ran d o m  in te rcep t m odel 

is  re fe rred  to  as th e  em pty  m odel o r nu ll m odel. T he m odel 1 is fo rm ally  su m m arised  in  2

1995).

eq u a tio n s:

M icro -m o d el: Yi}. =  ß 0 j  + e i}. 

M acro -m o d el: ß 0 j  =  ß 00 +  / i 0 j

(1)

( 2 )
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T a b l e  6 . 7  S u c c e s s iv e  m o d e ls  in  m u lt i - le v e l  a n a ly s e s

M odel 

S in g le - le v e l m od e l

0 S ingle-level null model 

T w o - le v e l  ran dom  in te r c e p t  m o de ls

1 2-level random  intercept null model

2 + individual variables

3 + economical country variables

4 + social security country variable

5 + dem ographic country variables

6 + curvilinear effects o f  country variables

7 + interactions betw een country variables

8 + intervening variable perceived ethnic threat

9 + intervening variable localistic orientation

T he  tw o  eq u atio n s co m b in ed  fo rm  th e  2 -lev e l ran d o m  in te rcep t n u ll m o d e l:

C o m b in ed  m odel 1: Yi}. =  ß 00 +  (p ,0 j  + e i}. ) (3)

E q u a tio n  (1) p resen ts  th e  m icro -m o d el o r th e  w ith in -co u n tr ie s  m odel in  w h ich  Y ij is th e  score  on  

a d ep en d en t v a riab le  fo r in d iv id u a l i in  coun try  j. In d iv id u al-lev e l v a riab les  are  genera lly  

d esig n a ted  w ith  a su b sc rip t ij, in d ica tin g  th a t th ese  v a riab les  m ay  v a ry  b e tw een  in d iv id u a ls  

w ith in  coun tries. C ou n try -lev e l v a riab les  h av e  on ly  a su b sc rip t j ,  and  v a riab les  w ith o u t su b scrip t 

i o r j a re  co n stan t o v e r all in d iv id u a ls  and  coun tries. ß 0j is th e  co u n try -d ep en d en t in te rcep t th a t 

m ay  vary  b e tw een  coun tries. T he b e tw een -co u n trie s  m odel o r m acro -m o d el is  su m m arised  in  

eq u atio n  (2 ), w h e re  th e  in te rcep t o f  co u n try  j is  ex p ressed  as th e  sum  o f  th e  overall in te rcep t 

(ß 00) and  th e  d ep artu re  o f  th e  j- th  co u n try ’s in te rcep t from  th e  overa ll in te rcep t ( |l0j). T he 

co m b in ed  m odel in  eq u atio n  (3) co n sis ts  o f  a fix ed  part, th a t is  co n stan t o v e r in d iv id u a ls  and 

coun tries, and  -  b e tw een  b rack e ts  -  a ran d o m  p a rt th a t is a llo w ed  to  vary  b e tw een  in d iv id u a ls  or 

coun tries.

T he m odel co n sis ts  o f  one fix ed  p a ram ete r (ß 00) and  tw o  ran d o m  p a ram ete rs  g 2e an d  g 2̂ 0. 

T he le v e l-1 ran d o m  p a ram ete r g 2£ is th e  v a rian ce  b e tw een  ind iv id u a ls , g iv en  th e  coun try  in  

w h ich  th ey  reside. T he  lev el-2  ran d o m  p a ram ete r g2^0 is  th e  b e tw een -co u n try  v a rian ce  in  th e  

in tercep t. A s is co m m o n  in  m u lti-lev el m o d ellin g , it  is  a ssu m ed  th a t th e  ran d o m  v a riab les  (o r 

re s id u a ls) o f  d iffe ren t lev e ls  are n o t corre la ted . T he p aram ete rs  are estim ated  by  m ean s  o f  th e  

Ite ra tiv e  G en era lised  L east Squares (IG L S ) m ethod , w h ich  y ie ld s  m ax im u m  lik e lih o o d  estim ates  

(G o ld ste in , 1995). T he sig n ifican ce  o f  f ix ed  p aram ete rs  can  b e  ju d g e d  by  m ean s  o f  th e  W ald  te s t 

statistic : th e  ra tio  o f  th e  p a ram ete r e stim ate  to  its  s tan d ard  error, w h ich  is ap p ro x im ate ly  standard  

N o rm a lly  d is trib u ted  in  la rg e  sam ples. F o r ran d o m  p aram ete rs , th is  ra tio  m ay  d ep art
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co n s id e rab ly  from  norm ality . A  b e tte r te s t s ta tis tic  fo r ran d o m  p a ram ete rs  is th e re fo re  the  

lik e lih o o d  ra tio  s ta tistic  (-2 * lo g lik e lih o o d ). T he  d iffe ren ce  in  lik e lih o o d  ra tio  b e tw een  a g iven  

m odel an d  a m odel w ith  ad d itio n a l p a ram ete rs  has an ap p ro x im ate  C h i-sq u are  d is trib u tio n , w ith  

d eg rees  o f  freed o m  equal to  th e  n u m b er o f  n ew  p a ram ete rs , i f  th e  sim p le  m odel is  co rrec t 

(G o ld ste in , 1995; R asb ash  e t al., 1999). T h is d ev ian ce  te s t s ta tistic  can  a lso  b e  ap p lied  to  ju d g e  

th e  s ig n ifican ce  o f  (m u ltip le ) f ix ed  param eters.

I f  th e  g2^0 p a ram ete r p ro v es  sign ifican t, th en  th e re  are  s ig n ifican t d ifferen ces  b e tw een  

co u n trie s  in  th e  in tercep t. T he  2 -lev e l m odel th en  p ro v id es  a b e tte r d esc rip tio n  o f  th e  da ta  

co m p ared  to  th e  sing le-level m odel. T he  deg ree  to  w h ich  th e  scores o f  in d iv id u a ls  in  th e  sam e 

co u n try  re sem b le  each  o th e r as co m p ared  w ith  th o se  from  in d iv id u a ls  in  d iffe ren t co u n tries  is 

illu s tra ted  b y  th e  in tra -co u n try  co rre la tion , w h ich  is  th e  b e tw een -co u n try  v a rian ce  ex p ressed  as 

th e  p ro p o rtio n  o f  th e  to ta l v a rian ce  (G o ld ste in , 1995). In  a ran d o m  in te rcep t m odel, th is  is th e  

ra tio  g 2^ 0 /  (g2£ +  0 2 ^ ) .

A fte r estim atin g  th e  tw o -lev e l ran d o m  in te rcep t nu ll m odel, th e  in d iv id u a l ex p lan a to ry  

v a riab les  w e re  in c lu d ed  in  th e  m odel to  te s t th e  h y p o th eses  1a to  1h. T h is m odel (m odel 2), w ith  

p in d iv id u a l v a riab les  is fo rm ally  su m m arised  in  th e  fo llo w in g  equations:

M icro -m o d el: Yj  =  ß 0 j +  ß 10X +  ß 20X  2ij +  K  +  ß p 0 X P1] +  £jj (4)

M acro -m o d el: ß 0 j  =  ß 00 +  ß 0 j  (2)

C o m b in ed  m odel 2: Yj  =  ß 00 +  ß 10X 1] +  ß 20X 2] +  k  +  ß p0X P]j +  ( A  j  +  £ ij ) (5)

w h ere  ß 10 is  th e  co effic ien t o f  th e  in d iv id u a l v a riab le  X 1ij. N o te  th a t th e  in d iv id u a l v a riab les  are 

in c lu d ed  in  th e  m icro -m o d el and  th a t th e  m acro -m o d el, as p resen ted  in  eq u atio n  (2), has n o t 

ch an g ed  co m p ared  to  th e  p rev io u s  m odel. In  o rd er to  en h an ce  in te rp re ta tio n  o f  th e  overall and 

g ro u p -d ep en d en t in te rcep ts, in te rv a l in d iv id u a l v a riab les  w e re  cen tred  by  th e ir  overa ll m ean  

across  all coun tries. In  th is  m anner, th e  in te rcep t rep resen ts  th e  overall m ean  score  across  all 

ind iv iduals.

F o r each  j- th  country , th e  resid u al | l 0j can  b e  estim ated .21 C o m p arin g  th e  coun try  resid u als  

in  m odel 1 w ith  th o se  in  m o d el 2, show s th e  in flu en ce  o f  co m p o sitio n  effects. T h a t is, 

d ifferen ces  in  th e  av erag e  scores b e tw een  co u n tries  m ay  to  som e ex ten t b e  cau sed  by  d ifferen ces 

in  p o p u la tio n  co m p o sitio n , fo r  in stan ce  d ifferen ces  in  th e  p ro p o rtio n  o f  h ig h e r ed u ca ted  people.

N ex t, to  te s t th e  h y p o th eses on con tex tu a l level e ffects, coun try  ch arac te ris tic s  w ere  

in c lu d ed  in  th e  ran d o m  in te rcep t m odel. N eg a tiv e  v a lu es  o f  coun try  ch arac te ris tic s  w ere  n o t 

a llow ed , th e reb y  m ak in g  it  p o ssib le  to  m odel q u ad ra tic  te rm s o f  co u n try  charac te ris tics. 

T herefo re , I tran sfo rm ed  th e  v a riab les  ‘eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  in  19 9 4 ’ and  th e  ‘ch an g e  in  

eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s ’ w ith  a lin ea r tran sfo rm a tio n  w ith  a n ew  m in im u m  v a lu e  o f  zero . A s th e  

n u m b er o f  na tio n a l sam ples in  th e  analyses w as  lim ited  to  th e  -  from  a m e th o d o lo g ica l p o in t o f  

v ie w  -  ra th e r sm all n u m b er o f  23, I d ec id ed  n o t to  in c lu d e  all co n tex tu a l ch arac te ris tic s  a t once 

in to  th e  m odel. Instead , I g rad u a lly  in c reased  th e  co m p lex ity  o f  su ccessiv e  m o d e ls  by
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in co rp o ra tin g  a g ro w in g  n u m b er o f  v ariab les . F irstly , in  m odel 3, th e  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  as 

w ell as th e  ch an g e  in  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  w ere  inc luded . In  m odel 4, th e  socia l secu rity  b en efits  

ex p en d itu re  w as  added , an d  finally , in  m odel 5 th e  th ree  d em o g rap h ic  v a riab les  w ere  inc luded . 

B y  p re sen tin g  th e  e stim ated  p aram ete rs  o f  th e se  su ccessiv e  m odels, one  can  see h o w  p a ram ete r 

v a lu es  o f  co n tex tu a l v a riab les  ch an g e  w h en  o th e r con tex tu a l v a riab les  w ere  ad d ed  to  th e  m odel. 

A  m odel w ith  con tex tu a l v a riab les  is fo rm ally  su m m arised  in  th e  fo llo w in g  equations:

M icro -m o d el: Y j =  ß 0 j  +  ß 10X +  ß 20X  2ij +  K  +  ß p 0 X pì] +  £jj

M acro -m o d el: ß 0 j  =  ß 00 +  ß 01Z 1 j  +  ß 02Z  2 j  +  k  +  ß 0qZ j  +  ß 0  j

(4)

(6)

C o m b in ed  m o d e l:
Yì] =  ß 00 +  ß 10X 1ì] +  ß 20X  2ì] +  K  +  ß p 0 X Pì]

+  ß 01Z 1 j  +  ß 02Z 2 j  +  K  +  ß 0qZ qj +  (A) j  +  £ ì] )

(7)

w h ere  ß 01 to  ß 0q are  th e  co effic ien ts  o f  th e  con tex tu al v a riab les  Z 1 to  Z q. W ith  th is  m o d e l th e  

co n tex tu a l h y p o th eses  can  b e  tested , reg a rd in g  th e  effects  o f  na tio n a l ch arac te ris tics, co n tro lled  

fo r  in d iv id u a l-lev e l effects. I f  th e  p aram ete rs  o f  th e  con tex tu al v a riab les  tu rn  o u t to  be  

s ign ifican t, th en  th e  coun try -lev e l v a rian ce  o2u0 w ill b e  su b stan tia lly  lo w er th an  in  th e  p rev io u s 

m odel.

N ex t, I te s ted  fo r  n o n -lin ea r co n tex tu a l e ffects, by  in c lu d in g  q u ad ra tic  te rm s  fo r each  o f  

th e  6 co n tex tu a l v a riab les  in  th e  p rev io u s  m odel. T o  lim it th e  n u m b er o f  co n tex tu a l v a riab les  in  

th e  analysis, I e stim ated  6 d iffe ren t m o d e ls  tha t, co m p ared  to  m odel 5, each  h ad  one  add itional 

q u ad ra tic  te rm . I f  m o re  th an  one  o f  th e  q u ad ra tic  te rm s  tu rn ed  o u t to  h av e  a s ig n ifican t effect, I 

in co rp o ra ted  th em  sim u ltan eo u sly  in to  a m odel. N ex t, q u ad ra tic  te rm s  w ith  a n o n -s ig n ifican t 

e ffec t in  th e  la tte r  m odel w ere  rem oved . T h is p ro ced u re  re su lted  in  m odel 6, as rep resen ted  in  

T ab le  6.7.

S ubsequen tly , I te s ted  w h e th e r th e re  w e re  any in te rac tio n s  b e tw een  th e  v ario u s 

co n tex tu a l variab les . A cco rd in g  to  h y p o th eses 6g  and  7g, th e  e ffec ts  o f  n a tio n a l co nd itions 

(eco n o m ic  cond itions, ex ten siv en ess  o f  socia l security , and  d em o g rap h ic  co n d itio n s) m ig h t 

re in fo rce  each  other. I fo llo w ed  th e  sam e a s im ila r p ro ced u re  as ju s t  described . F irst, a  se t o f  

d iffe ren t m o d e ls  w ith  on ly  one  in te rac tio n  te rm  w as  estim ated . I f  m o re  th an  o n e  o f  th ese  

in te rac tio n  effects  w ere  sign ifican t, I te s ted  w h e th e r th ese  effects  rem ain ed  sign ifican t, 

co n tro llin g  fo r th e  o th e r in te rac tio n  variab les . I f  no t, th ey  w ere  rem o v ed  from  th e  m odel, w h ich  

re su lted  in  m odel 7, as rep resen ted  in  T ab le  6.7.

A fte r th e  in d ep en d en t in d iv id u a l and  co n tex tu a l v a riab les  w e re  in c lu d ed  in  th e  m odel, I 

su ccessiv e ly  in co rp o ra ted  b o th  in te rv en in g  v a riab les  -  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t and  lo ca listic  

o rien ta tio n  (m odel 8 and  9). A s w ith  th e  in d ep en d en t in d iv id u a l v ariab les , th e  in te rv en in g  

in d iv id u a l v a riab les  w ere  cen tred  b y  th e ir  overa ll m ean  acro ss  all coun tries.
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6 .9  R e s u lt s

T h is  sec tion  co n ta in s  a d e ta iled  d esc rip tio n  o f  th e  resu lts  o f  m u lti- lev e l analyses fo r each  o f  the  

fo u r d ep en d en t v a riab les  separate ly , i.e ., ex c lu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ran ts, re fugees, g roup  

m em b ersh ip , and  chauv in ism . T h is is  fo llo w ed  b y  th e  resu lts  o f  th e  m u lti-lev e l analyses fo r th e  

tw o  in te rv en in g  variab les: p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t and  lo ca lis tic  o rien ta tion . In  each  case, th e  

p a ram ete r estim ates  o f  a se t o f  su b seq u en t m o d e ls  are p resen ted . In  th is  m anner, one  can 

d e term in e  h o w  p a ram ete r v a lu es  a lte r by  in c lu s io n  o f  (m o re) co n tex tu a l v a riab les  and  

in te rv en in g  variab les . A  sum m ary  o f  th e se  resu lts  as w ell as an  o v erv iew  o f  th e  observ ed  

em p irica l su p p o rt fo r  th e  te sted  h ypo theses, can  b e  fo u n d  in  S ection  6.10.

6 .9 .1  E x c lu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ra n ts

T he resu lts  reg a rd in g  ex clu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ran ts  a re  p resen ted  in  T ab le  6.8. T he  sing le-level 

nu ll m odel w ith  on ly  v a ria tio n  a t th e  in d iv id u a l level h ad  a lik e lih o o d  ra tio  s ta tistic  o f  6 5 886 .6  

(n o t d isp layed). In  th e  n ex t m odel, I to o k  in to  acco u n t th e  h ie ra rch ica l s tru c tu re  o f  th e  d a ta  -  

in d iv id u a ls  n ested  w ith in  co u n trie s  -  by  a llo w in g  v a ria tio n  in  th e  in te rcep t a t th e  co u n try  level. 

T he  lik e lih o o d  ra tio  o f  th is  2 -lev e l ran d o m  in te rcep t nu ll m odel w as  63008 .4 . C o m p ared  to  th e  

sing le-level m odel, th is  w as  a d ecrease  o f  2878 .2 . T h is  d ev ian ce  v a lue, w ith  1 deg ree  o f  

freedom , sh o w ed  a h igh ly  s ig n ifican t im p ro v em en t o f  th e  m odel fit, in d ica tin g  th a t th e re  w ere  

s ig n ifican t d ifferen ces  b e tw een  co u n tries  in  th e  m ean  score  on  ex clu s io n ism  o f  im m igran ts. T he 

overa ll m ean  score  across co u n tries  w as  3 .909 , as sh o w n  in  th e  seco n d  co lu m n  o f  T ab le  6.8. T he 

v a rian ce  co m p o n en ts  are  d isp layed  in  th e  lo w er p a rt o f  th is  tab le . In  a ran d o m  in te rcep t m odel, 

th e  to ta l v a rian ce  can  b e  d eco m p o sed  in  v a rian ce  a t th e  in d iv id u a l level and  v a rian ce  a t th e  

coun try  level. T he  v a rian ce  b e tw een  in d iv id u a ls  w i th in  co u n trie s  (0 .7 8 5 ) tu rn ed  o u t to  b e  m u ch  

h ig h e r th a n  th e  v a rian ce  b e tw e e n  co u n trie s  (0 .121). N o n e th e less , th e  v a rian ce  b e tw een  coun tries  

w as  h igh ly  sign ifican t, th u s in d iv id u a ls  w ith in  a coun try  w ere , on average, m o re  a like  than  

in d iv id u a ls  from  d iffe ren t coun tries. T h is fin d in g  is a lso  re flec ted  by  th e  am o u n t o f  in tra-co u n try  

co rre la tion , th a t is, th e  b e tw een -co u n try  v a rian ce  as a p ro p o rtio n  o f  th e  to ta l varian ce . T he in tra 

co u n try  co rre la tio n  h ad  an estim ated  v a lu e  o f  (0 .121 /  (0 .785  +  0 .1 2 1 ) = ) 0 .134. T h is is th e  

co rre la tio n  b e tw een  tw o  ran d o m ly  chosen  in d iv id u a ls  w ith in  a co u n try  (S n ijd ers  &  B osker,

1999). T he na tio n a l co n tex t th e re fo re  p ro v ed  to  b e  a re lev an t socia l co n tex t w ith  reg ard  to  an 

in d iv id u a l’s stance  to w ard  im m igran ts.

E ffe c ts  o f  in d e p e n d en t in d iv id u a l  c h a ra c te r is t ic s  on  e x c lu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ra n ts

T o te s t th e  h y p o th eses reg ard in g  d ifferen ces in  ex clu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ran ts  b e tw een  socia l 

ca teg o ries  (h y p o th eses 1a to  1h), th e  in d iv id u a l ch arac te ris tic s  w e re  in c lu d ed  in  m odel 2. A s can 

b e  seen  in  T ab le  6.8 , th is  re su lted  in  a s ig n ifican t im p ro v em en t o f  th e  m odel fit: th e  d iffe ren ce  in  

lik e lih o o d  ra tio  w as  1021.9 , w ith  21 d egrees o f  freed o m  (p -v alu e  =  0 .000).
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T a b le  6 .8  P a ra m e te r  e s tim a te s  f r o m  m u lt i - le v e l  m o d e ls  o f  e x c lu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ra n ts

M od el 1 M od e l 2 M od e l 3

Intercept 3 .9 0 9  (0 .0 7 3 ) 3 .7 6 0 (0 .0 7 5 ) 4 .13 3 (0 .1 8 6 )

Individua l characteristics

S e x  (m ale) -0 .0 2 2 (0 .0 1 2 ) -0 .0 2 2 (0 .0 1 2 )

A g e 0.001 (0 .0 0 1 ) 0 .001 (0 .0 0 1 )

E ducation -0 .1 1 5 (0 .0 0 6 ) -0 .1 1 5 (0 .0 0 6 )

S o cia l p osition

H igher controller (ref.) — —

L ow er controllers 0 .05 9 (0 .0 2 7 ) 0 .05 9 (0 .0 2 7 )

R outine non-m anual 0 .15 4 (0 .0 3 0 ) 0 .15 4 (0 .0 3 0 )

S elf-em p lo yed 0 .20 8 (0 .0 3 3 ) 0 .20 8 (0 .0 3 3 )

Supervisors, sk illed  manual 0 .18 3 (0 .0 3 1 ) 0 .18 3 (0 .0 3 1 )

S em i-u n sk illed  m anual 0 .15 8 (0 .0 3 1 ) 0 .1 5 7 (0 .0 3 1 )

U n em p loyed 0 .14 8 (0 .0 3 4 ) 0 .14 8 (0 .0 3 4 )

Student, vocational training -0 .0 0 3 (0 .0 3 5 ) -0 .0 0 3 (0 .0 3 5 )

Retired 0 .1 7 0 (0 .0 3 0 ) 0 .1 7 0 (0 .0 3 0 )

H ousekeepers 0 .19 5 (0 .0 3 1 ) 0 .19 5 (0 .0 3 1 )

N o t  classifiab le 0 .17 6 (0 .0 3 2 ) 0 .1 7 6 (0 .0 3 2 )

D enom ination

C atholic 0 .1 2 0 (0 .0 2 1 ) 0 .1 2 0 (0 .0 2 1 )

O rthodox 0 .023 (0 .0 4 5 ) 0 .015 (0 .0 4 5 )

Protestant 0 .16 3 (0 .0 2 1 ) 0 .1 6 4 (0 .0 2 1 )

Other 0 .06 8 (0 .0 2 6 ) 0 .06 9 (0 .0 2 6 )

N o  religion  (ref.) — —

Church attendance

> nearly on ce a w eek -0 .1 5 7 (0 .0 2 1 ) -0 .1 5 7 (0 .0 2 1 )

> o nce a m onth -0 .1 4 1 (0 .0 2 3 ) -0 .1 4 1 (0 .0 2 3 )

L ess than one a m onth -0 .0 7 1 (0 .0 1 6 ) -0 .0 7 0 (0 .0 1 6 )

N ever  (ref.) — —

Fam ily incom e -0 .0 2 0 (0 .0 0 6 ) -0 .0 2 0 (0 .0 0 6 )

Intervening variables

P erceived  ethnic threat

L ocalism

Country characteristics

E conom ic conditions 1994 -0 .0 3 4 (0 .0 4 1 )

C hange econom ic conditions 1 989-94 -0 .0 6 8 (0 .0 4 5 )

S oc ia l security benefits expenditure

Ethnic heterogeneity  1995

A sylu m  seekers 1994

C hange asylum  seekers 1 989-94

(C hange asylum  seekers 1989-94)2

Variance com ponents

In d iv id u al-lev el variance in intercept 0 .7 8 5  (0 .0 0 7 ) 0 .75 2 (0 .0 0 7 ) 0 .7 5 2 (0 .0 0 7 )

% explained  variance 4.1% 4.1%

C ou n try-leve l variance in intercept 0 .121  (0 .0 3 6 ) 0 .11 2 (0 .0 3 3 ) 0 .09 3 (0 .0 2 8 )

% explained  variance 7.0% 22.8%

G o o d n ess-o f-fit

-2 * lo g  lik elihood 6 30 08 .4 61986 .5 61 98 2 .2

A -2 * lo g  lik elih ood 2 8 7 8 .2 1021.9 4 .3

A d f 1 21 2

p-va lu e . 0 .0 00 0 .000 0 .11 4

Note: N=24,247. Param eter estimates in  bold figures are significant at the 5%  level (p-value < 0.05), contextual parameter

estimates in  bold and italic figures are significant at the 10% level (p-value< 0.10).
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T a b le  6 .8  P a ra m e te r  e s tim a te s  f r o m  m u lt i - le v e l  m o d e ls  o f  e x c lu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ra n ts  (co n tin u ed )

M od el 4 M od e l 5 M od e l 6

Intercept 4 .1 5 7 (0 .2 7 5 ) 4 .33 3 (0 .3 4 7 ) 4 .7 7 5 (0 .3 3 6 )

Individua l characteristics

S ex  (m ale) -0 .0 2 2 (0 .0 1 2 ) -0 .0 2 2 (0 .0 1 2 ) -0 .0 2 2 (0 .0 1 2 )

A g e 0.001 (0 .0 0 1 ) 0 .001 (0 .0 0 1 ) 0 .001 (0 .0 0 1 )

Education -0 .1 1 5 (0 .0 0 6 ) -0 .1 1 5 (0 .0 0 6 ) -0 .1 1 5 (0 .0 0 6 )

S oc ia l p osition

H igher controller (ref.) — — —

L ow er controllers 0 .05 9 (0 .0 2 7 ) 0 .05 9 (0 .0 2 7 ) 0 .0 5 9 (0 .0 2 7 )

R outine non-m anual 0 .15 4 (0 .0 3 0 ) 0 .15 5 (0 .0 3 0 ) 0 .1 5 5 (0 .0 3 0 )

S e lf-em p lo yed 0 .20 8 (0 .0 3 3 ) 0 .20 9 (0 .0 3 3 ) 0 .2 0 8 (0 .0 3 3 )

Supervisors, sk illed  m anual 0 .18 2 (0 .0 3 1 ) 0 .18 3 (0 .0 3 1 ) 0 .1 8 3 (0 .0 3 1 )

S em i-u n sk illed  m anual 0 .1 5 7 (0 .0 3 1 ) 0 .15 8 (0 .0 3 1 ) 0 .1 5 8 (0 .0 3 1 )

U n em p loyed 0 .14 8 (0 .0 3 4 ) 0 .14 8 (0 .0 3 4 ) 0 .14 8 (0 .0 3 4 )

Student, vocational training -0 .0 0 3 (0 .03 5 ) -0 .0 0 3 (0 .0 3 5 ) -0 .0 0 3 (0 .0 3 5 )

Retired 0 .17 0 (0 .0 3 0 ) 0 .17 0 (0 .0 3 0 ) 0 .1 7 0 (0 .0 3 0 )

H ousekeepers 0 .195 (0 .0 3 1 ) 0 .19 5 (0 .0 3 1 ) 0 .19 5 (0 .0 3 1 )

N o t  classifiab le 0 .176 (0 .0 3 2 ) 0 .17 6 (0 .0 3 2 ) 0 .17 6 (0 .0 3 2 )

D enom ination

C atholic 0 .12 0 (0 .0 2 1 ) 0 .121 (0 .0 2 1 ) 0 .12 2 (0 .0 2 1 )

O rthodox 0 .015 (0 .0 4 5 ) 0 .01 7 (0 .0 4 5 ) 0 .014 (0 .0 4 5 )

Protestant 0 .164 (0 .0 2 1 ) 0 .16 4 (0 .0 2 1 ) 0 .16 4 (0 .0 2 1 )

Other 0 .069 (0 .0 2 7 ) 0 .06 9 (0 .0 2 7 ) 0 .06 8 (0 .0 2 6 )

N o  religion  (ref.) — — —

Church attendance

> nearly once a w eek -0 .1 5 7 (0 .0 2 1 ) -0 .1 5 6 (0 .0 2 1 ) -0 .1 5 7 (0 .0 2 1 )

> on ce a m onth -0 .1 4 1 (0 .0 2 3 ) -0 .1 4 1 (0 .0 2 3 ) -0 .1 4 1 (0 .0 2 3 )

L ess than one a m onth -0 .0 7 0 (0 .0 1 6 ) -0 .0 7 0 (0 .0 1 6 ) -0 .0 7 0 (0 .0 1 6 )

N ever  (ref.) — — —

Fam ily incom e -0 .0 2 0 (0 .0 0 6 ) -0 .0 2 0 (0 .0 0 6 ) -0 .0 2 0 (0 .0 0 6 )

Intervening variables

P erceived  ethnic threat

L ocalism

Country characteristics

E conom ic conditions 1994 -0 .0 3 4 (0 .0 4 1 ) -0 .0 7 0 (0 .0 4 6 ) -0 .0 71 (0 .0 4 0 )

C hange econom ic conditions 1989-94 -0 .0 6 8 (0 .0 4 5 ) -0 .0 7 2 (0 .0 4 3 ) -0 .0 6 5 (0 .0 3 8 )

S ocial security benefits expenditure -0 .0 0 1 (0 .0 1 0 ) -0 .0 1 4 (0 .0 1 4 ) -0 .0 2 7 (0 .0 1 3 )

Ethnic heterogeneity  1995 0 .27 2 (0 .5 1 4 ) 0 .20 5 (0 .4 5 6 )

A sy lu m  seekers 1994 0 .145 (0 .1 1 1 ) 0 .24 6 (0 .1 0 6 )

C hange asylum  seekers 1 989-94 -0 .0 0 9 (0 .0 1 8 ) -0 .1 3 5 (0 .0 5 3 )

(C hange asylum  seekers 1 9 89 -94 )2 0 .0 1 0 (0 .0 0 4 )

Variance com ponents

In d iv id u al-lev el variance in  intercept 0 .75 2 (0 .0 0 7 ) 0 .75 2 (0 .0 0 7 ) 0 .7 5 2 (0 .0 0 7 )

% explained  variance 4.1% 4.1% 4.1%

C ou n try-leve l variance in intercept 0 .09 3 (0 .0 2 8 ) 0 .08 3 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .0 6 5 (0 .0 1 9 )

% explained  variance 22.9% 31.7% 46.6%

G o o d n ess-o f-fit

-2 * lo g  lik elihood 6 19 82 .2 61 97 9 .4 61 97 3 .8

A -2 * lo g  lik elih ood 0.0 2 .8 5.6

A  d f 1 3 1

p-va lu e . 1 .000 0 .425 0 .01 7

Note: N=24,247. Param eter estimates in  bold figures are significant at the 5%  level (p-value < 0.05), contextual parameter

estimates in  bold and italic figures are significant at the 10% level (p-value< 0.10).
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T a b le  6 .8  P a ra m e te r  e s tim a te s  f r o m  m u lt i - le v e l  m o d e ls  o f  e x c lu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ra n ts  (co n tin u ed )

(M odel 7) M od e l 8 M od e l 9

Intercept 3 .9 3 4 (0 .2 2 6 ) 3 .9 2 8 (0 .2 2 8 )

Individua l characteristics

S ex  (m ale) -0 .0 4 3 (0 .0 1 1 ) -0 .0 4 3 (0 .0 1 1 )

A g e 0.001 (0 .0 0 1 ) 0 .001 (0 .0 0 1 )

Education -0 .0 3 2 (0 .0 0 6 ) -0 .0 3 1 (0 .0 0 6 )

S oc ia l p osition

H igher controller (ref.) — —

L ow er controllers 0 .0 7 0 (0 .0 2 3 ) 0 .0 7 0 (0 .0 2 3 )

R outine non-m anual 0 .12 1 (0 .0 2 6 ) 0 .1 2 0 (0 .0 2 6 )

S e lf-em p lo yed 0 .1 5 0 (0 .0 2 9 ) 0 .1 4 9 (0 .0 2 9 )

Supervisors, sk illed  m anual 0 .1 1 0 (0 .0 2 7 ) 0 .1 1 0 (0 .0 2 7 )

S em i-u n sk illed  m anual 0 .0 8 7 (0 .0 2 7 ) 0 .0 8 6 (0 .0 2 7 )

U n em p loyed 0 .09 2 (0 .0 3 0 ) 0 .0 9 3 (0 .0 3 0 )

Student, vocational training 0 .042 (0 .0 3 1 ) 0 .04 3 (0 .0 3 1 )

Retired 0 .08 9 (0 .0 2 6 ) 0 .0 8 9 (0 .0 2 6 )

H ousekeepers 0 .1 3 7 (0 .0 2 7 ) 0 .1 3 8 (0 .0 2 7 )

N o t  classifiab le 0 .10 2 (0 .0 2 8 ) 0 .1 0 2 (0 .0 2 8 )

R e lig iou s  denom ination

C atholic 0 .0 5 7 (0 .0 1 8 ) 0 .0 5 6 (0 .0 1 8 )

O rthodox 0 .04 9 (0 .0 3 9 ) 0 .048 (0 .0 3 9 )

Protestant 0 .0 7 7 (0 .0 1 8 ) 0 .0 7 7 (0 .0 1 8 )

Other 0 .05 6 (0 .0 2 3 ) 0 .05 6 (0 .0 2 3 )

N o  religion  (ref.) — —

Church attendance

> nearly on ce a w eek -0 .1 2 0 (0 .0 1 8 ) -0 .1 2 3 (0 .0 1 8 )

> o nce a m onth -0 .1 1 3 (0 .0 2 0 ) -0 .1 1 5 (0 .0 2 0 )

L ess than one a m onth -0 .0 6 1 (0 .0 1 4 ) -0 .0 6 2 (0 .0 1 4 )

N ever  (ref.) — —

Fam ily incom e 0 .00 2 (0 .0 0 5 ) 0 .001 (0 .0 0 5 )

Intervening variables

P erceived  ethnic threat 0 .62 8 (0 .0 0 7 ) 0 .6 2 7 (0 .0 0 7 )

L ocalism 0.011 (0 .0 0 5 )

Country characteristics

E conom ic conditions 1994 -0 .0 1 3 (0 .0 2 7 ) -0 .0 1 2 (0 .0 2 7 )

C hange econom ic conditions 1 989-94 0 .020 (0 .0 2 6 ) 0 .021 (0 .0 2 6 )

S ocial security benefits expenditure -0 .0 1 4 (0 .0 0 9 ) -0 .0 1 4 (0 .0 0 9 )

Ethnic heterogeneity  1995 0 .66 2 (0 .3 0 6 ) 0 .67 3 (0 .3 0 8 )

A sy lu m  seekers 1994 0 .21 0 (0 .0 7 1 ) 0 .211 (0 .0 7 2 )

C hange asylum  seekers 1 989-94 -0 .0 7 9 (0 .0 3 5 ) -0 .0 7 9 (0 .0 3 6 )

(C hange asylum  seekers 1989-94)2 0 .00 6 (0 .0 0 3 ) 0 .0 0 6 (0 .0 0 3 )

Variance com ponents

In d iv id u al-lev el variance in  intercept 0 .56 3 (0 .0 0 5 ) 0 .5 6 3 (0 .0 0 5 )

% explained  variance 28.3% 28.3%

C ou n try-leve l variance in intercept 0 .02 9 (0 .0 0 9 ) 0 .0 2 9 (0 .0 0 9 )

% explained  variance 76.2% 75.8%

G o o d n ess-o f-fit

-2 * lo g  lik elihood 5492 3.9 5491 9.8

A -2 * lo g  lik elih ood 7 0 49 .9 4.1

A  d f 1 1

p-va lu e . 0 .000 0 .040

Note: N=24,247. Param eter estimates in  bold figures are significant at the 5%  level (p-value < 0.05), contextual parameter

estimates in  bold and italic figures are significant at the 10% level (p-value < 0.10).
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It tu rn ed  o u t th a t ex c lu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ran ts  w as  re la tiv e ly  s trong ly  su p p o rted  by  lo w er 

ed u ca ted  p eo p le  (b =  -0 .1 1 5 ): th e  lo w er th e  level o f  ed u ca tio n a l a tta inm en t, th e  s tro n g er th e  

o p p o sitio n  to  m ig ration . T h is fin d in g  co rro b o ra te s  h y p o th esis  1a. N ex t, co n sis ten t w ith  

h y p o th esis  1b, se lf-em p lo y ed  p e rso n s  w ere  m o re  in c lin ed  to  ex c lu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ran ts  than  

p eo p le  b e lo n g in g  to  th e  re fe ren ce  ca teg o ry  o f  h ig h e r co n tro lle rs  (b =  0 .208). F u rth erm o re , sk illed  

m anual w o rk e rs  and  su p erv iso rs  (b =  0 .183) and  (sem i-) u n sk illed  m anual w o rk e rs  (b =  0 .158) 

re fe rred  to  in  hy p o th esis  1c, as w ell as u n em p lo y ed  p eo p le  (0 .148), re fe rred  to  in  hy p o th esis  1d, 

w ere  re la tiv e ly  s trong ly  in  fav o u r o f  ex clu s io n ism  o f  im m igran ts. F ina lly , co n sis ten t w ith  

h y p o th esis  1e, in co m e h ad  a n eg ativ e  e ffec t (-0 .0 2 0 ): th e  lo w er th e  fam ily  incom e, th e  m o re  one 

fav o u red  ex clu s io n ism  o f  im m igran ts.

In  co n tra st to  h y p o th esis  1f, age d id  n o t h av e  a s ig n ifican t effect. P eo p le  w h o  co n sid er 

th em se lv es  to  b e  a m em b er o f  a d en o m in a tio n  tu rn ed  o u t to  b e  m o re  in c lin ed  to  ex clu d e  

im m ig ran ts  th an  n o n -m em b ers , w ith  th e  ex cep tio n  o f  th e  (re la tiv e ly  sm all n u m b er of) o rth o d o x  

re lig io u s  persons. T h ese  fin d in g s  su p p o rt h y p o th esis  1g. H o w ev er, co n tro lled  fo r  den o m in a tio n , 

th e  m o re  freq u en tly  in d iv id u a ls  a tten d ed  church , th e  less  th ey  w ere  in c lin ed  to  ex clude  

im m ig ran ts, w h ich  is  a re fu ta tio n  o f  h y p o th esis  1h.22 A s can  b e  seen  in  T ab le  6.8 , th e re  w e re  a lso  

o th e r s ig n ifican t d ifferen ces  b e tw een  socia l categories. H ig h e r co n tro lle rs , as w ell as studen ts, 

w ere  less su p p o rtiv e  o f  ex c lu s io n ism  th an  all o th e r ca teg o ries  on  th e  socia l p o sitio n  variab le.

L o o k in g  a t th e  lo w er p a rt o f  T ab le  6.8, one  can  see th a t by  in c lu d in g  th e  in d ep en d en t 

in d iv id u a l v a riab les , th e  v a rian ce  b e tw een  in d iv id u a ls  w ith in  co u n tries  d ro p p ed  sligh tly  from  

0 .785 to  0 .752. In  o th e r w o rd s, th e  in d iv id u a l ch arac te ris tic s  on ly  acco u n ted  fo r  4 .1 %  o f  th e  

in d iv id u a l-lev e l variance . In  add ition , due  to  co m p o sitio n  effects, th e  v a rian ce  b e tw een  coun tries  

d ecreased  from  0.121 to  0 .112 . T h is im p lies  th a t 7 .0%  o f  th e  o b serv ed  d iffe ren ces  b e tw een  

co u n trie s  in  m ean  level o f  ex clu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ran ts  co u ld  b e  a ttrib u ted  to  d iffe ren ces  in  th e  

p o p u la tio n  com position .

E ffe c ts  o f  n a t io n a l  c h a ra c te r is t ic s  on  e x c lu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ra n ts

N ex t, co n tex tu al ch arac te ris tics  w ere  in c lu d ed  in to  th e  analyses. A s can  b e  seen  in  T ab le  6.8, th e  

e ffec ts  o f  b o th  eco n o m ic  v a riab les  in  m odel 3 w e re  negative , b u t n o t s ign ifican t. In c lu d in g  th ese  

co n tex tu a l v a riab les  th e re fo re  d id  n o t im p ro v e  th e  g o o d n ess-o f-fit o f  th e  m odel. L ikew ise , 

in c lu d in g  th e  socia l secu rity  v a riab le  (m odel 4) and  th e  d em o g rap h ic  v a riab les  (m odel 5) d id  n o t 

sig n ifican tly  im p ro v e  th e  g o o d n ess-o f-fit, as is in d ica ted  by  th e  lo w  d ev ian ce  v a lu es  o f  m o d e ls  4 

and  5. H o w ev er, in  m odel 5, one  p a ram ete r e stim ate  reach ed  s ig n ifican ce  (p  <  0 .010): co n tro lled  

fo r all o th e r co n tex tu al v ariab les , th e  change  in  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  h ad  a s ig n ifican t effect. 

T h a t is, th e  s tro n g er th e  d ec lin e  in  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s o f  th e  coun try , th e  m o re  its  resid en ts  

w ere  in  fav o u r o f  ex clu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ran ts .23

N ex t, I te s ted  fo r  n o n -lin ea r co n tex tu a l e ffects, by  in c lu d in g  q u ad ra tic  te rm s  fo r each  o f  

th e  6 co n tex tu a l v a riab les  in  m odel 5. T h a t is, I e s tim ated  6 d iffe ren t m o d e ls  tha t, co m p ared  to  

m odel 5, each  h ad  one  ad d itio n a l q u ad ra tic  te rm . O n ly  one  o f  th e se  q u ad ra tic  te rm s led  to  a 

sig n ifican t im p ro v em en t in  m odel fit, n am ely  th e  q u ad ra tic  te rm  o f  th e  ch an g e  in  asy lum  seekers. 

T he lik e lih o o d  ra tio  o f  th is  m odel (m odel 6) w as  61973 .8 . T he  d ev ian ce  o f  5.6 w ith  one  deg ree
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o f  freed o m  w as  h igh ly  sign ifican t. T he  p a ram ete r estim ates  o f  m odel 6 in  T ab le  6.8  show  th a t 

m o st o f  th e  con tex tu a l e ffec ts  b ecam e  sign ifican t. In  th is  m u ltiv a ria te  analysis, co n tro llin g  fo r th e  

cu rv ilin ea r e ffec t o f  th e  ch an g e  in  asy lum  seekers and  all o th e r co n tex tu a l v ariab les , m o st o f  th e  

effects w e re  in  acco rd an ce  w ith  th e  hypotheses. T h a t is, th e  b e tte r th e  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s o f  a 

coun try , th e  less its  re s id en ts  w e re  in c lin ed  to  ex clu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ran ts  (b =  -0 .0 7 1 ) . In  

add ition , i f  th e  na tio n a l e co n o m ic  co n d itio n s  h ad  im p ro v ed  o v er th e  p rev io u s  fiv e  years, 

in d iv id u a ls  w e re  le ss  su p p o rtiv e  o f  ex clu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ran ts  (b =  -0 .0 6 5 ) . T h ese  fin d in g s 

su p p o rt h y p o th eses 6a  an d  6b. A lso  -  co n tro lled  fo r th e  eco n o m ic  and  d em o g rap h ic  co n d itio n s -  

th e  m o re  ex ten siv e  th e  socia l secu rity  system  in  a coun try , th e  less  its  re s id en ts  w e re  p ro n e  to  

ex c lu d e  im m ig ran ts  (b =  -0 .0 2 7 ) , w h ich  sup p o rts  h y p o th esis  6c.

T he deg ree  o f  e th n ic  h e tero g en e ity  o f  th e  co u n try  w as  positive ly , b u t n o t s ign ifican tly , 

re la ted  to  ex clu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ran ts, w h ich  re fu tes  h y p o th esis  6d. B ut, in  acco rd an ce  w ith  

h y p o th esis  6e, th e  h ig h er th e  n u m b er o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  p e r 1,000 cap ita , th e  m ore  

in d iv id u a ls  w ere  in  fav o u r o f  ex c lu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ran ts  (b =  0 .246). F ina lly , th e  ch an g e  in  

asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  tu rn ed  o u t to  b e  n o n -lin ea rly  re la ted  to  ex clu s io n ism  o f  im m igran ts. T his 

fin d in g  re fu tes  hy p o th esis  6f, in  w h ich  it w as  s ta ted  th a t th e  h ig h e r th e  in c rease  in  asy lum  

ap p lica tio n s, th e  s tro n g er th e  e th n ic  exclu sio n ism . Instead , ex c lu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ran ts  w as 

lo w er w h en  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  in c reased  (b =  -0 .1 3 5 ) ; ho w ev er, i f  th e re  w as  a h uge  in c rease  in 

asy lum  seekers, ex c lu s io n ism  ten d ed  to  b e  h ig h e r (b =  0 .010). T h is cu rv ilin ea r re la tio n  b e tw een  

th e  change  in  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  and  ex c lu s io n ism  is d ep ic ted  in  F ig u re  6.4. It tu rn ed  o u t th a t 

w h en  th e  n u m b er o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s h ad  g ro w n  by  a fac to r o f  7 .0  or m ore , th e re  w as  a 

p o sitiv e  re la tio n sh ip  b e tw een  th e  change  in  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  and  ex c lu s io n ism  o f  im m igran ts.

F ig u re  6.4 P r e d i c t e d  e f f e c t  o f  th e  c h a n g e  in  a s y lu m  a p p l i c a t i o n s  o n  e x c lu s io n ism  o f  

im m ig r a n ts

change asylum applications (ratio 1994:1989)
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N ex t, I te s ted  w h e th e r th e re  w e re  any s ig n ifican t in te rac tio n s  b e tw een  eco n o m ic  and  socia l 

secu rity  ch arac te ris tic s  on  th e  one  hand , and  d em o g rap h ic  ch arac te ris tic s  on  th e  o th e r hand . T h a t 

is, acco rd in g  to  h y p o th esis  6g, th e  e ffec ts  o f  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s, th e  ch an g e  in  econom ic  

cond itions, as w ell as th e  ex ten siv en ess  o f  th e  socia l secu rity  system , all are  p resu m ed  to  be  

s tro n g er in  na tio n a l co n tex ts  th a t are  ch arac te rised  b y  h igh  e thn ic  he tero g en e ity , and  h ig h  and 

g ro w in g  n u m b ers  o f  asy lum  seekers. H o w ev er, in  co n trast to  h y p o th esis  6g, th e re  w e re  no  

sig n ifican t in te rac tio n s  b e tw een  th ese  variab les . A s m en tio n ed  in  th e  p rev io u s  section , I lab e lled  

a m odel w ith  s ig n ifican t in te rac tio n  v a riab les  as m odel 7, in  o rd e r to  ach iev e  co n sis ten cy  in  

d esig n a tio n  o f  m o d e ls  across  d iffe ren t analyses w ith  d iffe ren t d ep en d en t variab les . S ince n o n e  o f  

th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  in te rac tio n s  b e tw een  co n tex tu a l ch arac te ris tics  led  to  a s ig n ifican t 

im p ro v em en t o f  m odel fit, T ab le  6.8 show s no  p a ram ete r estim ates  fo r  m odel 7, th a t is, a  m odel 

w ith  in te rac tio n  v ariab les.

E ffe c ts  o f  in te r v e n in g  in d iv id u a l  c h a ra c te r is t ic s  on  e x c lu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ra n ts

N ex t, tw o  in te rv en in g  in d iv id u a l v a riab les  w ere  in c lu d ed  in  th e  analysis. F irst, p e rce iv ed  e thn ic  

th re a t w as  in c lu d ed  (m odel 8), w h ich  cau sed  a h uge  d rop  in  th e  lo g  lik e lih o o d  ratio : th e  dev iance  

is  7049.9 . A ccord ing ly , th e  ex p la in ed  v a rian ce  a t b o th  th e  in d iv id u a l and  co n tex tu a l level w as  

m u ch  h ig h e r co m p ared  to  th e  p rev io u s  m odel. A s is  d isp layed  in  T ab le  6.8 , in c lu d in g  p e rce iv ed  

e th n ic  th rea t, 2 8 .3 %  o f  th e  v a rian ce  b e tw een  in d iv id u a ls  (w ith in  co u n tries) co u ld  b e  exp lained . 

In  add ition , 76 .2%  o f  th e  d ifferen ces  b e tw een  co u n tries  w ere  ex p lained . T hus, som e p o p u la tio n s 

had  a h ig h e r m ean  score  on  ex c lu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ran ts  due  to  th e ir  h ig h e r m ean  score  on  

p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th reat. T he  e stim ated  p o sitiv e  e ffec t o f  p erce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t on  ex c lu s io n  o f  

im m ig ran ts  w as  h igh ly  s ig n ifican t (b =  0 .628), w h ich  sup p o rts  h y p o th esis  (2a).

L o o k in g  a t th e  p a ram ete r estim ates  o f  th e  in d iv id u a l v a riab les  in  m odel 8, one  can  see 

th a t, co n tro lled  fo r p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t, m o s t o f  th e  e ffec ts  o f  th e  in d iv id u a l b ack g ro u n d  

ch arac te ris tics  decreased . F am ily  in co m e  w as  n o  lo n g e r sig n ifican tly  re la ted  to  ex c lu s io n  o f  

im m igran ts. T hus, th e  o rig inal re la tio n sh ip  b e tw een  fam ily  in co m e  and  ex c lu s io n  o f  im m ig ran ts  

w as  fu lly  ex p la in ed  by  p erce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t: in d iv id u a ls  w ith  a lo w er fam ily  in co m e  w ere  

m o re  in c lin ed  to  ex c lu s io n  o f  im m ig ran ts, due  to  th e ir  s tro n g er p e rcep tio n  o f  e th n ic  th reat. 

F u rth erm o re , th e  e ffec t o f  ed u ca tio n  d ec lin ed  from  -0 .1 1 5  to  -0 .0 3 2 , a change  o f  72% , b u t th e  

la tte r e ffec t w as  still s ign ifican t. In  general, a lth o u g h  th e  d iffe ren ces  b e tw een  h ig h e r co n tro lle rs  

and  o th e r socia l p o sitio n s  d eclin ed  sharp ly , th ey  rem ain ed  s ign ifican t.

L ik ew ise , m o st o f  th e  co n tex tu a l e ffects  w ere  sm aller co m p ared  to  th e  p rev io u s  m odel. 

C o n tro lled  fo r p erce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t, th e  e ffec ts  o f  th e  n o n -d em o g rap h ic  ch arac te ris tics  (i.e., 

e co n o m ic  cond itions, th e  change in  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s, and  socia l secu rity  b en efits) w e re  no  

lo n g er sign ifican t. T h a t is, th e  re la tio n s  b e tw een  th ese  co n tex tu al ch arac te ris tic s  and  ex clu s io n  o f  

im m ig ran ts, w ere  fu lly  in te rv en ed  by  th e  level o f  p e rce iv ed  e thn ic  th reat. In  o th e r w ords, 

p o p u la tio n s  o f  co u n trie s  th a t w e re  ch arac te rised  by  e ith e r le ss  p ro sp e ro u s  o r d ecreasin g  

eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s, o r b y  a lim ited  socia l secu rity  system , w ere  on  av erage  m o re  in c lin ed  to  

ex c lu s io n  o f  im m ig ran ts, due  to  th e ir  s tro n g er p e rcep tio n  o f  e th n ic  threat.
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In  add ition , th e  effects  o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s and  th e  ch an g e  in  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s, w ere  

sm aller th an  in  th e  p rev io u s  m odel, b u t th ey  rem ain ed  s ign ifican t. F inally , in  co n tra st to  th e  o th er 

co n tex tu a l v a riab les , th e  e ffec t o f  e thn ic  h e tero g en e ity  h ad  strong ly  in c reased  and  its  e ffec t w as 

n o w  s ig n ifican tly  positive : th e  h ig h er th e  deg ree  o f  e th n ic  h e tero g en e ity  in  a country , th e  

stro n g er its  p o p u la tio n  w as  in c lin ed  to  ex c lu s io n  o f  im m igran ts. A nd , one  m ig h t add, d e s p i t e  th e  

level o f  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t. T h a t is, in  co u n trie s  w ith  a h ig h e r d eg ree  o f  e thn ic  

h e terogeneity , th e  average  score  on  ex c lu s io n  o f  im m ig ran ts  w as  h ig h e r th an  one  w o u ld  ex p ec t 

g iv en  th e  av erag e  score  on  p e rce iv ed  e thn ic  threat.

F ina lly , th e  deg ree  o f  lo ca lism  w as in c lu d ed  in  m odel 9. A s d isp lay ed  in  T ab le  6.8, 

in c lu s io n  o f  th is  second  in te rv en in g  in d iv id u a l v a riab le  led  to  a s ig n ifican t im p ro v em en t o f  

m odel fit (d ev ian ce  =  4 .1). In  acco rd an ce  w ith  h y p o th esis  (3a), th e  h ig h e r th e  deg ree  o f  localism , 

th e  h ig h e r th e  sco re  on  ex c lu s io n  o f  im m ig ran ts  w as  (b =  0 .011). T he  o th e r p aram ete rs  h ard ly  

changed , co m p ared  to  th e  p rev io u s  m odel. T h a t is, co n tro lled  fo r  lo ca lism , th e  effects o f  

in d ep en d en t in d iv id u a l ch arac te ris tics, p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t, and  con tex tu al ch arac te ris tics  

rem ain ed  th e  sam e.

