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Abstract:

Many claim that the npbst recent wave of globalization has increased the
i nterconnect edness between peopl e, conpanies and governments worldwi de. But has
it transformed popular culture so that nore people have cone to see thenselves as
gl obal citizens rather then, say, Americans, Russians or British, or, at a nore
local level, as Bostonians, Miscovites, or Londoners? This paper provides a
prelimnary exploration of the cultural inpact of globalization.

Three issues are raised for discussion: will cultural cosnopolitanism eventually
cone to supersede national or parochial identities? I's cosnopolitanism nore
preval ent, as one mght expect, in post-industrial societies, anong the younger
generation and anong the well-educated and nore affluent sectors of society? And
what are some of the inplications of cultural cosnopolitanisn? Drawi ng on the
1995 I SSP survey of national identity, the paper provides a prelimnary |ook at
sonme of the evidence in 23 nations.

Paper for the fourth annual neeting of the John F. Kennedy Visions of
Governance for the Twenty-First Century, Munt Wshington Hotel, Bretton
Woods, 11-14'" July 1999.



Cosnopol i tans, Nationalists and Parochial s:
G obal i zati on and Cul tural Change

“1f my theory of relativity is proven correct, Gernany will claimnme as a

Cerman and France will declare that | ama citizen of the world. Should
nmy theory prove untrue, France will say that | am a German and Gernany
will declare that | ama Jew.”

Al bert Einstein, Address to the Sorbonne, 1930

G obalization is understood to refer to the expansion in the scale and
speed of flows of capital, goods, people and ideas across borders with the
effect of decreasing the effects of distance. I ndi cators commonly used to
noni tor this phenonenon include |levels of international trade, comrunication,
or mgration?.

One way to think about the cultural inpact of globalization is to draw
a broad distinction between cosnmopolitans, nationalists and parochials?
Cosmopol itans can be understood as essentially ‘citizens of the world” with a
broad internationalist outlook, for exanple equally confortable living and
working in different countries, famliar wth travel well beyond their
nati onal and regional boundaries, and fluent in |anguages. It is commonly
assuned that cosmopolitanismis nost common anpbng a privileged international
elite, the Geneva-educated and |vy-leagued sons and daughters of diplomats,
bankers and generals, equally at hone in financial houses, enbassy receptions
and platinumcard airport |ounges from New York to Riyadh and Kuala Lunpur.
The | ogic of periodic waves of globalization should have expanded the pool of
world citizens, whether driven by the world anmbitions of the Roman Enmpire,
the linga franca of Latin and the bonds of nedieval Christianity uniting the
Holy Roman Enpire, the Grand Tour and Enlightenment philosophy of the 18t"
Century Europe, the expansion of free trade and enpire riding the rails of
the industrial revolution anmong the great powers in the late Victorian era,
or the gl obal market economy of the Post-Cold War era. Many pressures in the
late twentieth century should have encouraged a resurgence of cosnopolitanism

beyond elite circles®. In ternms of comunication, alone, for those wth
access, as we all know it is easier, faster and cheaper than ever before to
emai |, phone or fax people around the world, to surf front-pages or broadband

news prograns from Australia to Z nbabwe, and to break down the national
barriers of the national news nedia®*. In Brunn and Leinbach’s phrase, new
conmuni cati ons technology has the potential effect of collapsing space and
time®.

Yet, rather than an inexorable secular trend, globalization my
experience internal tensions and periodic reverse waves. In Anthony Snith's
view: “We are still far from even mapping out the kind of global culture and

cosnmopolitan ideals that <can truly supercede the world of nations.”
Nati onalists are understood as those who identify strongly with the nation-
state, with high levels of national pride, who enphasize the inmportance of

di stinct et hno-nationalistic identities and cul tural and economni ¢
protectionism National identities are usually inplicit and inert, and nay
only rise to the surface in response to an ‘other’, in which (rather like

Si non de Beauvoir’'s Second Sex) we know what we are by virtue of what we are
not. Even though the idea of national identity is widely enmployed, it tends
to be fuzzy, conplex and under-conceptualized’.

