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[abstract]
The purpose of this paper is to examine the function of the concept of “Britishness” on people’s attitudes toward cultural diversity, social unity and welfare equality which are three values of social integration through the analysis of quantitative data. I also provide a standpoint for the appreciation of the political argument over multiculturalism and liberal nationalism as well as of the social integration policies in contemporary Britain. For that purpose I, first, conduct three factor analyses to extract latent factors related to each three values of social integration. Then I conduct a multiple regression analysis with the factor scores calculated in factor analysis as a dependent variable, and with the degree of identification with Britishness or Englishness as an independent variable. I show some variables including Brtishness to the effect on the three values of social integration. The result demonstrates that attachment with Britishness doesn’t have any direct effect on three values of social integration but rather functions as a buffer to reduce the negative function of Englishness on cultural diversity. This conclusion has two implications. The one is that it is not easy to assume more open and more accessible national identity against the argument of liberal nationalism. The other is that there are few evidences for the argument that the recognition of cultural diversity and multiculturalism is incompatible with welfare equality. This paper contributes to the recent studies over the evaluation of multiculturalism on the basis of data analysis.
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Background and Issues
The purpose of this paper is to examine the function of the concept of “Britishness” on people’s attitudes toward cultural diversity, social unity and welfare equality through the analysis of quantitative data, and to provide a standpoint for the appreciation of the social integration policies in contemporary Britain. This paper also contributes to the debate on ideal form of social integration in political philosophy.
The Labour Party led by young leader Tony Blair came to power in 1997 after an interval of eighteen years. One of the main issues that the new Labour Party had to tackle was creation of social unity in diverse society. To make use of the energy of cultural diversity, it was necessary to maintain social cohesion in order to promote cooperation among people with different backgrounds and to reduce social conflict.

Britain experienced economic prosperity continuing for over ten years since the 1990s. This economic expanding developed in parallel with the rise of immigrants into Britain (Figure 1). The positive effect of immigrants on the British economy is in fact verified (Riley and Weale 2006: 9)[1]. The growth of immigrant’s number, however, has inevitably led to the increase in the BME (Black and Minority Ethnic) population and has increased ethnic and cultural diversity in UK. The increase in diversity has caused racial conflicts. For example, the riots in Northern England were the worst since the 1980s and scarred British society. Racism, Islamophobia and “the politics of insecurity” instigated by the far-right have become more widespread since the Islamic terrorist attacks on New York in 2001.
[Figure 1: Economic booming and increase of net immigrants in UK since the 1990s]

In these circumstances, Labour Party has tried to create social unity among people and groups with culturally and racially different backgrounds. For that purpose, the new Labour politicians and center-leftists have highlighted the concept of “Britishness” as a shared identity and a set of values. They have represented the concept as one of the civic nationalism, which is not based on ethnicity or life stale like ethnic nationalism. Britishness is differentiated from the concept of Englishness or Scottishness, which is considered to be connected exclusively with the English or the Scottish. New Labour thinks that Britishness is ideally accessible for everyone who has the intention to take part in British society.


The philosophy of Britishness on New Labour is embodied in the policies of citizenship. New Labour has accented the importance of citizenship as a duty not as a right. It made citizenship studies a compulsory subject in secondary school and introduced Nationality, Immigration, and Asylum Act 2002 to set citizenship test as a requirement for naturalization of immigrants[2].

It is important to point out that the emphasis of Britishness is closely related to the critique against multiculturalism. Multiculturalism and its practice in UK were diffused at a local level in the 1980s and 90s, while the assimilation policies were introduced at a national level by Conservative Government (Sarup, 1991) [3]. Multiculturalism policies contributed to alleviation of inequality and to the enhancement of the pride and confidence of ethnic minorities.

It is, however, often pointed out that multiculturalism policies result in segregation based on ethnic line (Kundnani, 2002; Lea, 2003). New Labour thought that multiculturalism policies without a common identity brought about segregation and cultivated antagonism among communities, and as a result caused riots in England of 2001 (Cantle, 2001). Therefore New Labour has tried to regain “a society”, which was pronounced “dead” in the 1980s, through its emphasis of Britishness as common identity[4].


