Executive Summary:

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The ENRI-East study was aimed at a deeper undeistarof the ways in which the modern
European identities and regional cultures are fdriaued inter-communicated in the Eastern part of
the European continent. The project addressesrhatio and micro influences in a broader historical
perspective with a strong focus on applying botigmprocesses of identity formation by drawing on
actual practices. This enables the detailed exjitoraf the ways in which European, national, and
regional identities are constituted and negotiateugh individual and group narratives and
practices within an increasingly complex set ofitnSonal arrangements.

Project's research motto is Moving peoples and ngpworders'. This slogan reflects a highly
dynamic social and political landscape of the EasEurope. One can observe that in a very short
historical perspective, during the last 20 yeagesy wountries have emerged (such as Macedonia or
Estonia), while other countries changed their gaplgical outlines (such as Serbia or Germany). On
the other hand, the massive migration flows (relgaedof their legality or illegality, peaceful or
violent historical epochs, political or economicgngition reasons) do influence heavily cultural or
social infrastructures of both receiving and isguaountries. Altogether, 8-10 million people that
belong now to ethnic minorities throughout EastEurope have been affected by historically and
politically set boundaries.

The ENRI-East project aimed at the detailed study@ impacts of these two moving factors on the
everyday lives of peoples and their feelings obhgingness or social affiliation. The study was
guided by the fundamental rationale of the EU, fgrne enlarge the zone of European peace and
prosperity in a continuous process, without gemmaganew artificial boundaries. Analysis and
interpretation has been conducted with the aimmgdroving the status quo, identifying and solving
problems through the elaboration of viable andisgalrecommendations.

Such a comparative study has never been conduetecetand has required the development of new
types of empirical instruments ethno-linguistidyreg-cultural that, in combination with mainstream
guantitative and qualitative instruments, make #higly unique. It addresses the complicated issues
of post-communist Europe concerning historic mep®and cultural heritage.

Its results will enable EU and European NGOs toeustdnd and address such emotional matters as
symbolic attachments to ethnic homelands and baettderstand peoples' cultural identities, thereby
leading to more compassionate and tolerant Eurogiiimdes and community relations.

The project's empirical research has focused omdtiens states on both sides of the new Eastern
border of the European Union. Research was caotiéih the following countries: Poland, Hungary,
Russia, Ukraine, Belarus, Lithuania, Latvia, Sldaaland Germany. The project explored particular
cases of nations and ethnic groups that live oh biates of the main political dividing line thatwo
splits the European continent into at least two-elitical parts. One part is constituted by the
European Union to the West of this line, while thastern part of the continent is composed of
countries that formed the Soviet Union and are nmwaventionally labelled as NIS (Newly
Independent States). In this larger geo-politiegion, one can identify about two dozen divided
nations or ethnic groups that have found themseaadsoth sides of the new geopolitical fence.




Project Context and Objectives:

PROJECT CONTEXT AND OBJECTIVES

The project ENRI-East: Interplay of European, Nagiloand Regional Identities: nations between
states along the new eastern borders of the Eurdge®n was aimed at a deeper understanding of
the ways in which the modern European identitied eggional cultures are formed and inter-

communicated in the Eastern part of the Europeantirent. We have addressed both macro and
micro influences in a broader historical perspectivith a strong focus on applying bottom-up

processes of identity formation by drawing on acpuactices. This enabled us exploring the ways in
which European, national, and regional identitiess @onstituted and negotiated through individual

and group narratives and practices within an irginggy complex set of institutional arrangements.

Our empirical research focused on the nationsstateboth sides of the new Eastern border of the
European Union. Researched was carried out in diiewiing states: Poland, Hungary, Russia,
Ukraine, Belarus, Lithuania, Latvia, Slovakia, adrmany. The project explored particular cases of
nations and ethnic groups that live on both sidek@main political dividing line that now splitke
European continent into at least two geo-politpaatts. One part is constituted by the European tunio
to the West of this line, while the Eastern partha continent is composed of countries that formed
the Soviet Union and are now conventionally laltells NIS (Newly Independent States). In this
particular geo-political region, one can identifyoat two dozen divided nations or ethnic groups tha
have found themselves on both sides of the newdidiopl fence. An estimated 8 to 10 million
people, one half of which live in the EU countrigithuania, Latvia, Estonia, Hungary, Slovakia,
Poland, Germany, etc.) whereas the other halfarfaghmer soviet republics (such as Russia, Belarus,
Ukraine, Kazakhstan, Georgia and other countriesiyéfected by this situation. In certain countries
these ethnic minorities may constitute up to 30%hefr total population, as, for instance, Russians
Latvia. An essential commonality among these graspbat they have large parts of the population
living outside of the state borders of their ethimbene nations.

Such divided nations are the product of moving bsdr moving people. By this criteria one can
distinguish, for the purpose of our research

= classic minorities, e.g. those groups who neverategl, but the state borders around them
moved many times in the historical past, especiailythe 19th and 20th centuries. For
instance, Hungarians living now in Western UkraiRessians in the Baltic states; or Poles
living in Belarus);

= recent migrants, such as Russian Jews or otheemdiof the former USSR who have
migrated to European countries during the lastartero decades;

= historical migrants, such as Germans who had beégratimg to the Russian Empire since the
18th Century and now are returning back to the mo@Germany.

In the ENRI-East project we have investigated sdvsuch split nations regarding their European,
national, regional and ethnic identities. Most bé tpeoples in our empirical research are classic
minorities which means that they have never mougidnlew nation states have evolved and/or new
geo-political borders have been drawn which hasertadm an ethnic minority in the very same
location. The research covers 12 ethnic minoritiesn 8 countries along the new Eastern border of




the European Union. Regarding the selection ofettic minorities, for each country the largest
ethnic minority/minorities have been taken intocacu:

Table 1 Ethnic minority group population statistsedected for ENRI-VIS
(see the core text file for the table)

Additionally, we have investigated two more ethnimorities: ethnic Germans from CIS countries
(who have returned to live in Germany, historicagmrants) and Russian Jews in Germany (recent
migrants).

The project focuses on the analysis of the so@at pnd present of these selected national orcethni
groups that might be considered as particular el@snpf nations between the states. Due to the
multiplicity of social and political contexts oféhr social existence, we expected these groupave h
constructed multiple identities referring to botieit mother ethnicity and the surrounding contelxtua
social habits and cultures of their host countrye Bmpirical research in the project followed the
following research questions:

= What does it mean to be European, belonging tdiamar region for the specified groups?

= What are the general perceptions of Europe andmsatn these countries with respect to the
own nationality?

= What are the images of Europe, nations and natairsslike among the specified groups?

= What is the interplay between regional, national anpranational self-identification of these
people like in the EU-CIS borderlands?

= What are the practices, narratives and discoursescecning compatibility and
incompatibility of identities under the conditiohlmelonging to a minority in these countries?

= Under what conditions do strong national identifigevail on the one hand and when do
people claim more particular (regional) or univéfgairopean, cosmopolitan) identities?

= How are identities constructed in order to fuléillpossible need of differentiation between
Europe, the nation and the region?

= How do identities of members of the same natioa&kbround compare across borders and
national groups?

= What are the ways in which identities are arti@datind reproduced in the private (e.g.
family) and public domains?

In order to answer the research questions, tovioloth macro and micro levels and to consider our
bottom-up approach, we have developed the followésgarch design:

= Theoretical state-of-the-art research
= Historical state of the art desktop research
= Collection of surveys

= Quantitative data collection and analysis: ENRI-VIS




= Qualitative data collection and analysis: ENRI-B(Biographical interviews with members
of three different generations)

= Qualitative data collection and analysis: ENRI-EEkpert interviews)

= Pilot study with quantitative and qualitative elarteeon cultural identities and music?: ENRI-
MUSIC; carried out in Hungary and Lithuania

= Online data collection and content analysis of wgbl and online periodicals run or
maintained by ethnic minority groups: ENRI-BLOG

The methodological toolbox developed for the specé#quirements of the region and the minorities

under study consists of an interlocking smart nfixjeantitative and qualitative methods. Since the

major objective of the study was to generate coatper data, the key component was a large-scale
formalized survey dubbed ENRI Values and Identiesvey (ENRI-VIS), which also serves as a

common point of reference for all other data setslpced by other methods.

After defining which ethnic minority groups in whicountries we were going to research, we set up
rules for the sample size of the set of nationahmas for the quantitative survey. Every ethnic
minority is considered a separate sample with edld® or 800 minorities. The sample size depends
on the size of the researched ethnic minority griougbsolute numbers and on the proportion within
the whole national population. The informationlod size of the researched minority group was based
on national statistics. As a result, we definedséple size as 800 for seven ethnic minority gsoup
(Russians in Latvia, Russians in Lithuania, Poled.ithuania, Hungarians in Ukraine, Poles in
Ukraine, Poles in Belarus and Hungarians in Slajakind the sample size as 400 for four ethnic
minority groups (Belarusians in Poland, UkrainiamsPoland, Slovaks in Hungary, Lithuanians in
Russia/Kaliningrad region).

