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By
Robert B. O’'Quinn
ABSTRACT

This dissertation examines the role ofeases in rates of urbanization, adult
literacy, and media usage in the development ofifying national identity in
multicultural countries formerly subjugated to auldism. More than one hundred of
the one hundred seventy five countries ranked eyJhited Nation006 Human
Development Repovtere subjugated to colonialism and are multicaltwith
populations consisting of more than one ethnic grolihe ethnic groups that populate
multicultural countries previously subjected toaroblism were often united under
coercion. Thus, if opposing collective consciosses react to each other vigorously, the
potential for conflict in these nation-states ingabe potential for long term sustainable
development.

Emile Durkheim and Daniel Lerner theorizldt the modernization process could
bring about pluralism in diverse social environnsentilizing bivariate and multiple

regression analysis, this dissertation combinesnbéernization approaches of



Durkheim and Lerner with data gathered via thetfourave of the World Values Survey
to gauge the degree to which the modernizationga®bas impacted social attitudes and
national identity in these countries.

The study finds that (1) the explanatorwpoof the modernization process to
explain variations in social change and nationahtdy is very weak; (2) increases in the
modernization variablesducation levelsize of townandfrequency following politics in
the newsvere related to respondents reporting belongirigdader geographical areas
("the world" rather than "my nation” or "my locaka"); and (3) after controlling for
colonial subjugation and multicultural status, thedernization process has a stronger

influence in countries that are not multicultural.
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CHAPTER 1
INTRODUCTION

The goal of this dissertation is to analyze thatrehship between modernization
and national identity development in multicultucaluintries that were subjugated to
colonialism. | examine the influence of increasesrbanization rates, adult literacy
rates, and national rates of media participatiothenmportance of the individual,
traditional ideas, and national identity. | take tanalysis a step further by investigating
the historical impact of colonialization on the reagization process and the
development of national identity in multiculturauntries that were subjugated to
colonialism.

| became highly interested in the importantthe relationship between
modernization, colonialism and national identityidg my tenure as a Peace Corps
volunteer in the then newly formed Kyrgyz Republiavas part of the fifth group of
volunteers to serve in Kyrgyzstan since the attaimnof Kyrgyz independence from
Russia. For twenty four months I lived with a Kyxgamily in the remote mountain
village of At Bashi, located along the mountaineastern border of Kyrgyzstan with
China.

Overall, Kyrgyzstan is a rural, mountaineosintry. Even in the remote rural
outskirts of Kyrgyzstan, however, it was easy tearkie how modernization under Soviet

rule had impacted society. More people owned ttens horses in At Bashi, but every

1



car there was manufactured in Russia. The textae&d in the school at which | taught
were written in Russian, and lessons in Englisiylage textbooks told stories of
communist superiority to the West. People | metiMdirst speak to me in Russian
before learning that | could speak Kyrgyz. Theerawtwo channels on television, when
electricity was available, one in Russian and tiheimin Kyrgyz. The quality of
programming on the Russian channel was by far laehigtandard. A number of
newspapers were available at the post office, thnity of which were in Russian. In
order to communicate in the Capital City of Bishkiekas a requirement to be able to
speak Russian.

During my first konnosh, or daylong fedstjas asked by an ak sakal (older
gentleman with a long goatee) where | was frorgladlly explained that | was from the
United States. However, he would not accept thetvar. He was not satisfied until |
explained the Irish and German ancestries of nmhefaand mother. His
conceptualization of being Kyrgyz was based on Kyrgultural history that well
predated the formation of The Kyrgyz Republiccduld be argued that this was because
he lived in an isolated, rural location, but histeral views had withstood a century of
Russian influence. He was also literate in Ruskistory and culture, watched Russian
television, and read Russian newspapers. It beeppa&rent to me that being Kyrgyz to
him had very little to do with being a citizen bdktnation of Kyrgyzstan.

| believe the 550,000 Kyrgyz citizens ofddk descent, fifteen percent of the
Kyrgyz population, would agree. Almost the entilzbek population in Kyrgyzstan

resides in the Ferghana Valley, adjacent to thddyarith Uzbekistan. As recently as



June, 2010, approximately 100,000 Uzbeks were atiamto seek refuge in Uzbekistan
to escape ethnic clashes in Kyrgyzstan.

Taking the ak sakal's perspective into aotpl believe that multicultural countries
that were subjugated to colonialism are uniquebadvantaged when it comes to the
prospects of developing a unifying social solidarit further believe the likelihood of
this being true would be greater for multicultucalintries that were colonized and
consist of one or more indigenous populations. diaetice of placing different cultures
opposite each other was a common goal of colomédi@s the very purpose of stunting
indigenous stability.

The concept of national identity in mullicmal countries has come to the forefront
over the past twenty years with intra-national Gote in Afghanistan, Bosnia, the
Congo, Croatia, Iraq, Kosovo, Kyrgyzstan, Lebariwwanda, Somalia, Sudan, and
Tajikistan. Even here in the United States, tHiexnof Latin American immigrants has
been seen by many in the public as a culturaléo&dtl national identity.

A citizen of the United States may heantloeds “national identity” and think, “I'm
an American. We drove off the British, invented ghtomobile, saved Europe from the
Germans and put men on the moon.” In the casewfimmigrants to the United States,
national identity may be found in its legal stabushe hope for a better lifestyle. For
many Americans, national identity is based on thasfian heritage of the first pilgrims,
and for others, it is the desire for independehe¢ motivated the pilgrims to come in the
first place.

For a citizen of Kyrgyz descent living irytgyzstan, national identity may be a

celebration of the 1995 independence from Russiaidmain a distant second to the



distinct Kyrgyz cultural identity that has existiéare for over four thousand years. A
citizen of Uzbek descent living in Kyrgyzstan mémare the celebration of independence
from Russia, but still hold sacred their distinabgk cultural identity. Due to its many
possible interpretations, the question arises: ksomational identity defined in
multicultural countries?

Historically, a collective consciousnessdzhon localized religion and culture was
the source of solidarity for a single society antture. (Durkheim 1893/1964, pg. 233)
A nation made up of individuals with a single s¢a&i@nd cultural history would
arguably have a national identity synonymous tolkective consciousness. Within a
multicultural nation state, however, national idgntvould refer to a single
encompassing, unifying source of social solidahtyt exists within the defined
boundaries of a particular multicultural state #mat surpasses in importance the
respective collective consciousnesses of multipleies.

The link between multicultural countriegdarolonialism is extensive. Prior to the
Renaissance, the Catholic Church was the unifyancefover Europe’s feudal kingdoms.
The Renaissance enlightened the masses to altermadys of life to that of Catholicism,
and ultimately led to the Protestant Reformatidhe Treaty of Westphalia brought an
end to the Thirty Years War, a final battle betwdechampions of Catholicism and
Protestantism. From that point forward, powerfafion states emerged in Europe that
evolved to imperialistic empires. These impertai&€uropean states came to dominate
weaker societies in Eastern Asia, the Middle Bakic¢h had previously been dominated

by the expansion of Islam), Africa, and Latin Anteri Russia in turn expanded into the



Union of Soviet Socialist Republics. European ingdsm, at its peak, dominated ninety

percent of the Earth’s soil (Durant, WilLhe Reformation1957).

Since 1945, one hundred and thirty three mation states have emerged. Hundreds
of diverse, multicultural states have now joined tiiginal handful of nations forged in
Europe. One hundred and thirty three of the omelred and seventy fiveountries
ranked by the United Natior206 Human Development Reparéerecognized as having
been subjected to colonialism under France, PditGgaat Britain, Spain, the Soviet
Union, Belgium, and the Netherlands. Of theselwnedred and thirty three countries,

one hundred and three consist of more than oneceghoup.

Table 1 Summary Statistics for all UNDP Countries, n=175

Modernization All UNDP Not Colonized Colonized

Mean Mean Mean

Urban Population 53.713 62.781 50.85

Adult Literacy 81.009 93.245 78.371

Ethnicity

Number of Languages 2.98 2.28° 3.08>

Number of Religions 2.063 1.619 2.203

Number of Ethnic Groups 6.377 2.024 7.752

Number of Indigenous Groups 5.714 1.976 6.895

National Development

Human Development Index 89.32 45.81 103.06
Sources: 2006 UNDP Development Report, The World Alimanac&00

'See Appendix A for complete list of countries irbkal: The Influence of Colonialism on Multiculair
Countries. Occupied Palestinian Territories andddéang not included due to absence of overall
comparable data. In addition, | only considerdthietgroups that either make up approximately ten
percent of a country’s overall population or tenceat of a country’s largest ethnic group.

2 Papua New Guinea was excluded due to outliersstdtisted as having over 800 indigenous languages.
% Chad was excluded due to outlier status. Listedaaing over 120 indigenous languages.



Context of Modernization Literature

In the post World War Il era, modernizatwas theorized to be the means by which
these new, undeveloped nations could attain artdisudevelopment. (So 1990, Levy
1967, Smelser 1964, Rostow 1964, McClelland 196ikless 1964) However, the
views of the “modernization school” have becomelatéd and obsolete due to a number
of factors: 1) the ethnocentric premise that tradiwas an obstacle to development; 2)
the high level of abstraction in methodology withactual case studies; 3) the premise
that there only exists one path of modernizatiamgctv can only lead to something
comparable to Western development; 4) the absertbe anportance of foreign
domination. (So 1990, pgs. 55-59) Because oftineasons, modernization theory has
rarely been readdressed in recent years. Nevesthdlbelieve modernization theory
serves as an appropriate starting point for myareseand | account for all of these
reasons by highlighting the importance of pluraligmeluding qualitative analysis, and
controlling for history of colonialism.

In the post Cold War world, the competidgalogies of communism and
democracy that once defined nations have beencesplay a renewed emphasis on
localized religion and culture. This emergenceationalism and independence within
the European empires and the Soviet Union brodghstistainability of the nation state
model into question. In the mid 1990s, Samuel khgidn stressed i@lash of
Civilizationsthat cultural identity had surpassed national it regard to what people
find most important. (Huntington 1996) BenjaminrBer added idihad vs. McWorld
that the traditional nation-state is just a pasgingse in transitional development.

(Barber 1996) They both emphasized that socidipscted by a shared language,



religion, culture, and history not only predate tlomcept of a national identity, but they
will notsoon disappear because they are the productsiofries.

As the world becomes a smaller place,nnocé be denied that instances of
longstanding, isolated, localized identities arelideng in numbers. Faced with the
potentially homogenizing forces of modernizatioanmy people are looking to the past
via religion and/or customary lifestyles for meagful identities. Others are looking to
the future, embracing opportunities previously édry religion and/or customary
lifestyles. However, national identity cannot lasié/ dismissed. No other commonly
used classification of human beings on a globdkesaffers a more commonly referenced
depiction of distinguishing social customs thantdren national identity. No other
classification of human beings provides a bettsigim into the number and kind of
opportunities that are available to an individimiyw many, where they can lead, or how
fast. In order to better understand the dilemraas{ the future of the nation-state, |
believe the question needs to be asked: Is magdiom, via increases in urbanization,
adult literacy, and mass media participation endogkad to the development of a
unifying national identity in multicultural couné$ that were subjugated to colonialism?

A collective consciousness within a cultined arguably a unified national identity
in a multicultural country, is a prerequisite foetstability necessary for development.
(Lerner 1958, pg. 93) It must be stressed thad, dgigect result of colonialism, many
countries consisting of individuals from multiplecgeties, often multiple indigenous
societies, were formed under coercion. With thredd integration of cultures under
colonialism, the values of each society are vémiyi to be magnified in the presence of

each other. This is very likely because sociaéatspsuch as religion, language, and



culture become highly valued over generations agses reciprocally reproduce their
way of life. The attainment of stability in multitural countries subjugated to
colonialism will very likely be challenging at best

Historically, modernization defined the msamperialistic powers utilized to
exploit, conquer and assimilate peripheral loaitf colonized regions from a core
center of power. Modernization was a tool of dasion rather a naturally occurring
process of cultural evolution. This process wastaplace before the widespread
development of nation states. Beyond subjugatmmhexploitation, however,
modernization is perceived to be a naturally odgngrcultural process that facilitates the
increased exposure of isolated societies to peopjects, and ideas previously foreign to
them. This process has been theorized to altéetabgalues. The importance of
individualism and the future are presumed to taleeptiace of isolated cultural values that
focused on the past, creating increased sociabiote and a system of social solidarity
that can unify multiple societies. (Durkheim 188834, pg. 53) Within the borders of
multicultural nation states, the new system ofdsoity would arguably replace or
surpass in importance the existence of previodatew cultural identities with a unifying
national identity.

Contrasting these realizations of modetonded me to the fundamental query of
this paper: Did modernization as a tool of caddiomination impact the potential for
modernization as a process of cultural evolutioargate social solidarity in multicultural
countries? Or, can multicultural countries thatev&ubjugated to colonialism develop a

unifying national identity? Through my analysisistdissertation provides the empirical



findings for comparative studies throughout theld/on the impact of modernization
and the meaning of national identity in multicu#countries.

Focusing on the specializations of thedogy of modernization, nationalism and
ethnicity while utilizing in depth regression arsil; | analyze urbanization, literacy,
mass media and social change regarding traditidmational identity. | explore these
guestions in greater depth with the following fouestions.

1. Does modernization lead to an increase in the irtgoare of the individual and
the future over traditional values in multiculturstiates formerly subjugated to
colonialism?

2. Does modernization increase social empathy in culttiral countries formerly
subjugated to colonialism? Does modernizatioruerfice the growth of

participant society in multicultural countries foemty subjugated to colonialism?

3. Does modernization cause increases in nationalsrafg¢olerance in
multicultural states formerly subjugated to coldrem?

4. Does modernization increase national rates of meladentity in multicultural
states formerly subjugated to colonialism?
Hypotheses
Figure 1 illustrates my hypothesis conaggrmulticultural nations that were
subjugated to colonialism. | predict that modeaticn will most reflect the changes
outlined in Durkheim’®Division of Laborand Lerner'¥?assing of Traditional Societg
multicultural countries that were colonized but @& remaining indigenous groups.

Increases in rates of urbanization, adult literacy] usage of mass media will lead to:

a) decrease in importance of religion

b) increase in belief scientific advances will help
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c) decrease in belief society must be radically deg¢eind

d) increase in opinion that free choice and contrtbi@nce how life turns out
e) increase in belief that homosexuality is justifeabl

f) increase in overall happiness

g) increases in participant society gauged by knowdemfgaxation, corporate

management, voter participation, and confidenagwernment

On the contrary, | predict that modernization \Walve the least impact on social change
in multicultural countries that were colonized daVe one or more remaining
indigenous groups.

In regard to national identity, | predicat modernization will also have the greatest
impact on national identity development in multtaual countries that were colonized
but have no remaining indigenous groups. Incre@gseges of urbanization, adult

literacy, and usage of mass media will lead to:

a) increases in national pride
b) increases in size of area reporting gegagcal allegiance to first

c) increases in willingness to fight fouotry

| predict the modernization process wiéahe greatest impact overall upon
national identity development and social changeoin-multicultural countries,

regardless of colonial history.
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Colonial Power Colonial Power
Collective Collective
identity identity
*Indigenous **Colonizing **Colonizing *Indigenous
population(s) (see Immigrant Immigrant population(s) (see
terminology, pg. 6) Populations Populations terminology, pg. 6)
Collective identity Collective Collective Collective identity
/ Identity Identity \
Indigenous Indigenous
population(s) population(s)
not eradicated eradicated
Creation of Creation of
Multicultural Multicultural
Nation State Nation State
Cultural Cultural
differences differences not as
strongly strongly
maintained maintained
No Unifying Unifying
National National

Identity Evolves Identity Evolves

Figure 1: Modernization and National Identity in Multicultural Countries
Formerly Subjugated to Colonialism

*1 or more populations ay be present

**1 or more Colonizing Immigrant populations may or may not be introduced
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Terminology

There is little consensus over the defmitof national identity. It has different
cultural, legal, ideological, and historical im@tons for different people and in different
arenas of academic discussion. For the purposey oésearch, | am defining national
identity as a unifying collective identity necesgaconfined within the politically
defined boundaries of a nation.

Civil Sphere: “A social sphere or field organized around a pakickind of solidarity,
one whose members are symbolically representetdapéndent and self-motivating
persons, individually responsible for their actioyet also as actors who feel themselves,
at the same time, bound by collective obligatianalt the other individuals who
compose this sphere.” (Alexander 2001, pg. 237)

Collective ldentity (collective consciousngssShared sentiment within a society that
serves the moral function of providing social safity. From a Durkheimian
perspective, religion is the original source ofiabsolidarity for all societies. With
modernization, the importance of the individual dr@es the primary source of social
solidarity.

Colonialism: The process by which social, cultural, econoraig] political dominance

is acquired and maintained by a foreign power evather people and land. Sometimes
settlers from the ruling power migrate to the cgldout historically these migrant groups
have been a small minority compared to the sizbefndigenous population that is
subjugated. (Encyclopedic Dictionary of Sociologgurth Edition)

Ethnic Group: A social group distinguished by language, geplgi@or national origin,

race, customs, and religion. (Encyclopedic Didcignof Sociology, Fourth Edition)
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Indigenous Not foreign. For the purposes of this studgigenous refers to the non-
foreign populations subjugated to colonialism bryefgn powers.

Individualism: Belief in the primary importance of the indivadwand in the virtues of
self-reliance and personal independence.

Mass Media Typically refers to broadcasting, the press, @nts.

Modernization: A combination of urbanization and mass media lgnds to the
development of empathy for people and ideas formgn individual’'s immediate family
and community.

Multi-cellular Society: Segmentary society in which each segment hés ariquely

its own in addition to its own regulatory systeithe society is considered multi-cellular
because the segments share ancestral ties, sabitd,fand attachments to the same land.
As labor becomes divided up between each segnmenless each segment of society
maintains distinctive characteristics.

Multicultural : Relating to or including several cultures. Agp is multicultural when
its members represent multiple cultures. A nationsisting of multiple ethnic groups is
multicultural.

National Identity: A collective identity that is necessarily cordthwithin the politically
defined boundaries of a nation.

Participant Society. Societal organization in which most people gotigh school, read
newspapers, receive cash payments in jobs theyegailly change, buy goods in an
open market, vote in elections and express opirponsatters not of their personal
business. Especially important is that most pebple opinions on public matters, and

that these people expect their opinions will mat{é&erner 1958, pgs. 50-51)



14

Pluralism: A condition in which numerous distinct ethnieligious, or cultural groups
are present and tolerated within a society.

Ressentiment Coined by Nietzscha psychological state of envy and hostility réagl
from suppressed feelings combined with the inabibtget revenge.

Social Solidarity: Social unity that results from mutual coopenatioetween individual
members of a social group. According to Durkhenhat is moral is everything that is a
source of solidarity. He added that morality riclly necessary for a society to live.
(Durkheim 1893/1964, pg. 49)

Social Stratification System A system of social inequality based on hierarahi
orderings of groups according to their membersteimrasocially valued rewards. The
nature of these rewards usually consists of weptihver, and status. (Encyclopedic
Dictionary of Sociology, Fourth Edition)

Society. A social group of relatively large size, not essarily confined within
politically defined borders like a nation, whichhéxts continuity of existence from
generation to generation. (Encyclopedic Dictionafrsociology, Fourth Edition)
Transvaluation of Values The transformation of a value structure involythe
replacement of originally important values with srileat would not have been
considered important in the original structure.

Urbanization: The movement of people from rural to urban aredusch results in an

increased proportion of the population living ifban rather than rural localities.



CHAPTER 2
METHODOLOGY
This study will utilize secondary data frohe2006 UNDP Development Report
The World Almanac 2008nd the fourth wave of the World Values Survey @00The
Human Development Report (HDBggan in 1990 with an effort to put people back at
the center of the development process in termslwd@acy, policy, and economic debate.
The goal was to go beyond income to assess thedepeople’s long-term well-being,

emphasizing that the goals of development are énescand choices.

TheWorld Almanac and Book of Facts 2088he 148 edition of this reference
book. The Almanac features in-depth statisticenftbe year 2007 in the categories of:
economy, business, energy, crime, military affgpeysonalities, arts, media, science,
technology, consumer information, U.S. governmeng. facts, U.S. history, U.S.
elections, U.S. cities, U.S. states, U.S. poputatroorld history, world culture, and
sports.

The World Values Survey (WVS) is a worldevidetwork of social scientists who
have surveyed the basic beliefs and values of gaildicalized in more than eighty
societies, on all six populated continents. Tlesgeys are aimed at testing the
hypothesis that economic and technological chategeka transformation process that is

altering the motivations and basic values of peapladustrialized societies.

15
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UNDP Sample

The sampling frame for tH2006 UNDP Development RepastUN member states.
The sample included one hundred and seventy fiveriglhber states, for which the
human development index could be calculated, altigHong Kong, China, and the
Occupied Palestinian Territories. Due to a lackath, the HDI could not be calculated

for the remaining seventeen UN member countries.

UNDP Data collection

The Human Development Report Office retiasa group of international agencies
that have the resources and expertise to bothctaliel compile international data on
specific statistical indicators. When compilinggimational data series, international
agencies apply international standards and proesdarimprove the comparability of
data across countries. For instances in whichfdata country are missing, an agency

may produce data based on statistical estimatakef relevant information is available.

World Almanac and Book of Facts 2008 Sample

TheWorld Almanac and Book of Facts 200&s comparative statistics for the one
hundred and ninety four nations that existed invtbdd as of mid-2007 in a section
titled “Nations of the World”.
World Almanac and Book of Facts 2008 Data
Collection

Data sources includ&he World FactbogkCentral Intelligence Agency; FAO
Statistical Database antkarbook of Fishery Statistidsood and Agricultural Org. of the

UN; Report on the Global Aids EpidemIdNAIDS and World Health Org.; International
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DatabaseThe Military BalancelInternational Institute for Strategic Studies; Ndlo
Tourism Organizationinancial Statisticsintl; World Population Prospectsnd Wold
Urbanization Prospectdepartment of Economic and Social Affairs, UN Blagion
Division; International Telecommunication UnidBtatistical YearbogkUN Statistics

Division; U.S. Census Bureau.

WVS Sample

Efforts begun by the European Values SuGeyup (EVS) initially in 1981, under
the leadership of Jan Kerkhofs and Ruud de Modrtdehe creation of The World
Values Survey. Since then, under the leadershipoofld Inglehart, it has resulted in
the creation of the largest cross-national invesitigp of social change that has ever
existed. A second wave of WVS surveys was cawmigdn 1990-1991, and a third wave
of surveys was carried out in 1995-1998. The fourave of this study was completed in
2001. A total of seventy two countries were suecein the fourth wave. (European and

World Values Surveys)

WVS Data Collection

The WVS network of social scientists share®@mmon interest, though they
represent a wide range of disciplines and of cefturTheir common interest is their
focus to understand ongoing social changes thdtamsforming people’s values,
worldviews and basic motivations. A specific skéstablished criteria was followed in
the collection of data.

The questionnaire included topics sucheaasgptions of life, environment, work,

family, politics and society, religion and morat@tional identity, language at home, and
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socio-demographics. The questionnaire was adranedtto citizens aged eighteen thru

eighty five via face-to-face interviews.

Dependent Variables

Arguably, the key indicator of Durkheim’s divisiaf labor is the move from
sameness to specialization; common consciousnésditadual morality. The bonds
that attach the individual to tradition become wesd. The individual lives a more
autonomous life and works out for himself his idefi8urkheim 1893/1964, pgs. 322-
333) | selected dependent variables one thruffora the World Values Survey to
analyze the impact modernization has had on tlpec®f the division of labor.

Although Durkheim did not accept that thertan desire for happiness was the
primary cause for the division of labor, he did m@kledge that others had. He did state
that happiness might at least be an effect of ivisidn of labor. (Durkheim 1893/1964,
pgs. 179-180) Lerner reported that results ofdasn’s study revealed that modernizing
Middle Easterners were happier than those maimigimore traditional lifeways.

(Lerner 1958, pgs. 73-74) Thus, | included theetelent variable overall happiness
from the World Values Survey in my analysis.

Another key aspect of modernity for Lermexs empathy, or the ability to imagine
what it would be like occupy other positions inisbg. He determined empathy to be an
autonomous personality variable that could notdvealed by survey data. Alternatively,
he used projective questions to gauge respondemigathetic capacity. These questions

required respondents to empathize or imagine wimatist be like to be a head of

* See Appendix B for a list of WVS survey questions
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government or manager of a radio station. (Lei®&8, pgs. 69-70) Modern
individuals were postulated to be able to prodymaions or answers to these questions.
| selected dependent variables seven and eigimatigze the ability of World Values
Survey respondents to empathize what it wouldkeeth be a government leader making
decisions regarding tax increases and what it wballlke to manage a business or
industry.