The debate on multiculturalism is also significant theoretically. Multiculturalism appeared in the 1980s in the domain of Political Philosophy to advocate the authenticity of every culture, and contributed in winning the recognition of cultural identity in public sphere (Taylor, 1994). There, however, have been a lot of critiques against multiculturalism since its inception. The critique comes not only from reactionary right-wing extremists but also from egalitarian liberals (Barry, 2001). Liberal fears that multiculturalism will erode social unity and, as a result, welfare equality (Gitlin, 1995). This debate on multiculturalism represents a contradiction between “politics of recognition” supported by communitarians and “politics of redistribution” supported by liberals, This contradiction is a central aporia in Political Philosophy (Fraser, 1995).


The controversy between liberals and communitarians over multiculturalism couldn’t give any light as to how to make cultural diversity compatible with social unity and welfare equality. A new stance of political philosophy, however, appeared in 1990s to overcome this aporia. It was dubbed “liberal nationalism”. Liberal Nationalism is on the position “perceiving that Liberalism and Nationalism depend on each other (Tamir, 1993), basing solidarity and identity on nationhood (Poole 1999), assuring equality and liberty through the citizenship (Miller 1995), and recognizing diversity and uniqueness of each ethnic group on the basis of democracy sustained by national commonality (Kymlicka, 2001)”.

Liberal nationalism considers that welfare solidarity advocated by liberalism is implicitly based on sharing of nationality, which means the complex of national identity and common citizenship. It also thinks that tolerance toward cultural diversity is impossible without compassion derived from nationhood, because only such feeling can restrain the despotism of majority and, as a result, can give minorities the right to keep their own life styles and cultures. Therefore liberal nationalism insists that liberal kind of nationalism is indispensable for cultural identity.


The debates, however, in Political philosophy are conduced on the basis on ideology and then are lacking evidences enough to support their respective arguments. Therefore there is no consensus on the relationship between cultural diversity, social unity and welfare equality, which are the three main values of social integration. We are required to speculate some premises on which each stand of political philosophy is implicitly and explicitly based and to scrutinize the compatibility among the three values of social integration.

On the basis of above theoretical perspective, I will concrete inspect the function of Britishness on the three values of social integration. Labour government insists that sharing Britishness is necessary to establish social unity and to achieve social equality in culturally and religiously diverse society. If its arguments were right, aporia in political philosophy would disappear at least in UK. There, however, are few evidences to support its arguments like the argument in political philosophy. I, therefore, will question whether or not Britishness brings about the three values of social integration, as New Labour and liberal nationalism have insisted. Through answering this question, I will show the possibility of compatibility among cultural diversity and social unity or welfare equality, and will give a stand point to estimate the integration policies of New Labour.

Previous studies
Over the past decade a considerable number of studies on Britishness as an identity have been made. These previous studies have focused on the way people perceive the concept of Britishness. Some studies, for example, describe the decline of people’s commitment to Britishness and pride of being British by some statistics data (Ipsos MORI, 2002; Stone and Muir, 2007). Other studies reveal the typical unconscious meanings of Britishness and to refer to its tolerant nature and compatibility with any other identities (ETHNOS, 2005).

