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Titular Identification of Russians in
Former Soviet Republics

EDWIN POPPE & LOUK HAGENDOORN

THE COLLAPSE OF THE SOVIET UNION provoked a dramatic change in the status of the
25 million Russians residing in the 14 non-Russian successor states. Overnight they
became ethnic minorities. They lost their dominant position to the titulars, i.e. the
national populations after which the newly independent republics are named. Rus-
sians, the core nation of the USSR, often had not assimilated into the union republics
outside the Russian Federation, they had not learned the local language, and they did
not identify with their republic of residence or with the titular population. They now
found themselves in ‘nationalising’ states in the ‘near abroad’ and thus had to
consider the nature of their national identification.'

How do people react if their in-group loses societal status? According to social
identity theory, members of deprived-status groups may, firstly, try to maintain their
social identity by rejecting the legitimacy of the (new) status inequality, or they may,
secondly, collectively attempt to change the position of their in-group (‘voice’), or
they may, thirdly, try to adapt to the new situation by making comparisons on new
dimensions on which the in-group holds a higher status than the relevant out-group
(‘social creativity’).? However, members of low-status groups may also try to change
their position individually by becoming members of the high-status group (‘exit’).?
This article deals with titular identification of Russians in the near abroad. Alternative
options of national-oriented identification, such as civic or cosmopolitan ones, which
imply other identity management strategies, are beyond the scope of this article.*

Following precedents set by theories three main factors can be distinguished that
may affect the strength of titular identification of Russians in the near abroad:
assimilation, ethnic competition and perceived threat. Most studies, and certainly
those that follow a social psychological approach, focus on individual-level factors
affecting national identification and do not take into account the effects of the
inter-group context.’ In our study we will apply a cross-national comparative design
in which the effect of contextual-level factors, such as characteristics of the republics,
on the strength of Russians’ titular identification can be determined in addition to the
effect of individual-level factors. The latter type refers to individual perceptions and
circumstances reflecting earlier assimilation, competition and threat, while the contex-
tual type of factors refers to features of competition, threat and assimilation at a
national level. At the level of the context, we will deal with country characteristics,
such as unemployment rates and proportion of Russians speaking the titular language
in the family, as well as with features of the out-group (titulars) which reflect a
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competitive context for the in-group, or which reflect the out-group’s prior assimi-
lation to the in-group (russification).

We assume that the relevant context for Russians in former Soviet republics is not
only the situation in the country as a whole but also the typical inter-group relation
with the national majority. For example, a titular group that is strongly ‘russified’
implies a different inter-group context than a titular majority that speaks only the
indigenous language. In the latter case the context offers different incentives for
competition and assimilation. In summary, this study examines titular identification of
Russians in former Soviet republics by considering three categories of factors (earlier
assimilation, ethnic competition and threat) at two levels of analysis (individual-level
and contextual-level). In our view, these factors are crucial for future inter-group
relations in the new states: the question is whether the two groups perceive each other
as a threat or competitor, and how far apart they are in terms of mutual linguistic,
social and cultural adaptation.

Earlier assimilation

The first factor we will consider in order to understand titular identification of
Russians in the near abroad is their earlier assimilation. Mixed marriages, proficiency
in the language of the out-group and length of duration of residence in the host
country are useful measures of earlier assimilation. Post-Soviet studies show that
earlier assimilation favours identification with the titular group.’ In other words,
Russians who are married to titulars, who have a parent of titular origin, who have
lived for a long time in the republic and who speak the titular language identify more
strongly as titulars.

Titular identification may be affected not only by earlier assimilation of individuals
but also by earlier assimilation of the in-group as a whole, i.e. at the contextual group
level. The proportion of Russians in the republics having mixed marriages and being
proficient in the titular language, as well as the period of Russians’ presence in the
republic, may affect Russians’ titular identification. Laitin models the dynamics of
this factor in terms of ‘tipping-effects’ by which the increased assimilation of
Russians reinforces the tendency of other Russians to follow because increasing
assimilation undermines the position and opportunities of the remaining in-group as
a whole.” This model suggests that titular identification will be stronger among
Russians in republics in which more Russians are assimilated.®

Titular identification among Russians may be affected the other way round by
earlier assimilation (russification) of the titular group. Russians may be more inclined
to titular identification in those republics in which russification is stronger. Hence
titular identification of Russians is expected to be stronger in those republics in which
the proportion of titulars involved in Russian—titular marriages or speaking Russian in
daily life is higher.

Ethnic competition

A second factor that may affect titular identification of Russians is competition. For
the purposes of this study we will distinguish between theories and studies focusing



TITULAR IDENTIFICATION OF RUSSIANS 773

on competition at the individual level and those focusing on indicators of competition
at the contextual level.