T o  w h a t ex ten t co u ld  th e  in itia l c ro ss-n a tio n a l d ifferen ces  in  ex c lu s io n  o f  im m ig ran ts  be  

ex p la in ed  by  th e  in c lu d ed  n a tio n a l ch arac te ris tics?  A s can  b e  seen  in  T ab le  6.8, in c lu d in g  the  

co n tex tu a l ch arac te ris tic s  d ecreased  th e  v a rian ce  b e tw een  co u n trie s  from  0 .112  to  0 .065 , a 

d ec lin e  o f  42 .0% . C o m p ared  to  th e  m odel w ith  n o  ex p lan a to ry  v a riab les  (m odel 1), 75 .8%  o f  th e  

b e tw een -co u n try  v a rian ce  co u ld  be  ex p la in ed  b y  in c lu d in g  con tex tu a l as w ell as in d iv id u a l 

charac te ris tics.

So far, in  p re sen tin g  th e  resu lts  o f  th e  analyses, I h av e  n o t m ad e  any re fe ren ce  to  specific  

coun tries. T o  illu s tra te  th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  resu lts, th e  res id u a ls  fo r each  co u n try  are  d isp lay ed  in 

F ig u re  6.5. T he resid u al a t th e  co u n try  level is th e  d ifferen ce  b e tw een  th e  o b serv ed  and  p red ic ted  

score  on  ex c lu s io n  o f  im m ig ran ts, b o th  tak en  as an  av erage  score  across  th e  in d iv id u a ls  w ith in  

th e  country . F ig u re  6.5  d isp lays th e  coun try -lev e l re s id u a ls  in  4 d iffe ren t m odels. T he resid u als  

in  th e  ran d o m  in te rcep t nu ll m odel (m odel 1) co rresp o n d  w ith  th e  o b serv ed  d iffe ren ces  b e tw een  

co u n trie s  reg a rd in g  ex c lu s io n  o f  im m igran ts. C o n tro llin g  fo r d iffe ren ces  in  p o p u la tio n  

co m p o sitio n  -  th a t is, by  in c lu d in g  th e  in d ep en d en t in d iv id u a l ch a rac te ris tic s  (m odel 2) -  th ese  

res id u a ls  d ecreased  s ligh tly  overall. A s s ta ted  b efo re , 4 .1 %  o f  th e  o b serv ed  d ifferen ces  b e tw een  

co u n trie s  co u ld  b e  a ttrib u ted  to  co m p o sitio n  effects. W h en  th e  co n tex tu a l ch arac te ris tic s  w ere  

in c lu d ed  (m odel 6), th e  coun try -lev e l re s id u a ls  d ec lin ed  sharply . C o n tro llin g  fo r  th e  c ro ss 

n a tio n a l d ifferen ces  in  th e  (change  in ) eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s, socia l secu rity  system , e thn ic  

h e terogeneity , th e  re la tiv e  n u m b e r o f  asy lum  app lica tio n s, as w ell as th e  (cu rv ilin ea r e ffec t of) 

th e  ch an g e  in  asy lum  app lica tio n s, th e  d ifferen ces  b e tw een  co u n trie s  w e re  sharp ly  reduced . In  

add ition , co n tro llin g  fo r p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t fu r th e r d im in ish ed  th e  c ro ss-n a tio n a l d ifferen ces 

in  ex c lu s io n  o f  im m ig ran ts, as is illu s tra ted  by  th e  sm aller coun try -leve l re s id u a ls  o f  m odel 8.

A s can  b e  seen  in  F ig u re  6.5, Ire lan d  and  L a tv ia  had, respective ly , th e  lo w est and  h ig h est 

av erag e  score  on  ex c lu s io n  o f  im m igran ts. F o r b o th  coun tries, th e  fig u re  show s th a t th ese  

ex trem e  scores w ere  n o t due  to  d ifferen ces  in  p o p u la tio n  co m p o sitio n , b u t w ere  m o stly  caused  

by  d ifferen ces  in  th e  co n tex tu a l ch arac te ris tic s  o f  b o th  coun tries.
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F ig u re  6.5 C o u n tr y  l e v e l  r e s id u a l s  in  e x c lu s io n ism  o f  im m ig r a n ts

0.8i

□  m odel 1 : ran d o m  in te rcep t null m odel couni

□  m odel 2: including indiv idual charac teristics

□  m odel 6: including co n tex tu a l charac teristics

□  m odel 8: co n tro lled  fo r perceived  ethnic th rea t

T h a t is, th e  e th n ic  m a jo rity  in  Ire lan d  had  ex p erien ced  a re la tiv e ly  s trong  eco n o m ic  g ro w th  and  a 

re la tiv e ly  lo w  rise  in  u n em p lo y m en t b e tw een  1989 and  1994, and  in  add ition , th e  n u m b er o f  

asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  in  1994 w as  ra th e r lo w  (see  T ab les  6 .4  to  6.6). T hese  fac to rs  led  to  a low  

level o f  su p p o rt fo r ex c lu s io n ism  o f  im m igran ts. A lth o u g h  th e  n u m b er o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  in  

Ire lan d  ro se  co n sid e rab ly  b e tw een  1989 an d  1994 by  a fac to r o f  a lm o st 9, th is  d id  n o t re su lt in  a 

h igh  level o f  ex clu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ran ts, as w as  a lso  illu s tra ted  in  F ig u re  6.4.

T he p o p u la tio n  in  L a tv ia  on  th e  o th e r hand , ex p erien ced  ex trem ely  p o o r eco n o m ic  

co n d itio n s  in  1994. F u rth erm o re , th e  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  h ad  d ec lin ed  since  1989 and  th e  socia l 

secu rity  system  w as less ex ten siv e  co m p ared  to  o th e r coun tries. T hese  fac to rs, to g e th e r w ith  th e  

re la tiv e ly  h ig h  p ro p o rtio n  o f  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s  in  L a tv ia  (i.e . R u ssian s), b o o s ted  th e  su p p o rt fo r 

ex clu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ran ts  am o n g  th e  e th n ic  L a tv ian  p opu la tion .

6 .9 .2  E x c lu s io n ism  o f  r e fu g e e s

T he resu lts  o f  th e  m ulti- lev e l analyses on  ex clu s io n ism  o f  re fu g ees  are  p re sen ted  in  T ab le  6.9. I 

fo llo w ed  th e  sam e p ro ced u re  as in  th e  analyses on  ex c lu s io n ism  o f  im m igran ts. T he  sing le-level 

m odel w ith  on ly  ran d o m  v a ria tio n  b e tw een  in d iv id u a ls  (m odel 0) h ad  a lik e lih o o d  ra tio  s ta tistic  

o f  7 5 8 7 1 .6  (n o t show n).
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T a b le  6 .9  P a r a m e te r  e s tim a te s  f r o m  m u l t i - le v e l  m o d e ls  o f  e x c lu s io n ism  o f  re fu g e e s

M od el 1 M od e l 2 M od e l 3

Intercept 2 .661  (0 .0 9 8 ) 2 .5 4 9 (0 .1 1 0 ) 2 .89 9 (0 .2 9 2 )

Individua l characteristics

S ex  (m ale) 0 .02 2 (0 .0 1 5 ) 0 .02 2 (0 .0 1 5 )

A g e -0 .0 0 3 (0 .0 0 1 ) -0 .0 0 3 (0 .0 0 1 )

Education -0 .1 5 8 (0 .0 0 8 ) -0 .1 5 8 (0 .0 0 8 )

S oc ia l p osition

H igher controller (ref.) — —

L ow er controllers -0 .0 0 0 (0 .0 3 3 ) -0 .0 0 0 (0 .0 3 3 )

R outine non-m anual 0 .061 (0 .0 3 6 ) 0.061 (0 .0 3 6 )

S e lf-em p lo yed 0 .1 4 7 (0 .0 4 1 ) 0 .14 8 (0 .0 4 1 )

Supervisors, sk illed  m anual 0 .14 5 (0 .0 3 8 ) 0 .14 5 (0 .0 3 8 )

S em i-u n sk illed  m anual 0 .067 (0 .0 3 8 ) 0 .0 67 (0 .0 3 8 )

U nem ployed 0 .07 0 (0 .0 4 2 ) 0 .07 0 (0 .0 4 2 )

Student, vocational training -0 .1 0 2 (0 .0 4 3 ) -0 .1 0 2 (0 .0 4 3 )

Retired 0 .08 4 (0 .0 3 7 ) 0 .08 3 (0 .0 3 7 )

H ousekeepers 0 .12 4 (0 .0 3 8 ) 0 .12 4 (0 .0 3 8 )

N o t  classifiab le 0 .09 8 (0 .0 3 9 ) 0 .09 8 (0 .0 3 9 )

D enom ination

C atholic 0 .10 9 (0 .0 2 6 ) 0 .10 9 (0 .0 2 6 )

O rthodox -0 .0 0 9 (0 .0 5 5 ) -0 .0 1 4 (0 .0 5 6 )

Protestant 0 .09 9 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .1 0 0 (0 .0 2 5 )

Other -0 .0 2 7 (0 .0 3 2 ) -0 .0 2 6 (0 .0 3 2 )

N o  religion  (ref.) — —

Church attendance

> nearly on ce a w eek -0 .1 1 9 (0 .0 2 6 ) -0 .1 1 9 (0 .0 2 6 )

> o nce a m onth -0 .0 8 4 (0 .0 2 8 ) -0 .0 8 4 (0 .0 2 8 )

L ess than on e a m onth -0 .0 0 5 (0 .0 1 9 ) -0 .0 0 5 (0 .0 1 9 )

N ever  (ref.) — —

Fam ily incom e -0 .0 2 0 (0 .0 0 7 ) -0 .0 2 0 (0 .0 0 7 )

Intervening variables

P erceived  E thnic Threat

L ocalism

Country characteristics

E conom ic conditions 1994 -0 .0 4 7 (0 .0 6 5 )

C hange econom ic conditions 1 989-94 -0 .0 5 2 (0 .0 7 2 )

S oc ia l security benefits expenditure

Ethnic heterogeneity  1995

A sylu m  seekers 1994

C hange asylum  seekers 1 989-94

(A sylu m  seekers 19 94)2

C hange in  econom ic conditions

* (asy lum  seekers 1994)2

Variance com ponents

In d iv id u al-lev el variance in  intercept 1 .165 (0 .01 1 ) 1 .126 (0 .0 1 0 ) 1.126 (0 .0 1 0 )

% explained  variance 3.3% 3.3%

C ou n try-leve l variance in  intercept 0 .21 9 (0 .0 6 5 ) 0 .25 2 (0 .0 7 5 ) 0 .2 34 (0 .0 6 9 )

% explained  variance 0.0% 0.0%

G o o d n ess-o f-fit

-2 * lo g  lik elihood 7 25 78 .8 71 76 4 .9 71763.1

A -2 * lo g  lik elih ood 3 29 2.8 813 .9 1.8

A d f 1 21 2

P -v a lu e 0 .0 00 0 .000 0 .409

Note: N=24,247. Param eter estimates in bold  figures are significant at the 5%  level (p-value < 0.05), contextual parameter

estimates in  bold and italic figures are significant at the 10% level (p-value< 0.10).
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T a b le  6 .9  P a ra m e te r  e s tim a te s  f r o m  m u lt i - le v e l  m o d e ls  o f  e x c lu s io n ism  o f  r e fu g e e s  (c o n tin u ed )

M od el 4 M od e l 5 M od e l 6

Intercept 3 .781 (0 .3 5 4 ) 3 .5 06 (0 .4 0 1 ) 3 .641 (0 .3 3 3 )

Individua l characteristics

S ex  (m ale) 0 .022 (0 .0 1 5 ) 0 .022 (0 .0 1 5 ) 0 .02 2 (0 .0 1 5 )

A g e -0 .0 0 3 (0 .0 0 1 ) -0 .0 0 3 (0 .0 0 1 ) -0 .0 0 3 (0 .0 0 1 )

E ducation -0 .1 5 8 (0 .0 0 8 ) -0 .1 5 8 (0 .0 0 8 ) -0 .1 5 8 (0 .0 0 8 )

S oc ia l p osition

H igher controller (ref.) — — —

L ow er controllers -0 .0 0 0 (0 .0 3 3 ) -0 .0 0 0 (0 .0 3 3 ) 0 .00 0 (0 .0 3 3 )

R outine non-m anual 0.061 (0 .0 3 6 ) 0.061 (0 .0 3 6 ) 0 .06 2 (0 .0 3 6 )

S e lf-em p lo yed 0 .14 7 (0 .0 4 1 ) 0 .14 7 (0 .0 4 1 ) 0 .14 7 (0 .0 4 1 )

Supervisors, sk illed  m anual 0 .145 (0 .0 3 8 ) 0 .14 5 (0 .0 3 8 ) 0 .14 5 (0 .0 3 8 )

S em i-u n sk illed  m anual 0 .066 (0 .0 3 8 ) 0 .06 6 (0 .0 3 8 ) 0 .0 67 (0 .0 3 8 )

U nem ployed 0 .070 (0 .0 4 2 ) 0 .07 0 (0 .0 4 2 ) 0.071 (0 .0 4 2 )

Student, vocational training -0 .1 0 2 (0 .0 4 3 ) -0 .1 0 2 (0 .0 4 3 ) -0 .1 0 1 (0 .0 4 3 )

Retired 0 .083 (0 .0 3 7 ) 0 .08 3 (0 .0 3 7 ) 0 .08 3 (0 .0 3 7 )

H ousekeepers 0 .123 (0 .0 3 8 ) 0 .12 4 (0 .0 3 8 ) 0 .12 3 (0 .0 3 8 )

N o t  classifiab le 0 .098 (0 .0 3 9 ) 0 .09 8 (0 .0 3 9 ) 0 .09 8 (0 .0 3 9 )

D enom ination

C atholic 0 .108 (0 .0 2 6 ) 0 .10 8 (0 .0 2 6 ) 0 .10 7 (0 .0 2 6 )

O rthodox -0 .0 1 5 (0 .0 5 5 ) -0 .0 1 1 (0 .0 5 5 ) -0 .0 0 9 (0 .0 5 5 )

Protestant 0 .101 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .09 9 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .10 0 (0 .0 2 5 )

Other -0 .0 2 7 (0 .0 3 2 ) -0 .0 2 7 (0 .0 3 2 ) -0 .0 2 7 (0 .0 3 2 )

N o  religion  (ref.) — — —

Church attendance

> nearly on ce a w eek -0 .1 1 9 (0 .0 2 6 ) -0 .1 1 9 (0 .0 2 6 ) -0 .1 1 9 (0 .0 2 6 )

> once a m onth -0 .0 8 4 (0 .0 2 8 ) -0 .0 8 4 (0 .0 2 8 ) -0 .0 8 4 (0 .0 2 8 )

L ess than on e a m onth -0 .0 0 5 (0 .0 1 9 ) -0 .0 0 4 (0 .0 1 9 ) -0 .0 0 4 (0 .0 1 9 )

N ever  (ref.) — — —

Fam ily incom e -0 .0 2 0 (0 .0 0 7 ) -0 .0 2 0 (0 .0 0 7 ) -0 .0 2 0 (0 .0 0 7 )

Intervening variables

P erceived  E thnic Threat

L ocalism

Country characteristics

E conom ic conditions 1994 -0 .0 4 3 (0 .0 5 3 ) -0 .0 5 4 (0 .0 5 3 ) -0 .0 3 8 (0 .0 4 4 )

C hange econom ic conditions 1 989-94 -0 .0 5 7 (0 .0 5 9 ) -0 .0 4 9 (0 .0 5 0 ) -0 .0 6 6 (0 .0 4 2 )

S oc ia l security benefits expenditure -0 .0 4 5 (0 .0 1 3 ) -0 .0 4 2 (0 .0 1 6 ) -0 .0 3 3 (0 .0 1 3 )

Ethnic heterogeneity  1995 1.706 (0 .5 9 5 ) 1 .650 (0 .4 8 9 )

A sy lu m  seekers 1994 -0 .0 1 5 (0 .1 2 9 ) -0 .7 5 6 (0 .2 4 8 )

C hange asylum  seekers 1989-94 0 .00 3 (0 .0 2 1 ) -0 .0 1 8 (0 .0 1 8 )

(A sylu m  seekers 1994)2 0 .23 3 (0 .0 7 0 )

C hange in  econom ic conditions

* (asy lum  seekers 1994)2

Variance com ponents

In d iv id u a l-leve l variance in  intercept 1 .126 (0 .01 0 ) 1.126 (0 .0 1 0 ) 1.126 (0 .0 1 0 )

% explained  variance 3.3% 3.3% 3.3%

C ou n try-level variance in  intercept 0 .15 6 (0 .0 4 6 ) 0 .11 0 (0 .0 3 3 ) 0 .0 74 (0 .0 2 2 )

% explained  variance 29.1% 49.7% 66.1%

G o o d n ess-o f-fit

-2 * lo g  lik elihood 7 17 53 .9 717 4 6 .0 71737.1

A -2 * lo g  lik elih ood 9.2 7.9 8.9

A d f 1 3 1

P -v a lu e 0 .003 0 .047 0 .003

N ote : N = 2 4 ,24 7 . Parameter estim ates in  bold  figures are sign ificant at the 5% lev el (p-value <  0 .0 5 ), contextual parameter

estim ates in  bo ld  and italic figures are significant at the 10%  lev e l (p-value<  0 .10).
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T a b le  6 .9  P a r a m e te r  e s tim a te s  f r o m  m u l t i - le v e l  m o d e ls  o f  e x c lu s io n ism  o f  r e fu g e e s  (co n tin u ed )

M od el 7 M od e l 8 M od e l 9

Intercept 3 .8 1 0 (0 .3 2 8 ) 3 .2 13 (0 .2 6 1 ) 3 .19 3 (0 .2 6 1 )

Individua l characteristics

S ex  (m ale) 0 .022 (0 .0 1 5 ) 0 .004 (0 .0 1 4 ) 0 .00 4 (0 .0 1 4 )

A g e -0 .0 0 3 (0 .0 0 1 ) -0 .0 0 2 (0 .0 0 1 ) -0 .0 0 3 (0 .0 0 1 )

Education -0 .1 5 8 (0 .0 0 8 ) -0 .0 8 8 (0 .0 0 7 ) -0 .0 8 5 (0 .0 0 7 )

S oc ia l p osition

H igher controller (ref.) — — —

L ow er controllers 0 .000 (0 .0 3 3 ) 0 .009 (0 .0 3 1 ) 0 .01 0 (0 .0 3 1 )

R outine non-m anual 0 .062 (0 .0 3 6 ) 0 .033 (0 .0 3 4 ) 0 .033 (0 .0 3 4 )

S e lf-em p lo yed 0 .14 7 (0 .0 4 1 ) 0 .09 8 (0 .0 3 8 ) 0 .09 5 (0 .0 3 8 )

Supervisors, sk illed  m anual 0 .145 (0 .0 3 8 ) 0 .08 4 (0 .0 3 6 ) 0 .08 4 (0 .0 3 6 )

S em i-u n sk illed  m anual 0 .067 (0 .0 3 8 ) 0 .00 8 (0 .0 3 6 ) 0 .0 07 (0 .0 3 6 )

U nem ployed 0.071 (0 .0 4 2 ) 0 .02 4 (0 .0 3 9 ) 0 .0 2 7 (0 .0 3 9 )

Student, vocational training -0 .1 0 1 (0 .0 4 3 ) -0 .0 6 3 (0 .0 4 1 ) -0 .0 6 1 (0 .0 4 1 )

Retired 0 .084 (0 .0 3 7 ) 0 .0 16 (0 .0 3 5 ) 0 .015 (0 .0 3 5 )

H ousekeepers 0 .123 (0 .0 3 8 ) 0 .07 6 (0 .0 3 6 ) 0 .07 6 (0 .0 3 6 )

N o t  classifiab le 0 .098 (0 .0 3 9 ) 0 .0 36 (0 .0 3 7 ) 0 .035 (0 .0 3 7 )

D enom ination

Catholic 0 .106 (0 .0 2 6 ) 0 .05 0 (0 .0 2 4 ) 0 .04 7 (0 .0 2 4 )

O rthodox -0 .0 0 5 (0 .0 5 5 ) 0 .0 2 7 (0 .0 5 2 ) 0 .025 (0 .0 5 2 )

Protestant 0 .10 0 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .025 (0 .0 2 4 ) 0 .023 (0 .0 2 4 )

Other -0 .0 2 7 (0 .0 3 2 ) -0 .0 3 7 (0 .0 3 0 ) -0 .0 3 8 (0 .0 3 0 )

N o  relig ion  (ref.) — — —

Church attendance

> nearly once a w eek -0 .1 2 0 (0 .0 2 6 ) -0 .0 8 8 (0 .0 2 4 ) -0 .0 9 4 (0 .0 2 4 )

> on ce a m onth -0 .0 8 4 (0 .0 2 8 ) -0 .0 6 1 (0 .0 2 6 ) -0 .0 6 4 (0 .0 2 6 )

L ess than one a m onth -0 .0 0 5 (0 .0 1 9 ) 0 .003 (0 .0 1 8 ) 0.001 (0 .0 1 8 )

N ever (ref.) — — —

Fam ily incom e -0 .0 2 0 (0 .0 0 7 ) -0 .0 0 3 (0 .0 0 7 ) -0 .0 0 3 (0 .0 0 7 )

In tervening variables

P erceived  E thnic Threat 0 .52 8 (0 .0 0 9 ) 0 .52 6 (0 .0 0 9 )

L ocalism 0.02 8 (0 .0 0 7 )

Country characteristics

E conom ic conditions 1994 -0 .0 5 7 (0 .0 4 3 ) -0 .0 1 7 (0 .0 3 4 ) -0 .0 1 5 (0 .0 3 4 )

C hange econom ic conditions 1 989-94 -0 .0 3 0 (0 .0 4 4 ) 0 .05 7 (0 .0 3 5 ) 0 .0 59 (0 .0 3 5 )

S oc ia l security benefits expenditure -0 .0 4 8 (0 .0 1 5 ) -0 .0 4 7 (0 .0 1 2 ) -0 .0 4 7 (0 .0 1 2 )

Ethnic heterogeneity  1995 1.544 (0 .4 6 4 ) 1 .898 (0 .3 6 7 ) 1 .928 (0 .3 6 8 )

A sy lu m  seekers 1994 -0 .7 7 9 (0 .2 3 3 ) -0 .5 9 7 (0 .1 8 5 ) -0 .5 8 3 (0 .1 8 5 )

C hange asylum  seekers 1989-94 -0 .0 1 3 (0 .0 1 7 ) -0 .0 0 0 (0 .0 1 4 ) 0 .00 0 (0 .0 1 4 )

(A sylu m  seekers 1994)2 0 .542 (0 .1 9 0 ) 0 .54 6 (0 .1 5 0 ) 0 .54 2 (0 .1 5 1 )

C hange in  econom ic conditions -0 .0 5 7 (0 .0 3 3 ) -0 .0 6 9 (0 .0 2 6 ) -0 .0 6 9 (0 .0 2 6 )

* (asy lum  seekers 1994)2

Variance com ponents

In d iv id u al-lev el variance in  intercept 1 .126 (0 .0 1 0 ) 0 .99 2 (0 .0 0 9 ) 0.991 (0 .0 0 9 )

% explained  variance 3.3% 14.8% 14.9%

C ou n try-level variance in  intercept 0 .066 (0 .0 2 0 ) 0.041 (0 .0 1 2 ) 0 .0 47 (0 .0 1 4 )

% explained  variance 70.1% 81.5% 81.4%

G o o d n ess-o f-fit

-2 * lo g  lik elihood 7 17 3 4 .2 686 5 8 .6 6 8 64 2 .7

A -2 * lo g  lik elih ood 2 .9 3 075 .6 15.9

A d f 1 1 1

P -v a lu e 0 .085 0 .000 0 .000

Note: N = 2 4 ,24 7 . Parameter estim ates in  bold  figures are sign ificant at the 5% lev el (p-value <  0 .0 5 ), contextual parameter

estim ates in  bo ld  and italic figures are significant at the 10%  lev e l (p-value<  0 .10).
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T he f irs t m u lti- lev e l m odel (m odel 1), in co rp o ra tin g  coun try -lev e l v a ria tio n  in  th e  in te rcep t, had  

a lik e lih o o d  ra tio  o f  72578 .8 . T he h igh ly  s ig n ifican t d ev ian ce  o f  3292 .8  in d ica tes  la rg e  and  

sig n ifican t d ifferen ces  b e tw een  co u n tries  in  th e  m ean  score  on  ex clu s io n ism  o f  refugees.

A s can  b e  seen  in  T ab le  6.9 , th e  v a rian ce  in  th e  ran d o m  in te rcep t nu ll m odel b e tw een  

in d iv id u a ls  w i th in  co u n tries  (1 .1 6 5 ) w as  m u ch  la rg e r th an  th e  v a rian ce  b e tw e e n  co u n tries  

(0 .219). M o st o f  th e  v a rian ce  w as  th u s  o ccu rrin g  b e tw een  in d iv id u a ls , b u t th e re  w as  n o n e th e less  

sig n ifican t v a rian ce  b e tw een  coun tries. T he  in tra -co u n try  co rre la tio n  o f  0 .158 w as  s ligh tly  h ig h e r 

co m p ared  to  th e  in tra -co u n try  co rre la tio n  reg ard in g  ex clu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ran ts, w h ich  w as 

0 .134. A gain , th e  na tio n a l co n tex t can  b e  reg a rd ed  as a re lev an t socia l con tex t, since th e re  w as  a 

co n sid e rab le  co rre la tio n  o f  0 .158  b e tw een  tw o  ran d o m ly  se lec ted  in d iv id u a ls  w ith in  a country , 

reg a rd in g  th e ir  score  on  ex clu s io n ism  o f  refugees.

E ffe c ts  o f  in d e p e n d en t in d iv id u a l  c h a ra c te r is t ic s  on  e x c lu s io n ism  o f  r e fu g e e s  

In c lu d in g  th e  in d ep en d en t in d iv id u a l ch arac te ris tic s  (m odel 2) led  to  a s ig n ifican t in c rease  in  

m odel f it  (d ev ian ce  =  813 .9  w ith  21 d eg rees o f  freedom ). T he  p a ram ete r estim ates  in  T ab le  6.9  

show  that, in  acco rd an ce  w ith  h y p o th esis  1a, lo w er ed u ca ted  p e rso n s  w ere  m o re  in c lin ed  to  

ex clu s io n ism  o f  re fu g ees  (b =  -0 .1 5 8 ) . F u rth erm o re , se lf-em p lo y ed  p e rso n s  h ad  a h ig h e r score 

on  ex clu s io n ism  o f  re fugees, co m p ared  to  h ig h e r co n tro lle rs  (b =  0 .147), w h ich  supports  

h y p o th esis  1b. A lso , su p erv iso rs  and  sk illed  m anual w o rk e rs  w ere  m o re  in  fav o u r o f  

ex clu s io n ism  o f  re fu g ees  (b =  0 .145). H o w ev er, th e  sem i-u n sk illed  m anual w o rk e rs  w e re  n o t 

s ig n ifican tly  m o re  in c lin ed  to  ex clu s io n ism , co m p ared  to  h ig h er con tro lle rs. H y p o th esis  1c, 

reg a rd in g  th e  m anual w o rk ers , is  th e re fo re  p artly  refu ted . In  add ition , h y p o th esis  1d is  refu ted , 

s ince  th e  u n em p lo y ed  d id  n o t d isp lay  a sig n ifican tly  h ig h e r sco re  on  ex clu s io n ism  o f  re fu g ees 

th an  th e  h ig h e r con tro llers . H y p o th esis  1e is n o t refu ted : th e  lo w er th e  fam ily  incom e, th e  h ig h er 

th e  in d iv id u a l’s sco re  on  ex clu s io n ism  o f  refugees.

S u rp ris in g ly , o ld e r p eo p le  w ere  less in c lin ed  to  ex clu d e  re fu g ees  th an  y o u n g er p eo p le  (b 

=  -0 .0 1 3 ) . T h is fin d in g  re fu tes  h y p o th esis  1 f and  is in  co n tra st w ith  p rev io u s  s tud ies  th a t show ed  

y o u n g er cohorts  to  b e  g en era lly  less ex c lu s io n is tic  and  p re ju d iced  th an  o ld e r co h o rts  (S chum an , 

S teeh, B obo , &  K rysan , 1997). D en o m in a tio n  and  church  a tten d an ce  w ere  again  d ifferen tly  

re la ted  to  th e  d ep en d en t variab le . In  acco rd an ce  w ith  hy p o th esis  1g and  co n sis ten t w ith  th e  

resu lts  reg a rd in g  ex c lu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ran ts, re lig io u s  p erso n s  ap p eared  to  b e  m o re  in c lin ed  to  

ex clu s io n ism  o f  re fu g ees co m p ared  to  n o n -re lig io u s  p ersons, aga in  w ith  th e  ex cep tio n  o f  th e  

o rth o d o x  re lig ious. H o w ev er, and  once  ag ain  in  co n tra st to  h y p o th esis  1h, th e  h ig h e r the  

freq u en cy  o f  ch u rch  a ttendance, th e  lo w er th e  score  on  ex clu s io n ism  o f  refugees. T his 

d ifferen tia l e ffec t o f  th e  tw o  ch arac te ris tics  o f  re lig io s ity  is  puzzling .

T h ere  w e re  a lso  add itional s ig n ifican t d ifferen ces  b e tw een  social categories. R e tired  

p erso n s  and  p e rso n s  w o rk in g  in  th e  h o u seh o ld  su p p o rted  ex clu s io n ism  o f  re fu g ees  m o re  strong ly  

co m p ared  to  h ig h e r con tro lle rs , an d  s tuden ts sco red  co n sid erab ly  lo w er on  ex clu s io n ism  o f  

refugees. T h is  la tte r  fin d in g  m ay  b e  re la ted  to  th e  so cia lis in g  e ffec t o f  th e  edu ca tio n a l system , as 

d iscu ssed  in  th e  p rev io u s  chapter.
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T he v a rian ce  co m p o n en ts  o f  m odel 2 show  th a t no  m o re  th an  3 .3 %  o f  th e  d ifferen ces  b e tw een  

in d iv id u a ls  w ith in  co u n tries  co u ld  b e  ex p la in ed  by  th is  se t o f  in d iv id u a l b ack g ro u n d  

charac te ris tics. T he  in d iv id u a l a ttitu d e  reg a rd in g  ex c lu s io n  o f  re fu g ees  w as  th u s  on ly  w eak ly  

re la ted  to  th e  in d iv id u a l’s so c io -d em o g rap h ic  charac teristics.

C o m p ared  to  th e  p rev io u s  m odel, th e  coun try -leve l v a rian ce  did  n o t d ecrease , b u t ra th e r 

in c reased  from  0 .219  to  0 .252. T h is im p lie s  th a t th e  o b serv ed  c ro ss-n a tio n a l d iffe ren ces  in  m ean  

level o f  ex clu s io n ism  o f  re fu g ees  co u ld  n o t b e  ex p la in ed  by  d ifferen ces  in  th e  p o p u la tio n  

co m p o sitio n .24

E ffe c ts  o f  n a t io n a l  c h a ra c te r is t ic s  on  e x c lu s io n ism  o f  r e fu g e e s

In  m o d e ls  3 to  5, th e  co n tex tu a l v a riab les  w ere  successiv e ly  in c lu d ed  in  th e  analyses. T he 

na tio n a l e co n o m ic  co n d itio n s  in  1994 as w ell as th e  ch an g e  in  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  b e tw een  

1989 an d  1994 w ere  n o t sig n ifican tly  re la ted  to  ex clu s io n ism  o f  refugees, as in d ica ted  by  th e  

n o n -s ig n ifican t d ev ian ce  v a lu e  an d  th e  p a ram ete r estim ates  o f  m odel 3. In  co n tra st to  hyp o th eses 

6a  and  6b, ex c lu s io n ism  o f  re fu g ees  w as  n o t s ig n ifican tly  h ig h e r in  co u n trie s  w ith  less 

p ro sp e ro u s  o r d eclin in g  eco n o m ic  cond itions.

T he ex ten siv en ess  o f  th e  socia l secu rity  system , ho w ev er, d id  h av e  an im p ac t on  

ex c lu s io n ism  o f  refugees. A d d in g  th is  co n tex tu a l v a riab le  to  th e  m o d e l led  to  a s ig n ifican t 

im p ro v em en t in  m odel f it  (d ev ian ce  =  9.2). In  acco rd an ce  w ith  hy p o th esis  6c, th e re  w as  a 

n eg ativ e  re la tio n sh ip : th e  h ig h e r th e  socia l secu rity  b en efits  ex p en d itu re  in  a country , th e  lo w er 

th e  m ean  score  o f  th e  p o p u la tio n  on  ex clu s io n ism  o f  re fu g ees  (b =  -0 .0 4 5 ) .

A d d in g  th e  th ree  d em o g rap h ic  v a riab les  (m odel 5) s ig n ifican tly  d ecreased  th e  lik e lih o o d  

ra tio  (d ev ian ce  =  7 .9  w ith  3 deg rees o f  freedom ). T he  p a ram ete r estim ates  sh o w  th a t th is  w as 

on ly  in d u ced  by  th e  s ig n ifican t e ffec t o f  e th n ic  heterogeneity : th e  h ig h e r th e  deg ree  o f  e thn ic  

h e tero g en e ity  o f  a country , th e  m o re  its  p o p u la tio n  w as  in c lin ed  to  ex c lu d e  re fu g ees  (b =  1.706). 

T h is fin d in g  sup p o rts  h y p o th eses 6d. H o w ev er, h y p o th eses  6e and  6 f  reg a rd in g  th e  e ffec t o f  the  

re la tiv e  n u m b er o f  asy lum  seekers and  th e  ch an g e  in  asy lum  seekers w e re  refu ted . It ap p ears  th a t 

th e  in flo w  o f  asy lum  seekers w as  n o t re la ted  to  th e  a ttitu d e  to w ard s  refugees.

N ex t, I te s ted  again  fo r n o n -lin ea r re la tio n sh ip s  by  in c lu d in g  a q u ad ra tic  te rm  fo r  each  

co n tex tu a l variab le . O nly  one  o f  th e  q u ad ra tic  effects  tu rn ed  o u t to  b e  sign ifican t. T h a t is, th e  

in c lu s io n  o f  a  q u ad ra tic  te rm  fo r th e  n u m b er o f  asy lum  seekers led  to  a s ig n ifican t im p ro v em en t 

o f  m odel fit: th e  d ev ian ce  w as  8.9. C o m p ared  to  th e  p rev io u s  m odel, th e  in flo w  o f  asy lum  

seekers w as  n o w  sig n ifican tly  cu rv ilin ea r re la ted  to  ex c lu s io n ism  o f  refugees. O verall, in  

co n tra st to  th e  th eo re tica l expec ta tio n , th e  re la tio n sh ip  w as  negative , in d ica tin g  th a t g rea te r 

in flo w s o f  asy lum  seekers  w e re  acco m p an ied  by  l e s s  ex clu sio n ism . H o w ev er, i f  th e  re la tiv e  

n u m b er o f  asy lum  seekers  w as  ex trem ely  la rg e  (th a t is, la rg e r th an  1.6 p e r 1,000 cap ita), the  

re la tio n sh ip  w as  positive . T h is cu rv ilin ea r e ffec t is illu s tra ted  in  F ig u re  6.6.

T o te s t w h e th e r th e  e ffec ts  o f  eco n o m ic  and  socia l secu rity  v a riab les  in te rac ted  w ith  

d em o g rap h ic  co n tex tu a l v ariab les , I ad d ed  in te rac tio n  te rm s to  th e  m odel. I f irs t e stim ated  12 

d iffe ren t m o d e ls  tha t, co m p ared  to  m odel 6, each  h ad  an  ad d itio n a l in te rac tio n  variab le .
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F ig u re  6.6 P r e d i c t e d  e f f e c t  o f  a s y lu m  a p p l i c a t i o n s  o n  e x c lu s io n ism  o f  r e f u g e e s

-.5 0 .0  .5 1.0 1.5 2 .0  2 .5  3 .0  3.5

asylum applications in 1994 per 1,000 capita

O nly  one  o f  th ese  m o d e ls  h ad  a s ig n ifican t sm aller lo g  lik e lih o o d  ra tio  th an  m odel 6: in c lu d in g  

th e  in te rac tio n  b e tw een  th e  ch an g e  in  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  and  th e  q u ad ra tic  te rm  fo r  asy lum  

ap p lica tio n s  led  to  a d ecrease  in  lo g  lik e lih o o d  ra tio  o f  2.9 . W ith  1 deg ree  o f  freedom , th is  

im p ro v em en t in  m odel f it  w as  s ig n ifican t a t th e  10%  level. T he p a ram ete r estim ates  o f  th e  m odel 

(m odel 7) a re  d isp lay ed  in  T ab le  6.9. T he p a ram ete r estim ate  o f  th e  in te rac tio n  te rm  w as 

negative. T h is  im p lie s  th a t th e  e ffec t o f  th e  q u ad ra tic  te rm  o f  th e  in flo w  o f  asy lum  seekers w as 

s tro n g er w h en  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  h ad  declined . T he  p red ic ted  e ffec t o f  th e  in flo w  o f  asy lum  

seekers on  ex clu s io n ism  o f  re fu g ees  th u s v a ried  acco rd in g  to  th e  eco n o m ic  conditions.

O verall, th e  la rg e r th e  in flo w  o f  asy lum  seekers, th e  lo w er th e  ex clu s io n ism  o f  refu g ees 

(m ain  e ffec t =  -0 .7 7 9 ) . H o w ev er, fo r  la rg e  n u m b ers  o f  asy lum  seekers, ex c lu s io n ism  o f  refu g ees 

ten d ed  to  b e  h ig h e r (cu rv ilin ea r e ffec t =  0 .542). A n d  th is  e ffec t w as  ev en  s tro n g er in  co u n tries  

w ith  d eclin in g  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s (in te rac tio n  e ffec t =  -0 .0 5 7 ) .

T he v a rian ce  co m p o n en ts  in  T ab le  6.9  sh o w  th a t 70 .1%  o f  th e  coun try -leve l v a rian ce  in  

th e  m ean  score  on  ex clu s io n ism  o f  re fu g ees  w as  ex p la in ed  by  th e  co n tex tu a l v a riab les  in  m odel 

7. T he effects  o f  in d iv id u a l v a riab les  w ere  lo g ica lly  still id en tica l co m p ared  to  m odel 2 and  th u s 

th e  ex p la in ed  v a rian ce  a t th e  in d iv id u a l level rem ain ed  3.3% .

E ffe c ts  o f  in te r v e n in g  in d iv id u a l  c h a ra c te r is t ic s  on  e x c lu s io n ism  o f  r e fu g e e s  

H o w  m u ch  o f  th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  e ffec ts  o f  in d iv id u a l and  con tex tu a l v a riab les  w ere  in te rv en ed  

by  th e  level o f  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t an d  lo calism ?  T o an sw er th is  question , th e se  tw o  

in te rv en in g  v a riab les  w e re  co n secu tiv e ly  in c lu d ed  in  th e  analysis. In  m odel 8, p e rce iv ed  e thn ic  

th re a t w as  inc luded . T he la rg e  d ev ian ce  o f  30 7 5 .6  in d ica ted  a strong  im p ro v em en t o f  m odel fit. 

T h is is a lso  illu s tra ted  by  th e  v a rian ce  co m p o n en ts  o f  m odel 8. T he  ex p la in ed  v a rian ce  a t th e
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in d iv id u a l level in c reased  from  3 .3%  to  14.8%  and  th e  ex p la in ed  v a rian ce  a t th e  co n tex tu a l level 

in c reased  from  7 0 .1 %  to  81 .5% . T hus, p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t is an  im p o rtan t ex p lan a tio n  fo r  the  

d ifferen ces  b e tw een  in d iv id u a ls  w ith in  coun tries, as w ell as th e  d ifferen ces  b e tw een  coun tries. In  

acco rd an ce  w ith  h y p o th esis  (2a), th e  e ffec t o f  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t on  ex clu s io n ism  o f  

re fu g ees w as  p o sitiv e  (b =  0 .528).

A ccord ing ly , th e  e ffec ts  o f  in d iv id u a l v a riab les  w e re  s trong ly  red u ced  co m p ared  to  th e  

p rev io u s  m odel. F o r  in stan ce , th e  e ffec t o f  ed u ca tio n  d im in ish ed  from  -0 .1 5 8  to  -0 .0 8 8 . T his 

im p lie s  th a t 44%  o f  th e  ed u ca tio n a l e ffec t w as  in te rv en ed  by  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t. T he 

m ajo rity  o f  th e  in d iv id u a l effects, ho w ev er, rem ain ed  s ign ifican t. O n ly  th e  o rig inal s ig n ifican t 

e ffec t o f  fam ily  in co m e  d isappeared .

C o m p ared  to  m odel 7, th e  p a ram ete r e stim ates  o f  th e  con tex tu a l v a riab les  in  m odel 8 led  

to  th e  sam e substan tia l conclusions. In c lu d in g  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t in  th e  analyses only  

ch an g ed  th e  size o f  som e o f  th e  effects, b u t n o t th e ir  sign ificance . T he n eg ativ e  e ffec t o f  asy lum  

seekers declined , b u t rem ain ed  sign ifican t. A n d  ju s t  as in  th e  analy ses  o f  ex clu s io n ism  o f  

m ig ran ts , th e  e ffec t o f  e th n ic  h e tero g en e ity  in c reased  a fte r co n tro llin g  fo r  p erce iv ed  e thn ic  

th reat.

F ina lly , in  m o d el 9, lo ca lism  w as  inc luded . T h is  led  to  a s ig n ifican t d ecrease  in  log  

lik e lih o o d  ra tio  o f  15.9. In  acco rd an ce  w ith  h y p o th esis  (3a), lo ca lism  had  a s ig n ifican t p o sitiv e  

e ffec t on  ex clu s io n ism  o f  refugees. T he p aram ete rs  o f  th e  con tex tu a l v a riab les  and  th e  o th er 

in d iv id u a l v a riab les  rem ain ed  a lm o st iden tical. A ccord ing ly , th e  v a rian ces  b e tw een  in d iv id u a ls  

and  b e tw een  co u n trie s  w e re  h ard ly  a ffec ted  by  th e  in c lu s io n  o f  lo ca lism  in  th e  m odel.

T o  illu s tra te  th e  ex p la in ed  v a rian ce  a t th e  co u n try  level, th e  coun try -lev e l re s id u a ls  fo r 

fo u r d iffe ren t m o d e ls  are  d isp lay ed  in  F ig u re  6.7. T he  res id u a ls  in  th e  nu ll m odel co rresp o n d  

w ith  th e  o b serv ed  d ifferen ces  in  m ean  score  on  ex clu s io n ism  o f  refugees. A s p rev io u sly  stated, 

th ese  d ifferen ces  co u ld  n o t b e  a ttrib u ted  to  co m p o sitio n a l e ffects, since th e  in c lu s io n  o f  

in d iv id u a l b ack g ro u n d  ch arac te ris tic s  d id  n o t le ad  to  a d ec lin e  in  th e  coun try -level variance . T h is 

is  illu s tra ted  in  F ig u re  6.7: th e  re s id u a ls  in  m odel 2 w ere  overall ju s t  as la rg e  o r s ligh tly  la rg er 

th an  th e  re s id u a ls  in  m odel 1. H o w ev er, by  in c lu d in g  th e  con tex tu a l ch arac te ris tics, th e  coun try - 

level res id u a ls  w ere  sharp ly  reduced . M o st o f  th e  o b serv ed  d ifferen ces  in  m ean  score  b e tw een  

co u n tries  co u ld  b e  a ttrib u ted  to  d iffe ren ces  in  th e  co n tex tu a l ch arac te ris tics, in  p a rticu la r th e  

socia l secu rity  b en efits  ex p en d itu re , th e  e th n ic  h e te ro g en e ity  and  th e  in flo w  o f  asy lum  seekers. 

F ina lly , by  in c lu d in g  p e rce iv ed  e thn ic  th rea t, th e  re s id u a ls  w ere  fu rth e r reduced . T h a t is, th e  

h ig h e r th e  av erag e  m ean  score  on  p e rce iv ed  e thn ic  th rea t o f  th e  po p u la tio n , th e  h ig h e r th e  

average  score  on  ex clu s io n ism  o f  refugees.

Ju s t as w ith  reg ard  to  ex clu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ran ts, th e  s tro n g est su p p o rt fo r  ex clu sio n ism  

o f  re fu g ees  w as  fo u n d  am o n g  th e  e th n ic  m ajo rity  p o p u la tio n  in  L atv ia . A n d  once  again , th is  

ex trem ely  h ig h  score  can  b e  m o stly  a ttrib u ted  to  th e  co n tex tu a l charac te ris tics. S ince th e re  w as 

no  s ig n ifican t re la tio n sh ip  b e tw een  (the  ch an g e  in ) eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s and  ex clu s io n ism  o f  

re fugees, it is  n o t so m u ch  th e  p o o r an d  d ec lin in g  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  in  L a tv ia  th a t b o o sted  

ex clu s io n ism  o f  refugees. Instead , it is  th e  less  ex ten siv e  L a tv ian  socia l secu rity  system  and  in
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p a rticu la r th e  h ig h  e th n ic  h e tero g en e ity  in  L a tv ia  th a t g av e  rise  to  s trong  su p p o rt fo r 

ex clu s io n ism  o f  re fu g ees  in  L atv ia .

It is a lso  illu s tra tiv e  to  co m p are  th e  re s id u a ls  o f  Ire lan d  in  b o th  F ig u re  6.5 and  6.7. T he 

ex trem ely  lo w  su p p o rt fo r  ex clu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ran ts  in  Ire lan d  (F igu re  6 .5) co u ld  to  a 

co n sid e rab le  ex ten t b e  a ttrib u ted  to  th e  rise  in  eco n o m ic  p ro sp e rity  in  Ireland . H o w ev er, since 

th e  change in  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s w as  n o t re la ted  to  ex clu s io n ism  o f  refugees, th e  av erag e  score 

on  ex c lu s io n ism  o f  re fu g ees is n o t ex trem ely  lo w  in  Ire lan d  (F igu re  6.7). F u rth erm o re , in c lu d in g  

co n tex tu a l ch arac te ris tic s  in  th e  m odel d id  n o t su b stan tia lly  red u ce  th e  resid u al fo r Ireland , as is 

illu s tra ted  b y  th e  d iffe ren ce  b e tw een  th e  resid u al in  m odel 2 and  7 (F igu re  6.7).

F ig u re  6.7 C o u n tr y - l e v e l  r e s i d u a l s  in  e x c lu s io n ism  o f  r e f u g e e s

1,5

□  m odel 1 : ran d o m  in te rcep t null m odel couni

□  m odel 2: including indiv idual charac teristics

□  m odel 7 : including co n tex tu a l charac teristics

□  m odel 8: co n tro lled  fo r perceived  ethnic th rea t

6 .9 .3  E x c lu s io n ism  f r o m  g r o u p  m em b e rsh ip

In  T ab le  6 .10 , th e  resu lts  o f  th e  m ulti- lev e l ana ly ses  on  ex c lu s io n ism  fro m  g roup  m em b ersh ip  

are  p resen ted . T o  ach iev e  a b e tte r co m p ariso n  across analy ses w ith  d iffe ren t d ep en d en t variab les , 

th e  scale  o f  th e  m easu rem en t in s tru m en t w as  tran sfo rm ed  from  th e  o rig inal 4 -p o in t scale  to  a 5- 

p o in t scale . T he  2 -lev e l ran d o m  in te rcep t nu ll m odel h ad  a lo g  lik e lih o o d  ra tio  o f  63692 .1 . 

