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1. Introduction: " Patriotism" —

a contradiction, a possbility or an empirical reality?

Because of World War 11 the idea of the nation state and its ideology was severely injured.
Nationalism was primarily seen as a negative phenomenon that should be restrained as fas as
possble. The formation of supranationa units and processes of globdization on the one hand,
processes of regiondization and federadisation on the other hand seemed to limit the relevance of the
nation state from above and below (sandwich-modd). Thisloss of rdevance of the nation state as an
ingtitutionalized political structure seemed to be accompanied by a pardle loss of rdevance in the
cultura orientations of the ditizens. Growing functiond differentiation, plurdization of life-styles and
individudization lead in the West to the assumption that the relevance and intengty of nationd
identification, especidly those of an ethnic type, will disappear as well. Thereby, the normative
assumption that democratic states should and can be legitimized purely demotic (non-ethnic)
increesangly gained ground. The historicd, macro-sociologica and theoreticd research on nations
and nationalism supported this view by formulating primarily dichotomous typologies as for example
those ones between culturd and politica nation, nation-state and state-nation, ethnic and
demotic/civic nation, the first ones being incompetible, the second ones being not only compatible
with democracy and peace, but even necessary for them (Meinecke 1908, Kohn 1945, Francis
1965, Lepsius 1986, Habermas 1991, Schieder 1991, Kellas 1991, Smith 1991, Greenfeld 1993,
Miller 1995, Viroli 1995, Canovan 1996, Guibernau 1996, Keating 1996, Nairn 1997). The
underlying idea of this perspective is that the observed historical link in the earlier genesis of nation
dtates between ethnic-national identity and democracy is to be interpreted as a contingent pardldity,
but not as a systematic necessary connection (for descriptions of the historic nationbuilding see for
example Anderson 1983, Gellner 1983, Hobsbawm 1990, Schieder 1991, Greenfeld 1993, Hont
1994). However, there were no attemps to construct comparable typologies for the microlevel of
research.

Meanwhile severa countertendencies againg the vanishing of the ethnic-nationd idea are to
be observed. To mention just afew: Regiond - territorid and/or ethnicd - identities, articulate louder
than before and clam for more autonomy. International migration has contributed to more ethnic
heterogeneity in the Western countries and the direct confrontation between home-population and

immigrants seems to lead to arise of ethnic consciousness, in some cases aso to violent outbreaks.



Whereas a European-wide immigraionpolicy is just in the beginning, some dates begin to
reformulate their traditional concepts of immigration-policy and naturdization-policy in the direction
of a stronger closure, whereas others discuss more openness. Finally, whereas the socidist Eastern
sates were able to prevent the outbresk of ethnic-nationa tensons, after the collgpse of the
communig rule nationdig sentiments dmogt immediatdy revitdized. Thus, ethnic and nationd
problems were not solved, but just supressed throughout the communist rule; (concerning nationalism
in Eastern Europe see for example Mommsen 1992, Brubsker 1996, Kupchan 1995,
WeissReinprecht 1998).

These countertendencies supported doubts about the prognoses of a vanishing relevance of
ethnic-national identities and supported the hypothesis that a demotic nationd identity misses the
affective power which is necessary for the integration of political communities (Mayer 1993, Richter
1994). Concerning the link between nationd identity and politicd attitudes, the development in
Eastern Europe after the breakdown of the communist regime is interpreted as a process of late
nationbuilding and national emancipation linked with trangtion to democracy. This has reaffirmed an
ealier, dterndive interpretation of a causa connection between ethnic-nationa consciousness and
democracy. In this perspective, contrary to the dominant nterpretation until then, ethnic-nationd
identity is seen as a precondition for the genesi's and as a necessarily corresponding characteristic for
the stability of democracy (Mayer 1993, see aso Rupnik 1990). On the other hand the ethnic-
national tensons and violence in these processes soon again have chalenged this interpretation. It
seams as if those ethnic identities indeed had emancipatoric functions in the beginning of the
democratic trangtions, but that they dso soon showed their Janus-Face (Westle 1999b). The
questions concerning the links between collective identity, democracy and inter-ethnic relations
therefore are controversia and till open.

In the theoretical and in the macro-sociologica literature we now can observe anew trend of
departing from the described and well-established dichotomous conceptudization of the nationd
idea. Thus, for example, the didinction between the so cdled "bad nationdism™ and "good
patriotism” is chalenged as non exigent (Richter 1994) resp. "good peatriotism” is cdled an
oxymoron (Oevermann 1990, Burger 1994). Further it is suggested that the liberdism or anti-
liberdlism of nationalism is not linked to its ethnic or culturd versus its demotic or civic bass, but
might depend upon the status mobility of the dass articulating the nationdism (as marginaized or
upwardly mobile) and/or might be a response to perceived threats from outside (Brown 1999).



Moreover, the dichotome typologies are critizised as failing to account for some actudly existing
types of national boundary congtruction and as indicating themselves an inadequate homogeneous
and generic view on nations, nationa boundary construction and nationd identities, which needs to
be disentangled by different organising principles as for example ancesiry, race, culture and territory
(Nieguth 1999).

Curioudy, trends in the micro-sociological research seem to be just opposite. Whereas
former dudies on nationd identity and naionaism tended just to disinguish between nationa
consciousness and extreme naionalism dong a continuum of intendveness in nationd identification,
this is rarely to be found in younger sudies (Hdler et d 1996). Ingtead, they increasingly am at
discovering quditative different types of nationd identity, which mostly lean in one or the other form
a the modds of the ethnic versus the demotic nation. They primarily try to anchor these different
types in the substantive content of the national salf-image or the nationd pride and its correlates with
respect to attitudes towards democracy, foreigners and other countries. To name just afew of these
attempts. Staub's (1991) typology of blind versus congtructive patriotism, Blank/Schmidt's (1993)
diginction between ethnic nationadism versus democratic patriotism, Westle's (1994, 1999a)
typology of traditiona nationdism, democratic patrioism and postnationdism (and negetive
nationaliam), Knudsen's (1997) digtinction between nationd chauvinism and system legitimacy, or
Hjerm's (1998) ided types of nationd identity described as ethnic, civic, multiple and plurdist. On
the one hand, these examples show the trend to empiricaly based and theoretically meaningful
typization. On the other hand, especialy because some of these examples are derived from identica
countries, they aso show much disagreement in the conceptudization of rdevant types of modern
collective identity as wdl asin its operationalization and moreover severd problemsin cross-nationd
equivaence (see dso Svallfors 1996, Smith/Jarrko 1998).

