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Abstract
Aim The purpose of this exploratory study was to examine the relationships of nested concentrically enlarged social identities of family (most proximal), neighborhood, cognitive-ethnic, affective-ethnic, state (California), national (American), and global-human (most distal) identities among a diverse group of American undergraduate college students in California, as well as within groups of self-designated Latinx (instead of Latino/a to replace gender notation) and White students. Method Participants were 256 ethnically diverse college undergraduate students in a long-established non-profit private university in California (179 women and 77 men). Each social identity was measured using established scales that showed good internal consistencies for the current sample with Cronbach alphas ranging from 0.75 to 0.89. Results The results showed that in the overall sample, the relative strength (rank) of the social identities going from most proximal (strongest) to the most distal (weakest) are as follows: Family, national (American), cognitive-ethnic, State (California), global-human, affective-ethnic, and neighborhood. The rankings (relative strength) based on the mean identity scores were somewhat different for Latinx and White samples but significantly correlated. Also, for the Latinx sample family identity and ethnic identity appear to have both relational and place attributes. For the White sample, family and global-human identities were polarized. Conclusion The findings suggest the complexity of the ways nested identities may be related rather than being related in a concentrically linear fashion, and may be different for different groups and collectives.
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Method

Participants were 256 ethnically diverse college undergraduate students in a long-established non-profit private university in California (179 women and 77 men). Each social identity was measured using established scales that showed good internal consistencies for the current sample with Cronbach alphas ranging from 0.75 to 0.89.

Results

The results showed that in the overall sample, the relative strength (rank) of the social identities going from most proximal (strongest) to the most distal (weakest) are as follows: Family, national (American), cognitive-ethnic, State (California), global-human, affective-ethnic, and neighborhood. The rankings (relative strength) based on the mean identity scores were somewhat different for Latinx and White samples but significantly correlated. Also, for the Latinx sample family identity and ethnic identity appear to have both relational and place attributes. For the White sample, family and global-human identities were polarized.

Conclusion

The findings suggest the complexity of the ways nested identities may be related rather than being related in a concentrically linear fashion, and may be different for different groups and collectives.
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Introduction

S ocial identities have been widely studied by a social and behavioral scientist with significant theorizing related to a variety of identities such as ethnic, racial, professional, national, cosmopolitan, and role identities. 1-3 Early works by Mead, 4 Erikson,5 and Tajfel,6 have often been used as anchors for theorizing and em pirical research on social identities. Brewer7 has proposed a model where social identities are seen as a means of incorporating opposing needs for differentiation from others and the tendency to promote group cohesion to adopt and assimilate. Capozza and Brown8 have reviewed the historical development of theories and research on multiple identities and their influence in intergroup relations and conflict. Gamst, Liang and Der-Karabetian 9 have compiled and reviewed empirical measures of identities for different ethnic/racial groups as well as disabilities, and their utilization in multicultural research and practice. Herb and Kaplan 10 have examined the relationships of social identities as they are concentrically enlarged from local to national to regional identities. Leary and Tangney11 in their edited volume have highlighted the importance of social identity in the development of the self throughout the lifespan and its implications for self-regulation and well-being. Phinney12 and Sue and Sue 13 have presented a collection of research to propose an integrated approach to understanding the implications of multiple social identities for personal development and use in applied settings. Furthermore, the symbolic interactionist approach has provided an early theoretical framework in the examination of multiple nested identities emphasizing the importance of situational contexts that influence the relationships among different socially constructed identities.14 The theoretical framework of concentrically nested identities has not received much empirical attention in the study of multiple identities.10,15,16 The nested concentricity framework of multiple identities stipulates that identities concentrically closest to each other tend to be related more strongly than those further away from each other. Goyder17 has examined such relationships among Canadians. Medrano and Gutierrez 18 have studied European and national identities in Spain. Kalin and Berry 19,20 have shown the importance of social context in determining the nature of the relationship of multiple identities.