C o m p ared  to  a sing le-level m odel th a t n eg lec ted  v a ria tio n  b e tw een  coun tries, th e  d ev ian ce  w as  

1121.5 , w h ich  in d ica ted  th a t th e re  w ere  s ig n ifican t d ifferen ces  b e tw een  coun tries.
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T a b le  6 .1 0  P a r a m e te r  e s tim a te s  f r o m  m u lt i - le v e l  m o d e ls  o f  e x c lu s io n ism  fr o m  g ro u p  m e m b e rsh ip

M od el 1 M od e l 2 M od e l 3

Intercept 3 .8 7 3  (0 .0 4 3 ) 3 .6 62 (0 .0 5 3 ) 4 .00 7 (0 .1 1 1 )

Individua l characteristics

S ex  (m ale) -0 .0 1 3 (0 .0 1 2 ) -0 .0 1 3 (0 .0 1 2 )

A g e 0 .0 05 (0 .0 0 1 ) 0 .00 5 (0 .0 0 1 )

Education -0 .1 1 9 (0 .0 0 6 ) - 0 .1 2 0 (0 .0 0 6 )

S oc ia l p osition

H igher controller (ref.) — —

L ow er controllers -0 .0 1 4 (0 .0 2 7 ) -0 .0 1 4 (0 .0 2 7 )

R outine non-m anual 0 .0 63 (0 .0 3 0 ) 0 .06 3 (0 .0 3 0 )

S elf-em p lo yed 0.061 (0 .0 3 3 ) 0 .062 (0 .0 3 3 )

Supervisors, sk illed  m anual 0 .0 74 (0 .0 3 1 ) 0 .07 4 (0 .0 3 1 )

S em i-u n sk illed  m anual 0 .1 53 (0 .0 3 1 ) 0 .15 3 (0 .0 3 1 )

U n em p loyed 0 .1 24 (0 .0 3 4 ) 0 .12 3 (0 .0 3 4 )

Student, vocational training 0 .03 0 (0 .0 3 5 ) 0 .030 (0 .0 3 5 )

Retired 0 .1 35 (0 .0 3 0 ) 0 .13 5 (0 .0 3 0 )

H ousekeepers 0 .1 24 (0 .0 3 1 ) 0 .12 5 (0 .0 3 1 )

N o t  classifiab le 0 .1 1 7 (0 .0 3 2 ) 0 .1 1 7 (0 .0 3 2 )

R e lig iou s  denom ination

Catholic 0 .2 08 (0 .0 2 1 ) 0 .20 9 (0 .0 2 1 )

O rthodox -0 .0 4 0 (0 .0 4 5 ) -0 .0 5 4 (0 .0 4 5 )

Protestant 0 .1 95 (0 .0 2 1 ) 0 .19 6 (0 .0 2 1 )

Other 0 .03 2 (0 .0 2 7 ) 0 .032 (0 .0 2 7 )

N o  religion  (ref.) — —

Church attendance

> nearly on ce a w eek 0 .0 0 8 (0 .0 2 1 ) 0 .01 0 (0 .0 2 1 )

> o nce a m onth 0 .0 1 7 (0 .0 2 3 ) 0 .01 9 (0 .0 2 3 )

L ess than one a m onth 0 .00 7 (0 .0 1 6 ) 0 .0 0 8 (0 .0 1 6 )

N ever  (ref.) — —

Fam ily incom e -0 .0 1 2 (0 .0 0 6 ) -0 .0 1 2 (0 .0 0 6 )

Intervening variables

P erceived  ethnic threat

L ocalism

Country characteristics

E conom ic conditions 1994 -0 .0 0 8 (0 .0 2 4 )

C hange econ om ic conditions 1989-94 -0 .0 8 1 (0 .0 2 7 )

S oc ia l security benefits expenditure

E thnic heterogeneity  1995

A sylu m  seekers 1994

C hange asylum  seekers 1 989-94

S oc ia l security * ethnic heterogeneity

Variance com ponents

In d iv id u a l-lev el variance in  intercept 0 .8 0 8  (0 .0 0 7 ) 0 .7 55 (0 .0 0 7 ) 0 .75 5 (0 .0 0 7 )

% explained  variance 6.5% 6.5%

C ou n try -lev el variance in  intercept 0 .0 4 3  (0 .0 1 3 ) 0 .0 48 (0 .0 1 4 ) 0 .031 (0 .0 0 9 )

% explained  variance 0.0% 27.4%

G o o d n ess-o f-fit

-2 * lo g  lik elihood 63692.1 6 2 0 54 .7 6 2 04 4 .7

A -2 * lo g  lik elih ood 1121.5 1637.4 10.0

A d f 1 21 2

p -v a lu e 0 .0 00 0 .000 0 .00 7

Note: N=24,247. Param eter estimates in bold  figures are significant at the 5%  level (p-value < 0.05), contextual parameter

estimates in  bold and italic figures are significant at the 10% level (p-value< 0.10).
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T a b le  6 .1 0  P a r a m e te r  e s tim a te s  f r o m  m u l t i - le v e l  m o d e ls  o f  e x c lu s io n ism  fr o m  g ro u p  m e m b e rsh ip  (c o n tin u ed )

M od el 4 M od e l 5 (M od el 6)

Intercept 4 .214 (0 .1 5 1 ) 4 .16 7 (0 .1 9 2 )

Individua l characteristics

S ex  (m ale) -0 .0 1 3 (0 .0 1 2 ) -0 .0 1 3 (0 .0 1 2 )

A g e 0 .005 (0 .0 0 1 ) 0 .00 5 (0 .0 0 1 )

Education -0 .1 2 0 (0 .0 0 6 ) -0 .1 2 0 (0 .0 0 6 )

S oc ia l p osition

H igher controller (ref.) — —

L ow er controllers -0 .0 1 4 (0 .0 2 7 ) -0 .0 1 4 (0 .0 2 7 )

R outine non-m anual 0 .063 (0 .0 3 0 ) 0 .06 3 (0 .0 3 0 )

S e lf-em p lo y ed 0.061 (0 .0 3 3 ) 0 .06 0 (0 .0 3 3 )

Supervisors, sk illed  m anual 0 .073 (0 .0 3 1 ) 0 .07 3 (0 .0 3 1 )

S em i-u n sk illed  manual 0 .153 (0 .0 3 1 ) 0 .15 3 (0 .0 3 1 )

U nem ployed 0 .123 (0 .0 3 4 ) 0 .12 3 (0 .0 3 4 )

Student, vocational training 0 .030 (0 .0 3 5 ) 0 .03 0 (0 .0 3 5 )

Retired 0 .135 (0 .0 3 0 ) 0 .13 5 (0 .0 3 0 )

H ousekeepers 0 .124 (0 .0 3 1 ) 0 .12 4 (0 .0 3 1 )

N o t classifiab le 0 .11 7 (0 .0 3 2 ) 0 .11 7 (0 .0 3 2 )

R e lig iou s  denom ination

C atholic 0 .209 (0 .0 2 1 ) 0 .20 8 (0 .0 2 1 )

O rthodox -0 .0 5 2 (0 .0 4 5 ) -0 .0 5 3 (0 .0 4 5 )

Protestant 0 .196 (0 .0 2 1 ) 0 .19 7 (0 .0 2 1 )

Other 0.031 (0 .0 2 7 ) 0 .031 (0 .0 2 7 )

N o  relig ion  (ref.) — —

Church attendance

> nearly once a w eek 0 .009 (0 .0 2 1 ) 0 .00 9 (0 .0 2 1 )

> on ce a m onth 0 .018 (0 .0 2 3 ) 0 .01 8 (0 .0 2 3 )

L ess than one a m onth 0 .008 (0 .0 1 6 ) 0 .00 8 (0 .0 1 6 )

N ever (ref.) — —

Fam ily incom e -0 .0 1 2 (0 .0 0 6 ) -0 .0 1 2 (0 .0 0 6 )

In tervening variables

P erceived  ethnic threat

L ocalism

Country characteristics

E conom ic conditions 1994 -0 .0 0 7 (0 .0 2 2 ) 0 .00 4 (0 .0 2 5 )

C hange econom ic conditions 1 989-94 -0 .0 8 2 (0 .0 2 5 ) -0 .0 8 2 (0 .0 2 4 )

S oc ia l security benefits expenditure -0 .0 1 0 (0 .0 0 6 ) -0 .0 0 6 (0 .0 0 7 )

Ethnic heterogeneity  1995 -0 .2 9 9 (0 .2 8 2 )

A sy lu m  seekers 1994 -0 .0 5 8 (0 .0 6 1 )

C hange asylum  seekers 1989-94 -0 .0 0 1 (0 .0 1 0 )

S oc ia l security * ethnic heterogeneity

Variance com ponents

In d iv id u al-lev el variance in  intercept 0 .755 (0 .0 0 7 ) 0 .75 5 (0 .0 0 7 )

% explained  variance 6.5% 6.5%

C ou n try-level variance in intercept 0 .02 7 (0 .0 0 8 ) 0 .02 4 (0 .0 0 7 )

% explained  variance 37.6% 43.0%

G o o d n ess-o f-fit

-2 * lo g  lik elihood 620 41 .3 62 039 .3

A -2 * lo g  lik elih ood 3.4 2 .0

A d f 1 3

p -v a lu e 0 .06 2 0 .576

N ote : N=24,247. Param eter estimates in bold  figures are significant at the 5% level (p-value < 0.05), contextual parameter

estimates in  bold and italic figures are significant at the 10% level (p-value< 0.10).
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T a b le  6 .1 0  P a r a m e te r  e s tim a te s  f r o m  m u lt i - le v e l  m o d e ls  o f  e x c lu s io n ism  o f  g r o u p  m e m b e rsh ip  (c o n tin u ed )

M od el 7 M od e l 8 M od e l 9

Intercept 3 .699 (0 .2 2 7 ) 3 .4 62 (0 .1 7 2 ) 3 .4 1 7 (0 .1 7 8 )

Individua l characteristics

S ex  (m ale) -0 .0 1 3 (0 .0 1 2 ) -0 .0 2 4 (0 .0 1 2 ) -0 .0 2 3 (0 .0 1 2 )

A g e 0 .005 (0 .0 0 1 ) 0 .00 5 (0 .0 0 1 ) 0 .00 4 (0 .0 0 1 )

Education -0 .1 1 9 (0 .0 0 6 ) -0 .0 7 6 (0 .0 0 6 ) -0 .0 7 0 (0 .0 0 6 )

S oc ia l p osition

H igher controller (ref.) — — —

L ow er controllers -0 .0 1 4 (0 .0 2 7 ) -0 .0 0 8 (0 .0 2 6 ) -0 .0 0 5 (0 .0 2 6 )

R outine non-m anual 0 .063 (0 .0 3 0 ) 0 .0 46 (0 .0 2 9 ) 0 .045 (0 .0 2 9 )

S elf-em p lo yed 0.061 (0 .0 3 3 ) 0.031 (0 .0 3 2 ) 0 .023 (0 .0 3 2 )

Supervisors, sk illed  m anual 0 .073 (0 .0 3 1 ) 0 .0 36 (0 .0 3 0 ) 0 .03 6 (0 .0 3 0 )

S em i-u n sk illed  manual 0 .153 (0 .0 3 1 ) 0 .11 6 (0 .0 3 0 ) 0 .11 5 (0 .0 3 0 )

U nem ployed 0 .123 (0 .0 3 4 ) 0 .09 5 (0 .0 3 3 ) 0 .10 3 (0 .0 3 3 )

Student, vocational training 0 .03 0 (0 .0 35 ) 0 .05 4 (0 .0 3 4 ) 0.061 (0 .0 3 4 )

Retired 0 .135 (0 .0 3 0 ) 0 .09 3 (0 .0 2 9 ) 0 .09 2 (0 .0 2 9 )

H ousekeepers 0 .123 (0 .0 3 1 ) 0 .09 5 (0 .0 3 0 ) 0 .09 6 (0 .0 3 0 )

N o t classifiab le 0 .11 7 (0 .0 3 2 ) 0 .07 9 (0 .0 3 1 ) 0 .07 8 (0 .0 3 1 )

R e lig iou s  denom ination

Catholic 0 .209 (0 .0 2 1 ) 0 .17 3 (0 .0 2 0 ) 0 .16 7 (0 .0 2 0 )

O rthodox -0 .0 5 6 (0 .0 4 5 ) -0 .0 2 8 (0 .0 4 3 ) -0 .0 3 5 (0 .0 4 3 )

Protestant 0 .19 7 (0 .0 2 1 ) 0 .151 (0 .0 2 0 ) 0 .14 6 (0 .0 2 0 )

Other 0 .032 (0 .0 2 7 ) 0 .025 (0 .0 2 6 ) 0 .023 (0 .0 2 6 )

N o  relig ion  (ref.) — — —

Church attendance

> nearly once a w eek 0 .009 (0 .0 2 1 ) 0 .02 9 (0 .0 2 0 ) 0 .015 (0 .0 2 0 )

> on ce a m onth 0 .019 (0 .0 2 3 ) 0 .033 (0 .0 2 2 ) 0 .025 (0 .0 2 2 )

L ess than one a m onth 0 .008 (0 .0 1 6 ) 0 .012 (0 .0 1 5 ) 0 .009 (0 .0 1 5 )

N ever (ref.) — — —

Fam ily incom e -0 .0 1 2 (0 .0 0 6 ) -0 .0 0 2 (0 .0 0 6 ) -0 .0 0 2 (0 .0 0 6 )

In tervening variables

P erceived  ethnic threat 0 .32 5 (0 .0 0 8 ) 0 .32 3 (0 .0 0 8 )

L ocalism 0 .06 8 (0 .0 0 6 )

Country characteristics

E conom ic conditions 1994 0 .038 (0 .0 2 4 ) 0 .0 58 (0 .0 1 8 ) 0 .06 2 (0 .0 1 9 )

C hange econom ic conditions 1 989-94 -0 .1 1 0 (0 .0 2 3 ) -0 .0 5 5 (0 .0 1 7 ) -0 .0 5 2 (0 .0 1 8 )

S oc ia l security benefits expenditure 0 .026 (0 .0 1 2 ) 0 .021 (0 .0 0 9 ) 0 .021 (0 .0 1 0 )

Ethnic heterogeneity  1995 2 .1 5 6 (0 .8 6 1 ) 1 .685 (0 .6 4 9 ) 1 .776 (0 .6 7 3 )

A sy lu m  seekers 1994 -0 .1 1 5 (0 .0 5 5 ) -0 .0 9 8 (0 .0 4 2 ) -0 .0 8 9 (0 .0 4 3 )

C hange asylum  seekers 1989-94 -0 .0 0 9 (0 .0 0 9 ) -0 .0 0 3 (0 .0 0 7 ) -0 .0 0 2 (0 .0 0 7 )

S oc ia l security * ethnic heterogeneity -0 .1 5 5 (0 .0 5 2 ) -0 .1 1 1 (0 .0 3 9 ) -0 .1 1 2 (0 .0 4 1 )

Variance com ponents

In d iv id u al-lev el variance in  intercept 0 .755 (0 .0 0 7 ) 0 .7 04 (0 .0 0 6 ) 0 .7 0 0 (0 .0 0 6 )

% explained  variance 6.5% 12.8% 13.3%

C ou n try-leve l variance in intercept 0 .0 1 7 (0 .0 0 5 ) 0 .0 1 0 (0 .0 0 3 ) 0 .0 1 0 (0 .0 0 3 )

% explained  variance 59.3% 77.5% 75.7%

G o o d n ess-o f-fit

-2 * lo g  lik elihood 6 20 31 .8 60 32 8 .6 60 19 5 .4

A -2 * lo g  lik elih ood 7.5 1703.2 133.2

A d f 1 1 1

p -va lu e . 0 .00 6 0 .000 0 .000

Note: N=24,247. Param eter estimates in bold  figures are significant at the 5%  level (p-value < 0.05), contextual parameter

estimates in  bold and italic figures are significant at the 10% level (p-value< 0.10).
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A gain , th e  v a rian ce  b e tw een  in d iv id u a ls  w ith in  co u n tries  (0 .8 0 8 ) w as  m u ch  la rg e r th an  th e  

v a rian ce  b e tw een  co u n tries  (0 .043). T he in tra -co u n try  co rre la tio n  am o u n ted  to  0 .050 , w h ich  w as 

co n sid erab ly  sm aller th an  th e  in tra -co u n try  co rre la tio n  w ith  reg ard  to  ex clu s io n ism  o f  

im m ig ran ts  (0 .1 3 4 ) o r ex c lu s io n ism  o f  re fu g ees (0 .158). R eg a rd in g  ex clu s io n ism  from  g roup  

m em b ersh ip , th e  v a ria tio n  b e tw een  co u n tries  w as  th u s  re la tiv e ly  sm all.25

E ffe c ts  o f  in d e p e n d en t in d iv id u a l  c h a ra c te r is t ic s  on  e x c lu s io n ism  f r o m  g ro u p  m em b e rsh ip

In  m odel 2, th e  in d ep en d en t in d iv id u a l ch arac te ris tic s  w e re  inc lu d ed , w h ich  led  to  a g rea t 

im p ro v em en t in  th e  m odel f it  (d ev ian ce  = 16 3 7 .4 ). In  acco rd an ce  w ith  h y p o th esis  1a, th e  h ig h e r 

th e  ed u ca tio n a l level, th e  lo w er ex clu s io n ism  from  g roup  m em b ersh ip  (b =  -0 .1 1 9 ) . In  co n trast 

to  h y p o th esis  1b, th e  se lf-em p lo y ed  w ere  n o t sig n ifican tly  m o re  in c lin ed  to  ex c lu s io n ism  from  

g roup  m em b ersh ip  co m p ared  to  th e  re fe ren ce  ca tegory  o f  h ig h e r con tro llers . O n  th e  o th e r hand , 

in  acco rd an ce  w ith  h y p o th eses 1c an d  1d, superv iso rs, sk illed  m anual and  sem i-u n sk illed  m anual 

w o rk ers , as w ell as th e  un em p lo y ed , sh o w ed  sig n ifican tly  m o re  su p p o rt fo r  ex clu s io n ism  from  

g roup  m em b ersh ip  co m p ared  to  th e  h ig h e r con tro lle rs . F u rth erm o re , fam ily  in co m e h ad  a 

n eg ativ e  e ffec t (b =  -0 .0 1 2 ) , w h ich  su p p o rted  h y p o th esis  1e.

M o reo v er, ex c lu s io n ism  w as  s tro n g er am o n g  th e  e lderly  and  re lig io u s  perso n s, aga in  w ith  

th e  ex cep tio n  o f  th e  sm all g ro u p  o f  o rth o d o x  re lig ious. T he e ffec ts  o f  age and  re lig io sity  

co rresp o n d  w ith  h y p o th eses 1 f and  1g and  w ith  p rev io u s  stud ies th a t sh o w ed  b o th  e lderly  and 

re lig io u s  p e rso n s  to  b e  m o re  in to le ran t w ith  reg ard  to  v a rio u s  m easu res  o f  e th n ic  p re ju d ice  and 

e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  (A d o rn o  e t al., 1969; S chum an  e t al., 1997; S e lzn ick  &  S teinberg , 1969). 

C o n tro lled  fo r  den o m in a tio n , ch u rch  a tten d an ce  h ad  n o  s ig n ifican t effect. T h is  re fu tes  hy p o th esis  

1h. F ina lly , ex clu s io n ism  from  g roup  m em b ersh ip  w as  re la tiv e ly  strong  am o n g  re tired  perso n s 

and  p erso n s  w o rk in g  in  th e  h ouseho ld .

T ak en  to g e th er, th e  in d iv id u a l ch arac te ris tic s  acco u n ted  fo r 6 .5%  o f  th e  v a rian ce  b e tw een  

in d iv id u a ls  w ith in  coun tries. S im ilar to  th e  resu lts  reg a rd in g  ex clu s io n ism  o f  re fugees, th e  

o b serv ed  v a rian ce  b e tw een  co u n tries  co u ld  n o t b e  a ttrib u ted  to  d ifferen ces  in  p o p u la tio n  

co m p o sitio n  o f  th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  in d iv id u a l charac te ris tics. A s can  b e  seen  in  T ab le  6 .10, the  

coun try -lev e l v a rian ce  d id  n o t d ecrease , b u t ra th e r in c reased  slightly . T h is im p lies  th a t 

p o p u la tio n s  w ith  a re la tiv e ly  h ig h  p ro p o rtio n  o f  socia l ca teg o ries  w ith  to le ra n t a ttitudes, 

n ev erth e le ss  h ad  a re la tiv e ly  h ig h  av erage  score  on  ex clu s io n ism  fro m  g roup  m em bersh ip .

E ffe c ts  o f  n a t io n a l  c h a ra c te r is t ic s  on  e x c lu s io n ism  f r o m  g r o u p  m em b e rsh ip

A d d in g  th e  eco n o m ic  ch arac te ris tic s  to  th e  m odel (m odel 3) led  to  a s ig n ifican t d ecrease  in  th e  

lo g  lik e lih o o d  ra tio  (d ev ian ce  =  10.0 w ith  2 deg rees o f  freedom ). It tu rn ed  o u t th a t th e  s tro n g er 

th e  d eclin e  in  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  in  th e  recen t past, th e  h ig h e r th e  in d iv id u a l's  score  on  

ex clu s io n ism  from  g ro u p  m em b ersh ip  (b =  -0 .0 8 1 ) . T h is  fin d in g  su p p o rted  h y p o th esis  6b. T he 

eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s in  1994 w ere  h o w ev er n o t re la ted  to  ex clu sio n ism . In  m odel 4, th e  socia l 

secu rity  b e n e fit ex p en d itu res  w e re  added , w h ich  led  to  a sm all b u t s ig n ifican t (p<  0 .10 ) d ecrease  

in  lo g  lik e lih o o d  ratio . T he sm all s ig n ifican t e ffec t o f  th e  socia l secu rity  v a riab le  (b =  -0 .0 1 0 )  

d isap p ea red  w hen , subsequen tly , th e  d em o g rap h ic  v a riab les  w e re  ad d ed  to  th e  analysis  (m odel
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5). In  m odel 5, on ly  th e  ch an g e  in  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  h ad  a s ig n ifican t e ffec t on  ex clu s io n ism  

from  g roup  m em bersh ip .

S im ilar to  th e  p rev io u s  analysis  on  ex c lu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ran ts  and  refugees, I te s ted  

w h e th e r th e re  w e re  any  cu rv ilin ea r effects  o f  th e  con tex tu al variab les . H o w ev er, in c lu d in g  

q u ad ra tic  v a riab les  in  th e  analysis  d id  n o t lead  to  a s ig n ifican t im p ro v em en t in  m odel fit. A s 

m en tio n ed  p rev io u sly  (see  a lso  T ab le  6 .7), I u sed  th e  label ‘m odel 6 ’ to  d esig n a te  a m odel w ith  

cu rv ilin ea r effects, in  o rd e r to  ach iev e  co n sis ten t d esig n a tio n  o f  m o d e ls  across  analyses w ith  

d iffe ren t d ep en d en t variab les . S ince th e re  w ere  no  s ig n ifican t cu rv ilin ea r effects, n o  m odel 6 is 

show n  in  T ab le  6.10.

N ex t, I te s ted  w h e th e r th e re  w ere  any s ig n ifican t in te rac tio n s  b e tw een  th e  eco n o m ic  or 

th e  socia l secu rity  v a riab les  on  th e  one  h an d  and  th e  d em o g rap h ic  v a riab les  on th e  o th e r hand. 

O n ly  one  in te rac tio n  tu rn ed  o u t to  b e  sign ifican t. A d d in g  th e  in te rac tio n  b e tw een  th e  socia l 

secu rity  b e n e fit ex p en d itu res  and  th e  degree  o f  e th n ic  h e tero g en e ity  led  to  a s ig n ifican t 

im p ro v em en t o f  m odel fit (d ev ian ce  =  7.5 w ith  1 d eg ree  o f  freedom ). T he p a ram ete r e stim ates  o f  

m odel 7 in  T ab le  6 .10  ag ain  co n firm  th a t ex c lu s io n ism  from  g ro u p  m em b ersh ip  w as  s tro n g er in  

co u n tries  w h e re  th e  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  h av e  d ec lin ed  (b =  -0 .1 1 0 ) . T he  n o n -s ig n ifican t e ffects 

o f  th e  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s in  1994 as w ell as th e  change in  th e  n u m b er o f  asy lum  seekers led  to  

a re fu ta tio n  o f  h y p o th eses 6a  and  6f. F u rth erm o re , in  co n tra st w ith  h y p o th esis  6e, th e  h ig h er the  

in flo w  o f  asy lum  seekers, th e  l o w e r  th e  sco re  on  ex c lu s io n  from  g roup  m em bersh ip .

T he ex ten siv en ess  o f  th e  socia l secu rity  system  and  th e  deg ree  o f  e th n ic  h e tero g en e ity  

in te rac ted  w ith  one  ano ther. T he sm all m a in  e ffec t o f  socia l secu rity  (b =  0 .026) w as  positive , in  

co n tra st to  h y p o th esis  6c: th e  m o re  ex ten siv e  th e  socia l secu rity  system , th e  h ig h e r th e  score  on 

e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism . T he e ffec t o f  e th n ic  h e tero g en e ity  as w ell as th e  in te rac tio n  e ffec t w as  in  

acco rd an ce  w ith  hy p o th esis  6d  and  h y p o th esis  6g. T h a t is, ex c lu s io n ism  from  g roup  m em b ersh ip  

w as  h ig h e r in  co u n tries  th a t w ere  e thn ica lly  m o re  h e te ro g en eo u s  (m ain  e ffec t =  2 .156). T he 

p o sitiv e  asso c ia tio n  b e tw een  ethn ic  h e tero g en e ity  and  ex clu s io n ism  from  g ro u p  m em b ersh ip  w as 

s tro n g er in  co u n tries  th a t had  lo w er socia l secu rity  ex p en d itu res  (in te rac tio n  e ffec t =  -0 .1 5 5 ) . 

T ogether, th e  con tex tu a l v a riab les  acco u n ted  fo r 59 .3%  o f  th e  o b serv ed  d ifferen ces  b e tw een  

coun tries.

E ffe c ts  o f  in te r v e n in g  in d iv id u a l  c h a ra c te r is t ic s  on  e x c lu s io n ism  f r o m  g r o u p  m em b e rsh ip

In c lu d in g  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t in  th e  analyses (m odel 8) led  to  a g rea t im p ro v em en t in  m odel 

fit. T he  d ev ian ce  o f  m odel 8 w as  1703.2 and  th e  v a rian ce  a t b o th  th e  co n tex tu a l and  in d iv idual 

level w as  increased . T he ex p la in ed  v a rian ce  b e tw een  co u n tries  ro se  from  59 .3%  to  77 .5% , and 

th e  ex p la in ed  v a rian ce  b e tw een  in d iv id u a ls  ro se  from  6 .5%  to  12.8% . In  acco rd an ce  w ith  

h y p o th esis  (2a), p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t h ad  a s trong  s ig n ifican t p o sitiv e  e ffec t (b =  0 .325); the  

s tro n g er th e  p e rcep tio n  o f  e th n ic  th rea t, th e  h ig h e r th e  score  on  ex clu s io n ism  from  g roup  

m em bersh ip .

C o m p ared  to  th e  p rev io u s  m odel, th e  e ffec ts  o f  in d iv id u a l b ack g ro u n d  ch arac te ris tics  

overa ll declined . C o n tro lled  fo r p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t, th e  e ffec t o f  fam ily  in co m e  w as  no  

lo n g e r sign ifican t. In  add ition , ro u tin e  n o n -m an u a l em ployees as w ell as su p erv iso rs  and  sk illed
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m anual w o rk e rs  w ere  no  lo n g e r s ig n ifican tly  m o re  in c lin ed  to  ex c lu s io n ism  co m p ared  to  h ig h er 

con tro lle rs. W ith  th e  ex cep tio n  o f  th e  e ffec t o f  sex and  age, all in d iv id u a l e ffec ts  w e re  sm aller, 

once  th ey  h ad  b een  co n tro lled  fo r  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  threat.

S im ilarly , th e  effects o f  m o st co n tex tu a l ch arac te ris tic s  declined . O nly  th e  e ffec t o f  

eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  w as  su rp ris in g ly  s tro n g er co m p ared  to  th e  p rev io u s  m odel. T he effects  o f  

th e  o th e r con tex tu al ch arac te ris tics, w h en  co n tro lled  fo r p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t, decreased . In  

o th e r w o rd s, th e  e ffec t o f  th e  n a tio n a l co n tex t on  ex clu s io n ism  from  g ro u p  m em b ersh ip  w as 

p artly  in te rv en ed  by  th e  level o f  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t. F o r  in stan ce , 50%  o f  th e  o rig inal 

re la tio n sh ip  b e tw een  ex clu s io n ism  and  ch an g in g  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s co u ld  b e  ex p la in ed  by  

p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  threat.

T he  d eg ree  o f  lo ca lism  w as in c lu d ed  in  m odel 9. A d d in g  th is  seco n d  in te rv en in g  

in d iv id u a l v a riab le  to  th e  m odel red u ced  th e  lo g  lik e lih o o d  ra tio  sig n ifican tly  by  133.2. T he 

s tro n g er th e  lo ca lis tic  o rien ta tio n , th e  h ig h e r th e  sco re  on  ex clu s io n ism  from  g roup  m em b ersh ip  

(b =  0 .068). T h is fin d in g  supports  hy p o th esis  (3a). A ccord ing ly , th e  ex p la in ed  v a rian ce  a t th e  

in d iv id u a l level in c reased  s ligh tly  from  12.8%  to  13.3% . O n th e  o th e r hand , th e  ex p la in ed  

v a rian ce  a t co u n try  level d id  n o t increase , in d ica tin g  th a t th e  d ifferen ces  b e tw een  co u n tries  cou ld  

n o t b e  a ttrib u ted  to  d ifferen ces  in  m ean  sco re  on  localism . C o m p ared  to  th e  p rev io u s  m odel, th e  

e ffec ts  o f  in d iv id u a l and  co n tex tu a l ch arac te ris tic s  h ard ly  changed .

T o  illu s tra te  th ese  resu lts, th e  coun try -lev e l re s id u a ls  fo r  4 d iffe ren t m o d e ls  are  dep ic ted  

in  F ig u re  6.8. T he  coun try -leve l re s id u a ls  in  m odel 1 rep re sen t th e  o b serv ed  in te rn a tio n a l 

d ifferen ces  in  m ean  score  on  ex clu s io n ism  from  g roup  m em bersh ip . A s can  b e  seen  in  F ig u re

6.8, th ese  d iffe ren ces  co u ld  n o t b e  a ttrib u ted  to  co m p o sitio n  effects: overall, th e  coun try -level 

res id u a ls  d id  n o t d ecrease  a fte r th e  in d iv id u a l b ack g ro u n d  v a riab les  w ere  ad d ed  (m odel 2). O n 

th e  o th e r hand , 59 .3%  o f  th e  v a ria tio n  b e tw een  co u n tries  co u ld  b e  ex p la in ed  by  d ifferen ces  in 

na tio n a l con tex ts, as in d ica ted  by  th e  in c lu d ed  co n tex tu a l v a riab les  (m odel 7). T he coun try -level 

res id u a ls  co u ld  b e  red u ced  ev en  fu rth e r by  in c lu d in g  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t (m odel 8), w h ich  

ra ised  th e  ex p la in ed  v a rian ce  to  77 .5% .

A s can  b e  seen  in  F ig u re  6.8, B u lg a ria  h ad  th e  h ig h est average  su p p o rt fo r  ex clu sio n ism  

from  g roup  m em b ersh ip . T h is h ig h  score  co u ld  n o t b e  a ttrib u ted  to  th e  sp ec ific  co m p o sitio n  o f  

th e  B u lg a rian  p o p u la tio n  w ith  reg ard  to  so c io -d em o g rap h ic  v a riab les  (m odel 2). H o w ev er, a fter 

co n tex tu a l ch arac te ris tics  w ere  ad d ed  to  th e  m odel (m odel 7), th e  resid u al fo r  B u lg a ria  w as  m u ch  

sm aller. In  o th e r w o rd s, th e  h ig h  average  su p p o rt fo r  ex c lu s io n ism  from  g ro u p  m em b ersh ip  in  

B u lg a ria  w as  due  to  th e  specific  na tio n a l cond itions. C lo se r ex am in a tio n  o f  th e  con tex tu al 

ch arac te ris tic s  o f  B u lg a ria  as p resen ted  in  T ab les 6 .4  to  6.6  show s th a t th e  h igh  av erag e  score  on 

ex clu s io n ism  from  g roup  m em b ersh ip  w as, in  particu la r, cau sed  by  th e  re la tiv e  lo w  eco n o m ic  

g ro w th  and  h ig h  u n em p lo y m en t level in  B ulgaria .
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F i g u r e  6 . 8  C o u n tr y - le v e l  r e s id u a ls  in  e x c lu s io n is m  f r o m  m e m b e r s h ip

0,6-i

□  m odel 1 : ran d o m  in te rcep t null m odel couni

□  m odel 2: including indiv idual charac teristics

□  m odel 7 : including co n tex tu a l charac teristics

□  m odel 8: co n tro lled  fo r perceived  ethnic th rea t

6 .9 .4  C h au v in ism

N ex t, I p re sen t th e  resu lts  fo r th e  ch au v in is tic  fo rm  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitudes, w h ic h  are  p resen ted  

in  T ab le  6.11. C o m p ared  to  th e  s ing le-level m odel, th e  2 -lev e l ran d o m  in te rcep t nu ll m odel h ad  a 

d ev ian ce  o f  274 9 .1 , in d ica tin g  th a t th e re  w e re  s ig n ifican t d ifferen ces  b e tw een  coun tries. Thus, 

th e  na tio n a l co n tex t p ro v ed  to  b e  a re lev an t socia l co n tex t reg a rd in g  chauv in ism . O nce  again , th e  

in d iv id u a l-lev e l v a rian ce  (0 .5 7 0 ) is m u ch  g rea te r th an  th e  coun try -level v a rian ce  (0 .065). T he 

in tra -co u n try  co rre la tio n  w as  0 .103 , th a t is, th e  co rre la tio n  reg ard in g  th e  score  on  ch au v in ism  

b e tw een  tw o  ran d o m ly  ch o sen  in d iv id u a ls  in  a g iv en  country .

E ffe c ts  o f  in d e p e n d en t in d iv id u a l  c h a ra c te r is t ic s  on  ch a u v in ism

In  m odel 2, th e  in d iv id u a l b ack g ro u n d  ch arac te ris tic s  w ere  inc luded . T he  lo g  lik e lih o o d  ra tio  

d ro p p ed  co n sid erab ly  by  3034.7 . A s show n  by  th e  p a ram ete r e stim ates  in  T ab le  6 .11 , th e  effects 

o f  in d iv id u a l ch arac te ris tic s  all co rresp o n d  w ith  th e  in d iv id u a l h y p o th eses  1a to  1h. T h a t is, th e  

h ig h e r th e  edu ca tio n a l level and  th e  h ig h e r th e  fam ily  incom e, th e  lo w e r th e  in d iv id u a l’s score  on  

chauv in ism . A lso , un em p lo y ed , se lf-em ployed , superv iso rs, an d  m anual w o rk ers  w e re  m o re  

ch au v in is tic  th an  h ig h e r con tro llers . In  add ition , ch au v in ism  w as  s tro n g er am o n g  m ales, e lderly  

perso n s, re lig io u s  p erso n s  (ex cep t fo r o rth o d o x  re lig ious), and  churchgoers . C o m p ared  to  h ig h er 

con tro lle rs , ro u tin e  n o n -m an u a l em p lo y ees as w ell as re tired  p erso n s  and  h o u sek eep ers  w ere  also  

m o re  chauv in istic . T ogether, th e  in d ep en d en t in d iv id u a l ch arac te ris tic s  acco u n ted  fo r  11.8%  o f
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th e  v a rian ce  b e tw een  ind iv id u a ls . H o w ev er, th e  v a rian ce  b e tw een  co u n trie s  d id  n o t decrease . 

T hus, th e  in te rn a tio n a l d ifferen ces  in  m ean  level o f  ch au v in ism  co u ld  n o t b e  a ttrib u ted  to  

d ifferen ces  in  p o p u la tio n  com position .

E ffe c ts  o f  n a t io n a l  c h a ra c te r is t ic s  on  ch a u v in ism

T he na tio n a l ch arac te ris tic s  w e re  g rad u a lly  in c lu d ed  in  th e  analyses. A d d in g  th e  tw o  eco n o m ic  

v a riab les  s im u ltan eo u sly  to  th e  m odel (m odel 3) d id  n o t s ig n ifican tly  im p ro v e  th e  m o d el-fit, as 

ju d g e d  b y  th e  n o n -s ig n ifican t v a lu e  o f  th e  d ev ian ce  o f  3.7. O nly  th e  ch an g e  in  eco n o m ic  

co n d itio n s  h ad  a sm all s ig n ifican t n eg ativ e  effect. A s th e  p a ram ete r estim ates  fo r m odel 4 

illu stra te , th e  socia l secu rity  b en efits  ex p en d itu re  w as  n eg ativ e ly  re la ted  to  th e  deg ree  o f  

chauv in ism . T h is  effect, ho w ev er, d isap p ea red  w h en  th e  d em o g rap h ic  v a riab les  w e re  ad d ed  to  

th e  m odel.

In  m o d el 5, th e  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  in  1994 w ere , in  co n tra st to  h y p o th esis  6a, p o sitiv e ly  

re la ted  to  chauv in ism . T he  b e tte r th e  n a tio n a l e co n o m ic  c ircu m stan ces, th e  m o re  ch au v in is tic  th e  

re sp o n d en ts  w e re  (b =  0 .067). H o w ev er, re sp o n d en ts  w ere  a lso  s tro n g er in c lin ed  to  chauv in ism , 

i f  th e  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s had  w o rsen ed  d u rin g  th e  p rev io u s  five  years  (b =  -0 .0 6 2 ) . T he  la tte r 

re su lt is in  acco rd an ce  w ith  h y p o th esis  6b. In  add ition , co n sis ten t w ith  h y p o th esis  6f, th e  h ig h e r 

th e  rise  in  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s, th e  s tro n g er th e  degree  o f  ch au v in ism  (b =  0 .027). T he  o th er 

co n tex tu a l h y p o th eses w ere  refu ted . In  particu la r, th e  re la tiv e  n u m b er o f  asy lum  seekers w as  n o t 

p o sitiv e ly  re la ted  to  ch au v in ism , b u t n eg a tiv e ly  related .

N ex t, I es tim ated  m o d e ls  th a t in c lu d ed  a q u ad ra tic  te rm  fo r  o n e  o f  th e  co n tex tu a l 

v ariab les . It tu rn ed  o u t th a t on ly  th e  change in  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  w as  s ign ifican tly  

cu rv ilin early  re la ted  to  chau v in ism . A d d in g  th e  q u ad ra tic  v a riab le  to  th e  m odel (m odel 6) led  to  

a d ev ian ce  o f  6.0. A s th e  p a ram ete r estim ate  o f  m odel 6 in  T ab le  6.11 show s, co n tro lled  fo r  th e  

cu rv ilin ea r e ffec t o f  th e  ch an g e  in  eco n o m ic  cond itions, th e  d eg ree  o f  e th n ic  h e tero g en e ity  n o w  

had  a s ig n ifican t effect: th e  m o re  e th n ica lly  h e te ro g en eo u s  th e  p o p u la tio n , th e  s tro n g er th e  

degree  o f  ch au v in ism  o f  th e  re sp o n d en ts  (b =  0 .632). T he la tte r  fin d in g  w as  in  acco rd an ce  w ith  

h y p o th esis  6d. In  m odel 6, th e  ch an g e  in  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s w as  cu rv ilin early  re la ted  to  

chauv in ism . R esp o n d en ts  w e re  less ch au v in is tic  i f  th e  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  h ad  im p ro v ed  ov er 

tim e  (b =  -0 .2 9 1 ) . H o w ev er, th is  e ffec t d im in ish ed  in creas in g ly  i f  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  had  

im p ro v ed  substan tia lly . T h is cu rv ilin ea r e ffec t is  illu s tra ted  in  F ig u re  6.9. W h en  th e  ra tio  o f  the  

eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s in  1994 co m p ared  to  th e  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  in  1989 w as la rg e r th an  3.8, 

th e  slope  b ecam e  positive .

N ex t, I te s ted  fo r in te rac tio n s  b e tw een  eco n o m ic  v a riab les  and  socia l secu rity  b en efits  

ex p en d itu re  on  th e  one  h an d  and  d em o g rap h ic  v a riab les  on  th e  o th er hand . H o w ev er, n o n e  o f 

th ese  in te rac tio n s  tu rn ed  o u t to  b e  sign ifican t. T here fo re , no  m odel 7 is d ep ic ted  in  T ab le  6.11.
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T a b le  6 .1 1  P a r a m e te r  e s tim a te s  f r o m  m u lt i - le v e l  m o d e ls  o f  c h a u v in ism

M od el 1 M od e l 2 M od e l 3

Intercept 3 .271  (0 .0 5 3 ) 3 .0 64 (0 .0 6 0 ) 3 .3 0 7 (0 .1 5 1 )

Individua l characteristics

S ex (m ale) 0 .0 32 (0 .0 1 0 ) 0 .03 2 (0 .0 1 0 )

A g e 0 .0 06 (0 .0 0 0 ) 0 .00 6 (0 .0 0 0 )

Education -0 .1 4 2 (0 .0 0 5 ) -0 .1 4 2 (0 .0 0 5 )

S ocial p osition

H igher controller (ref.) — —

L ow er controllers -0 .0 0 4 (0 .0 2 2 ) -0 .0 0 4 (0 .0 2 2 )

R outine non-m anual 0 .0 5 0 (0 .0 2 4 ) 0 .0 5 0 (0 .0 2 4 )

S elf-em p lo yed 0 .0 75 (0 .0 2 7 ) 0 .07 5 (0 .0 2 7 )

Supervisors, sk illed  m anual 0 .0 98 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .0 9 7 (0 .0 2 5 )

S em i-u n sk illed  m anual 0 .1 32 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .13 2 (0 .0 2 5 )

U n em p loyed 0.071 (0 .0 2 8 ) 0 .071 (0 .0 2 8 )

Student, vocational training -0 .0 2 8 (0 .0 2 9 ) -0 .0 2 8 (0 .0 2 9 )

Retired 0 .1 5 0 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .1 5 0 (0 .0 2 5 )

H ousekeepers 0 .1 02 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .10 2 (0 .0 2 5 )

N o t  classifiab le 0 .091 (0 .0 2 6 ) 0 .091 (0 .0 2 6 )

D enom ination

Catholic 0 .1 16 (0 .0 1 7 ) 0 .1 1 7 (0 .0 1 7 )

O rthodox 0 .03 3 (0 .0 3 7 ) 0 .029 (0 .0 3 7 )

Protestant 0 .1 18 (0 .0 1 7 ) 0 .11 8 (0 .0 1 7 )

Other 0 .0 43 (0 .0 2 2 ) 0 .04 3 (0 .0 2 2 )

N o  religion  (ref.) — —

Church attendance

> nearly on ce a w eek 0 .0 52 (0 .0 1 7 ) 0 .05 3 (0 .0 1 7 )

> o nce a m onth 0 .0 69 (0 .0 1 8 ) 0 .06 9 (0 .0 1 8 )

L ess than one a m onth 0 .0 48 (0 .0 1 3 ) 0 .04 9 (0 .0 1 3 )

N ever  (ref.) — —

Fam ily incom e -0 .0 2 8 (0 .0 0 5 ) -0 .0 2 8 (0 .0 0 5 )

Intervening variables

P erceived  E thnic Threat

L ocalism

Country characteristics

E conom ic conditions 1994 0 .014 (0 .0 3 3 )

C hange econ om ic conditions 19 89 -94 -0 .0 7 2 (0 .0 3 7 )

S ocial security benefits expenditure

E thnic heterogeneity  1995

A sylu m  seekers 1994

C hange asylum  seekers 1 98 9 -9 4

(C hange econ om ic conditions 8 9 -9 4 )2

Variance com ponents

In d iv id u a l-lev el variance in  intercept 0 .5 7 0  (0 .0 0 5 ) 0 .5 03 (0 .0 0 5 ) 0 .50 3 (0 .0 0 5 )

% explained  variance 11.8% 11.8%

C ou n try-level variance in intercept 0 .0 6 5  (0 .0 1 9 ) 0 .0 72 (0 .0 2 1 ) 0 .061 (0 .0 1 8 )

% explained  variance 0.0% 6.2%

G o o d n ess-o f-fit

-2 * lo g  lik elihood 55 25 0.8 52216.1 52212 .4

A -2 * lo g  lik elih ood 2749 .1 3 03 4 .7 3 .7

A d f 1 21 2

p -va lu e . 0 .0 00 0 .000 0 .15 5

Note: N=24,247. Param eter estimates in bold  figures are significant at the 5%  level (p-value < 0.05), contextual parameter

estimates in  bold and italic figures are significant at the 10% level (p-value< 0.10).
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T a b le  6 .1 1  P a r a m e te r  e s tim a te s  f r o m  m u lt i - le v e l  m o d e ls  o f  c h a u v in ism  (c o n tin u ed )

M odel 4 M od e l 5 M od e l 6

Intercept 3 .6 3 9 (0 .2 0 2 ) 3 .1 4 0 (0 .2 1 8 ) 3 .1 9 8 (0 .1 9 3 )

Individua l characteristics

S ex  (m ale) 0 .03 2 (0 .0 1 0 ) 0 .03 2 (0 .0 1 0 ) 0 .03 2 (0 .0 1 0 )

A g e 0 .00 6 (0 .0 0 0 ) 0 .00 6 (0 .0 0 0 ) 0 .00 6 (0 .0 0 0 )

Education -0 .1 4 2 (0 .0 0 5 ) -0 .1 4 2 (0 .0 0 5 ) -0 .1 4 2 (0 .0 0 5 )

S ocial p os ition

H igher controller (ref.) — — —

L ow er controllers -0 .0 0 4 (0 .0 2 2 ) -0 .0 0 4 (0 .0 2 2 ) -0 .0 0 4 (0 .0 2 2 )

R outine non-m anual 0 .0 5 0 (0 .0 2 4 ) 0 .0 5 0 (0 .0 2 4 ) 0 .0 5 0 (0 .0 2 4 )

S elf-em p lo yed 0 .07 5 (0 .0 2 7 ) 0 .07 5 (0 .0 2 7 ) 0 .07 5 (0 .0 2 7 )

Supervisors, sk illed  m anual 0 .0 9 7 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .0 9 7 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .0 9 7 (0 .0 2 5 )

S em i-u n sk illed  m anual 0 .13 2 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .13 2 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .13 2 (0 .0 2 5 )

U n em p loyed 0 .071 (0 .0 2 8 ) 0 .07 1 (0 .0 2 8 ) 0 .071 (0 .0 2 8 )

Student, vocational training -0 .0 2 8 (0 .02 9 ) -0 .0 2 7 (0 .0 2 9 ) -0 .0 2 7 (0 .0 2 9 )

Retired 0 .1 5 0 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .1 5 0 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .1 5 0 (0 .0 2 5 )

H ousekeepers 0 .101 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .10 2 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .10 2 (0 .0 2 5 )

N o t  classifiab le 0 .091 (0 .0 2 6 ) 0 .09 1 (0 .0 2 6 ) 0 .091 (0 .0 2 6 )

D enom ination

C atholic 0 .11 7 (0 .0 1 7 ) 0 .11 5 (0 .0 1 7 ) 0 .11 5 (0 .0 1 7 )

O rthodox 0 .030 (0 .0 3 7 ) 0 .03 2 (0 .0 3 7 ) 0 .02 4 (0 .0 3 7 )

Protestant 0 .118 (0 .0 1 7 ) 0 .11 7 (0 .0 1 7 ) 0 .11 8 (0 .0 1 7 )

Other 0 .043 (0 .0 2 2 ) 0 .04 2 (0 .0 2 2 ) 0 .04 3 (0 .0 2 2 )

N o  religion  (ref.) — — —

Church attendance

> nearly on ce a w eek 0 .053 (0 .0 1 7 ) 0 .05 2 (0 .0 1 7 ) 0 .051 (0 .0 1 7 )

> o nce a m onth 0 .069 (0 .0 1 8 ) 0 .06 8 (0 .0 1 8 ) 0 .06 9 (0 .0 1 8 )

L ess than one a m onth 0 .049 (0 .0 1 3 ) 0 .04 8 (0 .0 1 3 ) 0 .04 9 (0 .0 1 3 )

N ever  (ref.) — — —

Fam ily incom e -0 .0 2 8 (0 .0 0 5 ) -0 .0 2 8 (0 .0 0 5 ) -0 .0 2 8 (0 .0 0 5 )

Intervening variables

P erceived  E thnic Threat

L ocalism

Country characteristics

E conom ic conditions 1994 0 .015 (0 .0 3 0 ) 0 .06 7 (0 .0 2 9 ) 0 .07 9 (0 .0 2 6 )

C hange econom ic conditions 1989-94 -0 .0 7 4 (0 .0 3 3 ) -0 .0 6 2 (0 .0 2 7 ) -0 .2 9 1 (0 .0 9 0 )

S ocial security benefits expenditure -0 .0 1 7 (0 .0 0 7 ) -0 .0 0 5 (0 .0 0 9 ) 0.001 (0 .0 0 8 )

Ethnic heterogeneity  1995 0.331 (0 .3 2 2 ) 0 .63 2 (0 .3 0 5 )

A sy lu m  seekers 1994 -0 .1 4 0 (0 .0 7 0 ) -0 .1 7 6 (0 .0 6 3 )

C hange asylum  seekers 1 989-94 0 .02 7 (0 .0 1 1 ) 0 .02 8 (0 .0 1 0 )

(C hange econ om ic conditions 89-94)2 0 .03 8 (0 .0 1 4 )

Variance com ponents

In d iv id u al-lev el variance in intercept 0 .503 (0 .0 0 5 ) 0 .50 3 (0 .0 0 5 ) 0 .50 3 (0 .0 0 5 )

% explained  variance 11.8% 11.8% 11.8%

C ou n try-leve l variance in intercept 0 .05 0 (0 .0 1 5 ) 0 .03 2 (0 .0 1 0 ) 0 .02 5 (0 .0 0 7 )

% explained  variance 23.2% 50.6% 62.1%

G o o d n ess-o f-fit

-2 * lo g  lik elihood 52 20 7.8 5219 7.8 5219 1.8

A -2 * lo g  lik elih ood 4 .6 10.0 6 .0

A d f 1 3 1

p-va lu e . 0 .0 30 0 .018 0 .01 4

N ote : N=24,247. Param eter estimates in bold  figures are significant at the 5% level (p-value < 0.05), contextual parameter

estimates in  bold and italic figures are significant at the 10% level (p-value< 0.10).
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T a b le  6 .1 1  P a r a m e te r  e s tim a te s  f r o m  m u lt i - le v e l  m o d e ls  o f  c h a u v in ism  (c o n tin u ed )

(M od e l 7) M od e l 8 M od e l 9

Intercept 2 .9 6 5 (0 .2 0 5 ) 2 .9 0 2 (0 .2 0 7 )

Individua l characteristics

S ex  (m ale) 0 .0 25 (0 .0 1 0 ) 0 .02 6 (0 .0 1 0 )

A g e 0 .0 06 (0 .0 0 0 ) 0 .00 5 (0 .0 0 0 )

Education -0 .1 1 4 (0 .0 0 5 ) -0 .1 0 6 (0 .0 0 5 )

S ocial p osition

H igher controller (ref.) — —

L ow er controllers -0 .0 0 0 (0 .0 2 1 ) 0 .005 (0 .0 2 1 )

R outine non-m anual 0 .03 8 (0 .0 2 4 ) 0 .03 8 (0 .0 2 4 )

S e lf-em p lo yed 0 .0 55 (0 .0 2 7 ) 0 .044 (0 .0 2 7 )

Supervisors, sk illed  m anual 0 .0 73 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .07 4 (0 .0 2 5 )

S em i-u n sk illed  m anual 0 .1 08 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .1 0 7 (0 .0 2 5 )

U nem ployed 0 .052 (0 .0 2 7 ) 0 .063 (0 .0 2 7 )

Student, vocational training -0 .0 1 2 (0 .0 2 8 ) -0 .0 0 4 (0 .0 2 8 )

Retired 0 .1 23 (0 .0 2 4 ) 0 .12 2 (0 .0 2 4 )

H ousekeepers 0 .0 83 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .08 3 (0 .0 2 5 )

N o t  classifiab le 0 .0 66 (0 .0 2 6 ) 0 .06 6 (0 .0 2 5 )

R e lig iou s  denom ination

C atholic 0 .0 94 (0 .0 1 7 ) 0 .08 4 (0 .0 1 7 )

O rthodox 0 .03 5 (0 .0 3 6 ) 0 .02 8 (0 .0 3 6 )

Protestant 0 .0 89 (0 .0 1 6 ) 0 .08 2 (0 .0 1 6 )

Other 0 .03 9 (0 .0 2 1 ) 0 .03 6 (0 .0 2 1 )

N o  religion  (ref.) — —

Church attendance

> nearly on ce a w eek 0 .0 64 (0 .0 1 7 ) 0 .04 4 (0 .0 1 7 )

> o nce a m onth 0 .0 78 (0 .0 1 8 ) 0 .06 6 (0 .0 1 8 )

L ess than one a m onth 0 .0 52 (0 .0 1 3 ) 0 .0 4 7 (0 .0 1 3 )

N ever  (ref.) — —

Fam ily incom e -0 .0 2 1 (0 .0 0 5 ) -0 .0 2 1 (0 .0 0 5 )

Intervening variables

P erceived  E thnic Threat 0 .2 09 (0 .0 0 6 ) 0 .20 6 (0 .0 0 6 )

L ocalism 0 .09 3 (0 .0 0 5 )

Country characteristics

E conom ic conditions 1994 0 .0 99 (0 .0 2 7 ) 0 .10 4 (0 .0 2 7 )

C hange econom ic conditions 1 989-94 -0 .2 7 7 (0 .0 9 6 ) -0 .2 5 1 (0 .0 9 7 )

S ocial security benefits expenditure 0 .004 (0 .0 0 8 ) 0 .003 (0 .0 0 8 )

Ethnic heterogeneity  1995 0 .7 96 (0 .3 2 4 ) 0 .86 8 (0 .3 2 7 )

A sy lu m  seekers 1994 -0 .1 7 7 (0 .0 6 7 ) -0 .1 6 2 (0 .0 6 7 )

C hange asylum  seekers 1989-94 0.031 (0 .0 1 1 ) 0 .03 3 (0 .0 1 1 )

(C hange econ om ic conditions 89-94)2 0 .0 4 0 (0 .0 1 5 ) 0 .0 3 7 (0 .0 1 5 )

Variance com ponents

In d iv id u al-lev el variance in intercept 0 .4 82 (0 .0 0 4 ) 0 .47 4 (0 .0 0 4 )

% explained  variance 15.5% 16.8%

C ou n try-leve l variance in intercept 0 .0 28 (0 .0 0 8 ) 0 .02 8 (0 .0 0 9 )

% explained  variance 57.1% 56.4%

G o o d n ess-o f-fit

-2 * lo g  lik elihood 5115 0.4 5078 4.6

A -2 * lo g  lik elih ood 1041.4 365 .8

A d f 1 1

p -va lu e 0 .000 0 .00 0

Note: N=24,247. Param eter estimates in bold  figures are significant at the 5%  level (p-value < 0.05), contextual parameter

estimates in  bold and italic figures are significant at the 10% level (p-value< 0.10).
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F ig u re  6.9 P r e d i c t e d  e f f e c t  o f  c h a n g e  in  e c o n o m ic  c o n d i t io n s  o n  c h a u v in ism

0

T 3
0
'S
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£
CL

Change in economic conditions 1994:1989

E ffe c ts  o f  in te r v e n in g  in d iv id u a l  c h a ra c te r is t ic s  on  ch a u v in ism

A d d in g  th e  in te rv en in g  v a riab le  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t to  th e  m odel (m odel 8) substan tia lly  

im p ro v ed  th e  g o o d n ess-o f-fit (d ev ian ce  =  1041.4). In  acco rd an ce  w ith  h y p o th esis  2b, th e  e ffec t 

o f  p e rce iv ed  e thn ic  th rea t on  ch au v in ism  w as p o sitiv e  (b =  0 .209). T he  s tro n g er th e  re sp o n d en t’s 

p e rcep tio n  o f  e th n ic  th rea t, th e  m o re  ch au v in is tic  th e  re sp o n d en t w as. C onsequen tly , th e  

ex p la in ed  v a rian ce  a t th e  in d iv id u a l level in c reased  from  11 .8%  to  15.5% . H o w ev er, th e  

ex p la in ed  v a rian ce  a t th e  coun try  level d id  n o t increase , and  ev en  s ligh tly  d ecreased  from  62 .1%  

to  57 .1% . T hus, in  co n tra s t to  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism , th e  d ifferen ces  b e tw een  co u n tries  in  th e  m ean  

score  on  ch au v in ism  cou ld  n o t b e  ex p la in ed  by  th e  d ifferen ces  in  m ean  sco re  on  p e rce iv ed  e thn ic  

th rea t.26

T his fin d in g  im p lies  th a t th e re  w e re  d iffe ren t re la tio n sh ip s  a t d iffe ren t levels. A t the  

in d iv id u a l level, th e re  w as  a p o sitiv e  re la tio n sh ip  b e tw een  th e  in d iv id u a l p e rcep tio n  o f  e thn ic  

th re a t and  th e  in d iv id u a l’s deg ree  o f  chauv in ism . A t th e  co n tex tu a l level, co n tro lled  fo r o ther 

in d iv id u a l as w ell as co n tex tu a l ch arac te ris tics, th e re  w as  no  p o sitiv e  re la tio n sh ip  b e tw een  th e  

m ean  level o f  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t an d  th e  m ean  level o f  chauv in ism . Such  a fin d in g  po in ts  

o u t th e  m eth o d o lo g ica l n o rm  th a t co n clu s io n s  b ased  on  analysis  a t a g iv en  level (e.g . in d iv id u a ls) 

can n o t au to m atica lly  b e  ap p lied  to  a d iffe ren t level (e .g . g roups). E rro n eo u sly  ap p ly ing  

co n clu sio n s, b a sed  on  an aly sis  a t th e  in d iv id u a l level, as v a lid  co n c lu s io n s  a t th e  aggregate  level 

is  k n o w n  as th e  “ a to m istic  fa llacy ” (R iley , 1963).27
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T h is  d ifferen tia l ex p lan a to ry  p o w er o f  th e  in te rv en in g  v a riab le  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t is  a lso  

illu s tra ted  by  th e  d ifferen ces  in  p a ram ete r e stim ates  o f  th e  in d iv id u a l and  co n tex tu al v a riab les  in  

m odel 8 co m p ared  to  th e  p rev io u s  m odel. A s can  b e  seen  in  T ab le  6 .11 , th e  e ffec ts  o f  the  

m ajo rity  o f  in d iv id u a l v a riab les  in  m odel 8 w ere  sm aller th an  in  m odel 6. T h a t is, th e  o rig inal 

e ffects o f  in d iv id u a l ch arac te ris tics, such  as ed u ca tio n a l level, socia l p o s itio n  and  fam ily  incom e, 

on  chau v in ism , w e re  p artly  m ed ia ted  by  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t. O n  th e  o th e r hand , th e  e ffec ts  o f  

m o st co n tex tu a l v a riab les  in  m odel 8 w ere  sligh tly  g rea te r th an  in  m odel 6. C o n tro lled  fo r 

p e rce iv ed  e thn ic  th rea t, th e  e ffec ts  o f  th e  n a tio n a l co n tex t on ch au v in ism  subsisted .