A prominent theory dealing with inter-group competition at the individual level is
realistic group conflict theory. Realistic group conflict theory proposes that (per-
ceived) competition between groups over scarce resources (i.e. realistic conflicts)
reinforces the salience of group membership and leads to rising inter-group hostility.’
In other words, stronger ethnic competition implies weaker identification with the
out-group and vice versa. The evidence for this effect is from experimental and field
studies.!” Closely related in approach is relative deprivation theory, which predicts
that national identification is affected not only by competition but also by outcomes,
in particular if outcomes differ from what is considered legitimate.!! Hence the
feeling that out-groups have more than they deserve reinforces in-group identification
and reduces out-group identification.

Both realistic group conflict and relative deprivation theory emphasise conflicts of
interest on ‘real’ issues, such as property, money or economic and political power.
There is in our view another domain of potential inter-group conflict, namely on
cultural issues such as language, religion and way of life. In our study we will
examine the effects of perceived economic, political and linguistic competition.
Moreover, we expect that resources will be weaker and therefore competition stronger
among Russians in lower socio-economic positions, and thus that titular identification
is relatively weak among Russians with lower levels of education, income and
occupational status.

Ethnic competition theory posits that ethnic competition between social groups for
scarce resources at the level of the context (i.e. material goods, power and status)
reinforces identification with the in-group and leads to inter-group conflicts.'? The
evidence pertains mainly to the effects of economic and political inter-group compe-
tition, as indicated by differential levels of unemployment,'® income per capita,'* the
numerical size of the groups,'” the cultural division of labour'® and the permeability
of particular segments of the labour market.!” In line with ethnic competition theory,
we expect that Russians will show weaker titular identification in more competitive
inter-group contexts, that is, in countries where the proportion of Russians in the
national population and in leading positions is higher, and in which there is more
unemployment, higher inflation and less economic growth.

We are not aware of studies focusing on the contextual effects of attitudes of
out-groups on national identification. We expect, however, that if the out-group
perceives more competition, it will act more competitively and thus reduce the
inclination to identity with the group with which it competes. Hence we expect that
Russians will identify less strongly as titulars in republics in which the titulars have
a stronger position in terms of income, occupation and education and perceive more
economic, political and linguistic competition from Russians and consider Russians to
be better off than they deserve (relative deprivation).

Perceived threat

The third factor that may affect titular identification is perceived threat. Threat can
refer to many things, but is often associated with the possible loss of political,
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economic or cultural position and influence.'® Some authors approach threat as an
aspect of competition.'”” We consider threat as conceptually different from compe-
tition because competition may be perceived as fair and thus is not always threaten-
ing. 20

A number of studies show the reinforcing effects of perceived threat on negative
attitudes or stereotypes of out-groups.”’ Hence we may expect that the more threat is
perceived by Russians, the weaker will be their identification with titulars. In this
context different types of perceived threat seem relevant and they may differ in their
effect. The first is economic threat, as indicated by the expectation that the economic
situation will deteriorate in the immediate future. The threat may provoke a stronger
feeling of dependency on the in-group. The second is political threat, expressed in the
fear of Russian intervention or of fifth column intentions about fellow Russians in the
republic, i.e. that Russians are more inclined to serve the interests of Russia than of
the republic in which they reside. The effects of these threats will be that they either
reinforce pre-existing national identifications or reinforce a Russian identification
because titulars react negatively to Russians in reaction to them. Hence indirectly
these factors are a threat also to Russians.?

The power theory of inter-group relations deals with the effects of threat at the
group level.” This theory proposes that any threat to the power of the dominant group
provokes stronger in-group identification and a negative response towards the min-
ority group. In line with this prediction, we expect that if titulars perceive Russians
as a threat, they will react in a threatening way to Russians and this will in turn
weaken titular identification among Russians. A specifically threatening image of
Russians is that titulars perceive Russians as a fifth column of Russia and we expect
that fifth-column perceptions among titulars will go hand in hand with weaker titular
identification of Russians.

Hypotheses

The above considerations lead us to formulate three hypotheses. The first hypothesis
refers to the effects of previous assimilation, ethnic competition and perceived threat
at the individual level, while hypotheses 2 and 3 refer to the effect of the same type
of factors at the level of republics or titular out-groups respectively.

1. The stronger the earlier assimilation of Russians (la), and the weaker the
perception of ethnic competition (1b) and perceived threat (1c), the stronger their
titular identification.

2. The stronger the earlier assimilation of Russians as a whole in the republic (2a)
and the weaker the ethnic competition in the republic (2b), the stronger the titular
identification of Russians in the republic.

3. The stronger the earlier assimilation (i.e. russification) of titulars in the republic
(3a), and the weaker their perception of ethnic competition (3b) and perceived
threat (3c), the stronger the titular identification of Russians in the republic.