Lastly, parochials are wunderstood as those who celebrate the
i di osyncrasi es of diverse |local and regional cultures, foods and traditions,
who prefer all politics to be devolved to sub-national |evels, and who stress
the inportance of dense comunities with clearly defined territorial and



soci al boundaries denarcating who does and does not belong, based on
particul ar nei ghborhoods, regions, or ethnic/religious identities.

In intellectual and cultural circles, although there are conflicting
tugs, cosmopolitanismis usually wi dely regarded as a highly desirable ideal,
whereas parochialism is comobnly assumed to be narrow, provincial and
retrograde. As a natural globalist, wth shallow local roots, stranded
culturally sonewhere in the md-Atlantic, suspicious of nationalism and yet
constantly aware of it, | tend to synpathize with this view Yet both
nati onali sm and parochialism receive legitimacy from the belief that the
apparently wuniversal ‘global’ culture carries the risks of standardization
and the inpoverishnent of local cultures, if today the global is actually a
predom nately American consuner culture (a.k.a. MacWrld). This belief
justifies barriers to the free flow of goods (inport taxes), people
(immigrants) or culture (such as non-donestic filns).

Popul ar resistance to globalization is widely evident in terns of deep-
rooted ethnic conflict and a resurgence of nationalist movenents, evident
from East Tinor to Kosovo and the Palestine, as well as nore peaceful
devolution to regional and local |evels of governance, as in Scotland. Even
within the European Union, the anbitious attenpt to create a single economc
and nmonetary market (EMJ) transcendi ng national boundaries, synbolized by the
notes and coins of the euro, is believed by Euroskeptics to be a grand folly
that will wultinmately prove unable to cope with the nmmjor disjunctures in
econom es as diverse as Portugal, Germany and Sweden, let alone, in future,
Pol and, Hungary and Romania. G ven this understanding, is there any evidence
of an energing cosnopolitan identity that nay threaten and supersede
traditional national and parochial identities and, if so, how do we start to
explain this phenonmenon?

Hypot heses and Dat a

An initial look at sonme evidence is available from the survey on
national identity conducted in 1995 by the International Social Survey
Program anong 26 established and newer denocracies (N. 28,270) 8 W can all
think of many factors that could influence the strength of territorial
identities. Cosmopolitanism could plausible be associated with cultural and

regi onal linkages |ike comopn |anguages, physical proximty and religious
ties; historical traditions (such as Japanese isolationism and Sw ss
i nternationalism; exposure to traditional and new conmuni cati on

technol ogi es; patterns of nmigration (such as in Israel); and a country’'s
relative political, econonmic and military power on the world stage. Fromthis
conplex array, a few sinple factors were selected for further consideration.

Aggregat e Level Hypotheses

First, if socioeconon c developnent is the nodern driving force behind
cultural cosnopolitanism we expected this phenonenon to be npbst evident in
advanced post-industrial societies like the United States, Sweden and the UK
The reason is that these countries are anong those which have been
transformed nost radically by the process of technological change, new
conmuni cations, and the free transfer of good and services, as well as by
hi gh |l evel s of education and affluence produced by soci oecononic devel opnent.
In contrast we expected that both nationalism and parochialism would remain
stronger in | ess devel oped econom es such as those in Asia and in Central and
East ern Europe.

If political factors are driving cultural cosnopolitanism we would
expect this phenonenon to be nobre evident in European Union nenber states
than in other post-industrial societies. The Community is the nost ambitious



attenpt at trans-national cooperation and integration. The 1992 Single
European Act ained to elimnate physical, technical and fiscal frontiers
bet ween nenber states, to reduce regional inequalities, to harnonize rules
governing working conditions, to strengthen research and developnment, to
protect the environment, and to facilitate nonetary cooperation. The
Maastricht Treaty, signed in 1992, and the Anmsterdam Treaty in 1996,
strengthens political as well as econonic union, including conmon foreign and
security policies. Economic and nonetary union took a mpjor step forward in
January 1999 with the launching of the euro on the world currency market. |If
the process of European integration has influenced national identities we
woul d expect to find stronger feelings of attachnent to ‘Europe’ in EU nmenber
states |like Germany that in countries |ike Norway.