The main question of this paper therefore is, whether it is possible to identify a "pogtive”
patriotism, which dealy can be diginguished from (excessve) nationdism (and nationd
identification). This question will be asked in the following Seps:

1. Inhow far can the concepts of nationd identification, nationalism and patriotism be distinguished
from one another conceptually?

2. Inhow far do we find cross-nationd equivaent operationdizations of these three concepts, and
in how far can these concepts empiricaly be distinguished from one another?



In how far are those operationdizations vaid in cross-nationd pergpective, usang the criteria of

relationships towards foreigners?
Is it possible to conceptionalize a cross-nationd vaid moded of nationd identity with regard to

the relationships between these concepts?



In the next section, the central theoretical concepts are defined and hypotheses formulated on the
relationship between them. The third section describes the sample and the indicators used in the
andysis. The results of datigtica testing the postulated relationships on the basis of  representative
samples for Germany, Austra, Greet Britain, Italy, Russia and the United States follows in section
four. The find section will summarise the results.

2. Conceptual background

From amicrosociologica point of view the term "national identity” asused in the literature covers

quite different agpects and facets of the individud's relationship towards its nation. Often it is used to

describe a subjectively positive attitude towards one's nation (Tgfel/Turner 1986). However, to this

day this concepts lacks a digtinct and uncontroversa definition. Still, the following aspects of nationa

identity are mostly mentioned in the literature:

- asubjective conviction (knowledge) as to which nation one formaly belongs to and/or to which
one wantsto formaly belong to (nationa consciousness, Schweigler 1975; Tgfd 1982);

- a nationrdated emotion; this can principaly vary between a postive and a negative pole
(Crocker/Luthanen 1990); positive nationd identity means an overal postive emotion towards
the own nation, whereas an overdl negative emotion towards one’s nation can be cdled a
"contra-identification” (Tgfel 1981) or "negative nationdism" (Zitedlmann 1991, Westle 1999a).

- ahigh rdevance of the naiond &filiation for the overdl identity of the individud (Festinger
1954);

- ubjective bdiefs regarding the current aims and problems of the nation;

- subjective bdiefs regarding opportunities and congraints for individud action, arisng from
nationa affiliation (Hechter 1987);

- aprincipd willingnessto internaise the nationa culture (Festinger 1954);

- acommunity-ideology conssting of convictions about the ideal values, ams and character of the
nation (Westle 1999a, 1999¢).

This compilation makes it plain that "nationd identity” can be seen as a multi-dimensiond system of
beliefs toward one's nation (Eagly/Chaiken 1993). In the following, this rather diffuse form of a



positive bond with the nation and its quditative content is cdled "nationd identity". In concrete, the
term "nationd identity” will be used to cover the intensity and the type of the relationship towards
the nation.

In contrast to this diffuse term we will use the term "national identification” to describe the
intensity of fedings towards one's nation (intensity of closeness), regardiess of the quditative
content of these fedings® This "nationd identification” is seen as a rdevant factor for the
sability/durability of satesin their specific politica form and boundaries, though the necessary extent
of identification for stability resp. the optimale extent for durability is far from clear (Easton 1975,
Hirschman 1993, 1994). However, the collapse of the Weimar Republic, the German Democratic
Republic, the separation of Tschechodowakia and the breakdown of multinational systems like
Russa show that subjective identification with the nation can lead to paliticd ingtability, especidly in
the case of differences between political and nationa boundaries.

Wheresas the nationd identification is seen as a question of intengty regardiess of content, the main
characterigics of "nationalism” and "patriotism" are seen as questions of content or type of
nationd identity (though they dso might exigt in different intensties). Within the scientific literature,
"nationdism” and "patriotism” are either differently defined or dso regarded as multi-dimensond
atitudind syndromes.

Typicdly aspects of "nationalism" are described asfollows:

- overemphadsof the nationd &ffiliation in the individud's salf-concept (Adorno et a. 1950);

- inclingtion to define one’'s own group by criteria of descent, race or culturd ffiliation (Evans
1952, Allport 1954, Francis 1965, Lepsius 1986, Westle 1994, 1999a, 1999c¢).

- inclinaion to regard one’s own group as homogeneous (Blank 1997);

- idedlisation of the nation and it's history (Adorno et d. 1950, Tgfel 1969, Kosterman/Feshbach
1989) and suppression of ambivaent attitudes towards the nation (Adorno et d. 1950, Rokeach
1960, Westle 19993, 1999c¢);

! However, there still is one difficulty in this definition, because the objective and the subjective belonging to a
specific nation might differ. Thus, on the one hand, formally having citizenship of a nation is neither a necessary
nor a sufficient condition for identification with this nation, sinceit is principally possible to identify with a group
one does not belong to (Tajfel 1982). Other conditions have to be met in order for identification with a nation to
take place (Tajfel/Turner 1986).



feding of nationa superiority (Kosterman/Feshbach 1989, Westle 1994, 1999a);

uncritic acceptance of nationd, date and politicad authorities (Adorno et d. 1950,
Schatz/Staub 1997, Meloen 1999, Schatz et a. 1999, Westle 1994, 1999a);

high relevance of socidly derogating comparisons with groups not consdered to be part of the
nation (Schatz et d. 1999).