Previous studies, however, have failed to consider aporia or dilemma between cultural diversity and social unity or welfare equality. There are, therefore, no studies to demonstrate how strong effect Britishness has on three values of social integration. I will, therefore, evaluate integration policies by Labour government through revealing the function of Britishness on cultural diversity, cultural unity, and welfare equality. 
I will restrict the discussion in this paper to England case. One of the reasons is that New Labour has raised the concept of Brtishness by distinction from Englishness. Therefore the comparison with Englishness is useful to know the meaning and function of Britishness. Another reason is that the relationship between Britishness and Englishness is quite different from the one between Britishness and other sub-national identities, especially with Scottishness and Northern Irishness because of the difference of history. Therefore I limit the discussion and using data to England case to simplify the discussion.
Data and Procedure
I use the dataset of BSA 2003 for analysis. This data is designed to yield a representative sample of the population in Britain aged 18 and over. It based on a random sample extracted from aged 18 and over, and the sample number is 4,432 (response rate 59%). BSA 2003 is useful for our research purpose because the dataset includes question items to categorize Britishness and Englishness, and some question items on cultural diversity, social unity, and welfare equality.
I will analyze the data on the basis of following procedure. First, I will search for the latent factors affecting attitudes toward immigrants, Muslims, integration, and welfare state through a factor analysis. Then I will conduct a multiple regression analysis with the factor scores calculated in factor analysis as a dependent variable, and with the degree of identification with Britishness or Englishness as an independent variable. I will show some variables including Brtishness to the effect on the three values of social integration. Finally I will conduct further regression analysis adding attachment to Britain as independent variable and compare the result with the result of first regression analysis to reveal the effect of Brtishness.

Analysis

I conduct factor analysis to extract factors regarding cultural diversity, social unity, and welfare equality. First I extracted two factors regarding cultural diversity by using five questions on attitudes toward immigrants and to six items on attitudes toward Muslim. Table 1 shows the result. I named the first factor “Multiculturalism (Muslim)” factor and the second “Multiculturalism (immigrants)” factor, because both factors effect the evaluation of cultural diversity. It, however, indicates that the estimation on immigrant and Muslim is logically different, though both are highly correlated. 

[Table 1: The result of factor analysis [1]]


Second I extracted two factors regarding social unity by using eight questions on attitudes toward the requirement to be Britain. Table 2 shows the result. I named the first factor “Ethnic Nationalism” factor, because it influences the attitudes toward relatively unavailable and successive requirements to be British (f.i. to have British ancestry, to be Christian, and so on). I named the second factor “Civic Nationalism” factor, because it influences the attitudes toward relatively available and civic requirements to be British (f.i to feel British, to respect political institutions, and so on) [5]. The reason why I named both “nationalism” is that the form of requirements to be nation decides the form of nationalism. 

[Table 2: The result of factor analysis [2]]

Finally I chose eight questions for factor analysis on attitudes toward welfare state to extract factors regarding social unity. Table 3 shows the result. I named the first factor “Neo-Liberalism” factor, because it influences the attitudes toward the relationship between welfare state and individual independence. I named the second factor “Liberalism” factor, because it influences the estimation toward welfare state.

[Table 3: The result of factor analysis [3]]


I extracted six factors which have effect on cultural diversity, social unity, and welfare equality. Next I will investigate through regression analysis what factors including “Britishness” influence these six factors.

I set national identity variable using a scale originally developed by Moreno (1988). The wording of the question used is “which, if any, of the following best describes how you see yourself?”. The answer categories are “English, not British”, “more English than British”, “equally English and British”, “more British than English” and “British, not English”. I created two new categories. One is “more English”. It is the sum of two answers, “only English” and “more English than British”. Another is “more British” which is the sum of two answers, “more British than English” and “only British”. I set the identification with “more English” as the base-line of a dummy variable.
I controlled some variables in the following way. I set the party support dummy with support for the Conservative Party as a baseline, the class dummy with manual labour as a baseline, the race dummy with white as a baseline, the sex dummy with female as a baseline, and age, education, and the satisfaction of household economy as control variables. Age is treated simply as a continuous variable. Education is also treated as a continuous various. It is measured by the age when respondents finished their first continuous education (question wording “How old were you completed your continuous full-time education?”). Satisfaction of household economy is measured by four rages of response to a question (wording: “your feelings about your household’s income”) and is treated as a continuous various. Table 4 is the result of regression analysis.
[Table 4: The result of regression analysis [1]]
Let us view the effect of control variables before considering the effect of Britishness. Party support has strong and wide influence on the attitudes regarding cultural diversity, social unity, and welfare equality. This result shows that support for the Labour party influences all dependent variables except the Ethnic Nationalism factor. Support for Labour has a positive effect on both nationalism factors and Liberalism factors, and has a negative effect on Civic Nationalism factor and Neo-Liberalism factor. The support for Liberal Democrat has same tendency with Labour except with regard to civic nationalism. While the effects of class, race, gender, and satisfaction of household economy are relatively limited, class and race influence strongly party support[6]. Education has the strongest effect on both multiculturalism factors. The higher the education that people access to, the more tolerant toward diversity they are. It also influences the Ethnic Nationalism factor and the Neo-Liberalism factor. The higher the education people attain, the more negative they are toward Ethnic Nationalism factor and Neo-liberalism factor. Age has wide range of effect, too. It especially influences two nationalism factors. The result indicates that the older people are, the more likely they would support stringent requirements to be British. It also shows that the elderly evaluate welfare state higher than the young.
Next I will observe the effect of the form of national identity measured by Moreno index on six factors. Table 4 shows that the identification with British has positive effect on both multiculturalism factors. The more British influences positively both multicultural factors. This variable, however, doesn’t have significant effect on both nationalism factors. The equally British and English has negative effect on two nationalism factors as well as positive effect on Multiculturalism (Muslim) factor.