In the nested identity framework family and ethnic identity would be considered proximal (closest) to the center of concentricity. They would also be considered relational identities concentrically closest to each other, generating a strong sense of belonging and would be correlated by virtue of being relational.21-23 The state and national identities would be more concen trically distal identities generating a relatively weaker sense of belonging but would be correlated more strongly with each other and would be less strongly related to more proximal identities of family or ethnicity. According to Laczko 21 and Dixon and Dur rheim24 attachments to different identities also tend to be inversely proportional to the distance from everyday life and tend to be less relational.

The purpose of this study was to explore the relationship of conceptually identified concentrically enlarged nested identities of family, neighborhood, cognitive and affective ethnic identities, state (California), nation (America) and global-human (cosmopolitan) identities. Here the family would be considered closest to the center of the expanding concentric circle and may be the strongest sense of identity, and the global-human identi ty would be considered the most distant and relatively weakest among the nested identities. Moreover, the relationship and hier archy (relative strength) of these nested identities will be examined among a group of diverse California undergraduate college students overall, as well as separately within subgroups of Latinx and White undergraduates. Even though the concentrically nest ed identities framework suggests the nature of the relationship among the identities it is difficult to hypothesis such relationship because of the lack of strong empirical literature base.

It is important to recognize that social identities tend to be influenced by social situations and circumstances. 14,25 Contextual factors of social composition of settings where identity is studied such as school, workspace, church, cultural events or organizational setting may impact the salience of social identi ties.26,27 Given the potential impact of such situational and contextual factors it is desirable to assess multiple social identities in a relatively neutral setting such as a classroom where the impact of context is minimized.

METHODS Participants

Volunteer participants were 256 ethnically diverse college under graduate students in a long-established nonprofit private school in California (179 women and 77 men). Of the total sample, based on self-identification, 39% were Latinx (N=100), 27% White (N=70), 14% multiracial or multiethnic, 7% African American, 6% Pacifica Islander/Asian, and 7% were other/unspecified.

“Latinx” notation is relatively new in use and is used to reflect an undifferentiated gender designation. Ethnic/racial identity was obtained by an open-ended question where participants had to write in how they identified. Participants who identified ethni cally with a Latin American country (i.e. Mexican-American) or some other traditionally used labels, such as Hispanic or Latino, were included in the Latinx group. This approach is commonly used, even though racially some Latinx may consider themselves White. If they happened to identify themselves as “White” they would have ended up in the White group. Participants who identified with self-designations such as White, Caucasian, or European-American were placed in the White group.

Measures

Family identity was measured using a somewhat modified form of Vazsonyi et al. Family Closeness subscale that had 6 items and an overall alpha=0.82 (95% CI=0.78-0.85) for the current sample;28 example of an item is: “I am closer to my family than are a lot of young people my age.” Neighborhood identity was measured using a somewhat modified version of Vazsonyi et al.’s Neighborhood Attachment subscale that had10 items and an overall alpha=0.90 (95% CI=0.88-0.92) for the current sample;28 example of an item is: “Living in this community gives me a sense of community .” Ethnic Cognitive identity was measured using the Phinney and Ong Multiethnic Identity Measure (MEIM-R) that had 6 items and an overall alpha=0.87 (95% CI=0.85-0.90) for the current sample. 29 Cognitive ethnic identity may be considered a bit more distal and less relational than Ethnic Affective identity (below); an example of an item is: “I have spent time trying to find out more about my ethnic/ racial group, such as its history, traditions,, and customs.” Der-Karabetian et al scales in somewhat modified form were used to measure affective ethnic identity, state (California) identity, national (American) identity, and global-human identity.30,31 Affective ethnic identity had 6 items and an overall alpha=0.76 (95% CI=0.71-0.80) for the current sample. Affective ethnic identity may be considered as more proximal and relational; an example of an item is: “I feel members of my ethnic/racial group all over the world are like relatives to me.” Both cognitive and affective ethnic identities were measured since they tend to be correlated but not very strongly, suggesting that they may be related but reflect somewhat different aspects of ethnic identity.9,26 California identity had 7 items and an overall alpha=0.75 (95% CI=0.70-0.79) for the current sample; an example of an item is: “My fate and future are bound with all Californians.” National (American) identity had 7 items and an overall alpha=0.75 (95% CI=0.70-0.80) for the current sample; an example of an item is: “If I were to be born again, I would wish to be born in the United States .” Global-human identity had 7 items and an overall alpha=0.75 (95% CI=0.70-0.80) for the current sample; example of an item is: “I think of myself as a citizen of the world.” The minor modifications of items from the original included making references to the target identity such as “California” or to “my ethnic/racial group” instead of “Mexican” to make them more applicable. Another modification was the rating scale for consistency. Each of the 49 items across all the measures were rated on a 6-point Likert scale, 6=Strongly Agree, 1=Strongly Disagree, since some of the measures in their original formats used different Likert scales. This was important to do since the items of the different measures were randomly distributed in the survey form to control for potential order effect. (All the items of the survey may be obtained by contacting the corresponding author).