"Patriotism" forms a counter-concept to nationalism. Adorno et d. (1950) tak of "genuing" or

"trug’ patriotism, which is defined as a combination of "love of the country” and "attachment to
nationa values based on criticd understanding”. Schatz/Staub (1997; Staub 1997; Schatz et d.
1999) congder this form of nationd identity to be a kind of congructive patriotiam in the sense of a

critical loyaty. In order to more closdy describe such a kind of patriotism, the scientific literature

suggests the following, among other things:

the netiond afiliation in the individua”s salf-concept is not overemphasised (Adorno et a. 1950;
Staub 1997, Westle 1999a);

the nation is not primarily definded in ethnic terms, but rests on a demotic definition (Francis
1965, Lepsius 1989, Westle 1994, 19993, 1999c);

at the center of the nationd salf-definition are humanist and democratic vaues (Hirschman 1970,
Lepsius 1989, Habermas 1990, Sternberger 1990, Staub 1997, Schatz/Staub 1997, Westle
1994, 1999, Blank et d. 1999); this includes a rgection of uncritical acceptance of nationa

authorities (Adorno et a. 1950, Staub 1997);

the support is refused (idedliter: protest/voice), in case the nation's aims are not in accordance
with the convictions of humanigtic and/or democratic values (Hirschman 1970, Staub 1997,

Schatz/Staub 1997, Blank et al. 1999, Westle 1999);

the nation is not idedlised, but estimated on the basis of a critical conscience; critical conscience
here refers to the formation of an opinion of the nation which is independent of dites within the
group (Schatz/Staub 1997); critica loydty means to support the nation’s welfare, based on a
universa humanigic vaue sysem (Staub 1997); this implies that negative nation-related
emotions are accepted (Adorno et a. 1950);

arecondruction of group history alowing different views (Blank et d. 1999);

tempora comparisons bear a high relevance (Albert 1977, Blank et d. 1999); in the case of

patriotiam it is more relevant to compare the status quo of the ingroup today with its prior



conditions of the ingroup history; in the case of nationdism this kind of comparison is not so
important than socia comparisons with outgroups.



This compilation demondrates that nationdism and patriotism are conceptudly two quditatively
different manifestations of national identity. However, both concepts share a postive attitude towards
the own nation, that means, both are grounded on a positive nationd identification. Therefore our first

two hypotheses are asfollows:

H. 1. Thehigher the positive national identification, the higher the degree of nationalism.

H. 2. The higher the positive national identification, the higher the degree of patriotism.

And because of the assumed grester centraity of the nationd identification within a nationditic than

within a patriotic beliefs system wie moreover expect:

H 3.. The relationship between national identification and nationalism should be stronger
than the one between national identification and patriotism.

We agree with mogt of the conceptual descriptions of nationdlism and patriotism, with only a few
exceptions: Thus we take the view that the connection of nationalism and uncritical conformity on the
one hand, and patriotism and a willingness to criticise on the other hand is only justified under certain
conditions. Thet is to say, from a theoretica point of view, nationalism might be linked with criticism
in case nationd redity and an aspired nationaligtic conception of the nation diverge. This view of
nationdism as a kind of limited sypport for the nation is therefore different from the often heard
opinion, according to which naiondism principicaly is an uncriticd support for the nation,
independent of the nationd redities. On the other hand, patriotism islikely to be linked with uncritical
conformity, if nationd redlity and an aspired concept of the nation are identicdl.

With regard to desired nationd redities, ams and developmenta trends, we think of clear
differences between nationalism and patriotism. For example, whereas naiondism drives for
idedlising the group’s history, patriotism backs its congtructive-critical andyss They should aso
differ in their conception of how the relation between the individua and the nation isto be structured.
Nationalism rather supports authoritarian-totaitarian structures, whereas patriotism is conceptudly
rather linked with the support of democretic principles.

According to socid identity theory (Tgfed/Turner) there is no "we', no collective identity, without
demarcetion from "others'. Trandferred to the questions of nationd identity this means that attitudes
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towards others should be seen as a component of the nationa identity itself. However, according to
an opposite perspective of attitude theory (Eagly/Chaiken 1993) attitudes towards others than the
own naion can conceptudly be diginguished from the nationd identity itsdlf, a ditiction, which is
based on the exchange of the attitude object. We take this latter view and define the "others' or
"outgroups' as those ones which are not regarded as nation members. This includes the forma non
members, and aso nation members which are subjectively categorised as non-members.

A second controversa question in this context is, whether the demarcation from others
necessarily carries the compononent of devauation of the outgroups. This is, what socid identity
theory suggests, assuming that only this devaduation can bring about a pogtive sdf-image of the
ingroup. Though at firgt Sght this might seem plausible, we think that there are other possibilities to
reech a podtive collective sdf-esteem than through devauation of others — in case this is not
possible, the congtruct of patriotism indeed would be unredigtic. Thus, we assume that a centra
difference between nationdism and patriotism are thelr consequences in coping with others.
Nationdism emphasizes fedings of nationd superiority and idedisation. The other sde of this coin
however ig, that these fedings of superiority are quite senshle for being threstened by outgroups,
because they are not realistic, but based on idedlisation. For example, in a nationalistic perspective,
outgroups can threet cultura or religious homogeneity by bringing other cultures, vaue preferences or
religious beliefs into the nation. Outgroups try to participate on the national economic power and o
on. The main consequence of those fedings of being threastened is the devaluation of outgroups.
Therefore we postulate;

H.4: The stronger the degree of nationalism, the stronger the feeling that foreigners are
threatening.

Concerning patriotism, relaionships to fedings of threat have not been sufficiently conceptuaised o
far. As a consequence, there has been no systematic empiricad analysis. Empirica findings indicate
that there is no dgnificant corrdation between patriotism and the denigration of foreigners
(Schatz/Staub 1997). These findings, however, are based on operationdizations measuring the
rgection of foreigners only indirectly by means of an internaiondism scae (Kosterman/Feshbach
1989). We go a step further, assuming that our concept of patriotism has the potentia to support
tolerance towards outgroups (Adorno et a. 1950, Allport 1954). This proposition is backed by
various arguments. First of al, a patriotism of thiskind is based on a humanist mora concept (Staub
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1994). Secondly, it is associated with support for democratic principles, because these favour intra
societa diversty in culturd and religious categories. Thirdly, patriotism includes a persondity concept
which is marked by the rgjection of shaping individua socid relationships on the basis of stereotypes
on the one hand, and by emphassing individudity and emotiondity on the other hand: "The genuine
patriot, it would appear, can gppreciate the vaues and ways of other nations, and can be permissve
toward much that he cannot persondly accept for himsdf. He is free of rigid conformism, outgroup
regection, and imperidigtic striving for power” (Adorno et d. 1950: 107f.). Reasoned by thisit can
be assumed, that patriotism is connected with only week or no fedings of threat and therefore with

only asamll or no tendency of exclusonism.