The ability to empathize was an essental f Lerner’'s modernity and a key
determinant of participant society. He also stdlted voting was a key element of
participant society. The urban literate is a neapsp reader and a voter. (Lerner 1958,
pgs. 64) | selected dependent variable nine abakedeterminer for voter participation.

| selected dependent variable ten, confiden government, to gauge the
percentage of respondents able to formulate anarpabout government functionality. |
selected dependent variables eleven and twelvealyze the extent to which
modernization influences gains in the importanceasfonal identity, and gains in the

importance of national identity over isolated amaégional identities.

1. Opinion regarding importance of religiofi: - very important, 2 — rather, 3 - not
very, 4 - not at all)

2. Opinion about scientific advances: (i elp, 2- will harm, 3- some of each)

3. Basic attitude about life: (1- societyshbe radically changed, 2- society must be
gradually improved by reforms, 3- sogietust be valiantly defended)

4. Opinion of how free choice and contrdluance how life turns out: (1 (none at

all) - 10 (a great deal))
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11.

12.
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. Homosexuality is justifiable: (1 (neyestifiable) - 10 (always justifiable))

. Overall Happiness: (1- very happy, 2tebhappy, 3- not very happy, 4- not at all

happy)

. Increase in taxes if used for environrakptotection: (1 — strongly agree, 2 —

agree, 3 — disagree, 4 — strongly dsagil — don’t know)

. How business and industry should be medtagl — owners run the business,

2 — employees patrticipate in selectibmanagers, 3 — the state should be the

owner, 4 — employees should own ther®ass, -1 — don’t know)

. Which party would you vote for first: £2 would not vote)

How much confidence do you have in theegoment? (1- a great deal, 2 —quite a
lot, 3 — not very much, 4 — none at all)

National Pride: How proud are you to hationality)? (1 - very proud, 2 - quite
proud, 3 - not very proud, 4 - not praidll)

Geographical Loyalty: Which of these gapdical groupings would you say you

belong to first of all? (1 - localit®,- region, 3 - country, 4 - continent, 5 - world)

Independent Variables:

Lerner stated that the data they had deltemdicated that millions of people from

the seventy two countries surveyed were in the gamsion. To better understand their

position, his team analyzed what he deemed todéhtiee phases of modernity:

urbanization, literacy, mass media usage. | t&deihe three independent variables from

the World Values Survey that | determined to bestamthe three phases of modernity
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suggested by Lerner to conduct my analysis ofrifleence of modernization on social

change. (Lerner 1958, pgs. 60-64)

1. Following Politics in the News (every dagveral times a week, once or twice
a week, less often, never)

2. Highest Education Level Attained (1 — &w2 — middle, 3 — upper)

3. Size of Town (1 — 2,000 and less, 2 6@8,000, 3 — 5,000-10,000, 4 — 10,000-
20,000, 5 - 20,000-50,000, 6 — 50,000:200, 7 — 100,000-500,000, 8 — 500,000

and more.)

Study Sample

The World Values Survey had inconsistenthas excluded the use of some
countries in my research. Some questions weradaske#me countries but excluded in
others. In turn, some questions were asked oégfiondents in some countries and only
of limited respondents in others. To account feesimg data | utilized a listwise deletion
procedure to ensure that each and every case adalas asked each and every
qguestion. WVS Surveyors did not ask the same gunssin every surveyed country, nor
did they ask the same questions of every respomaeaich respective country. The
study sample for the fourth wave of the World Val&irvey consisted of seventy two
countries (267, 870 respondents). Utilizing tiseénlise deletion procedure, | was only
able to include the following eighteen countrie8,{B0 respondents) in my research:
Albania, Austria, Bangladesh, Belarus, Canada,eCinldia, Italy, Kyrgyzstan,
Lithuania, Republic of Macedonia, Mexico, Philipes Slovenia, Spain, United States,

Venezuela, and Vietnam. It should be noted thehttnrandom deletion of cases that
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occurs with the utilization of the listwise deleatiprocedure can potentially lead to biased
estimates.

An alternative to the listwise deletion gedure would have been pairwise deletion.
Regression analysis relies upon correlations, warehbased upon pairs of observations.
Pairwise deletion utilizes the available casesforh correlation coefficient, which
would have allowed for the inclusion of many mooeiatries in my study, particularly
my subgroup analysis. It should also be noteddigmificance tests can be unclear when
utilizing pairwise deletion because of the diffd@ration in available cases from
correlation to correlation. In addition, the matoif correlations created by pairwise
deletion may result in a configuration that would atherwise logically occur.
(Bohrnstedt, George and David Knoke, 1994)

It was my determination that utilizing tietwise deletion procedure was the most
credible approach. Listwise deletion allowed mettbze actual case by case data
obtained in the fourth wave of the World Values\v@&yrwith no uncertainty regarding

validity of available cases from correlation toredation.

Research Method

In this chapter | analyze the degree toclvimodernization variables urbanization,
adult literacy, and mass media usage influenceakobange. The modernization data
was obtained from th2006 UNDP Development Reporthe World Almanac 200&nd
the fourth wave of the World Values Survey (2006).

The first stage of my analysis will presti@ descriptive statistics for dependent

and independent variables in terms of frequendyibigions, and measures of central
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tendency. In stage two of my analysis | will rubigariate regression analysis of each

dependent/independent variable relationship. dgestwo of my analysis | will be using
WVS marginals to establish national rates for aadependent variable and dependent
variables 1-60 ascertain the presence of influence from thesgemmization variables on
a macro level.

A bivariate linear relationship, or bivdgaegression, reveals the degree to which
two variables are linearly related. Linear relasbips are the most basic and reasonably
the first estimation to be gauged. Only afterd@kistence of a linear relationship has
been proven to not exist should more complex fdimmanalyzed. (Bohrnstedt, George

and David Knoke, 1994)

1. Following Politics in the News - | wilbmbine the marginals for every day,
several times a week and once or twiseek.

2. Highest Education Level Attained — | vaimbine the marginals for middle and
upper.

3. Size of Town - | will combine the margméor 20,000-50,000, 50,000-100,000,
100,000-500,000, and 500,000 and more.

1. Opinion regarding importance of religiohwill combine the marginals for very
important and rather important.

2. Opinion about scientific advances — | temarginals for will help.

3. Basic attitude about life - | will useetmarginals for society must be valiantly
defended.

4. Opinion of how free choice and contrdluance how life turns out — From the
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following scale, (1 (none at all) - 0dreat deal)), | will combine the marginals
for 6-10.

5. Homosexuality is justifiable - From tlwléwing scale, (1 (none at all) - 10 (a
great deal)), | will combine the mardsfor 6-10.

6. Overall Happiness - | will combine thergiaals for very happy and quite happy.

For the final stage of my analysis, | wilh a multiple regression model using the
same independent and dependent variables from stageevealing the proportion of
variance cumulatively explained from a micro levkl.stage three of my analysis | will
be using 18,190 cases of individual-based statistze of townandhighest education
level attainedrom the World Values Survey in place of tmbanizationandadult
literacy rates used in phase two. This will allow for gegaepresentation via a
substantially larger sampling frame.

The general equation for a multiple regmsanalysis is shown below.

= a+ aXipt ...t aXpt 6

The dependent variable is designated Ylenthe independent variable is
designated X. Ms theith case of the dependent variablieis the number of predictors.
g; is the value of thgth coefficient (j =0, ..... , p)- iKis the value ofth case of th¢gh
predictor. The error termis the error in the observed value for ithecase. The
regression model is linear because increasinghharedictor by 1 unit increases the
dependent variable Byunits. ao is the intercept, the model-predicted value of the

dependent variable when the value of every predistequal to 0. The use of multiple
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regression analysis is appropriate because thighitkel of one independent variable

explaining all variation is low. (Bohrnstedt, Ggerand David Knoke, 1994)

Multicollinearity

A limitation of using multiple regression analy@smulticollinearity. High
correlations between the independent variablegitstort the estimates of multiple
regression analysis. Prediction of one independaridble by others, multicollinearity,
prevents the ability to estimate a requested eguatit is highly recommended that
researchers utilize a correlation matrix to analymevariables used in their equations.
When high correlations occur one or more independamables can be removed from
the equation.

I chose not to include a check for multioaarity in my analysis because of the
results from the intitial bivariate analyses. Tasults obtained from my multiple
regression analyses did not differentiate in amatag manner from the results of my
bivariate analyses.

Given more time, | would run a correlation mataxconfirm the absence of

multicollinearity.



CHAPTER 3
MODERNIZATION AND SOCIAL CHANGE

The process of operationalizing the concepdernization is at best blurred due to
the absence of a commonly agreed upon sociolodefalition across studies. However,
this in no way reflects an absence of modernizagtadies in sociological work.
Toennies addressed modernization at the end ofitie¢eenth century as the contrast
existing between and evolution involvi@@emeinschafandGesellschaftor community
and society (Toennies, 1887). Community basedioekhips are seen as traditional.
Society relationships are more voluntary, tempqrargre likely to be bound by contract
as typified by those in an urban environment. keved societal evolution as an
historical trend of movement from one to the other.

Allan Schnaiberg attempted to abstract &imgrdefinition of modernization
through a synthesis of previous works (SchnaibEg@0). In an effort to differentiate
modern family structure from traditional, he stegbshe importance of family structure,
mass media, and religious involvement. Withinfdraily, achievement will have
replaced ascription and family production of gowdls have been replaced by the
consumption of manufactured products. The famibyld be nuclear, of an egalitarian
nature, rather than extended. The presence/abséaseription would be reflected in

the expansion of roles for women. With the traosifrom Gemeinschatfto
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Gesellschaftcommunication as a source of media will move frodividual interactions
to an outside source such as mass media. Lastl®rganizations will be more
secular.

InSocial Change and DevelopméBb, 1990), So asserts that three post World War
Il events led to the “modernization school”. Theited States was able to achieve
superpower status as other Western nations reabfrema the war. The Soviet Union’s
extension created a world communist movement, laaaddllapse of European
imperialistic control in Asia, Africa, and Latin Aenica resulted in the creation of many
new nation-states. The modernization school wA&stern-based effort to keep these
new nations from following the communist model.

Some of the most influential members of thiodernization school (Daniel Lerner,
Marion Levy, Neil Smelser) followed functionalisteory, which was combined with the
evolutionary theory model that helped explain reeeth century societal change in
Europe. Followers of classical evolutionary thefmifow the belief that human societies
will necessarily move from traditional to more adegad states (Tonnies’s gemeinschaft
and gesellschaft; Durkheim’s mechanical and orgaoiiciarity; Spencer’s military and
industrial society; Comte’s theological, metaphgkiand positive stages). In turn, this
movement was viewed as good because its prognesesented the attainment of higher
states of civilization. The process was also belieto be a slow, meticulous process
lasting centuries.

Functionalist theory follows from Parsobislogical model. Societal institutions
can be said to parallel the different parts ofadgical organism. Like the parts of an

organism, societal institutions function for theimanance and growth of society.
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Finally, if one part of an organism or society cges, others will change as well to
maintain equilibrium.

Returning to Parsons, in Siedmasrftested Knowledyeliscussion of Parson, the
key to modernization is a “societal community” itnieh all individuals have a sense of
ownership of society. Beyond attachment to religiaacial, ethnic, and class
associations the individual senses belonging tat@mal community. Under such
conditions individualism and pluralism can occutheut societal collapse.

Parsons observed that the United Statedeztesuch an environment by prohibiting
the establishment of a state religion. At leagirinciple, religion, race, ethnicity, and
class associations are of no importance in beitigzen of the United States. Parsons
adds credibility to his assumptions of modernizaby noting that most modern societies
have freedoms beyond anything experienced by pus\gocieties.

Parsons’ idea of a societal community palsathe essence of national identity
theory. Thus the functionalist school of moderti@atheory arguably supports a link
between the development of a national identity thiedevolution of modernization.

Weaver, Rock, and Kusterer again charasemodernization theory by its focus on
two societal types, traditional and modeftltieving Broad-based Sustainable
Development They go on to emphasize the importance of udesnters in the process.
“Large cities are one of the main vehicles for thiusion.” Cities are viewed as the job
creating centers for economic growth. The impantaof urbanization is once again
stressed.

Giddens refers to distanciation, disembegldand reflexivity as three key forces

that give dynamism to modernity. Distanciation ales the human condition in relation
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to time and space. In premodern society time Wasya linked with space. In modern
society relationships for expanding numbers of peape possible with those occupying
increasingly distant space. Disembedding of tedldifestyles and reflexivity reflect
greater empathy and open-mindedness that resoltdreater separation of time and
space.

Decreases in distanciation enhance Damgldr’s state of “empathy”, or flexibility
to progressive ideaJ ie Passing of Traditional Societ4958). A major hypothesis of
Lerner’s study is that the personality trait of extify is present only in modern society.
He characterizes modern society as being industnibén, literate and participant.
Traditional society, on the contrary, is based mistkip and isolated communities.
Lerner also added that radio and television meldig @ very important role in exposing
people to new ideas.

Durkheim goes on to add that the progrés$isendivision of labor depends upon
greater independence of individuals from the groGpeater independence from the
group allows individuals to vary at will. (Durkmeil893/1964, pg. 228) For individuals
to vary at will, they must depend upon other indals. They must both recognize and
mutually guarantee the rights of one another. kbeim 1893/1964, pg. 77) Thus, the
collective consciousness does not disappear; nigdgm As religious sentiments and
practices, and a focus on past traditions becossederd less common, the individual
begins to become sacred. (Durkheim 1893/1964] 2i2)

Durkheim also stated that one institutevabal grows in importance as solidarity
based on independence continues to grow: the satekheim 1893/1964, pg. 173) It

is the state that creates the laws that proteantheidual. It becomes the moral function
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of the state to remind us of our common solidaritydividual social interactions that
were previously gauged by the overlapping pressucenform to shared beliefs,
sentiments, and actions come to be gauged by @péniq state laws. (Durkheim
1893/1964, pg. 333)

For multicultural countries, the divisiohlabor would arguably provide the
transition for the development of a unifying cotlee identity, a national identity, by
shifting the focus from the reproduction of mulé@ocietal histories to a system of
mutual dependence based on individual autonompnd\vith the newly defined social
structure, the stability needed for the developnoéistate-level planning would emerge,
which is ultimately necessary for national develepin

Daniel Lerner conducted a landmark projecthe field of modernization theory
with his early-1950s study of the multicultural Mid East. Lerner believed that a
multicultural landscape requires some principlety in diversity: modernization
(Lerner 1958, pg. 77). The aptitude required ipatmy, through which individuals are
able see beyond their manifest lifestyle (Lerné&s8.$g. 72), along with an aptitude to
rearrange ones self-system on short notice (Ler®88, pg. 85), which stems from the
permissive conditions of mobility. People are ander to be identified with what they
were yesterday but rather what they will be tomar(berner 1958, pg. 74).

According to Lerner, greater empathy fokowhat he laid out as the three phases of
modernization: (1) urbanism, (2) literacy, andrg8dia participation. Urbanization
characterizes mobility because of the inherent m@r# to the city. (For Durkheim, this
included the development of towns.) Literacy isessary to perform tasks in the

modernizing society, the urban environment. ttassidered the second phase because it
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is not until the technology of industrial developrhes fairly developed that a society
produces mass media. Media then accelerates thadspf literacy (Lerner 1958, pg.
60).

| believe that Durkheim and Lerner bothweel modernization as a process in
which individuals become socially enlightened asythre exposed to and become a part
of a social world larger than their family and coomity. As individuals become
participants of a larger society, they learn toehaginions on aspects of the larger
society that previously had no place in their seratbmmunities and families.

Consider for a moment the “grocer” from hers The Passing of Traditional
Society Growing up in Balgat, Turkey during his lifetif@s business grew due to the
construction of new roads to Ankara. With increbsealth and mobility, he interacted
with different groups of people, and he became rnsorefortable with his new assumed
lifestyle. He was no longer economically dependgran the Balgat locality but reaping
the benefits of the division of labor. (Lerner 89pgs 19-40)

When later asked what he would do if heabee President, he indicated that he
would build lots of new roads opening up Balgath® rest of the world, for he himself
desired to live elsewhere. Other villagers, howewto were far from being as mobile
as the grocer, indicated they would not wish teédethe village or live anywhere else. It
was more comforting for the villagers to imaginattein Balgat than moving to a new
place.

The grocer from Balgat had changed andtadap the forces of modernization, but
the other citizens of his village had not. Thesttries were still restricted to their

village-level experiences, which had been reproduser many generations. It was not
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that the grocer had been forced to learn any negulage, religion, and/or culture as a
part of his experience. He had merely been exptusttk early stages of the division of
labor.

Thus, as Durkheim’s division of labor pregges, previously isolated communities
develop an urban/rural economic interdependencea #esult of the increased number of
social interactions, individuals develop sharedadary symbols, a “national ideology,”
upon which a new shared solidarity evolves fromtipl@ previously isolated systems of
solidarity. Participant society functions by comses. It is necessary for individuals to
agree often enough with others they do not knovafstable common governance to

exist. Lerner referred to this as “psychic mobifit (Lerner 1958, pgs. 47-52)

The Case for Modernization and Social Change

| believe it is essential to analyze the progrdsaadernization, now fifty years
after Lerner’'sThe Passing of Traditional Sociemas published, before focusing on
national identity. Statistics listed in Table D(») reveal a distinct discrepancy in the
spectrum of modernization in the world between toes that were colonized and
countries that were not. An equal discrepancytexisthe number of ethnic groups,
most notably the number of indigenous groups, laggs and religions. The eighteen
countries included in my research from the Worldué¢a Survey represent four different
continents. | was unable to include any natioomfthe continent of Africa. | was also
unable to include any of the Middle Eastern natiockided in Lerner's work. However,
the statistics listed in Table 3 still represehighly diverse range of values and social

attitudes, which | believe will provide an adequstt@pshot of the impact modernization
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is having on social change in the world today.

The existence of two social phenomena mtiqudar, pluralism and individualism,
have been presented in modernization theory taibeapy indicators of social change
induced by modernization. | will take a closerkad pluralism in the subsequent chapter
on national identity.

The emphasis of individuality over traditim modernization theory is very
common. Parson’s emphasized that within a modseiety individuals can develop a
sense of belonging beyond religious and ethnicaasons. Gidden’s explained that
modernization results in reflexivity, which allovicr greater empathy and open
mindedness. Durkheim added that progress of thsiain of labor depends upon greater
independence of the individual from the group. iBbberner believed that
modernization is the principle of unity in diveysit

| selected the dependent variables impoeant religion, basic attitudes towards
society and opinion regarding scientific advancegauge the maintenance of ties to past
societal traditions. The variables overall happsand freedom of choice and control
will be used to reflect individuality within societ | believe that in a mechanical,
tradition based society there would be less emplasthe perception of individual
happiness. In regard to freedom of choice, soroplpéelieve that free choice and
control over their lives effect what happens tarthevhile other people believe that what
they do has no quantifiable effect all. | sugdbkat the belief in an individual’s ability to
have control over life would not be a dominantttmaitraditional society. An increase in
tolerance arguably reflects greater empathy anatgréndependence of individuals from

the group, a move away from traditional belief amdappreciation of individuality. |
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selected the variable justifiability of homosextiato gauge any increase in tolerance
caused by modernization.

Table 3 lists the variation in these vadealand the independent variables size of
town, highest level of education attained, anddssgy following politics in the news.
The percentage of individuals surveyed that comsatlesligion important ranged from
thirty two point five percent in Viet Nam to nine¢yght point three percent in
Bangladesh. Thirty three point nine percent opoesients in Bangladesh believed
society should be valiantly defended, not changachproved, in contrast to only six
point three percent in Spain. Forty six point peecent of those surveyed in Albania
considered themselves happy opposed to ninety @néfpur percent in Viet Nam.
There was a similar distinction in the belief indival free choice and control effect what
happens in life from forty one point nine percenBelarus to eighty three point nine
percent in Venezuela. Less than one percent pbrefents from Bangladesh believed
homosexuality is ever justified, compared to thfdyr point eight percent of respondents
from Canada.

It is obvious that striking differences €xin individual values and beliefs, and that
these differences can be observed on a cross-abbanis. Table 3 also reveals the
variation between country respondents regarding &izown, highest education level
attained, and frequency following politics in thews. It is easily discernible that the
variation in the independent modernization varialidecomparable to that of dependent
social change variables.

Simple bivariate regression analysis utilgmacro and micro data revealed two

different perspectives regarding the influence oflernization on these social beliefs
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and values. From a macro perspective (Table Belpnly significant relationship with
size of town is importance of religion. Here stfégown explains twenty nine point three
percent of the variation. Replacing size of towthwhe marginalized urbanization rate
of each country, urbanization no longer has a 8t influence on importance of
religion. Urbanization does explain seventeen psimpercent of the variation in the
belief of the justifiability of homosexuality. Fyaency following politics in the news has
the greatest impact on any of the social changahlas, explaining fifty two point six
percent of the variation in importance of religidbshould be noted, regression analysis
reveals that increases in size of town, adultditgrand frequency following politics in
the news all predict a reduction in importanceebigron.

Table 3.1 Influence of Independent Modernizati on Variables size of town, urbanization,
education level, adult literacy, and frequency following politics on Dependent Social

Change Variables importance of religion, belief scientific advances help, basic attitude

about defending society, overall happiness, belief free choice impacts life, and belief
homosexuality is justifiable, n = 18

Independent Variable

Adjusted R®
Values
adult frequency

size of urbanization  education literacy following

town (UNDP) level (UNDP) politics
Dependent
Variable
importance of religion 29.3 X X 20.1 52.6
scientific advances X X X X X
basic attitude X X X 23.2 X
happiness X X X X X
free choice X X X X X
justifiable X 17.6 X X X

X = no significant relationship



38

The absence of significant relationshipy tma a direct result of the limited number
of countries included in my macro analysis. Cantig my stage two analysis, |
increased my sample size to 18,190, and includedsgdondents from each of the
eighteen countries who were asked each of theiquegsklating to each of the variables
included in my analysis. Table 3.2 below revelaésresults from my stage two analysis
after | substituted the larger study sample. Tdjasted square multiple R value
indicates the explanatory strength of each indepetwhriable and the percentage of

change it explains in the respective dependenalbbkei

Table 3.2 Regression Analysis of Independent Modern  ization Variables frequency
following politics, education level, and size of town on Dependent Social Change
Variables importance of religion, belief scientific advances help, basic attitude about
defending society, overall happiness, belief free choice impacts life, and belief
homosexuality is justifiable, n = 18,190

Independent Dependent Adj. R Squared b t P
politics religion 0.006 -0.057 -10.269 0
politics science 0 0.016 3.112 0.002
politics attitude 0.001 0.015 4.964 0
politics happy P o006 1.48 0.139
politics choice 0.003 -0.092 -7.063 0
politics justify P o003 0143 0886
education religion 0.005 0.094 9.558 0
education science _ -0.005 -0.545 0.586
education attitude 0 -0.015 -2.738 0.006
education happy 0.005 -0.069 -9.993 0
education choice 0.011 0.329 14.221 0
education justify 0.017 0.554 17.582 0
town religion 0.001 -0.013 -4.551 0
town science 0 -0.008 -2.832 0.005
town attitude e o001 0.7 0.484
town happy 0.01 -0.028 -13.456 0
town choice 0.01 0.091 13.269 0
town justify 0.032 0.228 24.715 0

Source: World Values Survey B Not significant
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Seventy eight percent of the relationshigsnow significant. However, the

explanatory power of the modernization variablesr@ocial changes is very weak.

None of the modernization variables predict moentthree point two percent of the

variation in the social change variables. Higleektcation attained has a significant

relationship with each of the dependent variablésunter to expectation, an increase in

size of town predicts an increase in importanceebdion. The remaining significant

relationships match expectations:

1)

2)

3)

4)

5)

6)

increases in following politics in the news andh@gt education attained lead to a
decrease in the importance of religion

increase in following politics in the news and sif¢own predict an decrease in
the opinion that scientific advances are harmful

increases in following politics in the news andhagt education attained lead to a
decrease in the opinion that society should becadigidefended

increases in highest education attained and siz@aof lead to an increase in
happiness

increases in modernization lead to an increasedropinion that free choice and
control do influence how life turns out

increases in highest education attained and sit@aof lead to an increase in the

opinion that homosexuality is justifiable

In stage three of my analysis | ran a regressiodaihcombining frequency

following politics in the news, highest educatidtamed, and size of town on each of the

social change variables. Table 3.2a (see Appedilneveals the influence of the
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modernization model is weak, with no adjusted sguaultiple R value exceeding point
zero four one percent (4.1 percent). The pattésignificant relationships is identical
to the results depicted in Table 3.2.

The very low explanatory power of the mauleation variables failed to explain the
differentiation revealed in Table 3. Two altermatpredictors could be socioeconomic
status and human development index. Socioeconstatigs did not represent a phase of
Lerner’'s modernization process, but Lerner did geixe the influence of socioeconomic
status on participation within the modernizationqass. (Lerner 1958, pgs. 367, 439-
440) In turn, education and standard of livingc{seconomic status) are two of the three
dimensions that comprise the formula for the huaterelopment index

Table 3.3 reveals the results of my rego@sanalysis with socioeconomic status.