I ndi vi dual - Level Hypot heses

Alternatively if the latest wave of globalismis a cyclical trend then
plausibly the process of gener at i onal change may be influencing
cosnmopolitanism If this is the case then we should find that ol der citizens
remain nore strongly parochial or nationalistic in their identification
whi | e younger generations, backpacking with Eurail passes, volunteering for
the peace corps, or working with environmental NGOs around the world, would
be nore cosnopolitan in their orientation

Lastly, there are the ‘usual suspects’ at individual-Ilevel including
soci al background vari abl es (soci oecononic status, education and gender), as
well as a few |ess obvious experiential variables (whether a person has
lived abroad, their language skills, and their parent’'s citizenship), and
attitudinal variables (such as national ©pride, cultural and econonic
protectionism and attitudes towards immgrants). The |ogic suggests that
after the aggregate controls the variables should be entered in this order in
any nodel i ng process.

The distinction between cosnopolitanism nationalism and parochialism
can be gauged nost sinply by the strength of people’s attachment to different
territorial areas. People were asked to use 4-point scales to show how cl ose
they felt to their neighborhood (understood to indicate the strength of
parochi alisn?), country (nationalisn) or continent (cosnopolitanisn). As we
shall see, there are serious questions about whether these neasures tap the
di rensions at the heart of our paper, and further research would exam ne
alternative neasures of cosnopolitanism as well, but the exploratory results
provide sone initial insights into the nature of territorial identities.

Expl aining Territorial ldentities

Table 1 describes the broad distribution of our dependent variables in
twenty-three nations, grouped by nmajor region. The nost striking finding is
that far nore people continue to identify with their nation (87% and their
nei ghborhood (74%, rather than their continent (58%. Nevertheless the
majority of the public do have sone sense of a supra-national identity,
feeling at least at sone diffuse level close to ‘Europe’ or ‘Asia or ‘North
Anerica’

[ Tabl e 1 about here]

To see whether these pattern hold with alternative neasures Table 2

exam nes whet her people were willing to nove to another nei ghborhood, country

or continent to inprove their work or living conditions. The results of this
i ndi cator show a drastic shrinkage in the proportion of ‘cosnopolitans’; only



15% proved willing to nove to another continent under these conditions.
Indeed far from a global free market of |abor, nost people were strongly

rooted in their area; only one fifth would be willing to transfer abroad and
under half would be willing to nmove to another nei ghborhood. Broad issues of
national identity clearly provoke a different response to the practica

question of job nobility.
[ Tabl e 2 about here]

Soci 0- econom ¢ devel opnent

Regression nmodels were run to predict how close people felt to their
nei ghborhood, nation and continent. The first hypothesis suggests that
soci oecononi ¢ devel opnent is one of the core factors behind cosnopolitanism
This factor was operationalized from Wrld Bank data as per capita 1997 CGDP
standardi zed at purchasing power parity. The nodels show that |evels of
econom ¢ devel opnent proved significant across all nodels, but in the
cosnopolitan nodel the pattern was in the reverse direction to that expected.
In other words, | ess developed societies were nore parochial and
nationalistic, true, but they were also nore likely to identity with their
continent. This was particularly the case for countries |ike Bulgaria,
Hungary and the Czech Republic, who felt strongly European. Perhaps the
experience of the ex-Warsaw Pact countries wunder the Soviet Union nay
hei ghten their desire to be associated with affluent Wstern Europe rather
than countries to their East.