For the proportion of the ethnic minority group hiit the whole population we refer to as the ethnic
density of a minority group. The ethnic density fmach settlement or at least each district was
calculated based on national statistical data.daigiwe used LAU1 data for EU countries and data
on a district or province level for CIS countrig$ie goal was to gain a systematic representatian of
least 75% of each researched ethnic minority grogpending on the size of each minority group?s
ethnic density, we applied different sampling methd-or locations (settlement or district) where th
ethnic density was 30% or higher we used systemmatidom route sampling (RRS), for locations
where the ethnic density was between 10% and 30%ppked random route sampling boosted with
focused enumeration (RRFE), and for locations whbesdensity was less than 10%, we had to
collect data following the principle of snowballingith several pre-defined starting points (such as
ethnic minority organizations).

Data collection took place in winter 2009/2010 &he interviews were carried out face-to-face by
professional in-country sociological agencies. tdeo to be an eligible respondent, the approached
persons had to fulfill three formal criteria: to b& years or older, to have been living in the ¢gun
for at least 12 months and to identify themsehsesmambers of the particular ethnic minority group.
The interviews were carried out in the preferretjlaage of the respondent (either in the language of
the host country or in the language of the ethoimé country).

In order to ensure high data quality, internal pestewed data control was applied. After all data
have been cleaned and homogenized, the full, dnifi@a set consists of 6,800 respondents and
covered 12 ethnic minorities in 8 countries.




Many questions in our questionnaire are compatilitle several major international surveys .
The questionnaire covers the following broad tapics

(a) General information about the respondent;

(b) Ethno-national perceptions, practices, networking;

(c) Social and political attitudes and practices

For all researched ethnic minority groups we hal® aapplied the qualitative methods of
biographical interviews (Roberts, 2002; ChambedaiBornat, & Wengraf 2000) and expert
interviews (Meuser & Nagel, 2010; Bogner, Littig, Menz 2005). For each minority group 12
biographical interviews (ENIR-BIO) were conducted; total we collected 144 interviews. The
interviews were carried out in the languages ofgmemce and lasted about 1.5 hours on average.
Again we have applied internal quality control tsere high data quality. The sampling frame for the
biographical interviews included gender and agel esgarding age we were approaching three
generations:

= The young generation who were born and broughtnughé post-communist era (16 to 22
years old);

= The middle generation who experienced the tramsiiod are older enough to be the parents
of the younger generation (35 to 50 years old);

= The older generation who would have experiencedSbeond World War (65 years and
older).

The expert interviews (ENRI-EXI) did not only covére 12 ethnic minorities as described above but
also included Germany as special case. In Gernthaywo minority groups of ethnic Germans and
Jewish quota refugees, both having emigrated mdiniyn CIS countries, have been researched. In
total, 42 expert interviews were carried out; twddur interviews per ethnic minority group. Out of
these, one to two interviews were carried out \gitkkernmental or non-governmental representatives
of ethnic minority groups (from the national or igtpl level), and one to two interviews with ethnic
minority organizations (political, cultural, rel@is organizations).

For the online content analysis (ENRI-BLOG) foypeyg of sources have been collected:
= Online periodicals issued by representatives afietminority groups;
=  Websites of political, cultural, religious orgartinas of ethnic minority groups;
=  Websites of broadcasting services of ethnic migapibups;
= Personal and non-personal blogs, live journalgudision forums.

Finally, a pilot study on music and identity (ENRIJSIC) was conducted in Lithuania and Hungary,
applying another range of quantitative and quigaiethods.




Project Results:

MAIN SCIENTIFIC RESULTS AND FOREGROUNDS

THEORIESOF IDENTITIES MAJOR TRENDS AND BEYOND

The Making of Identitiesin Eastern European Border Regions: Theoretical Frameworks of the
Study

National divides are among the most strongly fetbas our world (Epstein, 2007). Nonetheless, the
nation-state is a very successful form of humaiitipal and social organization, albeit its purenfipr
i.e. where one nation maintains its own state, nesnan illusion. The number of ethnic minorities is
considerable in almost every country in the woillis renders the idea of the nation-state and its
actual consequences problematic for smaller oetgpgrts of the population. This is particularkyetr
for Eastern European countries. For instance, thesi@n minorities in the Baltic States (especialy
Estonia and Latvia) compose a third of the respeatbuntry?s total population. Most notably, these
minorities contribute significantly to the multin@at character of what is usually considered the
nation-state of, for instance, Estonia, Poland elaiis.

A relevant political and social issue then is wiine relationship between the majority national grou
and the minority (and ethnic groups respectivedylike. Here, various propositions are presented in
the literature. They range from illiberal discriratory practices to perspectives based on the mutual
recognition of difference, equal rights and oppoities and, generally, equality with specific
acknowledgment of the minority identity. Whereaktienships characterised by discrimination of
the minority group are usually dismissed in the Wesworld, a lively debate emerged around the
issues of (minority) nationalism, liberalism, maittituralism, and, most recently, cosmopolitanism.

In the literature on liberal nationalism, we maifilyd references to language and history as markers
of national (minority) identity. The study of theeamings of national identities is therefore of grea
importance. What particular characteristics of thimority nation make it a worthwhile project to
maintain national identity What is so particulaoabnational language, history, culture and values
that should be secured in one or the other way whdt are the differences in national identity
compared to other ones, especially the majoritipnat

Studying identities in this way is especially reav for national minorities in the border regions
between Europe and Russia. Here, various and corgpeentity claims coincide to a particularly
strong extent. Theoretically speaking, we can gadistinguish between ethnic, regional, national
(referring to the majority/and or minority natioapd greater identities, such as a European one, a
Russian one, a Slavonic one in some cases and 8ubhow do they concur What is their particular
content and meaning What is the relationship beteem?

Identity: Regional National European

The concept of identity has a strong foothold iryghelogical (Erikson, 1994 [1959]), social-
psychological (e.g. Tajfel, 1982) and sociologistldies (see, for instance, Giddens, 1991; Jenkins,
1996). In the latter tradition, Anderson (1991)IGey (1983) and Smith (1986, 2008) are arguably
among the most prominent scholars researching @mgcyar form?national identity. Whereas




psychology highlights the importance of identitytire development of personality, scholars in the
social-psychological tradition elaborate on in-gr@nd out-group mechanisms in social relationships
between members of various groups. Sociologistsrei@ly occupied with collective identities?the
collective dimension of identities of individualBhese are social because they are constitutedrin pa
by socially transmitted conceptions of how a pergbthat identity properly behaves (Appiah, 2005:
21) and most often refer to particular featurepebdple. In creating labels for certain (groups of)
people, specific ideas develop about the peoplefittioese labels. In turn, this then shapes thgswa
people conceive of themselves and others: labadsatgp to mould what we may call identification,
the process through which individuals shape theagjegts [?] by reference to available labels,
available identities (Appiah, 2005: 66)

National Identity

Nationalism offers a perspective on identity, which heavily characterised by this sense of
(subjective) belonging to a distinct group basedloared features such as language and history. The
national community is thereby seen as the ultimaterant of individual autonomy. Members of such
communities are offered some sort of guidelinestf@r full spectrum of social interactions: their
national identity provides a script?a narrativefulder their life plans. The national culture pides

a framework of reference for everyday actions,theough cultural membership people make sense of
the world (Tamir, 1993). It is in this respect tratltural membership (attachment to the group,
feelings of belonging, self-views as a member)xmeassed in national identity epitomizes individual
freedom. More important, national identity arguabtyuctures life to a particular extent and enables
people, as identities do in general, to fit [théfg story into certain patterns [?] and [theyd@Fit that
story into larger stories; for example, of a peof@piah, 2005: 68). This, in turn, presents an
explanation of the value of strength of nationahitities and their ubiquity.

But what are national identities like Not every agstion is as vivid as Gammer?s (2006) about
Chechen national identity as one of (physical)rgjtie, loyalty, sacrifice for the community, equglit
and freedom as vividly endorsed in their emblemjmaage of a wolf (pp. 6-8). Nevertheless, the
contents of identity, i.e. the features of peopéwpolve around stereotypes and beliefs about typica
characteristics and behaviours of the labelled lgeapd result in a social conception of them once a
consensus about them is achieved. Both interndisatian by the labelled and being treated as a
member of this group by others then reinforce aeyiity (see Appiah, 2005, chapter 3).

However, in modern liberal democracies, self-petioap of the national community such as the
one?rather pre-modern?above become problematig. diteehardly acceptable as a justification for
claims of autonomy/independence because they deatdk cultural distinctions in Western modern
multination-states in a positive sense. In moskerbb democratic societies, stereotypes and
expectations are generally more likely to be subjeccritical reflexion. Accordingly, boundaries
between different nationalities/ethnicities can yorile drawn in a more subtle way?without
referencing unsubstantiated stereotypes and clishéhese would not easily find a consensus and
rather be rejected by the majority of (liberaljzgtns.