Procedure

The study was approved by the Institutional Review Board. The survey forms were administered anonymously mostly in psychology classroom settings where participants signed a consent form that was separated from the survey form. Students in the lower division and introductory classes came from different academic departments since these courses met general education require ments. They could decline participation with no consequences. Summary of the findings was sent to participants who requested them on the consent form.

RESULTS Rank and Relative Strength of Nested Identities

The relative strength of each identity was based on the mean scores of the total sample and the two subgroups of Latinx and White samples (Table 1). The highest mean identity score was given the rank of 1; the next highest score was given the rank of 2, and so on. In Table 1 the numbers to the left of the name of the identity represent the conceptually nested rank of the identity. The numbers next to the right of the means with a slash represent the rank of that identity. Using Rank Order correlation (Rho), The rankings were correlated to examine if the rankings of the total, Latinx and White samples were similar or comparable to the conceptual ranking (relative strength) of nested identities and if the rankings were comparable between the two subgroups. A significant correlation would indicate the rankings (relative strength) of the nested identities to be similar or comparable.

The conceptually identified concentricity ranking of nested identities of family (1), neighborhood (2), affective eth nic (3), cognitive ethnic (4), state (California) (5), nation (Amer ica) (6) and global-human (cosmopolitan) (7) identities did not match well (not statistically significant) with the rankings of the total sample (Rho=0.29), Latinx sample (Rho=0.43), or the White sample (Rho=0.08). This finding fails to support the conceptual concentricity of nested identities. However, Latinx sample and White sample rankings matched well and appear to be compara ble (statistically significant) (Rho=0.72, p<0.05). Family was the highest ranked (strongest) identity in the total, Latinx, and White samples matching the nested concentricity framework. Family, national, and cognitive ethnic identities were highest (strongest) in the total sample that matched with the Latinx sample. Family, national and global-human identities were highest (strongest) in the White sample. Neighborhood and affective ethnic identities were ranked lower (weaker) in the total, Latinx, and White samples. The empirically obtained concentricity of the identities did not fall quite in line with the conceptual nested concentricity and varied somewhat within the two ethnic samples.

Inter-correlations of Identities

Identity scores were inter-correlated to examine if conceptually nested identities close together were more strongly related to each other, and if relational identities and place identities were more strongly related to each other within their categories. Table 2 shows the correlations for the total sample; Table 3 shows the correlations for the Latinx sample, and Table 4 shows the correlations for the White sample.

Stronger relationship of concentrically closer identi ties was present but was not uniformly true for the total, Latinx and White samples, partially supporting the nested concentricity framework. Identification as American (national) and Californian (state) correlated significantly with all other identities for the Latinx sample, perhaps serving as super (enlarged) inclusive identi - T able 1. Mean, Standard Deviation, and t-tests Comparing Means of Latino/A and White Samples on Nested Identity Measures Identities (Conceptually Nested Rank) T otal Sample (N=256) Latinx (N=100) White (N=70)

Mean/SD Rank Mean/SD

Rank Mean/SD Rank 1. Family 5.05/1 0.85 5.07/1 0.84 5.01/1 0.81 2. Neighbor 2.10/7 1.03 2.96/7 1.02 3.15/6 1.02 3. Ethnic/ Cognitive 3.97/3 1.09 4.12/3 1.04 3.39/5 0.90 4. Ethnic/Affective 3.61/6 0.94 3.76/5 0.88 3.15/6 0.76 5. State/California 3.74/4 0.85 3.87/4 0.84 3.58/4 0.87 6. Nation/America 4.27/2 0.85 4.36/2 0.86 4.18/2 0.92 7. Global-Human 3.64/5 0.87 3.66/6 0.81 3.66/3 0.88

T able 2. Inter-Correlation of Nested Identity Scores for the Total Sample (N=256)

Family Neighbor. Ethnic/

Aff.