Does Britishness itself, however, have own effect on the values of social integration? To scrutinize this point, I conducted regression analysis adding “attachment to the world (local／region／England／Britain／Europe)” as independent variables (question wording “how closely attached do you feel to …? ”; answer range is four between “very closely” and “not at all closely”) [7]. Table 5 indicates the result. This table, interestingly, shows that attachment to Britain doesn’t have any significant effect on six factors regarding social integration. Rather the effect of the attachment to England and Europe stand out. Attachment to England, on the one hand, is negative toward Multiculturalism (immigrants) factor and positive toward two nationalism factors. Attachment to Europe, on the other hand, has positive effect on two multiculturalism factors.
[Table 5: regression analysis [2]]

Discussion and Conclusion

The goal of this paper is to explore the function of Britishness on three values of social integration, namely cultural diversity, social unity, and welfare equality, and to give a perspective for an estimation of social integration policies in Britain. What implications can we extract from the results of analysis for that goal?

These results represent the ambiguity of the effect of Britishness (Heath and Roberts, 2008). Table 4 shows that the identification with Britishness has positive effect on cultural diversity. The effect, however, is relatively limited. It doesn’t effect on other values of social integration, social unity and welfare equality. Then attachment to Britain didn’t have any significant effect on six factors of social integration, as table 5 shows. It indicates that the commitment with British itself don’t influence people’s attitudes regarding social integration. It, however, is also true that national identification keeps the effect on values of social integration even when attachments to the world are controlled. Stronger identification with Britishness than with Englishness leads people to have more tolerant toward cultural diversity. It suggests that Britishness may function as a buffer against intolerant effect of Englishness, though I couldn’t prove this argument now.

The result regarding the two types of nationalism, however, can bring about a different implication. The equally English and British as a variable influences both nationalism factors, though the more British doesn’t influence two factors. It means that those who committed with Britishness may be more tolerant toward diversity than with Englishness, but the former don’t prevent the latter from requesting relatively severe standards for getting full membership. This result suggests that those who are committed with equally both Britishness and Englishness are more negative toward nationalism because both Englishness and Britishness as identity doesn’t stand out, rather than because the commitment with Britishness reduces the intolerant nature of Englishness. 

These results indicate that the emphasis of Britishness may not have as conspicuously positive effect on ideal social integration as Labour government thinks. Rather we should enter into the function of Britishness on the view point of its relationship with Englishness and Europeness though I don’t give concrete measures for that in this paper.

I also pay attention to other variables next. Age has strong and wide effect on people’s attitude regarding social integration. The result indicates that the younger people are, the more indifferent toward social integration and welfare solidarity they are. This result seems to verify the anxiety of New Labour that the young lose their interest in and avoid involvement in wider society and to justify their making citizenship studies a compulsory subject to make the young better citizen (Crick 1998) [8].