The hypotheses are tested among Russians in Belarus, Ukraine, Moldova, Georgia
and Kazakhstan. These five countries were selected because they represent different
contextual circumstances for Russian minorities, such as differences in numerical
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presence, macroeconomic situation and socio-economic positions of titulars (see
Tables 1 and 2). Characteristics of these republics and of the titulars in these republics
referring to earlier assimilation, ethnic competition and perceived threat will be
related to differences between republics in the strength of titular identifications (i.e.
testing hypotheses 2 and 3). Differences in effects between republics can emerge due
to two causes: effects of the context of the republic or of differential distribution of
relevant individual-level factors across republics. Only the first type of effects will be
referred to as contextual, while the second type is compositional. Composition effects
indicate that the effects of contextual variables on identification are mediated by or
due to individual-level variables. For instance, titular identification may be lower in
republics with higher unemployment rates owing to higher levels of perceived
competition in these republics compared to republics with lower unemployment rates.
Therefore we will examine whether the effects of contextual variables are due to
differences in social composition or perceptions at the level of the individual or to
contextual circumstances. Only contextual effects will be considered as confirmation
of the hypotheses.

The surveys

Surveys were conducted among Russians and titular nationals in Belarus, Ukraine,
Moldova, Georgia and Kazakhstan in the autumn of 1995 and in the spring of 1996.
The samples were drawn in urban areas with at least 10% of Russians. The surveys
were carried out in urban areas because 70-90% of Russians in the five republics
reside in cities. The capital city was always part of the sample and the other areas
were drawn at random from a list of cities satisfying the above criterion. The selected
cities were Minsk, Gomel’, Mogilev and Polotsk in Belarus; Kyiv, Cherkasy, Lugansk
and Armyansk in Ukraine; Chisinau, Beltchy, Bendery and Dondyushany in Moldova;
Thilisi, Batumi and Rustavi in Georgia; and Alma-Ata, Chimkent, Ural’sk and
Pavlodar in Kazakhstan. In each city a random route procedure was followed in order
to select the respondents. Street names were randomly chosen from an alpha-numeri-
cal pool, houses were picked by randomly selecting house numbers, and finally,
respondents older than 15 years were selected whose birthday was closest to the date
of the interview. The nationality was asked before the interview. Only those
respondents who considered themselves to be Russian or titular were interviewed. The
participation was on a voluntary basis; non-response was extremely low, namely less
than 3%.

In total 6,300 Russians and titulars participated: 1,500 (750 Russians and 750
titulars) in Belarus, Ukraine and Kazakhstan and 900 (450 Russians and 450 titulars)
in Moldova and Georgia. The present study focuses on the titular identification of
Russians; the (aggregated) scores of titulars in each country will be used only as
indicators of out-group features. Approximately 90% of the respondents identifying
themselves as Russian when asked by the interviewer prior to the actual interview
indicated that Russian was their passport nationality. In Belarus, Ukraine and
Moldova 8-9% of the respondents identifying themselves as Russians had a titular
passport and 27% of Russians in Moldova had a Ukrainian passport. We consider the
self-identification question a more important criterion of Russian nationality than
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TABLE 1
COUNTRY CHARACTERISTICS AND THEIR CORRESPONDING CONTRASTS WEIGHTS

Characteristics Belarus  Ukraine  Moldova  Georgia  Kazakhstan

Earlier assimilation

Inter-ethnic marriages of Russians' (%) 74 57 61 46 26
Contrast weight +5 +1 +3 -2 -7
Russian presence in the country since’  9th Cent. 9th Cent. 1939 18th Cent. 18th Cent.
Contrast weight +5 +5 -4 -3 -3
Russians with titular language

proficiency’ (%) 25 32 11 23 1
Contrast weight +1 +2 -1 +1 -3
Ethnic competition
Russians residing in the republic2 (%) 13 22 13 6 38
Contrast weight -6 +4 -6 —-12 +20
Non-titulars in leading positions in

industry® (%) 22 27 35 30 60
Contrast weight -3 -2 0 -1 +6
Unemployment rate 1993* (%) 16 17 14 34 21
Contrast weight -4 -3 -6 +13 0
Inflation rate 1991-94° (%) 1,323 2,816 119 19,462 796
Contrast weight -1 -1 -1 +4 -1
Economic decline 1991-94° 39 52 57 82 51
Contrast weight -17 -3 -3 +26 -3

Note: The contrast weights reflect the values of the country characteristics. The contrast weights have to add
up to zero in order to be used in a priori contrast analysis of variance. For instance, the contrast weights for
non-titulars in leading positions in industry are calculated as follows. First, the mean score across countries
is calculated: (22 + 27 + 35 + 30 + 60)/5 = 34.8. The deviation of the country scores from this mean
score —12.8, — 7.8, — 0.2, —4.8, +25.2), divided by 4 (for the sake of convenience) and rounded off, leads
to the contrast weights (—3, —2,0, — 1, +6).