Ethnic/ Cog. State Nation Global 1. Family -

2. Neighborhood 0.12* - 3. Ethnic/Affective 0.26** 0.37** - 4. Ethnic/Cognitive 0.26** 0.30** 0.78** - 5. State/California 0.20** 0.29** 0.37** 0.26** - 6. Nation/America 0.25** 0.21** 0.28** 0.22** 0.63** - 7. Global-Human 0.07 0.41** 0.40** 0.28** 0.22** 0.27* - *p<0.05, **p<0.01 T able 3. Inter-Correlation of Nested Identity Scores for the Latinx sample (N=100)

Family Neighbor. Ethnic/

Aff.

Ethnic/ Cog. State Nation Global 1. Family -

2. Neighborhood 0.14 - 3. Ethnic/Affective 0.16 0.23* - 4. Ethnic/Cognitive 0.15 0.41** 0.77** - 5. State/California 0.24* 0.23* 0.31** 0.25** - 6. Nation/America 0.30** 0.22* 0.37** 0.30** 0.75** - 7. Global-Human 0.13 0.59** 0.53** 0.35** 0.26** 0.40** - *p<0.05, **p<0.01 T able 4. Inter-Correlation of Nested Identity Scores for the White Sample (N=70)

Family Neighbor. Ethnic/

Aff.

Ethnic/ Cog. State Nation Global 1. Family -

2. Neighborhood 0.11 - 3. Ethnic/Affective 0.29* 0.46** - 4. Ethnic/Cognitive 0.19 0.46** 0.76** - 5. State/California 0.32** 0.41** 0.67** 0.41** - 6. Nation/America 0.28** 0.22 0.53** 0.43** 0.63** - 7. Global-Human -0.12 0.12 0.12 0.11 0.11 0.11 - *p<0.05, **p<0.01 T able 5. Factor Analysis with Principle Components and Varimax Rotation of Seven Nested Identity Scores for the Total, Latinx and White Samples Factor 1 Factor 2 Factor 3 Overall Sample (N=256)

Chi Square=558.56 (df=21), p<0.001); KMO Sampling Adequacy=0.676 Eigenvalues 2.91 1.17 1.01

Percent of variance explained 42% 17% 14% T otal variance explained=73% MEIM-R 0.840 Ethnic/Affective 0.777 Family 0.645 National/America 0.884 State/California 0.837 Global-Human 0.785 Neighborhood 0.701 Latinx Sample (N=100)

Chi Square=284.90 (df=21, p<0.001); KMO Sampling Adequacy=0.684 Eigenvalues 3.20 1.33

Percent of variance explained 37% 27% T otal variance explained=64% Ethnic/Affective 0.867 Neighborhood 0.782 MEIM-R 0.782 Global-Human 0.727 National/America 0.876 State/California 0.871 Family 0.547 White Sample (N=70)

Chi Square=164.99 (df=21, p<0.001); KMO Sampling Adequacy=0.762 Eigenvalues 3.21 1.13

Percent of variance explained 46% 16% T otal variance explained=62% Ethnic/Affective 0.889 State/California 0.814 MEIM-R 0.803 National/America 0.716 Neighborhood 0.629 Global-Human -0.762 Family 0.683 Note: There is no conflict of interest in the data collection and publication of this manuscript ties. The range of correlations for national identity ranged from 0.22-0.75, and from 0.24 to 0.40 for state identity. Identification with family appears to be the most separated identity from the others for both the Latinx and the White samples, perhaps serving as an exclusive sense of belonging, which is also reflected in its being the strongest (top-ranked) most proximal identity. For the Latinx sample family identity was significantly correlated only with state and national identities (r=0.24 and 0.30, respectively). For the White sample it was correlated with affective-ethnic, state and national identities (r=0.29, 0.32. and 0.28, respectively).