Following Wimmer (2008), we could nevertheless malee of some features of people as
constituting the element of cultural differentiattim his multilevel process theory of ethnic bouryda
making. Cultural differentiation occupies a cenpasition in the nature of boundaries, amongstethre
other dimensions: political salience, social cleswnd stability. Cultural differentiation may iree




make a difference (Wimmer, 2008: 982) and couldieerthe demarcation between various national
groups most recognizable, even self-evident. Thisual stuff would include perceived unique
cultural practices, ancient (historical) myths, mgivenotypical similarities (Jenkins, 1997; Weber,
1978; Wimmer, 2008). This could, for example, imgdua common history and ancestry, experience
with nature, society and evidence of solidarityhwitther identity group members as well as other
(more or less) stereotypical self-images and imagessed by others.

Let us briefly come back to our prime interest imonity nationalism. Notwithstanding the positive
value of national identity and cultural group mensbép, we also have to ask more critically what
hinders (members of) national minorities in multioa-states to realize autonomy. Put differently,
what are the properties of the majority culture/tiaion-state which exacerbate self-realisation of
minority national identity And where are the crudéferences in national identity between majority
and minority which are believed to justify natiosai This is not to impede or avoid old or new
national ambitions; however, it casts a more aitiight on nationalisms with a view to the chaeact

of distinctiveness. It goes without saying, howevkat the majority also bears responsibility irs th
dialectic. In particular, we have to ask oursemdether the majority has appealed to the consent of
the governed and represents the total of the p@opleus, only if there are acceptable liberal reaso
for a distinct cultural membership (which are theoren acceptable the less liberal majority
nationalism), will nationalism be justifiable. Otiaése, national movements only lead us to believe
that they have a substantive cultural backup whglstsuing other, probably illiberal purposes or
exploiting current feelings of dissatisfaction amotine national minority with, for example, the
majority government or state. Here, we should theninterested in the minority?s view on the
differences. This should help give (preliminarypaprs to questions raised by Appiah (2005) about
how to treat existing (national) identities on tiree hand and what (national) identities would ilyeal
be like.

Regional and Supranational Identity

Notwithstanding the crucial role of national idépntias a collective identity it will only remain en
among others individuals and groups can make uségtbfa view to their manifold purposes. Here,
we want to talk about two other forms of territtlidbased identities. We will briefly discuss rega
identities and comment on identities which go beydme ethnic/national community. In the latter
sense, we will engage with supranational Europdantity and Great Russia?-identity which are of
specific interest for this study.

Regional identities can be considered as a moed focm of identification, with an emphasis on the
locality and region, e.g. a neighbourhood identitg city, an urban identity in a county, and ardgu
identity in a state. What seems apparent is theedesharacter of a regional/local identity. It éxis
within the boundaries of a bigger whole?. Thusiareal identities are often found in large and fedler
states, where they make claims to specific locatexds.

However, regional identities might also be an unsient at hands of groups of people distinguishing
themselves from the national?. In this latter setis®y are not necessarily nested anymore. Onel coul
have a regional identity without a national one, iftstance. Regional identities could also overlap
with ethnic ones in case ethnic groups live togethea given territory. Here, the boundary to a
minority national identity is rather blurred. It Wihen depend on whether such an ethnic group




aspires to conceive itself as a nation to diffaedatbetween a regional identity and a national
identity.

Identities beyond the nation state might also bevemt for the study of recent identity making in
Eastern Europe. We examine supranational identiti@sder to round off our study of identity. This
is, then, of particular relevance in Eastern Euaopborder regions where many countries have
recently joined the European Union whilst other iddes remain more loyal to Russia as far as
political, social and cultural affairs are concetnelere we present a brief framework of how these
supranational identities are conceptualised andthew interact with other forms of identification.

European I dentity

The notion of a European identity encapsulatesualland political meanings. A cultural European
identity, some commentators believe, rests on ansmmhistorical-cultural memory and heritage of
Europeans (for instance, Eder, 2004; Llobera, 200Bgse are supposed to result from historical
processes and be more or less directly derived frencommon experiences of Greek-Roman ancient
civilization, Christianity, the Renaissance, thddrmation, the Enlightenment, industrialization and
Modernity. According to this image, contemporaryrdne has reached an agreement on basic
elements of cultures such as religion, shared sadugolitical, social and economic beliefs. Have,
clearly notice that the notion of European cultigrstill under construction?. Whereas the existihg
national cultures is often taken for granted whiaints about national identities are made (Appiah,
2005), European identity based on cultural elemisrfisrcely contested.

Adversaries to cultural European identity promdftet all, a concept of political European identity
(e.g Cederman, 2001; Harris, 2003). Based on tleatyrof Maastricht, European identity rests on
concepts of citizenship. European citizenship, tlassumes the regulation of the relationship betwee
people and the EU in ways similar to the origiraiaept of national citizenship, that is via rightsl
duties (for instance, Faist, 2000; Shaw, 1997). dGitutional patriotism (Calhoun, 2002; Cronin,
2003; Habermas, 1998; 2001) highlights the neeé foommon legal framework in order to establish
common ground for identification. It relies on s$tgo commitment to basic human rights and
procedural norms. Constitutional patriotism assuthasa political identity can be built on prin@gl

of universality and autonomy that underpin the emts of democracy and the rule of law (Lacroix,
2002:945). It further subscribes to limits to pobi loyalty and loyalty to the legally enacted
constitution (Calhoun, 2002:149).

Is there at all a need for such a European ideriiyit cultural and/or political Ongoing economic,
political and social integration in Europe haveateel powerful institutions which exercise growing
powers over their member states and people (Brdbk2@04; Castano, 2004). Furthermore, a
common identity would promise getting support, agtrig legitimacy and further integration in a
democratic way, especially from an identity postiserspective (for instance, Eriksen and Fossum,
2004; Paasi, 2001; Rumford, 2003). Whilst this udels perceptions (and evaluations) of current
nation-building efforts at the European level (pa-building?), we can also observe similar trends
towards another geopolitical power in the regions&ta, which cherishes close links to some Eastern
European countries and promotes mutual solidarity.

In practice, one observes that people are mostygmatic with regard to their self-identification?.
They to identify, or position themselves along altitude of parameters: geographical, political,
linguistic, social, cultural, religious etc. Thaice is dynamic and varies from generation to




generation within the same ethnic minority grouas mostly social rather than ethnic or natichali
character. One observes the trend toward the nizadion of comfort and efficiency of all kinds of
social communications and clear appeal for the hdghree of various aspects of security and
stability. The latter includes the protection aftaral habits alongside the guarantees for sutdess
integration; it ranges from the prevailing affil@t with the closest social circles (family,
neighbourhood) up to the larger geo-political cimshts (such as European Union?, Europe?,
Eastern Europe?.)

For instance, in our total sample, the respondiemégie of the European Union is highly correlated
with their attitudes regarding the (potential) értbat their resident country has from being dv E
member (r= .684, p=.000). In the questionnaire sleed them using a scale of four (benefits a lot,
rather benefits, rather does not benefit, doesbewoiefit it all) if they thought that their country
benefits or does not benefit from being a membéheEuropean Union. Those respondents who live
in countries without EU membership were askedaytthought that their country would or would not
benefit.

Analysis across all minority groups shows that thajority of respondents (59.2%) think their
resident country benefits from being a member efEropean Union (13.2% benefits/would benefit
a lot, 45% rather benefits/would benefit a lot).

In only three (out of twelve) ethnic minority graiphe majority does not believe in their country

benefiting: Russians in Latvia, who also had theihmegative image of the European Union, Slovaks
in Hungary and Poles in Belarus. Two ethnic miyogtoups stick out because of their very high

scores regarding benefits: Ukrainians in Poland) also had the most positive image of the EU, and
Hungarians in Ukraine.

Furthermore, in our empirical study, we have fougeherational as well as country specific

differences in how the ethnic minority populatiomsrceive and define Europe and the European
Union. In general, the young respondents were nariented towards Europe. However, the

gualitative results showed that young members ofaice ethnic minority groups have more an

Eastern European identity. They seem to miss ctaisiics of the Eastern culture in what they

perceive as Europe which makes them less likeigiantify with Europe or the European Union.

Closeness to East Europe basically follows politaad geographical imperatives. Thus, as our
guantitative results show, Russians, who are iadlito consider themselves Europeans or Eurasians,
object against being called East Europeans?. Csalyerthere is relatively high acceptance of this
term for Poles and Hungarians in the Ukraine aral lesser degree, Hungarians in Slovakia.

Russian Identity-Neo-Soviet | dentity

Before 1917, a common Russian identity might ordyehexisted among the intelligentsia though
Smith (2008) discerns outlines of a Russian natuech earlier in history. Whilst this amounted to
Orthodoxy, autocracy and nationality (Szporluk, 89806), anti-Russian sentiments were formulated
in the revolutionary cause in opposition to théneatempire-encompassing scope of Russian identity.
In the 20th century, Russian identity has expesengps and downs. The Russian Soviet Republic
was designed as the diffuse territorial left-ovec® non-Russian nationalities have established thei
Soviet Republics (cf. Brubaker, 1996: 48-51). Astfi a Russian national project was dismissed as a
remnant from tsarist or capitalist ideology by lerand Stalin. Only later Russian culture and
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institutions recovered from this oppression. Sdsma) universalism, and the Russian language were
celebrated as Russian virtues when building theespeople?, though this was rather a supranational
than national project (Brubaker, 1996: 28) in tl980s. However, Szporluk reminds us to consider
the possibility of treating communism as a kindhafionalism (1998: 303).