Table 3.3 Regression Analysis of Independent Variab  le socioeconomic status on
Dependent Social Change Variables importance of religion, belief scientific advances help,
basic attitude about defending society, overall happiness, belief free choice impacts life,
and belief homosexuality is justifiable, n = 26,650

Independent Dependent R Squared b t p

Socioeconomic-status Religion 0 0.002 0.277 0.782
Socioeconomic-status  Science 0 -0.006 -1.12 0.263
Socioeconomic-status  Attitude 0.001 -0.014 -3.936 0
Socioeconomic-status  Happiness 0.025 0.126  26.141 0
Socioeconomic-status  Choice 0.016 -0.324  -20.977 0
Socioeconomic-status  Justifiable 0.007 -0.253  -13.437 0

Source: World Values
Survey

B Not significant

® Life expectancy is the third.
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Respondents were asked about socioeconomic Statosly sixteen of the eighteen
countries, but | was able to increase the samptetsi 26,650 individual cases. Increases
in socioeconomic status predict an increase inalMeappiness, the opinion that free
choice effects outcomes in life, and the belief titmmosexuality is justifiable. An
increase in socioeconomic status also explaingiedse in the belief that society should
be radically defended. However, there is no ireeaagarding the power to explain
variation in societal beliefs and values over thedptors size of town, highest education
attained or frequency following politics in the rew

Table 3.4 reveals the results of regresaralysis utilizing human development

index as the independent variable. Once agaiarariavel analysis reveals substantially

Table 3.4 Regression Analysis of Independent Variab  le Human
Development Index on Dependent Social Change Variables importance of
religion, belief scientific advances help, basic attitude about defending
society, overall happiness, belief free choice impacts life, and belief
homosexuality is justifiable, n = 18

Independent Dependent R Squared b t p

HDI religion 0.028 0.134 1.222 0.239
HDI science 0.344 0.179 3.146 0.006
HDI attitude 0.208 0.083 2.338 0.033
HDI happiness 0 -0.019 -0.215 0.832
HDI choice 0.103 -0.133 -1.717 0.105
HDI justifiable 0.577 -0.216 -4.919 0

Source: World Values Survey

EH Not significant

®Would you describe yourself as belonging to: (ipper class, 2 — upper middle class, 3 — lower hidd
class, 4 — working class, 5- lower class)
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stronger relationships (see Table 3.1). An ina@eadiDI ranking explains an increase
in the opinion that scientific advances will helpdahe belief that homosexuality is
justifiable, and a decrease in the belief thatetghould be radically defended.

Macro and micro analyses support the thmaleassertions of modernization
theory; however, the differentiation between maamnd micro level analysis results
cannot be ignored. This contrast suggests tleagttong influence of modernization
variables revealed at the national level obscure®bservation that modernization has

very little influence at the individual level.



CHAPTER 4
MODERNIZATION AND NATIONAL IDENTITY

National identity is particularly important in migiilitural nation-states because of
its link to national development. Sociologicalhgtional identity serves the moral
function of providing social solidarity, and withiosocial solidarity, there cannot be the
social stability required for planned developmetrkheim stressed that the strength of
the collective consciousness is not only that tosimon to members of a society at a
particular time, but that it is a product of thespaWhat survives from the past becomes
characterized by a sacred or semi-sacred qudltyrkheim 1893/1964, pg. 233) For a
country with one ethnic group, national identityarguably rooted in that group’s
collective history. Yet for countries with multgpkthnic groups, national identity must
be able to supercede multiple histories. Thus titiei@l cleavages present between
indigenous groups in multicultural countries arguably cemented in separate sacred
histories.

People may decide for themselves how tahs@pportunities available to them,
but it is the national posture which regulatesrthmber and kind that are available: how
many, where they can lead, and how fast. In a rsi@at@e nation, modernization is more
likely to proceed without violent discontinuitiesmolicy and personnel: i.e. revolutions,
riots, assassinations, coup d'états, and violemygies for the control of power. In a

stable nation, political life has reduced the dgtanic issues of ideology to the

43
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manageable dimensions of planning (Lerner 195884Q. Nations that are less stable,

which is how Lerner characterized Syria and Eglgptie been so deeply shaken by the
crisis of modernization because of the enormousvelges between the divergent styles
of life. (Lerner 1958, pg. 93).

Society is the force that keeps individualsheck and within the bounds of
accepted social behavior. Originally the colleetoonsciousness was religion.
(Durkheim 1893/1964, pg. 119) Religion controleagkry individual at every instant.
(Durkheim 1893/1964, pg. 49) Penal law was basecriones against religion.

Durkheim recognized increases in population dengig/development of towns, and the
number of and speed of the means of communicatidaraes of social change in regard
to the collective consciousness. These forcepateof a process he referred to as the
division of labor within society. (Durkheim 189344, pg. 201) As labor becomes
divided up between previously independent segnurdeciety, the less each segment of
society maintains distinctive characteristics. |#®or becomes more and more
specialized, individuals become more and more digrarupon others fulfilling their
societal roles. This dependency becomes the nsis fma fulfilling the moral function

of social solidarity. (Durkheim 1893/1964, pg. 7)

According to Hannon, two seemingly contcéaliy facts characterize modern ethnic
movements: (1) the spread of modern economic alitical structures causes decreases
in ethnic diversity; and (2) high levels of econorand political modernization may, at
the same time, lead to a renewed social and palingportance to ethnic boundaries.

The first fact to be explained is that emorc modernization and state building

decrease ethnic diversity. Economic modernizahonlves at least 3 processes: (1)
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industrialization; (2) the establishment of marketsd (3) increasing scale and
complexity of production and bureaucratization adduction. Effective state building
ultimately eliminates localized political boundari&hile producing a unitary set of
relations between the various peripheries andéhéec. The intertwining of social
systems is increased by joining the fates of prahpisolated, unconnected populations.
This growing connectivity reduces the ethnic diitgry altering the competitive
balance in favor of collective action based ondasgale ethnic identities.

The second fact to be explained is thainter to the initial reduction in ethnic
diversity described above, ethnic collective actéten increases in scale and intensity
once the modernization process has reached eleleateld. Individuals hold many
levels of identities at any given moment, clanglaage, religion, etc. Commitments in
time and energy on one level can lead to reductiooghers. If the reduction of ethnic
diversity caused by modernization results in thmiektion of smaller-scale ethnic
boundaries then the organizational potential afdaiscale ethnic organizations is
increased. This effect requires, however, thadacale cultural identities be available.
If so, when cultural identities form hierarchieghwespect to size of included
populations, modernization processes can leacetoalmmitment of time and energy to
organizations based on the largest-scale identifldannan 1994)

In the absence of large-scale culturaltities, it can be argued then that
modernization can decrease (if not eliminate) iaeal ethnic boundaries in multicultural
countries while creating a large-scale nationahiifz The question then is what
circumstances could lead to the development oktbéser larger-scale ethnic

organizations Hannan mentioned.
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Hechter addresses this very issue. Henbdgy acknowledging that sustained
economic and social development presumably seovesdercut the traditional bases of
solidarity among extant groups. A familiar listrabdernization processes systematically
increases the individual’'s dependence upon andtiola centralized government,
giving way to political alliances between individsiaf similar market positions, and
thus, more generally, social class. However, lts dldat the Flemings in Belgium, Celts
in Britain and France, Slovaks in CzechoslovakianEh in Canada, and various
minorities in the United States have not yet reegithe message.

According to Hechter, classical social tiies overestimated the extent to which
industrialization would lead to a fully nationalcsety. National development has come
to refer to those processes by which “a state chkeriaed by sectional, or otherwise
competing economies, polities, and cultures, withgiven territory, is transformed into
a society composed of a single, all-pervasive pnatieconomy, polity, and culture.”
(Hechter 1994)

Industrialization is usually conceived ®d necessary condition for intensifying
contact between core and peripheral groups. Heheestablishment of regular
interaction between the core and the peripherges $o be crucial for national
development. Once exposed to the core, the peyishealues and normative
orientations should undergo transformation, autaraby and irreversibly. Frequently,
however, this does not seem to occur.

The modernization process brought newsgapa the dark corners of the land,
followed by radio and television for many Westeaadzyjovernments. The same can be

said regarding the broad outreach of the SoviebhniThe establishment of a national
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school system significantly narrowed socializatilifierences among the youth of
separate collectivities. The maintenance of disitre languages and other cultural forms
was severely threatened. With this in mind, thaigeence of peripheral culture cannot
be explained solely by isolation. Hechter asgédsit instead suggests a pattern of
resistance to assimilation. (Hechter 1994)

This can be explained by the fact thatdbw/peripheral relationship in which the
peripheral is a colony produces a cultural divissbtabor. Thus the internal colonial
model would account for the persistence of backnesd in the midst of industrial
society, and the failure to obtain political intagon. So, if at some initial point
acculturation did not occur because the core gveadd not permit it, at a later time
acculturation may be blocked by the desires offieadvantaged group for independence
from a situation regarded as oppressive. This @dvaatount for the cultural rebirths
characteristic of societies undergoing nationdishent. Thus, it is not that these groups
actually uncover some form of re-unifying eviderfraan their ancient cultural past; most
often such cultural ferment is instead create@gatimate contemporaneous demands for

the present day goal of independence. (Hechtet)199

The Case for National Identity

Lerner asserted that modernization would providéyun a diverse society.
(Lerner 1958, pg. 77) Unity is necessary for snatale stability, which is a prerequisite
for national development. (Lerner 1958, 1953) a lstable environment, government can

focus less on ethnic and cultural ideological dotgland more on planning that will
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maintain stability. For countries with multiplehatc groups, solidarity that maintains
unity is arguably synonymous with national identity

Hannan and Hechter point out a possibleomiseption of modernization theory
that national development necessarily parallelgitheelopment of a single unifying
system of social solidarity that could be refert@ds a national identity. Historical
oppression via colonialism is not completely eliated with the loosening of economic
boundaries that results from Durkheim’s divisioraifor. Hechter even suggested a
pattern of resistance to assimilation, which sutggéeat historically oppressed groups
will continue to return to a search for independaeuntil such status is achieved.

If this is the case, Huntington’s asseriioflash of Civilizationghat cultural
identity has surpassed national identity desermethar look. A pattern of resistance to
assimilation would suggest that cultural identigwer truly took a second place to
national identity. The pursuit for national deyaieent and the accompanying
displacement of time merely masked the desiredtiual independence. The grocer of
Balgat, for example, had adapted to the forcesademization because his economic
livelihood was no longer restricted to Balgat. KiBow citizens of Balgat had not
developed a similar level of empathy that wouldwlthem to participate in the larger
economy. Their ties to tradition were not basednu@ desire for independence, but
instead an absence of exposure to anything elsis observation suggests that
modernization could be a source of variance inad@tiange without necessarily leading
to the development of a single unifying systemaufial solidarity.

In this chapter | will analyze the concephational identity. A key indicator of

modernization within a developing nation statehis transition from localized social
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identities to a larger shared identity. To gauge transition | will analyze the influence
of modernization on the dependent variable geogcapgroup belonging to first. The
emergence of participant society is the culminatibthe modernization process for
Lerner. In a participant society individuals abéeato empathize beyond their own
experience, supporting the development of a seciaglronment in which individuals can
pursue their own fulfillment to the greatest exterth the caveat that they respect other
individuals’ right to do the same. To gauge theadl@ment of participant society | will
analyze the ability of World Values Survey respantidd¢o answer questions about
government mandated policy, corporate managemashtgic advances, and voting
practices. Finally, | will analyze the influencedernization has on the dependent
variable national pride. In chapter 5 | will takeloser look at how colonialism and the
presence of multiple cultures have impacted tHeamice of modernization on these
variables. Table 4 lists the distribution statistior the participant society variables.
The variables | selected to gauge respdsdahility to function in participant
society indicated a strong ability to do so. Altoisety five percent of respondents on
average had an opinion concerning whether or ne¢rgmnent lawmakers should
increase taxes to prevent environmental pollutiOwer ninety percent of respondents
had an opinion on how industries should be manageddow scientific advances would
impact the world around them. Ninety five perceihtespondents had an opinion
regarding whether or not scientific advances wergehting society. And finally, the
mean for respondents that would vote in the needteln was greater than ninety percent.
There is some variation in the variablearat! pride. Sixty eight point two percent

of respondents from Lithuania indicated that thag hational pride, compared to ninety



50

(0oz -6d 23s)

pnoud aynb 1o pnoid AiaA Bunoajss siuspuodsal jo abejusasad Ag paulwisiap Sem aplid [euolieN Joj 81el [euolien ,
(oz '6d 89s) 10| © 21nb pue

[eap Yeaub e Bunosjes sjuapuodsal jo abejusdiad Ag paulwislap Sem JUSWUISA0D Ul 9dUSPIUOD 10} dTel [euoleN ,
a|gelren aAndadsal yoea uo uoluido ue ayejnwiioy 01 ajqe uonendod

Jo abejusolad Juasaidal seduRAPY JIJIUBIDS pue ‘Juswabeuey [elISNPU| ‘SOXe ] [eJUSWUOIIAUT IO} Solel [euoneN

ABAINS sanjeA PIOA\ :92IN0S

8.8 g9y 806 G6 616 2'v6 6°8€ [ % 98eJany |[e4aA0
€16 696 0 9'G6 6°88 L'€E6 €6¢ 9'es wen 13IA
€6 1n% 00T 2’16 8'G6 86 9/¢c eor B|SNZ3USA
816 €€ 666 796 L'96 €16 GLE G'8¢ $91e1S pajun
€68 €¢E €¢E6 806 798 €6 GeEy G'6¢ ureds
6°G8 v'6E v'E6 S'v6 €716 v6 YA% L9€ BIUSAO|S
196 G'¢S5 G988 ¥7'86 2’86 1’86 8’6V Al saulddi|iyd
868 €6 L'T6 T',6 L'68 v'v6 g'ee '8¢ OJIXaIN
T°€s8 LYl L'/8 V'v6 6.8 €°¢6 vov G'9¢ jo 'day ‘eluopade|y
2’89 2t  T€E6 9°€6 €66 T°C6 '8¢ ¢'lc eluenyin
2'¢s8 6'vE 00T L')6 8'86 6'86 9'8¢ 29 ueIszA3IAY
168 B/U 296 €96 v'16 €'¢e6 8'Gy 8¢ Aley
1’68 S9v 00T 8'¢6 8L 9'€8 LTy 9'¢ce elpu|
G'88 €99 966 86 G'€6 8,6 T0€ Ty 9llYd
8°C6 L6V V66 WA 896 66 6°¢¢E T0€ epeue)
v'eL 6LV 6¢6 v'v6 G'66 6°€6 L9 2'9¢ snJe|ag
896 8’18 00T 2'v6 v'E8 06 9'0¢€ 6°Gv ysape|3ueg
1.8 e/ T°86 6’76 96 6’76 v've 17A°T4 euisny
¥'88 8.V 666 16 G998 968 8'GS 1L'8¢ elueqy
apud |euoijeu  JUSWUJIBA03 B)OA [|IM  SBIUBApPE judwadeuew saxe} 1saiy Ayjeso) 1saiy Aipunod Anuno)
Suoss  ul dusapyuod Adyy  ounuaIds 9jesodiod |ejudawuodiaud 03 SuiBuojaq o3 SuiSuojaq
Suiney poday Suiney poday poday uouoiuido  uo uoiuido uo uouidp yoday uoday

8T = u ‘Anuno) Aq ss|qenep A 191005 1uedidiued o) sabeiusalad feuonen 4 ajqel



51

seven point three for Venezuela and Viet Nam. mian for national pride was high at
eighty seven point eight. Survey responses fogiggahical group belonging to first
revealed an interesting dynamic of the state of$solidarity. The mean for locality
exceeded the mean for country in seventy two péafaghe sample countries.
Respondents from Mexico selected locality threeesimnore often than country. Even in
the United States, thirty seven point five peradnespondents selected locality
compared to twenty eight point five percent for oy

The data listed in Table 4 reveals a gieat of variation in confidence in
government. Only fourteen point seven percenespondents from the Republic of
Macedonia expressed confidence, compared to namefyoint nine percent of
respondents from Viet Nam.

The concept of national identity exists s@rhere within this spectrum of data.
However, in the United States where ninety founpeight percent of respondents
indicated they have national pride, only twentyheigoint five percent selected country
as group belonging to first and only thirty thressqent indicated they have confidence in
the government. Ninety six point one percent afigfines’ respondents indicated yes
for national pride while only fifteen point four ent selected country over locality. At
the same time, the three countries with the highestentage of respondents indicating
they have national pride also had the highest numlespondents selecting country
over locality for group belonging to first. | dotfeel confident in the ability to define
national identity using these variables. Yet thegiion still remains, to what extent does

modernization influence these variables.
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Simple bivariate analysis utilizing macevé¢l data (Table 4.1) reveals that the
impact of modernization on national identity is aBhnon-existent. It should be noticed
that frequency following politics in the news predian increase in national pride,

explaining twenty five point six percent of the iadion.

Table 4.1 Influence of Independent Modernization Va riables size of town, urbanization,
education level, adult literacy, and frequency following politics on Dependent National
Identity Variables geographic group belonging to first and national pride, n =18

Independent Variable

Adjusted R®
Values
frequency

size of urbanization  education adult literacy following

town (UNDP) level (UNDP) politics
Dependent
Variable
geographic group X X X X X
national pride X X X X 25.6

Source: World Values Survey, UNDP
X = no significant relationship

Table 4.2 reveals the results of bivarratgession analysis from a micro
perspective. Eighty nine percent of relationskapsnow significant. However, the
explanatory power of the modernization variablesraational identity is very weak.
The adjusted multiple square R value does not expemt zero one four percent (1.4
percent) for any of the regressions. Increas&ma town predicts an increase in
national pride. Counter to expectation, an inazaasighest education attained predicts

a decrease in national pride. The remaining Sigant relationships meet expectations:
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1) increases in all modernization variatkesl to an increase in the importance of

belonging to a geographic group largantlocality

In stage three of my analysis | ran a regressiodaincombining frequency
following politics in the news, highest educatidtamed, and size of town on each of the
national identity variables. Table 4.2a (see AglpeC) reveals the influence of the
modernization model is weak, with no adjusted sguaunltiple R value exceeding point
zero two seven (2.7 percent). The influence efrtfodernization model on national
pride is particularly weak, explaining only poirven percent of variation. The pattern

of significant relationships is identical to theués depicted in Table 4.2.

Table 4.2 Regression Analysis of Independent Modern  ization Variables frequency
following politics, education level, and size of town on Dependent National Identity
Variables geographical group belonging to first and national pride, n = 18,190

Independent Dependent R Squared b t p
Politics group 0.002 -0.044 -6.457 0
Politics pride P s3s7E 0021 0983
Education group 0.012 0.183 15.135 0
Education pride 0.005 0.066 9.385 0
Town group 0.012 0.053 14.995 0
Town pride 0.001 -0.01 -4.72 0

Source: World Values Survey
B Not significant
I included analysis of the influence ofiseconomic status and human development
index to match my analysis in Chapter 3, and tgetpmy hypothesis that
modernization influences social values and the eorat development of a unifying
national identity. Table 4.3 reveals the resultsngfanalysis utilizing socioeconomic

status as an independent modernization varialhe ificrease in the importance of
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belonging to a group larger than locality is maima, but the explanatory power to
predict variation remains weak
Table 4.3 Regression Analysis of Independent Variab  le socioeconomic status on

Dependent National Identity Variables geographic group belonging to first and national
pride, n = 26,650

Independent Dependent R Squared b t P
Socioeconomic-status  Group 0.004 -0.081 -10.023 0
Socioeconomic-status  Pride 0 0.005 1.098 0.272

EH nNot significant Source: World Values Survey

The formula for determining human developimedex utilizes variations of highest
education attained and socioeconomic status. Hemv@&able 4.4 reveals that an
increase in human development index predicts adserin the importance of belonging
to a geographical group larger than locality, exjay nine point nine percent of the
variation.

Table 4.4 Regression Analysis of Independent Variab  le Human

Development Index on Dependent National Identity Variables  geographical
group belonging to first and national pride, n =18

Independent Dependent R Squared b t p
HDI group 0.199 0.112 2.286 0.036
HDI pride 0| 0.041 0.889 0.387

Source: World Values Survey

B Not significant

Analysis of the relationship between inse=ain modernization and national pride
revealed a continuation of the strong differentiatbetween macro and micro level

analysis. Micro level analysis again revealedghér percentage of significant
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relationships. Significant relationships at thecrodevel were substantially stronger.
The relationship between following politics in thews and national pride was revealed
to be significant at the macro level but non-sigaift at the micro level. | believe that
the existing differentiation between macro and miewel analysis of national identity,
like that of social change in Chapter 3, reveads tomparisons of national rates obscure

the influence of modernization on an individualdev



CHAPTER 5

THE INFLUENCE OF MODERNIZATION IN MULTICULTURAL COWTRIES
THAT WERE SUBJUGATED TO COLONIALISM

The reality of social conflict between aulal forces and indigenous cultures needs
no explanation. By definition, however, colonialisometimes included settlers from a
ruling power, and sometimes it did not. The subjian of foreign societies by colonial
powers was not an exercise of force over formadtyngd foreign nation-states. Rather,
it was an exercise of force over various indigensaseties. Thus, under the direction of
colonial powers, formally defined nation-states evereated from widely varying
combinations of settlers and indigenous societies.

One hundred thirty three of the one hundmaenty fivé countries ranked by the
United Nation2006 Human Development Reparérecognized as having been
subjected to colonialism under France, PortugaaGBritain, Spain, the Soviet Union,
Belgium, and the Netherlands. Of these one hunttietsf three countries, one hundred
three consist of more than one ethnic group. TH&@enous status of the ethnic groups

in these multicultural countries is differentiatesifollows:

* Twenty countries consist of multiple ethnic groupgh no indigenous ethnic

groups remaining

'See Appendix | for complete list of countries irbkal: The Influence of Colonialism on Multiculalr
Countries. Occupied Palestinian Territories anddddang not included due to absence of overall
comparable data. In addition, | only considerduhietgroups that either make up approximately ten
percent of a country’s overall population or tencgat of a country’s largest ethnic group.

56
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» Twenty nine countries consist of one indigenousietgroup and one or more
other ethnic groups

» Fifty four countries consist of more than one iratigus ethnic group

One hundred three of the one hundred sgVimet countries ranked in tHi2006
Human Development Reparte multicultural nation-states that were previpusl
subjected to colonialism. Thus, if opposing cdileeconsciousnesses react to each other
vigorously, and the ethnic groups that populateticwltural countries previously
subjected to colonialism were united under coerdioa potential for conflict in these
nation-states must be taken into account. Formuhese circumstances, the potential for
the development of a unifying collective identibyat supercedes all other pre-existing
collective identities becomes greatly restricted.

The importance of local histories in a noultural setting did not go unnoticed by
Lerner. He believed that a complication of Midelast modernization would be the
presence of a strong ethnocentrism, which coulddserved politically in strong
nationalism and psychologically in an equally sgraenophobia. A hatred resulting
from past colonialism was being manifested in #jeation of everything foreign. For
example, modern institutions were strongly desivaule modern ideologies were not.
(Lerner 1958, pg. 47)

Regardless of whether solidarity is a poad religious doctrine or a shared
dependency, Durkheim emphasized that threats ttmagsconsciousness will be reacted
to vigorously. The greatest cause to invoke suaation is an opposing state of

collective consciousness. (Durkheim 1893/196453) He added that people need
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peace only when they are already bound by sodabilihus, for people to acknowledge
the rights of others they must first have establis liking of one another. (Durkheim
1893/1964, pgs. 76-77)

In the preface tbhe Passing of Traditional Sociesix years after publication,
Lerner stressed that “people problems” were impgpthe success of modernization.
There was a strong sense of ethnocentrism in Amefareign aid, but of greater impact
was the ethnocentrism that existed among develgpeogles. Indonesians were dealing
cruelly with Eurasians, while Turks and Greeks geghin conflict. There was the
ethnocentric “Egyptianization” of minorities in Hglyand the acts of East Africans
against Indians. (Lerner 1958)

Lerner believed “people problems” stemnrednifthe inability of many to conceive
that it was only coincidence Westernization and enotation appeared to be the same.
Instead, North Atlantic nations were the first tvdlop the social processes of
urbanization, industrialization, popular participat and secularization. It was here that
a state of mind focusing on progress, growth, aedability to adapt to change came to
prevail. Lerner stressed that the presumed tiegdam Westernization and the process of
modernization must be broken for modernizationftectively function.

The importance of national identity re-egest with the focus on ethnicity and
nationalism in sociological theory in the late 18980 the early 1990s with the fall of the
Soviet Union. In particular, the separation of €reslovakia and Yugoslavia
respectively into two separate, independent, homagg nations altered the view that

modernization would universally homogenize multictal populations.
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Several research projects adopted thispespective, including those of Jeffrey
Alexander, Jim Sidanius et al, Craig Calhoun, Timd®hillips, Liah Greenfield.