Sources: 1. R. Kaiser, The Geography of Nationalism in Russia and the USSR (Princeton; Princeton University
Press, 1994); 2. L. Hagendoorn, K. Phalet, R. Henke & R. Drogendijk, Etnische verhoudingen in Midden-
en Oost-Europa (Ethnic Relations in Central and Eastern Europe) (The Hague, WRR, 1995); 3. C. D. Harris,
‘The New Russian Minorities: A Statistical Overview’, Post-Soviet Geography, 34,1993, pp. 1-27; 4. J. Chinn
& R. Kaiser, Russians as the New Minority: Ethnicity and Nationalism in the Soviet Successor States (Boulder,
CO, Westview Press, 1996); 5. J. Eatwell, M. Ellman, M. Karlson, D. Mario Nuti & S. Shapiro, Transformation
and Integration. Shaping the Future of Central and Eastern Europe (London, Institute for Public Policy
Research, 1995).

passport because the latter is often determined by strategic decisions or due to
historical circumstances such as changing borders.?

Individual-level variables

The dependent variable titular identification was measured by the degree of agree-
ment with the statement ‘I am a member of the titular population’. The item response
format was a five-point scale (1 = completely disagree to 5 = completely agree).
Four indicators of earlier assimilation were assessed. Mixed marriage indicates
Russians who were married to a titular (answer code 1, others were coded as 0), and
mixed parentage indicates Russians who had one Russian and one titular parent
(answer code 1, others 0). The participants had six answer categories for the duration
of residence in the republic (1 =less than 5 years; 2 =5-10 years; 3 = 11-15 years;
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TABLE 2
TITULAR FEATURES AND THEIR CORRESPONDING CONTRAST WEIGHTS

Characteristics Belarus Ukraine Moldova Georgia Kazakhstan

Earlier assimilation (russification)
Russian-titular marriages of

titulars (%) 12 21 14 5 1
Contrast weight +2 +10 +4 -6 —-10
Russian-titular parentages of

titulars (%) 12 23 7 5 1
Contrast weight +3 +14 -3 -5 -9
Titulars who speak Russian in

family (%) 90 61 22 8 39
Contrast weight +5 +2 -2 -4 -1

Ethnic competition
Titulars who indicate they earn

(more than) average (%) 27 19 24 20 32
Contrast weight +3 -6 +1 -5 +7
Titulars who are chiefs or

specialists (%) 19 31 36 48 37
Contrast weight -15 -4 +2 +14 +3
Titulars with high education (%) 18 25 33 83 59
Contrast weight -3 -2 -1 +4 +2
Perceived competition (1-5) 1.8 24 2.6 2.1 2.7
Contrast weight -6 +1 +3 -2 +4
Perceived threat
Economic threat (1-5) 33 34 3.2 2.2 2
Contrast weight +4 +5 +2 -7 -4
Fifth-column threat (0-100%) 31 44 47 66 59
Contrast weight -2 -1 0 +2 +1
Russian intervention (1-5) 33 35 3.7 43 34
Contrast weight -3 -1 0 +6 -2

Note: The contrast weights reflect the values of the titular features. For an example of the calculation of contrast
weights see note in Table 1.
Source: Titular sample of survey.

4 = 16-20 years; 5 = more than 20 years (but less than whole life); 6 = whole life).
Proficiency in the titular language was measured by asking the degree to which they
were proficient in the titular language (1 =no proficiency at all; 2 = poor passive
proficiency and no active proficiency; 3 = moderate passive proficiency and no active
proficiency; 4 = good passive proficiency and poor active proficiency; 5 = excellent
proficiency).

The indicators of ethnic competition refer to four beliefs on competition and one
on relative deprivation and three social structural demographic variables. Perceived
ethnic competition and relative deprivation were assessed by agreement with the
following statements: ‘The political interests of the Russians living in the republic are
in conflict with those of the titulars’ (perceived political competition); ‘The economic
interests of the Russians living in the republic are in conflict with those of the titulars’
(perceived economic competition); “The use of the Russian language at schools and
higher educational institutes reduces the educational opportunities of the titulars’
(perceived language competition); ‘Russians living in the republic have better oppor-
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tunities to find a good job than titulars’ (relative deprivation, reversed scale). The
response format for each item was a five-point scale (1 =completely disagree to
5 = completely agree). Reliability analyses indicated that these five items formed an
internally consistent perceived ethnic competition scale with Cronbach’s alpha
coefficients between 0.60 and 0.76 across countries.

Three socio-economic status variables were assessed. A subjective estimation of
income was requested, with the following answer categories: low, below average,
average, above average and high (ranging from 1 to 5). Occupation was asked by four
occupational categories (1 = without occupation; 2 = blue-collar worker; 3 = white-
collar worker or qualified worker; 4 = chief or specialist); and education had three
answer categories (1 = elementary, lower secondary; 2 = secondary, secondary spe-
cialised; 3 = higher education, an undergraduate).