F ina lly , in  m odel 9, th e  deg ree  o f  lo ca lism  w as ad d ed  to  th e  analyses. W ith  a d ev ian ce  o f

365.8 , th is  in d u ced  a substan tia l im p ro v em en t o f  m ode l-fit. In  acco rd an ce  w ith  h y p o th esis  (3b), 

re sp o n d en ts  w ith  a s tro n g er lo ca lis tic  o rien ta tio n  w ere  m o re  ch au v in is tic  (b =  0 .093). C o n tro lled  

fo r lo ca lism , th e  e ffec ts  o f  in d iv id u a l and  co n tex tu a l ch arac te ris tic s  h ard ly  d ev ia ted  from  th e  

p a ram ete r estim ates  o f  th e  p rev io u s  m odel. T he  ex p la in ed  v a rian ce  a t th e  in d iv id u a l level w as 

s ligh tly  in c reased  from  15.5%  to  16.8% . T he  v a rian ce  a t th e  con tex tu a l level rem ain ed  very  

m u ch  th e  sam e.

T he ex ten t to  w h ich  c ro ss-n a tio n a l d ifferen ces  in  ch au v in ism  co u ld  b e  a ttrib u ted  to  

in d iv id u a l and  con tex tu al ch arac te ris tic s  can  ag ain  b e  illu s tra ted  b y  th e  coun try -level re s id u a ls  o f  

several m odels. T he  o b serv ed  d ifferen ces  in  m ean  level o f  ch au v in ism  b e tw een  co u n tries  are  

d ep ic ted  by  th e  coun try -lev e l re s id u a ls  in  th e  em pty  ran d o m  in te rcep t m odel (m odel 1) in  F ig u re  

6.10.

F ig u re  6 .10  C o u n tr y - l e v e l  r e s id u a l s  in  c h a u v in ism

0,6-i

□  m odel 1 : ran d o m  in te rcep t null m odel couni

□  m odel 2: including indiv idual charac teristics

□  m odel 6: including co n tex tu a l charac teristics

□  m odel 8: co n tro lled  fo r perceived  ethnic th rea t
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T h is  v a rian ce  b e tw een  co u n trie s  co u ld  n o t b e  a ttrib u ted  to  d ifferen ces  in  p o p u la tio n  com position , 

as th e  res id u a ls  in  th e  m odel w ith  th e  in d ep en d en t in d iv id u a l v a riab les  (m odel 2) w ere  n o t 

sm aller co m p ared  to  th e  re s id u a ls  in  th e  em pty  m odel. A d d in g  co n tex tu a l v a riab les  to  th e  m odel 

(m odel 6) d im in ish ed  th e  coun try -lev e l re s id u a ls  by  m o re  th an  60% . F ina lly , F ig u re  6 .10  

illu s tra tes  th a t th e  coun try -level res iduals , on  average , d id  n o t d ecrease  w h en  p e rce iv ed  e thn ic  

th re a t w as  in c lu d ed  in  th e  m odel (m odel 8). In  sum m ary , th e  d ifferen ces  b e tw een  co u n tries  in  th e  

m ean  level o f  ch au v in ism  co u ld  only  b e  a ttrib u ted  to  d ifferen ces  in  th e  na tio n a l con tex ts, and  n o t 

to  d ifferen ces  in  th e  m ean  level o f  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t o r d ifferen ces  in  th e  p o p u la tio n  

co m p o sitio n  o f  so c io -d em o g rap h ic  charac te ris tics.

A s can  b e  seen  in  F ig u re  6 .10, th e  e th n ic  m ajo rity  in  B u lg a ria  h ad  on  av erag e  th e  h ig h est 

score  on  chau v in ism . H o w ev er, co n tro llin g  fo r d ifferen ces in  con tex tu a l ch arac te ris tics, th e  

av erag e  level o f  ch au v in ism  in  B u lg a ria  d id  n o t d ev ia te  from  th e  overa ll m ean. In  o th e r w ords, 

th e  h ig h  level o f  ch au v in ism  in  B u lg a ria  re flec ted  th e  co n tex tu al co n d itio n s  in  B u lg aria . A  c lo ser 

study  o f  th e se  na tio n a l co n d itio n s  as p resen ted  in  T ab les  6 .4  th ro u g h  6.6 , to g e th e r w ith  th e  

p a ram ete r e stim ates  o f  m odel 6 in  T ab le  6 .11, show s th a t th e  h igh  av erag e  score  on  ch au v in ism  

w as m o stly  cau sed  by  th e  re la tiv e ly  m in o r im p ro v em en t in  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  b e tw een  1989 

and  1994 and  th e  re la tiv e ly  s trong  rise  in  ap p lica tio n s  fo r  asylum .

6 .9 .5  P e r c e iv e d  e th n ic  th r e a t

T he a fo rem en tio n ed  resu lts  c lea rly  in d ica te  tha t, in  acco rd an ce  w ith  th e  h ypo theses, b o th  

p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t and  lo ca lis tic  o rien ta tio n  w ere  p o sitiv e ly  re la ted  to  th e  v ario u s 

d im en sio n s  o f  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  and  chauv in ism . T he s tro n g er th e  p e rce iv ed  e thn ic  th rea t, th e  

s tro n g er th e  su p p o rt fo r  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  (hy p o th esis  2a) and  th e  h ig h e r th e  deg ree  o f  

ch au v in ism  (hy p o th esis  2b). F u rth erm o re , th e  h ig h e r th e  deg ree  o f  lo ca lism , th e  s tro n g er th e  

e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  (h y p o th esis  3a) and  ch au v in ism  (h y p o th esis  3b).

N ex t, I tu rn  to  th e  second  set o f  h y p o th eses co n ce rn in g  th e  p resu m ed  in te rv en in g  e ffec t o f  

p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t and  localism . T h a t is, h av in g  estab lish ed  th a t b o th  v a riab les  are  in d eed  

re la ted  to  th e  d ep en d en t v ariab les , I w ill n o w  ad d ress  th e  lin k  b e tw een  in d ep en d en t v a riab les  and 

th e  tw o  in te rv en in g  variab les . I s tart w ith  th e  analysis  reg ard in g  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t, and 

ad d ress  th e  q u estio n  o f  w h e th e r p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t is  in d eed  re la ted  to  actua l th rea t, as 

in d ica ted  by  in d iv id u a l and  con tex tu al charac te ris tics. T he resu lts  o f  th e  m u lti- lev e l analyses are  

d isp lay ed  in  T ab le  6.12.

T he 2 -lev e l ran d o m  in te rcep t nu ll m odel h ad  a lo g  lik e lih o o d  ra tio  o f  52931 .4 , w ith  

co m p ared  a sing le-level m odel, a  h igh ly  s ig n ifican t d ev ian ce  o f  6079.9 . T he v a rian ce  b e tw een  

in d iv id u a ls  w ith in  co u n trie s  (0 .5 1 7 ) w as  m u ch  g rea te r th an  th e  v a rian ce  b e tw een  coun tries  

(0 .166), b u t th e re  w e re  n o n e th e less  h igh ly  s ig n ifican t d ifferen ces  b e tw een  coun tries. T he in tra 

co u n try  co rre la tio n  w as 0 .243 , th a t is, th e  co rre la tio n  in  th e  level o f  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t 

b e tw een  tw o  ran d o m ly  ch o sen  in d iv id u a ls  w ith in  a country . T hus, w ith  reg ard  to  in d iv id u a l’s 

p e rcep tio n s  o f  e th n ic  th re a t too , th e  na tio n a l co n tex t p ro v ed  to  b e  a re lev an t socia l context.
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T a b le  6 .1 2  P a ra m e te r  e s tim a te s  f r o m  m u lt i - le v e l  m o d e ls  o fp e r c e iv e d  e th n ic  th re a t

M od el 1 M od e l 2  M od e l 3 M od e l 4

Intercept 3 .1 4 5  (0 .0 8 5 ) 3 .0 0 6 (0 .0 8 8 ) 3 .7 9 2 (0 .1 7 3 ) 4 .0 4 7 (0 .2 4 6 )

Individua l characteristics

S ex  (m ale) 0 .03 4 (0 .0 1 0 ) 0 .03 4 (0 .0 1 0 ) 0 .034 (0 .0 1 0 )

A g e -0 .0 0 1 (0 .0 0 0 ) -0 .0 0 1 (0 .0 0 0 ) -0 .0 0 1 (0 .0 0 0 )

Education -0 .1 3 3 (0 .0 0 5 ) -0 .1 3 3 (0 .0 0 5 ) -0 .1 3 3 (0 .0 0 5 )

S oc ia l p osition

H igher controller (ref.) — — —

L ow er controllers -0 .0 1 7 (0 .0 2 1 ) -0 .0 1 6 (0 .0 2 1 ) -0 .0 1 7 (0 .0 2 1 )

R outine non-m anual 0 .05 5 (0 .0 2 4 ) 0 .05 5 (0 .0 2 4 ) 0 .055 (0 .0 2 4 )

S e lf-em p lo yed 0 .09 3 (0 .0 2 7 ) 0 .09 4 (0 .0 2 7 ) 0 .093 (0 .0 2 7 )

Supervisors, sk illed  m anual 0 .1 1 7 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .1 1 7 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .1 1 7 (0 .0 2 5 )

S em i-u n sk illed  m anual 0 .11 3 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .11 3 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .113 (0 .0 2 5 )

U n em p loyed 0 .08 9 (0 .0 2 7 ) 0 .08 9 (0 .0 2 7 ) 0 .089 (0 .0 2 7 )

Student, vocational training -0 .0 7 2 (0 .0 2 8 ) -0 .0 7 2 (0 .0 2 8 ) - 0 .0 7 2 (0 .0 2 8 )

Retired 0 .12 8 (0 .0 2 4 ) 0 .12 8 (0 .0 2 4 ) 0 .128 (0 .0 2 4 )

H ousekeepers 0 .0 9 2 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .0 9 2 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .0 9 2 (0 .0 2 5 )

N o t  classifiab le 0 .11 9 (0 .0 2 6 ) 0 .11 9 (0 .0 2 6 ) 0 .119 (0 .0 2 6 )

D enom ination

Catholic 0 .10 3 (0 .0 1 7 ) 0 .10 3 (0 .0 1 7 ) 0 .103 (0 .0 1 7 )

O rthodox -0 .0 4 7 (0 .0 3 6 ) -0 .0 5 4 (0 .0 3 6 ) -0 .0 5 4 (0 .0 3 6 )

Protestant 0 .13 8 (0 .0 1 6 ) 0 .13 9 (0 .0 1 6 ) 0 .139 (0 .0 1 6 )

Other 0 .020 (0 .0 2 1 ) 0 .020 (0 .0 2 1 ) 0 .02 0 (0 .0 2 1 )

N o  religion  (ref.) — — —

Church attendance

> nearly on ce a w eek -0 .0 5 8 (0 .0 1 7 ) -0 .0 5 8 (0 .0 1 7 ) -0 .0 5 8 (0 .0 1 7 )

> o nce a m onth -0 .0 4 5 (0 .0 1 8 ) -0 .0 4 4 (0 .0 1 8 ) -0 .0 4 4 (0 .0 1 8 )

L ess than on e a m onth -0 .0 1 5 (0 .0 1 3 ) -0 .0 1 5 (0 .0 1 3 ) -0 .0 1 5 (0 .0 1 3 )

N ever  (ref.) — — —

Fam ily incom e -0 .0 3 4 (0 .0 0 5 ) -0 .0 3 4 (0 .0 0 5 ) -0 .0 3 4 (0 .0 0 5 )

Country characteristics

E conom ic conditions 1994 -0 .0 8 4 (0 .0 3 8 ) -0 .0 8 3 (0 .0 3 7 )

C hange econom ic conditions 1 989-94 -0 .1 3 3 (0 .0 4 2 ) -0 .1 3 5 (0 .0 4 1 )

S ocial security benefits expenditure -0 .0 1 3 (0 .0 0 9 )

Ethnic heterogeneity

A sy lu m  seekers 1994

C hange asylum  seekers 1989-94

(A sylu m  seekers 19 94)2

E conom ic conditions 1994

* ethnic heterogeneity

Variance com ponents

In d iv id u al-lev el variance in  intercept 0 .5 1 7  (0 .0 0 5 ) 0 .4 8 2 0 .4 8 2 0 .4 8 2

% explained  variance 6.9% 6.9% 6.9%

C o un try -lev el variance in intercept 0 .1 6 6  (0 .0 4 9 ) 0 .16 8 0 .081 0 .075

% explained  variance 0.0% 50.9% 54.8%

G o o d n ess-o f-fit

-2 * lo g  lik elihood 5 29 3 1 .4 5 12 12 .8 51196.1 51 19 4 .2

A -2 * lo g  lik elih ood 6 0 79 .9 1 718 .6 16.7 1.9

A d f 1 21 2 1

p-va lu e . 0 .000 0 .00 0 0 .0 00 0 .164

Note: N=24,247. Param eter estimates in bold  figures are significant at the 5%  level (p-value < 0.05), contextual parameter

estimates in  bold and italic figures are significant at the 10% level (p-value< 0.10).
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T a b le  6 .1 2  P a ra m e te r  e s tim a te s  f r o m  m u lt i - le v e l  m o d e ls  o fp e r c e iv e d  e th n ic  th r e a t (c o n tin u ed )

M od el 5 M od e l 6 M od e l 7

Intercept 4 .242 (0 .3 1 4 ) 4 .30 6 (0 .2 9 8 ) 3 .80 4 (0 .3 4 0 )

Individua l characteristics

S ex (m ale) 0 .034 (0 .0 1 0 ) 0 .03 4 (0 .0 1 0 ) 0 .03 4 (0 .0 1 0 )

A g e -0 .0 0 1 (0 .0 0 0 ) -0 .0 0 1 (0 .0 0 0 ) -0 .0 0 1 (0 .0 0 0 )

E ducation -0 .1 3 3 (0 .0 0 5 ) -0 .1 3 3 (0 .0 0 5 ) -0 .1 3 3 (0 .0 0 5 )

S oc ia l p osition

H igher controller (ref.) — — —

L ow er controllers -0 .0 1 7 (0 .0 2 1 ) -0 .0 1 7 (0 .0 2 1 ) -0 .0 1 6 (0 .0 2 1 )

R outine non-m anual 0 .055 (0 .0 2 4 ) 0 .05 5 (0 .0 2 4 ) 0 .05 5 (0 .0 2 4 )

S elf-em p lo yed 0 .093 (0 .0 2 7 ) 0 .09 3 (0 .0 2 7 ) 0 .09 3 (0 .0 2 7 )

Supervisors, sk illed  m anual 0 .116 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .11 6 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .11 7 (0 .0 2 5 )

S em i-u n sk illed  m anual 0 .113 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .11 3 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .11 3 (0 .0 2 5 )

U n em p loyed 0 .089 (0 .0 2 7 ) 0 .08 9 (0 .0 2 7 ) 0 .08 9 (0 .0 2 7 )

Student, vocational training -0 .0 7 2 (0 .0 2 8 ) -0 .0 7 2 (0 .0 2 8 ) -0 .0 7 2 (0 .0 2 8 )

Retired 0 .128 (0 .0 2 4 ) 0 .12 8 (0 .0 2 4 ) 0 .12 8 (0 .0 2 4 )

H ousekeepers 0 .092 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .091 (0 .0 2 5 ) 0 .091 (0 .0 2 5 )

N o t  classifiab le 0 .119 (0 .0 2 6 ) 0 .11 9 (0 .0 2 6 ) 0 .11 9 (0 .0 2 6 )

D enom ination

Catholic 0 .103 (0 .0 1 7 ) 0 .10 3 (0 .0 1 7 ) 0 .10 4 (0 .0 1 7 )

O rthodox -0 .0 5 4 (0 .0 3 6 ) -0 .0 5 4 (0 .0 3 6 ) -0 .0 5 2 (0 .0 3 6 )

Protestant 0 .139 (0 .0 1 6 ) 0 .14 0 (0 .0 1 6 ) 0 .14 0 (0 .0 1 6 )

Other 0 .02 0 (0 .0 2 1 ) 0 .0 2 0 (0 .0 2 1 ) 0 .02 0 (0 .0 2 1 )

N o  religion  (ref.) — — —

Church attendance

> nearly on ce a w eek -0 .0 5 8 (0 .0 1 7 ) -0 .0 5 8 (0 .0 1 7 ) -0 .0 5 9 (0 .0 1 7 )

> once a m onth -0 .0 4 4 (0 .0 1 8 ) -0 .0 4 4 (0 .0 1 8 ) -0 .0 4 5 (0 .0 1 8 )

L ess than on e a m onth -0 .0 1 5 (0 .0 1 3 ) -0 .0 1 5 (0 .0 1 3 ) -0 .0 1 5 (0 .0 1 3 )

N ever  (ref.) — — —

Fam ily incom e -0 .0 3 4 (0 .0 0 5 ) -0 .0 3 4 (0 .0 0 5 ) -0 .0 3 4 (0 .0 0 5 )

Country characteristics

E conom ic conditions 1994 -0 .0 9 2 (0 .0 4 1 ) -0 .0 8 4 (0 .0 3 9 ) 0 .010 (0 .0 5 3 )

C hange econom ic conditions 1 989-94 -0 .1 4 1 (0 .0 3 9 ) -0 .1 4 9 (0 .0 3 7 ) -0 .1 3 8 (0 .0 3 4 )

S oc ia l security benefits expenditure -0 .0 1 3 (0 .0 1 2 ) -0 .0 0 8 (0 .0 1 2 ) -0 .0 0 5 (0 .0 1 1 )

Ethnic heterogeneity -0 .6 8 4 (0 .4 6 6 ) -0 .7 1 0 (0 .4 3 8 ) -0 .8 8 4 (0 .7 7 8 )

A sy lu m  seekers 1994 -0 .0 0 5 (0 .1 0 1 ) -0 .3 5 5 (0 .2 2 2 ) -0 .1 2 8 (0 .2 2 1 )

C hange asylum  seekers 1989-94 -0 .0 1 3 (0 .0 1 6 ) -0 .0 2 3 (0 .0 1 6 ) -0 .0 0 3 (0 .0 1 7 )

(A sylu m  seekers 1994)2 0.110 (0 .0 6 3 ) 0 .036 (0 .0 6 5 )

E conom ic conditions 1994 -0 .5 8 2 (0 .2 4 5 )

* ethnic heterogeneity

Variance com ponents

In d iv id u al-lev el variance in  intercept 0 .482 0 .4 82 0 .482

% explained  variance 6.9% 6.9% 6.9%

C ou n try-level variance in intercept 0 .068 0 .0 6 0 0 .048

% explained  variance 58.9% 63.8% 71.0%

G o o d n ess-o f-fit

-2 * lo g  lik elihood 51 19 2.0 51189 .2 51184.1

A -2 * lo g  lik elih ood 2 .2 2.8 5.1

A d f 3 1 1

p-va lu e . 0 .535 0 .090 0 .02 2

Note: N = 2 4 ,24 7 . Parameter estim ates in  b old  figures are sign ificant at the 5% lev el (p-value <  0 .0 5 ), contextual parameter

estim ates in  bo ld  and italic figures are significant at the 10%  lev e l (p-value<  0 .10).
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E ffe c ts  o f  in d e p e n d en t in d iv id u a l  c h a ra c te r is t ic s  on  p e r c e iv e d  e th n ic  th r e a t

A cco rd in g  to  e th n ic  co m p etitio n  theory , p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t is  m o re  p rev a len t am o n g  socia l 

ca teg o ries  o f  th e  e th n ic  m ajo rity  g roup  th a t are  in  s im ila r socia l p o sitio n s  as m an y  ethn ic  

m in o ritie s  (h y p o th eses 4 a  to  4e). In  o rd e r to  te s t th is  p ro p o sitio n , so c io -d em o g rap h ic  v a riab les  

w ere  ad d ed  to  th e  m odel (m odel 2), as in d ica to rs  o f  actual th re a t a t th e  in d iv id u a l level. T he 

resu lts  are  in  acco rd an ce  w ith  th e  hypotheses. T h a t is, th e  h ig h e r th e  edu ca tio n a l a tta inm en t, th e  

lo w er th e  p ercep tio n s  o f  e th n ic  th re a t (b =  -0 .1 3 3 ) . Se lf-em ployed , m an u al w o rk ers , and  

u n em p lo y ed  all h av e  h ig h e r scores on p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t co m p ared  to  th e  re fe ren ce  category  

o f  h ig h e r con tro lle rs. A n d  p e rso n s  w ith  a lo w er fam ily  in co m e  are  m o re  in c lin ed  to  p e rce iv e  

e th n ic  m in o ritie s  as a th re a t (b =  -0 .0 3 4 ) .

T h ere  w ere  a lso  som e add itio n a l d ifferen ces  b e tw een  socia l categories. P e rce iv ed  e thn ic  

th re a t w as  re la tiv e ly  m o re  p rev a len t am o n g  m en  co m p ared  to  w o m en , am o n g  ro u tin e  n o n 

m anual, re tired  p e rso n s  and  h o u sek eep ers  co m p ared  to  h ig h e r co n tro lle rs , an d  am o n g  C ath o lics  

and  P ro tes tan ts  co m p ared  to  n o n -re lig io u s  persons. O n  th e  o th e r hand , p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t 

w as  less p rev a len t am o n g  studen ts co m p ared  to  h ig h e r con tro lle rs , and  am o n g  freq u en t 

churchgoers.

A s can  b e  seen  in  th e  lo w er p a rt o f  T ab le  6 .12 , th e se  in d iv id u a l ch arac te ris tic s  acco u n ted  

fo r  6 .9 %  o f  th e  v a rian ce  a t th e  in d iv id u a l level. T he  v a rian ce  a t th e  coun try  level h ard ly  changed  

a fte r in c lu s io n  o f  in d iv id u a l ch arac te ris tics, in d ica tin g  th a t th e  d ifferen ces  b e tw een  co u n trie s  in  

av erag e ly  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t co u ld  n o t b e  a ttrib u ted  to  d ifferen ces  in  p o p u la tio n  

com position .

E ffe c ts  o f  n a tio n a l  c h a ra c te r is t ic s  on  p e r c e iv e d  e th n ic  th r e a t

N ex t, co n tex tu a l ch arac te ris tics  w ere  ad d ed  to  th e  m odel, as in d ica to rs  o f  actual th re a t a t th e  

co n tex tu a l level. A d d in g  th e  eco n o m ic  ch arac te ris tic s  (m odel 3) caused  a s ig n ifican t d ecrease  in  

th e  lo g  lik e lih o o d  ra tio  o f  16.7. B o th  fac to rs  w ere , in  acco rd an ce  w ith  th e  h y p o th eses (6a) and 

(6b), n eg ativ e ly  re la ted  to  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t: th e  lo w er th e  eco n o m ic  cond itions, and  the  

s tro n g er th e  d ec lin e  in  eco n o m ic  cond itions, th e  h ig h er th e  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t. A d d in g  th e  

socia l secu rity  b e n e fit ex p en d itu res  (m odel 4) an d  th e  d em o g rap h ic  v a riab les  (m odel 5) d id  n o t 

lead  to  a s ig n ifican t im p ro v em en t in  m odel fit. A s can  b e  seen  in  T ab le  6 .12, th ese  v ariab les  

w ere  n o t re la ted  to  p e rce iv ed  e thn ic  th rea t, and  th e re fo re  th e  re sp ec tiv e  h y p o th eses (6c to  6f) 

w ere  refu ted .

N ex t, I te s ted  w h e th e r th e re  w e re  any cu rv ilin ea r effects  o f  co n tex tu a l variab les . O nly  

one  o f  th e  q u ad ra tic  e ffec ts  tu rn ed  o u t to  be  s ign ifican t. A d d in g  a q u ad ra tic  te rm  fo r th e  n u m b er 

o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s in  1994 led  to  a sm all s ig n ifican t d ev ian ce  o f  2 .8. T h is  cu rv ilin ea r e ffec t 

is  illu s tra ted  in  F ig u re  6.11. W h en  th e  n u m b er o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  p e r 1,000 cap ita  is  sm aller 

th an  1.6, th e re  w as  a n eg ativ e  re la tio n  b e tw een  th e  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  and  p e rce iv ed  e thn ic  

th rea t. O nly  w h e n  th e  n u m b er o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  p e r 1 ,000 cap ita  is h ig h e r th an  1.6, w as  a 

h ig h e r n u m b er o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  asso c ia ted  w ith  s tro n g er p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th reat.
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F ig u re  6.11 P r e d i c t e d  e f f e c t  o f  a s y lu m  a p p l i c a t i o n s  o n  p e r c e i v e d  e th n ic  th r e a t

asylum applications in 1994 per 1,000 capita

F ina lly , in te rac tio n  te rm s w ere  ad d ed  to  th e  m odel in  o rd e r to  te s t th e  p ro p o sitio n  th a t th e  effects  

o f  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s o r th e  level o f  socia l secu rity  on  th e  one  h an d  an d  d em o g rap h ic  v ariab les  

on  th e  o th e r hand , re in fo rced  each  other. O n ly  th e  in te rac tio n  b e tw een  th e  eco n o m ic  co nd itions 

in  1994 and  th e  degree  o f  e th n ic  h e tero g en e ity  w as  s ig n ifican t (b =  -0 .5 8 2 ) . T h a t is, eco n o m ic  

co n d itio n s h av e  a s tro n g er neg ativ e  e ffec t on  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t w h en  th e  deg ree  o f  e thn ic  

h e tero g en e ity  is h ig her. T h is fin d in g  is in  acco rd an ce  w ith  th e  hypo thesis: th e  b e tte r  th e  

eco n o m ic  cond itions, th e  le ss  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t, b u t th e  e ffec t is ev en  s tro n g er w h e n  th e  

re la tiv e  p ro p o rtio n  o f  e thn ic  o u t-g ro u p s  is h igher.

C o n tro lled  fo r  th is  in te rac tio n  b e tw een  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  and  e th n ic  he tero g en e ity , th e  

cu rv ilin ea r e ffec t o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  w as  no  lo n g e r sign ifican t. T hus, in  m odel 7, p e rce iv ed  

e th n ic  th rea t w as  on ly  a ffec ted  by  th e  change  in  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  and  th e  in te rac tio n  b e tw een  

eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s and  e th n ic  he terogeneity . T here  w e re  no  s ig n ifican t (m ain ) e ffec ts  o f  th e  

level o f  socia l secu rity  and  th e  d em o g rap h ic  cond itions.

T he v a rian ce  co m p o n en ts  in  T ab le  6 .12  sh o w  th a t 7 1 .0 %  o f  th e  v a rian ce  a t th e  con tex tual 

level co u ld  b e  a ttrib u ted  to  th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  co n tex tu a l charac te ris tics. T h is is  a lso  illu s tra ted  

in  F ig u re  6.12. In  th is  figure , th e  coun try -level re s id u a ls  are d isp lay ed  fo r th e  nu ll m odel, fo r th e  

m odel w ith  on ly  in d iv id u a l ch arac te ris tics, and  fo r  th e  m odel w ith  b o th  in d iv id u a l and  co n tex tu a l 

v ariab les . T he coun try -leve l re s id u a ls  in  th e  nu ll m odel co rresp o n d  w ith  th e  o b serv ed  c ro ss 

n a tio n a l d ifferen ces  in  av erage  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t. A s s tated  befo re , th ese  d ifferen ces  cou ld  

n o t b e  a ttrib u ted  to  co m p o sitio n al effects: on  average , th e  coun try -lev e l re s id u a ls  in  th e  m odel 

w ith  in d iv id u a l ch arac te ris tics  w e re  ju s t  as la rg e  as in  th e  nu ll m odel.
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F i g u r e  6 . 1 2  C o u n tr y - le v e l  r e s id u a ls  in  p e r c e i v e d  e th n ic  th r e a t
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O nly  w h en  co n tex tu a l ch arac te ris tic s  w e re  add ed  to  th e  m odel, d id  th e  coun try -level resid u als  

su b stan tia lly  decline. F o r  in stance , th e  av erage  level o f  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t w as  ra th e r h ig h  in  

H ungary , B u lgaria , and  L atv ia . T o  a la rg e  ex ten t, th is  co u ld  b e  a ttrib u ted  to  th e  na tio n a l co n tex t 

o f  th ese  coun tries, in  p a rticu la r, th e ir  p o o r eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  and  th e  re la tiv e  la ck  o f  a p o sitiv e  

ch an g e  in  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  (see  a lso  T ab le  6.5). F o r  L a tv ia , th ese  p o o r eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s 

co in c id ed  w ith  a h ig h  deg ree  o f  e th n ic  heterogeneity . A s can  b e  seen  in  F ig u re  6 .12, co n tro lled  

fo r th ese  con tex tu a l c ircu m stan ces, th e  average  level o f  p e rce iv ed  e thn ic  th rea t in  L a tv ia  d id  n o t 

d ev ia te  from  th e  overall m ean  acro ss  all coun tries.

A u stra lia  is an o th er co u n try  th a t is ch arac te rized  by  a h igh  d eg ree  o f  e th n ic  h e tero g en e ity  

(see  a lso  T ab le  6.6). D esp ite  th is  h ig h  deg ree  o f  e th n ic  h e terogeneity , th e  av erage  level o f  

p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t in  A u stra lia  w as  ra th e r low , since  th e  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  in  A u stra lia  

w ere  m u ch  be tte r. T h is is a lso  illu s tra ted  in  F ig u re  6.12. T he  resid u al fo r A u stra lia  in  m odel 1 

w as  la rg e ly  negative , in d ica tin g  th a t th e  av erage  level o f  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t w as  ra th e r low . 

In  th e  m odel w ith  con tex tu a l ch arac te ris tics, th e  res id u al fo r A u stra lia  fe ll to  a lm o st zero. T hus, 

th e  lo w  level o f  pe rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t co u ld  fu lly  be  a ttrib u ted  to  th e  con tex tu a l ch arac te ris tics  

o f  A u stra lia , in  particu la r, th e  p ro sp e ro u s  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  and  th e  recen t im p ro v em en t in  

eco n o m ic  conditions.
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6 .9 .6 L o c a l is t ic  o r ie n ta tio n

T he resu lts  o f  th e  m u lti-lev el analyses on  th e  second  in te rv en in g  v ariab le , lo ca lis tic  o rien ta tion , 

a re  d isp lay ed  in  T ab le  6 .13. T he  ran d o m  in te rcep t nu ll m odel (m odel 1) h ad  a h ig h ly  s ig n ifican t 

d ev ian ce  o f  2907 .7 , in d ica tin g  la rg e  d ifferen ces  b e tw een  co u n tries  in  th e  av erag e  score  on  

lo ca lis tic  o rien ta tion . N o n e th e less , th e  v a rian ce  b e tw een  in d iv id u a ls  w ith in  co u n trie s  (0 .9 6 1 ) w as 

m u ch  la rg e r th an  th e  v a rian ce  b e tw een  co u n trie s  (0 .127). T he in tra -co u n try  co rre la tio n  w as 

0 .117.

E ffe c ts  o f  in d e p e n d en t  in d iv id u a l  c h a ra c te r is t ic s  on  lo c a lis t ic  o r ie n ta tio n

T o te s t th e  h y p o th eses reg a rd in g  d iffe ren ces  b e tw een  social categories, so c io -d em o g rap h ic  

v a riab les  w ere  in c lu d ed  (m odel 2). In  acco rd an ce  w ith  hyp o th eses  (5a) and  (5b), lo w er educa ted  

p erso n s  and  e ld erly  p e rso n s  had  re la tiv e ly  s tro n g er lo ca lis tic  o rien ta tio n s  (co effic ien ts  w ere  

resp ec tiv e ly  -0 .0 9 6  and  0 .018 ). F u rth erm o re , lo ca lism  w as  s tro n g er am o n g  re lig io u s  perso n s 

co m p ared  to  n o n -re lig io u s  p ersons, a lth o u g h  th e  d ifferen ce  b e tw een  th e  o rth o d o x  re lig io u s and 

th e  n o n -re lig io u s  did  n o t reach  a s ig n ifican ce  level o f  5% . F ina lly , th e  m o re  o ften  th e  re sp o n d en t 

w e n t to  church , th e  s tro n g er h is lo ca lis tic  o rien ta tion . T h ese  fin d in g s  su p p o rt h y p o th eses  (5c) and 

(5d). T hus th e se  fo u r  h y p o th eses d eriv ed  from  lo ca lism  th eo ry  w ere  n o t refu ted . T here  w ere  also  

som e ad d itio n a l s ig n ifican t d ifferen ces b e tw een  socia l categories. C o m p ared  to  th e  h ig h er 

con tro lle rs , th e  se lf-em p lo y ed  w ere  m o re  lo ca listic , w h ereas  th e  u n em p lo y ed  and  s tuden ts h ad  a 

less  lo ca lis tic  orien ta tion .

C o m p ared  to  th e  em pty  m odel, 13.7%  o f  th e  v a rian ce  b e tw een  in d iv id u a ls  co u ld  be  

ex p lained . R eg a rd in g  th e  v a rian ce  b e tw een  coun tries, 10.9%  co u ld  b e  ex p la in ed  b y  in c lu d in g  

in d iv id u a l ch arac te ris tics  in  th e  m odel. T h a t is, th e  o rig inal c ro ss-n a tio n a l d ifferen ces in  average  

level o f  lo ca lism  w ere  p artly  due  to  co m p o sitio n  effects.

E ffe c t  o f  e th n ic  h e te ro g e n e ity  on  lo c a lis t ic  o r ie n ta tio n

Finally , in  m odel 3, th e  deg ree  o f  e th n ic  h e tero g en e ity  is  added , in  o rd e r to  te s t th e  p ro p o sitio n  

th a t a lo ca lis tic  o rien ta tio n  is m o re  p rev a len t am o n g  in d iv id u a ls  liv in g  in  m o re  e thn ica lly  

h o m o g en eo u s  coun tries. A d d in g  th is  co n tex tu a l ch arac te ris tic  led  to  a sm all im p ro v em en t in  

m odel f it  o f  3 .4 , w h ich  w as  s ig n ifican t a t th e  10%  level. In  acco rd an ce  w ith  h y p o th esis  8, th e  

e ffec t o f  e th n ic  h e tero g en e ity  w as  negative: in d iv id u a ls  liv in g  in  m o re  e th n ica lly  h e te ro g en eo u s  

coun tries, w ere  on  av erag e  less o rien ted  to w ard s  th e ir  local com m unity . W ith  th is  m odel, 23 .2%  

o f  th e  v a rian ce  b e tw een  co u n tries  co u ld  b e  exp lained .
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T a b le  6 .1 3  P a ra m e te r  e s tim a te s  f r o m  m u lt i - le v e l  m o d e ls  o f  lo c a lis tic  o r ie n ta tio n

M od el 1 M od e l 2 M od e l 3

Intercept 3 .3 1 2  (0 .0 7 5 ) 3 .1 81 (0 .0 7 6 ) 3 .3 1 5 (0 .1 0 0 )

Individua l characteristics

S ex  (m ale) -0 .0 0 9 (0 .0 1 3 ) -0 .0 0 9 (0 .0 1 3 )

A g e 0 .01 8 (0 .0 0 1 ) 0 .018 (0 .0 0 1 )

Education -0 .0 9 6 (0 .0 0 7 ) -0 .0 9 5 (0 .0 0 7 )

S oc ia l p osition

H igher controller (ref.) — —

L ow er controllers -0 .0 5 3 (0 .0 2 8 ) -0 .0 5 3 (0 .0 2 8 )

R outine non-m anual 0 .005 (0 .0 3 1 ) 0 .00 5 (0 .0 3 1 )

S e lf-em p lo yed 0 .12 4 (0 .0 3 5 ) 0 .124 (0 .0 3 5 )

Supervisors, sk illed  m anual -0 .0 0 5 (0 .03 3 ) -0 .0 0 5 (0 .0 3 3 )

S em i-u n sk illed  m anual 0 .015 (0 .0 3 3 ) 0 .015 (0 .0 3 3 )

U n em p loyed -0 .1 0 9 (0 .0 3 6 ) -0 .1 0 9 (0 .0 3 6 )

Student, vocational training -0 .0 9 5 (0 .0 3 7 ) -0 .0 9 5 (0 .0 3 7 )

Retired 0 .01 6 (0 .0 3 2 ) 0 .01 6 (0 .0 3 2 )

H ousekeepers -0 .0 0 2 (0 .0 3 3 ) -0 .0 0 2 (0 .0 3 3 )

N o t  c lassifiab le 0 .0 1 2 (0 .0 3 4 ) 0 .01 2 (0 .0 3 4 )

R e lig iou s  denom ination

Catholic 0 .10 6 (0 .0 2 2 ) 0 .10 6 (0 .0 2 2 )

O rthodox 0.091 (0 .0 4 7 ) 0 .0 9 0 (0 .0 4 7 )

Protestant 0 .08 5 (0 .0 2 2 ) 0 .08 5 (0 .0 2 2 )

Other 0 .02 8 (0 .0 2 8 ) 0 .0 2 8 (0 .0 2 8 )

N o  religion  (ref.) — —

Church attendance

> nearly on ce a w eek 0 .21 2 (0 .0 2 2 ) 0 .21 2 (0 .0 2 2 )

> o nce a m onth 0 .12 3 (0 .0 2 4 ) 0 .123 (0 .0 2 4 )

L ess than on e a m onth 0 .05 0 (0 .0 1 7 ) 0 .0 5 0 (0 .0 1 7 )

N ever  (ref.) — —

Fam ily incom e 0 .00 5 (0 .0 0 6 ) 0 .005 (0 .0 06 )

Country characteristic

Ethnic heterogeneity -0 .9 7 8 (0 .5 1 3 )

Variance com ponents

In d iv id u al-lev el variance 0 .961  (0 .0 0 9 ) 0 .8 3 0 (0 .0 0 8 ) 0 .8 30 (0 .0 0 8 )

% explained  variance 13.7% 13.7%

C o un try -lev el variance 0 .1 2 7  (0 .0 3 8 ) 0 .11 3 (0 .0 3 4 ) 0 .098 (0 .0 2 9 )

% explained  variance 10.9% 23.2%

G o o d n ess-o f-fit

-2 * lo g  lik elihood 6 7 9 14 .8 6 4 3 6 0 .7 6 43 5 7 .3

A -2 * lo g  lik elih ood 2 9 0 7 .7 3554.1 3.4

A d f 1 21 1

p-va lu e . 0 .00 0 0 .0 00 0 .062

Note: N = 2 4 ,24 7 . Parameter estim ates in  b old  figures are sign ificant at the 5% lev el (p-value <  0 .0 5 ), contextual parameter 

estim ates in  bo ld  and italic figures are significant at the 10%  lev e l (p-value<  0 .10).
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6 .1 0  S u m m a r y :  o v e r v ie w  o f  r e s u lt s

In  th is  sec tion  I p re sen t an  o v erv iew  o f  th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  resu lts  b y  d iscu ss in g  th e  effects  o f  

in d iv id u a l and  co n tex tu a l ch arac te ris tic s  across all th e  d iffe ren t d ep en d en t variab les.

6 .1 0 .1  E ffe c ts  o f  in d e p e n d en t in d iv id u a l  v a r ia b le s  on  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism  a n d  c h a u v in ism

M o st o f  th e  h y p o th eses (1a) to  (1h ) reg a rd in g  th e  e ffec ts  o f  in d ep en d en t in d iv id u a l v a riab les  on  

e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  and  ch au v in ism  w ere  n o t re fu ted , as is sh o w n  in  T ab le  6.14. In  th e  b o d y  o f  

th is  tab le , as w ell as in  th e  su b seq u en t tab les, th e  label ‘c o n firm e d ’ in d ica tes  th a t th e  e ffec t w as 

in  lin e  w ith  th e  h ypo thesis. T he  label ‘re fu te d ’ in d ica tes  th a t th e  e ffec t w as  s ig n ifican t b u t 

o p p o site  to  th e  h y p o th esized  effect, w h ereas  th e  label ‘refu ted , n .s .’ in d ica tes  th a t th e re  w as  no  

sig n ifican t e ffec t o f  th e  variab le . F ina lly , th e  label ‘m ix e d ’ in d ica tes  th a t th e re  are  several e ffect 

p a ram ete rs  o f  w h ich  som e w ere  in  line  w ith  th e  expecta tion .

A s can  b e  seen  in  T ab le  6 .14, th e  h y p o th eses d eriv ed  fro m  e th n ic  co m p etitio n  th eo ry  (1a 

to  1e) g a in ed  s trong  em p irica l support. E th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  an d  ch au v in ism  w ere , as expected , 

h ig h e r am o n g  th e  lo w er ed u ca tio n a l s tra ta  and  lo w er in co m e groups. F u rth erm o re , su p p o rt fo r 

m o st d im en sio n s  o f  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  and  ch au v in ism  w ere , as expec ted , s tro n g er am o n g  th e  

self-em ployed , m anual w orkers , and  th e  u nem ployed .

T a b le  6 .14  E ffects o f  independent individual variables on ethnic exclusionism and  

chauvinism

Hypotheses: 

higher levels among:

Exclusion o f 

m igrants

Exclusion o f  

refugees

Exclusionism  

o f  group 

m embership

Chauvinism

(1a) low er educated confirm ed confirmed confirmed confirm ed

(1b) self-employed confirm ed confirm ed refuted, n.s. confirmed

(1c) m anual workers confirm ed m ixed confirmed confirm ed

(1d) unem ployed people confirm ed refuted confirm ed confirm ed

(1e) low income confirm ed confirm ed confirmed confirmed

(1f) older people refuted, n.s. refuted confirm ed confirm ed

(1g) members o f  denomination confirm ed confirm ed confirmed confirmed

(1h) churchgoers refuted refuted refuted, n.s. confirmed

Explained individual level variance 4.1% 3.3% 6.5% 11.8%

Explained country level variance 

due to composition effects

7.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
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T he h y p o th eses  d eriv ed  from  lo ca lism  th eo ry  (1a, 1 f th ro u g h  1g) g a in ed  so m ew h a t le sse r 

em p irica l support. A s expec ted , e thn ic  ex clu s io n ism  and  ch au v in ism  w as  h ig h e r am o n g  th e  

lo w er ed u ca ted  and  p eo p le  w h o  co n sid e r th em se lv es  to  b e  a m em b er o f  a re lig io u s  denom ination . 

A g e  and  ch u rch  a ttendance, how ev er, w e re  n o t co n sis ten tly  re la ted  to  th e  d iffe ren t d im en sio n s  o f  

ex clu s io n ism  and  chauv in ism . T he  e lderly  w ere  re la tiv e ly  m o re  ch au v in is tic  and  m o re  in c lin ed  

to  ex c lu s io n ism  o f  g ro u p  m em b ersh ip , b u t age w as  n o t re la ted  to  ex clu s io n ism  o f  m ig ran ts. 

S u rp ris in g ly , y o u n g e r p e rso n s  w ere  m o re  in c lin ed  to  ex clu d e  p o litica l refugees. C o n tro lled  fo r 

re lig io u s  d en o m in a tio n , ch u rch  a tten d an ce  w as n eg ativ e ly  re la ted  to  ex c lu s io n ism  o f  m ig ran ts  

and  refugees, b u t p o sitiv e ly  re la ted  to  chauv in ism . W ith  reg ard  to  o th e r ch arac te ris tics, re tired  

p erso n s  as w ell as h o u sek eep ers  h ad  co n sis ten tly  h ig h e r scores on  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  and 

chauv in ism .

O verall, th e  in d ep en d en t in d iv id u a l v a riab les  w e re  ra th e r w eak ly  re la ted  to  e thn ic  

ex clu s io n ism  and  chau v in ism . T he v a riab les  ed ucation , age, in co m e, socia l p o sition , re lig io sity  

and  church  a tten d an ce  co u ld  on ly  acco u n t fo r b e tw een  3 .3%  an d  6 .5%  o f  th e  in d iv id u a l-lev e l 

v a rian ce  in  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism . M o st v a rian ce  b e tw een  in d iv id u a ls  w ith in  co u n trie s  th e re fo re  

rem ain ed  u n ex p la in ed . C h au v in ism  w as  so m ew h a t s tro n g er re la ted  to  th e se  in d iv id u a l 

b ack g ro u n d  variab les: 11.8%  o f  th e  o b serv ed  d ifferen ces  in  ch au v in ism  b e tw een  in d iv id u a ls  

co u ld  b e  a ttrib u ted  to  th e se  so c io -d em o g rap h ic  b ack g ro u n d  variab les .

T he  overa ll w e ak  re la tio n  b e tw een  so cio -d em o g rap h ic  b ack g ro u n d  and  ethn ic  

ex clu s io n ism  o r ch au v in ism  w as  a lso  illu s tra ted  by  th e  sm all e ffec ts  o f  po p u la tio n  com position . 

T h a t is, 7 .0 %  o f  th e  o b serv ed  d ifferen ces  b e tw een  co u n tries  in  m ean  level o f  ex clu s io n ism  o f  

im m ig ran ts  co u ld  b e  a ttrib u ted  to  d iffe ren ces  b e tw een  co u n trie s  reg a rd in g  th e  p o p u la tio n  

com position . W ith  reg ard  to  th e  m ean  level o f  th e  o th e r e th n ic  a ttitudes, d iffe ren ces  b e tw een  

co u n trie s  co u ld  n o t b e  a ttrib u ted  to  d ifferen ces  in  p o p u la tio n  com position .

6 .1 0 .2  E f fe c ts  o f  c o n te x tu a l  v a r ia b le s  on  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n ism  a n d  ch a u v in ism

A cco rd in g  to  e th n ic  co m p etitio n  theory , th e  av erage  level o f  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  and  ch au v in ism  

o f  th e  e th n ic  m ajo rity  p o p u la tio n  is  a ffec ted  by  th e  deg ree  o f  actual e th n ic  com petition . T ab le

6.15 p resen ts  an  o v e rv iew  o f  th e  e ffec ts  o f  th e  ap p lied  in d ica to rs  fo r actual e th n ic  co m p etitio n  at 

th e  na tio n a l level. T hese  co n tex tu al h y p o th eses  w e re  p artly  refu ted .

W ith  reg ard  to  national economic conditions, it  tu rn ed  o u t th a t th e  b e tte r  th e  eco n o m ic  

co n d itio n s  o f  a coun try , th e  less  its  re s id en ts  are  in c lin ed  to  ex clu s io n ism  o f  m ig ran ts. T his 

fin d in g  w as in  acco rd an ce  w ith  e th n ic  co m p etitio n  theory . H o w ev er, in  co n tra st to  th e  

h ypo thesis, na tio n a l eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  w e re  n o t re la ted  to  ex c lu s io n ism  o f  re fu g ees an d  g roup  

m em b ersh ip . A n d  in  add ition , ch au v in ism  w as even  p o sitiv e ly  a ffec ted  by  th e  eco n o m ic  

cond itions.

T he recen t change in national econom ic conditions  w as  m o re  co n sis ten tly  -  and  in  line  

w ith  e th n ic  co m p etitio n  th eo ry  -  re la ted  to  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  and  chauv in ism . T he  s tro n g er th e  

d e te rio ra tio n  (o r th e  le sse r th e  im p ro v em en t) in  na tio n a l e co n o m ic  co n d itio n s o v e r th e  p rev io u s
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five  years, th e  h ig h e r th e  d eg ree  o f  ex c lu s io n ism  o f  m ig ran ts , g ro u p  m em b ersh ip , and 

chauv in ism . In  lin e  w ith  e th n ic  co m p etitio n  theory , a d ec lin e  in  eco n o m ic  p ro sp erity  w as 

acco m p an ied  by  s tro n g er e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  and  chauvin ism .

E x c lu s io n ism  o f  p o litica l re fu g ees w as  h o w ev er n o t re la ted  to  ch an g in g  eco n o m ic  

cond itions. It is  in te restin g  to  n o te  th a t th is  la tte r  fo rm  o f  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism , w ith  its  re la tiv e ly  

strong  co n n o ta tio n  o f  h u m an ity  and  m ora lity , is  -  in  co n tra s t to  th e  o th e r tw o  fo rm s o f  e thn ic  

ex clu s io n ism  -  n o t a ffec ted  by  eco n o m ic  c ircu m stan ces, n e ith e r th e  p re sen t eco n o m ic  

cond itions, n o r th e  recen t ch an g e  in  eco n o m ic  conditions.

T a b le  6 .15  E ffects o f  contextual variables on ethnic exclusionism a n d  chauvinism

Hypotheses: Exclusion o f Exclusion o f Exclusionism Chauvinism

higher levels depending on: m igrants refugees o f  group 

m embership

(6a) Poor economic conditions confirm ed refuted, n.s. refuted, n.s. refuted

(6b) Declining economic conditions confirm ed refuted, n.s. confirm ed confirm ed

(6c) Less extensive social security confirm ed confirm ed refuted 1 refuted, n.s.

system

(6d) M ore ethnic heterogeneity refuted, n.s. confirm ed confirmed confirm ed

(6e) Larger num ber o f  asylum confirmed refuted 2 refuted refuted

seekers

(6f) Stronger increase in asylum refuted 2 refuted, n.s. refuted, n.s. confirmed

seekers

(6g) Concurrence o f  economic, refuted, n.s. m ixed 3 m ixed 1 refuted, n.s.

political and dem ographic 

characteristics (interaction)

1 In ter a c tio n  b e tw e e n  e x te n s iv e n e s s  o f  s o c ia l  s ec u r ity  s y s te m  a n d  e th n ic  h e ter o g e n e ity .  In  co n tr a st to  th e  h y p o th e s is ,  

th e  m a in  e f f e c t  o f  th e  e x te n s iv e n e s s  o f  th e  s o c ia l  se cu r ity  s y s te m  w a s  p o s it iv e . H o w e v e r , th e  in te r a c tio n  e f f e c t  w a s  

in  lin e  w ith  th e  e x p ec ta tio n : th e  le s s  e x te n s iv e  th e  s o c ia l  se cu r ity  sy ste m , th e  s tro n g er  th e  e f f e c t  o f  e th n ic  

h e te r o g e n e ity  o n  e x c lu s io n is m .

2 H o w e v e r , th e  e f f e c t  w a s  c u r v ilin e a r  w i t h -  a s  e x p e c te d  -  a  p o s i t iv e  s ig n  o f  th e  q u a d ratic term .

3 In te ra c t io n  b e tw e e n  d e c l in in g  e c o n o m ic  c o n d it io n s  a n d  th e  sq u a red  n u m b er  o f  a s y lu m  seek ers: th e  s tro n g e r  th e  

d e c l in e  in  e c o n o m ic  c o n d it io n s , th e  s tro n g er  th e  e f f e c t  o f  th e  (sq u a red ) n u m b er  o f  a s y lu m  seek er s .