Other important variable to influence factors regarding social integration is education. People with high education are more tolerant toward diversities and more negative toward neo-liberalism thinking. This result supports education policies of the Labour. The Labour government has a budget for education twice as much as conservative did and it has improved educational conditions in Britain. Achievement in school has improved in every ethnic group, the rate of fixed period and permanent exclusion in school has reduced (Department for Education and Skills 2006) and the rate of access to higher education in Britain has a great deal risen. These policies may contribute to establish a more tolerant and fair society.

Finally I show the implication of this result for the discussion in political philosophy. I have both good and bad news for ideally social integration. Bad news is that it is not so easy to assume more open and more accessible national identity against the argument of liberal nationalism. Those who are committed with Britishness are surely tolerant but not necessary inclusive toward minorities. There, on the other hand, is a good news. There are few evidences to support the argument that the recognition of cultural diversity can’t be compatible with welfare equality. The sympathy with multiculturalism and support for welfare state seem to be well positively connected rather than antagonistic as the effects of party support, education, sex show. This paper contributes to the recent studies over the evaluation of multiculturalism on the basis of data analysis (Banting and Kymlicka ed., 2006). 
[Note]

[1] The positive effect of immigrants on national economy have been advocated by the government and widely accepted (for example, Office for National Statistics, 2007; Institute for Public Policy Research, 2007).
[2] To be British, wide and pragmatic abilities are required. It is not limited to English ability or knowledge of history of Britain. It includes the way to apply for unemployment insurance or the skill to keep good relationship with neighbours (Crick, 2003).

[3] Nationality Act in 1981 and Education Act in 1988 is the instances.
[4] For example, Trevor Philips, who is the chair of the commission for equality and human rights and MP of Labour, advocated that Britishness was the core of multi-racial Britain and it was impossible to tackle racism without the concept (Philips, 2004). Such thinking is shared by the members of New Labour government like Gordon Brown and David Blunkett.
[5] I follow previous studies on naming (Heath and Tilley, 2005).
[6] The result of Multinomial Logit analysis shows that class is important for party support, especially whether choose Conservative party or Labour party. Conservative party is supported about three times as likely as Conservative by management and professional occupations, intermediate occupations, and employers in small organization or own account workers. Black tend to support Labour party about four times as likely as White do.
[7] This index is widely used to measure the commitment with Britishness (Heath and Roberts 2008).
[8] We, however, may not accent this anxiety too much because the young in general are less interested in wide society than adults because they don’t have chance to take part in national or international event (Fenton 2007). On the contrary, there are some evidences that many young involve social activities (Roker et al., 1999).
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[Figure and Table]
Figure 1: Economic booming and increase of net immigrants in UK since the 1990s (Data: Office for National Statistics)
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Table 1: The result of factor analysis [1]
	items(summarized)
	Multiculture
(immigrants)
	Multiculture
 (Muslim)
	reverse
items
	range
(negative-positive)

	Immigrants are generally good for Britain’s economy
	0.86 
	-0.14 
	○
	1(disagree strongｌｙ) 
	5(agree strongly)

	Immigrants improve British society by bringing in new ideas and cultures
	0.72 
	0.02 
	○
	1(disagree strongｌｙ) 
	5(agree strongly)

	Government spends too much money assisting immigrants
	0.71 
	0.06 
	　
	1（agree strongly) 
	5(disagree strongly)

	Immigrants take jobs away from people who were born in Britain
	0.67 
	0.06 
	　
	1（agree strongly) 
	5(disagree strongly)

	Immigrants increase crime rates
	0.67 
	0.07 
	　
	1（agree strongly)
	5(disagree strongly)

	BMs are more loyal to Muslims around the world than people in Britain 
	-0.14 
	0.81 
	○
	1（agree strongly)
	5(disagree strongly)

	BMs have not condemned Islamic terrorism so much
	-0.02 
	0.70 
	○
	1(disagree strongly) 
	5(agree strongly)

	Muslims in Britain are really committed to Britain or not?
	-0.14 
	0.81 
	○
	1(never committed)     
	7(really committed)

