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Abstract

In Croatia, four minority groups practice theirhigo education in their respective mother
tongues. Relations between the majority and mipgrioups in the four multi-ethnic
communities have developed under different histbieacumstances. Thus, in some regions the
different language of the minority and the majogtpup can be perceived as a threat to identity
and result in intergroup prejudice and discrimioatiwhereas in others it might not. In this
study, we wanted to examine: a) the mediating efiEperceived threat on the relationship
between in-group identification and intergroup otation, b) whether those relationships are
moderated by the group status, and c) contextealifspties, i.e. we wanted to test the model in
four different contexts. Results showed that etlationalism (rather than ethnic identity) is
detrimental for intergroup relations, partially diogits connection to the perception of the out-
group as a threat. Model tests in different corsteavealed some contextual differences.
Keywords: minority education, in-group identification, pereedl symbolic threat,

intergroup anxiety, intergroup orientation
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Intergroup Threat as a Mediator of Ethnic Identification and Intergroup Orientations

Ethnic diversity and multilingualism become normsnodern societies (Chun, 2016;
Darvin & Norton, 2017). This is why the balancevbetn preserving one’s ethnic identity and
integration in a wider society is important. Asdaage is one of the most important symbols of
ethnic identity (Liebkind, 2010) minorities may féteis important to be educated in their mother
tongue. Although a positive effect of minority-laragge education is implied, the possible
negative effects have been less extensively stu@iedhe one hand, nurturing one’s language
and culture might lead to greater endorsement esykct of the rights of other ethnic groups.
On the other hand, having schools use minoritydaggs may overemphasize group differences
and diminish opportunities for intergroup contacschool. Which outcome is more probable
might depend on the similarity of the languagesirtiocial status but also the history of conflict
between the majority and the minority group. Whewugs are in conflict separate minority
education may lead to further division among cleifdand a perception of out-group threat. In
this paper, we look at the role of perceived thagathe relationship between in-group
identification and indicators of intergroup relasoin four multi-ethnic communities in Croatia
where minority groups practice education in theatiner tongues.

Ethnolinguistic identity theory (ELIT) suggests thenguage is the central aspect of
ethnic identity (Giles & Johnson, 1987) contribgtimportantly to ethnic identity construction
(Hurtado & Gurin, 1987; Liebkind, 2010; Tong et 4999). For minorities, language represents
a reminder of cultural heritage and is a key eld@moétheir group distinctiveness. Research
even shows that ethnic group members identify mimsely with those who speak their
language than with those who share their cultuaakground and geographic residence (Giles et
al., 1976; Jaspal, 2009). However, the theory bjesttive ethnolinguistic vitality (SEV)

(Bourhis & Sachdev, 1984; Giles et al., 1977) ensptes the need to include social context in

the studies of language and identity. Recent meddysis (Mu, 2015) supported the general
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effect of the relationship between ethnic idengityl language proficiency. Hence, education in
mother tongue is very important to ethnic minositess a way of preserving their ethnic identity
(Hurtado & Gurin, 1987). However, the possible negeeffects of minority language education
are sometimes neglected (e.g., children belongimgihority groups may use their mother
tongue to exclude out-group children from conveosai. Consequently, majority group
children may become suspicious and anxious, asdéyot understand their minority group
peers (Verkuyten, 2005). Recent studies show émafuage or even accent can be a source of
prejudice and discrimination (Hansen & Dovidio, 80Hansen et al., 2014). Whether such
negative outcomes will take place in a specific oamity probably depends on the strength and
type of own group ethnolinguistic identification.

Attachment to an ethnic group may have differemseguences for intergroup relations.
In the Croatian social context, nation and ethyieiterlap for the majority Croats and these
terms have been used interchangeably, referrinfytibocd shared heritage and to culture, but also
to a political community. However, for minority gnps their dual identity is recognized by the
Croatian Constitution, acknowledging their cultumat ethnolinguistic specificity but also
including them in a common political community aizenship. According to social identity
theory, (SIT; Tajfel & Turner, 1979) people dertheir identity and self-worth from the groups
they belong to. This in-group attachment helps @xplvhy people adhere to in-group norms and
show in-group bias. However, in-group positivitydasut-group derogation are not reciprocally
related (Brewer, 2007). It is possible that evaghhin-group identification is unrelated to the
relations with relevant out-groups. However, attaeht to and love for one’s nation have to be
distinguished from ethnonationalism which presupgdbat one’s nation is superior to other
nations (Mummendey et al., 2001; Schatz et al.9139ence, nationalism can be seen as a
negative consequence of national identity and wesinoral superiority, idealization and