In  ad d itio n  to  eco n o m ic  cond itions, th e  in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n  fo r  scarce  reso u rces  is also  

a ffec ted  by  p o litica l cond itions, such  as th e  extensiveness o f  the social security system. A n  

ex ten siv e  socia l secu rity  system  p ro tec ts  c itizen s from  severe  lo sses  o f  in co m e  and  th u s 

a llev ia tes  th e  h a rsh n ess  o f  eco n o m ic  co m petition . In  acco rd an ce  w ith  th e  h ypo thesis, th e  h ig h er 

th e  socia l secu rity  b en efits  ex p en d itu re  o f  a na tion , th e  less th e  p o p u la tio n  is in c lin ed  to  ex clu d e  

m ig ran ts  and  refugees. C h au v in ism , ho w ev er, w as  n o t re la ted  to  th e  level o f  socia l security  

benefits . In  add ition , th e re  w as  a sm all p o sitiv e  e ffec t o f  th e  ex ten siv en ess  o f  th e  socia l security
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sys tem  on  ex c lu s io n ism  o f  g roup  m em b ersh ip . T he la tte r re su lt s tem m ed  fro m  th e  in c lu s io n  o f  an  

in te rac tio n  te rm  in  th e  m odel. R eg a rd in g  ex clu s io n ism  o f  g roup  m em b ersh ip , th e re  w as  a 

sig n ifican t in te rac tio n  b e tw een  th e  ex ten siv en ess  o f  th e  socia l secu rity  system  and  th e  deg ree  o f  

e th n ic  h e terogeneity : th e  less ex ten siv e  th e  socia l secu rity  system , th e  s tro n g er th e  p o sitiv e  e ffect 

o f  e thn ic  h e te ro g en e ity  on  ex c lu s io n ism  o f  g roup  m em b ersh ip . T h is  in te rac tio n  e ffec t w as  in  

acco rd an ce  w ith  e th n ic  co m p etitio n  theory .

R eg ard in g  th e  v a rio u s  d em o g rap h ic  con tex tu al v ariab les , th e  deg ree  o f  ethnic 

heterogeneity  had  th e  m o st co n sis ten t e ffec t on  ch au v in ism  and  th e  d iffe ren t d im en sio n s  o f  

e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism . A s ex pected , th e  h ig h e r th e  d eg ree  o f  e th n ic  he tero g en e ity , th e  s tro n g er th e  

ex clu s io n ism  o f  refugees, ex c lu s io n ism  o f  g roup  m em b ersh ip , and  chau v in ism . O nly  th e  degree 

o f  ex clu s io n ism  o f  m ig ran ts  w as  n o t re la ted  to  e th n ic  he terogeneity .

T he h y p o th eses reg ard in g  th e  e ffec t o f  th e  n u m b er o f  asylum  applications  and  th e  recen t 

change in asylum applications rece iv ed  m ix ed  em pirica l support. O n ly  tw o  o f  th e  e ig h t 

p a ram ete r e stim ates  (see  T ab le  6 .15) d isp lay  a lin ea r re la tio n sh ip  in  acco rd an ce  w ith  e thn ic  

co m p etitio n  theory . T h a t is, th e  h ig h e r th e  in flo w  o f  asy lum  seekers, th e  s tro n g er the  

ex clu s io n ism  o f  m ig ran ts , and  th e  h ig h e r th e  in crease  in  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s, th e  s tro n g er th e  

degree  o f  chauv in ism . In  add ition , tw o  n o n -lin ea r re la tio n sh ip s  co u ld  b e  observed .

F irstly , in  co n tra st to  th e  ex p ec ta tio n , a (re la tiv e ly  m in o r) g ro w th  in  th e  n u m b er o f  

asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  w as  acco m p an ied  b y  d ec lin in g  su p p o rt fo r  ex clu s io n ism  o f  m igran ts. 

H o w ev er, w h en  th e re  w as  a very  la rg e  in crease  in  th e  n u m b er o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  (i.e. a 

g ro w th  o f  a fac to r o f  7 o r m ore), th e  re la tio n sh ip  w as  positive , in d ica tin g  th a t th e  s tro n g er th e  

in flo w  o f  asy lum  seekers, th e  h ig h e r th e  ex clu s io n ism  o f  m ig ran ts  (see  F ig u re  6.4). A pparen tly , 

th e re  is a k in d  o f  th resh o ld : th e  a ssu m ed  p o s itiv e  re la tio n  b e tw een  g ro w in g  n u m b ers  o f  asy lum  

seekers  and  ex c lu s io n ism  o f  m ig ran ts  on ly  h o ld s  fo r s trong  -  and  th u s  p ro m in en tly  v is ib le  -  

in c reases  in  th e  n u m b er o f  asy lum  app lications.

Secondly , th e re  w as  an an alo g o u s cu rv ilin ea r re la tio n  b e tw een  th e  n u m b er o f  asy lum  

ap p lica tio n s  and  ex clu s io n ism  o f  refugees. W h en  th e  n u m b er o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  p e r 1,000 

cap ita  w as  re la tiv e ly  sm all, th e  av erage  level o f  ex clu s io n ism  o f  re fu g ees  w as  sm aller in  

co u n tries  w ith  a la rg e r in flo w  o f  asy lum  seekers. H o w ev er, w h en  th e  n u m b er o f  asy lum  

ap p lica tio n s  p e r 1,000 cap ita  is  re la tiv e ly  s trong  (i.e ., la rg e r th an  1.6 p e r 1 ,000 cap ita) th e  

re la tio n sh ip  w as  positive . A gain , th e re  w as  a th resh o ld , as w as  illu s tra ted  in  F ig u re  6.6. T hese  

tw o  cu rv ilin ea r e ffects o f  (the  ch an g e  in ) th e  n u m b er o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  im p ly  a 

sp ec ifica tio n  o f  e th n ic  co m p etitio n  theory . T h a t is, la rg e  o r g ro w in g  n u m b ers  o f  asy lum  

ap p lica tio n s  are  n o t a lw ays lin ea rly  re la ted  to  s tro n g er e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism . B o th  a fo rem en tio n ed  

re la tio n s  are ch arac te rised  b y  a th re sh o ld  level, abo v e  w h ich  la rg e r o r g ro w in g  in flo w s o f  asy lum  

seekers are  acco m p an ied  by  s tro n g er e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism . A p paren tly , th e  (g ro w in g ) size o f  th e  

e th n ic  o u t-g roup  m u s t be  co n sid erab ly  la rg e  and  th u s h ig h ly  v is ib le , in  o rd e r to  serve as a 

re lev an t o u t-g ro u p  fo r socia l co n tra  id en tifica tio n . T he  p sycho log ica l p ro cess  o f  socia l con tra  

id en tific a tio n  su b seq u en tly  resu lts  in  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism .

F inally , I te s ted  fo r  in te rac tio n  effects  o f  th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  econom ic, p o litica l, and 

d em o g rap h ic  co n tex tu a l variab les . P resu m ab ly , e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  and  ch au v in ism  are  strong ly
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p rev a len t in  co u n tries  w h e re  th e  v a rio u s  in d ica to rs  o f  actual e th n ic  co m p etitio n  co incide. O f  th e  

p o ssib le  in te rac tio n  effects, on ly  tw o  tu rn ed  o u t to  b e  s ign ifican t. B o th  effects  w e re  in  

acco rd an ce  w ith  e th n ic  co m p etitio n  theory . F irstly , th e  deg ree  o f  e th n ic  h e tero g en e ity  h ad  a 

stro n g er p o sitiv e  e ffec t on  ex clu s io n ism  o f  g roup  m em b ersh ip  w h en  th e  socia l secu rity  system  

w as less ex tensive . Secondly , th e  cu rv ilin ea r e ffec t o f  asy lum  ap p lica tio n s  on  ex clu s io n  o f  

re fu g ees v a ried  w ith  th e  change in  eco n o m ic  cond itions: th e  s tro n g er th e  d eclin e  in  eco n o m ic  

cond itions, th e  s tro n g er th e  e ffec t o f  th e  (sq u ared ) n u m b er o f  asy lum  app lications.

6 .1 0 .3  T h e  in te r v e n in g  e f fe c t  o f  p e r c e iv e d  e th n ic  th r e a t

A  crucia l p ro p o sitio n  o f  e thn ic  co m p etitio n  is th e  concep tu a l d is tin c tio n  b e tw een  actua l e thn ic  

co m p etitio n  and  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th reat. P resu m ab ly , th e  e ffec ts  o f  in d iv id u a l and  co n tex tu a l 

ch arac te ris tics  (in d ica tiv e  o f  actual e th n ic  co m p etitio n ) are in te rv en ed  by  p e rcep tio n s  o f  e thn ic  

th rea t. In  acco rd an ce  w ith  hy p o th esis  2a, p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t w as  p o sitiv e ly  re la ted  to  all 

d im en sio n s  o f  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  and  chau v in ism , as is illu s tra ted  in  T ab le  6 .16. M o reo v er, 

co m p ared  to  all o th e r v ariab les , p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t h ad  th e  s tro n g est e ffec t on  all fo u r 

d ep en d en t e th n ic  a ttitu d es, as ju d g e d  b y  th e  re la tiv e  size o f  th e  p a ram ete r e stim ates  to  th e ir  

stan d ard  errors. T hus, p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t w as  th e  m o st im p o rtan t fac to r fo r  th e  ex p lan a tio n  

o f  b o th  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  and  chauv in ism .

T he e ffec ts  o f  in d ep en d en t in d iv id u a l v a riab les  on  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t w ere  all in  

acco rd an ce  w ith  h y p o th eses 4a  to  4e  deriv ed  from  e th n ic  co m p etitio n  theory , as d ep ic ted  in  

T ab le  6.17. P e rce iv ed  e thn ic  th re a t w as  re la tiv e ly  h ig h e r am o n g  lo w er ed u ca ted  perso n s, se lf 

em ployed , m an u al w o rk ers , u n em p lo y ed  an d  lo w er in co m e  categories. T h is co n firm ed  th e  n o tio n  

o f  th e  lin k  b e tw een  actual e th n ic  co m p etitio n  and  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t. T he  ap p lied  so c io 

d em o g rap h ic  v a riab les  (ed u catio n , socia l p o sition , in co m e) served  as in d irec t m easu res  o f  actual 

e th n ic  com petition .

In  add ition , p e rce iv ed  e thn ic  th rea t w as  re la tiv e ly  h igh  am o n g  re tired  persons, 

h o u sek eep ers , m em b ers  o f  re lig io u s  d en o m in a tio n s, and  th o se  w h o  a tten d  ch u rch  less frequen tly . 

O verall, th e  so c io -d em o g rap h ic  b ack g ro u n d  v a riab les  acco u n ted  fo r  6 .9%  o f  th e  v a rian ce  in  

p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t b e tw een  in d iv id u a ls  w ith in  coun tries. T he  d ifferen ces  b e tw een  coun tries  

in  th e  m ean  level o f  p e rce iv ed  e thn ic  th re a t co u ld  n o t b e  a ttrib u ted  to  d ifferen ces  in  p o p u la tio n  

com position .
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T a b l e  6 . 1 6  E f fe c ts  o f  in te r v e n in g  in d iv id u a l  v a r ia b le s  o n  e th n ic  e x c lu s io n is m  a n d  c h a u v in is m

Hypotheses: Exclusion o f Exclusion o f Exclusionism Chauvinism

higher levels among those migrants refugees o f  group

individuals with: m em bership

(2a) higher perceived ethnic threat confirm ed confirm ed confirm ed confirm ed

(2b) stronger localistic orientation confirm ed confirm ed confirm ed confirm ed

T a b le  6 .17  E ffects o f  independent individual variables on intervening variables

Hypotheses: 

higher levels among:

Perceived ethnic threat Localistic orientation

(4a + 5a) low er educated 

(4b) self-employed 

(4c) m anual workers 

(4d) unem ployed people 

(4e) low income 

(5b) older people 

(5c) members o f  denomination 

(5d) churchgoers

confirm ed

confirm ed

confirm ed

confirmed

confirm ed

confirm ed

confirm ed

confirm ed

confirm ed

Explained individual level variance 

Explained country level variance due to 

com position effects

6.9 % 

0.0 %

13.7 % 

10.9 %

T a b le  6 .18  E ffects o f  contextual variables on intervening variables

Hypotheses: 

higher levels among:

Perceived ethnic threat Localistic orientation

(7a) Poor econom ic conditions 

(7b) Declining economic conditions 

(7c) Less extensive social security system 

(7d) M ore ethnic heterogeneity

refuted, n.s. 1 

confirmed 

refuted, n.s. 

refuted, n.s. 1 (8) Less ethnic heterogeneity:

(7e) Larger num ber o f  asylum seekers 

(7f) Stronger increase in asylum seekers 

(7g) Concurrence o f  economic, political and 

dem ographic characteristics (interaction)

refuted, n.s. 

refuted, n.s.

m ixed 1

confirm ed

1 In ter a c tio n  b e tw e e n  e c o n o m ic  c o n d it io n s  a n d  e th n ic  h e te r o g e n e ity . In  co n tra st to  th e  h y p o th e s is , th e  m a in  e f f e c t  o f  

e c o n o m ic  c o n d it io n s  w a s  n o t  s ig n ific a n t . H o w e v e r , th e  in te r a c tio n  e f f e c t  w a s  in  lin e  w ith  th e  e x p ec ta tio n :  th e  w o r se  

th e  e c o n o m ic  c o n d it io n s , th e  s tro n g er  th e  e f f e c t  o f  e th n ic  h e te r o g e n e ity  o n  p e r c e iv e d  e th n ic  threat.
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P erce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t w as  on ly  a ffec ted  by  som e o f  th e  co n tex tu a l v a riab les , as su m m arized  in  

T ab le  6.18. M o st o f  th ese  in d ica to rs  fo r actua l e th n ic  co m p etitio n  a t th e  co n tex tu al level w ere  n o t 

sig n ifican tly  re la ted  to  p erce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t. H o w ev er, as expec ted , th e  s tro n g er th e  d ec lin e  in  

eco n o m ic  cond itions, th e  h ig h e r th e  av erag e  level o f  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t. F u rth erm o re , th e re  

w as  a s ig n ifican t in te rac tio n  b e tw een  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  and  e th n ic  h e terogeneity : th e  w o rse  

th e  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  o f  a country , th e  s tro n g er th e  p o sitiv e  re la tio n  b e tw een  e thn ic  

h e tero g en e ity  and  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th reat.

T hus, i f  th e re  w ere  any  s ig n ifican t e ffects  o f  co n tex tu a l v ariab les , th ese  effects w ere  in  

acco rd an ce  w ith  e th n ic  co m p etitio n  theory : p e rce iv ed  e thn ic  th re a t w as  p o sitiv e ly  re la ted  to  

d ec lin in g  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s, and  to  p o o r eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  in  co n ju n c tio n  w ith  h igh  e thn ic  

heterogeneity . A gain , th is  co n firm ed  th e  lin k  b e tw een  actual e th n ic  co m p etitio n  an d  p e rce iv ed  

e th n ic  th rea t. T he  h ig h e r th e  deg ree  o f  actual e th n ic  co m p etitio n  a t th e  co n tex tu a l level (as 

in d ica ted  by  th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  co n tex tu a l ch arac te ris tics), th e  s tro n g er th e  p e rce iv ed  e thn ic  

th reat. T o  a la rg e  ex ten t (71 .0% ), th e  d ifferen ces  b e tw een  co u n tries  reg a rd in g  th e  m ean  level o f  

p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t co u ld  b e  a ttrib u ted  to  th e  d ifferen ces  in  actual e th n ic  com petition . T he 

rem ain in g  u n ex p la in ed  v a rian ce  in  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t, as w ell as th e  n o n -s ig n ifican t e ffects  

o f  o th e r con tex tu a l v a riab les  on  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t, in d ica te  tha t, to  som e ex ten t, th e  

p e rcep tio n s  o f  e th n ic  th re a t are  “ au to n o m o u s” , o r “ d is to rted ” since th ey  are  n o t fu lly  b a sed  on  

actual e th n ic  com petition .

A s expec ted , th e  e ffec ts  o f  in d ep en d en t in d iv id u a l v a riab les  on  e thn ic  ex clu s io n ism  and 

ch au v in ism  co u ld  partly  b e  ex p la in ed  by  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t. In c lu s io n  o f  th is  in te rv en in g  

v a riab le  led  to  a substan tia l d ec lin e  o f  th e  d irec t e ffects o f  ed u ca tio n  level, socia l p o sition , and 

in co m e  on  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  and  chauv in ism . In c lu sio n  o f  p e rce iv ed  e thn ic  th re a t a lso  a ffec ted  

th e  d irec t e ffec ts  o f  co n tex tu a l variab les . S ince p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t w as  p o sitiv e ly  re la ted  to  

d ec lin in g  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s, th e  o rig inal n eg ativ e  e ffec t o f  d ec lin in g  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  on 

e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  and  ch au v in ism  d im in ish ed  w h en  co n tro lled  fo r p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th reat. In  

general, m o st o f  th e  o th e r con tex tu al e ffects  d ecreased  as w ell. H o w ev er, in  som e in stan ces, th e  

d irec t e ffects in c reased  a fte r in c lu s io n  o f  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t. T h is w as  due  to  th e  fac t th a t 

th ese  sp ec ific  co n tex tu al v a riab les  w ere  p o sitiv e ly  re la ted  to  th e  d ep en d en t variab le , b u t th ey  had  

a (very  sm all and  n o t s ig n ifican t) n eg ativ e  e ffec t on  p e rce iv ed  e thn ic  th reat.

In  sum m ary , w ith  reg ard  to  th e  e ffec ts  o f  con tex tu a l v a riab les  on  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t, e thn ic  

ex clu sio n ism , an d  ch au v in ism , tw o  co n sis ten t fin d in g s  s tand  out:

(1 ) In  acco rd an ce  w ith  e th n ic  co m p etitio n  theory , p e rce iv ed  e thn ic  th rea t, e thn ic  

ex clu sio n ism , and  ch au v in ism  w ere  all re la ted  to  d ec lin in g  eco n o m ic  cond itions. O nly  one 

d im en sio n  o f  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism , th a t is, ex c lu s io n ism  o f  p o litica l re fugees, w as  n o t re la ted  to  

th e  change  in  eco n o m ic  cond itions. A p art from  tha t, th e  s tro n g er th e  recen t d ec lin e  in  na tional 

e co n o m ic  cond itions, th e  m o re  th e  e th n ic  m ajo rity  p o p u la tio n  fe lt th rea ten ed  by  e thn ic  

m in o rities, su p p o rted  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism , and  ad h ered  to  chauv in ism .

(2 ) In  ad d itio n  to  th e  change in  eco n o m ic  cond itions, th e  d eg ree  o f  e th n ic  h e tero g en e ity  

w as  a m a jo r con tex tu a l e ffec t on  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t, e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism , and  chauv in ism .
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O nly  ex clu s io n ism  o f  m ig ran ts  w as  n o t re la ted  to  th e  degree  o f  e th n ic  h e terogeneity . O therw ise , 

th e  s tro n g er th e  d eg ree  o f  e th n ic  he tero g en e ity , th e  h ig h e r th e  ex clu s io n ism  o f  refugees, 

ex clu s io n ism  o f  g ro u p  m em b ersh ip , and  chauv in ism . F u rth erm o re , e th n ic  h e tero g en e ity  

in te rac ted  w ith  eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  on  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  threat: th e  w o rse  th e  eco n o m ic  

cond itions, th e  s tro n g er th e  p o s itiv e  e ffec t o f  e th n ic  h e tero g en e ity  on  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  threat. 

S im ilarly , th e  less  ex ten siv e  th e  socia l secu rity  system , th e  s tro n g er th e  e ffec t o f  e thn ic  

h e tero g en e ity  on  ex clu s io n ism  o f  g roup  m em b ersh ip . T h ese  fin d in g s  w ith  reg ard  to  th e  e ffec ts  o f  

e th n ic  h e te ro g en e ity  are  in  acco rd an ce  w ith  th e  n o tio n s o f  e th n ic  co m p etitio n  theory .

6 .1 0 .4  Th e  in te r v e n in g  e f fe c t  o f  lo c a lis t ic  o r ie n ta tio n

A cco rd in g  to  lo ca lism  theory , e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  and  ch au v in ism  are  asso c ia ted  w ith  a sm all 

b read th  o f  p ersp ec tiv e . T o  te s t th is  p ro p o sitio n , lo ca lis tic  o rien ta tio n  w as  in c lu d ed  as a second  

in te rv en in g  variab le . A s d isp lay ed  in  T ab le  6 .16 , h y p o th esis  2b w as  n o t fa lsified : th e  s tro n g er th e  

lo ca lis tic  o rien ta tio n , th e  h ig h e r th e  d eg ree  o f  b o th  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  and  chauv in ism . 

F u rth erm o re , as su m m arized  in  T ab le  6 .17, lo ca lis tic  o rien ta tio n s  w ere  m o re  w id esp read  am ong  

lo w er educated , o ld e r peop le , p eo p le  w h o  co n sid e r th em se lv es  to  b e  a m em b er o f  a 

d en o m in a tio n , as w ell as freq u en t ch u rch g o ers , w h ich  sup p o rts  th e  n o tio n s o f  lo ca lism  theory . 

F ina lly , as d isp lay ed  in  T ab le  6 .18, in  acco rd an ce  w ith  hy p o th esis  8, th e  h ig h e r th e  e thn ic  

h e tero g en e ity  w ith in  a co u n try  -  p resu m ed  to  b e  in d ica tiv e  o f  a co sm o p o litan  en v iro n m en t -  th e  

lo w er th e  average  level o f  lo ca lis tic  o rien ta tion .

C o m p ared  to  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t, th e  e ffec t o f  lo ca lis tic  o rien ta tio n  on  e thn ic  

ex clu s io n ism  and  ch au v in ism  is  m u ch  low er. A ccord ing ly , in c lu s io n  o f  th is  seco n d  in te rv en in g  

v a riab le  led  to  on ly  m in o r ch an g es in  th e  e ffec ts  o f  in d ep en d en t in d iv id u a l and  co n tex tu a l 

v ariab les . In  th e  final chap ter, I w ill rev iew  th e se  resu lts  in  th e  lig h t o f  th e  re sea rch  p ro b lem s and 

questions.
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Notes Chapter 6

1 In  th e  a p p lie d  su rv ey  d ata, n o  m ea su re m en t o f  p e r c e iv e d  in ter -g ro u p  c o m p e t it io n  w a s  a v a ila b le . In ste a d , I f o c u s  o n  

th e  re la ted  c o n c e p t  o f  p e r c e iv e d  th reat. T h e o r e t ic a lly , o n e  c o u ld  a ssu m e  th a t h ig h e r  le v e ls  o f  p e r c e iv e d  c o m p e t it io n  

d o  n o t n e c e s s a r ily  im p ly  s tro n g er  n e g a t iv e  o u t-g r o u p  a ttitu d es , a s  fa r  a s th e  c o m p e t it io n  is  p e r c e iv e d  a s  b e in g  a  fa ir  

c o m p e t it io n .

2 C o m p a r ed  to  y o u n g  r e sp o n d e n ts , e ld e r ly  re sp o n d e n ts  h a d  r e la t iv e ly  h ig h e r  sc o r e s  o n  th e  “cr im e  ra te s” it e m  th a n  o n  

th e  o th e r  th rea t ite m s . R e g a r d in g  th e  s o c ia l  p o s i t io n  o f  r e sp o n d en ts , u n e m p lo y e d  re sp o n d e n ts  h a d  th e  h ig h e s t sco r e  

o n  th e  “ im m ig ra n ts  ta k e  j o b s  a w a y ” item . T h e  d if fe r e n c e s  in  m e a n  sc o r e  o f  th e  u n e m p lo y e d  v e r s u s  th e  h ig h e r  

c o n tr o lle r s  w a s  m u ch  s m a lle r  o n  th e  o th er  th ree  it e m s .

3 M is s in g  v a lu e s  w e r e  su b st itu ted  b y  th e  m e a n  sc o r e  o f  th e  it e m  in  th e  r e s p e c tiv e  co un try .

4 K n u d s e n  (1 9 9 7 , p . 2 4 0 )  n o te d  th at, a c c o r d in g  to  d ir ec t c o m m u n ic a t io n  fr o m  K a r l J ö r e sk o g  th e  8 .1 2 a  v e r s io n  o f  

L IS R E L  d o e s  n o t p r e se n t th e  c o r re c t R M S E A  v a lu e  in  m u lti-g r o u p  a n a ly s e s . T h e  v a lu e  a s  g iv e n  b y  th e  p ro g ra m  

sh o u ld  b e  m u lt ip lie d  b y  th e  sq u a re  ro o t o f  th e  n u m b er  o f  g ro u p s  (h ere  2 3 ) .  In  th e  ta b le  th is  a d ju s te d  R M S E A -v a lu e  

i s  p r e se n te d .

5 S in c e  th e  la ten t v a r ia b le  lo c a l is m  w a s  m ea su re d  b y  tw o  ite m s, it  w a s  n o t p o s s ib le  to  p e r fo r m  a  m u lt i-sa m p le  

a n a ly s is  in  L IS R E L . T h a t is , a  m ea su re m en t m o d e l  w ith  tw o  o b s e r v e d  ite m s a n d  o n e  la ten t v a r ia b le  is  u n id e n t if ie d  

d u e to  th e  n e g a t iv e  d e g r e e s  o f  fr e e d o m  ( i.e . th ere  are 3 o b s e r v e d  (c o - )v a r ia n c e s  a n d  4  m o d e l  p a ra m eters , c o n s is t in g  

o f  2  m ea su re m e n t  errors, 1 fa c to r  v a r ia n c e  a n d  1 fr e e d  fa c to r  lo a d in g ).  I f  b o th  fa c to r  lo a d in g s  are a s su m e d  to  b e  

in va r ia n t, th e n  th e  d e g r e e s  o f  fr e e d o m  is  z e r o , a n d  th u s  th e  m o d e l  h a s  a  p e r fe c t f it .

6  S e e  E n tz in g e r  ( 1 9 8 5 ) ,  w h o  c o n d u c te d  a n  in tern a tio n a l co m p a r a t iv e  r e se a r c h  o n  im m ig r a t io n  p o l ic ie s ,  fo r  a n  

e x a m p le  o f  th e  p r o b le m s  o f  c o m p a r in g  n a t io n a l s ta tis tic s .

7  T h e  G r o ss  D o m e s t ic  P r o d u c t i s  d e f in e d  a s  th e  to ta l o u tp u t o f  g o o d s  a n d  s e r v ic e s  fo r  f in a l u s e  p r o d u ce d  b y  a n  

e c o n o m y , b y  b o th  r e s id e n ts  a n d  n o n -r e s id e n ts ,  r e g a r d le ss  o f  th e  a l lo c a t io n  to  d o m e s t ic  a n d  fo r e ig n  c la im s. It  d o e s  

n o t  in c lu d e  d e d u c t io n s  fo r  d e p r e c ia t io n  o f  p h y s ic a l  ca p ita l o r  d e p le t io n  a n d  d e g r a d a tio n  o f  natural r e so u rc e s  (U N D P ,  

1 9 9 8 , p . 2 1 8 ) .  T h e  G r o ss  N a t io n a l P ro d u c t c o m p r is e s  G D P  p lu s  n e t fa c to r  in c o m e  fr o m  a b road , w h ic h  is  th e  in c o m e  

r es id e n ts  r e c e iv e  fr o m  a b ro a d  fo r  fa c to r  s e r v ic e s  ( la b o u r  a n d  c a p ita l) ,  le s s  s im ila r  p a y m en ts  m a d e  to  n o n -re s id e n ts  

w h o  co n tr ib u te  to  th e  d o m e s t ic  e c o n o m y  ( U N D P , 1 9 9 8 , p . 2 1 8 ) .

8  T h e  p u r c h a sin g  p o w e r  o f  a  c o u n tr y ’s  cu rren cy  is  d e f in e d  a s  th e  n u m b er  o f  u n its  o f  th a t cu rren cy  req u ired  to  

p u rch a s e  th e  sa m e  re p r esen ta t iv e  b a s k e t  o f  g o o d s  a n d  s e r v ic e s  (o r  a  s im ila r  b a s k e t  o f  g o o d s  a n d  s e r v ic e s )  th a t a  U .S .  

d o lla r  (th e  re fe r en ce  cu rren cy ) w o u ld  b u y  in  th e  U n ite d  S ta te s  ( U N D P , 1 9 9 8 , p . 2 2 0 ) .  F o r  e x a m p le , th e  D u tc h  

g u ild e r  P P P  e x c h a n g e  rate m ea su r es  th e  a m o u n t  in  g u ild e r s  it  w o u ld  ta k e  in  th e  N e th e r la n d s  to  b u y  a  s e le c te d  b a sk e t  

o f  trad ed  a n d  n o n tr a d ed  g o o d s  th a t c o s t  o n e  d o lla r  in  th e  U n ite d  S ta te s . T h e  s y s te m  o f  p u rc h a sin g  p o w e r  p a r itie s  h as  

b e e n  d e v e lo p e d  b y  th e  U n ite d  N a t io n s  In tern a tion a l C o m p a r is o n  P ro g ra m m e (IC P ) to  m a k e  m o re  a ccu ra te  

in tern a tio n a l c o m p a r is o n s  o f  G D P  th a n  th o s e  b a s e d  o n  o f f ic ia l  e x c h a n g e  rate s, w h ic h  c a n  b e  su b je c t  to  c o n sid e r a b ly  

f lu c tu a t io n s  (U N D P , 1 9 9 8 ) .

9 T h e  G erm a n  1 9 9 4  R e a l G D P  p e r  c a p ita  w a s  1 9 6 7 5  P P P $  ( U N D P , 1 9 9 7 ) . T h e  1 9 9 4  G N P  p e r  c a p ita  ( e x p r e s s e d  in

1 9 9 1  p r ic e s)  fo r  r e s p e c t iv e ly  G erm a n y , W e s t  G erm a n y , a n d  E a s t  G erm a n y  w a s  3 6 2 0 0 ,  4 0 7 0 0 ,  a n d  1 7 0 0 0  D M  

(S ta t is t is c h e s  B u n d e sa m t, 1 9 9 5 , p . 6 5 5 ) .  T h e  e s t im a te d  1 9 9 4  R e a l  G D P  p e r  c a p ita  fo r  W e s t  G erm an y  w a s  th ere fo re  

( 1 9 6 7 5  x  4 0 7 0 0  /  3 6 2 0 0  =  )  2 2 1 2 0 .  F o r  E a s t  G erm an y  th e  f ig u r e  w a s  ( 1 9 6 7 5  x  1 7 0 0 0  /  3 6 2 0 0  =  )  9 2 4 0 .



1 9 4  | C hapter 6

10 T h e  1 9 9 4  G N P  p e r  c a p ita  in  U S $  fo r  W e s t  a n d  E a st  G erm an y  w a s  e st im a te d  b y  a p p ly in g  th e  1 9 9 4  G N P  p e r  ca p ita  

in  U S $  fo r  G erm a n y  ( 2 5 5 8 0  U S $ ,  s e e  U N D P , 1 9 9 7 )  a n d  th e  1 9 9 4  G N P  p e r  c a p ita  in  D M  fo r  G erm an y , W e s t  

G erm a n y , a n d  E a st  G erm an y  (r e s p e c t iv e ly  3 6 2 0 0 ,  4 0 7 0 0 ,  a n d  1 7 0 0 0  D M , s e e  S ta t is t is c h e s  B u n d e sa m t, 1 9 9 5 ) . T h u s , 

th e  fig u r e  fo r  W e s t  G erm a n y  w a s  eq u a l to  ( 2 5 5 8 0  x  4 0 7 0 0  /  3 6 2 0 0  =  ) 2 8 7 6 0  a n d  fo r  E a s t  G erm an y  ( 2 5 5 8 0  x  1 7 0 0 0  

/  3 6 2 0 0  =  )  1 2 0 1 2 . T h e  1 9 8 9  G N P  p e r  c a p ita  in  U S $  fo r  W e s t  G erm an y  ( 2 0 4 4 0  U S $ )  is  re p o r ted  b y  U N D P  ( 1 9 9 2 ) ,  

so  th e  e s t im a te d  c h a n g e  in  e c o n o m ic  p ro sp e r ity  b e tw e e n  1 9 8 9  a n d  1 9 9 4  w a s  1 .4 1  ( 2 8 7 6 0  /  2 0 4 4 0 ) .  T h e  e a r lie st  

a v a ila b le  f ig u r e  fo r  E a st  G erm an y  w a s  th e  1 9 9 1  fig u r e  (S ta t is t is c h e s  B u n d e sa m t, 1 9 9 5 ) . T h e re fo re  th e  c h a n g e  in  

e c o n o m ic  p ro sp e r ity  fo r  E a st  G erm an y  ( 1 .5 6 )  w a s  th e  ra tio  o f  th e  e s t im a te d  1 9 9 4  G N P  p e r  c a p ita  in  U S $  (1 2 0 1 2 )  to  

th e  e s t im a te d  1 9 9 1  G N P  p e r  c a p ita  in  U S $  ( 7 6 9 1 .2 5 ) .  T h e  la tter  fig u r e  fo r  E a s t  G erm an y  w a s  e st im a te d  b y  

m u lt ip ly in g  th e  1 9 9 1  G N P  p e r  c a p ita  o f  th e  u n if ie d  G erm a n y  ( 2 0 5 1 0 U S $ )  -  a s rep o r ted  b y  U N D P  ( 1 9 9 4 )  -  w ith  th e  

ra tio  o f  th e  1 9 9 1  G N P  p e r  c a p ita  in  D M  o f  E a st  G erm a n y  a n d  G erm an y  a s  a  w h o le ,  a s  rep o r ted  b y  th e  S ta t is tis c h e s  

B u n d e s a m t ( 1 9 9 5 ) .

11 A c c o r d in g  to  th e  in tern a tio n a l s tan d a rd  d e f in it io n  a s  a p p lie d  b y  IL O , th e  u n e m p lo y e d  c o m p r is e  a ll  p e r so n s  a b o v e  

a  s p e c if ie d  a g e  w h o  (d u r in g  th e  re fe r en ce  p e r io d )  w e r e  n o t in  p a id  e m p lo y m e n t  o r  se lf -e m p lo y m e n t , b u t  w e r e  

a v a ila b le  fo r  w o r k  a n d  h a d  ta k e n  s p e c i f ic  s te p s  to  s e e k  p a id  e m p lo y m e n t o r  s e lf -e m p lo y m e n t . N a t io n a l d e f in it io n s  o f  

u n e m p lo y m e n t  m a y  v a ry  a s  reg ard s  in ter  a lia  a g e  lim it s ,  r e fe r en ce  p e r io d s ,  c r iter ia  fo r  s e e k in g  w o r k , a n d  treatm en t  

o f  p e r so n s  tem p o r a r ily  la id  o f f  o r  s e e k in g  w o r k  fo r  th e  fir st  t im e  (IL O , 1 9 9 8 ) .

12 A lt h o u g h  la b o u r  fo r c e  sa m p le  su rv ey s  are th e  b e s t  so u r ce  fo r  a n  in tern a tio n a l c o m p a r is o n  o f  u n e m p lo y m e n t  

sta tis tic s , th ere w e r e  s t i l l  so m e  d if f ic u lt ie s  in  c o m p a r in g  th e s e  fig u r e s  a c r o ss  co u n tr ie s . F o r  in sta n ce , th e  n a t io n a l 

d e f in it io n s  o f  u n e m p lo y m e n t  d if fe r e d  w ith  reg ard  to  th e  a p p lie d  a g e  lim it s  (v a r y in g  fr o m  p e r so n s  a g e d  1 6 -6 4  y e a rs  

to  a ll  p e r so n s  a g e d  15 y e a r s  a n d  o v e r )  a n d  w ith  reg ard  to  th e  m ea su re d  t im e -p e r io d  (y e a r ly  o r  m o n th ly  a v er a g e )  

(IL O , 1 9 9 8 ) .

13 In f la t io n  w a s  m ea su re d  a s  th e  a n n u a l p e r c e n t  c h a n g e  in  c o n s u m e r  p r ic e s , w ith  th e  e x c e p t io n  o f  th e  U n ite d  

K in g d o m , in  w h ic h  th e  f ig u r e  re ferred  to  th e  a n n u a l p e r c e n ta g e  c h a n g e  in  re ta il p r ic e  in d e x  e x c lu d in g  m o rtg a g e  

in te re st  (IM F , 1 9 9 9 b , p .  1 8 1 ) .

14 T h e  in f la t io n  f ig u r e s  d e r iv e d  fr o m  G erm a n  n a t io n a l  s ta t is t ic s  w e r e  c o m p a r a b le  to  th e  IM F  sta tis tic s:  w h e n  d ata  are 

a v a ila b le  in  b o th  d a ta  so u r c e s  ( i.e . W e s t  G erm a n y  1 9 8 9  a n d  1 9 9 0 )  th e  f ig u r e s  w e r e  id e n tica l.

15 T h e  u s e  o f  th e  ratio  a s a n  in d ic a to r  o f  c h a n g e  in  in f la tio n  w a s  a p p ro p r ia te  h ere, s in c e  th ere w e r e  n o  n e g a t iv e  

in f la t io n  fig u r e s  in  th e  y e a r s  o f  m ea su r em en t . I f  th ere  h a d  b e e n  a  n e g a t iv e  in f la t io n  ( e .g . ,  in  1 9 9 5  th e  a v er a g e  

in f la t io n  in  J a p a n  w a s  - .0 7 % ), th e n  th e  ratio  w o u ld  h a v e  b e e n  a n  in a p p rop ria te  in d ica to r  o f  c h a n g e  in  in fla tio n , s in c e  

b o th  a n  in c r e a se  ( e .g . ,  fr o m  - 1  to  + 3 )  a n d  a  d e c r e a se  (e .g . ,  fr o m  + 3  to  - 1 )  c o u ld  re su lt  in  a  n e g a t iv e  fig u re .

16 E v e n  in  th is  sh or t p e r io d , th e  a v e r a g e  a n n u a l in f la t io n  in  E a st  G erm an y  d r o p p ed  d ram atica lly : fr o m  1 3 .4 %  in  

1 9 9 2 , th ro u g h  1 0 .6 %  in  1 9 9 3 , to  3 .6 %  in  1 9 9 4  (S ta t is tis c h e s  B u n d e sa m t, 1 9 9 9 ) . T h e  c a lc u la te d  c h a n g e  in  in f la t io n  

ra tio  a m o u n te d  to  0 .2 7 ;  a  rem ark a b le  s tr o n g  d e c lin e  in  in f la t io n  c o m p a r e d  to  o th e r  co u n tr ie s . I f  d a ta  p r io r  to  1 9 9 2  

h a d  b e e n  a v a ila b le , th e  c a lc u la te d  ra tio  w o u ld  p r o b a b ly  b e  e v e n  lo w e r . T h u s , th e  a p p lie d  v a r ia b le  u n d e re st im a te d  th e  

c h a n g e  in  in f la t io n  in  E a s t  G erm a n y , b u t  th e  e f f e c t  o f  th is  w a s  p r o b a b ly  m in o r  s in c e  th e  e st im a te d  c h a n g e  in  

in f la t io n  in  E a s t  G erm an y  a lrea d y  s h o w e d  a  d ra m a tic  d e c l in e  o f  in fla tio n .

17 T h e  d a ta  o n  in f la tio n , m e a su r ed  a s  th e  a v e r a g e  a n n u a l p e r c e n ta g e  c h a n g e  in  c o n s u m e r  p r ic e s ,  a s rep o r ted  b y  th e  

S ta tis tica l O f f ic e  o f  th e  R e p u b lic  o f  S lo v e n ia  ( 1 9 9 9 )  w e r e  co m p a r a b le  to  th e  f ig u r e s  rep o r ted  b y  IM F  (1 9 9 9 a ) :  fr o m

1 9 9 2  o n w a rd s , b o th  d a ta  so u r c e s  rep o r ted  th e  a n n u a l in f la t io n  in  S lo v e n ia  a n d  th e  fig u r e s  in  b o th  d a ta  so u r c e s  w e re  

id e n t ic a l.
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18 T h e  in d e x  o f  e th n ic  h e te r o g e n e ity  w a s  c a lc u la te d  a s  1 -  (  X a2 +  X b ), w h e r e  X a w a s  th e  p r o p o r tio n  o f  re sp o n d en ts  

w h o s e  p a ren ts  w e r e  c it iz e n s  a t th e  tim e  o f  r e s p o n d e n t’s b irth , a n d  X b th e  p ro p o r t io n  o f  re sp o n d e n ts  fo r  w h o m  o n e  or  

b o th  p a ren ts  w e r e  n o t  c it iz e n s  a t th e  tim e  o f  r e s p o n d e n t’s b irth .

19 T h e  e a r lie st  a v a ila b le  e s t im a te  o f  th e  n u m b er  o f  a s y lu m  s e e k e r s  in  R u s s ia  -  th a t is , p e rs o n s  w h o s e  a p p lic a t io n s  fo r  

a s y lu m  are p e n d in g  in  th e  a s y lu m  p r o c ed u r e  o r  w h o  are o th e r w ise  r e g is te r ed  a s  a s y lu m  s ee k e r s  -  w a s  8 9 ,9 0 0  in  

1 9 9 7  (U N H C R , 1 9 9 8 ) . A  y e a r  later , th e  fig u r e  d r o p p ed  to  1 1 ,3 0 0  (U N H C R , 1 9 9 9 ) .

20 M u lt i le v e l  m o d e ll in g  is  a ls o  re ferred  to  a s  h iera r ch ic a l m o d e ll in g . H o w e v e r , m u lt ile v e l m o d e ll in g  is  n o t re str ic ted  

to  h ier a r ch ic a l (o r  n e s te d )  s tru c tu red  d a ta  in  w h ic h  e a c h  lo w e r - le v e l  u n it  n e sts  e x a c t ly  w it h in  o n e , a n d  o n ly  o n e ,  

h ig h e r - le v e l u n it. M u lt i le v e l  m o d e ll in g  c a n  a ls o  b e  a p p lie d  to  c r o s s -c la s s if ie d  s tru c tu res in  w h ic h , fo r  in sta n c e ,  

p u p ils  ( le v e l-1  u n its )  are n e s te d  w it h in  p o s ta l d is tr ic ts  ( le v e l - 2  u n its )  a n d  w it h in  s c h o o ls  (a ls o  le v e l - 2  u n its )  (P le w is ,  

1 9 9 7 ) .

21 In  M lw iN , th e  e st im a te s  o f  re s id u a ls  at th e  g ro u p  le v e l  are p o ste r io r  e s tim a te s .

22 E v e n  in  a  b iv a r ia te  a n a ly s is ,  th e  v a r ia b le s  r e lig io u s  d e n o m in a t io n  a n d  c h u r ch  a tten d a n ce  w e r e  d if fe r e n t ly  re la ted  

to  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  im m ig ra n ts . N o n -r e l ig io u s  p e r so n s  w e r e  le s s  in c l in e d  to  e x c lu d e  im m ig ra n ts  co m p a r ed  to  

r e lig io u s  p e r so n s , b u t  th e  h ig h er  th e  fr e q u e n c y  o f  c h u r ch  a tten d a n ce , th e  lo w e r  th e  sc o r e  o n  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  

im m ig ra n ts .

23 T h e  v a r ia b le s  ‘e c o n o m ic  c o n d it io n s ’ a n d  ‘c h a n g e  in  e c o n o m ic  c o n d it io n s ’ are in d ic e s  o f  e c o n o m ic  p r o sp e r ity  an d  

u n e m p lo y m e n t . T h e s e  in d ic e s  w e r e  c o n s tr u c te d  b y  su b tra c tin g  th e  s ta n d a rd ised  u n e m p lo y m e n t  fig u r e  fr o m  th e  

sta n d a rd ised  e c o n o m ic  p r o sp e r ity  f ig u r e , a s  d e s c r ib e d  in  S e c t io n  6 .8 .  F u r th erm o re , in  o r d er  to  te s t  fo r  cu rv ilin e a r  

e f f e c t s  b y  in c lu d in g  a  q u a dratic  te r m  in  th e  m o d e l, n e g a t iv e  v a lu e s  o f  co u n try  ch a r a c te r is t ic s  w e r e  n o t a l lo w e d .  

T h e re fo re , I a p p lie d  a  lin e a r  tra n sfo rm a tio n  o f  b o th  in d ic e s  w ith  a  n e w  m in im u m  o f  z e r o . H e n c e , h ig h e r  sc o r e s  o n  

th e  v a r ia b le  ‘c h a n g e  in  e c o n o m ic  c o n d it io n s ’ in d ic a te  a  s tro n g er  im p r o v e m e n t  o f  e c o n o m ic  c o n d it io n s , rela tive  to  

o th er  co u n tr ie s . C o u n tr ie s  w ith  a  lo w  sc o r e  o n  th e  v a r ia b le  ‘c h a n g e  in  e c o n o m ic  c o n d it io n s ’ h a d  a  le s s  s tr o n g  

im p r o v e m e n t  o f  e c o n o m ic  c o n d it io n s , rela tive  to  o th e r  co u n tr ie s . S ta te d  d iffe r e n t ly , th e  la tter  co u n tr ie s  s h o w e d  a  

d e c l in e  in  e c o n o m ic  c o n d it io n s , rela tive  to  o th e r  co u n tr ie s . F o r  c o n v e n ie n c e ,  in  th e  d is c u s s io n  o f  th e  re su lt s , I 

s im p ly  re fer  to  th is  a s  a  s tro n g er  d e c l in e  in  e c o n o m ic  c o n d it io n s .

24 I n  fa c t , th ere  w e r e  n ega tive  c o m p o s it io n a l  e f f e c t s :  p o p u la t io n s  w ith  a  la rg er  p r o p o r tio n  o f  s o c ia l  c a te g o r ie s  w ith  

h ig h  s c o r e s  o n  e x c lu s io n is m  o f  r e fu g e e s  ( e .g . ,  lo w e r  e d u c a te d  p e r so n s ) , n o n e th e le s s  h a d  a  lo w e r  a v e r a g e  sco r e  o n  

e x c lu s io n is m  o f  r e fu g e e s .

25 T h is  p a rtly  r e f le c te d  th e  d if fe r e n t  n u m b er  o f  m ea su re m en t i te m s  o f  th e  d e p e n d e n t  v a r ia b le s .

26 N o te  th a t at th e  a g g r e g a te  le v e l  ( i .e .,  2 3  n a t io n a l sa m p le s) , th ere w a s  a  sm a ll  p o s it iv e  c o r re la tio n  b e tw e e n  th e  

a v e r a g e  le v e l  o f  c h a u v in is m  a n d  th e  a v e r a g e  le v e l  o f  p e r c e iv e d  e th n ic  th rea t (r=  0 .1 8 ) .

27 T h e  o p p o s it e , d r a w in g  c o n c lu s io n s  at th e  in d iv id u a l  le v e l  fr o m  c o n c lu s io n s  b a s e d  o n  a n a ly s is  a t th e  a g g r eg a te  

l e v e l ,  is  k n o w n  as  th e  “a g g r e g a t iv e ” o r  “e c o lo g ic a l  fa l la c y ” .





Ch a p t e r  7

C o n c lu s io n s  a n d  d is c u s s io n

7 .1  R e c a p itu la t io n  o f  r e se a r c h  p r o b le m s  a n d  q u e s t io n s

In  th is  study, I ex am in ed  n a tio n a lis tic  and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitu d es in  a co m p ara tiv e  

perspec tive . In  o th e r w o rd s, I fo cu sed  on  th e  a ttitu d es o f  e th n ic  m a jo rity  p o p u la tio n s  in  d iffe ren t 

co u n trie s  to w ard  th e ir  ow n  co u n try  and  na tio n a l in -g ro u p  on  th e  one  hand , and  a ttitu d es to w ard  

e th n ic  m in o ritie s  and  im m ig ran ts  on  th e  o th e r hand . F o r th e  sake o f  clarity , I lab e lled  fav o u rab le  

a ttitu d es to w ard  th e  co u n try  and  th e  na tio n a l in -g ro u p  as n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es, and  u n fav o u rab le  

a ttitu d es to w ard  e th n ic  m in o ritie s  and  im m ig ran ts  as e th n ic  exclusion ism .

T he p rim e  rea so n  fo r co n d u ctin g  th is  study  w as  th e  re la tiv e  la ck  o f  la rg e -sca le  c ro ss 

n a tio n a l em p irica l s tud ies in  th e  fie ld  o f  e th n ic  in -g ro u p  and  o u t-g ro u p  a ttitudes. U p  till now , 

stud ies h av e  m o stly  fo cu sed  on  th e  v a ria tio n  in  in -g ro u p  and  o u t-g ro u p  a ttitudes w ith in  coun tries. 

L ess  re sea rch  has b een  done reg a rd in g  th e  v a ria tio n  between  coun tries. In  add ition , th e  la tte r 

co m p ara tiv e  re sea rch  o ften  su ffe red  from  one  o r m o re  o f  th e  fo llo w in g  sho rtcom ings. F irstly , 

m o st co m p ara tiv e  re sea rch  to o k  on ly  a few  co u n tries  in to  accoun t, th u s n eg lec tin g  a s trin g en t te s t 

o f  th e  m acro  co n tex tu a l c ircu m stan ces  th a t m ig h t a ffec t th e se  a ttitu d es (e.g . B illie t, E isinga , & 

S cheepers, 1996). Secondly , s tud ies th a t d id  co v er a w id e r ran g e  o f  co u n tries  w e re  o ften  quite  

descrip tiv e , and  d id  n o t ex p lica te  o r system atica lly  te s t p rev io u sly  d ev elo p ed  th eo rie s  on 

n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  (e.g. D e k k e r &  V an  P raag , 1990). T hird ly , la rge- 

sca le  co m p ara tiv e  stud ies o ften  ap p lied  d a ta  from  su b -sam p les o f  th e  p o p u la tio n , such  as 

s tuden ts o r ad o lescen ts , in s tead  o f  n a tio n w id e  sam p les from  th e  (ad u lt) p o p u la tio n  (e.g . P oppe , 

2000).

W ith  th is  study, I h av e  a im ed  to  im p ro v e  u p o n  p rev io u s  re sea rch  u s in g  a system atic  te s t 

o f  hypo theses, d eriv ed  from  v a rio u s  th eo re tica l p e rsp ec tiv es, app ly ing  d a ta  from  n a tio n w id e  

sam ples o f  22  coun tries. T he la rg e -sca le  scope o f  th is  study  en ab led  m e to  ad d ress  several 

lacu n ae  in  p rev io u s  th eo re tica l and  em p irica l research .

In  p rev io u s  stud ies, it w as  o ften  a ssu m ed  th a t fav o u rab le  a ttitu d es to w ard  th e  e th n ic  in 

g roup  are  g en era lly  acco m p an ied  by  u n fav o u rab le  a ttitu d es to w ard  e th n ic  ou t-g roups. T his 

co m p lex  o f  in te rre la ted  a ttitu d es is  k n o w n  as e th n o cen trism  (B row n , 1995; L eV in e  &  C am pbell, 

1972). Indeed , p rev io u s  em p irica l s tud ies am o n g  e th n ic  m ajo rity  p o p u la tio n s  rev ea led  an
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asso c ia tio n  b e tw een  a p o sitiv e  a ttitu d e  to w ard  th e  co u n try  and  na tio n a l in -g ro u p  and  a negative  

a ttitu d e  to w ard  e th n ic  m in o ritie s  (A dorno , F ren k e l-B ru n sw ik , L ev inson , &  Sanford , 1969; B illie t 

e t al., 1996; L eV in e  &  C am pbell, 1972; Scheepers, F e lling , &  P e te rs , 1989). In  th is  la tte r 

re sea rch  trad itio n , b o th  th e  a ttitu d e  to w ard  th e  co u n try  and  na tio n a l in -g ro u p  and  th e  a ttitude  

to w ard  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s w ere  co n cep tu a lised  as o n e-d im en sio n al p henom ena.

H o w ev er, som e au thors  p ro p o sed  a m o re  d iffe ren tia ted  v iew . T hey  a rgued  th a t a ttitudes 

to w ard  th e  coun try  an d  na tio n a l in -g ro u p  en tail m u ltip le  d im en sio n s  (D ek k er &  M alo v á , 1995; 

K o ste rm an  &  F esh b ach , 1989), an d  m oreo v er, th a t th ese  v a rio u s  d im en sio n s  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  

a ttitu d es are  d ifferen tly  re la ted  to  a ttitu d es to w ard  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s (B lan k  &  Schm idt, 1993). 

In  p articu la r, th ey  a rgued  th a t a p o sitiv e  a ttitu d e  to w ard  th e  in -g ro u p  does n o t n ecessarily  im p ly  

a n eg ativ e  a ttitu d e  to w ard  ou t-g roups. Y e t an o th er line  o f  re sea rch  has suggested  d ifferen tia tio n s 

in  a ttitu d es to w ard  e th n ic  o u t-g roups, e ith e r w ith  re sp ec t to  th e  co n ten t o r ex p ress io n  o f  a ttitudes 

-  fo r  exam ple , b la ta n t v e rsu s  sub tle  p re ju d ice  (P e ttig rew  &  M eerten s , 1995), o v e rt v e rsu s  co v ert 

n eg ativ e  a ttitu d es (V erberk , 1999) -  o r w ith  re sp ec t to  th e  ta rg e t o u t-g roup  (fo r exam ple , th e  

p e rcep tio n  o f  e th n ic  h ie ra rch ies  (H ag en d o o rn , 1995).In  th is  study, th e re fo re , I ad d ressed  b o th  

issu es  by  in v estig a tin g  th e  d im en sio n a lity  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es an d  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  as 

w ell as th e  in te rre la tio n s  b e tw een  d im en sio n s  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  exclusion ism . 