Jeffrey Alexander examined the influencetbiicity on national identity formation
in a multicultural setting. In his paper, “Theang the Modes of Incorporation:
Assimilation, Hyphenation, and Multiculturalism ¥arieties of Civil Participation,” he
begins by highlighting Peter Adler’s (1974) defioit of the “multicultural man.” Adler
described the multicultural man as having the demid ability to put himself in the
shoes of others in a nonjudgmental fashion. Hxbis to display major shifts in his
frame of reference, giving little credence to amgd social character. Alexander adds
that fifteen years later, feminist scholar Cathe@timpson (1992) defined multicultural
as society characterized by “equally valuable lstirttt racial and ethnic groups.” In a
comparison of the different multicultural themesexander noted that a shift had taken
place from relativistic universalism to a protenigm aimed at cultural uniqueness.
Arthur Schlesinger assertedTihe Disuniting of Americthat this new radical
multicultural activism was destructive and reinvigiing ancient antagonisms.

Alexander points to Iris Marion Younglastice and the Politics of Differenas the
key theoretical piece on radical multiculturalis®he stated that a “good” society allows
for the reproduction of cultural differences in #igsence of oppression. Such a system
based on group differentiation was believed byaadnulticulturalists to serve the moral
function of establishing and maintaining sociaidgadity. Alexander found it highly
unlikely though that such a system would benefitanity groups that have been pushed

to the fringes of society by dominant groups.
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In order to better depict his own view oulticultural solidarity, Alexander
believed it was necessary to move from concepésddciety and common values to the
concept of a “civil sphere.” He characterized ¢hal sphere as being organized upon a
distinct social solidarity built upon autonomousdiinduals acting for themselves while
maintaining a sense of obligation to others ocaugyhe same social sphere. There also
exist non-civil spheres such as the family, ecomognoups, geographically isolated
communities, and religious groups in which socialdrchies are not always based on
fairness and civil respect. These private sphaoasot simply exist outside the civil
sphere but rather penetrate it and seek to infli@ncrhis is apparent as the status of
women within the family has transferred into ingibnalized inequality in society.

Civil spheres are also influenced by thenigration, revolutions, and conquests
they are historically founded upon. The “foundevgparticular societies are
characterized by distinctive qualities such agjreh, language, and race, and only those
sharing these “primordial” qualities are perceivede qualified to occupy a particular
society’s civil sphere. This observation led Aledar to ask the following questions:

1. Is the civil sphere of a particularioatstate truly autonomous? Or, is the
nation’s civil sphere so attached to primordiaidfsithat the civil sphere only serves as a
legitimization of them?

2. How should the identities of outsidieesconceived of in relation to a society’s
civil sphere? Should they be considered decaetfilionest, irrational or rational?

Alexander goes on to differentiate threstidct means under which societies have
historically answered these questions regardingxipansion and maintenance of the

civil sphere: assimilation, ethnic hyphenation Jtoulturalism.
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Assimilation allows outside members to jggate in the civil sphere only if they
completely shed their primordial identities. Assation can only take place to the extent
to which channels are present to facilitate thegse through education, interaction, and
mass media. Education does not refer to abstteitigs of rationality but rather the
civic education of learning how to display civilmpetence.

Societies with less autonomous civic sphenay further tighten their primordial
gualifications for participation in the civic spleervhen faced with the threat of outsiders.
Rather than becoming assimilated, the outside gasspmes a hyphenated position in
society. They are no longer referred to by the gyoup as foreign but rather by their
ethnicity. Ethnic hyphenation may eventually l¢adjreater participation by the outside
group in the civic sphere through increased numbkfisendships and intermarriages.

Alexander asserts that a third means arparation has developed recently in
democratic societies, multiculturalism. Multicutilism emphasizes universalism in the
civic sphere. Individual differences are celelaas more and more members of society
come to have increasingly common experiences. dpess up the possibility for
understanding as well as acceptance. Nationahodgcriminated genders, minority
religions, race, and minority languages becomdegineted as accepted qualities of
civility.

In “The Interface between Ethnic and National Attment: Ethnic Pluralism or
Ethnic Dominance,” Jim Sidanius et al begin by hagjtting the absence of empirical
research, contrasting attachment to the natioe-stadl attachment to one’s ethnic group.
They suggest that there are three perspectivesiilgat be used: the melting pot,

multicultural pluralism, and “group dominance.”
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With the melting pot perspective, one asssithat the degree of attachment to the
nation should be approximately the same for alhietgroups and that attachment to the
nation should be independent of all ethnic partideim. The argument is that the more
loyalty one has to their ethnic subgroup, the legalty they have for the nation.

Multiculturalism replaces the melting pog¢tayphor with the “salad bowl.” This
perspective implies that ethnic subgroups mairttegr particularities rather than
adopting any standard of universal ethnicity. \Mlbgroups are considered equals in
society. Individuals may maintain a dual commitirterboth ethnic particularities and
the national community. Like the melting pot pe&siove, multiculturalism implies the
same degree of attachment to the nation acrosshalic subgroups. Differing from the
melting pot perspective, multiculturalism impliést loyalty to one’s subgroup does not
lessen loyalty for the nation.

Followers of the group dominance perspecsise multicultural states developing as
a direct result of the conquest of one group byttero The conquering group perceives
itself as having ownership of the nation. Thus rbers of the dominant group would
have a stronger attachment to the nation than woelshbers of subordinate groups.

What the followers of group dominance pecsiwe do not address is the influence
modernization does or does not have on ownershilpeofiation. Supporters of
modernization theory would argue that the evolutbparticipation by non-dominant
groups would coincide with an increased sense ofeoship.

Sidanius et al conducted a group domingecspective study of ethnic and national
attachment in both Israel and the United StatdgeyTistinguished two different types of

national attachment: nationalism and patriotisthe former rests upon the desire for
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dominance of one’s nation over others. The latbercerns love for a country and its
symbols.

The U.S. sample consisted of a stratif@tiom sample of eight hundred twenty
three UCLA undergraduate students. The samplengérwas a list of all registered
students stratified into four ethnic groups: whjteatinos, blacks, and Asians. Students
were then randomly selected from each group. Hngcpants were given a
guestionnaire to determine attitudes concerningnal attachment, group attachment,
and group dominance. Borrowing from Kosterman e@shbach’s national attitudes
instrument (1989), they constructed a twenty oem iscale to gauge national attachment.
The scale ranged from one to seven, from stronigggiee (1) to strongly agree (7). The

guestions broke down as shown below:

National Attachment Scale

1. The more the United States actively influencestbentries, the better off these
countries will be.

2. To maintain our country’s superiority, war is sommegds necessary.

For the most part, America is no more superior goayother industrialized

country in the world.

To maintain our country’s economic superiority, aggive economic policies are

sometimes necessary.

The USA shouldhot dominate other countries.

In general, Americans are wonderful people.

| feel very warmly toward my countrymen.

| do not care for most other Americans.

Most other Americans are not worth caring about.

10 Every time | hear the national anthem, | feel sgigmmoved.

11.1find the sight of the American flag very moving.

12.The American flag shouldot be treated as a sacred object.

13.The symbols of the United States (e.g., the flagskhgton Monument) do not
move me one way or the other.

14.1 would really not want to move to another country.

15.1 have warm feelings for the place where | grew up.

16.1 feel no differently about the place where | gnewthan any other place.

»

©ooNOO
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17.1 would be willing to leave the United States faog.

18.1 have great love for my country.

19.1 am proud to be an American.

20.There is nothing particularly wonderful about Ancan culture.
21.1 don’t feel much affection for the United States.

Questions N&bles

10, 11, 12, 13, 18,19, 20, and 21Patriotism

1,2, 3,4,and 5 - Nationalism

14, 15, 16, and 17 - Attachment to place
6,7,8, and 9 - Concern for co-nationals

Five different measures were used to gatigeic group attachment. All used a
seven-point Likert Scale. The first variable viagroup identification Four items were
used to measure in-group identification. Thesestjoies directly followed a question
asking respondents to identify their ethnic catggor

1. How strongly do you feel about other members ofrygitinic group?
2. How important is your ethnicity to your identity?

3. How often do you think of yourself as a member afiryethnic group?
4. How close do you feel to other members of your ietgroup?

Group boundary maintenanegas measured by the degree to which respondents
opposed interracial marriage and interracial dating

In-group preferenceneasured the positive response subjects haditmthe ethnic
group in comparison to other ethnic groups. Adjp@ndents were asked how negatively

or positively they felt toward each ethnic group.
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In-group mobilization measured the degreehich respondents would take political
action on behalf of their own ethnic group. Thesfion asked: “How seriously would

you consider engaging in the following activitieslmehalf of your ethnic group?”

1. Join an ethnic community activist organization.

2. Take part in demonstrations.

3. Willingly sign petitions.

4. Write letters to government officials.

5. Actively gather public support via telephone or damdoor solicitations.
6. Physically engage police/government authorities.

7. Civil disobedience.

Experienced discriminatiowas measured by responses to the following twetoures:

1. “lI experience discrimination because of my ethgitit

2. “Other members of my ethnic group experience disicration.”

Social dominance orientatiamsed a sixteen item measurement to gauge to what
degree someone favors group hierarchies withirceetso

The second sample involved a non-probglstiidy of eight hundred ninety two
Israeli and Arab students from Hebrew Universitgifel University, Bar-Dan University,
and the Technion University. Questionnaires werdlar but shorter versions of those
received by their UCLA counterparts.

A third sample was based on a non-proliglsimple of Americans conducted by

the Center for Political Studies at the Institude $ocial Research at the University of



66

Michigan for the 1992 National Election Study (NES)wo thousand four hundred

eighty five respondents were randomly selected.

1724 whites
166 Latinos

278 blacks

The NES consisted of two patriotism questions.

1. “When you see the American flag flying, does it malou feel extremely good,
very good, somewhat good, or not very good?”
2. “How strong is your love for your country, extremskrong, very strong,

somewhat strong, or not very strong?”

In-group effectvas measured by a cold/warm NES thermometer rafinge’s ethnic in-
group. In-group preferencevas determined as it had been for the two stuskenple
groups, comparing positive and negative views @& ®own ethnic group to other ethnic

groups.

- The evaluation of the American students revealatEuro-Americans
scored the highest in both patriotism and natienali African Americans
displayed far less patriotism than any other grauna, Latino Americans
registered far less nationalism than any othergrou

- Israeli Arabs were significantly less patriotic amationalistic than Israeli

Jews. For Israeli Jews, ethnic group preferenagcimed with high rates
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of patriotism. On the contrary, for Israeli Arabs;reased patriotism was
linked to decreases in ethnic group preference.

- For Euro-Americans, a strong desire for group haias in society
coincided with high levels of patriotism. For Afan-Americans, high
levels of patriotism were linked to a desire foeaper equality among

groups in society.

The results of the group dominance stughpstted the belief that the conquesting
population, Euro-American in the U.S., would have highest degree of patriotism.
Israeli Jews, in turn, were more patriotic thamédrArabs. They added that patriotism
increased for Israeli Arabs as ethnic group prefegedecreased and that patriotism
increased for African-Americans with the perceptdigreater equality. The latter two
indicators are synonymous with modernization. 8wgng sense of patriotism in
response to a decrease in ethnic group prefersrarguiably a direct result of
Durkheim’s division of labor. An increase in patism as a result of greater equality
arguably reflects what Lerner would characterizarasxtension of participant society.

The results of the Sidanius study, howewvespme ways are contradicted by the
data presented in Table 4 (pg. 48). As an exaripte|d Values Survey data for
Kyrgyzstan revealed that forty six point two percefithe Kyrgyz population claimed
geographical membership to the country first asospd to the twenty eight point six
percent who selected locality. In the United Stat®re respondents selected locality
first. WVS results also reveal that eighty tworgdour percent of Israeli respondents

indicate they have strong national pride compaoegighty two point two percent of
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Kyrgyz respondents. A very strong likeness bulikerthe United States and Israel, the
conguering population of the former Soviet RepubfiKyrgyzstan only makes up
twelve point five percent of the population.

Calhoun explained in “Nationalism and Etyi’ that any doubts about the link
between ethnicity and nationalism should have lokgpelled by the violence in what
was formerly Yugoslavia. The events that trangpineYugoslavia were a direct result
of the communist government’s policy of drawingistitnes cross-cutting historical
ethnic residential patterns. Ethnic conflicts #mel potential for nationalism have not
disappeared, yet the nation-state remains the &iyed of legitimate political
communities. Calhoun asks, like Hannon and Heclgerationalism a continuation of
historical ethnic patterns, or is it a product afdarn times?

He argues that nationalism is indeed a mogkeenomenon and highlights possible

originating moments in history.

1. Seventeenth century British struggle against mdnarc
2. Eighteenth century struggles against colonialisnNbw World elites
3. 1789 French Revolution

4. Reactions by Germans to that revolution, sparke@&yman disunity

Calhoun traces the origin of the word raicsm to the German philosopher Herder
(Berlin, 1976) and the Frenchman Abbe Barruel (@By1988) less than two hundred
years ago. Nationalism became the basis of madaims for political independence
and autonomy, which raises yet two more questidasiationhood a political right for all

ethnic groups? Or, is nationhood merely a meansablycular elites to influence control
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over masses for the sake of power? Nationhoofiesall not just a localized effort at
self-determination but an attempt to declare centights within a modern world-system.

Calhoun details C. Tilly’s (1990) compansaf the nation-state to empires, city
states, and other previous formations. Tilly higfmed the nation-state’s centralized
power, the ability to mobilize rural populationsdahe existence worldwide of other
nation-states. Tilly distinguishes the nationefabm the national state as a group
sharing language, religion, and symbolic identitidgtional states on the contrary are
national on the basis of their organization of éapppulations and land areas for the sake
of warfare or economic development.

Over time, as European states investedlitarg ventures, public services, and
economic development, national economies becanyedviéerent, and the daily routines
of Europeans began to be determined more thanbgwshat national state they resided
in. Among other implementations, national stategased national education systems,
national military service, and a national language.national state building progressed,
early forms of intra-national nationalism were vezhas instances of undesirable
remnants from the past that would universally tfams into patriotism in the long run.
Hence modernization theory stated that outlyingoreg of national states would become
homogenized via participation in the core sociatesm.

Calhoun includes Gidden’s (1984) distinatibat nationalism is a byproduct of the
original European national states more so thamtiggnal European national states were
instances of nationalism. National states aresaltref the rise of states and the capitalist
world system. Giddens characterizes a “natiorclearly defined territory with a

centralized administration that is monitored byesthations. The link between ethnicity
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and nationalism is more or less coincidental. Jta¢e defines nationhood, and
primordial ethnicities are adapted to those bouedair adapted to serve as the basis for
the formation of new states. Such instances adbmalism are rooted in the desire for
power rather than ethnic solidarity.

Calhoun also adds Gellner’s (1983) obsemahat not only is nationalism a
modern phenomenon, but that nationalism does hotipwn primordial ethnic ties.
Rather, nationalism may result from the developnoéat new social group more suitable
for the time that uses largely forgotten primordies as a catalyst. Nationalism arises
from the efforts of cultural elites searching fastbry that may not have political
intentions. Once out there, nationalist claimsooee political fodder for any number of
social groups.

My analysis of national identity in Chap#edid not include a variable for
nationalism. Sidanius et al characterized natismahs the belief that one’s nation is
superior to others. Calhoun refers to nationabsnthe seeking out of power or
independence by a social group. In this chaptal bdd the dependent variable
willingness to fight for country to my analysisas indicator of nationalism.

In “Symbolic Boundaries and National Idéntn Australia,” Timothy Phillips
asserts that the study of national symbolic bouedanvolves the process with which
citizens exclude others from the national communitize national community consists
of institutions and social practices within a pautar civil society. Civil society is the
sphere of social interactions reliant upon mord#yined social solidarity. A common
theme of these cultural patterns is symbolic cods;h separate the social world into

those who are friends and those who are enemigsnds and enemies may exist both
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Friend Enemy

Internal Middle class, Working Greenies, Feminists

class, Aussies, Christians,

Australia
External Americans, Great Britain, | Japan, Soviet Union,
USA, South Africa Indonesia, China

Figure 2: Symbolic Boundaries Typology

internationally (external) and intra-nationallytémal).

Phillips adds that Australia has its owmue system of symbolic codes that
distinguish the Australian from the un-Australiafhese codes can be found in popular
literature, newspapers, tourism, television, anetcituals. Analyzing these resources
reveals that Communist and Southeast Asian cosrttage historically been
characterized as enemies while Great Britain andadtonial branches were considered
friends. Internally groups like feminists were t@d as enemies while the middle class
and working class were considered friends. Fentsimepresent a challenge to orthodox
national boundaries by a previously excluded samalip. As globalization challenges
national boundaries, internal boundaries are chgd#ld by social movements produced
within civil society.

What then are the sources that maintaachthents to orthodox views of the
national community? Phillips suggests “socio-derapgic location, political
orientation, and exposure to civil discourse.”sFthere is the expectation that older

Australians should be more socially bound to orthoslymbolic boundaries than the



72

young. This is easily explicable via the differentlective memories held by different
age groups. One such variation would be the rotgender in society, particularly
women. Phillips takes into account Nira Yuval-Bawiview of women being the key
transmitters of social cuisine, customs, songs,cuedall traditions across generations.
From this perspective, he suggests that gendesignéicant variable to be understood
when considering variations in the commitment th@dox national boundaries.

The role of religion is also significanthis is because institutionalized religion is
built upon symbolic boundaries of the family andneounity. In addition, Phillips states
that education has been shown by research to delads orthodox, more liberal views
and that race and ethnicity are very importan#fostralian attitudes.

Discourse over national identity can alseddund in party politics. Both groups
favor orthodox views of national identity, but thes differentiation in regard to
Aboriginal land claims. In turn, discourses of tight seek a return to traditional
definitions of orthodox symbolic boundaries

Individual conceptions of Australian na@bmdentity are strongly influenced by
frequent exposure to mass media and personal swtiabrks. Mass media can be
expected to reproduce orthodox symbolic boundarid® propensity for challenging
orthodox symbolic boundaries can be gauged by ¢hsity of the social networks
individuals are located within. It follows theratithe number of hours of television
watched and the number of social networks willaeifthe orientation toward orthodox
national symbolic boundaries.

Phillips made the following three hypothesegarding the social determinants and

expected consequences of Australian conceptionatadnal symbolic boundaries:



73

1. Australians’ feelings toward different intra-natadrsocial groups and other
nations can be gauged by personal judgments regaficends and enemies of
national boundaries. An individual who feels wayndward one intra-national
friendly group will feel warmly toward other groupbaracterized as being intra-
national friendly.

2. Socio-demographic, exposure to civil discourse, awidical orientation factors
will consistently dictate the same ideology regagdnational symbolic
boundaries. Older Australians will have differé&lings regarding intra-national
and international friends and enemies than youAgstralians.

3. Strong emotional attachment to orthodox symbolitonal boundaries will
produce corresponding opposition to multiculturaliand social groups

previously excluded by national boundaries.

Philips collected data from a sample sizéhee thousand twelve from a mixture of
urban and rural Australian areas. Personnel iress/were conducted in urban areas
with mail questionnaires used in rural areas. Mighigan Feeling Thermometer was
applied to fifteen social groups and nations. Ftbeninterval of one to one hundred,
respondents were asked to score their feelingsrtbgacial groups and nations. A score
of one hundred registers the warmest possiblerigelvhile a score of zero represents the
coolest. Additional items gauged respondents’ giew multiculturalism, the importance
of the Queen for Australia, and the money budgbtethe government for aborigines.
Lastly, measures of political orientation, expostareivil discourse, and socio-

demographics were developed.
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Phillips’ study revealed four findings regd to the analysis of symbolic national

boundaries:

1. Symbolic categories were shown to group togethéingernal friends,” “external

friends,” “internal enemies,” and “external eneniies

2. Australians who are older, less educated, stroragigious, right-wing oriented,
watch more television, pay little attention to piok, and identify very strongly
with their preferred party are more apt to hold@f@undly strong attachment to
orthodox symbolic national boundaries.

3. Women and rural Australians showed contradictoeyvei toward orthodox
symbolic national boundaries. Women showed morith” than men toward
internal friends and greater suspicion toward extleenemies. Rural Australians
were more likely than their urban counterpartsdabbe “kindly disposed” to
external friends. In turn, rural Australians werere likely to “feel coolly”
toward internal enemies.

4. Australians who showed stronger attachment to sjyimbational boundaries

were more likely to reject multiculturalism.

Phillips’ study emphasized the influenceagé and gender on national symbolic
boundaries. In this chapter | will control for thariables sex and year of birth to account
for the influence of these demographics.

In “The Babel of Europe? An Essay on Nekgand Communicative Spaces,”
Philip Schlesinger analyzes the European Unionvemat it means to the diverse

European cultural landscape. He begins his aficédly discussing the French and
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German opposition in 2003 to the United Statestamyliplans in Iraq. It was stressed by
Donald Rumsfeld that Europe was no longer thouflasd-rance and Germany. He
added that other European countries were not aligwith France and Germany but with
the United States. The fracturing of the EU ot®relationship with the U.S.
represented a very real challenge for EU unity, amtly was essential for the EU to
reach its goal of new levels of economic compeditess.

Another potential roadblock for the EU viaguistic barriers. In 2002, there were
already eleven different official languages spokathin the Union. An emphasis was
placed early on to maintain cultural diversity eatthan seeking homogeneity, thus
citizens of different countries were encourageddgoome skillful in multiple languages.
It also became known that one third of the Unioeady had command of English as a
second language. “Over ninety two percent of sgapnstudents in non-English
speaking countries were studying English.” (Chadgne, 2003) With the emerging
number of cross-national interactions multiplyiagsocial communication theory needed
to be adapted to address the influence of langusgge upon European collective
identities.

Schlesinger links social communication tiyesnd nationalism to the work of Karl
Deutsch fifty years prior (1953), and further trd¢e Otto Bauer one hundred years
earlier (1907). Bauer asserted that a modern daatiocration may be seen as a
“‘community of cultures.” He also viewed the natea social community engaged in
reciprocal social interactions, necessitating aeshi&|anguage. The community of

interaction or culture can only extend as far assitope of lingual communication. The
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boundaries created by language and culture mag sercatalysts for the strengthening
of a national group’s collective identity.

This idea is common in a number of notabéories of nationalism. Ernest Gellner
(1983) viewed culture as the mode of communicdiora particular community. This
system of communication becomes the necessary ofadenmunication for the nation-
state. Cultural boundaries become defined by xkenéto which national cultures are
diffused via education systems and the media.

Benedict Anderson (1991) asserted thatgulitanguages unify the national mode
of communication. Thus, via Gellner's educatiostsyn, individuals learn to read
printed language in books and newspapers. Forthetrists, the regular collective
consumption of media in a single national langu@eelops and serves as a catalyst for
a sense of collective belonging. Michael Billi@gb) adds that we live a state of
reciprocal assimilation of “symbolism and categatian.” He includes national
boundaries, domestic and foreign news, languatpess, fnational histories, and anthems.
National identity is constantly reproduced arousd 8ocial communication theorists
concur at some level or another that communicasamtegral in conceptualizing the
nation.

Schlesinger also recognized the moderrdiions of social communications
theory. Classical social communications theoryifad on interior national elements that
define who we are and the various social boundar@snd us. However, in this age of
the Internet, globalization, and satellite commatan, boundaries are inescapably being

penetrated regularly.
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In “The Formation of the Russian Natiorggritity: The Role of Status Insecurity
and Ressentiment,” Liah Greenfield defined natisnalas a style of thought as opposed
to the more often used reference to xenophobicigaliactivism. For her, nationalism
refers to a “people,” which is the source for indual identity and the basis for collective
identity. The “people” is the mass of the popwatwhich is considered larger than a
community, mostly homogenous, and only symbolicdilyded by class and status.
“People” and “nation” became synonymous in modemes. In the early sixteenth
century, “nation” referred to an elite group of regentatives while the “people” were
merely considered rabble. When England beganriedeto the entire population as a
“nation”, the “people” willingly identified themseés with an elite few they previously
had no association with.

Greenfield points to England as the fired anly nation in the world for about two
hundred years. With the dominant position Englaeld in the world, along with the
other Western core states, nationality becametémelard. As the Western influence
spread, societies belonging to the Western so@gsiém had no choice but to become
nations. The spread of nations and the developoferdtional identities during the
eighteenth century were no longer cases of origiredtion but rather the
implementation of a foreign idea.

The adoption of national identity must h&vael something of benefit for influential
members of society to support such an overall chamgdentity structure. Greenfield
points to social anomie caused by the influencagés in reality were having upon
traditional modes of social order. Very often #momie was reflected in “status

inconsistency and insecurity.”
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As indigenous groups focused on the adopifamported systems, they were often
faced with models that were perceived to be supefithe method of contact often
emphasized that superiority and the reaction weshafne of “ressentiment.” The
“ressentiment” resulted in the “transvaluation afues” of the models being copied. The
ideas being copied were adapted to the specienat characteristics of the country.
Variances in national identity and consciousnesg/drom this transvaluation of values.
The primary purpose of Liah Greenfield’s paper veastudy the influence of status
insecurity and ressentiment on the developmenatbnal identity in Russia.