glorification of the in-group and distrust of ouegps (Blank & Schmidt, 2003).
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Thus, to understand intergroup relations it maynfg@ortant to consider the mechanisms
underlying this link between identity and intergpdaehavior. One of the most prominent
explanations of such a link is intergroup threated¢irated threat theory (ITT, Stephan &
Stephan, 2000) postulates that threat associatbdawiout-group can increase negative attitudes
and even negative behaviors toward this group (€rey 2018; Stephan et al., 2009). ITT
distinguishes four different types of threat fromapeecific out-grouprealistic threat,symbolic
threat, intergroup anxiety, and negative stereogy@ephan et al., 20023ymbolic threat
involves threats to in-group identity, (i.e., t@tGroup’s worldview, morals, values, and
standards). A meta-analysis showed that in-groaptification was more strongly related with
the perception of symbolic than to realistic thigdiek et al., 2006). This finding was supported
in post-conflict settings of Croatia corroboratsgnbolic threat as an important correlate of the
in-group identification (L6w Statj 2014). Intergroup anxiety refers to feelingshokat people
experience during intergroup interactions becaleg are worried about being embarrassed,
rejected and misunderstood by the out-group (Stegh@tephan, 1985). While other types of
intergroup threat are more cognitive in naturegngitoup anxiety captures the affective reactions
to the out-group.

Ethnolinguistic Vitality of Language Groups in the Study

The last census in Croatia showed that slightly tean 10 % of the population was made
up of minority groups (Croatian Bureau of Statisti2011) while the Croatian Constitution
recognizes 22 ethnic minorities across differegtaies. We conducted our study in four multi-
ethnic communities in Croatia where ethnic minestare large enough to exercise their
constitutional right to be educated in their owmanmity languages (the Serb-Croat context in the
town of Vukovar and surroundings, the Italian-Croatext in several towns in Istria County,
the Hungarian-Croat context in the town of Osijakl aurroundings, and the Czech-Croat

context in the town of Daruvar and surroundings)edch of the regions a single minority has
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been more concentrated than others: in Vukovaethes Serbs (15.5% vs. 80.2 % of Croats), in
Istria Italians (6.03% vs. 83.82% of Croats), injé€sregion Hungarians (2.7% vs. 87% of
Croats), and in Daruvar region Czechs (5.25% v_3286 of Croats).

Minority groups in these regions either go to safmschools from the Croatian majority
or are schooled in separate classroofitsKalo Biruski et al., 2019). Though all four miitgr
groups have preserved their ethnolinguistic vigaht variety of historical and cultural factors
have shaped different majority-minority dynamicghese regions. One dimension to compare
our research contexts is the linguistic similasitieetween Croatian and the respective minority
language. Similar languages might ensure easiegration into Croatian society, but also may
lead to a lack of positive distinctiveness betwdentwo groups in question (Turner, 1975).
From that perspective, Serbian and Czech as Skwjtiages are more similar to the Croatian
language (especially Serbian), whereas Hungaridritalian are very different from Croatian.
Furthermore, status of the minority language is algportant: the higher the status of the
language, the more the ethnolinguistic vitalitytlod groups is likely to be preserved. For
example, the Italian language has a high statuacilet al., 2011) and many children in Croatia
learn Italian as their second language (Balen, p@®&nversely, Hungarian is considered more
difficult to learn. Moreover, the linguistic commtynof Hungarians is rather small and fairly
isolated and therefore majority members may peeckiile social benefits from learning
Hungarian. However, at the same time physical igmlchas made it easier for Hungarians to
preserve their ethnolinguistic vitality while alsballenging their integration into wider society.
As for the Czech language, its native speakeralaceconcentrated in one particular region;
however, the majority and minority exchange has\beach more intensive over the course of
history. Thus, contemporary Czech language usedibgrity in Daruvar region is strongly

influenced by the Croatian language.