H.5: The stronger the degree of patriotism, the smaller the perception to be threatened by
foreigners.

In the framework of attitude and action theory such fedings of threat can result in a behavioura

disposition to exclude outgroups from the nation by certain rules and conditions. In this senseitisa
conceptua difference to fed threatened by foreigners and to behave towards them by defining rules
for excluson. Therefore exclusonism can be regarded as a direct consequence of feding threatened

or aindirect consegquence of nationaism.

H.6: The stronger the feeling that foreigners are threatening, the stronger the tendency to
exclude of foreigners.

Summarising, these hypotheses postulate that identification with one' s nation does not directly lead to
rgection and excluson of foreigners. It is rather an indirect causd influence, which should be
moderated by the content of nationd identity, that is enforced by nationdism, but reduced by
patriotism. Nationd identification is not per se negative, nor does it necessarily lead to the rgjection

of foreigners.

We will test the above hypotheses in an integrated modd. Additionaly we will use age, sex and the
level of forma education as independent variables to explain the degree of nationd identification.
Age seems to be rdevant as an indicator for different generational experiences with the
history, the political and socid developments of one's nation. Age may moderate the degree of
nationd identification based on the lifetime experience with the nation. With age also connected are



different vaue preferences as it is often discussed. And age may be an indicator for the possbilities
and redisation of internationa experiences. By changes in posshilities of travel on the technicd,
economica and political level younger people may have more experiences with other countries and

therefore may have not such a strong relationship to their own nation than older people.

H. 7a: The higher the age the more intensive the national identification.
H. 7b: The higher the age in long established democracies, the stronger the patriotism.

H. 7c: The higher the age in non-democracies, the stronger the nationalism.

Gender could be thought of as an predictor of nationd identity as well. So far men usudly show
more interest in palitics than woman do, this might include questions of nationd identity as wdl and
thus lead to a stronger nationd identification. With respect to the type of naiond identity woman
should show — at least within longer enduring democracies — less preferences for nationalism, since
itsideology clearly redtricts the freedom of woman. However, with resprect to patriotism, we do not
have an idea of possible effects of sex resp. gender (except for those effects which are linked to the
level of education).

H. 8a: To beaman promotes national identification.

H. 8b: The role of women in established democracies hinders from nationalism.

Formd education firgly may be connected with socidization into the exigting politica culture and
thereby promote the identification with on€e's nation, the development of patriotism in a democratic
system or of nationdism in an authoritarian system. .Y et, secondly, from the prespective of the socid
identity gpproach a higher forma education enables the individud to be more effective in reaching
persona gods successfully. Therefore higher educated people do not need the identification with the
nation as much as low educated people do in order to optimize their self-esteem. Furthermore higher
education modly is followed by more ressources which dso dlow mor individudity among higher
educated people. thisleads to dternative hypotheses, asfollows:.

H. 9a: The higher the formal level of education, the stronger the national identification.
H. 9b: The higher the formal level of education, the lower the national identification.

H. 9c: :The higher the formal level of education, the higher the probability of nationalismin
authoritarian systems, of patriotismin democratic systems.
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Figure 1. Determinants of threat and ethnic exclusonism

Sex Age Edu

Determinants of Threat and Ethnic Exclusionism
(Circles represent summscores.)

In the following, these hypotheses
will be tested empirically with data from different countries,

3. Data base and measurement instruments

The data used in the following stem from the Internationd Social Survey Programme (1SSP) 1995.
It's main topic were questions of nationd identity, and it was conducted in 23 countries. For our
purpose we selected Audtria, Germany-East and Germany-West, Greet Britain, Itay, the United
States and Russia? With respect to questions of national identity these countries should cover a
relatively wide range of variability, but not be so different that comparisons seem a priori impossible.
The main characteristics which might have effects on nationd identity in these countries are;

2 We excluded respondents, who are younger than 18 years or show missing values concerning their age; the
remaining total number of respondentsis shown in table 1.



firdly, their role in the recent higtory; thus Germany, Audria and partly Itay belong to those
countries with a fascist period and were loosers of the second world war, whereas the USA, Great
Britain and Russa were the winners. In the literature it is assumed that winners of war may have a
more intensve nationd identification, whereas loosers nationd identity might be injured (Rose 1985,
Nodle-Neumann/K dcher 1987);

secondly, the form of coping with the padt, with the guilt of nazi-time; whereas in West-
Germany a long public debate on the guilt and public respongbility of the ordinary Germans for the
atrocities during the time from 1933 to 1945 took place, East-German political authorities declared
East-Germany as an antifascist state and did not initiate a debate about the Germans guilt for the
war; in Audria for along time a sef-sereotype of being a victim of Hitler-Germany was cultivated;
(with respect to Italy's fascist period nearly nothing about the later form of coping with this time is
known to us); we assume that these different forms of coping with the past might have consequences
for the nationd identity; thus coping with a negative past closdy linked to excessve nationalism
should reduce intensive nationd fedings, especidly of the ethnic type;

thirdly, the selected countries differ with respect to their hisory concerning their political
regime; whereas the USA and Grest Britain have along democratic tradition, in West-Germany and
Italy democracy was (re-) instdled just after the Second World War, and East-Germany and Russa
just passed from a long period of socidism/communism towards democracy. Certainly the concept
of patriotism is not purely linked to a specific type of politica regime, but shows clearly some facets
which are typicdly for a nonauthoritetive, democratic political order — therefore it is doubtful,
whether we at dl can expect this kind of patritotic identity in countries without or with a very new

democratic regime.