Russian self-worth benefited largely from the Greatriotic War-the Second World War as it was
called in the Soviet Union. Though the Soviet stags never conceived as a Russian nation-state,
Smith adds Despite the constant official criticisimGreat Russian chauvinism, there is little doubt
that a Russian state nationalism was an intrinsimponent, albeit unofficial, of the subsequent
ideologies and policies of the Soviet leadershipO@ 178). This contradicts Brubaker who argues
that nationhood was placed only at a sub-statd (@reibaker, 1996). With the gradual withering
away of Soviet statehood, political and economiclide (e.g. Easterly and Fisher, 1995), non-
Russian ethnic groups and nationalities capital@edhis situation to clearly differentiate thenvesl
from Russia and the Soviet Union within their ovab-state republics. However, real hatred towards
the Russian occupants only (re)occurred in thei@edpublics, Western Ukraine and the Caucasus
republics (for more details see, Hosking, 2004).

In the meantime, demographic developments leaddechne in the Russian population, but also a re-
shuffling of the power relations within the Sovighion away from ethnic Russians. This decline in
Russian influence was then associated with theeBdimion which was increasingly perceived as
inappropriate for Russians (Szporluk, 1998). Acoaydo Hosking (2004), Russia finally opted out of
the union and established herself as a nation-skaten, other republics declared independence and
The Russians were the victims of their own gredtasinph (Hosking, 2004: 152). From 1990 until
today, Russian nationalism adheres to a beliefoinething what is heavily contested: a potential
revision of greatness and empire, though this doésiecessarily mean a reincorporation of territory
(see also Brubaker, 1996). Russian aspirations nanme nostalgia about the greatness of their
achievements whilst struggling with a differentlitya This tension adds fuel to the fire of Russian
identity, which is only attractive to some whilstthed by others. It is based on the Soviet peaie
finds supporters outside the Russian Federatioveti{Szporluk, 1998). It is worthwhile to note ker

a similarity to what Appiah (2005) calls a self-enehining identity. It does not seem that the social
conception of being Russian neatly correspond tat\ussia actually represents today.

Is it, then, a matter of choice, whether mutuaktglesive, or not, to develop European and Russian
identities in Eastern European border regions Ama tvould this blend into other, maybe much more

established identities such as national ones Taeseguestions which demand careful consideration.
Here, the notion of cosmopolitanism might offer ayvto conceptualise competing identity claims,

which seem, only if viewed from a narrow-minded langxclusive in the first place.

Cosmopoaolitan I dentity

In recent years, the concept of cosmopolitanisnkérmto the discourse about nationalism and
national identity and how it relates to pluralisiyersity, transnationalism, shifting commitmenisia

so on (for instance, Appiah, 2006; Beck, 2007; F2@07; Vertovec and Cohen, 2002). Though a
cosmopolitan identity most likely would not estahlianother territory-based?i.e. global?identitis it
argued that it rather alters existing identitieshsas national and European ones in particular ways
(cf. Delanty, 2002). What is this new talk abousmopolitanism and cosmopolitanisation (Beck,
2006) then all about And what distinguishes cosritgzosm from other approaches to identities such
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as pluralism or universalism (cf. Pichler, forthdng) In the remainder of this paper, we turn tcsthe
guestions and try to give answers relevant forathaysis of EU border identities in Eastern Europe
and beyond.

The term cosmopolitanism is currently associatetth & wide range of meanings as expressed in a
plethora of combinations with adjectives or noumsg( Delanty, 2006; Pollock et al., 2000;
Szerszynski and Urry, 2002). Various aspects of, lamsrality, responsibilities, politics, openness
towards others and their otherness, (cognitivelsskind behaviour are intermingled in the new
conceptualisation of the cosmopolitan (e.g. Be€Q2 Held, 2000; Kwok Bun, 2003; Mann, 1997;
Nash, 1997). For Held (2005), cosmopolitanism ragizn eight basic principles constituting a new
legal, political and social framework based on matoy and impartial reasoning. Whereas earlier
studies associated cosmopolitans with jet-setiengpies and globe-trotters, i.e. a small and upper-
middle-class urban population, the global shiftdened cosmopolitanism a wider-spread experience.
In due course, understandings of cosmopolitanisnitiphed and Vertovec and Cohen (2002)
summarise at least six different meanings of cogifit@mism: a condition; a philosophy or world
view; political cosmopolitanism in terms of intetiveal cooperation as well as multiple affiliatipns
attitudes or dispositions; and practices and coemuets. This highlights the encompassing character
of cosmopolitanism both at the individual level tifates, multiple affiliations, practices,
competences) as well as its structural componemidftion, political cooperation)

What distinguishes (new) cosmopolitanism is the ufiameous recognition of similarities and
differences. It is a particular form of societabdtment of cultural otherness in that it not only
tolerates differences between people but stimuledesprehension of the other (Beck and Grande,
2007a; Szerszynski and Urry, 2002). On the one hemsmopolitanism wrenches open established
boundaries by reflecting upon old and new simiksitand shared experience among people from
various parts of the world. Cosmopolitanism refeysgreater world openness, global awareness,
loyalty to human kind, self-reflection and self-plematisation in order to establish new communities
(Hollinger, 2002). On the other hand, differences aot perceived as obstacles for a wider human
community. To the contrary, they are a source ¢ifipal, cultural and individual enrichment.

Cosmopolitanism partially leans on other theorétiapproaches towards social life such as
universalism, nationalism, pluralism or particusamni (most obviously in their liberal forms). Whereas
particularism overemphasises differences, univisrsaheglects difference in its efforts to emphasise
similarity (Hollinger, 2002). Cosmopolitanism coters both similarity and difference in
understanding the need for enclosure and the plitgsibf multiple identities and affiliations to
groups on the one hand and individualism on therathppiah, 2005). Cosmopolitanism differs from
nationalism because the latter neglects differemndgésn its territory but stresses them externally.
Nationalism shares the belief that a homogeneod®mmas different from other nations (e.g.
Anderson, 1983), where the latter also resemble dgemeous groups. More often than not,
nationalism produces a vertical hierarchy betwestions: the own nation is special (patriotism) and
superior to others (ethnocentrism). The cosmopoliacknowledges internal heterogeneity,
appreciates external difference and there is naatdby across societies. Beck?s realistic
cosmopolitanism complies with the above mentiorggtions to universalism, nationalism, etc: What
is realistic about this new cosmopolitan realisofes in part from the mutual correction of these
semantic elements, in part from the fact that tlkembination is greater than the sum of its parts
(2006: 58). In cosmopolitan realism particular {fcel) collectivities recognise legitimate intetesf
each other and include them in the calculationhefrtown interests by following universal norms
about tolerance and dealing with otherness (BedkGnande, 2007b).
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The cases of Europe and Eastern Europe are andiigér example to explore the manifestation of
cosmopolitanism. The European Union is regardethadirst international model which begins to
resemble the cosmopolitan model (Archibugi, 19989)2 Europe is described as a broader
community in economic, political and also cultutatms (e.g. Brubaker, 2004; Calhoun, 2002;
Delanty, 1995; Habermas, 2003). Within the procafs&uropean integration, boundaries of how
much difference is acceptable and where similagitgs are constantly negotiated as can be seen in
Council meetings, the documents of the EU (e.gctmestitution), community law (majority rule), the
debate about Turkey?s potential accession andlyfirtae relationship with bordering countries,
especially Russia. Although critically oriented &nas the current state of European integrationkBec
and Grande (2007b) propose a cosmopolitan outlooEwope. Moreover, they argue that some of
the EU?s successful mechanisms (e.g. the monetég,the principle of mutual recognition and the
method of open coordination) incorporate a cosmitgolprinciple and that in strengthening civil
participation in Europe, the EU crisis could beerexthed in the near future.

These processes may stimulate the awareness anblerstip of a European community although the
significance of European identity might lag behatder forms of identification (for a recent example
see Grundy and Jamieson, 2007).

Discussion

The previous sections have clearly shown that iefdrmation is not a straightforward process.
Notwithstanding the many different interest groupthnic, national) involved in the making of

identities, we must also pay tribute to the diffic@ontext in which identities are negotiated irr&e

at the moment. In the global age, national, rediana supranational identities are likely to borrow
from each other; they could sometimes contradich edher, whilst occasionally they might hardly be
separated from each other. What are the preconditioat an identity takes a particular form and
aspires to a particular nature?, for instance anopslitan nationalism (Eckersley, 2007; Nielson,
2003) Bearing with Brubaker (1996), we must alsostter the interplay of these various identities
and nationalisms, and especially so in Easterngieuro

We have seen that these issues of identity canppeoached from various angles. Liberalism,
nationalism, multiculturalism, cosmopolitanism amdany other ideas and/or ideologies offer
somewhat different solutions, however, within aade liberal frame of references. That is, we have
secluded our approaches from illiberal ones. Thstamoportant questions we want to ask concern the
relationship between various national (ethnic) geoun liberal (or liberalizing) democracies in
Eastern Europe. How can, following Appiah (2005%rieus and competing identity claims be
brought together without challenging individual @uamy and group rights And what limitations do
we have to consider when assessing identity clafmgrious groups in opposition to each other This
is a great challenge for European societies, a@aktmight be many attempts to find solutions across
the continent. On top of that, we believe that \me &arn additional lessons if we compare these
more liberal contexts to other ones. What are thesatities, their nature, strategies and discaurse
like in less liberal countries such as, arguablys$ta, Belarus and Ukraine?