MEDIATING ROLE OF INTERGROUP THREAT 7

The third dimension of comparison is the geogragdtdestance of minority group
members’ kin-state. Whereas Italy, Serbia and Hongee neighboring countries to Croatia, this
is not a case with the Czech Republic. Thus, belioge to the kin-state can make minority more
attached to its ethnolinguistic identity and lesstirrated to integrate into Croatian society. This
strategy may be perceived by majority Croats aeatiening. Finally, the fourth dimension of
comparison is the history of conflict between greuprom this point of view, the Vukovar
region is different from the rest because of tleen¢ conflict between Croats and Serbs, and the
tension between the two groups is still presentti@mopposite end is the Czech-Croat context
with no history of majority-minority conflict. Asor Italians and Hungarian, the past conflicts
with Croats are likely considered to be irrelevant.

These different multi-ethnic contexts offer an oppoity to gain a deeper understanding
of the role of minority language education in singpntergroup relations of pupils. We argue
that the language of education further enhancesifabation with one’s ethnic group and makes
it more salient in everyday life. Moreover it isalpossible that by making ethnic identity more
salient it emphasizes the role of ethnonationalismtergroup relations. Moreover, minority
language education might enhance perceived intepgittreat in both majority and minority
groups living in the same community.

Aim of the Study

Drawing on SIT and ITT perspectives in the cont#xhinority education in Croatia, we
looked at the mediating effect of symbolic thread antergroup anxiety in the relationship
between in-group identification (ethnic identifiat and ethnonationalism), and negative and
positive out-group orientation (i.e. behaviorakmtions to discriminate and to act prosocially
towards out-group members). Furthermore, we exgldrie group status moderates this

relationship (see Figure 1). We tested these maddtsir social contexts in Croatia.



MEDIATING ROLE OF INTERGROUP THREAT 8

Figure 1

Theoretical model of moderated mediation

Ethnic identity Percn?ived
symbolic threat

Y
Tendency for
discrimination /
prosocial behaviour

Ethnonationalism Intergroup anxiety

\

Group status

Based on previous studies suggesting that ethromaditm, rather than ethnic identity
per se, is detrimental for intergroup relationse{Ber, 1999Corkalo & Kamenov, 2003; Jéliet
al., 2014; Penic et al., 2017), we expect ethnonatism to be positively related to out-group
derogation and negatively to prosocial tenden@estds the out-group via greater perception of
symbolic threat and intergroup anxiety. The inauasof two different types of intergroup threat
will enable us to see whether cognitive or affezipath plays a more important role in
intergroup relations.

However, the link between ethnic identification angkrgroup orientation is less easy to
predict due to the mixed results in previous stsidiostarelli & Calli, 2004; Ruttenberg et al.,
1996). We argue that introducing both measureshoii@identification and ethnonationalism
simultaneously would separate their unique contigiouto intergroup behaviour, and that ethnic
identification might even be associated with pesitbut-group outcome via lesser perception of

symbolic threat and intergroup anxiety.
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In addition, we propose that the group status (ntgjor minority) moderates the link
between intergroup threats and intergroup behavB®ased on ITT’s assumptions, we could
expect our models to account for more variance gmneambers of the majority group.
However, results corroborating this assumption heotdbeen consistent suggesting that it all
depends on the type of threat, type of behaviorsgedific social context (Low Sta&ni2014).

Finally, following the recent developments in imggerup contact theory (Hodson et al.,
2013) we decided to include measures of both pesand negative intergroup behavior instead

of focusing on just negative behaviors.

Method

Participants

A total of 1467 students participated (642 males, 782 feshand 43 who did not specify
their gender) from 22 elementary£ 731) and 10 high schools € 736), aged from 11 to 19
years M = 15.19;SD=1.991). We used education language as a progthaicity in four
different multi-ethnic settings in Croatia. The saenincluded 238 pupils in education on
Serbian language, 97 pupils educated in Hungaaiaguiage, 137 pupils in Czech language
education, 250 pupils in education in Italian laage, and 745 majority Croats.
Materials

Predictor variables

Ethnic identitywas assessed by five items adapted from Doosje (@1985) The responses were
indicated on a five-point scale ranging fraaghly disagreg1) tohighly agree(5). Higher

values indicated a stronger ethnic identity. THiabdity of the scale in this research was .90
for the whole sample (ethnic majority=.90; ethnic minoritiesa = .91).