As Greenfield analyzes the Russian trassiido statehood, she distinguishes the
nobility as the first Russian nationalists. A€atpts were made to copy the European
model, the nobility expanded as the military andl gervice establishments grew.
Members of the aristocracy felt threatened. Thaneaof Russian nationalism and its
dependency on the West created a sense of ingethaitwas ultimately soothed by
ressentiment. To overcome the sense of inferidtigy next step for Russia in developing
a sense of national consciousness was to preseattthinment of equality with the West
as undesirable. The new goal for Russian developmas to surpass the inferior West.
Greenfield identifies ressentiment of the Westhasmost important factor in the
crystallization of a Russian national consciousné&dse goes as far as to say there would
have been no Russian national consciousness witheWest.

Quotes like Lenin’s “The capitalists widllsus the rope with which we will hang
them” support Greenfield’s assertions about Russ#éional consciousness. | observed

firsthand the same impact on the Russian educatawhine. Consider the following
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reading exercise from the grade 9 English Langtextpook used by the school | taught

at in the former Soviet Republic of Kyrgyzstan (©stky, B.S, A.P Starkov 1985).

New York has a populatien of over eight million people. In
New York City, there are representatives 4 of nearly all the world’s
national groups, and when you walk in the streets and avenues of
Manhatten you can hear practically every language in the world.
In the city of New York alone, there are more than one million
Negroes. They mostly live in Harlem, the poorest district of New
York.

Early in themorning, factory workers, dockers and builders go
to work. Work is going on under the ground, on the ground and
high above the ground on the walls of the sky-scrapers; every
morning men clean the windows of these great buildings.

By eight o’clock in the morning, the New York streets are
crowded with clerks and office employees.? When they start their
work, there is nobody in the streets, only those who have no work, _
no future.

It is not easy to find work in New York. A man in need takes
up any job he finds, even the most badly paid one. But very
many New Yorkers have no work at all. A

New York’s harbour is the finest and largest in the world.
Every year a great number of big ships from all countries come
up to the docks. New Yorkers helped to build twelve railroads
which carry goods and people to and from all parts of the
country. In this way they made New York one of the greatest
ports in the world.

When more business offices were needed, sky-scrapers were
built. When better communications were needed, bridges, sub-
ways and roads were built. When planes became an important of
the public transport system, great airports were built. But the
federal government in Washington does little to help New York
to solve its many problems. While millions and millions of dol-
lars are spent on military needs, there is no money for public -
services, for housing. Many apartment houses ? in New York are
old, the rooms are small and dark. In summer these houses are
very hot, in winter they are often cold. Living conditions in such
apartment houses are very bad. There is no place for children to
play.

When Maxim Gorky visited New York in 1906, he called it
the City of the Yellow Devil, the city of gold. The Yellow Dey- -
il, the power ® of money, enslaves ® the people of America today
as it did in Gorky’s time.

Figure 3: New York

The Case for Modernization and National Identity inMulticultural Countries
Formerly Subjugated to Colonialism

Fifty nine percent of the one hundred seventy é@entries included in the United

Nations2006 Human Development Reparé multicultural countries that were
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subjugated to colonialism. Lerner emphasizedhh&id of past colonialism developed
into a hatred for everything foreign, which ledetcommon misconception that
modernization and Westernization were one in tineesaSeventy two percent of these
multicultural countries consist of one or more ra@nmg indigenous groups. Durkheim
stressed that opposing states of collective consoess would react in opposition to each
other vigorously.

Alexander’s work revealed that three défarstates of multicultural co-existence
may evolve within multicultural nation states. As#ation coincides with the efforts of
colonialism in contrast to multiculturalism, whielows for cultural differences in the
absence of oppression. Hyphenation exists wheitt@aral is not assimilated but cultural
differences are not promoted by the dominant celtligach multicultural nation has a
civic sphere within which members of each cultgr@up regularly interact. In a
multicultural society based on multiculturalismrtpapation in the civic sphere requires
a shared national consciousness. However, sdei@utside the civic sphere is not
required to reproduce that shared national consniess.

The work of Sidanius et al reveals a sindfinition of multiculturalism.

However, they also introduce a melting pot perspedhat requires complete and equal
loyalty of all ethnic groups to the nation. Inriuthey add a group dominance
perspective that describes countries that wereddynsubjugated to colonialism and
have a dominant immigrant group from the colon@hpr. Group dominance
perspective asserts that the dominant group wilhgs have a stronger attachment to the

nation state than the colonized minority.



81

Timothy Phillips analysis of national idiyin Australia revealed the importance of
symbolic boundaries. Symbolic boundaries are detexd by the amount of time spent
watching television and the number of social neks@n individual has. Symbolic
boundaries are also defined by a shared percegptioational enemy.

Liah Greenfield’s research highlighted tbke the shared perception of a national
enemy supported the development of the Russiaan@tconsciousness. During the
peak of Soviet expansion, modernization broughtsimsculture to the borders of China
and Eastern Europe via education and mass media sdparation of Czechoslovakia
and Yugoslavia following the collapse of the Sowetion, however, was a defining
moment in history that altered the view that mods&inon would universally
homogenize multicultural populations.

A renewed focus on national identity antdaralism has emerged with the
development of the European Union. On an inteonatilevel, creation of the European
Union has no doubt resulted in ressentiment amosmglver state populations.
Relinquishing control over the German Deutschmaik Brench Franc for the shared
Euro would have been impossible historically withthe threat of military might.
However, the prospect for substantial benefitsggiinom a stronger shared economy
trumped historical conflicts. Created as an efforgain greater economic influence in
the world system, the creation of the European bbi@ught the focus on national
identity, ethnicity, and nationalism back to therteoof the first nation-states.

The development of the European Union &edadoption of the Euro counter
previous examples of modernization. Modernizatesulting in the creation of an

exclusive shared economy between multiple regi@sshiistorically been defined by war
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and conflict. However, the European Union, withticalar emphasis on member states
that share the Euro and the goal of adopting eesheronomy, could be compared on a
number of levels to a developing multicultural pati

My analysis in this chapter will controkfo

[EEN

. Multicultural countries that were colonized and Basne or more remaining
indigenous groups

2. Multicultural countries that were colonized and kazero remaining indigenous
groups

3. Multicultural countries that were not colonized amalve one or more remaining
indigenous groups

4. Countries that were colonized and are not multural

5. Countries that were not colonized and are not raultural

| believe that contrasting attachment rhtion-state with attachment to one’s
ethnic group will add to the existing body of enngat research.

My analysis in this chapter will rely onawdifferent study samples to account for
the addition of the dependent variable willingnesBght for in my analysis of national
identity. | first relied on the original study spha of 18,190 for my analysis of the
control groupings listed above. | then cleanedn@pdata to account for the deletion of
cases due to absence of data for willingness td,fr@gducing the original study sample
of 18,190 by 1348 to 16,842. None of the eightsmmtries were excluded. Analysis
utilizing the new study sample focused solely anitifluence of modernization on

national identity, controlling for the independeatiables age and gender. | believe that
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expanding my analysis to incorporate the indicastmsssed by Sidanius, Calhoun and
Phillips will add to the importance of my analyfs future research efforts.

Table 5 lists the distribution of meansdowtrol group. | also ranked each
dependent variable case relative to the higheshrfteaeach variable, one representing
the highest expected influence of modernizatiod, fare representing the lowest. The
Multicultural, colonized countries with at leasteoremaining indigenous had the lowest
overall score for national identity. Controllingrfnot colonized, not multicultural
resulted in the largest mean for following politinghe news, the lowest mean for
importance of religion and the highest mean fotifiability of homosexuality. It should
be noted that this control also had the lowest méanhighest education attained and
size of town. Respondents from colonized multimalk countries with zero remaining
indigenous groups had the highest means for higitksgtation attained and size of town,
and the highest means for overall happiness andriianpce of free choice. Controlling
for colonized multicultural countries with one opra remaining indigenous groups
produced the lowest average modernization scofeuoffor each social change variable,
and four point five for each national identity \adsle.

The variation of ranking of independenti@ales by control grouping depicted in
Table 4 was not as substantial. | believe thatable of gross differentiation in ranking
of independent variables indicates an alternatalditional cause from modernization for
the differentiation among dependent variablesoniducted bivariate regression analysis

controlling for each group to help ascertain addil cause or causes.
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Before beginning the bivariate stage ofanglysis on controlled groupings, | first
introduce each control group with a brief overvieiwespective countries’ histories with
the purpose of highlighting the balance of powejeation, and/or assimilation.
Modernization in Multicultural Countries that were Colonized and have One or
More Remaining Indigenous Groups

The countries included in this control group aréaBss, India, Kyrgyzstan,
Lithuania, and Mexico. Belarus, Kyrgyzstan, anthuania all gained independence
from the Soviet Union in 1991. Mexico, colonized®pain, was first declared a republic
in 1823. The secular Union of India was partitidofie@m British India in 1947.

Signs of settlements existing in the Bedaregion date back more than thirty five
thousand years ago. Minsk, the capital of Belamas founded in 1067. For centuries
the area was subject to Poles, Lithuanians, andigwus The Belarus region became part
of the Russian Empire in 1794. Belarusian peopjeyed a brief period of
independence at the end of World War | before beogma part of the USSR in 1922.
Soviet collective farming resulted in famine. Gamoccupation during World War Ii
resulted in the death of over two million peopléhree quarters of the Chernobyl fallout
covers southeastern Belarus. Today the populafi@&elarus is eighty one percent
Belarusian and eleven percent Russian. Polish malkefour percent minority.

Indian civilization is recognized as ondlg oldest in the world. Aryan tribes
invaded in approximately 1500 B.C., bringing an émthdus civilization. The caste
system was introduced in the tenth century B.CddBism was founded and began to

spread in India in 500 B.C. The first Muslim engpivas established in India in the
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twelfth century. The Portuguese began to establisbastal presence in the sixteenth
century, and in 1612 the British East India Compdefeated the Portuguese and took
over their trading privileges. A rivalry for controver India grew between England and
France in the eighteenth century. By the end @filghteenth century the East India
Company held control over India. At the turn of tiventieth century nationalism began
to grow in India and tensions were increasing betwduslims and Hindus. Mahatma
Gandhi launched his program of civil disobedienc&930. When the British withdrew
in 1947, East and West Pakistan were establisimetla became a democratic republic in
1950. India’s population today is seventy two patdndo-Aryan and twenty five
percent Dravidian.

Chinese written records indicate the fqgpearance of Kyrgyz civilization about
four thousand years ago. Four wars were lostedJtbek between 1845 and 1873.
Failed struggles against the Uzbek increased sftorgain Russian protection. Russian
forces conquered the Uzbek Khanate in 1876 andmiithe years all Kyrgyzstan had
become a part of Russia. The last decades ofitlieéeenth century were a time of high
levels of Russian and Ukrainian migration to namhi€yrgyzstan. Indigenous groups
were the target of forced labor and taxation. RodSoviet collectivization there were no
Kyrgyz villages per say, only nomadic settlemehtt may have included structures
belonging to more than one closely related familine Kyrgyzstan population today is
sixty five percent Kyrgyz, fourteen percent UzbaRkg thirteen percent Russian.

Lithuania, under the leadership of Gedyrhegame organized as a nation at the end
of the thirteenth century. Lithuanian was paraahared commonwealth with Poland for

two hundred years before coming under the rulezafist Russia. Lithuania enjoyed a
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brief period of independence following World Wabgfore being occupied by Nazi
Germany during World War 1l. Following World Warlithuania came under the
dominion of the Soviet Union. Under Soviet occugrabver five hundred thousand
Lithuanians were shot, imprisoned, or exiled. u#hia today has a population that is
eighty three percent Lithuanian, seven percensRpénd six percent Russian.

Mexico was home to a series of advanceaindultures. Toltec civilization
supplanted Mayan, and the Aztec overcame the Tolfertez conquered the Aztecs
during the sixteenth century. A Mexican republigsvestablished in the nineteenth
century after three centuries of Spanish ruleomé point Mexican territory included
California and regions of the southwest United &tatFollowing the U.S.-Mexican war
(1846-1848), Mexico no longer claimed possessioangfland north of the Rio Grande.
Mexico was under French domination from 1863-186fe population of Mexico today
is sixty percent Mestizo, thirty percent Amerindiand nine percent white.

It should be noted that all of these caestachieved independence and/or became
self governing after the United States had doneTsuws, it may be argued that these
states have not experienced sufficient time to ldgva sustainable means of social
solidarity. However, it is the argument of thigppathat the impact of the ancient land
ties of the indigenous cultures in these countsggmramount. An opposing collective
consciousness will be reacted to vigorously. Tieression of colonialism results in a
strong ethnocentrism. Members of the dominantgneili have a stronger attachment to
the nation state than subgroups. Table 5.1 retlealsesults of my analysis of the
influence of modernization on social change initrad, individuality, and tolerance in

multicultural countries that were subjugated taoalism and have one or more
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Table 5.1 Regression Analysis of Independent Modern ization Variables

frequency following politics, education level, and size of town on Dependent
Social Change Variables importance of religion, belief scientific advances help,

basic attitude about defending society, overall happiness, belief free choice
impacts life, and belief homosexuality is justifiable and Dependent National

Identity Variables geographic group belonging to first and national pride

for Multicultural Colonized Countries
with at least One Remaining Indigenous Group, n=4  ,027

Independent Dependent R Squared b t p
politics religion 0.001 -0.032  -2.601 0.009
politics science 0.001 0.025 2.325 0.02
politics attitude PG 0009 1.259 0.208
politics group 0.003 -0.06 -3.741 0
politics happy PG 0017  0.029 0.062
politics choice 0.009 -0.202  -6.204 0
politics pride PG 0002 -0.183 0.854
politics justify 0.001 0.09 2.469 0.014
education religion 0.027 0.221  10.702 0
education science - 0.019 1.008 0.313
education attitude 0 0.038 0.969
education group 0.016 0.22 8.162 0
education happy PG 0.014  -0.939 0.348
education choice 0.003 0.205 3.69 0
education pride 0.004 0.075 4.178 0
education justify PeeeI o0.111 1.795 0.073
town religion 0.002 0.016 2.782 0.005
town science PG o001 1.869 0.062
town attitude 0.001 0.008 2.352 0.019
town group 0.02 0.067 9.042 0
town happy 0.007 -0.023 -5.37 0
town choice 0.007 0.084 5.539 0
town pride PGeeI 0009 175 0.08
town justify 0.024 0.168 10.038 0

Source: World Values Survey

B Not significant
remaining indigenous groups. Thirty three peraéihe relationships are not significant,
and the significant relationships are very weakuoDf the three modernization variables
have no relationship with opinion regarding scignfidvances, attitude to societal
change, happiness, or national pride. Countexpeaation, increases in following

politics in the news results in a decrease inflasility of homosexuality, and an
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increase in highest education attained predictsceaedse in national pride. However,

three of the significant relationships should b&edo

1) increases in modernization lead to aeBs® in the importance of religion

2) increases in modernization lead to arei@®e in the opinion that free choice and
control do influence how life turns out

3) increases in modernization lead to areiase in the importance of belonging to a

group larger than locality

Table 5.1a (see Appendix D) reveals thattlodernization model has a very weak
influence on social change and national identityaldes for this control group, with no
explanatory values exceeding 3.1 percent.

Modernization in Multicultural Countries that were Colonized and have Zero
Remaining Indigenous Groups

Canada, the United States, and Venezuela all represlonized countries in which
the indigenous populations were either eradicatetininished to the point of being
severely marginalized.

Europeans first sighted Canada at the étaedifteenth century. The French led
the way in settlements with the establishment ok Ifeance in 1663. Britain was in
control of New France one hundred years later afiétary victory. Canada did not
sever its last ties to Britain until 1982. The plgpion of Canada consists of twenty eight
percent British, twenty six percent mixed, twerltgee percent French, and fifteen

percent other European.
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Europeans were exploring the coast of 8&ogarly in the sixteenth century. The
first permanent English settlement was establishddé07. Britain recognized United
States independence with the Treaty of Paris i8174&e United States population is
eighty two percent white, thirteen percent blacld awelve percent Hispanic.

Venezuela was dominated by Spanish infladacmore than three centuries from
1499 until Simon Bolivar’s victory in 1821. Vene#a has had a democratically elected
government since 1959. The Venezuelan populasi@nixture of Spanish, Italian,
Portuguese, Arab, German, and African descent. ifdigenous Amerindian population
makes up less than one point five percent of thpaijadion.

| hypothesized that the non-indigenousustaf the ethnic groups in these countries
would lessen the impact of the influence of oppgsiallective consciousnesses and
negate the assertion that the oppression of coismiavill result in a strong
ethnocentrism. Members of the dominant group nilfikely have a stronger
attachment to the nation state than subgroupd,lmiteve the influence of
modernization will be greater on tradition, indivality, and tolerance.

Table 5.2 reveals the results of my analgéithe influence of modernization on
social change in tradition, individuality, and t@ace in multicultural countries that were
subjugated to colonialism and have zero remaimdggenous groups. Controlling for
zero remaining indigenous groups did not improeedkplanatory power of the
modernization variables. The modernization vadalitequency following politics and
size of town no longer have significant relatiopshwvith importance of religion or
importance of free choice. Counter to expectatmincrease in highest education

attained predicts a decrease in national prideaandcrease in the belief that society
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Table 5.2 Regression Analysis of Independent Moder  nization Variables
frequency following politics, education level, and size of town on Dependent
Social Change Variables importance of religion, belief scientific advances help,
basic attitude about defending society, overall happiness, belief free choice
impacts life, and belief homosexuality is justifiable and Dependent National
Identity Variables geographic group belonging to first and national pride

for Multicultural Colonized

Countries with Zero Remaining Indigenous Groups, n =3,720
Independent Dependent R Squared b t p
politics religion 00 o001 086 0387
politics science 0.002 0.026 2.587 0.01
politics attitude e o -0.02 0.984
politics group 0.003 -0.053 -3.41 0.001
politics happy - -0.004 -0.544 0.586
politics choice -0.021  -0.948 0.343
politics pride 0.003 0.024 3.746 0
politics justify 0.002 -0.113 -2.91 0.004
education religion 0.006 0.105 4.952 0
education science _ -0.019  -1.005 0.315
education attitude 0.003 -0.043  -3.628 0
education group 0.004 0.116 3.943 0
education happy PG 0.023  -1.653 0.098
education choice 0.002 0.124 2.899 0.004
education pride 0.003 0.042 3.455 0.001
education justify 0.045 0.964  13.325 0
town religion 0.004 0.575 0.565
town science 0.003 -0.021  -3.317 0.001
town attitude -0.005 -1.389 0.165
town group 0.009 0.056 5.828 0
town happy 0.003 0.015 3.254 0.001
town choice 0.013 0.934 0.351
town pride -0.001  -0.233 8.16
town justify -0.041  -1.694 0.09

Source: World Values Survey

EH Not significant

should be radically defended. An increase in sfzewn results in a decrease in

happiness. The one universally significant retetiop:

1) increases in modernization lead to anease in the importance of belonging to a

group larger than locality
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The data in Table 5.2a (see Appendix D) revealsttieamodernization model
continues to have very little explanatory powerroxegiance in social change and
national identity variables in this control groulo adjusted square multiple R value
exceeds point zero four nine.

Modernization in Multicultural Countries that were Not Colonized and have One or
More Remaining Indigenous Groups

The multicultural countries in my analythat were not colonized include The
Republic of Macedonia and Spain. To the north #e€Be, in 350 B.C. Macedonia was
at peace while Greece was at war with Persia. WMada had accepted Persian
dominance. Macedonia was under Muslim rule forentban five centuries from 1389 to
1912. The region was absorbed into Serbia in B9itBBbecame a republic of Yugoslavia
in 1946. Macedonia claimed its independence irnl199

The area known as Spain was first settieBdsques, Celts, and Iberians. Spain
was ruled by Carthage, Visigoths, and Muslims. i€Zian re-conquest from the north
established the foundations for what became mofpain.

Table 5.3 reveals the results of my analgsi of the influence of modernization on
social change in tradition, individuality, and t@ace in multicultural countries that were
not subjugated to colonialism and have one or mamr&ining indigenous groups.

Controlling for no history of colonialismeyded a still lower number of significant
relationships. Table 5.3 reveals that half ofrilationships are not significant.
Frequency following politics now only has a sigegint relationship with one variable.

No modernization variable has a relationship whth $ocial change variables opinion
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Table 5.3 Regression Analysis of Independent Modern  ization Variables
frequency following politics, education level, and size of town on Dependent
Social Change Variables importance of religion, belief scientific advances help,
basic attitude about defending society, overall happiness, belief free choice
impacts life, and belief homosexuality is justifiable and Dependent National
Identity Variables geographic group belonging to first and national pride
for Multicultural Countries

Not Colonized with One or More Indigenous Groups, n =1,827
Independent Dependent R Squared b t p
politics religion 0.001 0.04 0.968
politics science 0.009 0.599 0.549
politics attitude -0.004 -0.454 0.65
politics group -0.019 -0.869 0.385
politics happy 0.009 0.752 0.452
politics choice -0.078 -1.758 0.079
politics pride 0.003 0.039 2.598 0.009
politics justify 0.096 1.547 0.122
education religion 0.005 0.108 3.315 0.001
education science 0.033 1.225 0.221
education attitude 0.02 1.226 0.22
education group 0.005 0.116 3.108 0.002
education happy 0.008 -0.081 -3.852 0
education choice 0.015 0.409 5.44 0
education pride 0.006 0.087 3.417 0.001
education justify P02 0209  1.98 0.048
town religion 0.032 0.076 7.776 0
town science -0.005 -0.664 0.507
town attitude 0.005 0.988 0.323
town group 0.012 0.054 4779 0
town happy 0.007 -0.023 -3.621 0
town choice 0.016 0.127 5.532 0
town pride 0.008 -0.031  -3.977 0
town justify 0.049 0.308 9.788 0

Source: World Values Survey

EH Not significant
regarding scientific advances or basic attitudeatoMsocietal change. Highest education
attained and size of town continue to predict aeBse in importance of religion and an
increase in the importance of geographic membetshépgroup larger than locality.
Counter to expectation, increases in highest etucattained predicted a decrease in

national pride.
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Running the regression model for this control gronpe again failed to improve the
explanatory power overall. Table 5.3a (see Appebdireveals that the modernization
model also has no significant relationship withnign regarding scientific advances or
basic attitude toward societal change. The expiapgpower of the model to explain

variance in justifiability of homosexuality did irease to 5.1 percent.

Modernization in Countries that were Colonized andare Not Multicultural

| analyzedBangladesh, Chile, the Philippines, and Viet Nara gontrol group of
countries that were colonized but are not multicalt Bangladesh was freed from
British rule in 1947 when East Bengal became paPakistan. Chilean independence
was gained in 1817. The Philippines islands weded from Spain to the United States
in 1898. French conquest of Viet Nam ended in 1884

Bangladesh, previously East Pakistan, shigsdistory with India up until the year
1947. Opposing the rule of West Pakistan, Bangladtaimed independence in 1971.
One million died in the ensuing civil war. Appraxately ten million fled into India.
Bangladesh today is ninety eight percent Bengali.

Prior to Spanish conquest in the sixteeetitury, parts of northern Chile were
under Incan rule. Auracanian Indians in the soesiisted Spanish rule until the
nineteenth century. The Chilean population todayimety five percent white and white-
Amerindian.

The Philippines, first populated by Malagoples some thirty thousand years ago,
was visited by Magellan in the sixteenth centuManila was founded in 1571. The

islands remained under Spanish rule until beinggddd the United States in 1898. The
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multicultural status of the Philippines is debagabI'he multicultural status of the
Philippines is debatable. More than one hundrédrént dialects are present. However,
one depiction of the ethnic diversity in the Plpiipes is ninety one point five percent
Christina Malay, four percent Muslim Malay, ande@mpercent other.

Viets from central China settled Viet Namlil1 B.C., before the Christian era.
French conquest of Viet Nam extended from 1858-18Bpan occupied Viet Nam
during World War 1l. Viets today make up eighty percent of Viet Nam’s population.

Table 5.4 reveals the results of my analgsi of the influence of modernization on
social change in tradition, individuality, and t@ace in countries that were subjugated
to colonialism and are not multicultural. Contirodl for not being multicultural yields a
substantially higher number of significant relasbips. Following politics in the news
now has a significant relationship with each ofdbeial change variables. Size of town
becomes the first modernization variable in my gsialwith an explanatory value greater
than ten percent: Eighteen point one percentulstfjability of homosexuality.

Increases in size of town continue to predict aeBse in importance of religion and all
three modernization variables explain an increaghe opinion that free choice and
control have power over life. Counter to expeotathighest education attained and size
of town predict a decrease in the belief that sdfieradvances will help, and highest
education attained predicts a decrease in natmics.