	Sub-nation would lose its identity if more Muslims come to live
	0.24 
	0.56 
	
	1（agree strongly)
	5(disagree strongly)

	How do you feel if a close relative of yours married with British Muslims
	0.03 
	0.56 
	○
	1(very unhappy)
	5(very happy)

	Muslims living in Britain take jobs from people in Britainm or not ?
	0.28 
	0.43 
	　
	1(take job)
	7(contribute a lot)

	Rotation Sums of Squared Loadings
	4.326
	4.114
	　
	　
	　

	N=652
	
	
	
	
	


Note: I use weighted least squares as the method of factor extraction and promax rotation as the method of rotation. Eigen values over 1.00 are adopted. Accent is loadings over 0.35. 
Table 2: The result of factor analysis [2]

	items(summarized)
	Ethnic
Nationalism
	Civic
Nationalism
	reverse
items
	range
(negative-positive)

	To have British ancestry
	0.93 
	-0.09 
	○
	1（not at all important）
	4(very important)

	To have been born in Britain
	0.82 
	-0.10 
	○
	1（not at all important）
	4(very important)

	To be Christian
	0.59 
	0.00 
	○
	1（not at all important）
	4(very important)

	To have lived in Britain for most of one's life
	0.56 
	0.23 
	○
	1（not at all important）
	4(very important)

	To respect Britain's political institutions and laws
	-0.21 
	0.72 
	○
	1（not at all important）
	4(very important)

	To feel British
	0.13 
	0.66 
	○
	1（not at all important）
	4(very important)

	To have British citizenship
	0.24 
	0.42 
	○
	1（not at all important）
	4(very important)

	To be able to speak English
	0.28 
	0.38 
	○
	1（not at all important）
	4(very important)

	Rotation Sums of Squared Loadings
	3.046 
	2.402 
	　
	　
	　

	N=646
	
	
	
	
	


Note: I use weighted least squares as the method of factor extraction and promax rotation as the method of rotation. Eigen values over 1.00 are adopted. Accent is loadings over 0.35. 
Table 3: The result of factor analysis [3]
	items(summarized)
	Neo-
Liberalism
	Liberalism
	reverse
items
	range
(negative-positive)

	Most people on the dole are fiddling in one way or another
	0.80 
	0.11 
	○
	1(disagree strongｌｙ) 
	5(agree strongly)

	Many people who get social security don't really deserve any help
	0.79 
	0.08 
	○
	1(disagree strongｌｙ) 
	5(agree strongly)

	If welfare benefits weren't so generous, people stand on own feet
	0.78 
	-0.13 
	○
	1(disagree strongｌｙ)
	5(agree strongly)

	Most unemployed could find a job if they really wanted one
	0.60 
	-0.05 
	○
	1(disagree strongｌｙ)
	5(agree strongly)

	Welfare state encourage people to stop helping each other
	0.50 
	0.01 
	○
	1(disagree strongｌｙ)
	5(agree strongly)

	Government should spend more money  for the poor
	0.14 
	0.72 
	○
	1(disagree strongｌｙ)
	5(agree strongly)

	Welfare state is one of Britain's proudest achievement
	-0.01 
	0.49 
	○
	1(disagree strongｌｙ)
	5(agree strongly)

	Cutting welfare benefits would damage too many people's lives
	-0.27 
	0.46 
	○
	1(disagree strongｌｙ)
	5(agree strongly)

	Rotation Sums of Squared Loadings
	2.719 
	1.409 
	　
	　
	　

	N=726
	
	
	
	
	


Note: I use weighted least squares as the method of factor extraction and promax rotation as the method of rotation. Eigen values over 1.00 are adopted. Accent is loadings over 0.35.
Table 4: The result of regression analysis [1] 

	Items
	Multiculturalism
(Immigrant)
	Multiculturalism
(Muslim)
	Ethnic 
Nationalism
	Civic
Nationalism
	Liberalism
	Neo-
Liberalism

	Party Support (ref: Conservative)
	　
	　
	　
	　
	　
	　