Ethnonationalisnwas assessed by three items usétbirkalo and Kamenov (2003Jhe
responses were indicated on a five-point scaleimgrfgpom highly disagred1) tohighly agree

(5). Higher values indicated more pronounced ethtionalism. The reliability of the scale in
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this research was= .79 for the whole sample (ethnic majoriy= .79; ethnic minoritiess =

.79).

Mediator variables

Perceived symbolic threatas measured by five items adapted fiGonkalo Biruski (2011).
Participants assessed their agreement on a font-pmale ranging frorhighly disagregl) to
highly agreg(4). Higher values indicated more perceived imaug symbolic threat. The
reliability of the scale in this research was .83 for the whole sample (ethnic majority= .85;
ethnic minoritieso = .80).

Intergroup anxietyvas measured using a six-item scale modified f&dephan and Stephan
(1985) asking participants how they would feel whgaracting with members of the other
ethnic group. The out-group for minorities was ate/&roats, and for Croats the out-group was
the respective minority group in each context. iBigdnts responded on a five-point scale
ranging fromnot at all (1) toextremely(5). The reliability of the scale in this reseavehso =

.80 for the whole sample (ethnic majority= .81; ethnic minoritiess = .78).

Outcome variables

The tendency for out-group discriminatina measure of behavioral intent, adapted from
Corkalo Biruski and Ajdukovi (2007). Participants were provided with descripsiof eight
everyday situations and asked if they would chdbsg in-group member in order to complete
the task described. The total number of positieeléd as 1) and negative (coded as 0) responses
was summed, ranging from zero to eight. Higher nensmindicated a more pronounced tendency
to discriminate against the out-group. The religbdf the scale waa = .80 for the whole
sample (ethnic majoritys = .83; ethnic minoritiess = .77).

The tendency for out-group prosocial behav#oa measure developed by Stambuk Garkalo
Biruski (2011). It consisted of five items that adkparticipants how they would act in different

situations where members of one’s in-group bullyrmhers of the out-group. Participants had to
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indicate their most likely reaction on a four-pasetle support them or join theifi), ignore
them(2), ask them to stof8), andask my peers to help me to make it gpHigher results
indicated a more pronounced tendency to act pragct he reliability of the scale was= .86
for the whole sample (ethnic majority= .89; ethnic minoritiesy = .83).
Socio-demographiasf age, gender, nationality, school and grade wereiatduded in the
guestionnaire.
See supplementary online material, Appendix Anfiore comprehensive list of items.
Procedure

Ethical approval was granted by the universityitngbnal Review Board. The
guestionnaires were administered in groups, duegglar class hours. Participation was
voluntary and parental permissions were obtainedtiadents under the age of 14. All
guestionnaires were completed anonymously and adirenistered in the native tongues of the
students. Czech pupils completed the questionimaiteoatian as per advice of school principals
whereas in all other contexts the vast majoritpubils completed the questionnaire in their
minority language. This confirmed the ethnolinggigdentification of the pupils in our sample.
Analytic Procedure

The main analyses in this study were conducted (R Bore team, 2018) in the laavan
package (Rosseel, 2012). We specified two thealetiodels for two outcome variables. In the
Model A, we regressed the tendency to discrimireaté,in the Model B, tendency to act
prosocially, on perceived symbolic threat, intetgr@anxiety, ethnic identity and
ethnonationalism. Then, we regressed perceived slorthreat and intergroup anxiety on ethnic
identity and ethnonationalism. Including both potdiis in one model made it possible to control
for the direct and indirect effects of each preatictn outcome variables (see Figure 1). To
calculate confidence intervals for direct and iadireffects, we used the bias corrected and

accelerated bootstrap method (BCa), relying on 58pacement samples (Preacher & Hayes,
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2008). Given that our original sample size is laggeugh, bootstrapping by the BCa method
enables us to get reliable confidence intervahest (Carpenter & Bithell, 2000; Crawley,

2007; Puth et al., 2015).