Rat her than understanding these identities as trade offs, where people
can be classified as either parochial or cosnmopolitan, it nmay be that
territorial identities are overlapping and nultiple. This understanding
inplies that the key distinction may be between those who feel any
territorial rootedness, at whatever level, and the rolling stones who fee
nore transient and global. If we glance down the proportion who feel close to
their neighborhood in Table 1 it is apparent that parochialism is strongest
in Central and Eastern Europe, particularly in Bulgaria, one of the poorest
and |east devel oped societies under conparison. Yet Bulgarians also has a
strong sense of attachnent to their country and to Europe.

Political Explanations

The role of the EU in encouraging supra-national identities received
no confirmation from this conparison. Citizens who lived in the European
Union had a relatively strong sense of local and national identity, but this
failed to predict a sense of European identity. As shown in Table 1 the
degree of cosnopolitanism gauged by the nmeasure of closeness to the
respondent’s continent, varied substantially between countries'®. For exanple,
while two-thirds of Italians and over half the Germans and Dutch felt close
to ‘Europe’, this was true of only one third of the Swedes and one fifth of
the Brits. A simlar pattern is found in many other indicators of
identification with Europe in successive Eurobaronmeter surveys, wth the
late-joiners to the EU far |less enthusiastic nenbers than the foundi ng EU- 6.

Moreover nost countries of Central and Eastern Europe felt nore
strongly ‘European’ than EU nenber states, and the EU average was no greater
than in any other nmmjor region. It appears that by this neasure, if adequate
to gauge ‘cosnopolitanism, (and it is a real ‘if’), nenbership of the EU
does not contribute towards supranational identities.

Soci al Background and Personal Experiences

Anmong the social background variables, contrary to the generationa
t heory, age is consistently associated wth a stronger territorial



identification across all three levels. This suggests that as people age they
becomre nmore attached to their neighborhood and country, as expected when
peopl e put down roots in an area, perhaps buying a hone, starting a famly,
and settling into a local job. But at the sane tinme older people are also
nore likely to identity with their continent.

Education is associated with weaker territorial identities across all
| evel s, but particularly the local one. The nore educated the person, the
less they feel attached to a particular area. Wnen are also slightly nore
likely than men to have a sense of territorial roots across all three |evels.

Two social indicators do behave in the predicted direction, reversing
by level. The level of urbanization is a strong predictor of parochialism
with a greater sense of local place in rural areas. But where soneone |ives
becomes insignificant in terns of attachments to their continent. And

househol d income shows that the less affluent are nore likely to fall into
the category of parochials while those who are better off are nore likely to
feel a sense of cosnmopolitanism Indeed, inconme proved the strongest

denographic indicator of cosnopolitanism perhaps confirmng the elite
profile that we nentioned earlier. Cosnmopolitanism remains strongest anong
t he hi gher social strata.

Sone of the experiential indicators proved interesting and better
behaved. The length of residency in a comunity proved by far the strongest
predi ctor of parochialism outweighing even G\P. And how |ong soneone had
lived abroad and their ability speak nmore than one |anguage was associ ated
with cosnopolitanism |In contrast none of the indicators of personal or
parental citizenship proved significant.

Attitudes

Lastly, in terns of attitudes, national pride was a strong predictor of
territorial attachnents at every level; people who felt a sense of pride in
their country’'s scientific, artistic and sporting achievenents, and their

political system or history, were nore likely to identify wth their
nei ghbor hood, country and continent. Positive attitudes towards inmgrants,
such as willingness to take in refugees, were also positively associated with
cosnmopol i tanism and negatively linked to nationalism Oher attitudinal

indi cators tended to be weak or m xed'?

The Growm h of Cosnopolitanisn?