The world is not an ided one — and this surdly is true concerning the available measurement
ingruments (table 1). In the following we will shortly comment our measurment-instruments and the
digtributions. However, the latter are not at the center of our interest asis the case with respect to the
question of relations between the concepts.

With respect to the concept of national identification, thet is the intengty of subjective
affiliation to one's nation, well known survey questions for example ask how proud one is to be a
member of a specific nation or how close one feds to one's country. Whereas the question

concerning the genera nationa pride causes severe problems of crossnationa equivaence (Westle
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19994), the topic of closeness to one's country, which was asked in the ISSP, on first sSight does not
show such problems, dthough the missing valuesin Greet Britain are somewhat high compared to the
other countries. In sum, we find the mogt intensive nationd identification in Audtria, followed by Itdy,
whereas Russia and the USA range in the middle an both parts of Germany show clearly less
intendve dfiliaions, as was expected. Againgt our expections however is the unusud low
identification with the nation in Great Britain, which should show clearly higher vaues because of its
history aswinner of the war.

Nationalism as well as patriotism will be constructed as indices on the bas's of a question
concerning pride in gpecific nationa achievements. Principaly this question is highly problematic as
an indicator for nationdism and/or patriotism, mainly because it does not refer to reatively stable
values and convictions of the respondents, but to an ever changeable redlity, and because concrete
achievement-objects may be non-existent in some, but existent in other countries. Thus, for ingtance,
pride in nationd sports might vary from day to day according to the country's internationa successes
or falures — s0 how can we interpret answers to this type of question asindicators for a degper lying
type of naiond identity? The decison to use the stimuli "achievements in sports’, "armed forces' and
"higtory" as indicators for nationalism and the stimuli "the way democracy works' as "socid security
gysem" as indicators for patriotismus thus manly rests on the observation that these objects
represent the respective concepts quite well in the West-German context. Thus, German
respondents who show pride in sports, German history, and/or the army tend to more
authoritarianism, a more podtive evauation of the idea of nationasocialism, more hodtile attitudes
towards strangers, rgection of a multicultural society and more negative evauations of supranationd
bodies than those respondents articulating pride in the way democracy works and in the socid
security systlem  (Mohler/Gotze 1992, Blank/Schmidt 1994, Westle 1994, 1999a,c). The question
thus arises, whether these results and interpretations are transferable to the other countries. Doubtsin
the cross-nationd equivaence are fagt a hand. For example: Not dl the countries have a history that
is comparable dark to the one of Germany — so why should pride in higtory represent a nationdistic
attitude in those countries? Russia, for example, nearly does not have democracy and a socid
security system — so how could we expect pride in them? And does missing pride in democracy
show its irrdlevance for the respondent as an object of nationd identity, a rgection of democracy or
— judt in contrast — high aspirations towards democracy and low satisfaction with its redization? In
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sum, there are more open questions than answers concerning the indicators for nationalism and
patriotism.

When we look a the digributions, we find the lowest values and noticesbly high missng
values for the items of nationdism in West Germany, assumingly as a consequence of coping with the
naz-past. Striking low values for patriotism and high missng vaues are to be observed as was
expected in Russia, which confirms our doubt about the adequacy of these insrumentsin the Russan

ca. Reatively low pride in the way democracy works and in the



Table 1: Question-wordings and distributions of central concepts

item/index | question-wording/score Austria Germany-E Germany-W Grest Britain Italy USA Russia
total n 978 608 1269 1056 104 1363 1585
mean std. miss.|mean std. miss.|mean std. miss.[mean std. miss.[mean std. miss. {mean std. miss.|mean std. miss.
dev. % dev. % dev. % dev. % dev. % dev. % dev. %
IDENT How close do you feel to (country)?
1=not at all 4=very close 347 68 14 |307 .72 63 |301L .72 72 |28 .88 105(326 .78 02 |313 .80 44 (318 86 472
NAT How proud areyou in each of the
meanindex | following? 298 .63 198|239 .69 255(231 .72 247|322 .63 138|291 .53 100|332 .57 112|287 .70 186
1=not at all 4=very proud
proudspo | country's achievementsin sports 331 76 54 |306 82 86 |272 87 110|294 82 80 |316 .68 34 |323 .74 76 |306 .86 99
proudarmy | country's armed forces 241 95 141|200 .86 196|204 .90 172|332 .79 79 |229 .93 64 [337 .72 58 | 227 1.04 108
proudhis country's history 320 .79 79 |213 93 94 |212 92 106|336 .76 64 [327 69 26 [333 .79 58 |319 .90 101
PAT How proud are you in each of the
meanindex | following? 304 67 82 |229 67 92 |28 .70 92 |260 .67 141|197 .70 37 |28 .65 88 |160 .62 168
1=not at all 4=very proud
prouddem | the way democracy worksincountry | 288 .80 53 |229 75 63 (278 .79 74 |27/ 77 103(19% .84 10 [309 .73 66 |18 .84 150
proudsoc | country's social security system 319 80 421|229 83 61|28 8 511|239 8 80|19 82 31 |252 .87 51|14 .67 57
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item/index | question-wording/score Austria Germany-E Germany-W Grest Britain Italy USA Russia
total n 978 608 1269 1056 1094 1363 1585
mean std. miss. [mean std. miss.[mean std. miss.[mean std. miss.{mean std. miss.|mean std. miss. |mean std. miss.
dev. % dev. % dev. % dev. % dev. % dev. % dev. %
THREAT | There are different opinions about im-
meanindex | migrants from other countrieslivingin
(country). How much doyou agreeor | 307 .89 173|320 .80 230|28 .80 214|301 .76 120|328 .86 65 |291 .77 119|342 .79 341
disagree with the following state-
ments? 1=friendly 5=unfriendly
goodecon | immigrants are generally good for 281 106 80 (314 102 90 |29 .97 125|326 8 79 |35 107 34 |29 .97 85 |346 112 227
country's economy (rec)
newideas |immigrants make more open to new 276 1.17 100|258 1.04 133|237 97 91 |260 93 64 [30L 118 25 (245 .96 72 |318 122 243
ideas and culture (rec)
crimerates | immigrants increase crime rates 368 122 42 |379 106 79 343 116 86 (287 105 59 |364 120 10 |297 107 74 |369 123 159
takejobs immigrants take jobs away from 303 125 48 |338 120 71 (273 113 73 (33 110 40 |28 126 10 |328 1.11 63 |337 128 158
people who were born in (country)
CITIZEN- | Some people say the following things
SHIP areimportant for being truly
meanindex | (countrymen). Others say they arenot| 332 .69 36 |304 .76 59 294 74 59 |328 .70 61 (325 63 12 (323 .74 43 (319 .72 57
important. How important do you
think each of the following is?
1=not at al 4=very important
born to have been born in /country/ 310 99 24 |278 106 20 (25 106 28 (322 93 31 |318 .87 08 |297 105 31 |303 .98 35
time to havelivedin/country/ formostof | 326 .88 19 (296 .92 51 (28 .95 43 (312 89 52|32 .78 05311 95 32 |321 .8 35
one'slife
language |to beableto speak /country's/ 359 66 08 |[338 .75 26 |342 .74 26 |34 8 331|330 .79 02 |362 .67 20 |332 .91 37
language
EXCL. Do you think the number of
IMMI immigrants to /country/ nowadays 381 93 59 |434 87 95|42 91 106|405 .96 6,7 |415 .90 47 |387 104 165|372 .97 341
should be increased/reduced
1=increased 5=reduced
EXCL. How much do you agree or disagree
REFUG that refugees who have suffered poli-
tical repression in their country 209 111 53 |19 .88 69 |204 102 65 |28 110 68 |28 127 48 (274 110 112|270 1.24 238

