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NATIONAL SENTIMENTSAND ATTITUDES
TOWARD MINORITIES

I ntroduction

There are numerous investigational approaches to the phenomenon of Nationalism
in the relevant literature of politi cal science internationa relations or sociology, al
deding with various aspeds of the problem. Conceptualisations of nationalism
cover aspeds of politi cd ideology and pditicd movement as well as the process of
nation-building and also the particular politi cal orientation o individuals.

Purpaose of the study

The purpose of the work presented in this paper was to examine the structure of
attitudes organised around the notion d the nation and explore the structural
relationship between national sentiments and attitudes toward cohabitant minority
groups connected to the concept of nation. The present work is an attempt to study
the structure and interrelatedness of attitudes toward one's own dominant national
group and attitudinal strategies toward cohabitant minority groups.

Among the few empiricd investigations focused on rationalism as a pdliti cal
orientation the work of H. Dekker and D. Maova (1997) stands out. According to
their approach national attitudes can be conceptualized as a set of attitudes toward
one's people and country, differing in strength and aff ect. Nationalism is merely one
of the component attitudes of the set. Empiricd research has s$own that the
component attitudes of the model (National Feeling, National Liking, National
Pride, National Preference, National Superiority and Nationalism) are discrete
sentiments organised into a aumulative hierarchy.

Although this model is focused on attitudes related to the concept of the nation, it
is plausible that these atitudes are dosely connected to opnions about issues
concerning the relationship between the national majority and minority groups.
Therefore, the @m of the present work was twofold. First, we set out to test the
Dekker—-Malova model on a Hungarian sample, to show that in spite of the fad that
the applied scale contains wveral items with highly country-spedfic connotations
the model itself is valid in the Hungarian context as well. The second aim was to
reved the structural relationships between the above mentioned national attitudes of
the model and certain attitudes toward minority groups.
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Definitions and Hypotheses

Historians, sociologist, politicd scientists and socia psychologists have proposed
several definitions for the mncept of a ,minority”. One gproach isto find relatively
objedive, observable aiteria, analysing cultural, historical or physica
characteristics (see e.g. Kévagd 1983) emphasizing the numerical disadvantage of
the minority group. Other definitions (see eg. Wagley and Harris, quoted by
Simpson and Yinger 1985: 17) are less concerned with oljedive differences but
include aspeds of minority existence, which arise from the disadvantageous cial
position d minorities, from the majority-minority relations and from attitudes
toward the minority group. In this paper we use aminority definition (in the context
of examining respondents’ attitudes towards minority groups) which is closest to the
approach o Tgfel: ,[minority is] a cadegory of people... at the receiving end of
certain attitudes and treatment from the »outside«” (Tajfel 1981).

Simpson and Yinger (1985) describe majority policies toward minorities as
belonging to threemain clusters: the acceptance or even support of multi culturalism,
the dtempt to eliminate the minority group and in between the two extremities is
asdmilation or — contrary to that — a parasitic exploitation d a subordinate group
deliberately restrained to this position. Translated to the level of individual attitudes
of the members of a majority group we might also find the correspording three
general attitudinal stances toward minority groups, namely tolerance, assmil ationist,
and discriminatory or exclusionist tendencies.

Hypothesis 1. Attitudes are expressons or manifestations of representations of
complex interpersonal/intergroup relations, in the present case the relations
between a dominant majority group and minorities. In a number of respects
attitudes toward out-groups can revea the preferred |, strategy” toward these
groups and therefore can be arranged on a continuum ranging from tolerance
through asgmil ationist tendencies to discrimination/exclusion.

Hypothesis 2. Intergroup relations are determined by severa factors —
historical, societal, economic and psychological — and therefore dtitudes
toward spedfic groups in a society show great intergroup variation. However a
regular pattern determining the diredion d the attitudes can be deteded that
reveals a generally preferred strategy toward minorities, a ,, meta-attitude” ,
that is not specific to the actual minority group in question but a general
disposition characteristic of a person.

Definitions of minorities inherently relate this concept to the ancept of the nation
the minority group belongs to, since the concept of the minority is meaningful only
in relation to the latter. Based on theories of cognitive consistency (see eg. Abelson
et al. 1968) it is reasonable to asaume that these wncepts are similarly related in the
attitude structure of the gnitive organisation. We proposed a model where the
concepts of the minorities and the nation as well as the aciated attitudes and
emotions are inseparably interwoven in the representational structure of the mind.

Hypothesis 3. A regular relationship can be detected between attitudes toward
one's nation and preferred strategies toward minoriti es — operationali sed as the
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relationship between the component attitudes of the hierarchical model of
nationalism formulated by Dekker and Malova on one hand, and attitudes
toward minorities organised on the tolerance-exclusion dmension on the other.

Method

In order to test the above hypotheses we first use largely unanalysed data from two
surveys conducted in 1994 and 1995 on the topic of ethnic attitudes. Both surveys
used representative samples of the population. Based partly onthe results of thisfirst
phase, we developed a questionnaire which targeted our hypotheses more precisely.

This questionnaire was employed in a non-representative, self-administered
survey consisting of 405 secondary school students. The respondents were students
of seven secondary schoadls in Budapest, 62 per cent in academic secondary schools
(or ,grammar schodls”) and 38 per cent in vocationa schools. The target age group
was the 17-18 years old (grade 3 and 4); this age sedion made up 85 p@r cent of the
sample, however, the total range of the age of the respondents varied between yeas
of 16-21. The gender representation was not totally balanced —the sample mnsisted
of 55 per cent females and 45 @r cent males.

The Questionnaire. The questionnaire consisted of 5 sections and a total of 108
items. The sedions were related to the foll owing five topics. One section included
34 items related to attitudes toward the Roma population in Hungary, another
sedion was smilar but related to the Hungarian Jewry. These two sections were
presented at the beginning d the questionnaire; in order to filter out the sequential
effed we have varied the order of the two sedions— half of the respondents received
aversion where the Jewish sedion was followed by the Roma one and the other half
an inverse version. These two sections consisted of items asaumed to be related to
the three dtitudinal stances of Hypathesis 1 — ramely assmilation, discrimination
and tolerance.

The third sedion was a revised version d the Nationalism questionnaire
constructed by Dekker and Malova consisting d nineteen items related to various
forms of national affili ations. That was foll owed by a nine-item sedion, included in
order to investigate in more detail the concept of the nation held by the respondents,
and finally seventeen items related to socio-econamic variables.