Results and Discussion
Descriptive statistics and correlations

Means, standard deviations, and correlations @septed in Table*1Since the study
was conducted in multi-ethnic communities whereieity is highlighted by separate minority
schooling, ethnic identification is highly prominieRerceived symbolic threat, intergroup
anxiety and tendency to discriminate were low, @lethnonationalism scores were just below
the scale midpoint. Conversely, the tendency fosqcial behavior was high. The significant
correlation coefficients were all in the expect@@ction. The correlation coefficients between
ethnic identity and ethnonationalism= .52,p < .001), as well as between perceived symbolic
threat and intergroup anxiety£ .51,p < .001), were moderate in size, suggesting that these
measures capture different, yet related, formglafie group attachment, and types of threat.
Moderation effect of group status (moderated mediabn)

Separate multiple group path analyses for groupstasted the mediation path model
on separate samples of majority and minority pigdiats. Group status was a hypothesized
moderator for indirect effects in both A and B migd&lultiple group analysis enabled us to
compare regression coefficients across groupsetkfay a dichotomous moderator. We assessed
the moderation effect by comparing the fit of twested models for each outcome variable. First
we specified an unconstrained model in which a@tession paths were allowed to differ
between the groups (no paths group invariant) taed we specified a constrained model in
which all regression paths were equal betweenthepg (all paths group invariant). We

employed a chi-square difference test to see ifpatlys differ between the unconstrained and

! Table 1 is in Appendix B in supplementary onlinatemial.
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constrained models. In both A and B models, theffthese models did not differ significantly
compared to the constrained models, indicatingeti'eno moderation effect (see Tabfe 3
Mediation models

Since we found no significant differences in regra@s coefficients between majority and
minority group members, we will interpret our maglfdr the combined sample.

The Model A column in Table’Zhows the total, direct and indirect effects far t
tendency to discriminate against the out-group.réliyehe mediation path analysis was
conducted on data frold = 986 and the model explained 24.5% of the variamtiee outcome
variable. As for direct effects, ethnonationalis@svsignificantly positively related to the
tendency to discriminate, while the effect of ethidientity was not significant. Furthermore, the
indirect effects of both ethnic identification aathnonationalism via both forms of intergroup
threat were significant. However, these mediatibects were in the opposite direction. That is,
the more participants were attached to their etbroap, the less threatened and anxious they
felt when interacting with members of the othemetlgroup. These lower levels of threat and
anxiety reduced their tendency to discriminate @gjahe out-group, suggesting that a sense of
ethnic belonging might even serve as a protectigeof in multi-ethnic context. However, the
more participants believed their ethnic group wagsesior to other groups, the more threatened
and anxious they felt towards the out-group andgequently were more prone to discriminate
against it (Figure 2).

The Model B column in Table 2 shows the total, ciind indirect effects for the
tendency for prosocial behavior towards the outigr®verall, the mediation path analysis was
conducted on data frol = 985 and the model explained 22.5% of the variamtiee outcome
variable. Looking at the direct effects, ethnonadicsm was negatively and ethnic identity was

positively related to prosocial behavior. Furtherej the indirect effects of both ethnic identity

2 Table 3 is in Appendix B in supplementary onlinatemial.
% Table 2 is in Appendix B in supplementary onlinatemial.
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and ethnonationalism via both forms of intergroluggét were significant. Again, these
mediation effects were in the opposite directioasiits showed that the more participants were
attached to their ethnic group, the less anxiegy thiould feel when interacting with members of
the other ethnic group, which in turn motivatednht® act prosocially towards them. This
finding further emphasizes protective role of thienec identity. On the other hand, the more
participants believed their ethnic group was supda other groups, the more threatened and
anxious they felt towards the out-group and coneetiyiwere less prone to act prosocially

(Figure 3).

Figure 2

Path diagram of mediation model for the whole samplodel A
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Note.Path coefficients are standardized regressionhiei§ath coefficients displayed with
solid lines are significant, 95% confidence intésvdid not include zero. Path coefficients

displayed with dotted lines are nonsignificant. Mbexplained 24.5% of the variance.
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Figure 3

Path diagram of mediation model for the whole samplodel B
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Ethnic identity
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Note.Path coefficients are standardized regressionhi®igath coefficients displayed with
solid lines are significant, 95% confidence intésv@did not include zero. Path coefficients

displayed with dotted lines are nonsignificant. Mbexplained 22.5% of the variance.