should be allowed to stay in
(country)? 1=allowed 5=not allowed
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socid security system aso are to be found in Greet Britain, East-Germany and Italy. Knowing about
the reduction of welfare spendings in these countries and about the long enduring Itdian
disstisfaction with its unstable governments and corrupt authorities it seems unlikely that these
indruments can catch patriotism in these countries in a sufficient way.

The operationdization of feelings of threat caused by immigrants seems less problematic in
al those countries which redly have immigration, however it is hardly agpplicable to Russa
Concerning the other countries no direct relationship between the amount of immigration and
atitudes towards immigrants exids. The Itdians, East-Germans, Audrians and Britans show
somewhat more fears and/or less positive recognitions of immigrants than the Americans and the
West-Germans.

Smilar problems occur to the items concerning the policies towards immigrants and
refugees. Both show extremely high missng values in Russa, but seem to work in the other
countries. In contrast to that, the three items which thematize criteria for truely being a member of
the respective nationality do not show any conspicous missngs hinting a non-attitudes or
problems with the questions. Moreover they might catch more deeply rooted convictions. However,
their conceptualy understanding is not undebatable. Thus, al three items formulate hurdles against
dtizenship, but "born in country" may be interpreted in ethnic terms, whereas "able to gpesk
country's language’ may be understood as a condition for democratic participation, and "have lived
for mogt of onés life in the country” may evoke associaions with the politicd question of
immigration- and naturalization policies. In any case, again as with the concepts before, we do not
find identical rankorders of the countries dong al the items thought to represent one and the same
concept, but differing rankorders. This aso hints to suboptima measuring.

Ageis measured in years (18 and higher), education is measured in years spent in school and

gender refersto men (1) and women (2).

4, Empirical results

For the empirica test of our hypotheses developed in section 2 we have specified for each
dependent variable one regression equation. Therefore we came up with seven equations for each of

the seven countries:
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(lag Citizenship = Threat + Pat.Pride + Nat.Pride + Ident + Age + Sex + Edu

(Ib)  Exd.Immigr = Thresat + Pat.Pride + Nat.Pride + Ident + Age + Sex + Edu
(lc) Exd.Refug  =Threat + Pat.Pride + Nat.Pride + Ident + Age + Sex + Edu
(1)  Threat = Pat.Pride + Nat.Pride + Ident + Age + Sex + Edu

@1y  Pat.Pride = ldent + Age + Sex + Edu

(V) Nat.Pride = |dent + Age + Sex + Edu

(V)  Ident = Age+ Sex + Edu

Each equation was andyzed for each country using stepwise regression analyses. All results are

presented in the following table 2.

Table: 2 Standardized partidized regression coefficients

independent dependent Audria | GE GW | ltdy GB USA Russa
varisble vaiable
Threat® Excluson 45 42 46 34 48 42 .26
Refugees
Nat.Pride® n.s. n.s. 10 n.s. A3 n.s. n.s.
Pat.Pride® -.09 n.s. n.s. -.08 -12 n.s. n.s.
Edu® n.s. n.s. n.s. -.15 n.s. n.s. -.07
Sex® n.s. n.s. -.08 .10 -.06 n.s. n.s.
Threat® Excluson .63 .59 4 .58 57 .52 43
Immigrants
Nat.ldent.® n.s. n.s. .10 n.s. n.s. n.s. n.s.
Nat.Pride® n.s. n.s. 15 n.s. A7 n.s. n.s.
Pat.Pride® n.s. ns | -.08 n.s. -11 n.s. n.s.
Age® n.s. n.s. n.s. n.s. A0 .09 n.s.
Edu.® n.s. n.s. n.s. -.07 n.s. n.s. n.s.
Sex® n.s. n.s. .05 n.s. n.s. n.s. .07
Threat® bE))/(Cl usion 27 19 22 14 A A 14
Citizenship
Nat.ldent.® A7 .10 18 12 .08 n.s. A3
Nat.Pride® .28 .30 24 15 15 .23 n.s.
Pat.Pride® n.s. A2 n.s. n.s. .09 .10 n.s.
Age® .10 A7 A3 A3 .20 n.s. A3
Edu.® n.s. n.s. n.s. -.10 n.s. -.10 n.s.
Sex® n.s. n.s. n.s. n.s. n.s. .07 n.s.
Nat.ldent.® Threat n.s. A1 A1 n.s. n.s. n.s. n.s.
Nat.Pride® .29 .35 43 A1 .23 .16 A3
Pat.Pride® -26 | -16 | -.28 -.23 -.18 -.18 -11
Age® A0 n.s. n.s. n.s. A1 n.s. .09
Edu.® n.s. ns | -.10 -.28 -.09 -.25 n.s.
Sex® n.s. n.s. n.s. n.s. -.10 n.s. n.s.
Nat. [dent.® Pat.Pride .26 25 32 14 .30 .16 n.s.
Age® n.s. A2 n.s. n.s. -11 32 -.07
Edu.® n.s. n.s. .07 n.s. n.s. n.s. n.s.
Sex® n.s. n.s. -.06 n.s. n.s. n.s. n.s.
Nat.ldent.® Nat.Pride .29 .38 37 22 .28 .29 .16
Age® 23 n.s. 20 -.07 n.s. A2 n.s.
Edu.® -08 | -.09 n.s. -17 -.08 -12 -.06
Sex® n.s. n.s. n.s. n.s. n.s. .08 .08
Age® Nat.l dent. 19 .29 .29 14 34 .26 12
Edu.® n.s. ns | -.09 n.s. n.s. n.s. n.s.