One possible and probably a very fruitful way teess empirically nationalisms and other identities
in Eastern European border countries draws on WiPsné2008) attempt at explaining ethnic
boundary making. His multilevel process theory uels four main elements. It provides a
comprehensive picture of how ethnic boundariesnaade. It shows which actors are involved, what
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structures play a role and how micro level and m#evel processes contribute to boundary making.
His distinction between the field?, making?, andurex of boundaries is particularly helpful in
analysing ethnic boundaries and we think that weagply this rigorous theoretical framework to the
analysis of identities and identity making in agfhtforward way.

Wimmer argues that the nature and characteristicboondaries vary according to the power
inequality as well as the reach of the consensusthghit is partial or encompassing, asymmetric or
symmetric. Institutions and networks?the other mva@nables in the model?influence whether ethnic
boundaries matter at all, and if they do, whom teegompass and whom they include. They are less
important for understanding the properties of thertdaries (2008: 1001, emphasis in original).

Figure 1 Explaining National Identity Making. Adagtfrom Wimmer (2008)
[see the full text file - attached]

Here, we have more clearly separated strength a&abllity of boundaries from their other
characteristics. This reflects on strengths of ifigsl of belonging, attachment, loyalty and
identification. Although Wimmer considers the sti#piof boundaries as an outcome of their nature,
we have closed the circular boundary/national grovgking process by presenting it as a fourth
important component, which is itself most signifitg shaped by other characteristics of the
boundary. The demarcation between the micro andntero level is deliberately not presented as a
straight line to highlight the multilevel charactdrWimmer?s (2008) agreeable theoretical approach.
Finally, the framework emphasises the contextudlesidedness of these processes. To our mind, this
means that we must be highly alert of context-djwscin the empirical assessment of national and
other identities.

Whereas this theory might have the most appedhd¢oanalysis of national identities, we can also
think of ways how to relate it to the making of sudtional (regional) or supra-national (European,
Great Russian, Slavonic) identities. Here, we w&l8o be interested in the processes of identity
formation and making at various levels and by usiactors. The basic rules and procedures also
apply here, but we might encounter more difficgltia defining the nature of boundaries, more
dissent about strategies, and the rather concegaledesses in the field of boundary making.
Nonetheless, it might be of crucial relevance grdés these issues with a view to various competing
identity claims at all levels in order to satisfurcambitions concerning the study of identities in
Eastern European border regions.

This is also where the notion of cosmopolitanismmes in. By analysing the nature of boundaries and
their strengths, we can comment on, for instartogiy bpenness towards otherness; whether people
make similar or different identity claims withinglsame or in different groups; or the exclusivity o
inclusiveness towards other identities. However, cg@a also address issues about supranational
identities, when examining identity making. Whae d@hese like What are the similarities between
nations or ethnic groups when compared to othedsvmat is particular about one specific identity?

We are not only interested in the strengths oforariidentities, but mainly regard the contents of
identities crucial in establishing a cause for &myn of identification. Following Wimmer?s (2008)
multilevel theory of ethnic boundary making as egass, we conceive of the nature of identities, i.e
their contents, accessibility and salience in edayylife, as crucial in explaining the strengthsl an
stability. This approach, however, also allows docritical examination of processes at the macro
level. With the help of Wimmer?s (2008) conceptsosa describe identity making discourses with
respect to the field and the reached consensusaosteategy or lack thereof. Thereby, the fielcref
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to involved actors (institutions), networks and powelationships between them. Strategies concern
the aims which various groups pursue having reaehsmhsensus about them (or not). In a third step,
we can link both analyses and integrate micro lewel macro level studies of identity making. We
thereby hope to shed more light on these procasdesstern Europe and gain important insights into
current political processes there.

Further aspects of theoretical considerations edlab the studies of the interplay of national and
regional identities are summarized in several wagkpapers produced by project?s experts Dr.
Florian Paichler, Dr. Ivailo Vassiliev and Dr. Tifeo Agarin. These will be published shortly in a

thematic volume Theoretical and methodological gaoknds for the studies of European, national
and regional identities of ethnic minorities in Bpean borderlands (http://www.enri-east.net/preject
results/en/ )

CONSTRUCTING EMPIRICAL BASE FOR THE STUDY

General frameworks of the empirical study

Research on identities in Europe has establishadiderable knowledge about different kinds and
relationships between various forms of belonginghmdern European societies. However, this body
of research is often biased in various ways. Fiegearch on contemporary identities in Europe in
general and European identity in particular tends be normative in the sense that the
conceptualisation of what European identity is likélended with wishful thinking of what Europe
should be. Second, there is an overemphasis ometitsd constructs and top-down perspectives as
opposed to empirically informed accounts of actpedctices, attitudes and perceptions. Third,
descriptions and classifications take precedencer awdepth analysis and explanations of the
complexities of the processes involved. Fourthpieal research and generalisations tend to focus
on Western Europe with little or no discussion aSEEuropean societies.

Admittedly, conventional research has delivereddrtgmt insights into different aspects of identity
formation in Europe. Nevertheless, it also terdprioritise analysis in which identity formatios i
either considerably de-contextualised from broasecial processes in contemporary European
societies, or does not provide adequate understgrafi how people are making sense of Europe,
what it means to them to be European and ways ichwBuropean identities are interacting with
other loyalties and feelings of belonging, as igioeal or ethnic cultures. The latter shortfall is
mainly due to the gap between research and aataetiges.

In the implemented study, the top-down approachhaimative concepts is complemented by a
detailed account of bottom-up processes of idemitynation. It is by drawing on actual practices
that we can claim to be in a position to addressrtiportance of both macro and micro influences in
a broader historical perspective.

A useful vantage point to explore the complex endleednature of European identities is looking at
the restructuring of the nation-state. It couldabgued that while in the beginning of the 20thtegn
nation building and national reproduction neededptotection of the state and conversely, the state
needed the nation in order to legitimise and repeedtself. This is no longer the case. First, the
resources necessary for the reproduction of ndtideatities, due to changes in technology and the
growing significance of non-state institutions, amereasingly located outside state borders. In
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addition, within an environment where there is arglisation of identities, both within and beyond
the borders of the nation-state as well as the igipwignificance of cosmopolitan identities, the
nation state is no longer able to offer stablegcent and authoritative definitions of the nation.

Secondly, states are increasingly legitimising thelves in a much narrower way by rearranging their
broad social responsibilities that were typical tioe classical nation-state. This restructuringhef
relationship between state and society is ofteacated with a general trend of a growing dominance
of economics over politics, which is exacerbatedhs impact of neo-liberal views. Some authors
have argued that neo-liberal interpretations of éghenomy are increasingly influential in broader
social restructuring leading towards the creatiba market society. In many European states thss h
entailed a dramatic decrease in welfare provisieiide in others this has been associated with much
more nuanced policies. The latter argument is waptured in what Jessop (2002) sees as the
transition from a Keynesian Welfare National Staiwards a Schumpeterian Workfare post-national
Regimes.

Thirdly, it can also be argued that we are alsonegsing the destabilisation of the previously
dominant position of national identities within tblassical nation-state. One possible explanaifon
this fact can be found in the vast literature orderaisation, reflexivity and the changing characfer
risk in modern society (Beck 1992). More speclficathese changes can be associated with the
growing significance of non-state institutions la¢ sub-national, supra-national and the globall$eve
where they have challenged the primacy of attachoeethe nation. Rather than putting an end to the
nation these changes have led to the developmentuoch more complex relationships between
different identities and loyalties at differenté&s. Thus, on the one hand we observe the emeargenc
of identities at different levels (supra-nationaljb-national and global), and on the other their
complex relationships on the level of individuatiagroup experiences and practices.

Objects of study (regions, countries, ethnic groumgorities etc.)

To start with, we must first identify and clearlgfthe the objects of our study. Logically, thereuhbd
be a hierarchy of such objects.

The meta-level object is the Eastern area of tieieropean borderland?.

First operational level objects would be the fooraler regions of the above area, namely: Baltic
Region, Eastern Europe and Central Eastern Europe.

The next analytical level must be represented bividual countries and ethnic groups.

Country

Definition of a country is relatively simple andwbus. The only important remark would be the one
of historical nature (a temporal rule). Namely, @amsider individual countries in their politicaich
geographical shapes as of now (=2008).