Preparatory analysis

The first phase of the research involved the secondary analysis of databases
provided by two sociological surveys conducted in 1994 and 1995 on topics of
ethnic atitudes.® The purpose of this phase was to carry out a preliminary test of

Y The 1994 survey has been conducted by Ferenc Etbs, Zsolt Enyedi, Zoltan Fleck and Zoltan
Fabian on attitudes toward the Roma, anti-Semitism, attitudes toward various outgroups and
Authoritarianism; the 1995 survey has been conducted by Andrés Kovécs primarily on anti-
Semitism but also involving afew attitude items related to the Roma.
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Hypotheses 1 and 2in order to gain some knowledge regarding the assumed attitude
structure prior to the construction and fielding of our questionnaire.

The item analysis of the data offered by the 1995 anti-Semiti sm research revealed
that attitudes towards Jws in Hungary with regards to strategies of cohabitation are
indeed arranged into the three main hypothesised clusters. A similar anaysis
conducted onthe data of the 1994 survey — containing items related to the Roma and
the Jews as well — further validated this hypothesis. This aurvey contained enough
items related to the Romato give apreliminary picture of the threemain clustersin
bath contexts. These results gave a firm base for Hypothesis 1 concerning the
existence of the threemain attitudinal stances — namely assmilation, discrimination
and tolerance — for the ansecutive phases of research.

A further analysis aimed to gain some insight into the place of the @ove
described attitude dusters in dfferent contexts, that is to test Hypothesis 2
concerning a general preferred strategy toward minorities. Although the two surveys
serving as bases for the present investigation were cnstructed for hypotheses
considerably different from ours and therefore antained only a fraction of the items
that would have been necessary for a thorough testing, the results quite dearly
disproved Hypothesis 2.

The 1995 anti-Semitism survey contained only three items related to the Roma,
all three of highly discriminatory tone. The crrelation o these three items with
exclusionist attitude toward the Jews was sgnificant but low (values in the range of
126 — 172, p<.001). The 1995 survey allowed a @mparison between the three
attitude dusters toward the Roma and tolerant and exclusionist attitude toward Jews,
reveding the following relationships.

Table 1.
Roma Assimil ationist Exclusionist Tolerant
Context
Jewish
Context
Exclusionist .219** 500%*2 -121*
Tolerant .145* .014 .163**
*p<.01**p<.001

The &ove results point to the conclusion that attitudes toward Jews and the Roma
are interrelated but not equivalent, therefore, the assumption concerning e ,meta-
attitude” independent of the actual target of the dtitude is not justified.

As a mnclusion we opted to include in the questionnaire dtitude items about the
Roma and the Jews separately but not including ones about minorities in general.
The reason behind choosing these two groups to be investigated originated in the
concept of the minority given by Tgjfel at the beginning d this sdion. The Jews

2 Since both surveys focused principally on hastile atitudes toward the investigated groups
the exclusionist cluster was the most refined and that fad probably contributed to the
relatively high correlation of these clusters.
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and the Roma were the groups most often , at the recaving end d certain attitudes’
and therefore examination of these atitudes is more than ressonable.

Nation and nationalism
The Dekke—Malova Model of Nationdism

The mncept of nationalism used in the present paper had been developed by Dekker
(1997) and his colleagues. They argued that in the field of nationalism research
poorly defined conceptualisations are the largest obstade for research and showed
that the mncept of nationalism is used in the literature to cover four main categories,
often in a rather confusing way. Nationalism in some ntexts means a politicd
ideology or a politicd movement, for others it indicates the process of nation-
building and finally in other contexts it stands for a particular politi cd orientation of
individuals.

Focusing on the fourth category — on individual political orientation — they
pointed out that the cncept of nationalism in this snse is frequently used as if it
were identical to a number of different national orientations such as national
consciousnessor national feeling, national identity, loyalty to the nation, patriotism,
and also as an ,umbrella mncept” intermingling separate dimensions sich as beli ef
in kinship o blood-tie, the desire for separation, the wish for pure or homogenous
nations, ethnocentrism and so on.

In order to further clarify the concept of nationalism — as an attitude of certain
individuals — Dekker and Malova introduced a cmplex structural model of national
attitudes of which nationalism is one of the building blocks. They hypothesised —
and empiricdly validated —six main attitudes related to the concept of one's own
country and people. The six attitudes differ in the kind o affed (positive, negative
or neutral) and in the strength of the feding. The most basic one — national feding —
is neutral and denotes the feeling of being part of the nation. The five others are
asaumed to be pasitive in the basic model although trajedories for negative dtitudes
are hypothesizsd as ,escape routes’ for subjeds with a negative identification
pattern. The five positive dtitudes are national liking, national pride, national
preference, national superiority and nationalism.

The a&ove mentioned attitudes are aranged into a aumulative hierarchy, that is,
they indicae separate and hierarchicaly arranged stages of attitude development in
the context of the nation. Each stage requires its fulfilment before the next can be
developed that embeds all the lower levels.

Nationalism

| Nationa Superiority |

| National Preference |
| National Pride |
| Natioral Liking |
| Natiord Feding |
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The model had been empirically tested and verified on student samples in the
Netherlands, in Slovakia and in the Basque Autonomous Community in Spain. The
results confirm both the existence of the hypothesized six attitudes and their
structural relationships.

The procedure had been repeated in our survey in order to test the validity of the
model in Hungary on one hand and also to use it as a reference model in determining
the relation of national orientations and attitudinal stances toward minorities.

The nationalism scale has been constructed by selecting and trandating 19
relevant items from the 1995 Dutch survey and also from the questionnaire used in
Slovakiain 1995/1996.