| Sex®

n.s.

n.s.

n.s. |

06|

09 |

-.08 |

n.s.
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As expected in hypothesis 1 nationd identification has a positive and moderate effect on nationdistic
pride in al seven countries. The strongest effect can be found in East Germany (.38), whereas the
weekest effect can be found in Russia (.16). That these differences in strength of relationship are
sgnificant can be assumed but is not tested here on the statistica level. These differences can be
reasoned by different redlities of the collective goods used to measure naiondigtic pride and
therefore the possibilities to be proud on them in the countries under consideration here. Or these
differences are based in substantia differencesin nationa identity variing between the countries.

Also as postulated in  hypothesis 2 there is a podtive and signficant relationship between
nationd identification and patriotic pride. Here the strongest relaionship can be found for West
Germany (.32) wheress this effect for Russa is not significant. But again these are only descriptive
differences which are not tested on ther datigicd dsgnificance. For an explandion of these
differences the same arguments as listed for nationaligtic pride have to be taken into account. But this
kind of analys's does not dlow to decide precisaly which of these argumentsistrue.

By hypothesis 3 we assumed that the relationship between nationd identification and nationd
pride should be stronger than the relationship between nationd identification and patriotic pride.
Except for Greet Britain this is confirmed for dl countries. In Greet Britain nationd identification ison
the descriptive level some more stronger related to nationdigtic than to patriotic pride. On the leved of
absolute differences between both regression coefficients the countries can be grouped by more
higher or more lower differences. Russa, East Germany and USA form the group with rather high
differences whereas in Audtria, West Germany and Grest Britain the differences are rather low. Italy
rank between these two groups. However, here we can not decide whether the relationship between
identification and nationalism is stronger because of conceptua and theoretica reasons or because of
using the term "to be proud of” in measuring the specific content of nationd identity.

As theoretically predicted in hypotheses 4 and 5, nationdistic and patriotic pride have
ggnificant, but opposite effects on the feding, foreigners are threatening. This meansthat nationdism
goes aong with fedings of threat, whereas patriotism does not. The redly interesting phenomenon
seems to be the strength of the relationships between nationdistic pride and threat in Austria, West
and Eagt Germany. These countries show the strongest effects compaired with al other countries
regarded in our andyds. This means that a nationdigtic atitude in Audtria and Germany is especidly
grong linked to xenophobic and hodile atitudes towards foreigners may be as a heritege of

antisemitiam.
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Furthermore, except for Itay and USA, the link between nationdigtic pride and threat is
gronger than the one between patrioic pride and threet. This is close to our assumption that
nationalism is somewhat stronger related to socid inter group comparisons wheress this kind of
socid comparison is not so relevant for patriotism. Findly, in the condistanty opposite links of
nationdigtic and of patriotic pride to fedings of threat we see an important argument, that our
operationdization of nationalism and patriotism using the pride items shows some vdidity, though of
many theoreticaly doubts.

Now we want refer to the three aspects of exclusion, the index for excluson from citizenship, the
exclugon of immigrants and the exclusion of refugees. In dl seven countries these three tendencies to
exclude others are mainly explained by perceived threat, which is close to hypothesis 6. The only
sructurd difference seems to be that this relationship is consstently stronger for the excluson of
immigrants. This makes sense because both the measurement of threet and the measurement of

excluson refers to the same attitude objekt: immigrants.

Beside these results with regard to our hypotheses there are some other significant effects. Holding
threst congtant, consstent and significant effects on excluson from citizenship can be found with
respect to nationaistic pride and nationd identification. The higher the nationdidtic pride and the
higher the identification with oné's country , the higher is the tendency to exclude on the dimension of
citizenship. Moreover the strength of this relationship is sysematicaly stronger for nationdistc pride
compaired with nationd identification. This means that additionaly to our hypotheses that threet
seems not to be the only determinant of exclusion from citizenship but dso nationalism and patriotism

are predictors of this excluson tendency.

From a theoretical point of view this seems to be plausible. As discussed above the mncepts of
nationdism and patrictism ae rdaed to different community ideologies. Obvioudy in case of
nationalism citizenship is defined through criteriawhich are very closed to ethnic aspects. Because of
the stronger link between nationd identification with nationdiam than with patroitigm this is dso
reflected in the effects of nationd identification on excluson from citizenship. In oppodte to this
patriotism has only very smdl effects on excluson from citizenship in East Germany, Great Britain
and USA and no sgnificant effects in the other countries. This makes sense, because patriotism
certainly aso has a community ideology, but this one differs in many aspect from the nationdigtic

25



community ideology. For the patriotic community ideology to be born in the country or to have lived
there for along time is not so important, but it may be seen as necessary to speek the same language
in order to be able to fulfill patriotic duties.