Based on this prelimnary glance at sone of the indicators we can
conclude that while there is considerable evidence to study global trends in
the free flow of goods, services, capital, people, ideas and force, we know
far less about the «cultural consequences of these developnents. Has
gl obal i zati on produced increased nunbers of cosnopolitans, citizens of the

world who feel confortable traveling, living and working within different
societies, or in reaction has there been a resurgence of nationalism or even
parochi al i sn®? Gowing cultural globalism is often assuned but, beyond

aggregate figures, such as trends in news flows, novie receipts or the nunber
of MacDonal ds around the world, we know little about what it neans for our
sense of identity, attachnment and citizenship.

The initial exploration of the comparative data suggests the follow ng
pattern. Parochialism defined as a sense of attachment to the |[ocal
nei ghborhood, is nbst strongly associated with how | ong people have lived in
an area, and it is comonly stronger anobng those who live in rural areas,
ol der generations, the less educated, wonen, and those of |ower econonic



status. It is linked to feelings of national pride, and nobst often found in
| ess devel oped countries. Nationalism neasured by feeling close to one’'s
country, displays a fairly simlar profile. Again nationalism is stronger
among | ess devel oped societies, the older generations, the |ess educated,
worren, and anong those with high levels of national pride, as well as anti-
immgrant attitudes. These patterns are largely in line with expectations
fromthe literature.

Cosmopolitanism defined as a sense of attachnent to a person’'s
continent, is less satisfactorily explained here. Indeed in many respects
(al though not all) the profile of cosnopolitans is not that dissimlar to the
above patterns. Contrary to expectations, cosnopolitans were also found to be
stronger in |less devel oped countries, anobng the older generation, anong the
| ess educated and anong those with a sense of national pride. The only
stronger and nore distinctive indicators concern the fact that cosnopolitans
were drawn disproportionately from the nore affluent strata, they were nore
likely to have language skills and to have lived abroad (part of the key
aspects of cosnopolitanism discussed earlier), and they were nore |iberal
towards issues of immigration. Overall, however, this pattern needs further
anal ysis before we can be nore confortable with the results®. Two reasons, in
particular, may hel p explain this sonewhat nuddy profile.

Perhaps one mmjor limtation or flaw in this analysis concerns the
neasur enent of cosnopolitanism which is a conplex concept. As McCrone and
Surridge remark!®, “National identity is one of the nost discussed but |east
under st ood concepts of the late 20'" century.” The idea of nationalism is
subtle, elusive and contained many fragnmented qualities bundled under one
headi ng. The neasures which we have been using probably fail to capture the
many conplexities involved in gauging cosnopolitanism too, in part because
feelings of national and cosnmopolitan identity may prove highly contextual

and conditional, dependent upon the ‘other’ as nuch as the self. In Scotland,
| feel English. In the United States, | feel European. In Europe, | feel
American. In India or Indonesia or Korea, | feel ‘Wstern . In nany contexts,

I feel confused!

On the other hand, if we accept the operationalization of the concepts,
the prelimnary analysis presented here may lead us to question the conmon
assunption of a trade-off between attachnents to the locality and nation
state, on the one hand, and a broader sense of supra-national identities, on
the other. Qur territorial identities may be nultiple rather than a zero-sum
gane. W need to go nuch further to unravel, clarify and neasure the concept
of cosmopolitanism and to distinguish the inmpact of globalism on cultural
identities in general, and our feelings of cosnopolitanism nationalism and
parochialismin particular.



Table 1. Feelings of Attachnent to Different Areas

(9% Feel dose Nei ghbor hood Country Conti nent
North Anerica 63 78 57
Canada 69 75 56
uUs 57 81 59
West ern Eur ope 71 86 54
Cer many, W 73 79 58
Irel and 84 93 44
Italy 68 88 69
Net her | ands 71 87 54
Nor way 51 94 58
Spai n 88 90 62
Sweden 65 83 37
UK 64 71 21
C. & Eastern Europe 77 90 66
Bul gari a 88 93 87
Czech Rep 81 92 81
Cermany, E 76 79 59
Hungary 80 96 94
Latvia 68 86 35
Pol and 74 94 71
Russi a 67 82 19
Sl ovaki a 84 89 81
Sl oveni a 77 93 69
Asia & Pacific 82 94 55
Australia 83 91 69
Japan 91 95 76
New Zeal and 65 94 54
Phi | i ppi nes 74 94 71
ALL 74 87 58
Not e: Q " How cl ose do you f eel to: ..your nei ghbor hood..[ your

nati on] ..] Europe, etc]” (5-point scale) N 27628.
Source: International Social

Identity. (ZA 2880)