	  Labour
	  .218***
	  .152**
	
	-.101*
	 .344***
	-.204***

	  Liberal Democrat
	  .148**
	  .105*
	
	
	 .235***
	-.174**

	Class (ref: Non-manual & routine)
	　
	
	
	
	
	　

	  Management & professional
	　
	
	-.206***
	-.131*
	
	　

	  Intermediate occupations
	　
	
	
	
	
	　

	  Employer in small org; own account workers 
	　
	
	-.137**
	-.115*
	
	　

	  Lower supervisory & technical occupations
	　
	
	
	
	
	　

	Race (ref: White)
	　
	
	
	
	
	　

	  Black
	　
	
	
	
	
	　

	  Asia
	　
	
	-.087*
	
	
	　

	Male (ref: Female)
	　
	
	
	
	-.143**
	　

	Age
	　
	-.106*
	  .356***
	  .369***
	 .233***
	　

	Education
	  .385***
	  .356***
	-.190***
	
	
	-.196**

	Comfort of house economy
	　
	
	
	
	.149**
	

	National Identity (ref: More English)
	　
	
	
	
	
	　

	  Equally British and English
	　
	  .127*
	-.115*
	-.119*
	
	　

	  More British
	  .143**
	  .161**
	　
	　
	　
	　

	R２　（adjusted R２）
	  .256 (.228)
	  .297 (.271)
	  .365 (.344)
	  .219 (.192)
	  .183 (.154)
	  .131 (.101)

	N=344, ***p<.001, **p<.01, *p<.05
	　
	　
	　
	　
	　
	　


Note: The number is standardized regression coefficients. I refer only to statistically significant ones.

Table 5: The result of factor analysis [2]

	Items
	Multiculturalism
 (Muslim)
	Multiculturalism 
(Immigrants)
	Ethnic 
Nationalism
	Civic
Nationalism
	Liberalism
	Neo-Liberalism

	Party Support (ref: Conservative)
	　
	　
	　
	　
	　
	　

	  Labour
	  .198***
	 .131**
	
	-.096*
	 .342***
	-.204***

	  Liberal Democrat
	  .131**
	
	
	
	 .235***
	-.172**

	Class (ref: Non-manual & routine)
	　
	
	
	
	
	　

	  Management & professional
	　
	
	-.219***
	-.152*
	
	　

	  Intermediate occupations
	　
	
	
	
	
	　

	  Employer in small org; own account workers 
	　
	
	-.137**
	-.113*
	
	　

	  Lower supervisory & technical occupations
	　
	
	
	-.119*
	
	　

	Race (ref: White)
	　
	
	
	
	
	　

	  Black
	　
	
	
	
	
	　

	  Asia
	　
	 .099*
	-.095*
	
	
	　

	Male (ref: Female)
	　
	
	
	
	-.137**
	　

	Age
	　
	-.119*
	.285***
	 .254***
	 .210***
	　

	Education
	  .333***
	 .307***
	-.171**
	
	
	-.193**

	Comfort of house economy
	　
	
	
	
	 .141**
	　

	National Identity (ref: More English)
	　
	
	
	
	
	　

	  Equally British and English
	　
	 .126*
	-.124**
	-.124*
	
	　

	  More British
	  .122*
	 .124*
	
	
	
	　

	Closeness to the world
	　
	
	
	
	
	　

	  Local
	
	
	
	
	
	　

	  Region
	
	
	
	
	
	　

	  England
	
	-.147*
	 .157*
	 .211**
	
	　

	  Britain
	
	
	
	
	
	　

	  Europe
	  .234***
	 .193***
	
	
	
	　

	R２　（adjusted R２）
	  .313 (.278)
	  .342 (.308)
	  .405 (.377)
	  .301 (.269)
	  .193 (.155)
	  .139 (.098)

	N=344, ***p<.001, **p<.01, *p<.05
	　
	　
	　
	　
	　
	　


Note: The number is standardized regression coefficients. I refer only to statistically significant ones.
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