Table2. National attitudesin Hungary

Score 1 2 3 4 5
National feeling 0=.83
1.1 feel | am Hungarian 1 3 12 20 64
2. | feel Hungary is my country 2 3 7 17 71
National liking a=.776
3. | like the Hungarian language 1 2 4 19 74
4.1 like Hungary 1 4 11 24 60
5. It isgood to be aHungarian 3 8 20 30 39
6. In general | like Hungarian people 0 3 22 37 38

National pride 0=.788

7.1 am proud of Hungary 4 12 23 28 33
8. | am proud to be Hungarian 3 7 21 27 42
9.1 am proud of what the Hungarian people 4 7 27 27 35
achieved

National preference a=.552
10. In generd | prefer to have Hungarian people as

my persona contacts than people from other 20 14 32 17 17

countries
11. | prefer to livemost of my lifein Hungary than

in any other country 11 15 31 17 26
National superiority 0=.65
12. In general | like Hungarian people more than

people from other countries 18 18 31 20 13
13. In general Hungarian people are better than

their nationalities 35 18 25 14 8
14. Hungary isthe best country to livein 30 20 30 10 10
Nationalisma=.759
15. | feel | share common roots, common origins

with other Hungarians 15 18 25 20 22
16. | feel al Hungarians are members of abig

family which | aso belong to 19 24 26 17 14
17. 1 think all Hungarian people should livein 33 24 20 9 14

Hungary
18. Hungarians should not mix with other nations 49 18 14 8 11
19. People of other than Hungarian nationality

should leave the country 45 15 16 8 16

(percentage of respondents; score 1=strongly disagree, 5=strongly agree)
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The survey confirmed that the scde was auitable for our sample & well — yielding
similar results as the previous gudies conducted in three other countries. The whole
national attitude scale proved to be highly reliable (Crombach a=. 856 for all
nineteen items) as well as most of the subscdes, yielding Cronbach afas ranging
from .83 to .65 with the exception d the National Preference scde with a low alfa
of .552.

These results — proving that the model works in several countries and languages
regardiessof the fact that various items have substantially different connotations in
the different national contexts — further contribute to the strength of the validity of
the model. The particular patterns of support the various items received in dfferent
countries are comparable but significant locd variances do show up. For example,
the item that received by far the highest support in Hungary —in contrast to all the
surveys done in other countries — was item 3 (I like the Hungarian language)
pointing to a special role language playsin the Hungarian national consciousness

Investigating the other end o the distribution pattern we find statements with
very low support, items that required a more or less objective comparison between
Hungary or the Hungarians and ather courtries or nations — items 13 and 14 ¢ the
National Superiority subscde. While the respondents showed considerably stronger
preference for Hungary or the Hungarian people where their emotional identification
was concerned — see espedally item 10 —they clearly do not think their country or
their compatriots gand the test of international comparison.

Next we test the hypothesis that the structure of this attitude group is arranged
into a cumulative hierarchy. To do this, we first measured the level of support for
eah attitude group represented by the six subscales by computing the average of the
cumulative percentages of ratings 4 and 5(agreement and strong agreement).

Table3. Support for the six attitudes

Nationalism 28
National Superiority 25
National Preference 39
National Pride 64
National Liking 80
National Feding 88

(percentage of respondents scoring 4-5 onthe subscdes)

The results show indeal a gradual decline of suppat for the dtitudes positioned
higher in the hierarchy except for the last two levels — National Superiority and
Nationalism — where the distance is smaller. The fact that Nationalism scores
somewhat higher than National Superiority — as opposed to the prediction of the
model — probably arises from the above mentioned dfference between emotional
identification with certain concepts related to the nation and the evaluation of the
same isaues. While Hungarians drongly identify with their country as expressed by
certain items of National Preference and Nationalism they do nd think their country
is the best or their compatriots are better than ather nations — therefore their feeling
of National Superiority istooweak to form the fifth stage of the Pyramid.
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The next test to validate the hypothesis was to investigate the correlations
between the subscales. The wrrelations were in the moderate range, varying from
.351t0 .72, none of them exceeding .80, which justified the separate but interrelated
treament of the subscales.

Asauming that the previously confirmed hierarchy is a cumulative one — that is
eah stage must be reached before the next can be developed —would ideally mean
that differences between attitudes at the shortest distance are lower than those
between attitudes at a larger distance in the hierarchy. Computing the dissmilarity
of the dtitudes represented by the subscales was very succesul in proving the
hypothesised structure of the hierarchy — the larger the assumed dstance between
the levels, the more dissmilar the dtitudes are. These results appear in the
disgmilarity matrix below as a pattern where figures become higher reading the
matrix from top to bottom and from right to left.

Table4. Euclidean dissimilarity coefficient matrix of the national attitude subscales
1. 2. 3. 4. 5.
National ~ National  National National National
Feding Liking Pride Preference  Superiority

1. Nationa Feding

2. National Liking 130

3. Nationa Pride 200 149

4. National Preference 338 290 254

5. National Superiority 414 36.6 308 188

6. Nationalism 413 37.2 314 225 17.2

To sum up, we have successully validated the Dekker—Malova modd of
Nationalism on a Hungarian sample. Despite the differences in the anount of
support expressed in relation to some of the items of the scde in different countries
the model in itself proved to be goplicable in Hungary, exhibiting similar structural
characteristics as those formulated in the original theory.

The concept of the nation

One of the most important intercultural problems of the Central-Eastern European
region is the disparity of national and ethnic boundaries, the often ambigucus
relationship between ethnic/national affiliation and citizenship and the nflicts
arising from these two aspeds of nationa identification. One dement of the above
described phenomenon is the ambiguous perception of the concepts such as nation,
state and nationality. In order to revea in detail the dtitude structure organised
around the nation d the nation in the next phase of the research we investigated how
the respondents perceive concepts auch as nation, state and retionality. Empirica
investigations have been conducted in that areasince the early seventies in Hungary
reveding an ambiguous and inconsistent comprehension of these notions. This
ambiguity can be detected bah in relation to the defining criteria of the nation as
people —i.e. what criteria one has to meet in order to be mnsidered Hungarian —and
also in the definition of the nation in cultural versus pdlitical terms as captured by
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the perception of the role of the minorities in relation to the nation, that is whether
different ethnic groups in Hungary and Hungarian minorities outside the borders of
the country are considered to be members of the Hungarian nation.

Asregards to the cultural versus politi cd concept of the nation a series of surveys
starting from 1973 reveded the dominance of the politicd nation-concept in the
seventies (for a summary seelLaza 199%). At the same time the studies conducted
by Hunyadi and his coll eagues (1974, 1975) investigated the defining criteria of the
nation. Their analysis reveded two main types of definitions. one segment of the
respondents considered ,,Hungarianness' as a natural or ascribed attribute, defined
by hirthplace or mother language, while others regarded it rather as sosmething that
can be achieved by learning or chosen by self-definition.

The past 25 years brought the gradual strengthening d a aultural-linguistic-ethnic
concept beside the still existing politi cal one, reflected in the increasing portion of
the population considering Hungarians living in ather courtries belonging to the
nation while eghnic-national groups living in Hungary are dso till regarded as part
of the Hungarian nation.

We have repeated the procedure in our survey with the same set of categories
used in earlier studies to clarify the concept of the nation held by the respondentsin
our study.