Sci ence Program (1SSP) 1995 survey on Nati onal
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Table 2. WIllingness to nove to Different Areas

(%9 WIling to nove to Nei ghbor hood Cont i nent
anot her
North Anerica 68 20
Canada 67 25
US 70 15
West ern Eur ope 53 17
Cer many, W 60 16
I rel and 39 14
Italy 54 16
Net her | ands 61 20
Nor way 55 15
Spai n 48 19
Sweden 53 23
UK 58 22
C. & Eastern Europe 33 12
Bul gari a 34 19
Czech Rep 43 8
Cermany, E 51 9
Hungary 28 5
Latvi a 20 8
Pol and 39 15
Russi a 17 N a
Sl ovaki a 48 16
Sl oveni a 35 8
Asia & Pacific 39 15
Australia 36 8
Japan 26 7
New Zeal and 56 19
Phi | i ppi nes 37 22
ALL 46 15
Note: Q "If you could inmprove your work or living conditions how willing or
unwi I ing would you be to nove to another neighborhood,.. nobve outside your

country..nove outside [Europe, etc.]” N 27628. Source:
Sci ence Program (1 SSP) 1995 survey on Nati onal

Identity. (ZA 2880)

I nt er nati onal

100

% Cosmopolitans

90

80

70

60

% Close to continent

0

50 -
40 -
30 L H
20 A H H H H
o HHHHHHHB

2 @ & O F IS
c? \?%s \@&» ‘<>\'“ \@
& Q\&v@&

?‘

&

[
& o NG
0.

7
& «*‘&S > S Q’@@ < \@&
S o

Soci al



Table 3: Predictors of Parochialism Nationalismand Cosnopolitanism

I ndependent vari abl es

Par ochi al i sm

Nati onal i sm

Cosnopol i t ani sm

Codi ng

“Feel close to

“Feel close to

“Feel close to

4-poi nt sca

nei ghbor hood” country” continent”
Nati onal controls
Level of Devel opnent -. 17 -.30 -.23 | Per capita
EU Menber state .09 .13 .01 | EU Menber (
Soci al Background
Age .06 .15 .09 | Years
Educati on -.07 -.03 -.03 | Scale from
Gender: Ml e -.03 -.04 -.02 | Male (1)/Fe
Community size .09 -.03 -.01 | Uban (1),
HH | ncone -.09 .05 .10 | Household i
Experi ences
Li ved abroad -.01 -.01 .04 | Never (1) |

(3) 5+ (4)

How long lived in current town .21 -.02 -.01 | Scale
Citizen of country .01 -.01 -.01 | Yes (1)/No
Parents citizens of country .01 -.02 -. 01 | Both parent
Language skills .05 .01 .16 | Speak nore
Attitudes
Nati onal pride .12 .30 .16 | 11-itemsca
Economni ¢ protectioni sm -.04 -.01 -.06 | 3 itemscal
Cultural protectionism .03 -.03 .01 | 3 itemscal
Attitudes towards inmgration .05 -.05 .12 | 6 itemscal
Left-right party support -.03 .01 .03 | Scaled fron
Const ant 2.25 2.93 1.6
Adj usted R2 14 13 .08

Not e: The dependent variables are the feelings of attachnent to the neighborhood, c
standardi zed beta coefficients in or
regression nodels. Coefficients in bold are significant at <. 05 or above.

shown in Table 1. The coefficients

Source: International Social

represent

Sci ence Program (1 SSP) 1995 survey on Nati onal

Identity. (
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