A simple observation shows that the last politichhnge is formally dated as of 2001-2004 (the
formal extension of the European Union, when a ¢ewntries became first candidates and then full
EU members.) Thus, the political status of somentrees has changed during the last decade.
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As to the formal geographical shape (?moved boPjetke last changes took place in 1989-1991.
Main changes were the reunification of Germanyniglation of an inter-state border) and the
transformation of several internal politically-adhisirative borders between the former USSR
republics (no border control) into the fully intational political borders (full border control).

Ethnic group

Definition of an ethnic group is much more compiézh First, such groups may vary in their size and,
therefore in their political weights?. These vioias could be projected on a scale, as shown, for
instance, below in Table 1.

Table 1. When size matters: different types of ietgnoups and their political weights.
[see the full text file - attached]
A working definition of an ethnic group used in the project isasfollows:

Ethnic group a set of people with a common cultwigo as a rule speak a common language and are
conscious of their identity and their differencerfr other groups.

An ethnic group may consist of three parts:
a. ethnic core (basic component, which lives compamtiya specific territory),

b. ethnic periphery (compact subgroup, which is sépdrrom the core group, e.g. Russians in
the Crimea or in Kazakhstan or in East Estonia) and

c. ethnic diaspora (a separated subgroup, which timethe territory of another titular nation).
A few particular implications could be derived frahis definition.

Thus, an ethnic group is distinguished by subjectiwd objective criteria, as outlined below (Table
2). Subjective criteria of an ethnic identity abdde generally revealed from inside (for instarice,
the course of an interview), while objective ciideshould be known and applied from outside?. In
the later case, a researcher should know somerameliy information about a group in advance.

Table 2. Subjective and objective criteria to digtiish an ethnic group
[see the full text file - attached]

Furthermore, we must be aware that the phenomehethicity (ethnic self-identification) is always

a complex thing, just as any other social phenomeRais is an ideal (or pure?) type in Weberian
sense. In reality, people would always maintaimatiple identity?, or a mix of several ethnic
(national) identities, combined with some geogrephiregional and local) identities, as well as
cultural and professional identities, etc.

Even if we limit our considerations only to the mtkhnational aspects, we must assume that the same
ethnicity would have different intensity in differegroups. Thus, one can hypothesize that ancethni
Russian living in a village in a central provinddlee European part of Russia would be more Russian
(let?s take him or her as a 100% Russian), thethanethnic Russian living in a Ukrainian capital
Kyuiv would possibly be an 75% Russian. In théelatase the remaining 25% would go for a certain
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degree of Ukrainianess (wide use of Ukrainian lagg, involvement in Ukrainian political live,
understanding of Ukrainian culture etc.) Similagy ethnic Ukrainian living in the Eastern prosnc
of the country, working in an industry that coopesapredominantly with Russia and, on top of that,
graduated from a Russian University and marriett @wiRussian women, would hardly maintain more
that 50% of its original Ukrainian social ethnicity

The above considerations would be of critical intgoce for the correct interpretation groups holding
the same ethnic names (say, Russians or Hungayidnstiving in the locations different to theeal
or hypothetic ethnic motherlands (say, both oféhethinic groups in Ukraine).

Furthermore, using the above ethnic weights (omiettpercentage?) would allow to apply
mathematical procedures of the analysis of fuzty Egradual membership in a set?) for quantitative
analysis.

Table 3. Logical matrix to account for simple amdnplex ethnic identities

[see the full text file - attached]

Figure 1. Graphical illustration of quantitativeafares of ethnic groups of different growths.
[see the full text file - attached]

Practical implication: As a primary attempt, we daleveloped a model that can be applied for the
reconstruction of a set of national samples forliigequantitative survey, assuming that all 18 dyad
are included.

[For the detailed consideration of sampling issusse the full text file - attached]

MAJOR EMPIRICAL RESULTSAND OBSERVATIONS

I dentity and its main components

Ethnicity is one of many salient characteristiadividuals or groups use to describe their selfrer a
used by others to position them within the socialeo (ascription). Members of ethnic minority
groups in the ENRI region are well aware of théimé identity, but, generally speaking, the refati
importance of this type of identity is decreasimgoag the studied minority groups in CEE region
over the generations and substituted by othems gikfession or gender.

Figure 2. Main identity components preferred byoeslents (multiple choices)

[see the full text file - attached]

Figure 3. Relative importance of self-identificatimarkers (all age groups versus youth)
[see the full text file - attached]

The ethno-national identity includes such factosschbseness to different reference objects (own
ethnic group, country of ethnic origin, affiliatiowith particular religion or geographical area,
linguistic habits and preferences, etc.). It issyest in those states where the minorities warar@)
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under political pressure. In the first line, thedates to Russians in Latvia and Lithuania, and to
Hungarians in Ukraine and Slovakia. Together whit Poles in Lithuania, these minorities share the
feeling that they have lost their former status agling nation.

However, strongest feelings of closeness are didetct the locations (settlements), where resposdent
live (91% on average), followed by the own ethnimanty group (85%) and the hosting country

(87%). These three strongest objects of attachsremet followed with a considerable distance by a
country of respondents ethnic origins (60%) andoRer or Eastern Europe (49% and 42%
respectively).

Figure 4. Respondents feel close to:

[see the full text file - attached]

Vehicular languages of ethnic minoritiesin the CEE region

Russian minorities in the Baltic states and Hurageriin Ukraine and Slovakia appear to be most
adamant to use their own mother tongue as far &sishpossible in every-day interactions.
Lithuanians in Kaliningrad region, and Poles in &lke use the language of the host country most
frequently, closely followed by the Slovaks in Hamg The latter minorities can therefore be called
the most adaptive ethnic groups, the former the seifassertive?.

Figure 5. Languages most often spoken at home
[see the full text file - attached]

Thus, it appears that the Russian and Hungariaguéages are the most resistant native languages
among the corresponding residual ethnic minoritighijle the Polish, Slovakian and Lithuanian
languages are the most neglected native languégdles relevant residual ethnic groups.

With regard to the use of language of the host tgufRussian language is a preferred means of
communication at home among Lithuanians in Kalirdggoblast, and Ukrainian is a vehicular
language for Poles living in Ukraine.

In contrast, Lithuanian and Latvian are the moglexted languages among the groups under study: it
is NOT the actively spoken home language for abe¢hethnic minorities in these countries. Russians
and Hungarians, once again, are champions in ieekusage of the language of the country they live
in.

Table 5 Three groups with regard to the usage of etlvnic language at home
[see the full text file - attached]
Table 6. Three groups with regard to the usage@{NTRY language at home

[see the full text file - attached]

Ethno-national distinction ver sus adaptation
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Nevertheless, the adherence to the native ethngubge does not translate into a feeling of being
closer to the kin country (a country of factualhistorical ethnic origin). On the contrary, witheth
exception of Hungarians in Ukraine and Slovakibmahorities are much more at home in their host
countries than in their countries of ethnic origithey are more interested in home affairs than in
events in their kin country. Younger generationsdnee estranged from their kin group abroad.
Needless to say, they regard themselves loyakoiiof their host countries.

Figure 6. Respondents interest in politics in theist countries and countries of ethnic origins
[see the full text file - attached]

In order to define the degree to which minoritiesrevready to adapt, respondents were invited to
express their position toward two options: It idgtéeto adapt and blend in larger society and It is
better to preserve own customs and traditions {paimts scale for each option).

Figure 7. Instinctive and adaptive strategiessligas balances (simple differences between the sum
of strongly agree and rather agree for ether option

[see the full text file - attached]

Per ceived ethno-national tensions and experienced discrimination

The ENRI-VIS data reveal that among all types aiadensions that one can observe in any society,
the most disturbing factors are the classical tygfesocial anxiety, such as strains between podr an
rich people (a general stress factor for up to &%he respondents) or between older and younger
generations (up 68% on average). However, theoathtional types of tensions have been reported
by almost every second respondent in the whole Eanipegarding the tensions between respondents
own ethnic groups and the majority of country pagioh, on average 9% of respondents reports a lot
of tension and 37% some tensions?; these valugsceasiderably from country to country in the
ENRI sample, as shown in the chart below.

Reports of Poles and Russians in Lithuania, Russiahatvia, Hungarians in Ukraine and Slovakia
as well as Ukrainians in Poland on tensions betwéeir ethnic groups and the majority of the
population are above the average values in the EsRbple.

Figure 8. Perceived tension: between respondehtiscegroup and the majority
[see the full text file - attached]

There is, of course, a significant distance betwiherperceived tension and the factually experignce
discrimination of harassment due ethno-nationatofac The chart below demonstrates the gap
between 46% of respondents perceiving tension legtvleeir ethnic groups and the majority and the
11% of respondents who reported having indeed eqpesd discrimination or harassment due to
their ethnicity or national origin during the |astar.

Figure 9. Experienced discrimination or harassnduning the last 12 months due to ethnic or
national origins of a respondent

[see the full text file - attached]
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Hungarians in Ukraine, Ukrainians in Poland and dfarss in Latvia report factual discrimination
during the last 12 months above average valudsimvhole sample.