One question referred to personal economic threat (‘In which way, do you think,
will your personal economic situation change in the next two years?’) and one
question to collective economic threat (‘In which way, do you think, will the
economic situation in your republic change in the next two years?’). These two items,
answered on a five point scale (1 = will be rather better to 5 = will be rather worse),
were combined into one economic threat variable. Cronbach’s alpha coefficients vary
between 0.82 and 0.93 across countries.

Two types of political threat were assessed, namely Russian intervention and
fifth-column intentions of Russians. Three questions were asked on Russian interven-
tion: ‘How will Russia respond, in your opinion, if the rights of the Russian minority
are limited? (a) diplomatic pressure? (b) economic sanctions? (c) military interven-
tion?’. The response format for each question was a five-point scale (1 = will not be
used at all to 5= will be used fully). These three items were combined into one
political threat variable. Cronbach’s alpha coefficients vary from 0.58 to 0.72 across
countries. Another indicator of political threat is the attribution of fifth-column
intentions to Russians: ‘how many Russians in the republic feel more close to Russia
than to the republic’; ‘how many Russians in the republic will serve the interest of
Russia even if it is against the interests of the republic’; ‘how many Russians in the
republic will support an attempt by Russia to bring the republic under control’, on a
scale from 1 to 100%. Cronbach’s alpha coefficients of the combined score vary
between 0.72 and 0.89 across republics.

Contextual level: country characteristics

Overviews of social demographic statistics (e.g. data collected by Goskomstat) were
used to select country-level indicators of earlier assimilation and ethnic competition.
Table 1 shows the characteristics of the republics and their corresponding contrast
weights which were constructed in order to test the effect of country characteristics
by analysis of variance.

The indicators of earlier assimilation are the percentages of inter-ethnic marriages
among Russians, the duration of Russian presence in the country and the percentages
of Russians with titular language proficiency per country. The indicators of ethnic
competition are the percentages of Russians residing in the republic, the percentages
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of non-titulars in leading positions in industry,” unemployment rates, inflation rates
and economic growth indices (see Table 1).

Contextual level: out-group features

The aggregated scores per country of the titular samples in the survey were used as
indicators of out-group features that may affect national identification of Russians.
The mean scores of titulars in the republic and their corresponding contrast weights
are presented in Table 2.

The indicators of earlier assimilation are the percentages of titulars married to a
Russian, the percentages of titulars having one Russian and one titular parent and the
percentages of titulars who speak Russian in their family. The indicators of ethnic
competition are the percentages of titulars indicating they earn more than the average
in the republic, the percentages of titulars who are chiefs or specialists, the percent-
ages of titulars with high education and titulars’ mean score on perceived ethnic
competition. This latter variable was composed of five items on economic, political
and linguistic competition and relative deprivation. The question wording of these
items was similar to those presented to the Russians (apart from the reversal of
national group names). These five items formed a reliable perceived ethnic compe-
tition scale; Cronbach’s alpha coefficients vary between 0.62 and 0.74 across
countries.

The indicators of perceived threat are economic threat, threat of Russian interven-
tion and fifth-column intentions. The mean score of titulars on personal economic
threat and collective economic threat are combined into the indicator economic threat;
Cronbach’s alpha coefficients vary between 0.83 and 0.92. The mean score of titulars
on the three questions on Russian intervention are used as an indicator of political
threat; Cronbach’s alpha coefficients vary between 0.55 and 0.69. The other indicator
of political threat is the mean score of titulars’ attribution of fifth-column intentions
to Russians. Cronbach’s alpha coefficients very between 0.78 and 0.88 across
countries.

Data analysis

The effects of individual-level variables on titular identification were tested by
regression analysis. The effects of earlier assimilation, ethnic competition and the
perceived threat indicators were analysed separately and, subsequently, simul-
taneously. All the analyses were controlled for the effects of age, gender and
country.”

The effects of variables at the level of the context, i.e. country characteristics and
titular features, were tested by analysis of variance. First, analysis of variance
(Oneway, Tukey’s-b post hoc test) was performed to describe significant differences
of titular identification across countries. Second, by means of a priori contrast
analysis of variance we tested whether the distribution of contextual factors matched
the variation of the means of titular identification across countries.”” This was done
for earlier assimilation of the Russian group as a whole and ethnic competition in the
country as well as for titulars’ russification, perceived competition and threat
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TABLE 3
EFFECTS OF EARLIER ASSIMILATION, COMPETITION AND THREAT ON TITULAR
IDENTIFICATION
Model 1: Model 2: Model 3: Model 4:
Predictors assimilation competition threat all
Mixed marriage 0.12%%* 0.07%**
Mixed parentage 0.07** (n.s.)
Duration of residence 0.06** 0.06**
Proficiency in titular language 0.24%%* 0.16%**
Education —0.10%** — 0.08%*
Perceived competition — 0.30%** —0.17***
Fifth-column threat — 0.23%*x* — 0.09***
Threat of Russian intervention 0.15%%x* 0.10**
R 0.36 0.34 0.28 0.42
Rsq 0.13 0.12 0.08 0.17