Table 5.4a (Appendix D) reveals that rugrtime regression model for this control
group shows the first meaningful power of the mad&tion model to explain variance

in social change and national identity variabl&@se model now explains eighteen point
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Table 5.4 Regression Analysis of Independent Modernization Va  riables
frequency following politics, education level, and size of town on
Dependent Social Change Variables importance of religion, belief scientific
advances help, basic attitude about defending society, overall happiness,
belief free choice impacts life, and belief homosexuality is justifiable and
Dependent National Identity Variables geographic group belonging to first
and national pride for Countries

that were Colonized but are Not Multicultural, n = 4,093

Independent Dependent R Squared b t p

politics religion 0.043 -0.139  -13.66 0
politics science 0.001 0.022 2.094 0.036
politics attitude 0.005 0.036 458 0
politics group 0.008 -0.075  -5.496 0
politics happy 0.01 0.052 6.432 0
politics choice 0.022 -2.57 -9.716 0
politics pride 0.005 0.03 4.773 0
politics justify 0.004 0.125 4.281 0
education religion _ -0.021  -1.104 0.27
education science 0.007 0.1 5.487 0
education attitude PG 0007 0513 0.608
education group 0.002 0.067 2.957 0.003
education happy 0.005 -0.069  -4.788 0
education choice 0.002 0.16 3.354 0.001
education pride 0.001 0.023 2.054 0.04
education justify 0.015 0.405 7.826 0
town religion 0.014 -0.047  -7.713 0
town science 0.02 0.054 9.083 0
town attitude 0.002 0.414 0.679
town group 0.013 1.776 0.076
town happy 0.006 -0.024  -5.031 0
town choice 0.02 0.143 9.282 0
town pride PG 0006 1581  0.114
town justify 0.181 0.466  30.128 0

Source: World Values Survey

EH Not significant
one percent of the variation in justifiability obimosexuality. In turn, the model explains
five point two percent of the variation in importanof religion and four point eight

percent of the variation in importance of freeddnslmwice.
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Modernization in Countries that were Not Colonizedand are Not Multicultural

My final control group isolated the countries AllmnrAustria, Italy, and Slovenia.

Albania, formerly lllyria, had been domiedtby Romania, Slavs, and Turks. The
Turks brought Islam to the region. The republi@dtfania was created in 1920.
Communist sympathizers allied with the USSR in 19Adbanians make up ninety
percent of the population of Albania today.

Austria was conquered by Rome in 15 B.@.tH2 end of the eighth century Austria
was under the influence of Charlemagne. The Addtrogarian monarchy began in
1867 and continued peacefully for fifty years. tBg end of World War | Austria was
reduced to a small republic. After suffering Ndamination, independence was later
restored in 1955. Ninety one percent of the pdmraoday is Austrian.

Rome emerged as a power after 500 B.Gngulver Western Europe, the Middle
East, and North Africa until the fifth century A.O he majority of the population today
is Italian.

Slovenes settled in the current region betwthe seventh and eighth century.
Modern Slovenian history began in the mid ninete@eintury when Slovenes, split
among Austrian provinces, began to seek nationfitation. Following World War I,
the majority of Slovenes became a part of what di¢atier be named Yugoslavia.
Slovenia would attain independence in 1991. Slesenake up eighty three percent of
modern Slovenia.

Table 5.5 reveals that controlling for ctiies that were not colonized and are not
multicultural also yields a higher number of sigraht relationships than the

multicultural control groups. Highest educatiotaeted and size of town both predict a
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Table 5.5 Regression Analysis o f Independent Modernizati on Variables frequency
following politics, education level, and size of town on Dependent Social Change
Variables importance of religion, belief scientific advances help, basic attitude about
defending society, overall happiness, belief free choice impacts life, and belief
homosexuality is justifiable and Dependent National Identity Variables  geographic
group belonging to first and national pride
for Countries

that were Not Colonized and are Not Multicultural, n=4515
Independent Dependent R Squared b t p
politics religion _ 0.012 1.074 0.283
politics science 0.002 0.032 2.949 0.003
politics attitude 0.003 0.019 4.027 0
politics group 0.002 -0.04 -3.037 0.002
politics happy 0.003 0.032 3.861 0
politics choice 0.005 -0.127  -5.017 0
politics pride _ 0.013 1.615 0.106
politics justify 0.003 -0.141  -3.625 0
education religion 0.02 0.2 9.608 0
education science _ -0.038  -1.937 0.053
education attitude 0.009 -0.058 -6.566 0
education group 0.01 0.17 6.963 0
education happy 0.002 -0.052 -3.44 0.001
education choice 0.015 0.384 8.262 0
education pride 0.023 0.155 10.414 0
education justify 0.049 1.08 15.353 0
town religion 0.004 0.027 4.37 0
town science PG 0.003  -0.591 0.554
town attitude 0.003 -0.01 -3.704 0
town group 0.009 0.047 6.596 0
town happy PG 0.006  -1.285 0.199
town choice 0.003 -0.055  -4.046 0
town pride 0.015 0.037 8.477 0
town justify 0.039 0.282  13.598 0

Source: World Values Survey
EH Not significant

decrease in importance of religion, and a decreasational pride. Also counter to
expectation, an increase in size of town resultsdecrease in the belief that free will

and choice control how life turns out. The follogirelationships should be noted:

1) increases in modernization cause an aserén the justifiability of homosexuality
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2) increases in modernization predict amgase in the size of geographical group
belonging to first
3) increases in modernization cause a shdttitudes regarding societal change

away from the belief that society slubloé defended

The explanatory power of the modernization modedai@s weak overall with this
control group (see Appendix D). The model expldieshighest degree of variance in
national pride of all the controlled groupingstate point five percent and the second

highest degree of variance in justifiability of hosexuality at seven point six percent.

The Case for Age and Gender

Table 5.6 lists the descriptives and freques by age and gender for the study
sample, with the addition of the dependent variabléngness to fight for.
Willingness to Fight for Country: (1- i, yes, 3- depends) — for descriptive
analysis | used the marginals for yes
Analysis of descriptives and frequencies revedteddllowing trends:
1) national pride increases as age increases
2) willingness to fight for increases upaibgh age fifty four, then decreases once
this age threshold is reached
3) geographic group size belonging to filstreases as age increases
4) willingness to fight for is higher for méhan women

5) locality as geographic group belongin@ist was higher for females than males
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One and three suggest that commitmentttmdox national boundaries grows with
age. Five supports Nira Yuval-Davis'’s view of wameing the key transmitters of
culture, particularly orthodox local boundaries.

Tables 5.8 — 5.15 (Appendix F) reveal #suits of bivariate regression analyses
and regression model analyses for age and gendegoktgroups. The explanatory power
of modernization variables to explain variatiorsotial change and national identity

variables remains very weak. Bivariate analysieaéd the following patterns:

1) increases in frequency following politinghe news predict an increase in
willingness to fight for country

2) increases in size of town predict a desean willingness to fight for country, but
an increase in national pride

3) increases in all modernization varialpesdict an increase in size of
geographical group belonging to first

4) increases in highest education attaimedipt a decrease in national pride, but an

increase in willingness to fight for

The relationships between size of townhbgj education attained and national
pride parallel the output revealed in Chapter dcheof the modernization variables
continues to explain an increase in size of gedgcapgroup belonging to first. The
contrast revealed from analysis of relationshigsuiting willingness to fight for country
should be noted. Sidanius distinguished patrioaisith nationalism as the two primary

types of national attachment. Two and four regeigh a distinction between willingness
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to fight for and national pride, with contrastimjluences from size of town and highest
education attained. Regression analysis reveh#dricreases in size of town predict an
increase in patriotism. Increases in highest eitutattained predict and increase in
nationalism.

The explanatory power of the regression @hogimained very weak. Overall,
regression model output reflected bivariate outftite regression model has a
significant relationship with all variables acr@dsage and gender control groups with
the exception of national pride for the age gratipdn to twenty four. It can also be
noted that the regression model has greater inflien national identity variables for

females than males.

Summary

Reuvisiting the original question, the goal of tbiepter was to examine the impact
of modernization on multicultural countries formeslubjugated to colonialism. More
importantly, this chapter contrasted the influeatenulticultural status, colonial history,
and the presence of indigenous groups. The diffixeon in the number of significant
relationships was substantial between control gsoupontrolling for countries that are
not multicultural produced the highest percentdgagnificant relationships (Table
5.6a). Table 5.6b (Appendix E) lists the signifiteelationships by independent
variable; Table 5.6¢ (Appendix E) lists the sigrafit relationships by dependent

variable, including the direction of influence.
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Table 5.6a Percentage of Significant Relationships by
Control Group

Significant
Control Group Relationships
Not Colonized, Not Multicultural 79.2
Colonized, Not Multicultural 79.2
Colonized, Multicultural with One or More Indigenous Groups 62.5
Colonized, Multicultural with Zero Remaining Indigenous Groups 54.2
Not Colonized, Multicultural with One or More Indigenous Groups 50.0

Source: World Values Survey

Table 5.6b reveals a clear pattern whdowvahg the impact of the independent
variable following politics in the news. Followimmplitics in the news has a significant
relationship with all dependent variables when wahihg for colonized countries that are
not multicultural, but no significant relationshipden controlling for non-colonized
countries with one or more indigenous groups. independent variable highest
education attained has a significant relationshth Wweedom of choice and both national
identity variables for every control group. No etlindependent variable had a
significant relationship with a single dependeniatale across all control groups. In
turn, eighty six point seven percent of relatiopshwith the variable geographic group
belonging to first were significant, and eighty gt of the relationships with freedom
of choice were significant.

Tables 5 (pg. 81) and 5.7 below reveal toatrolling for colonized multicultural
countries with one or more remaining indigenousigsoproduced the lowest means for
social change and national identity variables. t@ximg for multicultural, colonized

countries with no remaining indigenous groups poedithe highest mean total for
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importance of individuality variables. Colonizedhn-multicultural countries produced
the highest mean totals for both national identégiables. Scores were determined
utilizing a scale of one to five, with one being thighest. These results provide
additional insight into how colonization and multittiral status influence the impact of

modernization, with added emphasis on the indigemstatus of respective ethnic groups.

Table 5.7 Mean Ranking Totals for Tradition, Indivi  duality, and National Identity
Variables by Control Group

Control Group Highest Mean

Social  National
change Identity

Not Colonized, Not Multicultural 8-8 8
Colonized, Not Multicultural 10-8 2
Colonized, Multicultural with One or More Indigenous Groups 10-14 9
Colonized, Multicultural with Zero Remaining Indigenous Groups 11-4 5
Not Colonized, Multicultural with One or More Indigenous Groups 6-11 6

Source: World Values Survey
Social change: tradition — individuality

*Mean ranking totals taken from Table 5, pg. 81

Limitations

The listwise procedure | used to clean up my degalted in the exclusion of all
African countries included in the World Values Seyv Given more time, | would like to
have followed up my initial analyses utilizing amaurrent WVS study sample upon
the completion of the most recent wave of anallgsiag conducted in 2011 and 2012.
The new study sample may not be impacted to the skegree by the strict level of data
cleanup | conducted for this study, which may alfowthe inclusion of one or more

African nations and a larger overall sample size.
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The very low explanatory power of the ineleggent modernization variables may
have been influenced by the fact that the listyiseedure deleted ninety three percent
of the cases from the fourth wave of the World ésl$Survey. Given more time, | would
conduct the same statistical analyses with the samables across the same control
groups utilizing a pairwise procedure. As discdsseChapter 2, pairwise deletion
would have utilized data from every available cadewever, there is no guarantee the
explanatory power of the independent modernizatamables would have increased.

Finally, as previously stated in Chapter@mn not confident that the variables
national pride, geographical group belonging tstfiand/or willingness to fight for
adequately generalize the presence of nationatitgdemhe twenty one item national
attachment scale utilized by Sidanius et al coedisf seventeen questions regarding
nationalism, patriotism, and attachment to pladewever, it is very likely that the size
of my study population would have been diminisheehefurther trying to match
seventeen questions instead of three across tleatyegwo countries included in the
fourth wave of the World Values Survey. Havingelivin another country, my sense of
geographical group belonging to first has grownvelve years later | still feel a sense of
pride when | observe cultural symbols commonly fibtlrere. | can communicate in the
local language and | was even counted in the naticensus during my stay. However, |
cannot legally vote nor hold political office therecannot say that | do or do not have a
willingness to fight for that country, but | do Bale some individuals maintain a stronger
willingness to fight than others under any circiemses. Hence, the historical need for a

national draft.



106

All things considered, | only think abouy mational identity under circumstances
when | consider what | am not. When symbols tleatstitute my national pride are
challenged | develop a sense of nationalism. parallels Durkheim’s assertion that
threats to a strong consciousness will be reactedybrously. The greatest cause to
invoke such a reaction is an opposing state oéctille consciousness. Based on these
observations | believe that the physical and sad&hents that constitute national pride
are the basis of national identity.

| believe that the sense of national idgrhat | developed living in Kyrgyzstan is a
result of modernization, in part due to learningpeak the language and converse with
others. However, more important than that wasrtipact of what Gidden'’s referred to
as distanciation; the evolution of the human cagdoimove people and objects greater
distances in a shorter amount of time. Like trecgr of Balgat, my sense of
geographical group belonging to has grown. Thiak, slae strength of my analysis can be
found in the observation that the most common irnpamodernization across all
control groups is the increase in sense of belantgira geographical group larger than

locality.



CHAPTER 6
CONCLUSIONS

| found the very low explanatory power loé tmodernization model to explain the
variation that exists between nations in sociahgeavariables and national identity
variables to be very disappointing. The fact reradhat variation in rates of
urbanization, adult literacy, and use of mass malia continues to exist.

Toennies is credited in sociology circlaghwviirst addressing modernization in
1887, emphasizing the distinction between commuamty society. Emile Durkheim
submitted The Division of Labor in 1893, supportifgennies with his assertion that
organic solidarity and individualism would surp#éss traditional solidarity associated
with segmentary society. Durkheim elaborated @nntlodernization process, identifying
the role of the economic division of labor in repey common consciousness. Daniel
Lerner conducted a survey to examine the moderaizgtrocess in the mid-twentieth
century. Lerner published his research on modatioiz in The Middle East in 1958,
asserting that the spread of modernization paealltie growth of a modern participant
society. Lerner wrote in the preface to the papekledition (August 1964) that, during
the time since he began his research in the Mildit, traditional society had passed
from every continent. (Lerner 1958, pg. vii) TWery low explanatory power of the
modernization model may be a direct result of tagesof traditional society now, more

than 50 years after Lerner began his research.

107
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Demographic information may not have begretiable in 1951, but Lerner and his
team were able to gather urbanization data orea#rsty three nations categorized at the
time as self-governing. Urbanization was defingdh& proportion of the population
living in cities of at least fifty thousand. Atdhime, the mean for urbanization for all
seventy three countries was less than thirty pérd@rable 6) Lerner identified what he
referred to as a “critical minimum” and “criticapttimum” for literacy growth. The

literacy rate began to grow in conjuncture withamzation once urbanization reached

Table 6 1950 Urbanization and Literacy Rates, n=73

Literacy Urbanization (mean) Countries

Under 20% 7.4 22
21-40 17 13
41-60 25 12
61-80 29.2 4
Over 80 28 22

Source: Lerner 1958, pg. 59

a critical minimum between seven and seventeertwénty five percent, literacy began
to grow independently of growth in urbanizationitetacy then served as the means to
consume media, establishing media as the cataly#té spread of modernization.
Appendix A lists all one hundred thirtydivountries that were subjugated to
colonialism and ranked in tf#06 United Nations Development Repdeight of the
countries listed have an urbanization rate betvge®en and seventeen percent. Bhutan,
Burundi, Malawi, Niger, Solomon Islands, Sri LanKainidad and Tobago, and Uganda.

Table 6.1 highlights the relationship between urbation and literacy in these countries.
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An urbanization rate of twenty five percent is nader a critical optimum for literacy to

grow independently of urbanization. Growth withie third phase of modernization,

Table 6.1 Modern Literacy Rates for Countries with Low Urbanization

Country Urbanization Literacy

Bhutan 10.8 47
Burundi 9.7 59.3
Malawi 16.7 64.1
Niger 16.7 28.7
Solomon Islands 16.7 77
Sri Lanka 15.2 90.7
Trinidad and Tobago 11.9 98.4
Uganda 125 66.8

Source The World Almanac and Book of Facts 2008
Source 2006 UN Human Development Report

media participation, has exponentially increasedhiiman capability to spread ideas,
beliefs, and values. Local newspapers and tramsiatlios have been surpassed by the
Internet and satellite communications, causinditikebetween urbanization, growth of
literacy, and the development of mass media torbedarelevant. The process
previously referred to as modernization has evolaamglobalization.

Just as modernization could be viewed retaral process and a tool of economic
exploitation, the same argument can be appliedotoedjzation. Regardless of the scale
of influence, the process continues to ultimatebd to the development and/or
maintenance of empathy for people and ideas foreigm individual's immediate family
and community. However, if globalization entgilsticipation in an economic/social
system extending beyond national borders, whath&@nplications for national

identity?
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| return to my firsthand observations ofrfyz independence. In 1997 | was part of
the fifth group of Peace Corps volunteers to \Wsitgyzstan since independence was
declared from Russia in 1991. Many of the peoptet were quick to denounce the
history of Russian oppression that had precedegbieridence. There were stories of
civil rights violations, families burying valuables they would not be taken, and forced
marches in the streets to proclaim a false senkwyalty to the Soviet Union. Signs
reading “Manas 1000” were common in locales actiessountry, celebrating the
Kyrgyz warrior Manas and the Kyrgyz history supgezsunder Soviet rule. A U.S. Air
Force base had been established in the capitabfcitys once Soviet Republic,
reinforcing the existence of new alliances. Onertban one occasion, my Kyrgyz
colleagues and | even marveled that we were woraggther given the contentious state
of U.S. Soviet relations that once existed duringldetimes.

There were also occasional stories of a tiwvhen household goods were much more
plentiful and less expensive, prior to independeroéastructure was in dire need of
upgrades and this was less than ten years aftepeamdience, and the largest source of
foreign investment was the Canadian based Kumtormme. | believe there was a
strong assumption on the part of Kyrgyz citizerst #nhigher standard of living would
accompany self governance, independence from thietSdnion, and new alliances with
the West. On the contrary, Kyrgyz governance leenlone of corruption and nepotism.
Infrastructure remains in need of upgrade, esdgaratural regions, and the largest
source of foreign investment continues to be thetu gold mine.

The overthrowing of the government and veadef intranational ethnic violence

between Kyrgyz and Uzbeks in 2010 has intensitieddesire for security and stability,
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and the desire for a resurgence of Russian inflrefi®e naming of a Kyrgyz mountain
in honor of Russian Prime Minister Vladimir Putmfebruary 2011 is symbolic of that
political shift.

National identity in Kyrgyzstan is directlpked to independence from Russia in
August 1991. The desire for independence candoedrto the history of oppression
under Soviet rule. However, the resurgence oamdtional ethnic violence reinforces
the belief that cultural identity trumps nationdéntity. | believe the interplay of stable
government, stable economy, and multiple culturdlsthetate the future of national
identity across each control group.

1. Multicultural countries that were colonized and basne or more remaining

indigenous groups

2. Multicultural countries that were colonized and kaero remaining indigenous
groups

3. Multicultural countries that were not colonized amalve one or more remaining
indigenous groups

4. Countries that were colonized and are not multural

5. Countries that were not colonized and are not raultural

Multicultural countries that were colonizaad have one or more remaining
indigenous group can be expected to enjoy a pefisttong national pride following
independence. In the absence of a strong govetrandfor strong economy, the
importance of cultural identity will surpass thepontance of national identity. Table
4.6d revealed that citizens in these control grdwgusthe lowest score in national pride,

the lowest score in individuality and the seconsldst score in tradition.
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The rise in the importance of cultural ittignover national identity could result in
the transition to a country that was colonizedibuttot multicultural, i.e. Eastern Europe.
Table 5.6d reveals that colonized, non-multicultacuntries have the highest score for
national pride. The score for tradition remains laut there is some growth in
individuality. | believe that enduring, sustaineational pride will trump periods of
economic and political instability and a strongioal identity will evolve.

Multicultural countries that were colonizaad have zero remaining indigenous
groups had the second highest score in nationdd pand the highest score in
individuality. An absence of indigenous groupsyveften means that no single culture
densely occupies a single region of a multicultemlntry, thus ties to the land and
traditions thereof are not as apt to serve asystator cultural separatism. Thus we see
the high score in individuality. | believe impantze of individuality combined with a
strong sentiment for national pride can enduretipaliand economic instability, leading
to the development of a strong national identity.

Controlling for multicultural countries thaere not colonized yet have multiple
indigenous groups produced the highest scoreddition. The score for individuality
was second lowest and the score for national pyvaemedium. The multicultural status
of these countries can be argued to have beemuatt prior to the formation of the
modern nation state. This suggests that poliiodl economic instability has already
been endured historically, and a relatively strehgred sense of national pride has
evolved. However, the indigenous land ties cotiltserve as a catalyst for the
importance of cultural identity to surpass the imgoce of national identity during

economic or political turmoil.
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Countries that were not colonized and atemmulticultural had medium scores in
tradition and individuality yet the second lowesbi® in national identity. Here it could
be argued that cultural identity and national idgrare one in the same, thus national
identity has most certainly grown and endured #rals of time. It should be noted that
countries that were not colonized and are not cuwlttiral had the lowest score for size
of geographical group belonging to first, bringohgwn the overall national identity
score. | believe this could be because, by demiino isolated foreign cultures were
assimilated via modernization. It could be argtreh that globalization, or
internationally based relationships, served asttungest basis for exposure to new
ideas and beliefs.

It has been stressed in this paper thatr@llidentities are strongly defended in the
face of opposing cultures. Modernization has efimed as the primary means to unite
opposing cultures with a unifying national identitly that process fails, national identity
fails to surpass cultural identity. If the processceeds, national identity replaces the
importance of cultural identity in the face of ogpay national identities. | believe this
research has successfully expanded the knowledgedoacerning the ideal social

environment for the development of a unifying nasibidentity.