In  add ition , th e  la rg e -sca le  scope o f  th is  study o ffered  th e  p o ssib ility  to  te s t S u m n er’s p ro p o sitio n  

o f  u n iv e rsa lity  (S um ner, 1959), b y  ex p lo rin g  th e  v a ria tio n  in  in te rre la tio n s  b e tw een  n a tio n a lis tic  

a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  acro ss  a la rg e  se t o f  coun tries. A cco rd in g  to  S u m n er (1959), 

e th n o cen trism  is a u n iv e rsa l syndrom e: each  g roup  p resu m ab ly  has a p o sitiv e  o rien ta tio n  to  its  

in -g ro u p  and  a n eg ativ e  o rien ta tio n  to w ard  re lev an t o u t-g roups, and , co nsequen tly , th e  

asso c ia tio n  b e tw een  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  is su p p o sed ly  ra th e r in v a rian t 

across  co u n trie s  o r cu ltures.

In  ad d itio n  to  d im en sio n s  and  in te rre la tio n s , I fo cu sed  u p o n  th e  in d iv id u a l level causes o f  

n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism . P rev io u s  s tud ies  h av e  rev ealed  q u ite  som e 

v a ria tio n  in  th e  level o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  b e tw een  socia l categories, 

such  as ed u ca tio n a l g roups, o ccu p a tio n a l categories , in co m e  categories , age g roups, and 

den o m in a tio n s. In  particu la r, th e  s ig n ifican ce  o f  ed u ca tio n  has b een  stressed . P e rh ap s  th e  m o st 

co n sis ten t fin d in g  in  re sea rch  on  e th n ic  a ttitu d es is  th e  n eg a tiv e  asso c ia tio n  b e tw een  ed ucational 

level on th e  one  hand , and  in -g ro u p  fav o u ritism  and  o u t-g roup  p re ju d ice  on  th e  o th er 

(H ag en d o o rn  &  N ek u ee , 1999; V ogt, 1997). H o w ev er, due  to  th e  re la tiv e ly  lo w  n u m b er o f  

co m p ara tiv e  stud ies, little  is  k n o w n  ab o u t w h e th e r  th e  size  o f  th is  so -ca lled  lib e ra lis in g  e ffec t o f  

ed u ca tio n  -  co n tro lled  fo r  o th e r re lev an t in d iv id u a l ch arac te ris tic s  -  v a rie s  system atica lly  across 

coun tries.

In  ad d itio n  to  th e  e ffec ts  o f  a fo rem en tio n ed  in d iv id u a l level v a riab les , I in v estig a ted  th e  

socie ta l causes o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism . In  th e  m ajo rity  o f  research , th e  

im p ac t o f  th e  na tio n a l co n tex t on  a ttitu d es has, a t le as t in  an  em p irica l sense, b een  ra th er 

neg lec ted .

O n e  o f  th e  d o m in an t th eo re tica l p e rsp ec tiv es  on  e th n ic  in te r-g ro u p  a ttitu d es fo cu ses  on 

th e  co m p etitio n  b e tw een  e th n ic  g roups. T h is in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n  p resu m ab ly  in d u ces
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p e rcep tio n s  o f  e th n ic  th re a t th a t are reg ard ed  as th e  ca ta ly st fo r n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  ethn ic  

ex clu sio n ism . T he  level o f  actual co m p etitio n  an d /o r p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t m ay  v a ry  b e tw een  

na tio n a l con tex ts. T herefo re , in  th is  study, I ex am in ed  th e  effects  o f  b o th  in d iv id u a l and 

co n tex tu a l ch arac te ris tics, and  d e te rm in ed  th e  ex ten t to  w h ich  th e se  effects w ere  m ed ia ted  by 

in te rv en in g  v ariab les , such  as p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th reat.

T he  above  co n sid e ra tio n s  led  m e  to  fo rm u la te  th e  fo llo w in g  re sea rch  questions:

1. A re nationalistic attitudes a n d  ethnic exclusionism  m ulti-dim ensional rather than one 

dim ensional concepts?

2. I f  these phenom ena are multi-dimensional, are various dim ensions o f  nationalistic  

attitudes differently re la ted  to dim ensions o f  ethnic exclusionism?

3. A re there differences in the interrelations between nationalistic attitudes a n d  ethnic 

exclusionism  (or dim ensions thereof) across countries?

4. What are the differences between ethnic m ajority populations fro m  different countries 

w ith  regard  to the average level o f  nationalistic a ttitudes an d  ethnic exclusionism?

5. What are the differences between socia l categories o f  the ethnic m ajority population with  

regard  to nationalistic attitudes an d  ethnic exclusionism ?

6. D oes the effect o f  educational attainm ent on nationalistic attitudes a n d  ethnic 

exclusionism  vary system atically across types o f  countries?

7. To w hat extent are the observed differences between socia l categories a n d  differences 

between countries in the level o f  nationalistic attitudes a n d  ethnic exclusionism  re la ted  to 

independent individual socio-dem ographic variables, intervening individual variables, 

and  independent contextual variables?

7 .2  A n s w e r in g  t h e  r e s e a r c h  q u e s t io n s

I h av e  ad d ressed  th e  re sea rch  q u estio n s th ro u g h  a th eo re tica l and  em p irica l investiga tion , 

rep o rted  in  C h ap ters  2 th ro u g h  6. In  C h ap te r 2, I d iscu ssed  several socio log ica l and  social 

p sycho log ica l th eo re tica l p ersp ec tiv es. A cco rd in g  to  rea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t theory , in -g ro u p  

fav o u ritism  and  o u t-g ro u p  h o stility  are  cau sed  by  in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n , a p ro p o sitio n  

su p p o rted  by  several socia l p sy ch o lo g ica l ex p erim en ts  (Jackson , 1993; S h e rif  &  Sherif, 1979). 

T h ese  ex p erim en ts  gave  rise  to  th e  q u estio n  o f  w h e th e r in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n  is  a n ecessary  

co n d itio n  fo r  in -g ro u p  fav o u ritism  and  o u t-g ro u p  hostility . T ajfe l and  h is  a sso c ia tes  (T ajfel, 

B illig , B undy , &  F lam en t, 1971) ascerta in ed  th a t ev en  w h ere  no  in te r-g ro u p  co n flic t ex isted , in 

g roup  fav o u ritism  o ccu rred  sim ply  as a re su lt o f  socia l ca teg o risa tio n , th a t is, th e  ca teg o risa tio n  

o f  in d iv id u a ls  as resp ec tiv e ly  m em b ers  o f  th e  in -g ro u p  o r ou t-g roup . T he resu lts  from  th e  la tte r 

‘m in im al g ro u p  e x p e rim en ts ’ fo rm ed  th e  in itia l s tim u lus fo r th e  d ev e lo p m en t o f  socia l id en tity  

theory . A cco rd in g  to  socia l id en tity  theory , n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  stem  

from  social id en tity  needs. In d iv id u a ls  strive  fo r  a p o s itiv e  socia l iden tity , w h ich  can  on ly  be  

estab lish ed  th ro u g h  fav o u rab le  socia l co m p ariso n s  b e tw een  th e  in -g ro u p  an d  re lev an t ou t-g roups.
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In  o rd e r to  ach iev e  such  p o sitiv e  in -g ro u p  d is tin c tiv en ess, in d iv id u a ls  se lec tiv e ly  p e rce iv e  

m ain ly  p o sitiv e ly  v a lu ed  ch arac te ris tic s  am o n g  m em b ers  o f  th e  in -g ro u p  and  m ain ly  n eg ativ e ly  

v a lu ed  ch arac te ris tic s  am o n g  m em b ers  o f  th e  ou t-g roup . Socia l id en tity  th eo ry  th u s  lo ca tes  the  

sou rce  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  in  th e  p sycho log ica l p ro cesses  o f  socia l 

id en tifica tio n  w ith  th e  n a tio n a l in -g ro u p  and  o n e ’s ow n  coun try  and  socia l co n tra -id en tifica tio n  

w ith  e th n ic  im m ig ran ts  and  m in o rities. R ea lis tic  g roup  co n flic t theory , on  th e  o th e r hand , re la tes  

n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  to  th e  am o u n t o f  in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n , w h ich  

m ay  stem  from  co n flic tin g  c la im s o v e r status, pow er, p riv ileg es, o r o th e r scarce  reso u rces  (so c io 

e co n o m ic  co m p etitio n ), o r co n flic tin g  v a lu es  and  b e lie f  system s (cu ltu ra l co m p etitio n ) (B lalock , 

1967; B obo , 1988; C oser, 1956). A ctu al in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n  m ay  in d u ce  p e rce iv ed  e thn ic  

th rea t, i.e ., th e  p e rcep tio n  th a t th e  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p  th rea ten s  th e  socia l p o sitio n  o f  th e  in -group . 

E th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s m ay  b e  p e rce iv ed  as a th re a t to  th e  p o sitio n  o f  th e  in -g ro u p  in  genera l (group  

th rea t), and  to  th e  p o sitio n  o f  spec ific  in -g ro u p  m em b ers  in  p a rticu la r (personal th reat).

D esp ite  th e  d iffe ren t p e rsp ec tiv es  o f  b o th  th eo ries, I h av e  a rgued  th a t th ey  are  

co m p lem en ta ry  to  one  ano ther. T h a t is, n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  stem  from  

th e  p ro cess  o f  socia l ca teg o risa tio n , b u t th e  co g n itiv e  salience  o f  th e  in te r-g ro u p  b o u n d ary  is 

in c reased  by  in te r-g ro u p  co m p etitio n  and  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t. H ence , b o th  th eo rie s  can  be  

sy n th esised  in to  a general fram ew o rk  lab e lled  as e th n ic  co m p etitio n  theory . T he fu n d am en ta l 

a ssu m p tio n  o f  th is  th eo re tica l m odel is  th a t n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  are  

b ro u g h t ab o u t by  genera l socia l id en tity  n eed s (dispositional proposition fro m  socia l identity 

theory), w h ile  th e  in ten s ity  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  v a rie s  s itu a tio n ally  

d ep en d in g  on th e  am o u n t o f  actual co m p etitio n  an d /o r p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t (situational 

proposition fro m  realistic group conflict theory). T herefo re , th e  general p ro p o sitio n  o f  e thn ic  

co m p etitio n  th eo ry  reads: th e  s tro n g er th e  actual co m p etitio n  b e tw een  e th n ic  g roups, th e  s tro n g er 

th e  p erce iv ed  e thn ic  th rea t, th a t in  tu rn  re in fo rces th e  m ech an ism s o f  socia l (con tra-) 

id en tifica tio n , in d u c in g  s tro n g er n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism . C h ap te r 2 

co n clu d es w ith  th is  general th eo re tica l-co n cep tu a l m odel o f  e th n ic  co m p etitio n  theory . In  

su b seq u en t chap ters, I ap p lied  th is  th eo re tica l m odel to  d ed u ce  h y p o th eses reg a rd in g  in d iv idual 

and  con tex tu a l charac te ris tics. A d d itio n a l th eo re tica l fram ew o rk s  (so c ia lisa tio n  th eo ry  and 

lo calism  th eo ry ) w ere  ex am in ed  in  C h ap ters  5 and  6.

In  C h ap te r 3, I d iscu ssed  som e m eth o d o lo g ica l p ro b lem s o f  co m p ara tiv e  su rvey  research , 

and  I in tro d u ced  th e  In te rn a tio n a l Socia l Survey  P ro g ram m e  th a t g a th ered  d a ta  on  n a tio n a lis tic  

a ttitu d es an d  e thn ic  ex clu s io n ism  in  1995. I h av e  a rgued  tha t, n o tw ith s tan d in g  som e p ro b lem s 

and  lim ita tio n s, th ese  d a ta  o ffe r a u n iq u e  o p p o rtu n ity  to  ex am in e  th e  re sea rch  q u estio n s  on  a 

tru ly  la rg e  in te rn a tio n a l scale . In  th is  study, I ap p lied  d a ta  from  22  coun tries, in c lu d in g  W este rn  

and  E as te rn  E u ro p ean  coun tries, Jap an , A u stra lia , N e w  Z ea lan d , C anada , and  th e  U n ited  S tates. 

T h is la rg e  set o f  co u n trie s  rep re sen ted  a w id e  v a rie ty  in  so c io -eco n o m ic , cu ltu ra l, p o litica l, and  

h is to rica l c ircum stances. H ence , th is  in te rn a tio n a l da tase t o ffered  th e  p o ssib ility  fo r  a s trin g en t 

te s t o f  h y p o th eses reg a rd in g  general socia l m ech an ism s on  th e  causes o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitudes 

and  e thn ic  exclusion ism .
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In  th is  study, on ly  re sp o n d en ts  fro m  th e  e thn ic  m ajo rity  p o p u la tio n  w ith in  each  co u n try  w ere  

in c lu d ed  in  th e  analyses. D a ta  from  E a s t and  W es t G erm an y  w ere  an alysed  separate ly , due  to  

th e ir  h is to rica l d ifferen ces  as w ell as co n tem p o rary  d iffe ren ces  in  th e  eco n o m ic  dom ain . T his 

m ean s th a t th e  to ta l n u m b e r o f  p o p u la tio n s  w as  23.

A s ad d ressed  in  C h ap te r 3, an  im p o rtan t issu e  in  co m p ara tiv e  su rv ey -research  concerns 

th e  co m p arab ility  o f  th e  m easu rem en t in stru m en t. In  o rd e r to  m ak e  v a lid  c ro ss-n a tio n a l 

com p ariso n s, th e  th eo re tica l co n cep ts  shou ld  b e  m easu red  in  an  eq u iv a len t m an n er in  th e  

d iffe ren t coun tries. T o  assess  th e  d eg ree  o f  c ro ss-n a tio n a l eq u iv a len ce  o f  th e  app lied  

m easu rem en t o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism , I u sed  struc tu ra l eq u atio n  

m o d e llin g  and  co n d u c ted  a m u lti-sam p le  analysis , th a t is, a  s im u ltan eo u s analysis  o f  in d ep en d en t 

ran d o m  sam ples from  several p o p u la tio n s  (Jö resk o g  &  Sörbom  1993a). T o  tak e  in to  acco u n t the  

o rd ina l sca le  o f  th e  q u estio n n a ire  item s, I an alysed  th e  m a trix  o f  p o ly ch o ric  co rre la tio n s  w ith  th e  

G en era lly  W eig h ted  L e a st S quares m e th o d  w ith  a C o rrec t W eig h t m a trix  (Jö reskog , 1990).

T he deg ree  o f  eq u iv alen ce  w as assessed  fo r  a m easu rem en t m odel o f  na tio n a listic  

a ttitu d es an d  ethn ic  ex clu s io n ism  in  23 p o p u la tio n s, co n sis tin g  o f  11 in d ica to rs  fo r  5 d ep en d en t 

v ariab les , th a t is, tw o  d im en sio n s  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es an d  th ree  d im en sio n s  o f  e thn ic  

ex clu sio n ism . I te s ted  fo u r successiv e  m o d e ls  w ith  an  in c reas in g  am o u n t o f  c ro ss-n a tio n a l 

invariance . T he  find ings, as rep o rted  in  C h ap te r 4, in d ica ted  th a t th e  ap p lied  m easu rem en t o f  

n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  had  a fa irly  h ig h  deg ree  o f  c ro ss-n a tio n a l 

eq u iv a len ce  w ith  reg ard  to  m odel fo rm  and  fac to r load ings. In  o th e r w o rd s, th e  m easu rem en t 

m odel o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  in  w h ich  (a) each  in d ica to r re fe rred  to  

th e  sam e th eo re tica l co n cep t in  each  and  every  coun try , and  (b ) th e  deg ree  to  w h ich  an in d ica to r 

re fe rred  to  th e  th eo re tica l co n cep t w as  in v a rian t acro ss  coun tries, show ed  a fa irly  h ig h  and 

accep tab le  g o o d n ess-o f-fit. T h is analysis  a lso  rev ea led  tha t, w h ereas  fac to r lo ad in g s w ere  ra th e r 

in v a rian t acro ss  na tions, th e re  w e re  la rg e  c ro ss-n a tio n a l d ifferen ces  in  th e  in te rre la tio n s  b e tw een , 

and  v arian ces  of, n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitudes and  e th n ic  exclusion ism .

In  C h ap te r 6, I ap p lied  th e  sam e p ro ced u re  to  assess th e  degree  o f  c ro ss-n a tio n a l 

eq u iv a len ce  o f  th e  m easu rem en t o f  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t, th e  in te rv en in g  v a riab le  in  th e  

th eo re tica l-co n cep tu a l m odel o f  e th n ic  co m p etitio n  theory . T he  resu lts  in d ica ted  th a t th e  fo u r 

in d ica to rs  co u ld  b e  ap p lied  as a c ro ss-n a tio n a l co m p arab le  m easu rem en t in s tru m en t fo r 

p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t, s ince  th e  fac to r lo ad in g s w ere  ra th e r in v a rian t across  coun tries.

N ex t, I searched  fo r c ro ss-n a tio n a l co m p arab le  in d ica to rs  fo r th e  deg ree  o f  e thn ic  

co m p etitio n  a t th e  n a tio n a l level, in  o rd e r to  ex am in e  th e  im p ac t o f  th e  n a tio n a l co n tex t on 

n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism . C h ap te r 6 co n ta in s  a d e ta iled  d iscu ss io n  o f  th e  

o p e ra tio n a lisa tio n  o f  actua l e th n ic  co m p etitio n  a t th e  m acro  level, as w ell as th e  d efin itio n  and 

m o d e  o f  reg is tra tio n  o f  th e  ap p lied  co n tex tu a l ind ica to rs.

H av in g  estab lish ed  th e  deg ree  o f  eq u iv a len ce  in  th e  m easu rem en t o f  in d ep en d en t 

co n tex tu a l v a riab les , in te rv en in g  and  d ep en d en t in d iv id u a l v ariab les , I p re sen t th e  an sw ers  to  th e  

re sea rch  q u estio n s fo rm u la ted  above.



2 0 2  | C hapter 7

A re nationalistic attitudes a n d  ethnic exclusionism m ulti-dim ensional rather than one 

dim ensional concepts?

In  p rev io u s  em pirica l s tud ies  on  e th n o cen trism , b o th  a ttitu d es to w ard  th e  o w n  coun try  and  

na tio n a l in -g ro u p , as w ell as a ttitu d es to w ard  e th n ic  ou t-g roups, w e re  o ften  co n cep tu a lised  and 

o p e ra tio n a lised  as o n e -d im en sio n al co n stru c ts  (B illie t e t al., 1996). Several au th o rs  have, 

how ev er, a rgued  th a t a ttitu d es to w ard  o n e ’s ow n  co u n try  and  th e  n a tio n a l in -g ro u p  h av e  m u ltip le  

d im ensions. A u th o rs  such  as A llp o rt and  M ead  suggested  a d is tin c tio n  b e tw een  ch au v in is tic  

n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es as a cau se  o f  w ar, an d  pa trio tism  as a h ea lth y  n a tio n a l se lf-concep t. F o r a 

lo n g  tim e , th is  th eo re tica l d is tin c tio n  did , ho w ev er, n o t rece iv e  ad eq u a te  a tten tio n  in  em pirica l 

research , w h ich  em p h asised  th e  n eg a tiv e  co n seq u en ces  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitudes. In  th is  study, I 

em p irica lly  te sted  th e  d is tin c tio n  b e tw een  ch au v in ism  and  p a trio tism . Chauvinism  is  d efin ed  as 

th e  v ie w  o f  u n iq u en ess  an d  superio rity  o f  o n e ’s o w n  co u n try  and  n a tio n a l in -g roup . It re fe rs  to  a 

ra th e r b lin d  and  u n c ritica l a ttach m en t to  o n e ’s ow n  coun try  an d  na tio n a l in -g ro u p  and  im p lie s  a 

d o w n w ard  co m p ariso n  o f  o th e r coun tries. Patriotism , on  th e  o th e r hand , re fe rs  to  th e  deg ree  o f  

a ttach m en t to  th e  coun try  and  th e  n a tio n a l in -g roup ; th a t is, th e  lo v e  fo r an d  p rid e  in  o n e ’s peo p le  

and  country .

W ith  reg ard  to  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism , I a rgued  th a t a concep tu a l d is tin c tio n  co u ld  b e  m ade 

w ith  reg ard  to  th e  ta rg e t g ro u p  o f  ex clu sio n ism , d iffe ren tia tin g  b e tw een  ex clu s io n ism  o f  e thn ic  

n ew co m ers  and  ex clu s io n ism  o f  re s id en t e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p  m em bers. D u e  to  th e  sp ec ific  p o sitio n  

o f  p o litica l re fu g ees am o n g  th e  fo rm er category , a fu rth e r d is tin c tio n  co u ld  b e  m ad e  b e tw een  

e th n ic  im m ig ran ts  in  gen era l and  p o litica l re fu g ees  in  particu lar. F o r th is  reaso n , I p ro p o sed  to  

co n cep tu a lly  d is tin g u ish  th ree  d im en sio n s  o f  e th n ic  exclu sio n ism . F irstly , exclusionism o f  

imm igrants re fe rs  to  th e  read in ess  to  c lose  th e  n a tio n a l b o rd e rs  to  e th n ic  new com ers. Secondly , 

exclusionism o f  po litica l refugees re fe rs  to  th e  s tance th a t p o litica l re fu g ees  shou ld  n o t be  

a llo w ed  to  stay in  th e  re sp o n d en t’s country . T hird ly , exclusionism fro m  group m embership  refers 

to  th e  re sp o n d en t’s su b jec tiv e  d efin itio n  o f  th e  na tio n a l in -g ro u p  th ro u g h  typ ica l ch arac te ris tics  

o f  ‘tru e ’ in -g ro u p  m em bers. T h is re la tes  to  th e  q u estio n  w h e th e r -  in  th e  v ie w  o f  th e  e thn ic  

m ajo rity  -  it is  p o ss ib le  fo r  a m em b er o f  an  e th n ic  m in o rity  to  b eco m e  a fu ll and  equal m em b er 

o f  th e  n a tio n a l com m unity . T he m o re  im p o rtan ce  e th n ic  m ajo rity  re sp o n d en ts  a ttach  to  ex clu siv e  

co n d itio n s  fo r  b e in g  a ‘tru e ’ m em b er o f  th e  na tio n a l in -g ro u p  (such  as o n e ’s coun try  o f  b irth  and  

len g th  o f  resid en ce), th e  m o re  re s tric tiv e  th e ir  n o tio n  o f  th e  na tio n a l in -g roup , and  th e  m ore  

e th n ic  m in o ritie s  and  im m ig ran ts  are  excluded .

In  C h ap te r 4, th e se  h y p o th eses reg ard in g  th e  m u lti-d im en sio n a lity  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  

a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  w ere  te sted  b y  m eans o f  s truc tu ra l eq u atio n  m o d ellin g , tak in g  

in to  acco u n t th e  o rd inal sca le  scores o f  th e  m easu rem en t item s. C o m p arin g  th e  g o o d n ess-o f-fit o f  

th e  o n e-d im en sio n a l and  m u lti-d im en sio n a l m o d e ls , rev ea led  su p erio r fit in d ices  fo r th e  m u lti 

d im en sio n al m odels. H en ce , tw o  d im en sio n s  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es -  ch au v in ism  and 

p a trio tism  -  co u ld  b e  em p irica lly  d is tin g u ish ed , as w ell as th ree  d im en sio n s  o f  e thn ic

7.2.1 N a t io n a lis t ic  a ttitu d e s  a n d  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism : d im en s ion s  a n d  in te rre la tion s
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ex c lu s io n ism  -  ex clu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ran ts, ex c lu s io n ism  o f  p o litica l re fugees, and  ex clu s io n ism  

from  g roup  m em b ersh ip . F u rth erm o re , th e  find ing , to  b e  e lab o ra ted  u p o n  be lo w , th a t v a rio u s  

d im en sio n s  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es w e re  d ifferen tly  re la ted  to  v a rio u s  d im en sio n s  o f  e thn ic  

ex clu sio n ism , o ffered  add itio n a l em p irica l su p p o rt fo r  th e  n o tio n  th a t n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  

e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  h av e  d iffe ren t d im ensions.

A re various dim ensions o f  nationalistic attitudes differently re la ted  to dim ensions o f  ethnic 

exclusionism ?

C h au v in ism  has b een  co n cep tu a lised  as a m o re  agg ressiv e  fo rm  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitudes, since  it 

en co m p asses  fee lin g s o f  sup erio rity  as w ell as a b lin d , u n c ritica l a ttach m en t to  th e  co u n try  and 

na tio n a l in -g roup . P a trio tism , on  th e  o th e r hand , has b e en  reg a rd ed  as a ra th e r h u m an is tic  

a ttach m en t to  th e  coun try  and  n a tio n a l in -g roup , in  w h ich  th e  lo v e  fo r  an d  p rid e  in  o n e ’s coun try  

re flec ts  a m o re  critical a ttachm en t. C onsequen tly , I h y p o th esised  tha t, co m p ared  to  p a trio tism , 

ch au v in ism  w o u ld  b e  m o re  p o sitiv e ly  re la ted  to  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  o r d im en sio n s  thereo f. T his 

h y p o th esis  w as  te s ted  by  m ean s  o f  m u lti-sam p le  struc tu ra l eq u atio n  m o d ellin g , ap p ly in g  a 

m easu rem en t m o d e l o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  w ith  in v a rian t fac to r 

load ings.

F irs t o f  all, th e  resu lts  in d ica ted  tha t, as expec ted , ch au v in ism  and  p a trio tism  w ere  

p o sitiv e ly  in te rre la ted  in  each  o f  th e  23 popu la tio n s. F u rth erm o re , th e  th ree  d im en sio n s  o f  e thn ic  

ex clu s io n ism  w ere  overa ll a lso  p o sitiv e ly  in te rre la ted  in  each  pop u la tio n . C h au v in ism  w as 

overa ll p o sitiv e ly  re la ted  to  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism . H ence , th e  m o re  th a t e th n ic  m ajo rity  

in d iv id u a ls  p e rce iv e  th e ir  ow n  coun try  and  n a tio n a l in -g ro u p  as u n iq u e  and  superio r, th e  m ore  

th ey  are  in c lin ed  to  ex c lu d e  e th n ic  o u t-g roup  m em bers.

C o m p arin g  th e  co rre la tio n s  b e tw een , resp ec tiv e ly , ch au v in ism  and  pa trio tism , and  all 

d im en sio n s  o f  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism , a co n sis ten t fin d in g  em erged : th e  co rre la tio n  b e tw een  

ch au v in ism  and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  w as s tro n g er th an  th e  co rre la tio n  b e tw een  p a trio tism  and  

e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism . T h is ap p lied  to  each  coun try , as w ell as to  each  d im en sio n  o f  e thn ic  

exclusion ism .

In  a lm o st all coun tries, a h ig h e r degree  o f  p a trio tism  w as  asso c ia ted  w ith  s tronger 

ex clu s io n ism  fro m  g roup  m em b ersh ip . B u t in  tw o  th ird s  o f  th e  coun tries, p a trio tism  w as n o t 

sig n ifican tly  re la ted  to  ex c lu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ran ts  o r ex c lu s io n ism  o f  p o litica l refugees. In  five  

coun tries, th e se  re la tio n sh ip s  w e re  ev en  negative: th e  m o re  p a trio tism , th e  less su p p o rt fo r 

ex clu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ran ts  and  p o litica l re fugees. A ll in  all, th ese  fin d in g s  su p p o rt th e  n o tio n  

th a t ch au v in ism  is  a ra th e r ag g ressiv e  fo rm  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es -  re la ted  to  n eg ativ e  

a ttitu d es to w ard  e th n ic  o u t-g ro u p s  -  w h ereas  pa trio tism  w as  m o stly  n o t re la ted  to  s tronger 

ex c lu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ran ts  o r p o litica l re fugees. T h is la tte r  re su lt in d ica tes  th a t a p o sitiv e  

a ttitu d e  to w ard  o n e ’s ow n  co u n try  (as ex p ressed  th ro u g h  p a trio tism ) is n o t in trin sica lly  re la ted  to  

n eg ativ e  a ttitu d es to w ard  im m ig ran ts  an d  refugees. B ased  on  th e se  find ings, I p ro p o se  to  re fin e  

th e  co n cep t o f  e th n o cen trism  (i.e., p o sitiv e  in -g ro u p  a ttitu d es are  acco m p an ied  by  n eg ativ e  o u t 
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g roup  attitudes): th e  co n cep t o f  e th n o cen trism  does n o t app ly  to  p a trio tism , since  only  

ch au v in is tic  in -g ro u p  a ttitu d es are  in te rtw in ed  w ith  e thn ic  exclusion ism .

A re there differences in the interrelations between nationalistic attitudes a n d  ethnic exclusionism  

(or dim ensions thereof), across countries?

T he a fo rem en tio n ed  resu lts  in d ica ted  th a t th e  in te rre la tio n s  b e tw een  d im en sio n s  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  

a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  w ere  n o t in v a rian t across  th e  23 coun tries. P a rticu la rly  

rem ark ab le  w e re  th e  c ro ss-n a tio n a l d ifferen ces  in  th e  re la tio n sh ip  b e tw een  p a trio tism  and, 

resp ec tiv e ly , ex c lu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ran ts  an d  ex c lu s io n ism  o f  p o litica l re fugees. O n ly  in  (W est 

and  E ast) G erm an y  and  Japan , a h ig h e r level o f  pa trio tism  w as  re la ted  to  s tro n g er ex clu sio n ism  

o f  im m ig ran ts  as w ell as s tro n g er ex clu s io n ism  o f  refu g ees, w h e reas  in  o th e r co u n trie s  th is  

re la tio n sh ip  w as  m o stly  ab sen t and  so m etim es even  reversed . T he  status o f  G erm an y  and  Jap an  

as ex cep tio n s  to  a general socia l m ech an ism  m o s t lik e ly  re flec ts  th e  n a tio n s ’ tro u b leso m e  

re la tio n  w ith  th e ir  co llec tiv e  p as t -  th e  b u rd en  o f  th e  S econd  W o rld  W a r -  and  its  im p ac t on  th e  

d eb ate  on  na tio n a l id en tity  and  n a tio n a l p rid e  in  G erm any  and  Japan .

What are the differences between ethnic m ajority popula tions fro m  different countries w ith  

regard  to the average level o f  nationalistic attitudes a n d  ethnic exclusionism ?

A fte r h av in g  estab lish ed  a c ro ss-n a tio n a lly  co m p arab le  m easu rem en t in s tru m en t o f  d im en sio n s 

o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism , in  th e  su b seq u en t analyses in  th is  study, I 

su m m arised  th e  in d ica to rs  o f  each  d ep en d en t v a riab le  to  a L ik ert-sca le  sum score . A s a f irs t 

ex p lo ra tiv e  ex am in a tio n  o f  c ro ss-n a tio n a l d ifferences, I co m p u ted  th e  average  level o f  

d im en sio n s  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  am o n g  th e  e th n ic  m ajo rity  

p o p u la tio n  in  each  country . T he  resu lts  from  th ese  d escrip tiv e  analyses w e re  p resen ted  a t th e  end 

o f  C h ap te r 4. O verall, W este rn  E u ro p ean  p o p u la tio n s  w e re  less ch au v in istic , w h ereas  

ch au v in ism  w as re la tiv e ly  s trong  in  th e  trad itio n a l im m ig ra tio n  socie ties, as w ell as in  E aste rn  

E u ro p ean  coun tries, w ith  B u lg a rian s  sho w in g  th e  h ig h est level o f  chauv in ism . T he av erag e  level 

o f  p a trio tism  seem ed  m o re  re la ted  to  actual n a tio n a l ach iev em en ts  w ith  reg ard  to  th e  na tional 

eco n o m y  and  th e  co u n try ’s p o litica l in flu en ce  in  th e  w orld : th e  U n ited  S tates h ad  th e  h ig h est 

average  level o f  p a trio tism , w h ereas  E as te rn  E u ro p ean s  show ed  rem ark ab ly  less p rid e  in  th e ir  

country .

O n average , E aste rn  E u ro p ean  co u n tries  h ad  th e  h ig h est sco res on  all d im en sio n s  o f  

e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism . W ith  reg ard  to  ex clu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ran ts, all p o p u la tio n s  fav o u red  

red u c in g  th e  n u m b er o f  im m ig ran ts, ex cep t fo r th e  Irish  po p u la tio n , w h o  to o k  a neu tra l position . 

T h is  overa ll re lu c tan ce  to  a llo w  in  m o re  im m ig ran ts  co n tra sted  sharp ly  w ith  th e  overall 

w illin g n ess  to  ad m it p o litica l re fugees, b u t again , ex c lu s io n ism  w as g rea te r in  E aste rn  E u ro p ean  

coun tries. C ro ss-n a tio n a l d ifferen ces  w e re  th e  sm allest w ith  reg ard  to  ex clu s io n ism  from  g roup  

m em b ersh ip . A m o n g  th e  23 p o p u la tio n s, th e re  w as  a fa ir  deg ree  o f  co n sen su s fo r ex clu d in g  

e th n ic  re s id en ts  and  n ew co m ers  from  b e in g  ‘tru e ’ m em b ers  o f  th e  na tio n a l co m m u n ity  as
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in d ica ted  by  th e  su b jec tiv e  im p o rtan ce  a ttach ed  to  re s tric tiv e  cond itions, such  as o n e ’s co u n try  o f  

b irth  o r len g th  o f  residence .

In  C h ap te r 6, I co n d u c ted  a co n firm a to ry  analysis  o f  th e  c ro ss-n a tio n a l d ifferen ces  in  

n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism , te s tin g  m acro -lev el h y p o th eses  d eriv ed  from  

e th n ic  co m p etitio n  theory . T hese  resu lts  are  su m m arized  in  sec tion  7 .2 .3 . F irst, I p re sen t th e  

co n clu s io n s  from  th e  analyses o f  C h ap te r 5, reg a rd in g  th e  e ffec t o f  in d iv id u a l-lev e l v ariab les , in  

p a rticu la r education .

7 .2 .2  E ffe c ts  o f  in d ep en d en t in d iv id u a l va r ia b le s  a n d  th e  v a r y in g  e ffe c ts  o f  edu ca tio n

In  C h ap te r 5, I fo cu sed  on  th e  in tra-n a tio n a l d ifferen ces  in  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  ethn ic  

ex clu sio n ism , ad d ress in g  th e  fo llo w in g  re sea rch  question :

What are the differences between socia l categories o f  the ethnic m ajority population w ith  regard  

to nationalistic a ttitudes an d  ethnic exclusionism ?

R esu lts  from  th e  ex p lo ra tiv e  analyses rep o rted  in  C h ap te r 5 in d ica ted  th a t ed u ca tio n a l a tta in m en t 

w as  s trong ly  re la ted  to  ch au v in ism  and  e th n ic  exclu sio n ism : lo w er ed u ca ted  p e rso n s  had  

stro n g er ch au v in is tic  and  ex c lu s io n is tic  a ttitudes. O n  th e  o th e r hand , w ith  reg ard  to  p a trio tism , 

th e re  w e re  on ly  m in o r d ifferen ces  b e tw een  ed u ca tio n a l g roups. A gain , pa trio tism  stands ou t 

ag a in s t th e  o th e r a ttitu d in a l variab les . P a trio tism  w as h ard ly  a ffec ted  by  ed u ca tio n a l a tta in m en t 

and  m o re  p o sitiv e ly  re la ted  to  age an d  ch u rch  a ttendance.

W ith  reg ard  to  ch au v in ism  and  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism , ed u ca tio n  h ad  th e  s tro n g est re la tiv e  

effect, co n tro lled  fo r all o th e r in d iv id u a l so c io -d em o g rap h ic  variab les . In  add ition , chau v in ism  

and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  w ere  m o re  w id esp read  in  th e  lo w e r socia l classes: co m p ared  to  h ig h er 

con tro lle rs , h ig h e r scores w e re  fo u n d  am o n g  th e  self-em ployed ; sk illed  m anual w o rk e rs  and 

superv iso rs; sem i-u n sk illed  m anual w o rk ers; as w ell as th e  un em p lo y ed . F u rth erm o re , 

ch au v in ism  and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  w ere  lo w e r am o n g  studen ts, b u t h ig h e r am o n g  re tired  

perso n s, p eo p le  w o rk in g  in  th e  ho u seh o ld , as w ell as am o n g  m em b ers  o f  a C ath o lic  o r P ro tes tan t 

den o m in a tio n . In co m e  level h ad  a re la tiv e ly  w e ak  in d ep en d en t n eg ativ e  e ffec t on  chau v in ism  

and  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism . R eg ard in g  d ifferen ces  b e tw een  age categories , th e  e lderly  show ed  

stro n g er n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  ex clu s io n ism  from  g ro u p  m em b ersh ip . E x c lu s io n ism  o f  

im m ig ran ts  w as, ho w ev er, n o t re la ted  to  age, and  ex c lu s io n ism  o f  re fu g ees  ap p ea red  to  be  

s tro n g er am o n g  th e  y o u n g est responden ts . F ina lly , th e  resu lts  reg a rd in g  ch u rch  a ttendance, 

co n tro lled  fo r o th e r v a riab les  such  as d en o m in a tio n , w ere  m ixed : ch u rch  a tten d an ce  w as  

p o sitiv e ly  re la ted  to  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitudes, b u t n eg a tiv e ly  re la ted  to  ex c lu s io n ism  o f  im m ig ran ts  

and  refugees.

T he  s trong  e ffec t o f  ed u ca tio n  on  ch au v in ism  and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  co rresp o n d s  w ith  

fin d in g s  fro m  p rev io u s  studies. M o st stud ies on  e th n ic  in -g ro u p  and  o u t-g ro u p  a ttitu d es rep o rted  

a co n sid erab ly  strong  n eg ativ e  re la tio n sh ip  b e tw een  ed u ca tio n a l a tta in m en t and  p o sitiv e  in -g ro u p
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a ttitu d es o r n eg a tiv e  o u t-g ro u p  a ttitudes. H o w ev er, it  is  n o t k n o w n  w h e th e r th is  lib e ra lis in g  

e ffec t o f  ed u ca tio n  is  u n iv e rsa l, o r w h eth er, and  to  w h a t ex ten t it v a rie s  across  coun tries. H ence , 

th e  n ex t re sea rch  q u estio n  in  th e  p re sen t study:

D oes the effect o f  educational atta inm ent on nationalistic attitudes a n d  ethnic exclusionism vary 

system atically across types o f  countries?

In  th is  study, I e lab o ra ted  u p o n  a p rev io u s  s tudy  b y  W eil (1 9 8 5 ) th a t in d ica ted  th a t th e  e ffec t o f  

ed u ca tio n  m ig h t vary  sy stem atica lly  across  coun tries. In  C h ap te r 5, I rev iew ed  several th eo re tica l 

in te rp re ta tio n s  o f  th e  edu ca tio n a l effect. In  particu la r, I fo cu sed  on  so c ia liza tio n  theory , from  

w h ich  I deriv ed  te s tab le  h y p o th eses reg ard in g  c ro ss-n a tio n a l v a ria tio n s  in  th e  e ffec t o f  education . 

A  key  e lem en t in  th is  th eo ry  is th e  th esis  th a t s tuden ts are ex p o sed  to  v a lu es, no rm s, and  m odes 

o f  b eh av io u r tran sm itted  by  th e  ed u ca tio n a l system . In  th is  m an n er, th e  ed u ca tio n a l system  

b rin g s  s tu d en ts  in to  co n tac t w ith  th e  offic ia l n o rm s and  v a lu es  o f  socie ty  (S e lzn ick  &  S teinberg , 

1969). W eil (1 9 8 5 ) a rg u ed  th a t th e  v a lu es  th a t are  tran sm itted  by  a c o u n try ’s ed u ca tio n a l system  

re flec t th e  offic ia l o r p o litica l cu ltu re , w h ich , in  tu rn , is d e te rm in ed  b y  th e  ex is tin g  p o litica l 

reg im e fo rm  as w ell as th e  len g th  o f  tim e  a coun try  has h ad  a lib e ra l-d em o cra tic  reg im e  form . 

T he lo n g e r a co u n try  has h ad  a lo n g -s tan d in g  d em o cra tic  trad itio n , th e  m o re  th e  ed ucational 

system  is  a ssu m ed  to  d issem in a te  d em o cra tic  an d  to le ra n t v a lu e  o rien ta tio n s  and, consequen tly , 

th e  s tro n g er th e  n eg ativ e  e ffec t o f  ed u ca tio n  on  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism . 

B u ild in g  on  stud ies reg a rd in g  th e  ro le  o f  po litica l e lites in  co n flic t re so lu tio n  in  p lu ra l socie ties, 

W eil a lso  h y p o th esised  th a t th e  e ffec t o f  ed u ca tio n  w o u ld  b e  s tro n g er in  p lu ra l societies. 

T herefo re , I ex am in ed  w h e th e r th e  e ffec t o f  ed u ca tio n  on  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  ethn ic  

ex clu s io n ism  v a ried  system atica lly  across co u n trie s  acco rd in g  to  th e  lib e ra l-d em o cra tic  trad itio n , 

as w ell as th e  degree  o f  re lig io u s  h e te ro g en e ity  w ith in  a country . F o r a m o re  s trin g en t te s t o f  th e  

ed u ca tio n a l effect, I co n d u c ted  m u ltiv a ria te  reg ress io n  analyses, co n tro llin g  fo r o th e r in d iv idual 

ch arac te ris tic s  such  as socia l c lass  p o sition , incom e, age, ch u rch  a tten d an ce  and  d enom ina tion .

T he resu lts  show ed  tha t, co m p ared  to  th e  o th e r in d iv id u a l v a riab les , ed u ca tio n a l 

a tta in m en t w as  th e  sing le  m o st im p o rtan t p red ic to r o f  ch au v in ism  an d  d im en sio n s  o f  e thn ic  

ex clu sio n ism . P a trio tism , on  th e  o th e r hand , w as  h ard ly  a ffec ted  by  ed u ca tio n a l a tta inm en t. In  

acco rd an ce  w ith  th e  hypo thesis , th e  e ffec t o f  ed u ca tio n  on e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  v a ried  

system atica lly  across coun tries: th e  edu ca tio n a l e ffec t w as  sm aller in  recen tly  estab lish ed  

d em o crac ies  co m p ared  to  o th e r coun tries. N o  proof, how ev er, w as  fo u n d  o f  a fu rth e r d is tin c tio n  

in  th e  size  o f  th e  ed u ca tio n a l e ffec t in  in te rru p ted  d em o crac ies  v e rsu s  p ro lo n g ed  dem ocrac ies. 

F u rth erm o re , th e  hy p o th esis  w as  a lso  n o t co n firm ed  w ith  reg ard  to  th e  e ffec t o f  ed u ca tio n  on  

n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitudes: no  d ifferen ce  w as fo u n d  b e tw een  p ro lo n g ed  d em o crac ies  and  recen tly  

estab lish ed  dem o crac ies, w h ereas  ed u ca tio n  had  a s ligh tly  g rea te r e ffec t in  in te rru p ted  

dem ocrac ies.

T hus, in  p ro lo n g ed  dem o crac ies, th e  e ffec t o f  ed u ca tio n  on  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  w as 

g rea te r th an  in  recen tly  e stab lish ed  d em o crac ies, b u t no  d ifferen ce  w as  fo u n d  in  th e  e ffec t o f  

ed u ca tio n  on  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitudes. H ence , it seem s th a t in  as fa r as edu ca tio n a l in s titu tio n s
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tra n sm it and  p ro m u lg a te  th e  id ea ls  o f  dem o cracy  and  to le ran ce , th e  focus is  m o re  on  th e  

le ssen in g  o f  o u t-g ro u p  p re ju d ice , th an  on  th e  le ssen in g  o f  in -g ro u p  fav o u ritism .

F inally , no  su p p o rt w as  fo u n d  fo r  th e  h y p o th esis  th a t th e  e ffec t o f  ed u ca tio n  is  g rea te r in  

m o re  re lig io u sly  h e te ro g en eo u s coun tries. T h is  p a rticu la r hy p o th esis  w as  deriv ed  from  

assu m p tio n s  reg a rd in g  th e  s tances o f  p o litica l e lites in  re lig io u s  p lu ra l socie ties. H ence , th e  

re fu ta tio n  o f  th is  h y p o th esis  m ig h t re flec t a d iscrep an cy  b e tw een  th e  a ttitu d es o f  th e  general 

pub lic , as ex am in ed  in  th is  study, and  th e  a ttitu d es o f  th e  p o litica l elite .

In  C h ap te r 6, I sy stem atica lly  te sted  th eo re tica l ex p lan a tio n s  fo r th e  o b serv ed  d ifferen ces 

b e tw een  co u n trie s  (as ex p lo red  in  C h ap te r 4) and  th e  o b serv ed  d ifferen ces  b e tw een  socia l 

ca teg o ries  (as ex p lo red  in  C h ap te r 5), and  s im u ltan eo u sly  te s ted  th e  effects  o f  in d iv id u a l and 

co n tex tu a l va riab les . T he  th eo re tica l-co n cep tu a l m odel o f  e th n ic  co m p etitio n  th eo ry  is 

sy stem atica lly  p u t to  th e  test, by  deriv ing  and testing  hypotheses regard ing  in dependen t ind iv idual 

socio -dem ograph ic  variab les, in terven ing  indiv idual variab les, as w ell as in dependen t contex tual 

variab les. Som e additional hypotheses w ere  derived  from  localism  theory . In  th is  chapter, I 

confined  th e  analyses o f  nationalistic  a ttitudes to  chauv in ism  since, as stated, pa trio tism  w as hard ly  

affected  by  educational level, o r by  social position , and m ostly  n o t re la ted  to  increasing  ethnic  

exclusion ism  o f  im m igran ts and  refugees. T he  fina l re search  q u estio n  th e re fo re  ad d resses  th e  

ex p lan a tio n  o f  th e  o b serv ed  d ifferen ces  in  ch au v in ism  and  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  b e tw een  socia l 

ca teg o ries  an d  coun tries, by  m ean s  o f  in te rv en in g  v a riab les  and  in d ep en d en t v ariab les , b o th  at 

th e  in d iv id u a l and  th e  co n tex tu a l level:

To w hat extent are the observed differences between social categories a n d  differences between 

countries in the level o f  chauvinism and  ethnic exclusionism  rela ted  to independent individual 

socio-dem ographic variables, intervening individual variables, a n d  independent contextual 

variables?

R esu lts  from  the te st o f  hypothesis regard ing  socio -dem ograph ic  variab les can be  sum m arized  as 

fo llow s. A ccord ing  to  ethnic com petition  theory, chauv in ism  and ethn ic  exclusion ism  are stronger 

am ong  those  social categories th a t ho ld  socio -econom ic  positions sim ilar to  m o st e thn ic  m inorities 

or im m igrants, since they  m ay  experience  h igher levels o f  in ter-g roup  com petition  and  perceived  

e thn ic  threat. O verall, these  ind iv idual level hypotheses from  e thn ic  com petition  theory  w ere  no t 

refu ted. C hauvin ism  and ethnic exclusion ism  w ere  m ore  p rev a len t am ong  th e  lo w er educated  and 

th e  lo w er incom e groups. Furtherm ore, chauv in ism  and  ethnic exclusion ism  w ere  generally  

re la tively  stronger am ong  th e  self-em ployed, m anual w orkers, and th e  unem ployed , com pared  to  

th e  reference  category  o f  h igher controllers.

A ccord ing  to  localism  theory , chauv in ism  and e thn ic  exclusion ism  are affected  by  the  

in d iv id u a l’s b read th  o f  perspective: a strong  o rien tation  tow ards th e  local com m unity  is expected  

to  re in force  chauv in ism  and  e thn ic  exclusionism . P rev ious research  show ed th a t localistic  

o rien tations w ere  m ore com m only  found  am ong  th e  lo w er educated , elderly  persons, churchgoers 

and  m em bers o f  denom inations. T he hypotheses derived  from  localism  theory  w ere, how ever, only 

partly  supported  by  th e  em pirical findings. A s expected , chauv in ism  and ethnic exclusion ism  w ere
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s tronger am ong  th e  lo w er educated  and p eo p le  w h o  co n sid e red  th em se lv es  to  b e  a m em b er o f  a 

den o m in a tio n . A g e  and  ch u rch  a tten d an ce  w ere  h o w ev er n o t co n sis ten tly  re la ted  to  chau v in ism  

and  th e  v a rio u s  d im en sio n s  o f  e th n ic  exclusion ism .

7.2 .3  E ffe c ts  o f  c o n te x tu a l va r ia b le s

A ccord ing  to  ethnic com petition  theory , chauv in ism  and e thn ic  exclusion ism  are in tensified  as 

actual ethnic com petition  increases. In  th is  study, I opera tionalised  th e  degree o f  actual ethnic 

com petition  at th e  national level by  m eans o f  a set o f  contex tual variab les, ind icative  o f  (a) 

dem ograph ic  conditions: th a t is, th e  degree o f  ethnic he terogeneity  in  th e  country, as w ell as the 

re la tive  n u m b er o f  asy lum  seekers; (b) econom ic  conditions, th a t is, th e  real G ross D om estic  

P ro d u ct p e r cap ita  as w ell as th e  re la tive  unem p lo y m en t level, sum m arised  in  a single  index  o f  

econom ic conditions; and, (c) po litical conditions: the  re la tive  social security  benefits  expenditure, 

since an  ex tensive  social security  system  is p resum ed  to  a llev iate  th e  harshness o f  socio -econom ic 

com petition . In  add ition  to  th e  e ffect o f  con tem porary  societa l conditions, I have argued  th a t recen t 

changes in  these  national cond itions m igh t have  an additional e ffect on  chauv in ism  and ethnic  

exclusionism . C h ap ter 6 con tains a de tailed  descrip tion  o f  th e  opera tionalisa tion  and m easu rem en t 

o f  these  contex tual variab les. T o  tak e  in to  accoun t th e  tim e  lag  b e tw een  factual national conditions 

a t a certain  m o m en t in  tim e  and op in ions re la ted  to  th ese  national conditions, I m easured  the  

national cond itions in  1994, th a t is, one y ear p rio r to  th e  m easu rem en t o f  th e  in d iv id u a ls’ attitudes. 

T o  ind icate  changes in  contextual circum stances, I app lied  a 5-year period , com paring  th e  1994 

and  1989 figures.

H ence, I tested  w h e th er chauv in ism  and ethn ic  exclusion ism  w ere  m ore  p rev a len t in  

coun tries w ith  (a) p o o r econom ic  conditions, (b) declin ing  econom ic conditions, (c) a less 

ex tensive  social security  system , (d) h igh  ethnic heterogeneity , (e) a large re la tive  n u m b er o f  

asylum  app lications p er capita, (f) a sharp increase  in  th e  re la tive  n u m b er o f  asylum  applications, 

and, finally , in  countries w here  (g) th e  afo rem en tioned  dem ographic, econom ic, o r political 

cond itions coincide. T he la tte r in teraction  hypothesis rests on  th e  assum ption  th a t th e  effects o f  

contex tual cond itions re in fo rce  one another. Furtherm ore, som e authors have  argued  th a t actual 

ethnic com petition  -  in  particu lar th e  re la tive  size o f  th e  e thn ic  out-group p o pu la tion  -  m igh t be  

curv ilinearly  re la ted  to  ethnic exclusionism . T o te s t th is  p roposition , I inc luded  quadratic  te rm s in  

th e  analyses.