Note: Values represent standardised (Beta) coefficients: (n.s.) non significant; **p <0.01; ***p <0.001.
All effects are controlled for age, gender and country of origin. The following variables are left out of
the table because they did not have a significant effect: income, education, occupational status and
economic threat.

respectively. Subsequently, the nature of the significant effects was examined by
entering co-variates in the analysis. First, individual-level factors of the relevant
category were entered to determine whether these variables explained the effect of
contextual factors on the dependent variable. This was the case when the initial
significant contrast was not (or less) significant after controlling for these individual-
level factors, and when the contextual factors were related to these individual-level
factors.”® If effects of contextual factors remained significant after controlling for
individual-level variables of the same category, individual-level variables of other
categories were entered as well in the analysis. If a contextual factor remains
significant after controlling for all individual-level variables, then it shows a context
effect (that is, the effect is due to differential societal circumstances). In other cases
it refers to composition effects (the effect of the contextual factor on national
identification is due to differential distribution of individual-level variables across the
republics).

Individual-level factors predicting titular identification of Russians

The four indicators of earlier assimilation all contribute to the degree of titular
identification of Russians. Longer residence in the republic, being married to a titular,
having one Russian and one titular parent and, especially, a good command of the
titular language reinforce titular identification of Russians in the five states of the
former Soviet Union (see Table 3, model 1).

Of the indicators of ethnic competition, specifically the level of education and
perceived competition affect titular identification of Russians, while income and
occupational status do not (Table 3, model 2). Hence, when Russians perceive less
competition between Russians and titulars and are less well educated, they identify
more strongly as titulars. The finding that less well educated Russians are more
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inclined to identify as titulars is the opposite of what was expected. We assumed that
less well educated Russians would perceive more ethnic competition and therefore
would identify less as titular. Hence the results confirm the hypothesis where it
concerns perceived competition, but not where it concerns the socio-economic
conditions assumed to stimulate competition.

The effects of the three indicators of perceived threat on titular identification of
Russians are not consistent, as can be seen in model 3 in Table 3. Lower threat of
fifth-column intentions and a higher threat of intervention from Russia reinforce
titular identification, but economic threat does not affect titular identification. Hence
the effect of political threat from outside the republic (i.e. intervention from the
Russian Federation) is opposite to the effect of political threat from inside the republic
(i.e. fifth-column intentions of fellow Russians in the republic). This finding indicates
that, among those Russians who are already tending to titular identification, a threat
of intervention from outside the republic triggers a stronger titular identification.

Several indicators of earlier assimilation, ethnic competition and perceived threat
make a unique contribution to the explanation of Russian identification in the overall
analysis shown in model 4 of Table 3. Titular identification is stronger among
Russians who are married to a titular, who have lived relatively longer in the republic,
who speak the titular language more fluently, who are less educated, who perceive
more ethnic competition with titulars, who perceive fewer fifth-column intentions of
fellow Russians in the republic and who perceive more threat from intervention by
Russia. Proficiency in the titular language and perceived competition are relatively
strong predictors of titular identification of Russians. In sum, hypothesis 1 is only
corroborated with respect to the effects of earlier assimilation and perceived ethnic
competition.

Country characteristics related to titular identification of Russians

Titular identification of Russians varies significantly across republics;? it is stronger
in Belarus (mean=2.96; standard deviation = 1.50) than in Ukraine (M = 2.35;
SD=1.43) and is weakest among Russians in Georgia (M =2.00; SD =1.28),
Kazakhstan (M =1.90; SD =1.43) and Moldova (M =1.82; SD = 1.33). The next
step is to relate this inter-republican variation in titular identification to differences in
country characteristics reflecting earlier assimilation and ethnic competition.

All three country-level indicators of earlier assimilation are significantly related to
Russians’ titular identification across the republics (see first column in Table 4).
Titular identification is stronger in the republics with a higher proportion of inter-eth-
nic marriages among Russians, with a longer duration of Russian presence and with
a higher proportion of Russians proficient in the titular language. The duration of
residence contrast is the most robust in this respect. However, analysis of co-variance
indicates that the nature of the effects of these country characteristics is not
contextual, but compositional due to variation in earlier assimilation at the individual
level.