APPENDIX A

COUNTRIES THAT WERE SUBJUGATED TO COLONIALISM (133WITH HDI

RANKING
HDI Urban | Adult Ethnic Indigenous
Country** Index** | pop** | Literacy* | Groups* | Groups* Languages* | Religions*
Algeria 102 62.6 69.9 1 1 2 1
Angola 161 52.7 67.4 3 3 2 2
Antigua/Barbuda 59 38.7 85.8 3 0 1 1
Argentina 36 89.9 97.2 1 0 1 1
Armenia 80 64.2 99.4 1 1 1 1
Australia 3 88 99 1 0 1 3
Azerbaijan 99 51.5 98.8 1 1 1 1
Bahamas 52 90.1 95.5 2 0 2 4
Bahrain 39 96.2 86.5 2 1 4 2
Bangladesh 137 24.7 475 1 1 2 2
Barbados 31 52.1 97 1 0 1 3
Belarus 67 71.8 96.6 2 1 2 2
Belize 95 48.1 75.1 3 1 5 2
Benin 163 39.7 34.7 42 42 9 3
Bhutan 135 10.8 47 3 1 3 2
Bolivia 115 63.7 86.7 3 2 3 1
Botswana 131 56.6 81.2 2 2 3 1
Brazil 69 83.7 88.6 2 0 1 2
Brunei Darussalam 34 73.1 92.7 3 1 3 4
Burkina Faso 174 17.9 21.8 7 7 2 3
Burundi 169 9.7 59.3 2 2 3 3
Cambodia 129 19.1 73.6 1 1 1 1
Cameroon 144 53.7 67.9 6 6 24 3
Canada 6 80 99 4 0 3 2
Cape Verde 106 56.6 81.2 3 0 2 2
Central African Rep. 172 37.9 48.6 5 5 3 4
Chad 171 24.8 25.7 200 200 123 3
Chile 38 87.3 95.7 1 0 1 2
Colombia 70 72.4 92.8 3 0 1 0
Comoros 132 36.4 56.5 5 5 3 1
Congo 140 59.8 84.7 4 4 4 2
Congo, D. Rep. of 167 31.6 67.2 200 200 5 5
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Costa Rica 48 61.2 94.9 1 0 1 2
Cote d'lvoire 164 44.6 48.7 5 5 2 3
Cuba 50 75.7 99.8 3 0 1 1
Cyprus 29 69.2 96.8 2 0 2 2
Djibouti 148 85.6 67.9 2 2 2 1
Dominica 68 72.5 88 2 0 1 2
Dominican Rep. 94 65.9 87 3 0 1 1
Ecuador 83 62.3 91 2 1 2 1
Egypt 111 42.7 71.4 1 1 1 1
El Salvador 101 59.5 80.5 2 0 2 1
Equatorial Guinea 120 38.9 87 2 2 4 2
Eritrea 157 19 58.6 3 3 4 2
Estonia 40 69.1 99.8 2 1 2 4
Fiji 90 50.3 93.7 2 1 3 3
Gabon 124 83 71 4 4 5 1
Gambia 155 53 40.1 5 5 4 2
Georgia 97 52.2 100 4 3 4 2
Ghana 136 47.1 57.9 4 4 5 3
Grenada 85 30.6 96 2 1 2 3
Guatemala 118 46.8 69.1 2 1 7 3
Guinea 160 32.6 29.5 3 3 4 3
Guinea-Bissau 173 29.6 424 5 5 3 2
Guyana 103 28.3 96.5 3 1 5 3
Haiti 154 38.1 52.9 1 0 2 3
Honduras 117 46 80 2 1 3 1
India 126 28.5 61 2 2 18 2
Indonesia 108 47 90.4 4 4 4 2
Israel 23 91.6 97.1 2 1 2 2
Jamaica 104 52.8 79. 1 0 2 3
Jordan 86 81.9 89.9 1 1 2 2
Kazakhstan 79 57.1 99.5 2 2 2 2
Kenya 152 20.5 73.6 7 7 7 4
Kuwait 33 98.3 93.3 2 1 2 2
Kyrgyzstan 110 35.7 98.7 3 3 3 2
Lao People's D. Rep. 133 20.3 68.7 3 3 1 2
Latvia 45 67.8 99.7 2 1 2 3
Lebanon 78 86.5 87.4 1 1 1 2
Lesotho 149 18.5 82.2 1 1 2 2
Libyan Arab J. 64 84.5 84.2 1 1 1 1
Lithuania 41 66.6 99.6 3 1 3 1
Madagascar 143 26.6 70.7 1 1 1 3
Malawi 166 16.7 64.1 3 3 3 3
Malaysia 61 66.3 88.7 3 1 3 4
Maldives 98 29.2 96.3 3 3 1 1
Mali 175 29.9 19 4 4 3 2




116

Malta 32 95 87.9 1 1 1 1
Mauritania 153 40.3 51.2 3 1 4 1
Mauritius 63 424 84.4 2 0 6 3
Mexico 53 75.7 91 3 1 4 1
Moldova, Rep. of 114 46.5 98.4 3 1 3 1
Morocco 123 58 52.3 1 1 1 1
Mozambigue 168 33.7 38.7 5 5 1 3
Myanmar 130 30.1 89.9 3 3 1 1
Namibia 125 34.5 85 6 4 6 3
New Zealand 20 86.1 99 2 1 2 4
Nicaragua 112 58.7 6.7 4 1 3 2
Niger 177 16.7 28.7 5 5 4

Nigeria 159 47.3 69.1 250 250 4 3
Oman 56 71.5 81.4 4 2 5 1
Pakistan 134 34.5 49.9 4 4 6 2
Panama 58 69.9 91.9 4 1 10 2
Paraguay 91 57.9 93.5 1 1 2 1
Peru 82 72.4 87.7 3 1 3 2
Philippines 84 61.9 92.6 1 1 2 2
Qatar 46 95.3 89 4 4 2 1
Rwanda 158 18.5 64.9 2 2 3 4
Saint Kitts/Nevis 51 32.2 7.8 4 0 1 1
Saint Lucia 71 27.6 94.8 2 1 2 2
St. Vincent/Gren. 88 45.6 88.1 3 1 2 3
Sao Tomé/Principe 127 57.1 83.1 3 0 3 1
Senegal 156 41.3 39.3 3 3 4 1
Seychelles 47 52.5 91.8 1 0 3 2
Sierra Leone 176 39.9 35.1 4 3 3 3
Singapore 25 100 92.5 3 3 4 4
Solomon Islands 128 16.7 76.6 1 1 2 2
South Africa 121 58.8 82.4 3 1 11 2
Sri Lanka 93 15.2 90.7 3 3 2 4
Sudan 141 39.8 60.9 3 3 5 3
Suriname 89 73.5 89.6 4 0 5 4
Swaziland 146 23.9 79.6 1 1 2 3
Syrian Arab Rep. 107 50.5 79.6 1 1 1 3
Tajikistan 122 24.9 99.5 2 2 2 2
Tanzania, U. Rep. of 162 23.8 69.4 2 1 2 3
Timor-Leste 142 26.1 58.6 2 2 2 1
Togo 147 39.4 53.2 3 3 3 3
Tonga 55 23.8 98.9 1 1 2 3
Trinidad/Tobago 57 11.9 98.4 3 1 4 4
Tunisia 87 64.9 74.3 1 1 1 1
Turkmenistan 105 46 98.8 3 2 3 2
Uganda 145 12.5 66.8 5 5 5 4
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Ukraine 77 67.6 99.4 2 1 2 3
United Arab Emir. 49 76.7 88.7 3 3 4 2
United States 8 80.5 99 3 0 2 2
Uruguay 43 91.9 96.8 2 0 1 1
Uzbekistan 113 36.7 99.3 3 2 3 2
Vanuatu 119 23.1 74 1 1 3 4
Venezuela, RB 72 93 93 3 0 1 1
Vietham 109 26 90.3 1 1 1 2
Yemen 150 26.9 54.1 1 1 1 2
Zambia 165 34.9 68 4 4 4 3
Zimbabwe 151 35.4 89.4 2 2 3 3

*The World Almanac and Book of Facts 2008

** 2006 UN Human Development Report



APPENDIX B

WORLD VALUES SURVEY - 2005 FOURTH WAVE*

*  Perceptions of life
0 Importance of some aspects in life
= Family important in life(A001)
®"  Friends important in life(A002)
= Leisure time important in life(A003)
=  Politics important in life(A004)
= Work important in life(A005)
=  Religion important in life(A006)
= Service to others important in life(A007)
Feeling of happiness
= Feeling of happiness(A008)
State of health (subjective)(A009)
Respect and love for parents(A025)
Parents responsibilities to their children(A026)
Quialities that children can be encouraged to laahome
= Important child qualities: good manners(A027)
= Important child qualities: independence(A029)
= Important child qualities: hard work(A030)
= Important child qualities: feeling of responsili(in032)
= Important child qualities: imagination(A034)
=  Important child qualities: tolerance and respeciotber people(A035)
= Important child qualities: thrift saving money athihgs(A038)
=  Important child qualities: determination perseves(A039)
= Important child qualities: religious faith(A040)
= Important child qualities: unselfishness(A041)
= Important child qualities: obedience(A042)
0 Approve or disapprove of abortion
= Abortion when woman not married(A048)
= Abortion if not wanting more children(A049)
0 Spending of leisure time
"  Frequency spends time with?
= Spend time with parents or other relatives(A057)
=  Spend time with friends(A058)
= Spend time with colleagues from work(A059)
=  Spend time with people at your church, mosque nagggue(A060)
= Spend time with people at sport, culture, commuongnization(A061)
="  Frequency spends time with?(filtered)
=  Spend time with colleagues from work (filtered)(A@5
= Spend time with people at your church, mosque nagggue (filtered)(A060a)
= Spend time with people at sport, culture, commuongénization (filtered)(A061a)
0 How often discusses political matters with frier3§2)
0 Belonging to voluntary organizations

=  Belong to social welfare service for elderly(A064)
L}
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=  Belong to religious organization(A065)
=  Belong to education, arts, music or cultural atieg(A066)
=  Belong to labour unions(A067)
=  Belong to political parties(A068)
=  Belong to local political actions(A069)
=  Belong to human rights(A070)
=  Belong to conservation, the environment, ecologymal rights(A071)
Belong to professional associations(A072)
Belong to youth work(A073)
Belong to sports or recreation(A074)
Belong to women’s group(A075)
=  Belong to peace movement(A076)
=  Belong to organization concerned with health(A077)
=  Belong to other groups(A079)
=  Belong to none(A080)
Unpaid work for voluntary organizations
=  Unpaid work social welfare service for elderly, Heapped or deprived people(A081)
= Unpaid work religious or church organization(A082)
= Unpaid work education, arts, music or culturahatigs(A083)
= Unpaid work labour unions(A084)
= Unpaid work political parties or groups(A085)
=  Unpaid work local political action groups(A086)
Unpaid work human rights(A087)
Unpaid work environment, conservation, animal $gA088)
Unpaid work professional associations(A089)
Unpaid work youth work(A090)
= Unpaid work sports or recreation(A091)
=  Unpaid work women’s group(A092)
= Unpaid work peace movement(A093)
= Unpaid work organization concerned with health(A094
=  Unpaid work other groups(A096)
=  Unpaid work none(A097)
People that respondent would not like to have &hbers
= Neighbours: People with a criminal record(A124)
= Neighbours: People of a different race(A125)
= Neighbours: Heavy drinkers(A126)
=  Neighbours: Emotionally unstable people(A127)
=  Neighbours: Muslims(A128)
=  Neighbours: Immigrants/foreign workers(A129)
=  Neighbours: People who have AIDS(A130)
=  Neighbours: Drug addicts(A131)
=  Neighbours: Homosexuals(A132)
=  Neighbours: Jews(A133)
=  Neighbours: People of a different religion(A135)
=  Neighbours: Gypsies(A140)
= Neighbours: Left wing extremists(A149)
=  Neighbours: Right wing extremists(A150)
=  Neighbours: People with large families(A151)
= Neighbours: Hindus(A152)
Most people can be trusted(A165)
Do you think most people try to take advantageaf(168)
Good human relationships(A169)
Satisfaction with life
= Satisfaction with your life(A170)
How much freedom of choice and control(A173)

. Environment

(0]

Attitudes towards environment
=  Protecting environment vs. Economic growth(B008)
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®  Human & nature(B009)
O  Environmental action
= Would give part of my income for the environment(&)
" Increase in taxes if used to prevent environmepaHlition(B002)
= Government should reduce environmental pollutio®®0

0 Is respondent employed now(C029)
0 Financial situation of household
= Satisfaction with financial situation of househ@006)
0 Job aspects
=  First choice, if looking for a job(C009)
=  Second choice if looking for a job(C010)
=  Important aspects in a job
= Important in a job: good pay(C011)
= Important in a job: not too much pressure(C012)
= Important in a job: good job security(C013)
= Important in a job: a respected job(C014)
Important in a job: good hours(C015)
= Important in a job: an opportunity to use initi@{C016)
= Important in a job: generous holidays(C017)
Important in a job: that you can achieve sometl@g@®)
Important in a job: a responsible job(C019)
Important in a job: a job that is interesting(C020)
Important in a job: a job that meets one’s abd({z021)
Important in a job: pleasant people to work with?ep
Important in a job: good chances for promotion(Q023
= Important in a job: a useful job for society(C024)
=  Important in a job: meeting people(C025)
= Important in a job: good physical working condis¢8026)
= Important in a job: to have time off at the weekgi@D27)
= Important in a job: none of these(C028)
O Labour precariousness
=  Jobs scarce: Men should have more right to a jabwanen(C001)
= Jobs scarce: Employers should give priority toigmatpeople than immigrants(C002)
=  Jobs scarce: Jobs to local people(C003)
O Attitudes towards work
=  Work compared with Leisure(C008)
= Job satisfaction(C033)
®*  Freedom decision taking in job(C034)
= Satisfaction job security(C035)
=  Statements about work
=  To develop talents you need to have a job(C036)
=  To develop talents you need to have a job (4 cag6a)
Humiliating to receive money without having to wddk it(C037)
Humiliating to receive money without having to wddk it (4 cat)(C037a)
People who don’t work turn lazy(C038)
People who don’t work turn lazy (4 cat)(C038a)
Work is a duty towards society(C039)
=  Work is a duty towards society (4 cat)(C039a)
=  People should not have to work if they don’t wag€040)
=  People should not have to work if they don’t wantt cat)(C040a)
=  Work should come first even if it means less spiane(C041)
= Work should come first even if it means less spane (4 cat)(C041a)
=  Fairness: One secretary is paid more(C059)
=  Following instructions at work(C061)
®  How business and industry should be managed(C060)

e Family
0 Personal attitudes



-
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0 Children

0 Marriage

One of main goals in life has been to make my ganeroud(D054)
Make effort to live up to what my friends expect(Bp5

Ideal number of children(D017)

Child needs a home with father and mother(D018)

A woman has to have children to be fulfilled(D019)

A man has to have children to be fulfilled(D020)

Woman as a single parent(D023)

Women want a home and children(D062)

Women want a home and children (5 cat)(D062a)

Fathers are well suited for looking after childi2064)
Fathers are well suited for looking after child{ércat)(D064a)

Marriage is an out-dated institution(D022)

Long-term relationship is necessary to be happy@p02
Important for successful marriage: Faithfulness(D02

Important for successful marriage: Adequate inc@neg)
Important for successful marriage: Same social gpaeind(D029)
Important for successful marriage: Respect andemgtion(D030)
Important for successful marriage: Religious be(ipD31)
Important for successful marriage: Good housing@03
Important for successful marriage: Agreement oiitips{D033)
Important in successful marriage: Understandingtatetance(D034)
Important for successful marriage: Apart from indD035)
Important for successful marriage: Happy sexualti@hship(D036)
Important for successful marriage: Sharing housktbbbres(D037)
Important for successful marriage: Children(D038)

Important in successful marriage: Discussing proisi®039)
Important for successful marriage: Spending tingetoer(D040)
Important in successful marriage: Talking(D041)

Important for successful marriage: Same ethnic gpaeind(D042)
More than one wife(D076)

0 Men and women

Men make better political leaders than women do()059
University is more important for a boy than forig(060)
Men are less able to handle emotions(D065)

Men are less able to handle emotions (5 cat)(D065a)
Wife must obey(D077)

0  Working Mother or Housewife

Relationship working mother(D056)

Relationship working mother (5 cat)(D056a)

Being a housewife just as fulfilling(D057)

Being a housewife just as fulfilling (5 cat)(D057a)

Husband and wife should both contribute to incon®&®)
Husband and wife should both contribute to incofegt)(D058a)
Pre-school child suffers with working mother(D061)
Pre-school child suffers with working mother (5)¢ab61a)

Job best way for women to be independent(D063)

Job best way for women to be independent (5 ca§8ap

0 Traits in a woman

Traits in a woman: Woman wearing weil(D067)
Traits in a woman: Woman good mother(D0O68)
Traits in a woman: Woman good wife(D069)
Traits in a woman: Woman religious(D070)
Traits in a woman: Woman educated(D071)

*  Politics and Society
0 Country' goals for the next ten years

Aims of country: first choice(E001)
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= Aims of country: second choice(E002)
Personal goals
= Aims of respondent: first choice(E003)
= Aims of respondent: second choice(E004)
Most important goals
=  Most important: first choice(E005)
=  Most important: second choice(E006)
What should a society provide to be considered just
= Importance of eliminating big income inequalitie$4B)
= Importance of guaranteeing basic needs for all(fE147
= Importance of recognizing people on their merit&(&1
=  Importance of equalizing chances for education(ft149
Future changes
= Future changes: Less emphasis on money and matess¢ssions(E014)
= Future changes: Less importance placed on work(E015
Future changes: More emphasis on technology(E016)
Future changes: More emphasis on individual(E017)
Future changes: Greater respect for authority(E018)
Future changes: More emphasis on family life(E019)
Future changes: A simple and more natural life§B020)
= Future changes: More power to local authorities(EE021
Attitudes concerning society
= Basic kinds of attitudes concerning society(E034)
Income equality(E035)
Private vs state ownership of business(E036)
Government responsibility(E037)
Job taking of the unemployed(E038)
Competition good or harmful(E039)
®*  Firms and freedom(E042)
= Responsibility pension(E043)
= Responsibility housing(E044)
= Major changes in life(E045)
= New and old ideas(E046)
Confidence in different institutions and organisas
=  Confidence: Churches(E069)
=  Confidence: Armed Forces(E070)
= Confidence: Education System(E071)
=  Confidence: The Press(E072)
Confidence: Labour Unions(E073)
Confidence: The Police(E074)
Confidence: Parliament(E075)
Confidence: The Civil Services(E076)
=  Confidence: Social Security System(E077)
= Confidence: Television(EQ78)
=  Confidence: The Government(E079)
= Confidence: The Political Parties(E080)
= Confidence: Major Companies(E081)
Confidence: The Environmental Protection MovemerB@E0
Confidence: The Women’s Movement(E083)
Confidence: Health Care System(E084)
Confidence: Justice System(E085)
= Confidence: The European Union(E086)
= Confidence: NATO(E087)
= Confidence: The United Nations(E088)
=  Confidence: The Arab League(E089)
= Confidence: The Mercosur(E094)
=  Confidence: The SAARC(E095)
=  Confidence: The Presidency(E201)
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=  Confidence: The Civil Society Groups(E202)
O Personal characteristics
"  Freedom or equality(E032)
= Stick to own affairs(E152)
0 Ideology
= Self positioning in political scale(E033)
= Interest in politics(E023)
0 Political system
=  Rate political system for governing country(E111)
Rate political system as it was before(E112)
Rate political system in ten years(E113)
Political system: Having a strong leader(E114)
Political system: Having experts make decisionsf11
Political system: Having the army rule(E116)
Political system: Having a demaocratic politicalteys(E117)
"  Firm party leader vs. Cooperating party leader(§118
O Political action
= Political action: signing a petition(E025)
= Political action: joining in boycotts(E026)
= Political action: attending lawful demonstration@2&%)
= Political action: joining unofficial strikes(E028)
= Political action: occupying buildings or factoriE®@9)
0 Political parties
= Which party would you vote for: first choice(E179)
= Which party would you vote for: second choice(E180)
= |f don’t know, which party appeals to you most(E181
= Party that would never vote(E182)
=  Political parties serve the social and politicadde of people(E205)
0 Rule of government
= Government order vs. freedom(E119)
= Satisfaction with the people in national office(B}12
0 Democracy
= Satisfaction with the way democracy develops(E110)
®* In democracy, the economic system runs badly(E120)
=  Democracies are indecisive and have too much sdjngfb121)
= Democracies aren’t good at maintaining order(E122)
=  Democracy may have problems but is better(E123)
= Western democracy is the best political systentéamtry(E214)
0 Decision taking
=  Who should decide: international peacekeeping(E135)
=  Who should decide: protection of the environmens@@1
=  Who should decide: aid to developing countries(§137
=  Who should decide: refugees(E138)
= Who should decide: human rights(E139)
0 Inequalities
= Country is run by big interest vs. for all peopleesefit(E128)
=  Economic aid to poorer countries(E129)
=  Why are there people living in need: first(E190)
= Why are there people living in need: second(E191)
= Living day to day because of uncertain future(E144)
0 Country/Regional problems
=  Country cannot solve environmental problems bylf{i§&40)
= Country cannot solve crime problems by itself(E141)
= Country cannot solve employment problems by itEdi42)
= Opinion about the problem of Palestine and Isradl(f
0 Relation with foreign countries
= [Country] should have close relations with Fran@(B
= [Country] should have close relations with Unitedt8s(E208)
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0 Economy and market reforms
=  Rapid implementation of market reforms have negatiyact on national stability(E203)
= Effect of market economic reforms(E204)
0 Living conditions
=  Feeling about the following living conditions
= Concerned with immediate family(E153)
= Concerned with people in the neighbourhood(E154)
= Concerned with people in the region(E155)
= Concerned with fellow countrymen(E156)
= Concerned with Europeans(E157)
=  Concerned with human kind(E158)
= Concerned with elderly people(E159)
= Concerned with unemployed people(E160)
= Concerned with immigrants(E161)
= Concerned with sick and disabled people(E162)
=  Preparation to do something to improve the follap@onditions
="  Prepared to help immediate family(E163)
=  Prepared to help people in the neighbourhood(E164)
= Prepared to help elderly people(E165)
"  Prepared to help immigrants(E166)
=  Prepared to help sick and disabled people(E167)
0 Aged people
=  Reason to help: Moral duty to help elderly peopl&&1
= Reason to help: Sympathise with old people(E169)
=  Reason to help: In the interest of society(E170)
= Reason to help: Own interest(E171)
=  Reason to help: Do something in return for old peil72)
0 Immigration
=  Immigrant policy(E143)
"  Immigrants and their customs and traditions(E145)
= Would persist to immigrate abroad if R’s econoniticagion was better(E209)
=  Reasons to help immigrants in your country
=  Reason to help: Moral duty to help immigrants(E173)
Reason to help: Sympathise with immigrants(E174)
Reason to help: In the interest of society(E175)
Reason to help: Own interest(E176)
Reason to help: Do something in return for immi¢séa177)

0 War
= Willingness to fight for country(E012)
O Terrorism and violence
="  Free and fair elections will reduce terrorism(E206)
= Opinion about 11th September airliners crash adiijoreligious fundamentalists(E212)
= |tis necessary to fight terrorism by military meéf215)
= [Country] needs foreign military cooperation to dmhterrorism(E216)
O Justice
= Give authorities information to help justice(E151)
0 Human Rights
= Respect for individual human rights nowadays(E124)
0 Science and Technology
= Opinion about scientific advances(E022)
0 Communication media
=  How often follows politics in the news(E150)
=  Frequency watches TV(E188)
= TV most important entertainment(E189)
Religion and Morale
0 Personal religious attitudes
=  Thinking about meaning and purpose of life(FO01)
=  Religious person(F034)
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Stick to religion vs. Explore different traditiof€61)

How important is God in your life(FO63)

Get comfort and strength from religion(F064)

Islam requires woman to dress modestly but doeseopiire cover face with veil(F164)

0 Personal moral attitudes

Statement: good and evil(F022)

0 Religious affiliation and practice

Belong to religious denomination(F024)

Religious denomination(F025)

Former religious denomination(F026)

Which former religious denomination(F027)

How often do you attend religious services(F028)
Moments of prayer, meditation...(FO65)

Pray to God outside of religious services (I)(FO66)

0 Religious atmosphere in family

Attendance religious services 12 years old(F030)

0 Moral and religious beliefs

Believe in: God(F050)

Believe in: life after death(F051)

Believe in: people have a soul(F052)
Believe in: hell(FO53)

Believe in: heaven(F054)

Believe in: sin(FO55)

Believe in: telepathy(F056)

Believe in: re-incarnation(F057)

Believe in: angels(F058)

Personal God vs. Spirit or Life Force(F062)
Believe in: supernatural forces(F097)

Do you have a lucky charm(F098)

Lucky charm protects(F099)

Consult horoscope(F100)

Taking horoscope into account in daily life(F101)

0 Religious services

Marriage
Important: Religious service birth(FO31)
= By requiring man treat all wives equally, Islametiatent is prohibit taking more
than one wife(F166)
Important: Religious service marriage(F032)
Important: Religious service death(F033)

0 Role of Religious Institutions

Churches give answers: moral problems(F035)
Churches give answers: the problems of family H@S6)
Churches give answers: people’s spiritual need3(F03
Churches give answers: the social problems(F038)

0 Religion and Politics

Politicians who don’t believe in God are unfit farblic office(F102)

Religious leaders should not influence how peopleF103)

Better if more people with strong religious beligfeublic office(F104)
Religious leaders should not influence governmei@i&y

Government protects freedom(F108)

Government protects religion(F109)

Laws: people’s wishes(F110)

Only laws of the Shari'a(F111)

Church(es) influence on national politics(F113)

Monarchy is a form of government that is compatibiih Islam(F167)
Democracy is a Western form of government thabiscompatible with Islam(F168)
Nationalism is incompatible with Islam becausertsl@quires “'ummah’(F169)
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If Palestinian state established and peace wittelstslam would not oppose existence of
Israel(F170)

If country pursues policies harmful to Muslims, fel@ermits killing civilians in that
country(F171)

A truly Islamic country should not have a parliainerth the right to pass laws(F172)
Islam requires that political rights of non Muslistsould be inferior to those of
Muslims(F173)

Islams requires country with majority of Muslims g&verned by men of Islamic
learning(F174)

Religions limit democratic processes(F175)

Some US Policies toward other countries are goddsame are bad(F176)

While US policies toward other countries are ofted, most ordinary Americans are good
people(F177)

The culture of US and other Western countries haisyrpositive attributes(F178)
Exposure to the culture of the US and other Westeumtries harmful effect on our
country(F179)

Religion is a cause of terrorism(F186)

Justification of social behaviours

Justifiable: claiming government benefits(F114)
Justifiable: avoiding a fare on public transpor(&L
Justifiable: cheating on taxes(F116)

Justifiable: someone accepting a bribe(F117)
Justifiable: homosexuality(F118)

Justifiable: prostitution(F119)

Justifiable: abortion(F120)

Justifiable: divorce(F121)

Justifiable: euthanasia(F122)

Justifiable: suicide(F123)

Justifiable: drinking alcohol(F124)

Justifiable: joyriding(F125)

Justifiable: taking soft drugs(F126)

Justifiable: lying(F127)

Justifiable: adultery(F128)

Justifiable: throwing away litter(F129)

Justifiable: driving under influence of alcohol(f}3
Justifiable: paying cash(F131)

Justifiable: having casual sex(F132)

Justifiable: smoking in public places(F133)
Justifiable: speeding over the limit(F134)
Justifiable: sex under the legal age of consen§13
Justifiable: political assassination(F136)
Justifiable: experiments with human embryos(F137)
Justifiable: manipulation of food(F138)

Extent of social behaviours

u
Stoling
L}

Compatriots do: claiming state benefits(F145)
Compatriots do: cheating on taxes(F146)

Comepatriots do: paying in cash(F147)

Compatriots do: taking soft drugs(F148)

Compatriots do: throwing away litter(F149)