T he hypotheses w ere  tested  by  m eans o f  m ulti-level analyses, in  w h ich  th e  effects o f  

indiv idual and con tex tual variab les  w ere  sim ultaneously  estim ated. In  th is  section, I sum m arise  the  

find ings o f  m ulti-level analyses in  w h ich  all contextual characteristics w ere  included . H ence, the  

effect o f  each  contex tual variab le  w as con tro lled  fo r all o ther contex tual as w ell as indiv idual 

effects. T hese find ings revealed  only  partia l em pirical support fo r th e  contex tual hypotheses. The 

fo llow ing  effects w ere  in  accordance  w ith  ethnic com petition  theory:

(1) It tu rned  ou t th a t th e  po o rer th e  econom ic conditions, th e  m ore  ethnic m ajority  

responden ts are inc lined  to  exclusion ism  o f  im m igrants. (2) A  deterio ration  in  national econom ic
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cond itions w as accom pan ied  by  stronger exclusion ism  o f  im m igrants, exclusion ism  from  group 

m em bersh ip , as w ell as by  stronger chauvin ism . (3) T he less ex tensive  th e  social security  system , 

th e  stronger th e  exclusion ism  o f  im m igran ts and political refugees. (4) T he effect o f  ethnic  

he terogeneity  w as ra th er consisten t across d im ensions o f  e thnic exclusion ism  and chauvin ism : the  

h igher th e  degree o f  ethnic heterogeneity , th e  stronger th e  exclusion ism  o f  refugees, exclusion ism  

from  group m em bersh ip , as w ell as chauvin ism . O nly  exclusion ism  o f  im m igran ts w as  no t 

significan tly  re la ted  to  ethnic heterogeneity . (5) T he h igher th e  in flow  o f  asy lum  seekers, the  

stronger th e  exclusion ism  o f  im m igrants. (6) The g rea ter th e  increase  in  asy lum  seekers, th e  g reater 

th e  degree o f  chauvin ism . (7) F inally , there  w ere  tw o  significan t in teraction  effects betw een  

contex tual variab les. In  accordance  w ith  e thn ic  com petition  theory , ethnic he terogeneity  had  a 

stronger positive  effect on  exclusion ism  from  group m em bersh ip  in  th o se  countries w h ere  the  

social security  system  w as less ex tensive. Furtherm ore, th e  curv ilinear effect o f  asylum  

app lications on  exclusion  o f  re fugees w as stronger w hen  th e  econom ic  cond itions had  w orsened: 

th e  stronger th e  decline  in  econom ic conditions, th e  stronger th e  effect o f  the  (squared) n u m b er o f  

asy lum  applications.

In add ition  to  th ese  findings, o ther contex tual effects w ere  m ostly  n o t significant. In 

particu lar, th ere  w ere  hard ly  any s ign ifican t in teractions be tw een  econom ic, dem ographic, o r 

po litical contextual variables. A  few  contex tual effects w ere  significant, b u t n o t in  line  w ith  the  

hypo theses derived  from  ethnic com petition  theory . In  con trast to  expectations, exclusion ism  from  

group m em bersh ip  w as positively  re la ted  to  th e  re la tive  n u m b er o f  asylum  seekers. A lso, 

chauv in ism  w as positive ly  re la ted  to  b e tte r econom ic conditions and a h igher n u m b er o f  asylum  

applications. F urtherm ore , th e  m ain  e ffect o f  social security  expenditu res on  exclusion ism  from  

group m em bersh ip  w as  positive, although, as d iscussed , th e  in teraction  effect o f  social security  

expend itu res and e thn ic  he terogeneity  on exclusion ism  from  group m em bersh ip  w as in  line  w ith  

th e  expecta tion.

W ith  regard  to  ethnic exclusion ism , tw o  significan t cu rv ilinear effects w ere  observed: the  

re la tive  n u m b er o f  asy lum  seekers w as curv ilinear re la ted  to  exclusion ism  o f  refugees, and the  

change in  th e  re la tive  n u m b er o f  asylum  seekers w as curv ilinearly  re la ted  to  exclusion ism  o f  

im m igrants. In  b o th  instances, th e  fo rm  o f  th e  re la tionsh ip  w as  ra ther sim ilar. T h a t is, w h en  the  

n u m b er o f  asy lum  app lications o r th e  change in  th e  n u m b er o f  app lications w as  ra ther sm all, the 

specific  d im ension  o f  e thn ic  exclusion ism  w as -  in  con trast to  e thn ic  com petition  theory  -  no t 

positively  re la ted  to  h igher o r increasing  num bers o f  asy lum  applications. H ow ever, w h en  the  

n u m b er o f  asy lum  app lications o r th e  change in  th e  n u m b er o f  app lications w as  very  high, h igher 

or increasing  num bers o f  asylum  app lications w ere  associated  w ith  stronger ethnic  

exclusion ism .T hese  find ings suggest a th reshold , therefore: th e  assum ed  positive  re la tion  betw een  

asylum  app lications or th e  change in  asylum  app lications and som e d im ension  o f  ethnic 

exclusion ism , only  ho lds fo r strong -  and  thus p rom inen tly  v is ib le  -  in flow s, o r changes in  the  

in flow s o f  asylum  seekers.
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F ina lly , I ex am in ed  th e  e ffec t o f  tw o  in te rv en in g  v a riab les  on  ch au v in ism  and  ethn ic  

ex clu sio n ism . A cco rd in g  to  e th n ic  co m p etitio n  theory , ch au v in ism  an d  e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  are  

in ten s ified  by  p e rcep tio n s  o f  e th n ic  th rea t, w h ich  in  tu rn  v a ry  b e tw een  in d iv id u a ls  o r con tex ts. 

Indeed , p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t w as  s trong ly  re la ted  to  chau v in ism , as w ell as to  th e  th ree  

d im en sio n s  o f  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism : th e  m o re  th a t e th n ic  im m ig ran ts  are  p erce iv ed  as a th rea t, th e  

h ig h e r th e  level o f  ch au v in ism  an d  e th n ic  ex clu sio n ism . C o m p ared  to  o th e r v ariab les , p e rce iv ed  

e th n ic  th re a t h ad  th e  s tro n g est e ffec t on  ch au v in ism  and  e th n ic  exclusion ism .

F u rth erm o re , p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t w as  re la tiv e ly  s trong  am o n g  th e  lo w er educated , th e  

self-em ployed , m anual w o rk ers , th e  u n em p lo y ed , and  th e  lo w er in co m e  categories. T hese  

fin d in g s  su p p o rt th e  p resu m ed  lin k  b e tw een  actua l e th n ic  co m p etitio n  on  th e  one  hand , and 

ch au v in ism  and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  on  th e  o th e r hand . A ctu al e th n ic  co m p etitio n  a t th e  

in d iv id u a l level -  as in d irec tly  m easu red  b y  th e  a fo rem en tio n ed  so cio -d em o g rap h ic  v a riab les  -  

w as  re la ted  to  p e rcep tio n s  o f  e th n ic  th rea t, w h ich  in  tu rn  w ere  re la ted  to  ch au v in ism  and  ethn ic  

exclusion ism .

R em ark ab ly , m o s t con tex tu al v a riab les  w ere  n o t re la ted  to  p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th rea t. T his 

fin d in g  in d ica tes  th a t p e rcep tio n s  o f  e th n ic  th re a t on ly  p artly  re flec t th e  actual am o u n t o f  in te r 

g roup  co m p etitio n  a t th e  na tio n a l level. S ta ted  d ifferen tly , p e rcep tio n s  o f  e th n ic  th re a t w ere  

p artly  au tonom ous. H o w ev er, in  acco rd an ce  w ith  e th n ic  co m p etitio n  theory , p e rce iv ed  e thn ic  

th re a t w as  a ffec ted  by  th e  ch an g e  in  eco n o m ic  cond itions, as w ell as by  th e  in te rac tio n  b e tw een  

eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s  and  e th n ic  heterogeneity . T he  s tro n g er th e  recen t d ec lin e  in  eco n o m ic  

cond itions, th e  s tro n g er th e  p e rcep tio n  o f  e th n ic  th reat. F u rth erm o re , th e  w o rse  th e  eco n o m ic  

co n d itio n s, th e  s tro n g er th e  p o sitiv e  in te rre la tio n  b e tw een  e th n ic  h e tero g en e ity  an d  p e rce iv ed  

e th n ic  th rea t. T hus, p e rce iv ed  e th n ic  th re a t a rises from  d eclin in g  eco n o m ic  cond itions, and  from  

p o o r eco n o m ic  co n d itio n s acco m p an ied  b y  h ig h  e th n ic  he terogeneity .

H y p o th eses  reg a rd in g  a second  in te rv en in g  v a riab le  w ere  d ed u ced  from  lo calism  theory . 

A cco rd in g  to  lo ca lism  theo ry , ch au v in ism  and  e th n ic  ex c lu s io n ism  are  s tro n g er am ong  

in d iv id u a ls  w ith  a sm all b read th  o f  perspec tive . Indeed , a lo ca lis tic  o rien ta tio n  w as p o sitiv e ly  

re la ted  to  ch au v in ism  and  e th n ic  exclu sio n ism . F u rth erm o re , in  acco rd an ce  w ith  lo ca lism  theory , 

a lo ca lis tic  o rien ta tio n  w as  m o re  s trong ly  p rev a len t am o n g  th e  lo w er educa ted , e ld erly  peop le , 

p e rso n s  w h o  co n sid e red  th em se lv es  to  b e  a m em b er o f  a d en o m in a tio n  as w ell as am o n g  ch u rch 

goers. F inally , I te s ted  w h e th e r  in d iv id u a ls  in  co u n tries  w ith  a h ig h  deg ree  o f  e thn ic  

h e tero g en e ity  (i.e ., a  co sm o p o litan  en v iro n m en t), w ere  less localistic . Indeed , lo ca lism  w as 

n eg ativ e ly  re la ted  to  th e  deg ree  o f  e th n ic  h e tero g en e ity  o f  a country .

7 .2 .4  E ffe c ts  o f  in te rv en in g  in d iv id u a l va r ia b le s
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N o w  th a t th e  research  questions o f  th is  study have b een  recap itu la ted  and th e  m ain  find ings have 

b een  sum m arized , th e  final step is  to  rev iew  the theoretical and m ethodolog ical re levance  and the  

m erits  o f  th is  study.

In th is  study, I focused  on  nationalistic  and e thn ic  exclusion istic  a ttitudes o f  ethnic m ajority  

popu la tions in  22 countries. I tested  hypo theses derived  from  various socio logical and  social 

psychological theoretical fram ew orks. In  th is  m anner, th is  study im proves upo n  p rev ious research  

in  several w ays.

(1) U p  till now , little  cross-national com parative  research  on  nationalistic  a ttitudes and 

ethnic exclusion ism  had  b een  undertaken . In  th is  study, I app lied  survey da ta  from  1995, covering  

th e  ethnic m ajority  popu la tions o f  22  countries. I described  d ifferences in  na tionalistic  attitudes and 

ethnic exclusion ism  on a large cross-nationally  com parative  scope, and  tested  hypotheses derived  

from  v arious theo retical perspectives.

To enhance in ternational com parisons o f  survey data, I exam ined  th e  cross-national 

equ ivalence o f  th e  m easu rem en t in stru m en t o f  na tionalistic  a ttitudes and  ethnic exclusion ism . It 

tu rned  ou t th a t th e  app lied  m easu rem en t o f  d im ensions o f  nationalistic  a ttitudes and ethnic  

exclusion ism  had  a fa irly  h igh  degree o f  cross-national equivalence.

(2) In  p rev ious em pirical research  on  e thnocentrism , b o th  the  attitude to w ard  th e  in-group 

and  th e  attitude to w ard  out-g roups w ere  often  concep tualised  as tw o  one-d im ensional p h enom ena 

(B illiet, C arton, &  H uys, 1990; B illie t e t al., 1996; Scheepers e t al., 1989). Som e single-country  

studies (B lank  &  Schm idt, 1993; K o sterm an  &  Feshbach , 1989) d id  propose, and  m oreover 

em pirically  assessed, a m ulti-d im ensional concep tualisation ; how ever, th e  resu lts from  these  

studies d id  n o t a llow  fo r generalisation , since th e  data  w ere  derived  from  sub-sam ples o f  the  

population . In  th e  p resen t study, b ased  on  n a tionw ide  sam ples o f  th e  adu lt popu la tion  in  a w ide  

varie ty  o f  countries, I have  show n th a t it  is necessary , and  m o reo v er possib le , to  d istinguish  

be tw een  various d im ensions o f  na tionalistic  a ttitudes and ethn ic  exclusionism . W ith  regard  to  

ethnic exclusionism , a d istinction  w as m ade  concern ing  the  ta rg e t out-group. W ith  regard  to  

na tionalistic  a ttitudes, a d istinc tion  w as m ade  be tw een  chauvin ism  as a b lin d  and uncritical 

a ttachm en t to  th e  country  and th e  national in -group, and  patrio tism , as a critical a ttachm en t to  the  

coun try  and  th e  national in-group.

(3) T he concep t o f  e thnocen trism  has often  b een  app lied  in  p rev ious research  (E isinga & 

Scheepers, 1989; L eV ine  &  C am pbell, 1972). E thnocen trism  has generally  b een  defined  as the 

com bination  o f  positive  a ttitudes to w ard  the  in -g roup  and  negative  a ttitudes to w ard  th e  out-group. 

H ow ever, in  th is  study, I have show n th a t various d im ensions o f  nationalistic  attitudes are 

d ifferen tly  re la ted  to  ethnic exclusion ism , a find ing  th a t o ffered  additional em pirical support fo r the  

afo rem en tioned  m ulti-d im ensional conceptualisation . T hat is, it  tu rned  ou t th a t chauv in ism  w as 

positively  re la ted  to  d im ensions o f  ethnic exclusion ism , w hereas overall, h igher levels o f  

patrio tism  w ere  n o t accom pan ied  by  stronger exclusion ism  o f  im m igran ts and  refugees. H ence, the  

concep t o f  e thnocen trism  should  be  refined , since n o t all aspects o f  a positive  in -group  a ttitude are 

in trinsically  re la ted  to  e thn ic  exclusionism : a positive  a ttitude to w ard  o n e ’s ow n country  and

7 .3  D is c u s s io n :  t h e o r e t ic a l  a n d  m e t h o d o lo g ic a l  p r o g r e s s
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national in -group  (as exp ressed  by  a h igh  degree o f  pa trio tism ) is generally  n o t re la ted  to  ethnic  

exclusion ism  o f  im m igran ts and refugees.

(4) Socio logical and social psychological research  on  a ttitudes to w ard  in -g roup  and  o u t 

g roups has b een  dom inated  by  tw o  theoretical fram ew orks: social id en tity  theo ry  and realistic  

g roup  conflic t theory . B o th  theoretical trad itions have  m ostly  developed  in d ep en d en t o f  one 

another, w ith o u t any fruitfu l in teraction . In  th is  study, I have  argued  th a t desp ite  th e ir d ifferen t 

focus, these  tw o  fram ew orks are  com plem entary  to  one another. C onsequently , I have  synthesised 

these  theo ries in  a general theoretical fram ew o rk  o f  ethnic com petition  theory . T his theory  

connects th e  d ispositional core p roposition  o f  social iden tity  theory  w ith  th e  situational core  

p roposition  o f  realistic  g roup conflic t theory . H ence, I w as able  to  specify  u n d er w h ich  conditions 

th e  m echan ism s o f  social iden tifica tion  and  social con tra-iden tification  w ere  in tensified .

(5) P rev ious theoretical and em pirical research  w as  often  confined  to  an  exp lanation  a t the  

indiv idual level, ignoring  th e  con tex t o f  ind iv iduals. In  th is  study, I developed  a theo re tical- 

conceptual m odel inco rpora ting  m acro -to -m icro  p ropositions, w h ich  link  th e  national con tex t to  

th e  attitudes o f  indiv iduals. I have  stressed th a t th e  ethnic com petition  theory  is a m ulti-level 

theory , from  w h ich  hypotheses regard ing  indiv idual as w ell as contex tual characteristics can  be 

derived, and I have  system atically  tested  th ese  ind iv idual level and m acro  level hypotheses. T he 

effects o f  ind iv idual characteristics w ere  overall in  line  w ith  e thn ic  com petition  theory , w hereas the  

resu lts regard ing  contex tual characteristics revealed  only  partia l support fo r e thn ic  com petition  

theory.

(6) A ccord ing  to  ethnic com petition  theory  and realistic  g roup  conflic t theory, in -g roup  and 

out-group attitudes are affected  by  th e  level o f  in ter-g roup  com petition . Som e p rev ious studies 

acknow ledged  th a t th is  re la tionsh ip  is in tervened  by  th e  in d iv id u a l’s percep tions o f  ethnic threat: 

actual com petition  affects percep tions o f  e thn ic  threat, w h ich  in  tu rn  in tensify  in -g roup  favouritism  

and  out-g roup  hostility . In  m o st studies, how ever, th is  in terven ing  link  rem ain ed  an im p lic it 

theoretical facto r, and  even  m ore  so, w as  n o t assessed  em pirically .

In th is  study, I have exp licated  th e  in terven ing  effect o f  perceived  e thn ic  th rea t by  m eans o f  

a conceptual d istinction  b e tw een  actual com petition  and  perceived  ethnic threat. P ercep tions o f  

ethnic th rea t w ere  opera tionalised  and m easu red  by  a set o f  survey questions th a t to g e th er fo rm ed  a 

m easu rem en t w ith  an accep tab le  degree o f  cross-national equivalence. A s expected , perceived  

ethnic th rea t w as strongly  re la ted  to  chauv in ism  and ethnic exclusion ism , and  had  a strong 

in terven ing  effect on the  re la tion  b e tw een  socio -dem ograph ic  characteristics on  the  one hand  and 

chauv in ism  and  ethnic exclusion ism  on the  o ther hand. T hese socio -dem ograph ic  characteristics 

w ere  app lied  as ind irec t m easu res o f  actual com petition  at th e  ind iv idual level. W ith  regard  to  

contex tual variab les, ind ica tive  o f  actual com petition  a t th e  national level, I show ed th a t perceived  

ethnic th rea t is re la ted  to  declin ing  econom ic  conditions, as w ell as to  p o o r econom ic  conditions 

th a t co incide  w ith  h igh  ethnic heterogeneity . O ther contex tual variab les  w ere  n o t re la ted  to  

perceived  ethnic threat. P ercep tions o f  ethnic th rea t are  therefo re  partly  au tonom ous, th a t is, th ey  

only  partly  re flec t th e  actual am o u n t o f  in ter-g roup  com petition  a t th e  national level.

(7) In  th e  scientific  debate as w ell as in  th e  pub lic  debate , it has often  b een  suggested  tha t 

chauv in ism  and ethnic exclusion ism  are  affected  by  societa l circum stances, such as th e  econom ic
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prosperity  o f  a country, o r th e  p roportion  o f  ethnic residents. H ow ever, these  contex tual 

p ropositions have  m ostly  n o t b een  p u t to  th e  test: ne ith er by  m eans o f  a large-sca le  in ternational 

com parison  o f  the  level o f  chauv in ism  and ethnic exclusion ism  in  various countries, n o r by  m eans 

o f  m ultivaria te  analyses, con tro lling  fo r th e  effects o f  o ther re levan t contextual characteristics. In 

th is  study I ga thered  additional data  a t th e  contex tual level, and  tested  th e  effects o f  contex tual 

characteristics in  m u ltivaria te  m ulti-level analyses o f  chauv in ism  and ethnic exclusion ism  in  22  

d ifferen t countries.

(8) C om m only , theoretical fram ew orks assum e lin ear re la tionsh ips be tw een  theoretical 

concepts. In  th is  study, I found  th a t som e contex tual variab les  w ere  curv ilinearly  re la ted  to  som e 

d im ensions o f  ethnic exclusionism . B elo w  a certain  threshold , a d im ension  o f  ethnic exclusion ism  

w as negatively  re la ted  to  an  ind ica to r o f  actual ethnic com petition  (i.e. th e  n u m b er o f  asylum  

app lications or th e  change in  asy lum  applications). T he in itia l p resum ed  positive  re la tionship  

b e tw een  ethnic com petition  and ethnic exclusion ism  only  stood th e  te s t fo r levels  o f  ethnic  

com petition  above th is  th reshold . T he ex istence o f  th resho lds  can b e  in terp re ted  by  no tions from  

e thn ic  com petition  theory . A ccord ing  to  th is  theory , th e  effect o f  actual com petition  is m ed ia ted  by  

th e  psychological p rocesses o f  social categorisation  and social (contra-)identification . T hat is, 

actual com petition  increases th e  cogn itive  salience o f  th e  boundary  be tw een  in -group  and ou t 

group. H ow ever, in  o rder to  serve as a re levan t ou t-group fo r categorisation  and social contra- 

identifica tion , th e  out-group should  have  a certain  degree  o f  v isib ility  in  th e  con tex t th a t surrounds 

th e  ind iv idual in -group  m em ber. A  larger and  g row ing  popu la tion  size enhances th e  v is ib ility  o f  

th e  out-group, and as a certain  th resho ld  is exceeded, th is  out-group serves as a re lev an t out-group 

fo r social categorisation  and social contra-identification .

(9) R eg ard in g  the  effect o f  th e  national context, the  resu lts show ed  m ix ed  support fo r the  

contex tual hypotheses from  e thn ic  com petition  theory . H ow ever, tw o  contex tual variab les  show ed 

overall ra ther consisten t effects on  ethnic exclusion ism  and  chauvin ism , w h ich  w ere  in  accordance 

w ith  ethnic com petition  theory . F irstly , it tu rned  ou t that, overall, th e  h igher th e  degree o f  ethnic 

heterogeneity w ith in  a country, the  stronger th e  average level o f  chauv in ism  and ethnic  

exclusionism . T he effect o f  ethnic he terogeneity  on exclusion ism  o f  im m igran ts w as h o w ev er no t 

significant. Secondly, it  tu rned  ou t that, overall, th e  stronger th e  decline in economic conditions 

w ith in  a country, th e  stronger th e  average level o f  chauv in ism , ethnic exclusion ism , as w ell as 

percep tions o f  e thn ic  threat, a lthough it is in teresting  to  no te  th a t the  stance to w ard  adm ission  o f  

po litical re fugees w as n o t re la ted  to  a decline  in  econom ic conditions.
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A p p e n d ix  A  N a t io n a l  s a m p le s

W ith in  each  o f  th e  22  coun tries, on ly  re sp o n d en ts  from  th e  e th n ic  m ajo rity  g ro u p  w ere  in c lu d ed  in 

th e  analyses. In  m o st o f  th e  sam ples, th e  e thn ic ity  o f  re sp o n d en ts  w as  m easu red  b y  one  o f  th e  

fo llo w in g  tw o  stra teg ies: a lis t o f  th e  m a jo r e th n ic  g ro u p s o f  th e  coun try  w as  co n stru c ted  and  

re sp o n d en ts  w ere  ask ed  to  p lace  th em se lv es  on  th is  lis t, o r th e  q u estio n  w as  a sk ed  “F ro m  w h a t 

co u n trie s  o r p a rt o f  th e  w o rld  d id  y o u r an cesto rs  co m e?” In  som e coun tries, ho w ev er, th e  na tional 

re sea rch  team  ap p lied  its  ow n  stan d ard  b ack g ro u n d  v a riab le  as in c lu d ed  in  th e  d em o g rap h ic  p a rt o f  

th e  n a tio n a l questio n n aire . T he  p ercen tag e  o f  re sp o n d en ts  fro m  th e  e thn ic  m ajo rity  g roup  as w ell as 

o th e r sam ple  ch arac te ris tic s  are  d isp lay ed  in  T ab le  A1 on  th e  n e x t page.
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T a b le  A 1 Characteristics o f  national samples: sample size, percentage o f  respondentsfrom  the 

ethnic m ajority group in national sample, a n d  f in a l  sam ple size after selection o f  

ethnic m ajority groups

C o u n try S a m p le  s izea E th n ic  m a jo r i ty  g ro u p (% ) F in a l  s a m p le  size

A u stra lia 2,261 P aren ts  c itizen s  o f  coun try  b 72.5 1,640

A u stria 939 A u strian 88.1 827

B u lg aria 1,037 B u lg a rian 83.4 865

C an ad a 1,413 W est-E u ro p e  c 81.5 1,151

C zech  R ep u b lic 1,055 C zech ian 78.6 829

G erm an y  (W est) 1,214 G erm an 91.5 1,111

G erm an y  (E ast) 581 G erm an 96.7 562

G rea t B rita in 987 W h ite , B ritish 92.1 909

H u n g ary 939 H u n g arian 98.5 925

Ireland 942 P aren ts  c itizen s  o f  coun try  b 95.8 902

Ita ly 1,094 P a ren ts  c itizen s  o f  coun try  b 98.2 1,074

Jap an 1,149 Jap an ese 98 .6 1,133

L atv ia 1,011 L atv ian 59.1 d 598

N eth e rlan d s 1,952 D u tch 96.5 1,883

N e w  Z ea lan d 968 W este rn  industr. socie ties c 76 .4 740

N o rw ay 1,428 N o rw eg ian 95.6 1,365

P o lan d 1,518 P o lish 97.0 1,473

R u ssia 1,552 R u ss ian 83.0 1,288

S lo v ak  R ep u b lic 1,362 S lovak ian 87.4 1,191

S loven ia 1,021 S loven ian 91.9 938

S p a in 1,161 P a ren ts  c itizen s o f  coun try  b 98.6 1,145

S w eden 1,283 S w edish 92.6 1,188

U .S .A . 1,294 W h ite  e 80.4 1,041

T otal 28,161 E th n ic  m ajo rity  g roup 88.0 24 ,778

a Age lim its d iffered  betw een  the orig inal sam ples. F o r com parability , only respondents betw een  18 and  75 years o f  age 

w ere included  in  the analyses.

b Since the variab le ‘racial/ethnic g ro u p ’ w as no t available in  th is sam ple, alternatively , respondents w ere selected  fo r 

w hom  b o th  paren ts w ere citizens o f  the specific  country  a t the tim e the respondent w as born . 

c M ultip le categories.

d 30 .2%  o f  the respondents in  the L atv ian  sam ple w ere R ussians.

e F o r the U .S.A . sam ple, the  num ber o f  m issings o n  the variab le  ‘racial/ethn ic g ro u p ’ w as extrem ely h igh  (21.2  %). 

F ortunately , the orig inal U .S.A . questionnaire  -  in  w h ich  the ISSP1995 questionnaire was incorporated  -  contained  an  

additional variab le ‘R acial-ethnic  group o f  resp o n d en t’ w ith  the ca tegories ‘B lack  /  w hite /  o th e r’. I m atched  th is item  to 

the ISSP  1995 datase t and  app lied  th is item  to select respondents who define them selves as ‘w h ites’.
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A p p e n d ix  B  O v e r v ie w  o f  q u e s t io n n a ir e  i t e m s  r e f e r r in g  to  n a t io n a l i s t i c  a t t i t u d e s  a n d

e t h n ic  e x c lu s io n i s m

N A T IO N A L IST IC  A T T IT U D E S 

C hauvinism

v22 I  w o u ld  ra ther be a citizen  o f  [ country] than o f  any o ther country in the w orld

v23 There are som e th ings about [country] today that m ake m e feel asham ed o f  [country]

v24 The w o rld  w o u ld  be a better p la ce  ifp e o p le  fro m  other countries w ere m ore like the [nationality]

v25 Generally speaking, [country] is a better country than  m ost o ther countries

v2 6  P eople sh o u ld  support their country even i f  the country is  in the w rong

P atriotism

v27 W hen  m y country does w ell in  international sports, it m akes m e proud to b e  [nationality] 

v28-37 H ow  proud are you  o f  [country] in  each  o f  the follow ing? (very proud, som ew hat proud, no t very proud, no t proud 

at all)

v28 the w a y dem ocracy w orks

v29 its p o litica l in fluence in the w orld

v30  [c o u n try ’s]  econom ic ach ievem ents

v31 its social security system

v32 its scientific and technological achievem ents

v33 its achievem ents in  sports

v34 its achievem ents in  the arts and literature

v35 [country’s] arm ed forces

v36  its history

v37 its fa ir and equal treatm ent o f  all groups in  society a 

E T H N IC  E X C L U S IO N IS M  

E xclusionism  o f  im m igrants

v51 D o y o u  th ink  the num ber o f  im m igrants to [country] now adays shou ld  be...(increased  a lot; increased  a little;

rem ain the sam e as it  is; reduced  a little; reduced  a lot) 

v42 Foreigners should not be allow ed to buy land in  [country] 

v71 [Country] should take stronger m easures to exclude illegal im m igrants a 

Exclusionism  o f political refugees

v52 H ow  m uch do y o u  agree or disagree tha t refugees w ho have su ffered  p o litica l repression  in their own country  

sh o u ld  be a llow ed  to s tay  in [country]?

Exclusionism  from  group m em bership

Some people say the follow ing things are im portant fo r being  [truly British]. O thers say they are not im portant. H ow

im portant do you  th ink each  o f  the fo llow ing i s . .. (very im portant, fairly im portant, no t very im portant, not im portant at all)?

v15  To have been born  in [country]

v16 To have [nationality] citizenship

v1 7  To have lived  in [ country] fo r  m o st o f  o n e ’s  life

v18  To be able to sp ea k  [national language(s)]

v19 To b e  a  [Catholic /  P ro testant /  Christian, etc: dom inant religion]

v20 To respect [country's] political institutions and laws

v21 To feel [British]

Note: item  form ulations betw een  brackets are country-specific. Item s in  italic  are indicators app lied  in  the final 

m easurem ent m odel. U nless otherw ise indicated , item s have 5 response categories, ranging  fro m  strongly agree to 

strongly disagree. a N o t available in  all sam ples.
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A p p e n d ix  C  R e l ia b i l i t y  c o e f f i c ie n t s  o f  in d ic a t o r s  o f  n a t io n a l i s t i c  a t t i t u d e s  a n d  e t h n ic

e x c lu s io n i s m

Item A U S A B G C D N ZC D -W D -E GB H IR L I J

R ath erb e .38 .56 .41 .41 .40 .58 .53 .49 .38 .33 .52 .39

M o re lik e .29 .42 .31 .31 .30 .44 .40 .37 .29 .25 .39 .29

Support .24 .35 .25 .25 .25 .36 .33 .31 .24 .20 .32 .24

P ro u d d em .52 .46 .61 .51 .59 .53 .48 .54 .47 .45 .51 .39

P ro u d p o l .61 .55 .73 .61 .70 .63 .57 .65 .56 .53 .61 .47

P ro u d eco .47 .42 .56 .46 .53 .48 .43 .49 .43 .41 .47 .36

M em b o rn .75 .69 .67 .69 .57 .64 .74 .71 .55 .51 .58 .66

M em life .78 .71 .69 .71 .59 .66 .76 .73 .57 .53 .60 .68

M em lan g .51 .47 .46 .47 .39 .44 .50 .48 .38 .35 .40 .45

N ote  : R eliab ility  coefficients o f  indicators in  structural eq uation  m easurem ent m odel w ith  cross-national invariant factor 

loadings. C ountries ind icated  by  in ternational au tom obile  iden tification  codes.

Item L V N L N Z N P L R U S SK SLO E S U S A

R ath erb e .35 .50 .37 .40 .44 .33 .51 .44 .47 .37 .45

M o re lik e .27 .38 .28 .30 .33 .25 .38 .33 .36 .28 .34

Support .22 .31 .23 .25 .27 .21 .31 .27 .29 .23 .28

P ro u d d em .57 .38 .48 .46 .49 .54 .60 .48 .61 .46 .55

P ro u d p o l .67 .46 .57 .55 .58 .64 .72 .57 .73 .55 .65

P ro u d eco .51 .35 .43 .42 .44 .49 .55 .43 .56 .42 .50

M em b o rn .61 .52 .59 .61 .68 .58 .50 .60 .72 .64 .76

M em life .63 .54 .61 .63 .70 .60 .52 .62 .74 .66 .79

M em lan g .41 .36 .40 .42 .46 .39 .34 .41 .49 .43 .52

N ote  : R eliab ility  coefficients o f  indicators in  structural eq uation  m easurem ent m odel w ith  cross-national invariant factor 

loadings. C ountries ind icated  by  in ternational au tom obile  iden tification  codes.
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A p p e n d ix  D  M o d e  o f  q u e s t io n n a ir e  a d m in is tr a t io n  a n d  a v e r a g e  s c o r e s

A lth o u g h  th e  IS S P  m o d u le  w as  in ten d ed  as a se lf-ad m in is te red  q u estio n n aire , in  on ly  10 coun tries  

w as  th e  q u estio n n a ire  in d eed  ad m in is te red  in  a se lf-co m p le tio n  fo rm , e ith e r d e liv e red  by  p o st o r by  

th e  in te rv iew er. In  o th e r coun tries, fa ce-to -face  in te rv iew s w ere  conducted . In  th e  la tte r m o d e  o f  

q u estio n n a ire  ad m in istra tio n , re sp o n d en ts  m ay  feel m o re  in c lin ed  to  g ive social desirab le  answ ers to  

th e  in te rv iew er. D u e  to  th is  p resu m ed  m o d e  effect, th e  average  scores on  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and 

e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  in  face-to -face  in te rv iew s w o u ld  b e  p resu m ab ly  low er, com pared  to  th e  average 

scores in  se lf-ad m in is te red  q uestionnaires . T he  e ffec t o f  th e  d iffe ren t m o d e  o f  q u estio n n aire  

ad m in is tra tio n  can n o t b e  fu lly  assessed , since th e  m o d e  o f  adm in istra tion  varied  across countries. F o r 

a strin g en t te s t o f  th is  m o d e  effect, th e  m o d e  o f  q u estio n n aire  ad m in is tra tio n  shou ld  b e  v aried  w ith in  

coun tries.

A s a p re lim in a ry  analysis, I te s ted  w h e th e r th e  average  level o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and 

e th n ic  ex clu s io n ism  in  each  co u n try  w as  re la ted  to  th e  ap p lied  m o d e  o f  ad m in is tra tio n . F o r each  

country , I co m p u ted  th e  av erag e  score  on  each  d im en sio n  o f  n a tio n a lis tic  a ttitu d es and  ethn ic  

ex clu sio n ism . T he resu lts  are  p resen ted  in  T ab le  D 1. D esp ite  th e  p resu m ab ly  s tro n g er ten d en cy  to  

g ive  socia l d esirab le  an sw ers  in  a face-to -face  in te rv iew , T ab le  D1 show s th a t w ith  regard  to  fo u r ou t 

o f  five  d ep en d en t v ariab les , th e  average  scores in  co u n tries  w ith  face-to -face  in te rv iew s w ere  ju s t  as 

h igh , o r ev en  h ig h e r co m p ared  to  co u n trie s  w h ere  a  se lf-co m p le tio n  qu estio n n a ire  w as  app lied . D ue 

to  th e  sm all n u m b er o f  cases (23 sam ples) on ly  one  o f  th ese  d ifferen ces  w as  s ign ifican t. H en ce , th e  

resu lts  from  th is  p re lim in a ry  analysis  sug g est th a t th e  d iffe ren t m o d es  o f  ad m in is tra tio n  d id  n o t 

severe ly  a ffec t th e  co m p arab ility  o f  th e  resu lts.

T a b le  D 1 M ode o f  questionnaire administration a n d  average score on dim ensions o f  

nationalistic attitudes a n d  ethnic exclusionism

M ode o f  administration Chauvinism Patriotism

Average scores

Exclusionism 

o f immigrants

Exclusionism 

o f refugees

Exclusionism 

from group 

membership

Self-completion (n=11) a 3.19 2.69 3.92 2.49 3.08

Face-to-face (n=12) b 3.36 2.29 3.91 2.83 3.23

F-value 2.53 8.04 ** 0.08 3.16 5.91 *

a A ustra lia, C anada, G erm any (E ast and  W est separately  analysed), G reat B ritain , N etherlands, N ew  Zealand, N orw ay, 

P oland, Sw eden, U n ited  States.

b A ustria, B ulgaria, C zech R epublic, H ungary , Ireland, Italy , Japan, L atvia, R ussia , S lovak R epublic, Slovenia, Spain. 

* p  <  0.05. ** p  <  0.01.
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A p p e n d ix  E  R e l ia b il i t y  o f  L ik e r t  s c a le s  fo r  p e r c e iv e d  e th n ic  th r e a t  a n d  lo c a l is t ic  

o r ie n ta t io n

Perceived ethnic threat3 Localistic orientationb

Australia 0.759 0.436

W est Germany 0.710 0.404

East Germany 0.706 0.344

Great Britain 0.735 0.343

United States 0.756 0.308

Austria 0.723 0.425

Hungary 0.681 0.592

Italy 0.699 0.473

Ireland 0.595 0.455

Netherlands 0.690 0.408

Norway 0.754 0.479

Sweden 0.754 0.236

Czech Republic 0.595 0.417

Slovenia 0.616 0.405

Poland 0.496 0.364

Bulgaria 0.432 0.557

Russian Federation 0.558 0.231

New  Zealand 0.717 0.432

Canada 0.792 0.443

Japan 0.489 0.474

Spain 0.615 0.270

Latvia 0.549 0.239

Slovak Republic 0.617 0.332

All countries 0.713 0.433

Note: In ter-item  re liab ility  m easured  by  C ronbach’s alpha, to ta l N =24,247. 

a Scale consists o f  4 item s. b Scale consists o f  2 item s.



A p p e n d ix  F  C o r r e la t io n s  b e t w e e n  c o n t e x t u a l  c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s

R eal GD P C hange in U nem ploy- C hange in E conom ic C hange in Social E thnic A sylum

p e r capita G N P p e r m ent level unem ploy- conditions econom ic security hetero- app lications

(P P P $ ) 1994 cap ita  (U S$) 1994 m ent 1994 conditions benefits geneity 1994 p e r

1989-1994 1989-1994 1989-1994 expenditure 1,000 cap ita

C hange in  G N P 1989-94 .29

U nem ploym ent 1994 **3.5-. - .1 5

C hange in  unem ploym ent 1989-94 **4- - .2 6 .06

E conom ic conditions 87 ** .25 _  87 ** -. 4 o *

C hange in  econom ic conditions 1989-94 .59 ** .79 ** -.1 3 - .7 9  ** .41 *

Social security  expenditure .09 -.0 3 .07 .00 .01 - .0 2

E thnic heterogeneity .17 - .1 7 -.0 3 - .1 8 .12 .01 -.02

A sylum  applications 1994 .37 * .09 - .2 0 - .1 5 .33 .15 .66 ** .01

C hange asy lum  app lications 1989-94 - .5 5  ** - .1 6 .40 * .33 - .5 4  ** - .3 1 .02 *7.3- - .2 9

N o te : N  = 23. * p  <  0.10. * * p  <  0.05. (tw o-tailed)





S a m e n v a t t in g

(S u m m a ry  in  D u tch )

I n le id in g

In  de a fg e lo p en  d ecen n ia  is e r w e re ld w ijd  een  g ro o t aan tal e tn isch e  co n flic ten  g ew eest. In 

so m m ig e  landen , zo a ls  B u ru n d i, R u an d a  en  Indonesië , le id d en  de sp an n in g en  tu ssen  e tn isch e  

g ro ep en  to t ex trem e g ew eld d ad ig h ed en . N a  h e t u iteen v a llen  v an  de v o o rm a lig e  Jo eg o slav isch e  

rep u b liek  w erd en  B o sn ië  en  K o so v o  h e t to n eel v an  e tn isch e  zu iv erin g en . H o ew el e tn isch e  

id en tifica tie  som s b esch o u w d  w o rd t als  een  an ach ro n ism e  in  een  g em o d ern isee rd e  sam en lev ing , 

z ijn  deze  g ew eld d ad ig h ed en  h e t g ru w elijk e  b ew ijs  d a t o o k  h ed en  ten  dage  e tn isch e  sch e id slijn en  

een  b e lan g rijk e  ro l spe len  in  h e t d en k en  en  h an d e len  v a n  ind iv iduen .

O o k  in  an d ere  lan d en  z ijn  er, h oew el in  m in d e r ex trem e m ate , z ich tb a re  sp ann ingen  

tu ssen  e tn isch e  g roepen . In  W es t E u ro p a  z ijn  e tn isch e  m in d erh ed en , im m ig ran ten  en a sie lzo ek ers  

m eer dan  eens h e t s lach to ffe r g ew eest v a n  b ed re ig in g en  en gew eld . D it g ew eld  rich tte  z ich  ook  

teg en  m o sk eeën  en asie lzo ek erscen tra . D a arn a a s t b o ek ten  ex treem rech tse  p a rtijen  v a n  tijd  to t tijd  

e lec to ra le  su ccessen  in  o n d er m e e r B elg ië , D u its lan d , O osten rijk , F ran k rijk , ev en a ls  A ustra lië .

A ls  g ev o lg  v an  in te rn a tio n a le  m ig ra tie  is de b ev o lk in g ssam en ste llin g  v an  veel 

sam en lev in g en  in  re la tie f  k o rte  tijd  in g rijp en d  veran d erd . D aard o o r is e r  in  m aa tsch ap p e lijk e  en  

w e ten sch ap p e lijk e  d iscu ssies  in  to en em en d e  m ate  aan d ach t v o o r de p ro b lem a tiek  v an  

in te re tn isch e  re la tie s  in  h e t a lgem een , en  n eg atiev e  reac tie s  teg en o v e r e tn isch e  n ieu w k o m ers  in  

h e t b ijzonder.

In  d eze  stu d ie  staan  de a ttitu d es v an  de e tn isch e  m eerd erh e id sg ro ep  cen traa l, w aarb ij 

zo w el de a ttitu d es teg en o v e r de e igen  e tn isch e  g roep  als  de a ttitu d es teg en o v e r e tn ische  

m in d e rh ed en  en n ieu w k o m ers  g ean a ly see rd  w orden . D aarm ee  b ie d t deze  s tud ie  in z ich t in  de 

la ten te  co n flic ten  tu ssen  de e tn isch e  m eerd erh e id sg ro ep  en e tn isch e  m in d erh e id sg ro ep en .

H e t so c iaa l-w e ten sch ap p e lijk  o n d e rzo ek  n aa r e tn isch e  a ttitu d es k en t een  lan g e  trad itie . 

In te rn a tio n aal v e rg e lijk en d  o n d erzo ek  is ech te r re la tie f  schaars. B o v en d ien  z ijn  e r enkele  

tek o rtk o m in g en  aan  te  w ijzen  in  h e t b e staan d e  in te rn a tio n aa l v e rg e lijk en d  onderzoek . T en  eerste  

z ijn  d eze  stud ies v a a k  g eb aseerd  op een  v e rg e lijk in g  v an  een  g erin g  aan tal landen , w a a rd o o r h e t 

s lech ts in  b ep e rk te  m a te  m o g e lijk  is om  de e ffec ten  v an  de n a tio n a le  co n tex t sy stem atisch  in



k aa rt te  b rengen . T en  tw eed e  z ijn  in te rn a tio n aa l v e rg e lijk en d e  em p irisch e  s tud ies  v aak  

b e sch rijv en d  v a n  aard  en  w o rd t e r  w e in ig  aan d ach t b e s teed  aan  th eo rie -o n tw ik k e lin g  o f  

em p irisch e  to e ts in g  v an  b estaan d e  th eo rieën  o v e r e tn isch e  a ttitudes. T en  derde  z ijn  s tud ies  d ie  

een  g ro o t aan tal lan d en  b es tr ijk en  v a a k  g eb aseerd  op d a ta  v an  su bpopu laties , zo a ls  ad o lescen ten  

o f  s tuden ten , zo d a t h e t de v raag  b lijf t in  h o ev erre  de re su lta ten  g eg en era lisee rd  m o g en  w o rd en  

n aa r de geh ele  p o p u la tie  v an  de d iv erse  landen .

In  h e t o n d erh av ig e  o n d e rzo ek  w o rd t v o o ru itg an g  g eb o ek t d o o r een  system atische  

em p irisch e  to e ts in g  v an  h ypo thesen , a fg e le id  u it d iv erse  so cio lo g isch e  en  so c iaa l-p sy ch o lo g isch e  

th eo rieën , aan  de h an d  v an  g eg ev en s a fk o m stig  u it n a tio n a le  s teek p ro ev en  in  2 2  landen . In  de 

analyses w e rd  tev en s  een  o n d ersch e id  g em aak t tu ssen  de b ev o lk in g  v an  (v o o rm alig ) W est- en 

O o st-D u its lan d , zo d a t de co n clu sies  b e trek k in g  h eb b en  op 23 o n d erzo ch te  popu la ties.

Z o a ls  g ezeg d  b ep erk t h e t o n d e rzo ek  z ich  to t de a ttitu d es v a n  de e tn ische  

m eerd erh e id sg ro ep  v an  e lk  land. P o s itiev e  a ttitu d es teg en o v e r h e t e igen  lan d  en  de na tio n a le  

g roep  w o rd en  in  d eze  stu d ie  aan g ed u id  als  n a tio n a lis tisch e  a ttitudes. N eg a tiev e  a ttitudes 

teg en o v e r e tn isch e  m in d e rh ed en  en im m ig ran ten  w o rd en  aan g ed u id  als  e tn isch  exclusion ism e.

P r o b le e m s te l l in g

D e o n d erzo ek sv rag en  d ie  cen traa l staan  in  deze  stud ie  k o m en  v o o rt u it en k ele  lacu n es  in  h e t 

b es taan d e  th eo re tisch e  en  em p irisch e  onderzoek . V a ak  w o rd t v e ro n d e rs te ld  d a t p o sitiev e  

a ttitu d es teg en o v e r de e ig en  e tn isch e  g roep  (de zo g en aam d e  ‘in -g ro u p ’) g ep aard  g aan  m et 

n eg atiev e  a ttitu d es teg en o v e r an d ere  e tn isch e  g ro ep en  (de ‘ou t-g ro u p s’). D it co m p lex  v an  

g ere la tee rd e  a ttitu d es w o rd t aan g ed u id  als  e tn o cen trism e . U it e e rd er em p irisch  o n d erzo ek  in 

o n d er m eer N ed erlan d , B e lg ië  en  de V eren ig d e  S taten, b lijk t in d e rd aad  d a t een  p o sitiev e  a ttitude  

teg en o v e r h e t e ig en  lan d  en  de n a tio n a le  in -g ro u p  vrij s terk  sam en h an g t m e t een  n eg atiev e  

a ttitu d e  teg en o v e r e tn isch e  m ind erh ed en . In  d eze  o n d e rzo ek strad itie  w o rd en  zow el de a ttitude  

teg en o v e r h e t e ig en  lan d  en de n a tio n a le  in -g ro u p  als  de a ttitu d e  teg en o v e r e tn isch e  m in d erh ed en  

g eco n cep tu a lisee rd  als  u n id im en s io n e le  concep ten . A n d ere  au teu rs  v e ro n d e rs te llen  daaren teg en  

d a t e r m eerd ere  d im en sies  te  o n d ersch e id en  z ijn  in  de a ttitu d es teg en o v e r h e t e igen  lan d  en de 

n a tio n a le  in -g ro u p , en  b o v en d ien , d a t d eze  d iv erse  d im en sies  op v e rsch illen d e  w ijze  

sam en h an g en  m e t o u t-g roup  a ttitudes. D a arn a a s t b e s ta a t e r een  o n d erzo ek slijn  w aarin  g eo p p erd  

w o rd t d a t e r v e rsch illen d e  v o rm en  v an  n eg a tiev e  a ttitu d es teg en o v e r e tn isch e  m in d erh ed en  en 

im m ig ran ten  bestaan . In  h e t la a ts tg en o em d e  o n d erzo ek  g aat de aan d ach t u it n aa r v e rsch illen  ten  

aan z ien  v a n  de in h o u d  o f  h e t o b jec t v a n  deze  a ttitudes. In  o n d erh av ig e  stud ie  w o rd t daarom  

n ag eg aan  w e lk e  d im en sies  in  n a tio n a lis tisch e  a ttitu d es en  e tn isch  ex c lu s io n ism e  o n d ersch e id en  

k u n n en  w o rd en  en op w e lk e  w ijze  d eze  d im en sies  m e t e lk aa r sam enhangen . B o v en d ien  w o rd t 

n ag eg aan  in  h o ev erre  e r in te rn a tio n a le  v e rsch illen  b estaan  in  de in te rre la tie s  tu ssen  (d im en sies  

v an ) n a tio n a lis tisch e  a ttitu d es en  e tn isch  exclusion ism e.

E e rd e r o n d erzo ek  h ee ft aan g e to o n d  d a t e r aan z ien lijk e  v e rsch illen  in  in -g ro u p  en o u t 

g roup  a ttitu d es b e s taan  tu ssen  in d iv id u en , al n a a r  g e lan g  h u n  o p le id in g sn iv eau , be ro ep ss ta tu s ,
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in k o m en , le e ftijd  o f  k erk lid m aa tsch ap . W e llich t de m ees t co n sis ten te  b ev in d in g  is h e t e ffec t v an  

op leid ing : ho e  h o g e r h e t o p le id in g sn iv eau , des te  g e rin g e r de m a te  v an  e tn isch e  in to le ran tie  en 

des te  g e rin g e r de m ate  v an  su p erio rite itsg ev o e len s  ten  aan z ien  v an  de e igen  g roep . D o o r h e t 

g eb rek  aan  g ro o tsch a lig  in te rn a tio n aal v e rg e lijk en d  o n d erzo ek  is ech te r n ie t b ek en d  in  h o ev erre  

d it o p le id in g seffec t, g eco n tro lee rd  v o o r h e t e ffec t v an  o v erig e  in d iv id u e le  ken m erk en , 

sy stem atisch  v a rie e rt o v e r landen .

N a as t de in v lo ed  v a n  in d iv id u e le  k en m erk en , b e s te e d t d eze  stud ie  veel aan d ach t aan  de 

in v lo ed  v an  co n tex tu e le  ken m erk en . H o ew el e r v a a k  v e ro n d e rste ld  w o rd t d a t de na tio n a le  

co n tex t v an  g ro o t b e lan g  is, b lijk t e r  w e in ig  em p irisch  o n d erzo ek  te  z ijn  v e rrich t n aa r de 

d aad w erk e lijk e  e ffec ten  v an  de n a tio n a le  eco n o m isch e , d em o g ra fisch e  en p o litiek e  

o m stan d ig h ed en  op de e tn isch e  a ttitu d es v an  de b ev o lk in g . M e t de o n d erh av ig e  s tud ie  w o rd t 

b eo o g d  d eze  lacu n e  op te  vu llen .

In  d eze  stud ie  w o rd en  h y p o th esen  g e to e ts t d ie  a fg e le id  z ijn  u it d iv erse  so c io lo g isch e  en 

so c iaa l-p sy ch o lo g isch e  theo rieën . D aarb ij w o rd t o n d er m eer aan d ach t b e s teed  aan  de 

p e rsp ec tie fb reed te  en  de g ep erc ip iee rd e  d re ig in g  v an  e tn isch e  m in d e rh ed en  als  m o g e lijk e  

v e rk la rin g en  v o o r de re la tie  tu ssen  in d iv id u e le  en  co n tex tu e le  k en m erk en  enerz ijd s , en  e tn ische  

a ttitu d es anderzijd s. O p b asis  v an  de b o v en staan d e  o v erw eg in g en  z ijn  de v o lg en d e  

o n d erzo ek sv rag en  gefo rm uleerd :

1. Zijn  er diverse dim ensies te onderscheiden in nationalistische attitudes en etnisch  

exclusionism e?

2. Zo ja , zijn de diverse dim ensies van nationalistische attitudes op verschillende wijze 

gerela teerd  aan etnisch exclusionism e?

3. Welke verschillen bestaan er tussen landen in de relaties tussen (dimensies van) 

nationalistische attitudes en etnisch exclusionism e?

4. Welke verschillen bestaan er tussen de etnische m eerderheidsbevolking van diverse 

landen in de mate van nationalistische attitudes en etnisch exclusionisme?

5. Welke verschillen bestaan er tussen sociale categorieën van de etnische  

m eerderheidsbevolking in de mate van nationalistische attitudes en etnisch  

exclusionism e?

6. Varieert het effect van opleiding op nationalistische attitudes en etnisch exclusionisme  

system atisch over diverse typen landen?

7. In  welke mate zijn de geobserveerde verschillen tussen sociale categorieën en tussen  

landen in de mate van nationalistische attitudes en etnisch exclusionisme gerela teerd  aan  

sociaaldem ografische variabelen, intermediaire individuele variabelen en contextuele 

variabelen?

A n tw o o r d e n  o p  d e  o n d e r z o e k s v r a g e n

I n  h o o fd s tu k  2 w o rd t de o n tw ik k e lin g  v an  tw ee  th eo re tisch e  p e rsp ec tiev en  op e tn isch e  a ttitudes 

besch rev en : de rea lis tisch e  co n flic tth eo rie  en  de socia le  id en tite its th eo rie . In  de rea lis tisch e
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co n flic tth eo rie  w o rd en  p o sitiev e  in -g ro u p  a ttitu d es en  n eg a tiev e  o u t-g ro u p  a ttitudes 

to eg esch rev en  aan  de m a te  v an  co m p etitie  tu ssen  e tn isch e  g roepen . D eze  co m p etitie  kan  

b e trek k in g  h eb b en  op co n flic te ren d e  eco n o m isch e  be lan g en , op m ach t o f  sta tu s e n /o f  op 

co n flic te ren d e  cu ltu re le  w aard en  en opvattingen . In  d eze  stud ie  lig t de n ad ru k  op de 

eco n o m isch e  co m p etitie  d ie  b e sch o u w d  w o rd t als  de k a ta ly sa to r v an  n a tio n a lis tisch e  a ttitu d es en 

e tn isch  ex clu sio n ism e. D e  re la tie  tu ssen  fe ite lijk e  o m stan d ig h ed en  en a ttitu d es v an  in d iv id u en  

w o rd t g e ïn te rv en iee rd  d o o r de pe rcep tie  v an  e tn isch e  dreig ing: h o e  s terk er de fe ite lijk e  

co m p etitie , des te  g ro te r de g ep erc ip iee rd e  e tn isch e  d re ig ing , en  des te  s te rk er de m a te  v an  

n a tio n a lis tisch e  a ttitu d es en  e tn isch  ex clu sio n ism e. E tn isch e  o u t-g ro u p s  zo u d en  g ep erc ip iee rd  

k u n n en  w o rd en  als  een  b ed re ig in g  v o o r de so c ia le  p o sitie  v an  de in -g ro u p  in  h e t a lg em een  

(g ro ep sd re ig in g ) en  v o o r de socia le  p o sitie  v a n  sp ec ifiek e  socia le  ca teg o rieën  v an  de in -g ro u p  in  

h e t b ijz o n d e r (in d iv id u e le  d re ig ing).