Noticeable difference between the two groups was identification with the global human community. For the Latinx sample, it was connected to the other identities except for family identity (correlations ranged from 0.26 to 0.59), even though it was ranked low (6th). For the White sample, global human identity was connected to none of the other identities but was ranked relatively high (3rd ed), suggesting a separated but important sense of belonging. The pattern of correlations suggests that relational identities (family, ethnic) and place identities (state, national, and neighbor hood) might have overlapping aspects of a sense of belonging and affiliation.
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To take the examination of the nature of the relationships among the identities a step further, the mean scores of the identities were factor analyzed separately for the total, Latinx and the White samples using principle components and varimax rotation to deter mine how the identities were grouped (Table 5). The KMO sample adequacy indicator showed an adequate sample size for all three of the analyses. The total explained variances were quite high for the total, Latinx, and White samples, 73%, 64% and 62%, respectively. In generally, relational and place identities tended to group together within their categories, partially supporting the conceptual nested concentricity. However, the factor structures of the Latinx and the White groups differed somewhat.

In the total sample, as expected, the first two factors that emerged reflect the grouping or clustering of proximal/relation al identities (Factor 1) and distal/place identities (Factor 2). The grouping in Factor 3 seems to suggest that neighborhood identity may have more in common with the conceptually most distal global-human identity, perhaps reflecting the impersonal and distanced nature of neighborhoods.

In the Latinx sample, only two factors emerged. The first factor reflects the grouping of the mixture of place and relational identities: ethnic, neighborhood and global-human Identities. The inclusion of the neighborhood identity may suggest its relative salience and importance along with ethnic identity in reinforcing a sense of belonging that may be enhanced by living in a neighbor hood (place) near other members of one’s own ethnic group. The second factor seems to suggest the core nature of identification with the family that is nested with place identities of state and nation. It appears that family identity may have both a relational as well as place attributes, and may reinforce the sense of place attachment.

In the White sample, two factors emerged. In the first factor, similar to the Latinx sample, relational and place identities appear to be clustered together. Ethnic identity as a relational identity shares a connection with the place identities of the neighbor hood, state and national identity. It is likely that ethnic identity also like family identity may carry both relational and place attributes. The second factor includes the family and global-human identities that are polarized since the former has a positive factor loading and the latter a negative factor loading. This is not surprising since the two identities represent the two most distant identities consistent with the nested concentricity framework.

Discussion

The concept of multiple social identities stipulates that sense of belonging and identity may be tied to geographical and territorial entities.32,33 They may also be relational identities that involve intergroup and comparative interactions that enhance in-group distinctiveness and cohesion.34-37 Another element that contributes to understanding multiple identities is the notion that identities vary in terms of enlarged and superordinate identities impacted by minority-majority statuses, sociopolitical conditions, and situational variations.38-40 The nested concentricity framework provides yet another possible way of conceptualizing the way multiple identities can be related in addition to other conceptual frameworks.10,17,41 The results here suggest that conceptually identified concentricity dimensions do not necessarily line up going from the proximal intimate and relational identities to the distal and geographic or territorial identities. In the total sample relative strength (rank) going from most proximal (closest to the center of concentricity) to the most distal were as follows: Family, national (American), cognitive-ethnic, State (California), global-human, affective-ethnic, and neighborhood. Ranking of the strength of identities in the total, Latinx, and White sample do not match well (uncorrelated) with the conceptual expectation of the concentri cally expanding identities. However, the ranking of the strength of identities was comparable (correlated) between Latinx and White college students. It is possible that the nested concentricity may be influenced by the primary dimensions of social identity proposed by Jackson and Smith that involve attraction to the in-group, belief in common fate and depersonalization of the self as group member and less as a unique person. 41 The in-group attribute of common fate may be extended to a sense of belonging to a more enlarged sense of identity as a Californian and as an American. Separate factor analyses of the mean scores for the total, Latinx and White samples showed a somewhat different grouping of the seven social identities. In the total sample, as expected, relational identities were grouped together (ethnic and family), place identities (national and state) were grouped together, and neighborhood and global-human were grouped together. Consistent with such grouping the results also showed that relational and place identities were more strongly correlated within their categories. Moreover, proximal identities tended to generate a stronger sense of belonging than distal identities in line with findings by Laczko regarding local and national attachments.21 It was noteworthy to see that in the two ethnic samples the identities were grouped somewhat differently in the factor analyses. For the Latinx sample family identity and ethnic identity appear to have both relational and place attributes since they were nested close to place identities. For the White group ethnic and place, identities nested together, while family and global-human identities were polarized in a separate factor. Such ethnic group difference in the nesting of identities and their relative strength may be partially due to the social contextualization of the groups as suggested by de Rivera and Carson, 39 Harwood et al42 and Pollman.15 The social-political contexts experience by the Latinx (mi nority status) and the White samples (majority status) may partially be implicated in understanding the differences in the way social identities are endorsed. It is also reasonable to think of relational and place identities as co-extensive rather than differentiated or independent.