Compatriots do: speeding over the limit in buildarpas(F150)
Compatriots do: driving under the influence of &lalgF151)
Compatriots do: having casual sex(F152)

Compatriots do: avoiding a fare on public trangpcrb3)
Compatriots do: lying in own interest(F154)

Compatriots do: accepting a bribe(F155)

Stealing food punished less: young thief(F160)
Stealing food punished less: poor thief(F161)
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Stealing food punished less: shop part of a suptehahain(F163)

Nurse refusing legal abortion on religious grourd§6)

Education and culture

* National Identity
Geographical background

o

(0]

o

o

Time for prayer and meditation in all schools(F107)

Prohibiting or allowing books that attack religiéi2)

Violation of Islam for male and female universitydents to attend classes together(F165)
The content of [Country] education contributesdligious extremism(F187)

Geographical groups belonging to first(G001)
Geographical groups belonging to second(G002)
Geographical groups belonging to least of all(G003)

Citizenship

Citizen of [country](GO005)
How proud of nationality(G006)

Nationalism

Opinion European union(G014)
Which of the following best describes you(G015)

Trust in people

Trust: Other people in country(G007)

* Language at home(G016)
*  Socio-Demographics

0
0

Sex(X001)

Age
= Year of birth(X002)
= Age(X003)

Age recoded(X003R)
Age recoded (3 intervals)(X003R2)

Marital status

Children

Stable relationship(X004)

Legally married to partner(X005)
Stable relationship before(X006)
Marital status(X007)

Been divorced(X009)

Where r lived after married(X010)

How many children do you have(X011)

Household composition

Number of people in household of 18+(X014)

Number of people in household aged 13-17(X015)

Number of people in household aged 5-12(X016)

Number of people in household under age of 5(X017)

What age did you complete your education(X023)

What age did you complete your education (recodedtervals)(X023R)

Education

Had formal education(X024)

Highest educational level attained(X025)
Education (country specific)(X025CS)
Education level (recoded)(X025R)

Housing
= Do you live with your parents(X026)
Occupation
=  Employment status(X028)
=  Are you supervising someone(X031)
= Number of supervised people(X032)
=  Number of supervised people (recoded)(X032R)
L}

Number of others working in the organization(X033)



Number of others working in the organization (rezt)dX033R)
Number of employees(X034)

Number of employees (recoded)(X034R)

Job profession/industry (2 digit isco88)(X035_2)
Job profession/industry (3 digit isco88)(X035_3)
Job profession/industry (4 digit isco88)(X035_4)
Profession/job(X036)

How long unemployed(X037)

Are you the chief wage earner in your house(X040)
Is the chief wage earner employed now(X041)
Profession/industry (2 digit isco88)(X042_2)
Profession/industry (3 digit isco88)(X042_3)
Profession/industry (4 digit isco88)(X042_4)

Chief wage earner profession/job(X043)

0 Economical situation

Family savings during past year(X044)
Social class (subjective)(X045)
Socio-economic status of respondent(X046)
Scale of incomes(X047)

Income (country specific)(X047CS)

Income level(X047R)

0 Geographical location

Region where the interview was conducted(X048)
Size of town(X049)
Size of town (country specific)(X049CS)

0  Ethnic description

Ethnic group(X051)

*European and World Values Surveys
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APPENDIX C

REGRESSION MODEL ANALYSIS FOR CHAPTERS 2 AND 3

Table 3.2a Regression Model Analysis of Modernizati  on
(frequency following politics + education attained + size of town)
on Social Change Variables importance of religion, attitude about
defending society, overall happiness, belief freedom of choice impacts life,
and belief homosexuality is justifiable, n = 18,190

Independent Dependent R Squared b t p

model 0.011

politics religion -0.049 -8.742 0
education religion 0.095 9.369 0
town religion -0.018 -6.116 0
model 0.001

politics attitude 0.014 4.576 0
education attitude -0.013 -2.26  0.024
town attitude 0.002 1.012 | 0.311
model 0.013

politics happy 0.003 0.826 | 0.409
education happy -0.052 -7.239 0
town happy -0.025 -11.75 0
model 0.019

politics choice -0.077 -5.88 0
education choice 0.259  10.903 0
town choice 0.076 11.014 0
model 0.041

politics justify 0.018 1.021 = 0.307
education justify 0.421 13.13 0
town justify 0.203 21.623 0

Source: World Values Survey

EH Not significant

Table 4.2a Regression Model Analysis of Modernizati  on (frequency
following politics + education attained + size of t own) on National Identity
Variables geographic group belonging to first and national pride,
n=18,190
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Independent Dependent R Squared b t p
Independent Dependent R Squared b t p
model 0.022

politics group -0.036 -5.238 0
education group 143 11.584 0
town group 0.045 12.559 0
model 0.007

politics pride 0.007 1.668 | 0.095
education pride 0.077 10.683 0
town pride -0.014 -6.828 0

Source: World Values Survey

B Not significant



APPENDIX D

REGRESSION MODEL ANALYSIS BY CONTROL GROUP

Table 5.1a Regression Model Analysis of Modernizati

following politics + education attained + size of t
Change Variables importance of religion, belief scientific advances help,
basic attitude about defending society, overall happiness, belief free
choice impacts life, and belief homosexuality is justifiable and Dependent
geographic group belonging to first and
national pride in Multicultural Colonized Countries with at least

National Identity Variables

Remaining Indigenous Group, n = 4027

on (frequency
own) on Dependent Social

One

Independent Dependent R Squared

model 0.027

politics religion -0.003 -0.219 | 0.826
education religion 0.216  10.067 0
town religion 0.005 0.916 0.36
model 0.002

politics science 0.03 2.656 0.008
education science 0.024 1.248 | 0.212
town science 0.009 1.772 | 0.076
model 0.001

politics attitude 0.01 1.351  0.177
education attitude -0.001 -0.085 | 0.932
town attitude 0.008 2411 0.016
model 0.031

politics group -0.03 -1.838 | 0.066
education group 0.171 6.146 0
town group 0.058 7.709 0
model 0.007

politics happy 0.015 1596  0.111
education happy 0.006 0.365 | 0.715
town happy -0.022 -5.253 0
model 0.016

politics choice -0.181 -5.43 0
education choice 0.087 1516 0.13
town choice 0.075 4.866 0
model 0.004

politics pride 0.009 0.795 | 0.426
education pride 0.075 4.007 0
town pride 0.005 1.04 | 0.299
model 0.026

131



132

politics justify 0.117 3.19 0.001
education justify 0.046 0.717 | 0.474
town justify 0.169 9.96 0

Source: World Values Survey
EH Not significant

Table 5.2a Regression Model Analysis of Modernizati  on (frequency
following politics + education attained + size of t own) on Dependent Social
Change Variables importance of religion, belief scientific advances help,
basic attitude about defending society, overall happiness, belief free
choice impacts life, and belief homosexuality is justifiable and Dependent
National Identity Variables geographic group belonging to first and
national pride in Multicultural Colonized Countries
with Zero Remaining Indigenous Groups, n = 3720

Independent Dependent R Squared b t P

model 0.006

politics religion 0.018 1577 | 0.115
education religion 0.11 5.093 0
town religion -0.001 -0.194 = 0.846
model 0.004

politics science 0.024 2.391 0.017
education science -0.003 -0.144 | 0.886
town science -0.02 -3.134 0.002
model 0.003

politics attitude -0.004 -0.559 | 0.576
education attitude -0.042 -3.491 0
town attitude -0.003 -0.824 0.41
model 0.014

politics group -0.043 -2.763  0.006
education group 0.079 2.646 0.008
town group 0.051 5.191 0
model 0.003

politics happy -0.005 -0.694 | 0.488
education happy -0.033 -2.29 0.022
town happy 0.017 3.554 0
model 0.002

politics choice -0.012 -0.534 | 0.594
education choice 0.118 2.686 0.007
town choice 0.007 0.453 0.65
model 0.007

politics pride 0.028 4.265 0
education pride 0.051 4.092 0
town pride -0.003 -0.7 | 0.484
model 0.049

politics justify -0.047 -1.213 | 0.225

education justify 1 13531 0



town justify -0.097 -4 0

Source: World Values Survey
B Not significant

Table 5.3a Regression Model Analysis of Modernization (frequency
following politics + education attained + size of t own) on Dependent Social
Change Variables importance of religion, belief scientific advances help,
basic attitude about defending society, overall happiness, belief free
choice impacts life, and belief homosexuality is justifiable and Dependent
National Identity Variables geographic group belonging to first and
national pride
in Multicultural non- Colonized Countries
with at least One Remaining Indigenous Group, n=1 827

Independent Dependent R Squared b t p

model .034

politics religion 0.016 0.858 | 0.391
education religion 0.085 2.601 0.009
town religion 0.074 7.496 0
model 0

politics science 0.011 0.712 | 0.477
education science 0.037 1.38 | 0.168
town science -0.006 -0.765 | 0.444
model 0

politics attitude -0.002 -0.261 | 0.794
education attitude 0.018 1.085 | 0.278
town attitude 0.004 0.842 0.4
model 0.014

politics group -0.006 -0.258 | 0.797
education group 0.096 2.563 0.01
town group 0.051 4.447 0
model 0.012

politics happy 0.001 0.114 0.91
education happy -0.073 -3.444 0.001
town happy -0.021  -3.213 0.001
model 0.028

politics choice -0.038 -0.854 | 0.393
education choice 0.36 4.758 0
town choice 0.114 4.937 0
model 0.019

politics pride 0.042 2.829 0.005
education pride 0.107 4.208 0
town pride -0.033  -4.249 0
model 0.052

politics justify 0.145 2.373 0.018
education justify 0.127 1.221 | 0.222

town justify 0.308 9.749 0
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Source: World Values Survey
EH Not significant

Table 5.4a Regression Model Analysis of Modernizati  on (frequency
following politics + education attained + size of t own) on Dependent Social
Change Variables importance of religion, belief scientific advances help,
basic attitude about defending society, overall happiness, belief free
choice impacts life, and belief homosexuality is justifiable and Dependent
National Identity Variables geographic group belonging to first and
national pride

in Colonized Countries that are not Multicultural,

n = 4093

Independent Dependent R Squared

model 0.052

politics religion -0.135  -12.863 0
education religion -0.029 -1.541 | 0.123
town religion -0.035 -5.627 0
model 0.022

politics science 0.018 1.7 0.084
education science 0.067 3.538 0
town science 0.047 7.536 0
model 0.005

politics attitude 0.038 4,732 0
education attitude 0.019 1.324 | 0.186
town attitude -0.002 -0.489 | 0.625
model 0.01

politics group -0.075 -5.809 0
education group 0.034 1.426 = 0.154
town group 0.015 1.983 | 0.047
model 0.019

politics happy 0.054 6.522 0
education happy -0.035 -2.3  0.022
town happy -0.024 -4.957 0
model 0.048

politics choice -0.296  -11.027 0
education choice -0.056 -1.133 | 0.257
town choice 0.168 10.515 0
model 0.007

politics pride 0.032 5.046 0
education pride 0.031 2.645 0.008
town pride 0.001 0.244 | 0.807
model 0.181

politics justify 0.038 1.402 = 0.161
education justify 0.05 0.998 | 0.318
town justify 0.459 28.269 0

Source: World Values Survey

B Not significant
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Table 5.5a Regression Model Analysis of Modernizati  on (frequency
following politics + education attained + size of t own) on Dependent Social
Change Variables importance of religion, belief scientific advances help,
basic attitude about defending society, overall happiness, belief free
choice impacts life, and belief homosexuality is justifiable and Dependent
National Identity Variables geographic group belonging to first and
national pride
in non-Colonized Countries that are not Multicultur al, n =4515

Independent Dependent R Squared b t p

model 0.022

politics religion 0.025 2.214 0.027
education religion 0.195 9.181 0
town religion 0.018 2.848 0.004
model 0.002

politics science 0.03 2.747 0.006
education science -0.32 -1.564 | 0.118
town science -0.001 -0.212 | 0.832
model 0.013

politics attitude 0.016 3.291 0.001
education attitude -0.051 -5.649 0
town attitude -0.007 -2.574 0.01
model 0.018

politics group -0.029 -2.2 0.028
education group 0.141 5.678 0
town group 0.04 5.467 0
model 0.005

politics happy 0.029 3.943 0
education happy -0.044 -2.886 0.004
town happy -0.003 -0.643 0.52
model 0.025

politics choice -0.108 -4.283 0
education choice 0.407 8.636 0
town choice -0.078 -5.673 0
model 0.035

politics pride 0.024 2.947 0.003
education pride 0.142 9.407 0
town pride 0.03 6.926 0
model 0.076

politics justify -0.07 -1.845 | 0.065
education justify 0.93 13.131 0
town justify 0.234 11.335 0

Source: World Values Survey

B Not significant
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APPENDIX E

SIGNIFICANT RELATIONSHIPS BY CONTROL GROUP

Table 5.6b Significant Relationships by Control Gro  up, by Independent Variables
Control Group

Variable
Not
Not Colonized Colonized Colonized
Colonized Colonized Multi 1 Multi O Multi 1
Independent Dependent Not Multi Not Multi Ind Ind Ind
politics religion Yes X Yes X X
politics science Yes Yes Yes Yes X
politics attitude Yes Yes X X
politics happy Yes Yes X X
politics choice Yes Yes Yes X
politics justify Yes Yes Yes Yes X
politics group Yes Yes Yes Yes X
politics pride Yes X X Yes Yes
education religion X Yes Yes Yes Yes
education science Yes X X X X
education attitude X Yes X Yes X
education happy Yes Yes X X Yes
education choice Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
education justify Yes Yes X Yes X
education group Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
education pride Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes
town religion Yes Yes Yes X Yes
town science Yes X X Yes X
town attitude X Yes Yes X X
town happy Yes X Yes Yes Yes
town choice Yes Yes Yes X Yes
town justify Yes Yes Yes X Yes
town group X Yes Yes Yes Yes
town pride X Yes X X Yes
total 79.2 79.2 62.5 54.2 50

Source: World Values Survey X = no significant relationship
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Table 5.6¢ Significant Relationships by Control Gro

Control Group

up, by Dependent Variables

137

Variable
Not
Not Colonized Colonized Colonized
Colonized  Colonized Multi 1 Multi O Multi 1
Independent Dependent Not Multi Not Multi Ind Ind Ind
politics religion decrease X decrease X X
education religion X decrease decrease decrease decrease
town religion increase  decrease  decrease X decrease
politics science increase increase increase increase X
education science decrease X X X X
town science decrease X X increase X
politics attitude decrease decrease X X X
education attitude X decrease X decrease X
town attitude X increase  decrease X X
politics happy increase increase X X X
education happy increase increase X X increase
town happy increase X increase  decrease  increase
politics choice increase increase increase X X
education choice increase increase increase increase increase
town choice increase  decrease  increase X increase
politics justify decrease increase  decrease increase X
education justify increase increase X increase X
town justify increase increase increase X increase
politics group increase increase increase increase X
education group increase increase increase increase increase
town group X increase increase increase increase
politics pride increase X X increase increase
education pride decrease decrease decrease decrease decrease
town pride X decrease X X increase
total 79.2 79.2 62.5 54.2 50

Source: World Values Survey

X = no significant relationship



APPENDIX F

REGRESSION ANALYSIS BY AGE AND GENDER CONTROL GROUP

Table 5.8 Regression Analysis of Independent Modern ization Variables
frequency following politics, education level, and size of town on Dependent
National Identity Variables willingness to fight for, geographic group belonging
to first, and national pride for Ages 15-24, n = 2,809

Independent Dependent R Squared b t p
politics willingness to fight 0.01 -0.031 -5.307 0
politics geographic group 0.001 -0.035 -1.89 0.059
politics national pride 0 -0.013 -1.259 0.208
education willingness to fight 0 -0.002 -0.153 0.879
education geographic group 0.006 0.152 4.248 0
education national pride 0.001 0.036 1.83 0.067
town willingness to fight 0.008 -0.015 -4.766 0
town geographic group 0.012 0.056 5.773 0
town national pride 0 0.001 0.271 0.787
Model
0.016
willingness to fight politics -0.029 -4.815 0
willingness to fight education 0.001 0.114 0.16
willingness to fight town -0.014  -4.422 0
0.015
geographic group politics -0.035 -1.864 0.062
geographic group education 0.1 2.694 0.007
geographic group town 0.051 5.198 0
0.001
national pride politics -0.009  -0.906 0.365
national pride education 0.035 1.705 0.088
national pride town 0 -0.074 0.941

Source: World Values Survey

B Not significant
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Table 5.9 Regression Analysis of Independent Modern ization Variables
frequency following politics, education level, and size of town on Dependent
National Identity Variables willingness to fight for, geographic group belonging
to first, and national pride for Ages 25-34, n = 3,972

Independent Dependent R Squared b t p
politics willingness to fight 0.004 -0.021 -4.243 0
politics geographic group 0.005 -0.065 -4.487 0
politics national pride 0 0.003 0.361 0.718
education willingness to fight 0.001 -0.02  -2.198 0.028
education geographic group 0.007 0.147 5.476 0
education national pride 0.001 0.038 2.439 0.015
town willingness to fight 0.012 -0.018 -6.848 0
town geographic group 0.011 0.051 6.752 0
town national pride 0.001 -0.01  -2.255 0.024
Model
0.016
willingness to fight politics -0.022  -4.311 0
willingness to fight education -0.014  -1.407 0.16
willingness to fight town -0.017 -6.324 0
0.019
geographic group politics -0.059 -4.02 0
geographic group education 0.088 3.155 0.002
geographic group town 0.046 5.883 0
0.003
national pride politics 0.007 0.844 0.399
national pride education 0.052 3.192 0.001
national pride town -0.013  -2.896 0.004

Source: World Values Survey

EH Not significant

Table 5.10 Regression Analysis of Independent Moder  nization Variables
frequency following politics, education level, and size of town on Dependent
National Identity Variables willingness to fight for, geographic group belonging
to first, and national pride for Ages 35-44, n = 3,747

Independent Dependent R Squared b t p

politics willingness to fight 0.004 -0.021  -3.999 0
politics geographic group 0.003 -0.054 -3.544 0
politics national pride 0 -0.005 -0.599 0.576
education willingness to fight 0 -0.002 -0.211 0.833
education geographic group 0.013 0.188 7.018 0
education national pride 0.003 0.053 3.384 0.001
town willingness to fight 0.008 -0.015 -5.59 0

town geographic group 0.014  0.057 7.305 0
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town national pride 0.004 -0.018 -3.858 0
Model
0.011
willingness to fight politics -0.02  -3.702 0
willingness to fight education 0.001 0.115 0.909
willingness to fight town -0.014 -5.346 0
0.025
geographic group politics -0.045 -2.908 0.004
geographic group education 0.143 5.175 0
geographic group town 0.05 6.346 0
0.008
national pride politics 0.005 0.604 0.546
national pride education 0.066 4.034 0
national pride town -0.021  -4.538 0
Source: World Values Survey
B Not significant
Table 5.11 Regression Analysis of Independent Moder  nization Variables
frequency following politics, education level, and size of town on Dependent
National Identity Variables willingness to fight for, geographic group belonging
to first, and national pride for Ages 45-54, n = 2,591
Independent Dependent R Squared b
politics willingness to fight 0.012 -0.035 -5.644 0
politics geographic group 0.003 -0.058 -3.089 0.002
politics national pride 0 -0.006 -0.576 0.564
education willingness to fight 0.001 0.017 1.564 0.118
education geographic group 0.008 0.15 4.684 0
education national pride 0.005 0.071 3.829 0
town willingness to fight 0.004 -0.011 -3.508 0
town geographic group 0.009 0.047 4.88 0
town national pride 0.001 -0.009 -1.586 0.113
Model
0.016
willingness to fight politics -0.033 -5.186 0
willingness to fight education 0.011 1.035 0.301
willingness to fight town -0.011 -3.42 0.001
0.017
geographic group politics -0.052 -2.732 0.006
geographic group education 0.111 3.331 0.001
geographic group town 0.043 4.362 0
0.007
national pride politics 0.004 0.338 0.736
national pride education 0.083 4.277 0
national pride town -0.014 -2.371 0.018
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Source: World Values Survey

B Not significant

Table 5.12 Regression Analysis of Independent Moder

frequency following politics, education level, and size of town on Dependent

nization Variables

National Identity Variables willingness to fight for, geographic group belonging
to first, and national pride for Ages 55-64, n = 1,916

Independent Dependent R Squared b
politics willingness to fight 0.02 -0.049 -6.269 0
politics geographic group 0.001 -0.038 -1.823 0.068
politics national pride 0 0.003 0.212 0.832
education willingness to fight 0.003 0.037 2.724 0.007
education geographic group 0.012 0.18 4,978 0
education national pride 0.004 0.06 2.917 0.004
town willingness to fight 0.003 -0.011 -2.629 0.009
town geographic group 0.006 0.036 3.401 0.001
town national pride 0 -0.008 -1.374 0.17
Model
0.024
willingness to fight politics -0.045 -5.669 0
willingness to fight education 0.031 2.226 0.026
willingness to fight town -0.011  -2.759 0.006
0.016
geographic group politics -0.025 -1.19 0.234
geographic group education 0.158 4.213 0
geographic group town 0.029 2.634 0.008
0.006
national pride politics 0.013 1.056 0.291
national pride education 0.073 3.397 0.001
national pride town -0.013  -2.049 0.041

Source: World Values Survey

B Not significant

Table 5.13 Regression Analysis of Independent Modernizati on Variables

frequency following politics, education level, and size of town on Dependent
National Identity Variables willingness to fight for, geographic group belonging
to first, and national pride for Ages 65-older, n = 1,799
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Independent Dependent R Squared b

politics willingness to fight 0.007 -0.032 -3.776 0
politics geographic group 0.001 -0.034 -1.656 0.098
politics national pride 0.001 0.021 1.864 0.062
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education willingness to fight 0.01 0.066 4.356 0
education geographic group 0.015 0.196 5.322 0
education national pride 0 0.025 1.232 0.218
town willingness to fight -0.001 -0.001 -0.164 0.869
town geographic group 0.017 0.059 5.631 0
town national pride 0 -0.017 -1.231 0.219
Model
0.014
willingness to fight politics -0.026  -3.062 0.002
willingness to fight education 0.06 3.854 0
willingness to fight town -0.005 -1.026 0.305
0.026
geographic group politics -0.018 -0.86 0.39
geographic group education 0.156 4114 0
geographic group town 0.05 4.668 0
0.003
national pride politics 0.024 2.081 0.038
national pride education 0.041 1.932 0.054
national pride town -0.009  -1.587 0.113

Source: World Values Survey
B Not significant

Table 5.14 Regression Analysis of Independent Moder

nization Variables frequency

following politics, education level, and size of town on Dependent National Identity
Variables willingness to fight for, geographic group belonging to first, and national
pride for Male Respondents, n = 8.588

Independent Dependent R Squared b t
politics willingness to fight 0.002 -0.015 -4.441 0
politics geographic group 0 -0.02 -1.847 0.065
politics national pride 0 -0.003 -0.489 0.625
education willingness to fight 0.001 0.014 2.469 0.014
education geographic group 0.012 0.179 10.184 0
education national pride 0.002 0.044 4.252 0
town willingness to fight 0.005 -0.011 -6.488 0
town geographic group 0.012 0.052 10.073 0
town national pride 0 -0.007 -2.219 0.027
Model

0.008
willingness to fight politics -0.011 -3.321 0.001
willingness to fight education 0.019 3.244 0.001
willingness to fight town -0.011 -6.833 0

0.02

geographic group politics -0.012 -1.131 0.258
geographic group education 0.145 8.029 0
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geographic group town 0.045 8.453 0
0.003
national pride politics 0.002 0.323 0.747
national pride education 0.052 4.85 0
national pride town -0.01 -3.142 0.002
Source: World Values Survey
B Not significant
Table 5.15 Regression Analysis of Independent Moder  nization Variables frequency
following politics, education level, and size of town on Dependent National Identity
Variables willingness to fight for, geographic group belonging to first, and national
pride for Female Respondents, n = 8,254
Independent Dependent R Squared b
politics willingness to fight 0.006 -0.026 -7.307 0
politics geographic group 0.003 -0.052 -5.368 0
politics national pride 0 0.009 1.593 0.111
education willingness to fight 0 0.007 1.053 0.292
education geographic group 0.011 0.174 9.683 0
education national pride 0.006 0.073 7.249 0
town willingness to fight 0.005 -0.013 -6.641 0
town geographic group 0.013 0.055 10.408 0
town national pride 0.002 -0.011 -3.693 0
Model
0.012
willingness to fight politics -0.026 -7.149 0
willingness to fight education 0.012 1.686 0.092
willingness to fight town -0.014 -6.809 0
0.023
geographic group politics -0.048 -4.927 0
geographic group education 0.131 7.06 0
geographic group town 0.047 8.744 0
0.011
national pride politics 0.016 2.861 0.004
national pride education 0.089 8.561 0
national pride town -0.017 -5.435 0

Source: World Values Survey

B Not significant
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