Tableb. Therole of minoritiesin the definition of the nation
Hungarians living in West-European courtries 72
Hungariansliving in neighbouring courtries 82
Nationaliti es living in Hungary 47
Jews living in Hungary 68
Gypsiesliving in Hungary 46

(percentage of respondents indicaing that he or she considers one or more groups
out of the above five to be constituent of the nation)

Our results indicae the dominance of the ehnic-cultural concept of the nation
among the respordents. Around three quarter of the respondents considered
Hungarians living in ather countries belonging to the Hungarian nation while less
than half of them think the same way about national minorities and Gypsiesliving in
Hungary. Altogether 25 per cent of the respondents considered only Hungarians
living outside Hungary part of the nation but no members of other minorities — thus
reveding a purely ethnic-cultural concept of the nation.

The results also show arelatively strong tendency to exclude Gypsies from being
an integral part of the nation but not considerably more so than ather ethnic groups.
Although a .56 correlation between considering Gypsies or other national minorities
as part of the nation indicaes that there might be different acceptance patterns
behind the similar numbers. Jews are somewhat in the middle, around two-thirds of
the respondents considered them to be apart of the nation, a result that might imply
the highly assmilated-integrated status of Jews and also the ambiguity of their
perception as an ethnic group.
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Parallel to the shift from a politi cal to a cultural conceptualisation of the nation, in
the past 30 years a similar transformation process went on concerning the key
criterion for membership in a nation. According to the above dted investigations
being Hungarian was mostly defined as ssme sort of attachment to the country in the
ealy seventies while in the next twenty years more and more people cnsidered
linguistic-cultural attachment and self-definition also important elements. In our
sample the results were the foll owings.

Table6. Defining criteria of being Hungarian

Those born in Hungary 38
Hungarian citizens 39
Whose mother tongue is Hungarian 60
Who considers him/herself Hungarian 78

(percentage of respondents indicating that he/she considers one or more
of these groups Hungarian)

These results are cnsistent with that of the previous sdion: the defining criteria for
being Hungarian also reflect a cultural rather than a paliti cal conceptuali sation of the
nation, with an even stronger emphasis on self-definition. These results are in
aacordance with the outcome of an 1985 survey by L4z and Dobossy revedling a
rank order of importance of defining fadors ,indicaing that the criteria of being
considered Hungarian are arranged in the minds of people according to the degreeof
conscious chaoice, of the identificaion with being Hungarian versus the outcome of
chance” (Laza 1996: 57). Looking at the data in a more detailed analysis supports
these results: according to 23 per cent of the sample self-definition in itself is an
adequate aiterion while ancother 16 per cent considered self-definition coupled with
mother tongue to be asufficient basis for accepting someone & Hungarian.

Investigating the interrelation of the two nation-concepts we foundthat those who
only accept self-definition combined with language — strong cultural criteria— as the
basis for belonging to the nation actually do have acultura rather than a politi cal
concept of the nation, expressed in a lower-than-average aaceptance of ethnic and
national minorities and above-average recognition of Hungarians living outside the
borders. On the other hand indicating all four items — self-definiti on, language, place
of birth and citizenship — as defining criteria implies a tolerant rather than
constraining attitude expressed by an above-average acceptance rate for al five
minority categories.

Having the two nation-concepts defined onthe sample & a whoe we tested the
assumption that respondents of different levels of national identification might hold
different concepts about the nation. In other words, we investigated whether
different scores achieved on the nationalism scde rrespond to differences in the
views concerning the defining criteria and conceptualization of the nation.
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Table7. The changing concept of the nation by degree of nationalism

Sample Scores on the Nationalism scale

average
1 2 3 4 5
Hungarians living in West-European courtries 72 63 77 68 71 76
Hungarians livingin neighbouing courtries 82 74 83 82 84 86
Nationalities living in Hungary 47 72 54 44 22 9
Jews livingin Hungary 68 96 79 60 40 9
Gypsieslivingin Hungary 46 75 59 40 14 0

(percentage of respondents; score 1=refusal of all nationalistic items,
5=accetance of nationalistic items)

The results show that respondents who completely refuse nationdlistic views have a
relatively strong politi cal concept of the nation as compared to the sample average.
This is indicated in a relatively lower acceptance rate for Hungarian minorities
living outside the borders of Hungary as part of the nation but a very high
acceptance level — 72—96 per cent — for ethnic and national minorities within the
country. As identification with nationalistic dtitudes increases we see an abrupt
decrease of acoeptance concerning minorities in Hungary — resulting in lessthan 10
percent for Jews and national minorities and zero (!) for Gypsies — indicaing an
almost total rejection of a pdliticd definition of the nation but largely accepting it in
ethnic terms as a wrrelate of strong retiondistic dtitudes. Overall the
transformation d the nation-concepts parallel to the strengthening d nationalistic
attitudes is very clear in the case of the vanishing politi ca concept of the nation bu
less ® in the case of the increasing ethnic-cultural concept.

In terms of the defining criteria of who is considered Hungarian, the picture is
less clea. The first variable — being born in Hungary — is basically accepted by
roughly athird of the respondents in al subgroups and in the whole sample & well.
Citizenship is given a decreasing emphasise with growing retionalism, a process
which is consistent with the simultaneous decline of the politi cal nation-concept.
Sdf-definition gets clealy limited as national affiliation increases and is most
probably going aso through a transformation of connatations. While people with
non-nationalistic atitudes consider self-definition as an option to be chasen or not
by minorities, nationalists exped certain groups, namely Hungarians living outside
Hungary, to define themselves as Hungarians.
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Table8. Acceptance of the various defining criteria of being Hungarian
by degree of nationalism

Sample Scores on the Nationalism scale

average
1 2 3 4 5
Those born in Hungary 38 35 37 43 38 38
Hungarian citizens 39 44 48 31 25 29
Whose mother tongue is Hungarian 60 51 68 56 53 67
Who considers him/herself Hungarian 78 84 86 72 67 67

(percentage of respondents; score 1=refusal of al nationalistic items,
5=acceptance of all nationalistic items)

The Dekker—Malova model of Nationalism focused on the process of developing
and strengthening retional attitudes culminating at the level of Nationalism. The
above described investigation gave us me insight into the parallel processes as
well: the dhanges in the meaning o some of the mncepts and in the aswciation d
these views and the dtitudes under study.