Conclusion

The compelling conclusions from the current data suggest the complexity of the way relational and place identities may be related rather than being related in a concentrically linear fashion. Also, 12Original Research | Volume 4 | Number 1| the nested concentricity of multiple relational and place identities may differ within different collective groups due to various social and contextual factors. Future research could examine the way relational and place identities may be related within different, national, ethnic/racial, regional, organizational or professional entities using the nested concentricity framework of multiple identities. The notion of concentrically enlarged social identities may be constructed differently for different social groupings and entities. How such constructions may be reflections of the cultures and social-political status of different groups or organizational entities provide ample opportunity for further research.

One of the limitations of this study is the limited generalizability of the findings because of the nature of the samples. While it was assumed that the classroom setting was relatively neutral in elevating one identity over another, it is not possible to establish such neutrality. However, the classroom settings where the data were collected represented good diversity of ethnic/racial backgrounds. Whereas if there was a homogenous representation of one group or another it may have elevated that group’s sense of affiliation over others.

Conflict Of Interest

The authors declare that they have no conflicts of interest.

References

	JenkinsR. Social Identity (Key Ideas) (3rd ed). New York, USA: Routledge. 2014

	StetsJESerpeRT. Identity theory. In: Delamater J, Ward A, (eds). Handbook of Social Psychology. New York, USA: Springer. 2013. 31-60. doi: 10.1007/978-94-007-6772-010.1007/978-94-007-6772-0 https://doi.org/10.1007/978-94-007-6772-0

	StykerSBurkePJ. The past, present and future of identi ty theory. Social Psychology Quarterly. 2000; 63(4): 284-297. doi: 10.2307/269584010.2307/2695840 https://doi.org/10.2307/2695840

	MeadM. Mind, Self and Society. Chicago, USA: University of Chicago Press. 1934

	EriksonEH. Youth and Crisis. New York, NY, USA: W. W. Norton & Company. 1968

	TajfelH. Human Groups and Social Categories. England, UK: Cambridge University Press. 1981

	BrewerMB. The Social Self: On being the same and different at the same time. Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin. 1991; 17(5): 475-482. doi: 10.1177/014616729117500110.1177/0146167291175001 https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167291175001

	Capozza D, Brown R, (eds). Social Identity Processes: Trends in Theory and Research. Thousand Oaks, CA, USA: Sage. 2000

	GamstGCLiangCTHDer-KarabetianA. Handbook of Multicultural Measures. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage. 2011

	Herb GH, Kaplan DH, eds. Nested Identities: Nationalism, Territory, and Scale. New York, NY, USA: Rowman and Littlefield. 1999

	Leary MR, Tangney JP, (eds). Handbook of Self and Identity. New York, NY, USA: Guilford Press. 2003

	PhinneyJS. Ethnic identity in adolescents and adults: Review of research. Psychol Bull. 1990; 108: 499-514. doi: 10.1037/0033- 2909.108.3.49910.1037/0033-2909.108.3.499 https://doi.org/10.1037/0033-2909.108.3.499

	SueDWSueD. Counseling the Culturally Different: Theory and Practice, 6th ed. Hoboken, NJ, USA: John Wiley & Sons, 2013