To summarize, the overall models provided convig@widence for the partial mediation
of intergroup threats on the relationship betweegroup identification and out-group
orientations. However, the results indicate thedartgnce of distinguishing between different
forms of ethnic attachment: sense of belongingiethnic group, (i.e., ethnic identification),
and viewing the in-group as superior to other gsy\iipe. ethnonationalism). It seems that it is
ethnonationalism that is detrimental for intergroajations, partially due to its connection with
the perception of the out-group threat. Perceiyeab®lic intergroup threat and intergroup
anxiety are serious obstacles for intergroup m@hati-by facilitating out-group discrimination
and by inhibiting prosocial behavior towards thé-goup. These effects did not differ between

majority and minority.
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Mediating Role of Intergroup Threat in Different Social Contexts

We tested our models in four multi-ethnic contart€roatia with Croats as majority and
Serbs, Hungarians, Czechs and ltalians as mingmtyps. We expected to confirm the
proposed path models and group status as a moderato

Separate multiple group path analyses for groupstasted the mediation path model on
separate samples of majority and minority group tmengin each social context. As shown in
Table 4, the proposed moderation effect of group statusagafirmed only in the Czech-Croat
context. However, this context is also the onlyteghin which our mediation models were not
confirmed, meaning that intergroup threat did netirate relationship between in-group
identification and intergroup orientations in eitlo¢ samples. Regarding other social contexts,
group status was not a moderator so we interpeetibdels for the combined sample of Croats
and the respective minority group in each of thetexts. Summarized coefficients for each of
the structural paths can be seen in Figures 4-9

In all contexts, the indirect effect of ethnonatibsm via intergroup anxiety was
significant for both the tendency to discriminaggiast the out-group (positively) and the
tendency to act prosocially towards the out-granggétively). The more participants believed
their ethnic group was superior to other groups,miore anxious they felt towards the out-group
and consequently more prone to discriminate ag#uest, and the less likely they were to act
prosocially. Additionally, in the Serb-Croat andtive Italian-Croat contexts, the indirect effect
of ethnic identification via intergroup anxiety wsignificant for both the tendency to
discriminate (negatively) and the tendency to asspcially (positively). The more participants
were identified to their in-group, the less anxithusy felt towards the out-group, and
consequently were more prone to act prosociallg,less prone to discriminate against them.

Regarding perceived symbolic threat, results shaiatlin the Serb-Croat context the indirect

* Table 4 is in Appendix B in supplementary onlinatemial.
® Figures 4-9 are in Appendix C in supplementaryreninaterial.
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effect of ethnonationalism via perceived symbdii@at was significant for the tendency to act
prosocially (positively), while in the Italian-Crbeontext the indirect effects of both ethnic
identification (negatively) and ethnonationalisnogjively) via perceived symbolic threat were
significant for the tendency to discriminate.

General Discussion

In this paper, we explore multi-ethnic communitidsere minority groups exercise their
right to minority education. We hypothesized thas tontext would influence ethnic
identification and intergroup attitudes and behavide present study contributes to the field by
exploring both positive and negative out-group miadons. As expected, perceived threat
reduces positive and facilitates negative intergroehavior. Our results also confirmed that
perceived intergroup threat mediates the relatipnsétween in-group identification and
positive and negative out-group orientation. Moegintergroup anxiety and symbolic threat
were both mediators of this relationship.

The study also confirmed the importance of distisiging between two types of in-group
attachment. Our findings show that ethnic iderditgl ethnonationalism have different impacts
on the perception of intergroup threat. When cdimigofor ethnonationalism, ethnic identity as
a measure that is not confounded with in-group araksuperiority issues is related to a lower
out-group threat. Moreover, while ethnonationalisas a positive direct effect on out-group
discrimination, ethnic identity does not. The opfehkolds for prosocial behavior towards the
out-group members. Thus, our findings are in lim \wthers emphasizing that it is
ethnonationalism, rather than sense of belonging@ethat is detrimental for intergroup
relations (Brewer, 2007; Roccas et al., 2006).

Contrary to our expectations, group status didmaderate the relationship between
threat and intergroup orientations. It is possibbg group status is more relevant for intergroup

contact than for in-group attachment. Another gwbsi is that the children from the majority
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and the minority group in the same community areensamilar, as they have not yet adhered to
social norms as adults did (Low St§r2014). Future studies should compare results from
children and adults from both groups to investigatether children function more as the adults
from the majority or as the adults from minoritygp.