The &ove results further establish the hypothesis which pcsits g/stematic
relationships between various national orientations and attitudes toward cohabitant
minority groups. We have seen that strong identification with nationalistic atitudes
correlates with an ethnic rather than pditica conceptualisation o the nation. That in
itself indicaes a strong dostade to attempts for asgmilation on the part of minority
group members snce such view emphasises the acribed nature of the nation and
does not leave much space for self-categorisation. Therefore, part of the original
hypathesis can be refined: we @an asaume that asgmilationist views of the majority
group are decreasing as national affiliations gather strength. On the other hand, we
still do not know what stage one has to achieve with respect to national affiliations
to support discrimination toward these non-assmilated groups rather than to tolerate
their being an ethnicall y-culturally different fraction of the society.

Attitudestoward minorities

Attitudes toward the Roma

The survey questionnaire contained 34 items related to majority attitudes toward the
Roma population in Hungary. A factor analysis conducted on these items revealed
four main clusters of attitudes: beside the originally hypothesised assimilationist,
tolerant and discriminationist dispositions there was a fourth one expressing
antiracist, positive discriminatory opinions.
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Table9. Assimilationist attitudestoward the Roma

Assimilationist scale 1 2 3 4 5 Mean
(Cronbach 0=.698 score
1. Gypsies dodd beforced tolivelike 15 16 22 18 29 33 N
others
2. Gypsies $oud betotaly Magyarised 43 27 19 7 4 2.02
3. Intermarriages between Gypsiesand
anonGypsiescan orly belagtingif the 38 15 27 9 11 239
Gypsy partner completely conforms
to the other FACTORI.
4. There ae decatt Gypsiesbut the 6 11 17 22 44 387 >
majority of them arenat so
5. Althoughthere ae many poa people
amongGypsies and noRGypsies 7 8 15 26 44 392

aswell, but Gypsiesdo much less
to help their stuation

6. Gypsies $oud be primarily blamed Y,
for the aversionstoward them 3 10 21 25 41 392

7. The problems of the Gypsieswoud be
solved if they findly started to work 7 14 23 27 29 357

8. Rich Gypsies soud suppat the 8 4 22 21 45 393
poa ones

9. Themain otstadein theway of the Roma > FACTORII.
integrationistheir low level of educdion, 8 9 16 26 41 383
thelad of professond training

10. Gypsies can best integrate into the society

if they live dispersed and nd in closed 10 10 30 27 23 341 )
commurnities

11 Thebasic problem of the Gypsies arises FACTORIII.
from their lad of ahome @urtry 24 12 19 20 25 307

Total® 0O 9 47 42 2 337

Asdmilationist attitudes toward the Roma can be grouped into three further
subcategories according to a supplementary factor analysis performed on the deven
items of the scale. The largest fador consists of items — the first six in the &ove
table — expressng very strong, even aggressve asmilationist claims coupled with
the view that blames exclusively the Roma for their disadvantageous stuation. The
distribution d the answers sows that the latter element — the ,blame” — receéved
high agreement, while forced asgmilation is supported orly concerning life-style
differences and the respondents would not accept total asgmilation.

The second group of attitudes — numbered seven to ten in the abowe table —
consists of opinions related to more or less objedive fadors influencing the life of
the Roma, such as lack of education, segregation and economical factors that hinder
integration. Generally these statements recaved strong agreement. The one which
received the least support was related to the question of segregation, an issue that

3 Total score has been caculated by the following procedure. First the scores given for the
individual items had been summed, then ranges of these numbers readed, whereby score of
1 to 1.5 were recoded into score 1, scores between 16-2.5 were recoded into score 2 and so
onto produce a5 pant scae again for comparison.
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roused heated debates in several towns and villages in Hungary in the past few
years.

Finally, a third factor emerged consisting of the single item related to the lack of
a home country for the Roma, an item that had the lowest factor score on the
assimilationist factor in the first analysis and one that could not elicit a marked
rating pattern.

Distribution of the total scores shows that assimilationist attitudes were largely
accepted, nonetheless, only a very small fraction of the sample supported them
wholeheartedly. The mean score of the scale for the whole sample is 3.37, the
highest result among the four scales’.

Table 10. Tolerant attitudestoward the Roma

Tolerance scale 1 2 3 4 5 Mean
(Cronbach 0=.854) score
1. Gypsies should be dlowed to live their life according to
their own customs and culture until it does not disturb others 2 3 11 21 63 437
2. Theart of the Gypsies enriches Hungarian culture 19 16 22 21 22 311
3. Gypsiesmust not abandon their traditions 10 12 24 25 29 351
4. Gypsies should be supported in their effortsto maintain their
traditions, language and culture 17 15 28 20 20 3.14
5. There should be a choice of schoolsfor Gypsiesto send their
children to, teaching in Romalanguage or in Hungarian 21 11 24 21 23 313
6. Gypsy children should be able to learn dso in their mother-tongue
in the school 19 16 28 19 18 3.02

7. Gypsies should be enabled to manage ther affairs by themselves 15 15 29 24 17 311
8. Gypsiesare prepared in every way to pass decisions concerning

their own affairs 18 21 22 22 17 298
9. Thereis nothing wrong with teenage childbirth for exampleif this

isdl right according to their customs 41 16 17 12 14 242
Total 5 19 38 32 6 3.14

Results related to the first item of the tolerance scale might suggest that our
respondents would demonstrate a very high level of tolerance, at least in principle,
were the differences between the way of life of the Roma and the others not so
disturbing. However, the sudden drop of support shown for items related to any
specific differences indicates that the redlity is somewhat different.

Cultural differences are largely tolerated while autonomy is questioned and the
different lifestyle is clearly refused. Respondents supported the maintenance of
Roma culture and traditions but did not really consider it part of the colourful
culturd life of the country and were even less willing to support it.

As regards to statements concerning the education of Roma children in their
mother tongue, these are neither realy supported nor rejected and both are
significantly and negatively correlated with the highly supported statement about
segregated schools (see item 6 of the Discrimination scale, r=-.319 and r=-.226 with
item 5 and item 6 of the Tolerance scale, p<.001). This result implies that according

* All means differ significantly (p<.01) except in the case of tolerance and discrimination.
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to the view of a large proportion of our respondents Roma children should goto
separate schoadls but what and how they learn there bears not much importance

The strong refusal of teenage childbirth among the Roma dealy expresses an
intolerance toward a markedly different life style but significant negative correlation
with item 8 of the Discrimination scale (r=-282, p<.001) implies that it is a nat so
subtle expresson d fear of the increasing proportion of Roma in the population of
the country.