	FeldmanSD. Nested identities. Studies in Symbolic Interaction. 1979; 2: 399-418

	PollmanA. National and European identities: Notions of reconcilability and inclusiveness in a case study of German trainee teachers. Compare. 2007; 37(1): 89-104. doi: 10.1080/0305792060106184410.1080/03057920601061844 https://doi.org/10.1080/03057920601061844

	Spinner-HalevJ. Education, reconciliation and nested identities. Theory and Research in Education. 2003; 1(1): 51-72. doi: 10.1177/147787850300100100410.1177/1477878503001001004 https://doi.org/10.1177/1477878503001001004

	GoyderJ. Measuring collective identities of Canadians: A nested concentricity model. Bulletin de Methodologie Sociologique. 1998; 58: 48-67. doi: 10.1177/07591063980580010610.1177/075910639805800106 https://doi.org/10.1177/075910639805800106

	MedranoJDGutierrezP. Nested identities: National and European identity in Spain. Ethnic and Racial Studies. 2001; 24: 753-778. doi: 10.1080/0141987012006396310.1080/01419870120063963 https://doi.org/10.1080/01419870120063963

	KalinRBerryJW. Social ecology of ethnic attitudes in Canada. Canadian Journal of Behavioral Science. 1982; 14(2): 97-109. doi: 10.1037/h008124610.1037/h0081246 https://doi.org/10.1037/h0081246

	KalinRBerryJW. Ethnic and civic self-identity in Canada: Analysis of 1974 and 1991 national survey. Canadian Ethnic Studies. 1995; 27(2): 1-15. doi: 10.1037/0008-400X.27.3.30110.1037/0008-400x.27.3.301 https://doi.org/10.1037/0008-400x.27.3.301

	LaczkoLS. National and local attachments in a changing world system: Evidence form an international survey. International Journal of Sociology. 2005; 15(3): 517-528. doi: 10.1080/0390670050027252510.1080/03906700500272525 https://doi.org/10.1080/03906700500272525

	De Frederico del la Rua A. Networks and identification: A relational approach to social identities. International Sociology. 2007; 22(6): 683-699. doi: 10.1177/0268580907082247 https://doi.org/10.1177/0268580907082247

	LeeSAdairWLMannixEAKimJ. The relative versus collective ‘we’ and intergroup allocation: The role of nested group categorization. Journal of Experimental Social Psychology. 2012; 48(5): 1132-1138

	DixonJDurrheimK. Displacing place-identity: A discursive approach to locating self and other. British Journal of Social Psychology. 2010; 39(1): 27-44. doi: 10.1348/014466600164318 13 Original Research | Volume 4 | Number 1|10.1348/014466600164318 https://doi.org/10.1348/014466600164318

	AndreouliEHowarthC. National identity, citizenship and immigration: Putting identity in context. Journal for The Theory of Social Behaviour. 2012; 43(3): 361-382. doi: 10.1111/j.1468- 5914.2012.00501.x10.1111/j.1468-5914.2012.00501.x https://doi.org/10.1111/j.1468-5914.2012.00501.x

	Der-KarabetianA. Armenian Ethnic Identity in Context: Empirical and Psychosocial Perspective. Beirut, Lebanon, Arabic: Haigazian Uni versity Press. 2018

	KiangLFuligniAJ. Ethnic identity in context: Variations in ethnic exploration and belonging within parent, same-ethnic peer, and different-ethnic peer relations. Journal of Youth and Adolescence. 2009; 38: 732-743. doi: 10.1007/s10964-008-9278-710.1007/s10964-008-9278-7 https://doi.org/10.1007/s10964-008-9278-7

	VazsonyiATTrejos-CastilloEYoungMA. Rural and non-rural African American youth: Does context matter in the etiology of problem behavior? Journal of Youth and Adolescence. 2008; 37(7): 798-811. doi: 10.1007/s10964-007-9239-610.1007/s10964-007-9239-6 https://doi.org/10.1007/s10964-007-9239-6

	PhinneyJSOngAD. Conceptualization and measurement of ethnic identity: Current status and future directions. Journal of Counseling Psychology. 2007; 54(3): 271-281. doi: 10.1037/0022- 0167.54.3.27110.1037/0022-0167.54.3.271 https://doi.org/10.1037/0022-0167.54.3.271