Cases of ethno-national discrimination or harassmequire a closer look. We can distinguish
between two distinct venues of discrimination, nigmaublic institutions governed by explicitly
stated legal rules (authorities, universities, sthcetc.) and everyday private encounters govebyed
informal rules of conduct (neighborhoods, strestspps and restaurants, etc.) The chart below
illustrates that the probability of ethno-nationigcrimination or harassment in the traditionaligloc
domains is much higher than at the locations, whrehunder stronger governmental control.

Figure 10. Overview of the probability of ethnoipaal discrimination in public and civil society
domains per ethnic minority groups (with the relatto average rate)

[see the full text file - attached]

Respondents from the following groups report highiates of experienced discrimination in 2008-
2009 (i.e. during the twelve months before the syrvHungarians in Ukraine with especially high
values of reported discrimination in public domaitigs group is followed by all minorities in the
ENRI sample from Latvia and Lithuania. Howeveg thatter groups point to the private domains as
major venues of discrimination or harassment.

The groups reporting the lowest levels of discriation or harassment, or even the absence of such
negative experience at any domain are Poles inikikr&8elarusians in Poland and Poles in Belarus,
Lithuanians in Russia and Slovaks in Ukraine.

Attitudestoward Europe and the European Union

The general image of the European Union among tKRIEespondents is generally positive or
neutral and it is somewhat more positive among dtieic minority respondents from non-EU
courtiers. Nevertheless, for most minority mempé&nsrope and the EU provide no emotional point
of reference. For some, like the Hungarians in Waathe EU is a potential moral and financial
support partner. Most minority members in the ndwrember states have mixed feelings about the
Union. Some respondents mention the protection fytwhalization that small member states receive
from the big community.

Figure 11. General image of European Union
[see the full text file - attached]

When it comes to the cultural and political rectigni and protection of the rights of ethnic
minorities, the European Union serves as an ulématerence point for ethnic groups outside of the
EU. This contrasts with rather skeptical assessmokttte ethnic minority groups within the eastern
part of the EU regarding the factual improvementhefcultural and political situation of these gvsu
after their countries have joined the European bnio

Figure 12. Respondents saying there is a consilyaraproved situation after the
(for CIS respondents: would improve after a hyptitiad) joining the EU with regard to?

[see the full text file - attached]
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Institutional trust, political participation and civil society

ENRI-VIS data on the distribution of trust in ingtions of the respondents” home (host) countries
reveal a quite diversified pattern. One can obsemeedistinct groups of countries: The institutions
Belarus, Poland and Russia are trusted by repeagass of the minorities under study well above the
average values in the sample. In contrast, Labiiayania, Ukraine appear as countries with thetlea
trusted institutions in the eyes of the ethnic gioin the sample.

A possible explanation for this pattern is the lkigbr lesser stability of political regimes in thes
countries and the degree of general social andoaaignsatisfaction of population, as well as the
levels of political freedoms and civil security.hds, the political regimes in Belarus, Poland and
Russia have been quite stable during the lasttpamssition decade (no general revolutions or major
political clashes) and the level of economic progpén these countries was growing steadily. A¢ th
same time. Ukraine, Lithuania and Latvia have egpeed significant political turbulences during
this time and the population is suffering consitdgrdrom the depriving economic situation.

Table 7. Trust in institutions among ethnic minestin CEE (trust completely + rather trust)
[see the full text file - attached]

Nevertheless, the level of participation in naticerad European parliamentary elections is quité hig
among the ethnic minorities in CEE region, with éxeeption of groups with higher shares of recent
migrants or those who are not eligible for voting.(non-citizens).

Figure 13. Shares of respondents that took pathénlast parliamentary elections in the HOST
country

[see the full text file - attached]
Figure 14. Shares of respondents that took pa#g last elections to the European Parliament
[see the full text file - attached]

The next chart illustrates the situation with mershaf particular ethnic minority groups who cannot
vote at national or European elections.

Figure 15. Respondents reported being NOT elidiri¢he participation in parliamentary elections
[see the full text file - attached]

The empirical study shows that the dominant forrsedf-organization of ethnic minority groups is to
set up cultural NGOs. Churches and religious omgitns are centres of community life, particularly
in the CIS countries under study and with Ukraigian Poland. With the notable exception of
Hungarians in Ukraine, membership in political parthas remained limited (around 3% on average).
Overall, the most vibrant civil societies among tméorities can be found with Hungarians in
Ukraine and Poles in Ukraine.

Figure 16. Index of participation in civil societyganizations (any reported membership related to
the total sample)

[see the full text file - attached]
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Collective ethno-national identities: historical memories, fedings of pride, trust in people and
cross-border networking

Collective historical memory is a precondition fgroup identity. Living memory tends to be
substituted by myths if it is repressed or disstlvie a dominant national narrative. Tacit?, non-
recognized narratives and myths can leap overamterception of being discriminated, harassed or in
other ways disrespected, as the example of Ukrania Poland shows, where no ethnic group
concerned has come to terms with the common viofgagt and there are still unresolved
redistribution issues such as entitlements to latd,

Pride in one’s own ethnic group is strongest witmgsrians in Ukraine, Poles in Ukraine and Poles
in Lithuania and weakest with Slovaks in Hungaryedl as Lithuanians in the Kaliningrad region.
Russians in Lithuania and Latvia, although theyesheth Poles and Hungarians the historical role of
a ruling nation in multinational empires, expresspride in the history of their own ethnic group.
Only very small percentages of Belarusians in Rblasf Poles in Belarus and of Russians in
Lithuania assess their Soviet past as positive.

Table 8. Minority groups with highest and weakdsgirees of pride per different objects pride
(triplets)

[see the full text file - attached]

A further observation from the ENRI-VIS data dentoetes the distribution of the level of trust in
people depending particular types ethno-natiodatioms to a respondent. On the next chart one can
see that on average, members of ethnic minorityggavould have more trust toward the people of
their own ethnic group (the average value for tHele sample is 82% and the variation among
different groups is the lowest in that case). Thisst trusted group is followed by the people from
the country of respondent?s ethnic origin (79% werage) and third-turn-trust would be given to the
compatriots of the main nationality of the courdrgespondent lives in (76%).

Figure 17. Trust in people in general and diffegnoups of people among ethnic minorities in CEE
[see the full text file - attached]

A natural strength of ethnic minorities is theirltraultural capital that includes the various farof
cultural heritage of the host country and the couof their ethnic origin. As a rule, members of
ethnic minorities are fluent in two or more langesgnd they understand and appreciate music of
both countries they relate to. The multiple persdiea that connect them with their kin-countries a

an additional asset. The results of ENRI-VIS shaw hntensive these contacts of ethnic minority
respondents are with their relatives, friends aheéropeople in the countries of their ethnic orsgin

Cross-border networking is most intensive with Hamens in Ukraine. Belarusians in Poland and
Slovaks in Hungary have the fewest regular contadth relatives, friends or others in the kin
country.

Figure 18. Respondents having regular contacts reititives, friends and others in the country of
their ethnic origin

[see the full text file - attached]
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PRELIMINARY CONCLUSIONS

General remarks

Overall, ENRI confirms the finding that a tolerapblitical and social environment promotes
integration processes which preserve cultural @hdi@identities, while discrimination and politica
pressure generates defiant nationalism as a respons

Members of studied ethnic minorities:

= demonstrate clearly multi-faceted types of idenfayhighly pragmatic mix of a variety of
available cultural and social assets?);

= they are mostly attached to the areas where they I@en born and educated;
= are loyal citizens-cum-patriots-cum-Europeans.

Preferred patterns of identities have dynamic dtaraand depend primarily on social status,
settlement patterns and visibility

= Ethnicity and ethnic languages of minorities arepamant, but not dominating factors
contributing to identity formation;

= The strongest predictors for particular types antity would be age and social status of
minority members, followed by their religious afffiion (in specific cases);

=  Settlement patterns vary significantly among défeérethnic minorities, ranging from highly
dispersed population (such as Poles in Ukrainefoupery concentrated mode of living
(Hungarians in Ukraine), there could be mostly arippulation (Russians in Latvia) or
mostly rural population (Slovaks in Hungary);

= In a European context, attempts to discriminateoniies usually lead to their higher
visibility in media and political landscape.

EU (Europe) is popular as an ideal and a modelmalate with regard to peaceful and respectful
approach to resolve possible inter-cultural andas@onflicts and the European Union in general as
well as individual national and regional governnseindve the responsibility to moderate in complex
ethno-political conflicts involving minorities, titar nations and sending nations;

Inter-ethnic conflicts and tensions can be resolwedt efficiently, if their individual componentsea
properly addressed (cultural heritage, languagesalsjustice) and the socio-economic environment
in general is favourable;

Targeted support should be extended to interettmains-cultural and cross-border actions. This may
range from PR support for such action to suppartfember states (or Eastern Partnership states) for
granting tax breaks or extending beneficial loaresees to interethnic start-ups.
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Since the integration of the young generation (uidfeyears of age) is rapidly progressing and their
attitudes toward Europe are more favourable tharsethof the 30+ generations. Efforts should
therefore concentrate on the young generation wisianore receptive to European liberal values.
Linguistic diversity is highest among the ENRI mities, but its assets are not always honoured
appropriately.