The genera attitude the results of the bove two scdes reveds can be described
as a strong inclination onthe part of members of the majority society to push the
Romain the diredion o loosing their distinct attributes — primarily those that arein
contrast with the way non-Roma people conduct their lives. The emphasis is hot on
cultural asdmilation as regards to language usage or cultura traditions but on
removing fadors that hinder their absorption into mainstream society. The
redisation of the asdmilation processis largely seen as being the task of the Roma
community coupled with the view that unsuccesful assmilation originates there
too.

Table 11. Discriminationist attitudestoward the Roma

Discrimination scale 1 2 3 4 5 Mean
(Cronbach 0=.923 score
1. The auistoms of the Gypsies and the nonGypsies differ
s0 much that intermarriages cannot be lasting 32 23 22 12 11 248
2. Gypsieswill never integrate into Hungarian society 9 13 24 23 31 357
3. Gypsiesdo nat deserve suppat 31 20 22 9 18 266
4. Gypsies $oud betotaly separated from the rest of society
asthey areincgpable of coexistence 40 17 14 10 19 252
5. Itislaudable that there ae till pullic places where Gypsies
arenat welcome 24 16 16 13 31 3.16
6. Everyone hasthe right to send their chil dren to schodswhere
there ae no Gypsy children 13 12 17 11 47 367
7. Residents of vill ages and towns in Hungary shoud have
the option to chase whether to let Gypsiesto settle there 23 18 16 16 27 31
8. Theincrease in the number of Gypsy popuation thregens
the seaurity of the society 7 14 22 21 36 369
9. Crimind inclinationisin the blood d the Gypsies 23 19 16 18 24 303
10. Policemen shoud have greder freedom of adion against
Gypsy than norGypsy criminas 51 13 13 8 15 226
Total 8 33 26 21 12 297

The peaceful coexistence of Roma and non-Roma individuals in the private sphere
seams possblein the views of the respondents as expressed in the strong rejedion of
the first item as oppased to their opinion about social integration — seeitem 2 —
which is rather pesgmistic. Whil e the two items are dosely related (r=.447, p<.001),
the rating patterns elicited by the two are mirror images.

The majority of the respondents accept the need for social support for the Roma
but very strongly refuse positive discrimination, as $own in the case of item 2 of
the anti-racist scde.

Segregation in various contexts receives different amounts of support.
Segregation in schodls is highly advocated, a result that is more weighty given that
these ratings are given by secondary school students. This result differs from those
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produced by adult samples where items measuring inclination for social distancing
also often include astatement about the mixed education of Roma and ron-Roma
children bu there it is usualy rather easily accepted (see eg. Tomka 1979). Tomka
(1991) summarizing the results of surveys conducted between 1978 and 1989 in this
topic concludes that support for segregationin dff erent contexts largely depends on
the extent to which the issie in question concerns the respondents personally.
Therefore, adults e Gypsies moving into their neighborhood as much less
aaceptable than integrated schoadling or mixed marriage — the latter is highly unlikely
to occur, therefore not threaening —while in our sample of students the question o
segregated schooling was of high personal involvement and received ore of the
highest agreement rate’.

Total socia segregation is rather strongly rejeded but at the same time
aaceptance of Gypsy inhabitants in neighborhoods is ®en as a matter of dedsion to
be made by the residents — that is implicitly a vote for settlement segregation. Isaues
concerning separation in public places are evaluated ambiguously yielding rather
high frequencies of total rejedion and total agreement aswell .

Statements implying rada discrimination receive different degrees of support.
One of the items receiving the highest agreement (mean=3.66) is the one related to
the threat posed by the growing number of the Roma population —an oginion that
inherently connects the Roma with criminality. On the other hand the statement
about Gypsy criminality being , genetic” — the most radst item — yields a,,U” shape
rating profile and a mean o 3.00. Finally negative discrimination concerning police
conduct is very strongly rejected. However, a discriminate analysis of the
interrelations of these three items reveds that a radst disposition does influence
views on Roma crimindity. Investigating the answer patterns of respondents giving
a score of five on item 9 — strong radst diposition — yields the following results:
each such respondent (100 per cent) gave ascore of four or five on item 8 —related
to the threa to security of society — and & percent rated item 10 — dfferent
behaviour by the palice — with a score of 4 or 5.

Table 12. Anti-racist attitudestoward the Roma

Anti-racist, positive discriminatory scale 1 2 3 4 5 Mean

(Cronbach 0=.923 score

1. The Hungarian government shoud domorein favour 31 18 30 11 10 251

of the Roma

2. Gypsies $oud receve more help than nonrGypsies 64 17 12 5 2 1.65

3. Thegredest obstade for Gypsiesin their integration eff orts 20 19 20 20 21 303
into Hungarian society is people’ saversionto Gypsies

4. The Gypsy questionistheresult of radsm 25 16 25 17 17 284

Total 18 38 33 10 1 2.38

® These results @riously question the overall applicability of the Bogardus scale but support
the view that the items of the scade might have diff erent connaations relative to the context.
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The last factor of the Roma-related attitudes is the collection of explicitly anti-racist
and positive discriminatory statements that received the lowest level of agreement
among the four factors. Positive discriminatory actions are clearly rejected, the more
explicitly they involve financial action, the more so. Although the negative role of
anti-Gypsy attitudes in the integration process of the Roma are acknowledged by a
considerable fraction of the respondents, the roots of the Roma problems seem to be
found elsewhere.

Attitudes toward the Jews

The questionnaire involved 28 items related to attitudes toward Jews in Hungary.
Factor analysis revealed that twenty-one of these belong to the three hypothesised
attitudinal stances, namely assimilationist, tolerant and discriminationist directions
while the remaining seven items either did not appear on these three factors with
interpretable factor scores or belonged to two very small, further factors. The three
scales presented below are products of the factor analysis, a consecutive item
analysis had been conducted in addition on the items of the tolerance scale in order
to create a scale with acceptable reliability measures.