Let us now turn to the independent variables. Identification with one's country is - as expected in
hypothesis 7a - condgtently and dgnificantly increesing with higher age in al seven countries.
Education shows only in West Germany a smdl reducing effect on the intendtiy of the nationa
identification. Therefore our hypothesis 9a is disproved, hypothesis 9b is dso disproved except for
West Germany.

Gender has only smal ggnificant effects in Itdy, Great Britan and the United States.
Wheress in Ity men have a sronger nationd identification, in Great Britain and USA women
identify more with their nation. So there is no empirical support for hypothesis 8a.

Age, gender and educetion influcence the degree of nationalism and patriotism. In Audtria,
Wes Germany and United States we find that nationdistic pride increases gnificantly with age. The
opposite rdationship can be found in Itdy, dthough it is much smdler. In East Germany, Greet
Britain and Russa there is no ggnificant relation. The effect of education on nationdigtic pride is
smdl, but consstently negetive. Higher eduation seems to reduce nationdism, regardiess of the
politica system, but does not consistently lead to more patriotism, except for West Germany. Thus,
hypothesis 9c is not confirmed.

Also, gender hat no effect on nationdistic pride with the exception of the United States and
Russa In both countries men are more naiondigtic than women. Therefore hypothesis 8b is not
confirmed.

Increasing age is linked with higher patriotism in East Germany and the United States, but
with lower patriotism in Great Britain and Russa In the remaining countries there is no signifcant

relationship between age and patriotism. so findly, hypotheses 7b and 7c are not confirmed.

Summarizing these results we have shown that our key hypotheses on the relationship between
nationd identification, nationdism, patriotism, fedings of threat and exclusoniam hold on a generd
level in dl countries taken into account here. Furthermore there exist there exist some differences
between countries only in drength of reationships. Whether this is a consequence of the
problematica operationalization of nationalism and patriotism as discussed above or isiit reasond by
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gpecific nationd socid and political conditions can not be decided here on an Sgnificant levd.
Therefore this remains till open for speculations.
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5. Summary and outlook

This paper dedls with two important questions concerning nationa identity. The first one is whether it
is theoretical possible to distinguish precisaly between identification with one's nation in the sense of
affective atachement on the one hand and nationdism and patriotism as different types of its content
a the other hand. Therefore we suggest clear definitions of these three concepts. In our view
nationaism is characterized through idedlisation of the nation and fedlings of nationd superiority. In
contrast, patriotism is described as support of the nation based on humanistic vaues.

The second question is, whether it is possible to distinguish these three concepts empiricdly,
which requires in advance vaid operationdizations. To represent the affective attachment to one's
nation we used a question about the feding of closeness to one's country. To distinguish empirica
between nationdism and patriotism we used an operationdlization which is based on a question about
pride in different nationd goods. Reasons for this operaiondization were that a smilar
operationalization proved as vaid for the West- and East-German context in earlier sudies and that
this question now is available in cross-national comparison. However, we aso formulated some
severe principad doubts about the adequacy of this question to catch nationdistic and patriotic
bdiefs-systems and moreover some doubt about the cross-nationd equivdance of these
operationalizations.

Therefore we decided to test the cross-nationa vdidity of these concepts resp. there
operationaizations not primarily with interna procedures, but by externa vaidation. Attitudes toward
foreigners were taken into account as criteria to test the externd vaidity of our operationdization of
nationdism and patriotism. We postulated that nationalism should result in a strong feding of being
threatened by foreigeners and therefore favor nationd exclusonism. In contradt, patriotism should
reduce fedlings of threat and therefore not result in exclusonism. This mode of nationd identity was
tested empiricaly for seven countries based on data of the ISSP (Austria, East and West Germany,
Italy, Great Britain, USA and Russa).

The firgt important result of our andyses is, thet it is possble to distinguish nationd identification,

nationalism and patriotism theoreticdly. It is dso possible to distinguish between these three concepts
empiricaly.
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Nationd identification was shown to be the more generd concept, that is the affective
support of the nation seems to be a precondition of nationalism as well as of patriotism. Nationaism
and patriotism themsdves aso can empiricaly be distinguished by using indicators of pride in
selected collective goods. On the one hand, those operationalizations are far from being optimal —
because they bear the substantia problems of whether the selected goods are existent in al countries
a dl, whether they are redized in a way that makes positive evauations as pride possble and
because some of them may change quite fast. Russa was on example, were these problems showed
obvioudy in the digtributions

But, on the other hand, in spite of these problems, we found systemetic relationships between
the congtructs of nationdism and patriotism on the basis of these operationdizations on the one hand
and attitudes toward outgroups on the other hand in al countries under sudy. Nationdism is linked
with fedings of being threstened by foreigners and those fedlings of threst result in exclusonism. In
opposite to this patriotism is not linked with fedings of being threatened.

Furthermore, as a by-product, we andyzed effects of sex/gender, age and education on nationa
identity. Summarizing these results only age has a cross-ndiona systematic effect on identification.
Older people tend to identify more with their nation than younger people, which may be a life-cycle
or a generationd effect. All our other hypotheses — especialy those ones about a link between
socidisation in a democratic or non-democratic system and nationalism versus patriotism could not

be confirmed — may be as aresult of beeing too diffuse and undifferentiated.

The main problem of our study lies in the operationaization of nationalism and patriotism and could
not be solved by using the 1SSP dataset. Nationalism and patriotism as theoretica concepts have a
lot of subdimensions which are relevant for an adequate understanding of these concepts. The
operationdization usng pride in soecific collective goods is something like a proxy for better
operationaizations. But it does not cover theoretica relevant aspects of nationalism and patriotism,
as for example divergent definitions of a prototypica nation, different preferences for politica
Sructures, different salf-definitions as political actors and so on — in short it catches the divergent
community ideologies just on a smal edge. For a vaid operationdization of both concepts more
complex operationdizations are necessary. Nevertheless our results show that it is possble to
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identify something like a "pogtive’ pariotism besde the traditiond nationdism even using
unsatisfactory indicators. Thus it seems worthwile to work on better survey questions for this topic.
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