Table 4 also shows that inter-republican differences on indicators of ethnic
competition correspond to the strength of Russians’ titular identification across
republics. Titular identification of Russians is stronger in republics with a lower
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TABLE 4
EFrFECTS OF COUNTRY CHARACTERISTICS ON TITULAR IDENTIFICATION

Contextual characteristics Analysis 1 Analysis 2 Analysis 3 Nature of effect’

Earlier assimilation

% inter-ethnic marriages of Russians t = 9.80*** ns. - composition
Russian presence in the country t=14.21%** n.s. - composition
% Russians with titular language proficiency 1 =9.20%** ns. - composition
Ethnic competition

% Russians in the republic t= —3.43%** n.s. - composition
% non-titulars in leading positions t= —1047*** n.s. - composition
Unemployment rate, 1993 t= —373%x* n.s. - composition
Inflation rate, 1991-94 t= —3.45%%* n.s. - composition
Economic decline, 1991-94 t= — 8.14%** n.s. - composition

**¥p < 0.00; analysis 1: contrast analysis (without co-variates); analysis 2: contrast analysis with individual predictors
of same category as co-variates; analysis 3: contrast analysis with all individual predictors as co-variates (i.e. age,
gender, mixed marriages, mixed parentage, duration of residence, proficiency in titular language, income, education,
occupational category, perceived competition, economic threat, fifth-column perceptions and Russian intervention)
Note:* Subsequent analyses indicated that the effects of contextual factors on individual-level factors of the same
category were all significant and always stronger than their effect on titular identification. Hence the contextual-level
factors are related to individual-level variables of particular categories, which are the main predictors of titular
identification.

proportion of Russians in the population and in leading positions, and with lower
unemployment rates, lower inflation rates and smaller economic decline. These are
compositional effects due to inter-republican variation in perceived competition. In
other words, a less competitive inter-group context reduces perceived ethnic compe-
tition of Russians, which leads to stronger titular identification of Russians.

Taken together, hypothesis 2 is not corroborated because the country characteristics
do not directly affect titular identification but only by affecting individual-level
indicators of earlier assimilation and ethnic competition, which are the main predic-
tors of titular identification of Russians.

Titular features related to titular identification of Russians

The third hypothesis to be tested is about the effects of titulars’ earlier assimilation,
ethnic competition and perceived threat on degree of titular identification of Russians
across the republics.

The indicators of earlier assimilation (i.e. russification) of titulars are significantly
related to the titular identification of Russians in the republics (see first column in
Table 5). Titular identification of Russians is stronger in republics in which the
proportion of inter-ethnic marriages and parentage of titulars is higher and, especially,
in which the proportion of titulars speaking Russian in their family is higher. The
nature of marriage and parentage effects is compositional. They are due to differences
in individual-level earlier assimilation across the republics. The effect of proportion
of titulars speaking Russian in the family, however, is partly compositional and partly
contextual (see Table 5). Hence a higher proportion of Russian-speaking titulars in a
republic reinforces titular identification among the Russians.

Three features of titulars reflecting or stimulating ethnic competition appeared to be
related to titular identification of Russians. Titular identification of Russians is
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TABLE 5
EFFECTS OF TITULAR FEATURES ON TITULAR IDENTIFICATION

Contextual characteristics Analysis 1 Analysis 2 Analysis 3 Nature of effect’

Earlier assimilation (russification)

% Inter-ethnic marriages of titulars t=6.12%** ns, - composition
% Inter-ethnic parentage of titulars t=926%** ns, - composition
% Titulars who speak Russian in

family 1= 14.12%** = 1500*** t=4.05%** context + composition
SES and perceived competition of titulars
Income of titulars n.s. - - -
% Titulars with high education t= —9.96*** ns. - composition
% Titulars who are chiefs/specialists t= —12.81*** ns. - composition
Perceived ethnic competition t= —13.69%** = —35]1*%*%* = —337**% context + composition
Perceived threat of titulars
Economic threat t=8.69%** =4 87%** ns. composition
Fifth-column perceptions t= —12.45%%* = —634*%%* = —366*** context + composition
Russian intervention t= —6.58*%*%* = —496*** ns. composition

*** p < 0.00; analysis 1: contrast analysis (without co-variates); analysis 2: contrast analysis with individual predictors of
same category as co-variates; analysis 3: contrast analysis with all individual predictors as co-variates (i.e. age, gender, mixed
marriages, mixed p ge, duration of residence, proficiency in titular language, income, education, occupational category,
perceived competition, economic threat, fifth-column perceptions and Russian intervention)

Note: ® Subsequent analyses indicated that the effects of contextual factors on individual-level factors of the same category
were all significant and always stronger than their effect on titular identification. Hence the contextual-level factors are related
to individual-level variables of particular categories which are the main predictors of titular identification, while three
contextual-level factors have an additional context effect.

stronger in republics in which the competitiveness of titulars, by their higher
education or positions, or their perception of ethnic competition, is lower. The varying
level of income of titulars across the republics is not related to titular identification
of Russians. The effects of the two socio-economic indicators of competition are
compositional, while the effect of perceived competition is partly compositional and
partly contextual (see Table 5). Hence a low perception of ethnic competition among
titulars in the republic reinforces titular identification of Russians.