Table 13. Discrinationist attitudestoward the Jews

Discrimination scale 1 2 3 4 5 Mean

(Cronbach 0=.856) Score
1. Jewish emigration from Hungary should be encouraged 61 13 11 4 11 192
2. Jaws should better livein their own state, in |srael 32 22 19 10 17 256

3. Jews disintegrate and weaken nations that assimilate them 46 21 14 8 11 215
4. The number of Jews should belimited in certain professons 56 10 12 8 14 215

5. Theinterest of Jewsin Hungary often differ from that 6 17 30 17 20 3.09
of non-Jews

6. Jaws till have to change considerably for their differences 30 19 24 11 16 262
to disappear

7. Jews are not really willing to integrate into the Hungarian 29 22 28 14 7 25
society

8. Jews are primarily to be blamed for theaversontowardthem 42 21 18 5 14 228

Total 26 3% 23 12 4 2.34

Statements on the discrimination scale which questioned the relationship between
the Hungarian Jewry and the nation generally received strong disapproval but we
found some variation among the three items (see items 1-3 in the above table).
While the majority of the respondents did not identify with ideas that deeply
guestioned the place of Jews among the population of the country, only over half of
them rejected (gave a score of 1 or 2) the statement that said that Jews should live in
Israel. Since this latter item correlates very strongly with the items supporting
emigration (r=.69 with item 1., p<.001) and regarding Jews as a threat to the nation
(r=.66 with item 3., p<.001), we can conclude that it is not an expression of support
for Jewish nationalism but it belongs to the attitude group expressing ecxlusionist
opinions, athough in a subtler form.
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Restrictions concerning the number of Jews in certain fields of professons would
be acceptable for a quarter of the respondents while it is refused by two third of
them.

As regard to dfferences or distance perceived between Jews and ahers, half of
the respondents do not see Jews considerably different from the rest of society and
seeno problem with their integration efforts. Respondents’ views regarding the issue
of potential interest conflict is rather neutral.

Finally ailmost three-quarters of the respondents would not blame the Jews for the
negative dtitudes direded against them.

Table 14. Assimilationist attitudestoward the Jews

Assimilationist scale 1 2 3 4 5 Mean
Cronbach 0=.832 score
1. Intermarriage between aJew andanonJew isonly accgtable 59 16 10 6 9 189
if the Jewish partner convertsto Chrigtianity
2. Intermarriages between Jews and nonJews are nat good 62 13 14 5 6 179
for any o the partners
3. The austoms of Jews and nonJews differ so much that 48 23 18 5 6 2.0
intermarriages cannd be lasting
4. Children o intermarriages $ioud nd betold that one 73 8 7 3 9 168
of their parentsis Jwish
5. Mixed marriages can orly belagtingif the Jewish partner 46 21 19 6 8 207
completely conformsto the other
Total 46 30 14 8 2 188

Items that fall into the factor of asdmilation seem to center around the isaie of
mixed marriages and concern various aspeds of intermarriage that are relevant in the context
of assmilation. Generally spe&ing al these items were strongly rejeded, assuming
that potentially perceived differences between Jews and athers are not identified as
obstacles in this respect and aso expressng the view that intermarriages are not
sea astoolsfor assmilation. This latter view is further reinforced hy the fact that an
item supporting more mixed marriages (see item 2 of the next table) receved strong
negative fador score on the asmil ation factor but clearly belonged to the tolerance
scde.

Altogether the mean total score of the essmilation scde is by far the lowest not
only in the Jewish context but among all the six scdes including the Roma context
as well. That fact most probably resulted from the highly asimilated status of
Hungarian Jewry.
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Table. 15. Tolerant attitudestoward the Jews

Tolerance scale 1 2 3 4 5 Mean
(Cronbach 0=.739 score
1. Itisnat interesting any more whether someone 19 18 19 22 22 310 \
is Bwish ar nat nowadaysin Hungary
2. Moreintermarriagesbetween Jewsand nonJews 24 16 46 9 5 256
woud ke preferable
3. Thereisnathingwrongwith thefad that someonre 26 10 20 17 27 3.09 » Fador I.
fedsand dedares him/hersdf Jewishin ore
situationand Hunggrian in athers

4. Jews belongto the Hunggrian retion 13 11 16 20 40 358
5. Being Jewish o nat has no significance 14 9 14 16 47 373 y
concerning marriage
6. Jewish integrationinto Hungarian society 14 15 25 25 21 322
isprimarily hindered by anti-Semitism
7. It isinconcavable why Jews are hated 14 10 19 18 39 322 Fador Il.
8. The Jewish questionwasinvented bythe 20 11 29 17 23 324
anti-Semites
Total 4 15 43 37 1 318

According to a further factor analysis conducted onthe items of the tolerance scde
attitudes expressng a tolerant disposition toward Jews can be grouped into two
further subcategories. The first five statements in the above table expressthe view
that differentiation between Jews and others is not relevant or interesting while the
last three items are related to negative dtitudes toward Jews which till crede
differences and Hnder integration.

Altogether we can conclude that attitudes expressng tolerance toward Jews in
Hungary recaved the highest rate of agreement, discriminationist views meet some
disapproval, while asdmilationist dispositions are the least supported by ar
respondents.

In this ®dion we have examined the main clusters of attitudes articulated toward
the Jews and the Roma in Hungary. The results further disproved our initial
hypothesis related to the eistence of a generaly preferred attitudinal strategy
toward al minorities — irrespective of the atua nature of the group in question. We
could see that support for the threemain strategies — asgmilation, discrimination and
tolerance — differ considerably regarding the two minority groups we investigated.
These results are in acoordance with ather comparative studies concerning national
and ethnic minorities in Hungary, which were summarised by Lézé as follows:
"[A]cceptance of minorities depends lesson the aultural level... of the redpient but
more on the alltural distance of the redpients and the accepted, that is the cultural...
level of the accepted” (Laz& 1996: 54). Our findings of considerably different
dispositions toward the two groups elicited from a sample which was relatively
homogenous in terms of cultural level thus underline Laza's argument that the
determining factor in this context is the perceived dstance of the minority group
from mainstream society.

Comparing the relative support for the threemain strategies in relation to the two
groups we studied we see an inverse pattern. Regarding the Jews tolerant attitudes
proved to be the strongest, a result which can be dtributed to the high cultural level
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of this group that makes acceptance relatively easy. Discriminationist attitudes were
located in the middle while assmilationist strategies received very low support —
probably due to the highly assmilated status of the Hungarian Jewry.

The same analysis reveded the oppasite distribution of agreement concerning the
Roma. In their case asmilation received significantly higher suppart than tolerance
and dscrimination, the two latter clusters yielding similar acceptance levels. These
results can be accounted for, on me hand, by the fact that the content of negative
prejudices concerning the Roma expresses mostly conflicts arising from the
differences in the way of life of the Roma and the nonRoma. Respondents sam to
think that to solve the problem, the differences between the Roma and non-Roma
must be eadicaed mostly through the Roma adapting a norrRoma life-style, a
processmany believe @an be accderated by forced assmilation. On the other hand,
the Roma are often aacepted as an ethnic group with distinct cultural traditions, the
maintenance of which is supported and cultural assmilation to this extent is
perceved as unnecessary, which is afador which increases tolerance

Investigation of Hypothesis 3 —the structural relation of national
orientations and attitudestoward the minorities

Lazéar (1996) investigated various fadors behind the diff erent attitudes in relation to
the problems of the Roma and found that the concept of the nation held by the
respondent was the main determinant beside socio-econamic variables.