D e  so cia le  id en tite its th eo rie  sch rijft n a tio n a lis tisch e  a ttitu d es en  e tn isch  ex c lu s io n ism e  

to e  aan  de p sy ch o lo g isch e  p ro cessen  v an  socia le  id en tifica tie  en  socia le  con tra -id en tifica tie . 

V o lg en s d eze  th eo rie  h eb b en  in d iv id u en  een  fu n d am en te le  b eh o efte  aan  een  p o sitiev e  socia le  

iden tite it. In d iv id u en  v e rg e lijk en  derh a lv e  de so c ia le  g ro ep (en ) w aarv an  zij z ich  als  lid  

b e sch o u w en  op een  du sd an ig e  w ijze  m e t an d ere  so c ia le  g roepen , zo d a t zij z ich  op een  p o sitiev e  

w ijze  o n d ersch e id en  v an  de b u iten s taan d ers. D aarto e  p e rc ip ië ren  zij op se lec tiev e  w ijze  

o v e rw eg en d  p o sitiev e  k a rak te ris tiek en  bij led en  v an  de in -g ro u p  en o v e rw eg en d  n eg atiev e  

k a rak te ris tiek en  bij led en  v an  ou t-g roups.

In  h o o fd stu k  2 w o rd t u iteen g eze t d a t b e id e  th eo re tisch e  p e rsp ec tiev en  co m p lem en ta ir 

z ijn , zo d a t de k e rn p ro p o sitie s  g e ïn teg ree rd  k u n n en  w o rd en  in  een  a lg em een  th eo re tisch  m odel. 

D eze  etnische competitie theorie v e ro n d e rs te lt d a t n a tio n a lis tisch e  a ttitu d es en  e tn isch  

ex c lu s io n ism e  h u n  o o rsp ro n g  v in d en  in  h e t p ro ces  v an  soc ia le  ca teg o risa tie , id en tifica tie  en  de 

b eh o efte  aan  een  p o sitiev e  so c ia le  id en tite it, w aarb ij de co g n itiev e  sa illan tie  v an  de sch e id slijn  

tu ssen  in -g ro u p  en o u t-g ro u p  v e rs te rk t w o rd t d o o r fe ite lijk e  co m p etitie  en  g ep erc ip iee rd e  

d reig ing . D e  a lg em en e  p ro p o sitie  v an  e tn isch e  co m p etitie  th eo rie  lu id t als  volg t: h o e  s te rk er de 

fe ite lijk e  (so c iaa l-eco n o m isch e , so c iaa l-cu ltu re le  o f  so c iaa l-h is to risch e) co m p etitie  tu ssen  

e tn isch e  g roepen , des te  s te rk er de g ep erc ip iee rd e  e tn isch e  d reig ing , w a a rd o o r de m ech an ism en  

v an  socia le  (con tra -) id en tifica tie  v e rs te rk t w o rd en , d ie  op  h u n  b eu rt w e e r le id en  to t s terkere  

n a tio n a lis tisch e  a ttitu d es en  e tn isch  ex clusion ism e.

In  de h o o fd stu k k en  4, 5  en  6  w o rd t d it th eo re tisch  raam w erk  g eb ru ik t om  h y p o th esen  a f  

te  le id en  o v e r de e ffec ten  v an  in d iv id u e le  en  co n tex tu e le  k enm erken . D a arn a a s t w o rd t in  

h o o fd s tu k  5  en  6  g eb ru ik  g em aak t v an  ad d itio n e le  theo rieën .

D e  g eh an tee rd e  su rvey  d a ta  z ijn  in  1995 d o o r h e t In te rn a tio n a l Socia l S urvey  P ro g ram m e 

(IS S P ) v e rzam e ld  in  22  landen , te  w e ten  9 W est-E u ro p ese  landen , 8 O o st-E u ro p ese  landen , de 

V S, C anada, A ustra lië , N ie u w  Z ee lan d  en  Japan . D eze  g ro o tsch a lig e  d a tase t b ie d t de 

m o g e lijk h e id  to t een  s tringen te  to e ts  v a n  h y p o th esen  aan g aan d e  a lg em en e  so cia le  d e te rm in an ten  

v an  n a tio n a lis tisch e  a ttitu d es en  e tn isch  ex clu sio n ism e.

A lv o ren s  de h y p o th esen  w o rd en  ge toetst, w o rd t in  h o o fd s tu k  3 aan d ach t b e s teed  aan  de 

m e th o d o lo g isch e  p ro b lem en  v an  in te rn a tio n aa l v e rg e lijk en d  o nderzoek , en  in  h e t b ijzo n d e r
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su rvey -o n d erzo ek . D aarb ij w o rd t aan g eg ev en  op w e lk e  w ijze  b in n en  h e t IS S P  -  en  in  h e t 

b ijz o n d e r in  o n d erh av ig e  stud ie  -  g e trach t is teg em o e t te  k o m en  aan  de v e rm eld e  p ro b lem en  v an  

in te rn a tio n aal v e rg e lijk en d  survey  onderzoek .

E en  b e lan g rijk  p ro b leem  b e tre f t de in te rn a tio n a le  v e rg e lijk b aa rh e id  v an  de 

m eetin stru m en ten . O m  v a st te  ste llen  in  w e lk e  m a te  de g eb ru ik te  su rvey  m ee tin stru m en ten  

in te rn a tio n aa l eq u iv a len t zijn , w o rd t in  d eze  stud ie  g eb ru ik  g em aak t v an  s tru c tu re le  m o d e llen  

analyse. D e  to ts tan d k o m in g  v an  h e t m ee tin s tru m en t v o o r n a tio n a lis tisch e  a ttitu d es en  e tn isch  

ex clu sio n ism e, a lsm ed e  de te s t ten  aan z ien  v an  in te rn a tio n a le  eq u iv alen tie , w o rd t b e sch rev en  in  

h o o fd s tu k  4. In  h o o fd stu k  6  w o rd t deze  p ro ced u re  h e rh aa ld  v o o r h e t m ee tin s tru m en t v o o r 

g ep erc ip iee rd e  e tn isch e  dreig ing .

D e  re su lta ten  v an  d eze  analyses w ijz en  u it d a t m ee tm o d ellen  m e t in v a rian te  m o d e lv o rm  

en fac to rlad in g en  een  red e lijk  h oge  en accep tab e le  g o ed p assen d h e id  hebben . M e t andere  

w o o rd en , zo w el h e t m ee tin s tru m en t v o o r n a tio n a lis tisch e  a ttitu d es en  e tn isch  ex c lu s io n ism e  als 

h e t m ee tin s tru m en t v o o r g ep erc ip iee rd e  e tn isch e  d re ig in g  h eb b en  een  red e lijk  sterke  m a te  v an  

eq u iv a len tie  en  k u n n en  dus g eb ru ik t w o rd en  v o o r b e tek en isv o lle  in te rn a tio n a le  v erg e lijk in g en .

D e  in fo rm atie  o v e r in d iv id u e le  k en m erk en  en a ttitudes, zo a ls  g em eten  in  de surveys, 

w o rd t g eco m p lem en teerd  m e t in fo rm atie  o v e r de n a tio n a le  econ o m isch e , d em o g ra fisch e  en 

p o litiek e  om stan d ig h ed en . In te rn a tio n a le  s ta tis tisch e  g eg ev en s w o rd en  v e rzam e ld  d ie  g eb ru ik t 

k u n n en  w o rd en  als in d ica to ren  v an  de fe ite lijk e  co m p etitie  op h e t co n tex tu e le  (n a tio n a le ) n iveau . 

In  h o o fd s tu k  6 w o rd en  de defin ities , o p era tio n a lisa tie s , reg is tra tie s  en  de in te rn a tio n a le  

v e rg e lijk b aa rh e id  v an  d eze  co n tex tu e le  k en m erk en  u itv o e rig  toegelich t. N a  d eze  b esp rek in g  v an  

de d a tav e rzam elin g  en de m eetin stru m en ten  v o o r in d iv id u e le  en  co n tex tu e le  ken m erk en , w o rd en  

nu  de an tw o o rd en  op de g e fo rm u lee rd e  o n d erzo ek sv rag en  g ep resen teerd .

1. Zijn  er diverse dim ensies te onderscheiden in nationalistische attitudes en etnisch

exclusionism e?

D e a ttitu d e  teg en o v e r h e t e ig en  lan d  en de n a tio n a le  g roep  en de a ttitu d e  teg en o v e r e tn isch e  o u t 

g ro u p s w erd en  in  ee rd er o n d erzo ek  v a ak  als  tw ee  een d im en sio n a le  co n stru c ten  

g eco n cep tu a lisee rd  en  g eo p era tio n a liseerd . D e  re su lta ten  to o n d en  aan  d a t b e id e  a ttitu d es 

o n d erlin g  sam enhangen : een  p o sitiev e  a ttitu d e  teg en o v e r de e ig en  g roep  ( ‘in -g ro u p ’) g aa t 

g ep aard  m e t een  n eg atiev e  h o u d in g  teg en o v e r an d ere  g ro ep en  ( ‘o u t-g ro u p s’), een  v e rsch ijn se l 

d a t aan g ed u id  w o rd t als  e tn o cen trism e . H e t co n cep t e tn o cen trism e  w erd  g e ïn tro d u cee rd  d o o r 

Sum ner. O p b asis  v an  S um ners th e se  o v e r h e t u n iv e rse le  k a rak te r v a n  e tn o cen trism e  a lsm ed e  de 

n o ties  v an  de socia le  id en tite its th eo rie  kan  m en  v e ro n d e rs te llen  d a t e r in  a lle  lan d en  een 

p o sitiev e  sam en h an g  b es taa t tu ssen  n a tio n a lis tisch e  a ttitu d es en  e tn isch  exclusion ism e.

D e  re la tie  tu ssen  n a tio n a lis tisch e  a ttitu d es en  e tn isch  ex c lu s io n ism e  zo u  ech te r ook  

co m p lex e r k u n n en  zijn . D iv e rse  au teu rs  v e ro n d e rs te llen  d a t n a tio n a lis tisch e  a ttitu d es m ulti- 

d im en sio n ee l z ijn  en  d a t de o n d ersch e id en  d im en sies  op v e rsch illen d e  w ijze  sam en h an g en  m et 

e tn isch  ex clu sio n ism e. In  h e t b ijz o n d e r w o rd t e r een  th eo re tisch  o n d ersch e id  g em aak t tu ssen  

ch au v in is tisch e  en p a trio ttis tisch e  n a tio n a lis tisch e  a ttitudes. D eze  n o tie  v an  m u lti-
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d im en s io n a lite it is  zek e r n ie t n ieuw , m aar h ee ft lan g e  tijd  re la tie f  w e in ig  aan d ach t g ek reg en  in  

em p irisch  onderzoek .

In  d eze  stud ie  w o rd t chauvinism e o m sch rev en  als  de z ien sw ijze  d a t de e igen  na tio n a le  

g roep  en h e t e ig en  lan d  u n ie k  en su p erieu r zijn . D eze  n a tio n a le  su p erio rite itsg ev o e len s  gaan  

g ep aard  m e t een  o n v o o rw aard e lijk e  en  k ritiek lo ze  p o sitiev e  h o u d in g  teg en o v e r de e igen  

n a tio n a le  g roep  en h e t e ig en  land. Patriottism e d aaren teg en  v e rw ijs t n aa r de m ate  v an  tro ts  op  en 

lie fd e  v o o r de e ig en  na tio n a le  g roep  en  h e t e ig en  land , en  k en m erk t z ich  d o o r een 

v o o rw aard e lijk e  en  k ritisch  p o sitiev e  houding . M e t b e trek k in g  to t e tn isch  ex c lu s io n ism e  w o rd t er 

in  deze  s tud ie  een  co n cep tu eel o n d ersch e id  g em aak t n a a r  h e t o b jec t v an  u its lu itin g , te  w e ten  

u its lu itin g  v an  reeds aan w ezig e  e tn isch e  m in d erh ed en  en u its lu itin g  v an  n ieu w k o m ers. O n d er de 

laa ts tg en o em d e  b red e  ca teg o rie  v an  im m ig ran ten , n em en  m en sen  d ie  u it an g st v o o r p o litiek e  

o n d erd ru k k in g  o f  g ew eld  h u n  lan d  z ijn  o n tv luch t, een  sp ec ifiek e  p o sitie  in. E r  w o rd en  daarom  

drie  d im en sies  v a n  e tn isch  ex c lu s io n ism e  o n d ersch e id en . Exclusionism e van immigranten  

v e rw ijs t n aa r de w en s  om  de lan d sg ren zen  te  slu iten  v o o r n ieu w k o m ers. Exclusionism e van 

politieke vluchtelingen  v e rw ijs t n aa r de o p v a ttin g  d a t p o litiek e  v lu ch te lin g en  n ie t in  h e t g astlan d  

zo u d en  m o g en  verb lijv en . D e  d erd e  v o rm  v an  u its lu itin g  b e tre ft de v raag  o f  led en  v an  e tn isch e  

m in d e rh e id sg ro ep en  -  in  de o gen  v an  de e tn isch e  m eerd erh e id  -  a ls  een  v o lled ig  en 

g e lijk w aard ig  lid  v an  de n a tio n a le  g em een sch ap  b esch o u w d  w orden . Exclusionism e van 

groepslidm aatschap  v e rw ijs t d aarm ee  n aa r de  su b jec tiev e  sch e id slijn  tu ssen  e tn isch e  

m eerd erh e id sg ro ep  en m in d erh e id sg ro ep (en ) en  de k en m erk en  d ie  als  ty p e ren d  w o rd en  gezien  

v o o r ‘ech te ’ led en  v an  de n a tio n a le  in -g roup . H o e  s te rk er d it g ro ep slid m aatsch ap  g ed efin iee rd  

w o rd t in  te rm en  v an  re s tric tiev e  co n d ities  zo a ls  g eb o o rtep laa ts  en  v e rb lijfsd u u r, des te  s te rk er 

w o rd en  e tn isch e  m in d e rh ed en  u itg es lo ten  v an  d eze  g em eenschap .

In  h o o fd s tu k  4  w o rd t a lle ree rs t n ag eg aan  o f  h e t co n cep tu e le  o n d ersch e id  in  d iverse  

d im en sies  v an  n a tio n a lis tisch e  a ttitu d es en  e tn isch  ex c lu s io n ism e  em p irisch  o n d ers teu n in g  v ind t. 

D aarto e  w o rd t een  s tru c tu re le  m o d e llen  an aly se  u itg ev o e rd  w aarb ij rek en in g  g eh o u d en  w o rd t 

m e t h e t o rd in a le  m eetn iv eau . H e t b lijk t d a t e r in d e rd aad  een  em p irisch  o n d ersch e id  g em aak t kan  

w o rd en  tu ssen  tw ee  d im en sies  v an  n a tio n a lis tisch e  a ttitu d es -  ch au v in ism e  en p a trio ttism e  -  d ie  

o n d erlin g  p o s itie f  m e t e lk aa r sam enhangen . T ev en s k an  er een  em p irisch  o n d ersch e id  g em aak t 

w o rd en  tu ssen  de d rie  g en o em d e  d im en sies  v an  e tn isch  ex clu sio n ism e, d ie  ev en een s on d erlin g  

p o s itie f  m e t e lk aa r sam enhangen . H e t co n cep tu e le  o n d ersch e id  tu ssen  d iv erse  d im en sies  w o rd t 

tev en s  em p irisch  o n d ers teu n d  d o o r de analyses in  h o o fd stu k k en  5 en 6, w a a ru it b lijk t d a t de 

d iv erse  d im en sies  op v e rsch illen d e  w ijze  g e re la tee rd  z ijn  aan  in d iv id u e le  en  co n tex tu e le  

ken m erk en . T en slo tte  w o rd t de v e ro n d e rs te ld e  m u lti-d im en sio n a lite it tev en s  em p irisch  

o n d ers teu n d  d o o r h e t o n d ers taan d e  an tw o o rd  op de tw eed e  onderzo ek sv raag .

2. Zo ja , zijn de diverse dim ensies van nationalistische attitudes op verschillende wijze

gerela teerd  aan etnisch exclusionism e?

P a trio ttism e  w erd  g eco n cep tu a lisee rd  als  een  p o sitiev e  b in d in g  m e t h e t e igen  lan d  en de 

n a tio n a le  in -g roup , w aarb ij deze  g ev o e len s  v an  n a tio n a le  tro ts  op en lie fd e  v o o r h e t lan d  en  de
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n a tio n a le  in -g ro u p  v e rb o n d en  z ijn  m e t een  v o o rw aard e lijk e , k ritisch  p o sitiev e  houding . 

C h au v in ism e  d aaren teg en  w o rd t g ek en m erk t d o o r su p erio rite itsg ev o e len s  en  een  

o n v o o rw aard elijk e , k ritiek lo ze  p o sitiev e  h o u d in g  teg en o v e r h e t e igen  lan d  en de na tio n a le  in 

g roup . O p b as is  v an  d it co n cep tu e le  o n d ersch e id  w o rd t de h y p o th ese  g e fo rm u lee rd  d a t de 

sam en h an g  tu ssen  ch au v in ism e  en e tn isch  ex c lu s io n ism e  s terk er is dan  de sam en h an g  tu ssen  

p a trio ttism e  en e tn isch  ex clu sio n ism e.

D e  sam en h an g  tu ssen  d im en sies  v an  n a tio n a lis tisch e  a ttitu d es en  e tn isch  ex clu s io n ism e  

w o rd t in  h o o fd s tu k  4  v as tg e s te ld  m id d e ls  een  m u lti-sam p le  s tru c tu re le  m o d e llen  analyse . O m d at 

e r 22  lan d en  z ijn  en  de b ev o lk in g  v an  W est- en  O o st-D u its lan d  als  tw ee  a fzo n d erlijk e  p o p u la ties  

b e sch o u w d  w o rd en , z ijn  de p o ly ch o risch e  co rre la ties  in  23 p o p u la tie s  berek en d . In  h e t a lg em een  

b lijk t e r een  p o sitiev e  sam en h an g  te  b estaan  tu ssen  ch au v in ism e  en  e tn isch  ex clu sio n ism e. H o e  

s te rk er de g ev o e len s  v an  n a tio n a le  superio rite it, des te  s te rk er is  m en  g en eig d  om  e tn isch e  

m in d e rh ed en  en m ig ran ten  u it te  slu iten . D e  to e ts in g  v an  de b o v en staan d e  h y p o th ese  lev e rt een 

co n sis ten te  b ev in d in g  op: de sam en h an g  tu ssen  ch au v in ism e  en e tn isch  ex c lu s io n ism e  is s terker 

dan  de sam en h an g  tu ssen  p a trio ttism e  en e tn isch  ex clu sio n ism e. D it g e ld t v o o r e lk  lan d  en v o o r 

e lke  d im en sie  v an  e tn isch  ex clu sio n ism e.

In  b ijn a  a lle  lan d en  b lijk t p a trio ttism e  p o s itie f  sam en  te  g aan  m e t ex c lu s io n ism e  v an  

g ro ep slid m aatsch ap . M aa r in  tw ee  op de d rie  lan d en  is  p a trio ttism e  n ie t s ig n ifican t g ere la teerd  

aan  ex c lu s io n ism e  v an  im m ig ran ten  o f  ex c lu s io n ism e  v a n  p o litiek e  v lu ch te lin g en . In  5 lan d en  

b lijk t een  h o g e  m ate  v an  p a trio ttism e  ze lfs  sam en  te  g aan  m e t een  g e rin g ere  m ate  v an  

ex clu sio n ism e. K o rto m , d eze  b ev in d in g en  o n d ers teu n en  de p ro p o sitie  d a t ch au v in ism e  een  

ag ressiev ere  d im en sie  v an  n a tio n a lis tisch e  a ttitu d es is, d ie  g ep aard  g aa t m e t e tn isch  

ex clu sio n ism e. U it h e t fe it d a t p a trio ttism e  m eesta l n ie t g ep aard  g aat m e t ex c lu s io n ism e  v an  

im m ig ran ten  en v lu ch te lin g en , k an  m en  co n c lu d eren  d a t een  p o sitiev e  a ttitu d e  teg en o v e r h e t 

e ig en  lan d  en de n a tio n a le  in -g ro u p  n ie t in tr in s iek  v e rb o n d en  is  m e t n eg atiev e  a ttitu d es teg en o v e r 

im m ig ran ten  en  v lu ch te lin g en . D it re su ltaa t in d icee rt d a t de no tie  v an  e tn o cen trism e  -  p o sitiev e  

in -g ro u p  a ttitu d es g aan  g ep aard  m e t n eg a tiev e  o u t-g roup  a ttitudes -  v e rfijn d  m o e t w orden : a lléén  

ch au v in is tisch e  a ttitu d es g aan  g ep aa rd  m e t e tn isch  exclusion ism e.

3. Welke verschillen bestaan er tussen landen in de relaties tussen (dimensies van)

nationalistische attitudes en etnisch exclusionism e?

Z o a ls  u it h e t v o o ra fg aan d e  reed s n aa r v o ren  kw am , v a riee rt de sam en h an g  tu ssen  d im en sies  v an  

n a tio n a lis tisch e  a ttitu d es en  e tn isch  ex c lu s io n ism e  p e r land. O p v a llen d  z ijn  de sterke  

in te rn a tio n a le  v e rsch illen  in  de re la tie  tu ssen  p a trio ttism e  en erz ijd s  en  ex c lu s io n ism e  v an  

im m ig ran ten  en p o litiek e  v lu ch te lin g en  anderzijd s . In  h e t m eren d ee l v a n  de lan d en  is  e r geen  

s ig n ifican te  sam enhang , te rw ijl in  een  v ijfta l lan d en  de sam en h an g  ze lfs  n e g a tie f  is. A lleen  in  

(W est- en  O ost-) D u its lan d  en Jap an  e r is  een  p o sitiev e  sam en h an g  tu ssen  p a trio ttism e  en erz ijd s  

en  ex c lu s io n ism e  v an  im m ig ran ten  en ex c lu s io n ism e  v an  p o litiek e  v lu ch te lin g en  anderzijd s . H e t 

fe it d a t D u its lan d  en  Jap an  een  u itzo n d e rin g sp o sitie  in n em en  k an  w aarsch ijn lijk  v erk laa rd  

w o rd en  d o o r de m o e izam e  re la tie  d ie  b e id e  lan d en  h eb b en  m e t h e t co llec tiev e  v e rled en  v an  de
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T w eed e  W ereld o o rlo g . H e t d isco u rse  o v e r n a tio n a le  id en tite it en  n a tio n a le  tro ts  w o rd t d aard o o r 

in  D u its lan d  en Jap an  g ek en m erk t d o o r ste rkere  n eg a tiev e  conno taties.

4. Welke verschillen bestaan er tussen de etnische m eerderheidsbevolking van diverse 

landen in de mate van nationalistische attitudes en etnisch exclusionisme?

In  h o o fd s tu k  4  is  v a s tg es te ld  d a t de su rvey  item s te r  in d ice rin g  v an  n a tio n a lis tisch e  a ttitu d es en  

e tn isch  ex c lu s io n ism e  g eh an tee rd  m o g en  w o rd en  als  een  b e tek en isv o l m ee tin s tru m en t in  

in te rn a tio n aal v e rg e lijk en d  onderzoek . In  de daarop  v o lg en d e  analyses is  v o o r e lke  a fzo n d erlijk e  

d im en sie  een  L ik ert-sch aa l geco n stru eerd . A ls  een  eerste  ex p lo ra tiev e  analyse  v a n  de 

in te rn a tio n a le  v e rsch illen  in  n a tio n a lis tisch e  a ttitu d es en  e tn isch  ex c lu s io n ism e  w o rd en  in  

h o o fd s tu k  4  de g em id d e ld e  so m sco res p e r p o p u la tie  berek en d . O v er h e t a lg em een  z ijn  

ch au v in is tisch e  g ev o elen s in  m in d ere  m a te  aan w ezig  o n d er de b ev o lk in g  v an  W est-E u ro p ese  

landen . N ed erlan d e rs  z ijn  g em id d e ld  g en o m en  h e t m in s t ch au v in istisch , g ev o lg d  d o o r W est- en 

O ost-D u itsers. N e d erlan d  en  D u its lan d  z ijn  ov erig en s de en ige  lan d en  w a a r g em id d e ld  g en o m en  

de in  de en q u ê tev rag en  v e rw o o rd e  su p erio rite itsg ev o e len s  en  o n v o o rw aard e lijk e  

v ad e rlan d s tro u w  g een  in s tem m in g  o n d e r de b ev o lk in g  v inden . In  O o st E u ro p a  en in  de 

trad itio n e le  im m ig ra tie lan d en  is ch au v in ism e  re la tie f  s terk  aanw ezig . B u lg a ren  b lijk en  

g em id d e ld  g en o m en  h e t s te rk st ch au v in istisch . O p m erk e lijk  is d a t de re la tie f  h o g e  score  in  

B u lg a rije  a lsm ed e  in  en k ele  an d ere  O o st-E u ro p ese  lan d en  n ie t o v e reen stem t m e t h e t 

in te rn a tio n a le  p restig e  en de in v lo ed  v an  h e t lan d  op eco n o m isch  en p o litiek  te rre in . B lijk b aa r 

z ijn  su p erio rite itsg ev o e len s  s lech ts  m arg in aal a fh an k e lijk  v an  de fe ite lijk e  in te rn a tio n a le  

p res ta ties  v an  h e t land. P a trio ttism e  d aaren teg en  lijk t in  ste rkere  m a te  een  a fsp ieg e lin g  te  z ijn  

v an  de eco n o m isch e  p res ta ties  en  de p o litiek e  in v lo ed  v an  h e t land: A m erik an en  z ijn  h e t s te rk st 

pa trio ttis tisch , te rw ijl O o st-E u ro p ean en  g em id d e ld  g en o m en  w e in ig  p a trio ttism e  vertonen .

In  h e t a lg em een  is e tn isch  ex c lu s io n ism e  h e t s te rk st in  O o st E uropa. M e t b e trek k in g  to t 

ex c lu s io n ism e  v an  im m ig ran ten  z ijn  a lle  o n d e rzo ch te  p o p u la ties, m e t u itzo n d e rin g  v an  de Ieren, 

v an  m en in g  d a t h e t aan tal im m ig ran ten  b e p e rk t m o e t w orden . In  scherp  co n trast m e t de 

u itg esp ro k en  v o o rk e u r om  im m ig ra tie  in  h e t a lg em een  te  b ep erk en , is e r een  v e rrassen d  gro te  

b e re id w illig h e id  om  p o litiek e  v lu ch te lin g en  to e  te  la ten . O p n ieu w  sco ren  O o st-E u ro p ean en  

re la tie f  h o o g  op ex clu sio n ism e. M e t b e trek k in g  to t ex c lu s io n ism e  v an  g ro ep slid m aatsch ap  z ijn  er 

re la tie f  w e in ig  v e rsch illen  tu ssen  de p opu la ties. In  h e t a lg em een  h an te ren  led en  v an  de e tn ische  

m eerd erh e id sg ro ep  in  a lle  lan d en  s trik te  c rite ria  in  h u n  su b jec tiev e  d efin itie  v an  ‘e ch te ’ led en  

v an  de n a tio n a le  g em een sch ap . D eg en en  d ie  n ie t in  h e t lan d  g eb o ren  zijn , e r n ie t lan g d u rig  

w on en , o f  de taal n ie t m ach tig  zijn , w o rd en  als  b u iten s taan d e rs  b eschouw d .

5. Welke verschillen bestaan er tussen sociale categorieën van de etnische  

m eerderheidsbevolking in de mate van nationalistische attitudes en etnisch  

exclusionism e?
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D e v e rsch illen  tu ssen  socia le  ca teg o rieën  staan  cen traa l in  h o o fd s tu k  5. C h au v in ism e  en  e tn isch  

ex c lu s io n ism e  h an g en  re la tie f  s terk  sam en  m e t h e t g en o ten  o p le id in g sn iv eau : lag e r o p g e le id en  

sco ren  g em id d e ld  g en o m en  h o g e r op ch au v in ism e  en e tn isch  ex c lu s io n ism e  d an  h o g er 

opgeleiden . D aaren teg en  z ijn  e r n au w elijk s  v e rsch illen  tu ssen  h o g e r en  lag e r o p g e le id en  in  de 

m ate  v a n  pa trio ttism e.

G eco n tro lee rd  v o o r a lle  overig e  so c iaa ld em o g rafisch e  ken m erk en , h ee ft o p le id in g  h e t 

s terkste  e ffec t op ch au v in ism e  en e tn isch  ex clu sio n ism e. D a arn a a s t tre ft m en  ch au v in ism e  en 

e tn isch  ex c lu s io n ism e  in  re la tie f  s terke  m ate  aan  o n d er k le in e  ze lfstan d ig en , h an d arb e id e rs  en  

w erk lo zen , ev en a ls  o n d er g ep en sio n eerd en  en  m en sen  die  w e rk zaam  z ijn  in  h e t e igen  

hu ish o u d en . In  v e rg e lijk in g  m e t o n k erk e lijk en , sco ren  k a th o liek en  en  p ro tes tan ten  h o g e r op 

ch au v in ism e  en  e tn isch  ex clu sio n ism e. L ee ftijd  en  k e rk b ezo ek  z ijn  n ie t een d u id ig  g ere la tee rd  

aan  ch au v in ism e  en e tn isch  ex clu sio n ism e. N atio n a lis tisch e  a ttitu d es en  ex c lu s io n ism e  van  

g ro ep slid m aatsch ap  z ijn  s te rk er o n d er ouderen , te rw ijl ex c lu s io n ism e  v a n  p o litiek e  v lu ch te lin g en  

re la tie f  s te rk er is  o n d er jo n g e ren . L ee ftijd  h ee ft d aaren teg en  g een  e ffec t op ex c lu s io n ism e  v an  

im m ig ran ten . H e t e ffec t v an  k erk b ezo ek , g eco n tro lee rd  v o o r k erk lid m aa tsch ap , is ev en een s n ie t 

eendu id ig : k e rk b ezo ek  h an g t p o s itie f  sam en  m e t n a tio n a lis tisch e  a ttitudes, m aar n e g a tie f  m et 

ex c lu s io n ism e  v an  im m ig ran ten  en v lu ch te lin g en .

D e  b ev in d in g  d a t o p le id in g  h e t s terkste  e ffec t h ee ft op ch au v in ism e  en  e tn isch  

ex c lu s io n ism e  co rre sp o n d ee rt m e t ee rd er o n d e rzo ek  w aarin  te lk en m ale  een  sterke  re la tie  

g ev o n d en  w o rd t tu ssen  o p le id in g sn iv eau  en  p o sitiev e  in -g ro u p  a ttitu d es o f  n eg atiev e  o u t-g roup  

a ttitudes. D aaro m  w o rd t in  deze  stud ie  h e t e ffec t v an  o p le id in g  n ad er bestu d eerd .

6. Varieert het effect van opleiding op nationalistische attitudes en etnisch exclusionism e

system atisch over diverse typen landen?

H o o fd s tu k  5 b ie d t een  o v e rz ich t v an  v e rsch illen d e  th eo re tisch e  in te rp re ta tie s  v an  h e t 

o p le id in g seffec t, in  h e t b ijz o n d e r de so c ia lisa tie th eo rie . V o lg en s deze  th eo rie  v e rsp re id t h e t 

o n d erw ijssy steem  w aard en  en  n o rm en  d ie  een  a fsp ieg e lin g  z ijn  v a n  de p o litiek e  cu ltu u r v an  h e t 

land. D eze  p o litiek e  cu ltu u r is op h aa r b e u rt een  a fsp ieg e lin g  v an  h e t p o litiek e  reg im e. H e t e ffect 

v an  o p le id in g  op e tn isch e  a ttitu d es w o rd t a ldus to eg esch rev en  aan  de v e rsp re id in g  v an  

d em o cra tisch e  w aard en o riën ta tie s  in  h e t onderw ijssy steem . D e  eerste  h y p o th ese  lu id t daaro m  dat 

h e t e ffec t v an  o p le id in g  g ro te r is  in  lan d en  m e t een  lib e raa l-d em o cra tisch e  trad itie  dan  in  

v o o rm a lig e  so cia lis tisch e  landen . W eil v e ro n d e rs te lt v e rd e r  d a t h e t e ffec t v an  o p le id in g  g ro te r is 

in  lan d en  m e t een  lan g d u rig e  en s tab ie le  lib e raa l-d em o cra tisch e  trad itie , dan  in  lan d en  die  

tijd e lijk  een  n ie t-d em o cra tisch  reg im e  h eb b en  gekend. O m  deze  h y p o th esen  te  to e tsen , w o rd en  

de lan d en  in g ed ee ld  in  3 categorieën : lan d en  m et een  lan g d u rig e  lib e raa l-d em o cra tisch e  trad itie , 

lan d en  m e t een  o n d erb ro k en  lib e raa l-d em o cra tisch e  trad itie  (D u its land , O osten rijk , Ita lië , Span je  

en  Jap an ) en  lan d en  m e t een  k o rte  lib e raa l-d em o cra tisch e  trad itie  (de  v o o rm a lig e  O o stb lo k  

landen).

H e t e ffec t v an  o p le id in g  op e tn isch  ex c lu s io n ism e  v a riee rt in d e rd aad  sy stem atisch  ov er 

landen : in  recen t g ev estig d e  d em o cra tieën  is  h e t o p le id in g seffec t k le iner. E r is ech te r geen
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v ersch il in  de g ro o tte  v an  h e t o p le id in g seffec t tu ssen  lan d en  m e t een  lan g d u rig e  o f  o n d erb ro k en  

lib e raa l-d em o cra tisch e  trad itie . D it su g g ereert d a t anno  1995 de b ev o lk in g  in  lan d en  m e t een 

o n d erb ro k en  lib e raa l-d em o cra tisch e  trad itie  in  d eze lfd e  m a te  is  g eso c ia lisee rd  in  d em o cra tisch e  

w aard en  als  de b ev o lk in g  in  lan d en  m e t een  lan g d u rig e  lib e raa l-d em o cra tisch e  trad itie .

D e  g ro o tte  v an  h e t o p le id in g seffec t op n a tio n a lis tisch e  a ttitu d es is  n ie t in  lijn  m e t de 

verw ach tin g : e r b e s ta a t g een  v ersch il tu ssen  lan d en  m e t een  lan g d u rig e  o f  k o rte  lib eraa l- 

d em o cra tisch e  trad itie . D eze  b ev in d in g en  sug g ereren  d a t v o o r zo v er h e t o n d erw ijssy steem  

in d e rd aad  de w aard en  v an  d em o cra tie  en  to le ran tie  v ersp re id t, de aan d ach t v oora l g e rich t is  op 

h e t v e rm in d e ren  v a n  n eg a tiev e  o u t-g roup  a ttitu d es en  n ie t z o zee r op h e t v e rm in d e ren  v an  

n a tio n a lis tisch e  a ttitudes.

N a a r  aan le id in g  v an  stud ies o m tren t de rol v an  p o litiek e  e lites  in  p lu ra lis tisch e  

sam en lev in g en , v e ro n d e rs te lt W eil v o o rts  d a t h e t o p le id in g seffec t g ro te r is in  p lu ra lis tisch e  

sam en lev ingen . D eze  h y p o th ese  w o rd t g e to e ts t d o o r n a  te  g aan  o f  h e t o p le id in g seffec t v a riee rt 

m e t de m ate  v a n  re lig ieu ze  h e te ro g en ite it v an  een  land. D eze  h y p o th ese  w o rd t ech te r w eerlegd , 

h e tg een  m o g e lijk  op een  d isc rep an tie  w ijs t tu ssen  de a ttitu d e  v an  de p o litiek e  e lite  en  de a ttitu d e  

v an  de g eh e le  b evo lk ing .

In  h o o fd s tu k  6 w o rd en  th eo re tisch e  v e rk la rin g en  v o o r de g eo b se rv eerd e  v e rsch illen  tu ssen  

lan d en  (zo a ls  b e sch rev en  in  h o o fd stu k  4) en  v e rsch illen  tu ssen  socia le  ca teg o rieën  (zoals  

b e sch rev en  in  h o o fd stu k  5) sy stem atisch  getoetst. In  d it laa ts te  em p irisch e  h o o fd s tu k  w o rd t 

p a trio ttism e  b u iten  b e sch o u w in g  ge la ten . In  h o o fd s tu k  5 is  im m ers  v a s tg es te ld  d a t p a trio ttism e  

n au w elijk s  sam en h an g t m e t o p le id in g  o f  so c ia le  k lasse , en  in  h o o fd s tu k  4 is  v a s tg es te ld  dat 

p a trio ttism e  -  in  teg en s te llin g  to t ch au v in ism e  -  m eesta l n ie t g ere la tee rd  is  aan  e tn isch  

ex clu sio n ism e. D e  laa ts te  o n d e rzo ek sv raag  lu id t dan  als  vo lg t:

7. In  welke mate zijn de geobserveerde verschillen tussen sociale categorieën en tussen 

landen in de mate van chauvinisme en etnisch exclusionisme gerelateerd aan  

sociaaldem ografische variabelen, intermediaire individuele variabelen en contextuele 

variabelen?

In  m u ltilev e l analyses w o rd en  de e ffec ten  v an  in d iv id u e le  en  co n tex tu e le  k en m erk en  s im u ltaan  

geschat. D e  e ffec ten  v an  in d iv id u e le  k en m erk en  k u n n en  als  v o lg t w o rd en  sam engevat. Sociale  

ca teg o rieën  v an  de e tn isch e  m eerd erh e id sg ro ep  d ie  v e rg e lijk b a re  socia le  p o sitie s  in n em en  als 

e tn isch e  m in d erh ed en  zu llen  v o lg en s  de e tn isch e  co m p etitie  th eo rie  in  sterkere  m a te  ch au v in ism e  

en e tn isch  ex c lu s io n ism e  verto n en . Im m ers, deze  socia le  ca teg o rieën  zu llen  m eer dan  h e t 

g em id d e ld e  lid  v an  de e tn isch e  m eerd erh e id sg ro ep  m o e ten  co n cu rre ren  m e t e tn ische  

m in d e rh ed en  en d ien ten g ev o lg e  zu llen  zij in  ste rkere  m ate  e tn isch e  d re ig in g  ervaren . O v er h e t 

a lg em een  h eb b en  e tn isch e  m in d erh ed en  een  re la tie f  s lech te  so c iaa l-eco n o m isch e  positie . D aaro m  

w o rd t v e rw ach t d a t lag er opgeleiden , k le in e  ze lfstan d ig en , h ard arb e id ers , w erk lo zen , en  m en sen  

m e t een  laag  in k o m en  g em id d e ld  h o g e r sco ren  op ch au v in ism e  en e tn isch  ex clu sio n ism e. O p



S a m enva tting  | 2 3 3

en k ele  k le in e  u itzo n d e rin g en  na, d ie  b e trek k in g  h eb b en  op sp ec ifiek e  d im en sies  v a n  e tn isch  

ex clu sio n ism e, w o rd en  d eze  h y p o th esen  n ie t w eerlegd .

N a as t de e tn isch e  co m p etitie  th eo rie  w o rd en  in  h o o fd s tu k  6 h y p o th esen  g e to e ts t d ie  

a fg e le id  z ijn  u it de lo k a lism e  theorie . V o lg en s d eze  th eo rie  h an g en  p o sitiev e  in -g ro u p  en 

n eg atiev e  o u t-g roup  a ttitu d es sam en  m e t de p e rsp ec tie fb reed te  v an  in d iv id u en , o fw el, de m ate  

w aarin  een  in d iv id u  z ich  rich t op  de lo k a le  g em een sch ap . E e rd e r o n d erzo ek  to o n t aan  d a t voora l 

lag er opgeleiden , ouderen , k e rk led en  en freq u en te  k e rk b ezo ek ers  een  sterke  lo k a lis tisch e  

o riën ta tie  hebben . D e  h y p o th esen  d ie  a fg e le id  z ijn  u it de lo k a lism e  th eo rie  w o rd en  ech te r m aar 

ten  de le  n ie t w eerlegd . C h au v in ism e  en e tn isch  ex c lu s io n ism e  z ijn  in d e rd aad  s te rk er o n d er lag er 

o p g e le id en  en  kerk leden . L ee ftijd  en  k e rk b ezo ek  z ijn  ech te r n ie t een d u id ig  g e re la tee rd  aan 

ch au v in ism e  en de  v e rsch illen d e  d im en sies  v an  e tn isch  ex clusion ism e.

V o lg en s  de e tn isch e  co m p etitie  th eo rie  is  de m a te  v an  e tn isch e  co m p etitie  in  een  lan d  b ep a len d  

v o o r de m ate  v an  ch au v in ism e  en e tn isch  ex c lu s io n ism e  o n d er de e tn ische  

m eerd erh e id sb ev o lk in g  v an  h e t land. In  d eze  stud ie  is  de m a te  v a n  e tn isch e  co m p etitie  op h e t 

n a tio n a le  n iv eau  g eo p era tio n a lisee rd  aan  de h an d  v an  de v o lg en d e  ind ica to ren : (a) 

d em o g ra fisch e  cond ities: de m a te  v an  e tn isch e  h e te ro g en ite it in  een  lan d  en h e t aan tal 

asie laan v rag en  p e r capita; (b) eco n o m isch e  cond ities: een  in d ex  b estaan d e  u it h e t b ru to  n a tionaal 

p ro d u c t p e r  cap ita  en  h e t w erk lo o sh e id sp e rcen tag e ; en, (c) p o litiek e  cond ities: de re la tiev e  

o m v an g  v a n  de socia le  zek erh e id su itg av en . D e  laa ts tg en o em d e  in d ica to r is g ek o zen  o m d a t een 

o m v an g rijk  sociaal z ek e rh e id ssy steem  v o o r een  sociaal v an g n e t k an  zo rg en  zo d a t de r is ic o ’s in  

de so c iaa l-eco n o m isch e  co m p etitie  re la tie f  b ep e rk t b lijven . O m  h e t e ffec t v an  deze  na tio n a le  

o m stan d ig h ed en  te  b ep alen , w o rd t g eb ru ik t g em aak t v an  c ijfe rs  u it 1994. T ev en s w o rd t nageg aan  

in  h o ev erre  v e ran d erin g en  in  d eze  in d ica to ren  o v e r een  p e rio d e  v an  5 ja a r  (1989  to t 1994) 

g e re la tee rd  z ijn  aan  ch au v in ism e  en e tn isch  ex clu sio n ism e. K o rto m , in  d eze  s tud ie  w o rd t g e to e ts t 

o f  ch au v in ism e  en e tn isch  ex c lu s io n ism e  in  sterkere  m a te  aan w ezig  z ijn  in  lan d en  m e t slech te  

e n /o f  v e rs lech te ren d e  eco n o m isch e  o m stan d ig h ed en ; een  b ep erk t sociaal zek erh e id ssy steem ; een 

h o g e  m a te  v an  e tn isch e  h e tero g en ite it; en  een  g ro o t aan tal e n /o f  een  to en am e  in  h e t aan tal 

asie laan v rag en  p e r capita. T evens w o rd t n ag eg aan  o f  de e ffec ten  v an  d eze  fac to ren  e lk aar 

k u n n en  v e rs te rk en  (in te rac tie -e ffec ten ) en  w o rd t e r rek en in g  g eh o u d en  m e t m o g e lijk e  

cu rv ilin ea ire  effecten .

D eze  h y p o th esen  v in d en  slech ts ten  de le  em p irisch e  o n dersteun ing . V o o r h e t m eren d ee l 

v an  de co n tex tu e le  k en m erk en  g e ld t d a t de e ffec ten  s terk  v a rië ren  al n aa r g e lan g  de b e tre ffen d e  

a fh an k elijk e  v ariab ele . T w ee  co n tex tu e le  k en m erk en  h eb b en  ech te r red e lijk  co n sis ten te  e ffecten  

op ch au v in ism e  en  e tn isch  ex clu sio n ism e: (1 ) E en  verslechtering van de economische 

om standigheden  g aa t g ep aa rd  m e t een  sterkere  m a te  v an  chau v in ism e, ex c lu s io n ism e  v an  

im m ig ran ten , en  ex c lu s io n ism e  v an  g ro ep slid m aatsch ap . O p v a llen d  is d a t ex c lu s io n ism e  v an  

p o litiek e  v lu ch te lin g en  d aaren teg en  n ie t g e re la tee rd  b lijk t te  z ijn  aan  de eco n o m isch e  

o m stan d ig h ed en , n o ch  de recen te  eco n o m isch e  v eran d erin g en , n o ch  de h u id ig e  eco n o m isch e  

o m stan d ig h ed en . (2) In  lan d en  m e t een  hoge mate van etnische heterogeniteit, is  de g em id d e ld e  

m ate  v an  ch au v in ism e, ex c lu s io n ism e  v an  p o litiek e  v lu ch te lin g en  en  ex c lu s io n ism e  v an
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g ro ep slid m aatsch ap  hoger. H e t e ffec t v an  e tn isch e  h e te ro g en ite it op  ex c lu s io n ism e  v an  

im m ig ran ten  is ech te r n ie t sign ifican t.

D e  re la tie  tu ssen  d em o g ra fisch e  co n d ities  en  e tn isch  ex c lu s io n ism e  is som s cu rv ilin ea ir 

v an  aard. D it g e ld t v o o r h e t e ffec t v an  h e t aan tal a s ie laan v rag en  op ex c lu s io n ism e  v an  p o litiek e  

v lu ch te lin g en  en v o o r h e t e ffec t v an  de v e ran d erin g  in  asie laan v rag en  op ex c lu s io n ism e  v an  

im m ig ran ten . In  b e id e  g ev allen  g e ld t d a t de th eo re tisch  v e rw ach te  p o sitiev e  e ffec ten  slechts 

o p tred en  w a n n ee r h e t aan tal asie laan v rag en  o f  de v e ran d erin g  in  asie laan v rag en  een  b ep aa ld e  

d rem pel oversch rijd t. D eze  cu rv ilin ea ire  e ffec ten  in d ice ren  een  sp ec ifica tie  v an  de e tn isch e  

co m p etitie  theorie . V o lg en s  d eze  th eo rie  v e rs te rk t co m p etitie  h e t p ro ces  v an  so c ia le  ca teg o risa tie  

en  so c ia le  (co n tra -)id en tif ica tie  o m d a t co m p etitie  de co g n itiev e  sa illian tie  v e rh o o g t v a n  de 

sch e id s lijn  tu ssen  in -g ro u p  en  ou t-g roups. H e t fe it d a t de th eo re tisch  v e rw ach te  e ffec ten  pas 

o p tred en  b o v en  een  b e p aa ld  d rem p eln iv eau , d u id t e rop  d a t a lléén  d u id e lijk  z ich tb are  o u t-g roups 

als  een  re lev an te  o u t-g ro u p  v o o r socia le  ca teg o risa tie  en  id en tifica tie  k u n n en  fungeren . D eze  

z ich tb aa rh e id  v an  o u t-g ro u p s  h an g t sam en  m e t de o m v an g  o f  de to en am e  in  o m v an g  v a n  de o u t 

g roup.

T o t s lo t w o rd t h e t e ffec t o n d e rzo ch t v an  tw ee  in te rm ed ia ire  a ttitu d es -  lo k a lism e  en 

g ep erc ip iee rd e  e tn isch e  d re ig in g  -  d ie  de re la tie  tu ssen  in d iv id u e le  en  co n tex tu e le  k en m erk en  

en erz ijd s  en  ch au v in ism e  en e tn isch  ex c lu s io n ism e  an d erz ijd s  m o g e lijk  in z ich te lijk  k u n n en  

m aken . L o k a lism e  b lijk t in d e rd aad  v o lg en s  v e rw ach tin g  p o s itie f  sam en  te  gaan  m e t ch au v in ism e  

en e tn isch  ex clu sio n ism e. E en  lo k a lis tisch e  o riën ta tie  tre ft m en  v o o ra l aan  o n d er lag er 

opge le id en , ouderen , k e rk led en  en  k erk b ezo ek ers. B o v en d ien  g e ld t d a t in d iv id u en  in  een  land  

m e t een  h o g e  m ate  v a n  e tn isch e  h e te ro g en ite it (o ftew el, een  k o sm o p o litisch e  o m g ev in g ) in  

m in d ere  m a te  lo k a lis tisch  zijn .

D e  p ercep tie  v an  e tn isch e  d re ig in g  is  een  cen traal co n cep t in  e tn isch e  co m p etitie  theorie : 

ho e  s te rk er de fe ite lijk e  com petitie , des te  g ro te r de g ep erc ip iee rd e  e tn isch e  d re ig ing , en  des te  

s te rk er de m ate  v a n  ch au v in ism e  en e tn isch  ex clu sio n ism e. In d erd aad  b lijk t de m e tin g  v an  

g ep erc ip iee rd e  e tn isch e  d re ig in g  een  s terk  e ffec t te  h eb b en  op ch au v in ism e  en e tn isch  

ex clu sio n ism e: des te  s terk er e tn isch e  im m ig ran ten  b e sch o u w d  w o rd en  als  een  eco n o m isch  o f  

cu ltu re le  d re ig ing , des te  h o g e r de m ate  v an  ch au v in ism e  en e tn isch  ex clu sio n ism e. O o k  de 

re la tie  tu ssen  so c iaa ld em o g rafisch e  ach te rg ro n d k en m erk en  en de m a te  v an  e tn isch e  d re ig ing  

k o m t o v ereen  m e t de th eo re tisch e  v erw ach tin g : lag er opgeleiden , k le in e  ze lfstan d ig en , 

h an d arb eid ers , w erk lo zen , en  lag ere  in k o m en sg ro ep en  v o e len  z ich  in  sterkere  m ate  b ed re ig d  

d o o r e tn isch e  m in d erh ed en . D eze  b ev in d in g en  z ijn  een  em p irisch e  o n d ers teu n in g  v an  de 

th eo re tisch  v e rw ach te  lin k  tu ssen  fe ite lijk e  co m p etitie  (in d irec t g em eten  d o o r 

so c iaa ld em o g rafisch e  ach te rg ro n d k en m erk en ), g ep erc ip iee rd e  d re ig ing , en  ch au v in ism e  en 

e tn isch  ex clusion ism e.

D e  co n tex tu e le  v a riab elen , d ie  de fe ite lijk e  co m p etitie  op h e t n a tio n a le  n iv eau  ind iceren , 

z ijn  ech te r m eren d ee ls  n ie t s ig n ifican t g e re la tee rd  aan  g ep erc ip iee rd e  dreig ing . E r z ijn  slech ts 

tw ee  s ig n ifican te  effecten . H o e  g ro te r de recen te  v e rs lech te rin g  v an  de eco n o m isch e  

o m stan d ig h ed en  in  een  land , des te  g ro te r de m a te  v an  g ep erc ip iee rd e  e tn isch e  d reig ing . V e rd er 

g e ld t d a t h o e  s lech te r de eco n o m isch e  o m stan d ig h ed en  in  een  land , des te  s te rk er de p o sitiev e



S a m enva tting  | 2 3 5

re la tie  tu ssen  e tn isch e  h e te ro g en ite it en  g ep erc ip iee rd e  e tn isch e  dreig ing . P e rcep ties  v an  e tn ische  

d re ig in g  w o rd en  dus v e rs te rk t d o o r een  eco n o m isch e  ach te ru itg an g  en d o o r de co m b in a tie  v an  

slech te  eco n o m isch e  o m stan d ig h ed en  en  een  h o g e  e tn isch e  h e tero g en ite it. H e t fe it d a t de overige  

co n tex tu e le  k en m erk en  g een  s ig n ifican te  in v lo ed  h eb b en  d u id t erop  d a t p e rcep tie s  v an  e tn ische  

d re ig in g  s lech ts  in  b ep e rk te  m a te  een  a fsp ieg e lin g  v o rm en  v an  de m a te  v an  e tn isch e  co m p etitie  

op h e t n a tio n a le  n iveau .
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