The analyses of threat perceived by titulars show different effects of economic and
political threat (Table 5, first column). In republics where titulars perceive more
economic threat titular identification of Russians is stronger. This suggests that
perceived economic threat reinforces the social cohesion between titulars and Rus-
sians (at least as experienced by Russians). However, as can be seen in the other
columns of Table 5, this is a compositional effect. Political threat, on the other hand,
reduces Russians’ titular identification of Russians. Russians identify less as titulars
in republics where the titulars perceive Russians as a fifth column and fear interven-
tion by Russia (Table 5, first column). The effect of Russian intervention is a
compositional effect, while the effect of fifth-column attributions is partly composi-
tional and partly contextual (see other columns of Table 5). In sum, titular
identification of Russians is reinforced by the absence of titulars’ fears of fifth-column
intentions of Russians in the republic.

Taken together, titular identification of Russians is affected by titulars’ earlier
assimilation, ethnic competition and perceived threat, in particular by the proportion
of Russian-speaking titulars, their perceived ethnic competition and the threat of
fifth-column intentions among Russians in the republic. Hypothesis 3 is corroborated.
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Discussion

The results of this study indicate that earlier assimilation, ethnic competition and
perceived threat are important factors in explaining titular identification of Russians
in former Soviet republics. Specific individual-level indicators of these three cate-
gories of factors affect the strength of titular identification. Titular identification is
stronger among Russians who are married to a titular, who have lived relatively
longer in the republic, who speak the titular language more fluently, who are less
educated, who perceive more ethnic competition with titulars, who perceive fewer
fifth-column intentions among fellow Russians in the republic and who perceive more
threat from intervention by Russia. Inter-republican differences in Russians’ titular
identification appeared to be the effect of unequal distribution of individual-level
factors across republics as well as contextual circumstances. Titular identification of
Russians is particularly stronger in republics in which the proportion of Russian-
speaking titulars is higher, in which titulars perceive less competition between
Russians and titulars, and in which titulars perceive less threat from fifth-column
intentions of Russians. These findings contribute in several ways to the existing
literature on national identification and post-Soviet studies.

The first contribution is that the study reveals additional factors related to titular
identification compared with previous studies. While the findings confirm that
(openness to) assimilation is related to inter-ethnic marriages and parentage, duration
of residence in the country and proficiency in the titular language, as was shown in
previous studies,*® our study adds that perceived ethnic competition between Russians
and titulars, perceived fifth-column intentions of fellow Russians in the republic and
threat from Russian intervention also contribute to assimilation of Russians. One
finding contradicts previous results, namely that less educated Russians are more
inclined to titular identification; Laitin found the opposite in Estonia, Latvia, Kaza-
khstan and Ukraine, and our finding also contradicts realistic conflict theory. A post
hoc explanation for this unexpected finding is that more highly educated people are
more involved in national cultural activities, which reduces the tendency to identify
with out-groups.*!

The results also confirm theories emphasising contextual-level factors in inter-
group relations. The present study enhances ethnic competition theory and the power
theory of inter-group relations by elaborating the nature of the relationship between
national identification and ethnic competition and threat at the contextual level. The
finding that the effects of many contextual-level factors on national identification are
actually explained by individual-level factors shows how the context influences
national identification. The historical presence of Russians in a republic, for instance,
is confounded with the duration of residence of individual Russians, which is an
important predictor of Russians’ national identification. In a similar vein, a higher
proportion of Russians and a deteriorating economic situation do not directly
contribute to the strength of national identification, but they reinforce perceived ethnic
competition, and perceived ethnic competition is a strong predictor of titular
identification. Hence our study puts the effect of the context in perspective by
indicating that the effects of many contextual-level factors are of a compositional
nature.
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Second, the present study contributes to the existing literature by showing the
relative contribution of factors central in different theories and approaches. The
overall analysis of individual-level indicators from the three categories of predictors
shows that factors pertaining to ethnic competition and earlier assimilation are equally
strong predictors of titular identification, and stronger than threat. The finding that
threat is an additional determinant of national identification, albeit somewhat less
influential and consistent, counters the notion of other scholars that threat is an aspect
of competition,*? and validates our intuition that it is a separate predictor. The result
that occupation, education and income play only a marginal role in national
identification is in line with the findings of Laitin in four former Soviet republics, but
does not correspond with what is found in the US and Western Europe.** Maybe
socio-economic status is less differentiated in the former Soviet Union than in
Western countries owing to communist policies, and therefore less important in
affecting titular identification.

Noteworthy is the finding that contextual factors are important in explaining
inter-republican differences in titular identification of Russians. The most important
aspects of the context are not the economic situation or the proportion of Russians,
as might have been expected, but the position and perceptions of titulars in the
republic. In republics where many titulars speak Russian in the family, where titulars
perceive less competition between Russians and titulars, and where titulars perceive
less threat of fifth-column intentions of Russians in the republic, Russians tend to
identify as titulars; in other words, they assimilate. This shows how important
inter-group factors are in understanding inter-group relations in former Soviet states,
as others have suggested as well.**
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