	Der-KarabetianARuizY. Affective bicultural and global-human identity scales for Mexican American adolescents. Psychological Reports. 1997; 80(3): 1027-1039

	Der-KarabetianACaoYAlfaroM. Sustainable behavior, perceived globalization impact, world-mindedness, identity, and perceived risk in college samples from the United States, China, and Taiwan. Ecopsychology. 2014; 6(4): 218-233. doi: 10.1089/ eco.2014.0035

	KaplanDH. Territorial identity and geographic scale. In: Herb GH, Kaplan DH. (eds). Nested Identities: Nationalism, Territory and Scale. Lanaham, MD, USA: Rowman and Littlefield. 1999: 31-48

	NewmanD. From national to post-national territorial identities in Israel-Palestine. Geo Journal. 2001; 53(3): 235-246. doi: 10.1023/A:101952982773510.1023/a:1019529827735 https://doi.org/10.1023/a:1019529827735

	KangSKBodenhausenGV. Multiple identities in social perception and interaction: Challenges and opportunities. In: Fiske ST, Schacter, DL, Taylor SE. (eds). Annual Review of Psychology. 2015; 6: 547-574

	SherifM. Group Conflict and Cooperation: Their Social Psychology. London, UK: Routledge & Kegan. 1966

	TajfelH. The Achievement of Group Differentiation: Studies in the Social Psychology of Intergroup Relations. London, UK: London Academic Press. 1978

	BrewerMB. Social identity, distinctiveness, and in-group homogeneity. Social Cognition. 1993; 11(1): 150-164. doi: 10.1521/ soco.1993.11.1.150

	McKeownS. Perception of a superordinate identity in Northern Ireland. Peace and Conflict Journal of Peace Psychology. 2014; 20(4): 505-515. de Rivera J, Carson HA. Cultivating global identity. Journal of Social and Political Psychology. 2015; 3(2): 310-330. doi: 10.5964/jspp. v3i2.50710.5964/jspp.v3i2.507 https://doi.org/10.5964/jspp.v3i2.507

	YipT. Sources of situational variation in ethnic identity and psychological well-being: A palm pilot study of Chinese American students. Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin. 2005; 31(12): 1603- 1616. doi: 10.1177/014616720527709410.1177/0146167205277094 https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167205277094

	JacksonJWSmithER. Conceptualizing social identity: A new framework and evidence for impact of different dimensions. Personality and Social Psychology Bulletin. 1999; 25(1): 120-135. doi: 10.1177/014616729902500101010.1177/0146167299025001010 https://doi.org/10.1177/0146167299025001010

	HarwoodRLHandwerkerWPSchoelmerichALeyendeckerB. Ethnic category labels, parental beliefs, and the contex tualized individual: An exploration of the individualism-soci ocentrism debate. Parenting. 2001; 1(3): 217-236. doi: 10.1207/ S15327922PAR0103_03 Submit your article to this journal | https://openventio.org/submit-manuscript/




OEBPS/nav.xhtml
Contents

		Nested, Place and Relational Multiple Social Identities among Latinx and White College Students in California, USA

		Method

		Results

		Conclusion		Keywords





		Introduction

		METHODS Participants		Measures

		Procedure





		RESULTS Rank and Relative Strength of Nested Identities		Inter-correlations of Identities

		Mean/SD Rank Mean/SD

		Family Neighbor. Ethnic/

		Ethnic/ Cog. State Nation Global 1. Family -

		Family Neighbor. Ethnic/

		Ethnic/ Cog. State Nation Global 1. Family -

		Family Neighbor. Ethnic/

		Ethnic/ Cog. State Nation Global 1. Family -

		Chi Square=558.56 (df=21), p<0.001); KMO Sampling Adequacy=0.676 Eigenvalues 2.91 1.17 1.01

		Chi Square=284.90 (df=21, p<0.001); KMO Sampling Adequacy=0.684 Eigenvalues 3.20 1.33

		Chi Square=164.99 (df=21, p<0.001); KMO Sampling Adequacy=0.762 Eigenvalues 3.21 1.13





		Original Research | Volume 4 | Number 1| Factor Analysis of Identities

		Discussion

		Conclusion

		Conflict Of Interest

		References