We also tested the intergroup threat model ondbesubsamples, in each of the four
contexts of our study. Findings show that cont@dsdplay a role, but the main assumptions of
the model still hold, except in the Czech-Croattegn This context is highly integrated, and it is
even possible that assimilation of the minoritiniprogress. Namely, this was the only context
in which minority group respondents chose to comepllee survey in Croatian, which in itself
might have influenced their results by making tresare of their identity as Croatian citizens.
In addition, ethnic identification as a Czech seéoise more of a cultural fact than an identity
issue. We argue that in the Czech-Croat contexeé thie no status differences, as present in
other contexts of our study. Hence, it may be ith#tis context, there are more harmonious
minority-majority relations. Therefore, the intengp threat model may not be relevant here
because perceived intergroup threat is low anddies not affect intergroup relations.

In the remaining three contexts ITT model was comdid, (i.e., we found no substantial
differences between specific minorities, whichtsif a finding that highlights the salience of
ethnonationalism effect compared to ethnic idergffgct.)This finding suggests a strong link
between the glorification of one’s group and negatut-group emotions (i.e. intergroup
anxiety), which in turn results in a stronger tamdeto discriminate against out-group members,
and a lower tendency to act prosocially towarddiiegroup. The effect of ethnic identity was
less consistent and opposite to the effects ofoethtionalism. In the same vein, it seems that
symbolic threat has weaker impact than intergraupedy; indirect effects via intergroup
anxiety were found in all contexts for both outcovaeables, while indirect effects via

perceived symbolic threat were significant onlghe Serb-Croat context for the tendency to act
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prosocially, and in the Italian-Croat context foe tendency to discriminate. This suggests that
emotions may be more important in intergroup castéxan cognitive factors, but this
assumption should be tested in future studies.

Furthermore, the greatest variance in intergroigntation was explained in the Serb-
Croat context (the most conflicted of the four conmities), followed by the Hungarian-Croat
context, and the least in the Italian-Croat cont®tdreover, for the most harmonious Czech-
Croat context the model did not hold. So it seeémas ¢ontextual differences are based on the
dimension of conflict versus harmony, and the maslbest suited for more conflicted and not
for more harmonious setting. These findings reftiferent intergroup dynamics of language
groups in the four different contexts. It is possithat in the more integrated settings both
negative and positive intergroup behaviors arerdeted by factors we did not include in this
study, such as school and community norms, sabgaitity based on attachment to the
community, town or region, instead of one’s ethgnoup. However, this should be further
explored in future studies.
Conclusions

Based on these results, we have several recomn@mslédr changes in school systems
in multi-ethnic communities. Firstly, schools shibaim to encourage a healthy attachment to
one’s own ethnic group, without undermining othary] at fostering a dual identity, where each
group may show how it contributes to a unified titgn(e.g., belonging to a common school,
place or country). For instance, minority studestitsuld be able to decorate schools for their
main holidays and make some presentations or petggk about their culture to Croats, and
vice versa. Teachers should talk with their stuslabbut how other cultures enrich community
and organize multicultural events. Students shtedtifree to talk about their ethnicity and find
similarities and differences between them. Suchmproach, as shown by Riek and colleagues

(2010), leads to a lower level of perceived inteugr threat. Furthermore, schools in a multi-
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ethnic community should be a place of appreciadiodiversity (thus reducing the symbolic

threat) and learning about diversity (thus reduamegrgroup anxiety because the out-group is no
longer unknown), as well as a safe environmentiddren’s development (Childs, 2017). In
order for this to be accomplished it is necessagetvelop joint extracurricular activities where
children from both groups can learn from and ale@ah other and work together as suggested
by intergroup contact theory. Especially useful lddae to encourage learning of both languages
in multi-ethnic communities and to treat both thizssgyuages as the languages of the region, as a
cultural heritage and a resource, and a sourcerafriunity pride Corkalo Biruski et al., 2019).

A first step in that direction would be to investig attitudes towards majority and minority
languages in each community so the space for ditidichange can be established.

This study has shown that ethnonationalism ancttinotic identity is associated with
negative intergroup outcomes. Thus, as ethnonatsomés based on the incorrect and
generalized belief that one’s own group is bettantthe others, we believe that critical thinking
should be highly encouraged and taught in the dshBaducing ethnonationalism and at the
same nurturing appreciation of one’s own ethniagrmight then lead to a positive feeling of
ethnic pride without the negative consequences) aséntergroup threat and anxiety connected

to the out-group.
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