Asauming that the relationship we found ketween the understanding of the notion
of the nation and attitudes toward a minority group is of high significance that can
be further refined we investigated the relation of national affiliation with attitudinal
stances toward the Roma and the Jews. We have examined how the position
achieved on the six levels of national affiliation and the strength of support
displayed on the three main attitude scdes are related. The table below shows the
correlations between the six Nationalism subscdes and the three minority attitude
scades — separately for the Jewish and the Roma context.

Table 16. Correlation of national orientations and attitudinal
stances toward the Roma

Discrimination Assimilation Tolerance
Nationa Feding .2079** .2463** —1009
National Liking .0939 .2103** —.0089
National Pride .1673* .2403** —.0583
National Preference .3098** .2973** —.2236**
National Superiority 4298** .3360** —.2898**
Nationalism .5434** A112** -—4490**
*p<.01**p<.001
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Table17. Correélation of national orientations and attitudinal stances
toward the Jews

Discrimination Assimil ation Tolerance
National Feding 197%* .161* —.152*
National Liking .148 145* -130
National Pride .199%* 174* —.169*
National Preference 270%* .280** —.154*
National Superiority 373** 374 -—247**
Nationalism .520%* .546** —.385**

* p<.01 ** p<.001

At the first glance we see marked general diredions in the interdependence of the
examined variables in the tables above: Except for some fluctuation at the first three
stages’, we found a dose-to-linea increase in discriminationist and assmilationist
atitudes as nationa affiliations became more pronounced and as tolerance
decreased. The fact that there is a vast gap between the level of Nationa Pride and
Preferencein almost all the six cases might imply that attitudes making up the levels
of the Nationalism Pyramid not only increase in strength from the bottom of the
pyramid to the top but there might be a qualitative change between the level of
National Pride and Preference. It is from the level of National Preference and
onward where dtachment to the nation involves some sort of comparison between
one's own nation and ahers, an aswciation that might strongly interfere with
attitudes toward groups not unambiguausly constituting the core of the nation.

The first pattern of relations obvious from both tables is that none of the
nationalism subscdes have apositive relationship with tolerance In the case of the
Roma the first three stages — from national feding to national pride — have no
significant relation with tolerance while the top three levels — from national
preference to nationalism — show highly significant, strong negative correlations.
The same @mnnedions are even more marked in the cae of Jews where dl levels of
national affili ations but national liking are significantly and negatively correlated
with tolerance These results imply that tolerance toward the Jews — the most
supported strategy in the sample in general — dedines as on as one enters the
Pyramid of Nationalism with the exception of the stage of National Liking, whilein
the case of the Roma tolerance starts to decrease with the appearance of National

% Fador analysis condicted on the items of the Nationalism scae did na separate the items of
National Feding and National Liking. Therefore we atempted to solve the irregularity
experienced at the first threelevels by combining the six items of Nationa Feding and Liking.
Correlations of this combined subscde with the atitudes toward the minorities fit into the
structure of the assumed pyramid much better than the original two separate subscaes.

Assmilationist [Discriminationist [Tolerant [Assmilationist [Discriminationist [Tolerant

attitude toward the Roma attitude toward the Jews
National 243 .148* -.049 .164* A7 -.148*
Feding
+Liking
combined

* p<.01, *p <.001
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Preference The difference between the dtitudes toward the two minorities in this
case might be attributed to the difference between the symbdlic functions of anti-
Semitism closely associated with national sentiments and the rather ethnocentric
attitudes toward the Roma.

The negative correlation ketween National Feding and Tolerance chall enges the
asumption of the neutrality of the atitude of National Feeling hypothesized by
Dekker and Malova. In a wider context it also raises the question —far beyond the
scope of the present work —whether we can paostulate national affiliation or national
identity which is neutral in affed, thusis unrelated to prejudices toward minorities.

As regards to assmilation and dscrimination related to the Jews, we find a
similar and very strong increase in both cases with the ascending in the hierarchy of
national attitudes. However, in the cae of the Roma we @n observe an interesting
pattern of correlations: both asgmilation and discrimination increase & national
affiliations drengthen but while asdmilation gains more strength in the first three
levels, discrimination wins from the level of National Preference and onward. This
result combined with the finding that negative correlation between national
affiliations and tolerance turns sgnificant from the level of National Preference
further supports the assumption that the gap between National Pride and Preference
is of greaer significance than ather stepsin the Pyramid.

The second mgjor step in the development of the atitude pyramid is the last one
from the level of National Superiority to the level of Nationalism where again al the
above described tendencies gain significant strength.

Summing up the above results, we found ample support for the systematic
interrelatedness of the atitudes assumed in Hypotheses 3. On the other hand an
interesting contradiction also appeared. Toward the end of the second section we
pointed out the @nnection between identification with nationalism and the
dominance of an ethnic conceptualization of the nation, a cdegory where national
afiliation is sen to be a matter of ascription rather than achievement. We refined
Hypothesis 3 in the light of these results snce this approach to the concept of the
nation does not leave much space for the asgmilationist attempts of the minorities.
Now we @n seethat the cognitive structuring of this collection d attitudes does not
follow such a strict logic, since the asdmilationist expectation gains grength —
almost parallel to the discriminationist strategy —with the development of stronger
national affili ations.

Conclusion

The study presented above investigated attitudes organised around the notion of the
nation, attitudes toward the Roma and the Jewish minority in Hungary and explored
the structural relationship between the two clusters of dispositions.

The investigation tested threehypotheses about these relationship throughthe use
of aquestionnaire given to a nonrepresentative sample of secondary schod students
in Budapest. The data yielded by ou survey provided a firm base for two o the
hypotheses while athird one was rejeded. We wuld prove that the representational
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structure of attitudes toward minorities is indeed organised into three main clusters
or strategies: assmil ation, discrimination and tolerance We tested the validity of the
Dekker—Malova Nationalism Model in Hungary and found support for a systematic
relationship between the stages of national orientation and attitudinal strategies
toward minorities. However we had to rejed the hypotheses regarding the existence
of one dominant strategy toward minoritiesin general, regardlessof the actual group
in question.
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