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. Announierr;(ents . - Three major explanations of
= Begin thinking about your topic for the seminar paper
+ See instructions in the IS Support for the EU
= Nov 5: Midterm exam
+ Exam review sheet will appear in the IS . .
« Utilitarian explanation
« The plan for today . . .
= What is identity? « Cueing rationality
= European identity in the EU (some empirics) = Domestic proxies (cues)
= How is identity related to support for the EU?

- Identity

e
What is political identity?

Exclusive identity v. multiple identity

- Affective (emotional) attachment to the political * Marks (1999): conceptualizing territorial
community (e.g. the EU or the nation) identity

Multiple identity Exclusive identity
= Strength of the attachment

= Exclusivity of the attachment (exclusive v.
multiple identity)

‘ No (or weak) attachment ‘

Source of the figure that follows: Marks (1999). Territorial Identities in the European Union. In
Anderson Jeffrey (ed.). Regional Integration and Democracy. Rowman and Littlefield. NY.
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- Figure 4.2 Territorial Attachment

Exploring European identity:
Some empirical data
» Eurobarometer data:

« 3 ways of measuring EU identity:
1. Future identity
2. Feeling an EU citizen
3. Feeling attached to the EU

Percent of
Respondents .

Muitiple Identity Intensity of Identity

P QDS In the near future, o you see yourself as..7 |l
-%EU
WEB77 Sp.2012 EB76.4 Dec. 2011 EB73 Sp. 2010
a.d. 1

(NATIONALITY) only
« “In the near future, do you see yourself as (NATIONALITY) and
= Nationality only Furopean
= Nationality and European (5‘2\'19[%‘;323%
= European and nationality
= European only”

European only

None
(SPONTANEOUS)

Refusal
(SPONTANEOUS)

Don't know

Source: Eurobarometer 77 report.




I In the near future do you see yourself as...?
EU ( from 04/1992 to 06/2014)
o
80%
60%
- W
20%
—
—— — T, .~ .
04/1992 04/1997 11/2001 05/2013
06/1995 11/1999 10/2004
(Nationality) only = (Nationality) and European European and (Nationality) European
only wDK-Don'tknow  mNone (SPONTANEOUS)  mRefusal (SPONTANEOUS) = Total
‘More National than European’  mTotal 'More European than National' = Total ‘More National than
European’ __mTotal 'More European than National’
© European Union, 1995-2010
Reproduction is authorised, provided the source is acknowledged and mentionnad.
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a.d. 2: Feeling a citizen of the EU

D3.1. For each of the following statements, please tell me to what extent it corresponds or not to your own opinion.
fou feel you are a citizen of the EU
1% 2% 0% 0% 1% 1% 1% 6% 0% 0% 0% 2% 0% 1% 4% 0% 1% 1% 1% 0% 1% 1% 0% 0%

% 26% 29% 30% 29% 30% 30' 40% 39° 47% 48%

I IIIiII ., 33% 38% 38% o6,
T2 74% 72% 7196 703 70% g% II‘IIII

% 6%% 67% 67% 66% 65% 659
EMGM“/"’“61%60/.6\1"/.50'/.50@50
2% 51% 50% 50%
I I I I I I‘“‘

LU DK DE MT FI ES SK IE BE PL EE SI SE FR CYEU27RO AT NL LT PT LV CZ HU EL BG IT U
=R NCN SRR NN RSO K- RENURON NUR=R=N"N- N—i “R=i NN X

W Total 'Yes'w M Total No' Don't know
Source: Eurobarometer 77 report.

I
a.d. 3 Feeling attached to the EU

Please tell me how attached you feel to.

(OUR COUNTRY)

— - - 0
56%

e 1% 0%

I - I - N W

Your city/town/ village
! oo % a8% ol ox

The Eum‘,ean Unioe 12% 4% 32% 13% 2%
EB77 $p.2012 u u B ]
3.3 March 2010
Very attached Fairly attached Not very attached Not at all attached Don't know

Source: Eurobarometer 77 report.

=

- THGesTion. UDZ.3. Please (el me Tow allached you TeeT 0.
Option: The European Union

Answers: Total ‘Attached

Map Legend
1 50% - 100%
W 3% 49%
B 0%-42%

Source: Eurobarometer 77 report.




Reading empirical articles:
Some more explanation

« Interquartile range

= Take all observations on a variable (all
respondents in a survey)
= Order the values from lowest to highest
= Interquartile range is between the value on the
25th percentile and the value on the 75th
percentile
+ Reach the 25" by going from the top of the line until
you reach 25% of respondents. The same for 75%
percentile.
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Group work

» How is identity related to attitudes towards the
EU?

» Work in groups of 3-4
= Be prepared to share with the class

= When other groups present, write down notes and
think about overall conclusions

Source: Hooghe and Marks (2004). DoesTdentity or Economic Rationality Drive Public
Opinion on European Integration? PS&Politics 37(3).

Figure 1
Effects of Independent Variables
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Source: Hooghe and Marks (2004). Does Identity or Economic Rationality Drive Public Opinion on European
Integration? PS&Politics 37(3).
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FIGURE 1
The Size of the Effects
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Source: Magalhaes,
Pedro (2012). The
Scope of Government
of the European
Union: Explaining
Citizens' Support for a
More Powerful EU. In
Sanders et al.
Europeanization of
National Polities
Oxford University
Press: Oxford, p. 126,
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T NaTionarl PoNTIes?

© Present EU Scope O Future EU Scope
Education -
Manual worker ls
National economic performance ls
Left-right self-placement #
Pro-EU score of party ID %
Identification with incumbent I,
National political institutions o ®
Confidence in €U institutions. o
European external efficacy o
Exclusive national identity o
Attachment to Europe to- o
Politica sophistication -
Media exposure t
Age o
Male rs

-0.3-02-0.10.000.100.200.30
o 0 o

fficients (error

Figure 6.1. Dot plot of the
bars represent 95% confidence intervals)

regression

1.00

Source: De Vreese, Claes H. and Hajo G. Boomgaarden. “Projecting EU Referendums: Fear of Immigration
and Support for European Integration.” European Union Politics, Vol. 6, No. 1 (March 2005): 59-82.
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Figure 1 The Netherlands: Likelihood of voting ‘yes’ when changing the level of (a)
economic evaluations, (b) government approval, or (c) fear of immigration.
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Source: De Vreese, Claes H. and Hajo G. Boomgaarden. “Projecting EU Referendums: Fear of Immigration
and Support for European Integration.” European Union Politics, Vol. 6, No. 1 (March 2005): 59-82.
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Figure 2 Denmark: Likelihood of voting ‘yes’ when changing the level of (a)
economic evaluations, (b) government approval, or (c) fear of immigration.




Source: Levy, Naomi and Bonnie Phan. 2014. “The Utility of Identity: Explaining Public
Support for the EU after the Crash” Polity. 46 (4).

Figure 3:
Marginal Effects of Interacted Variables on EU Support
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Overall conclusions?

« Exclusive national identity, fear of immigration, and
fear of other cultures are related to support for the
EU
= Lower support for the EU
= Support for the EU is related to identity at least as

strongly as to factors such as self-interest or trust in
national political institutions

Identity conditions the effect of sociotropic and

egocentric economic considerations

= Each of the economic considerations affect people
differently, based on what kind of identity they have

What does this mean for the EU as a
political regime?

« Does it make the EU well equipped for surviving
a time of crisis?