An investment into student mobility, from high sohéo universities can improve the attitude towards
the EU. An attempt should be made to involve theegaments in the kin countries, civil society,
organizations and the media to stimulate the Eumopess instead of the exclusive ethnic affiliation
of young minority members.

The Interplay of Identities, culturesand politics

The empirical data generated by ENRI corroboratdifigs and observations made in the framework
of previous studies and represent a snapshot vgeichits to draw conclusions about the evolution of
identities and identity construction in the regiorder study. Our data show the enormous importance
of such everyday practices as language use, infmmeetrieval and communication, and the patterns
of social contacts for the reproduction and evolutdf identities. A tolerant political and social
environment promotes assimilation processes, distation and political pressure generates defiant
nationalism as a response. The minorities in th&ENgion are well aware of their ethnic identity,
but, generally speaking, the relative importanceéhed type of identity is decreasing and substdute
by others, like profession or gender. This proczss be precisely traced over the generations. The
Eastern borderlands of the EU are a specific regioare distant and recent politics characterized by
conflicts between superpowers have created numegtbusc enclaves in the states existing today.
Consequently, ethnic identity is strongest in thetes where the minorities were (or are) under
political pressure. In the first line, this relatesRussians in Latvia and Lithuania, and to Huizger

in Ukraine and Slovakia. Together with the Pole&ithuania, these minorities share the feeling that
they have lost their former status as a rulingamatFor minorities which report little or no podisl
pressure, culture, not politics, becomes the negpository of identity and the major focal point e
ethnic awareness is kept alive. Particularly fonanities in Poland with its strong presence of the
Catholic Church, this role is played by the minphurches. Close-knit groups like the Slovaks in
Hungary, the Poles in Ukraine or the BelarusianBafand have the strongest local identity and the
strongest links to the local community.

Nations between the states

Russian minorities in the Baltic states and Hurageziin Ukraine and Slovakia appear to be most
adamant to use their own mother tongue as far &sishpossible in every-day interactions.

Lithuanians in Kaliningrad region and Poles in Ukeause the language of the host country most
frequently, closely followed by the Slovaks in Hamg The latter minorities can therefore be called
the most adaptive ethnic groups, the former thetrsel-assertive?. Nevertheless, this does not
translate into a feeling to be closer to the kiurdoy. On the contrary, with the exception of

Hungarians in Ukraine, all minorities are much matehome in their host countries than in their
countries of ethnic origin. Younger generationsdme estranged from their kin group abroad.
Needless to say, they regard themselves loyakasiof their host countries. This is despite regubrt

cases of discrimination on ethnic grounds as welparceived ethnic tensions: Close to 50% of
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minority members experience some or a lot of tersletween the majority population and minority
members and a little over 10% of all respondenssraported harassment or discrimination on ethnic
grounds during the preceding year. This, howevarjeg greatly over the individual minorities.
Hungarians in Ukraine and Slovakia, Poles and Russin Lithuania report ethnic tensions in their
host countries. Lithuanians in Kaliningrad, Bel@uas in Lithuania and Poles in Belarus experience
no tensions between ethnic groups. Complaints ald@drimination and harassment are most
frequent by Hungarians in Ukraine, followed by Ukians in Poland, Russians in Latvia and
Hungarians in Slovakia. The inclination to migraeelatively low: 35% of Russians in Latvia and
Lithuania consider emigration, in case they wourdl fappropriate conditions in the target countries
(for around 30% of potential migrants, Russia). Eemparison, 15% of Hungarians in Ukraine and
less than 3%.of Slovaks in Hungary consider (e-)atign.

For most minority members, Europe and the EU pewido emotional hub. For some, like the
Hungarians in Ukraine, it is a potential moral diméncial support partner. Most minority members
in the new EU member states have mixed feelingstaihe Union: On the one hand, it is blamed for
such social ills as drug trafficking and for aggies and greedy business practices, but open tsorder
and increased opportunities for education are wedzb in a pragmatic way. Some respondents
mention the protection from globalization that dmagmber states receive from the big community.

Self-organization and representation of ethnic minoritiesin Central and Eastern Europe

ENRI-VIS data on the distribution of trust showexgistent pattern over the minorities. Hungarians i
Ukraine and Slovakia, Poles in Lithuania and Russia Latvia and Lithuania are the most cautious
nations in dealing with people in general. Thistymie is reproduce in the low trust of these
populations toward members of their own ethnic grdaward people of their home country as well
as those from their kin country. When it comes rtstt toward specific host country institutions
(police, media, government, etc.), the usual suspse joined by the Poles in Ukraine. Low trust in
political institutions translates into low interest politics. Nevertheless, the level of political
participation is surprisingly high and comparatdeEuropean democracies (participation in national
elections close to 70%). The dominant form of seffanization is to set up cultural NGOs. Churches
and religious organizations are centers of commuliifie, particularly in the CIS countries under
study and with Ukrainians in Poland. With the ndgalexception of Hungarians in Ukraine,
membership in political parties has remained lichifaround 3% on average). Overall, the most
vibrant civil societies among the minorities canfband with Hungarians in Ukraine and Poles in
Ukraine.

Cross-border networking is most intensive with Han@ns in Ukraine. Belarusians in Poland and
Slovaks in Hungary have the fewest regular contadth relatives, friends or others in the kin
country.

Historical path and collective memories of ethnic minoritiesin CEE

Collective historical memory is a precondition fgroup identity. Living memory tends to be

substituted by myths if it is repressed or dissblvie a dominant national narrative. Tacit?, non-
recognized narratives and myths can leap overarerception of being discriminated, harassed or in
other ways disrespected, as the example of Ukrania Poland shows, where no ethnic group
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concerned has come to terms with the common viofgagt and there are still unresolved
redistribution issues such as entitlements to latd,

Ethnic pride can be used as indicator of identifdzawith the historical legacy of one’s own nation
Pride in one’s own ethnic group is strongest wittgsarians in Ukraine, Poles in Ukraine and Poles
in Lithuania and weakest with Slovaks in Hungaryedl as Lithuanians in the Kaliningrad region.
Russians in Lithuania and Latvia, although theyesheth Poles and Hungarians the historical role of
a ruling nation in multinational empires, expresspmide in the history of their own ethnic group.
This finding is complemented by the results of BRI web analysis, according to which Stalinist
rule is experienced very negatively by factually minorities. Only very small percentages of
Belarusians in Poland, of Poles in Belarus and wésins in Lithuania assess their Soviet past as
positive.

Musical preferences carry information on ethniiitg in general and the degree of identification
with the legacy of one’s own nation. Folk musicthe preferred musical genre for Slovaks in
Hungary and Poles in Lithuania, while this is tlasefor only a small percentage of polled Russians
in Latvia and Lithuania.
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Potential Impact:

MAJOR PRACTICAL IMPLICATIONS OF THE RESULTS OF THE STUDY (potential
impact)

Policy Implications

A number of policy recommendations are suggested by our data and findings:

Minority issues are complex issues with politi@dpnomic, social and cultural components which cut
across administrative and legal boundaries anddiations. In both the EU and its neighbourhood,
minority policies have ceased to be a purely natigererogative, but have become an issue of
international concern, monitoring, supervision aegulation. The cooperation between national
institutions (local administrations, legislative dies, governments), civil society and international
organizations is the key for a deepened integragfoethnic minorities into the body politics andth
society of the host countries. On top of thatytimolve several political players with specifinch
often different political agendas, namely the hamsintry, the kin (sending) country, the EU and pthe
pan-European international organizations such @sCibuncil of Europe. It goes without saying that
all policies and actions in this field must be @adrout on the basis of European values. What this
implies in terms of effects for the minorities, thepulations of the host and the kin states must be
clearly defined and communicated. For examplerraétive action programs (positive discrimination
of ethnic minorities) should be limited in time arshge as well as justified so as not to contratiiet
principle of fairness and reciprocity. Policies aignat a higher degree of integration must have a
sufficient level of complexity in that all measunmesist be orientated toward the paramount political
objective of integration without the loss of idéntiEU policies must be multilateral and involve th
ethnic kin (sending) states in a coordinated way.

Discrimination on ethnic grounds is not a sepagdtenomenon, but comes with other types of
discrimination (gender, unequal regional developinett.). This calls for a complex approach in
politics designed to eliminate discrimination. Wit is certainly imperative and legitimate to fecu
on gender equality and the situation of Roma amdisS{as illustrated by the equality summit in
Poznan), the unequal outcomes of national andnatienal policies for the ethnic minorities should
be considered as well.

ENRI data reflect the political and social tensidnsthe region. At this point, the intensity of
perceived tensions and discrimination is higheslovakia and Ukraine, especially when it comes to
the young generation of Hungarians. On the othadhpolitical rhetoric is often misleading. In the
first place, this relates to the Russian minoritietatvia and Lithuania, where every day interéthn
communication and interaction is smooth and withemrious problems despite the occasional noise
emitted by nationalist political organizations iatlia and Russia. The same relates to extremist web
sites run by Hungarian servers.

Practical implicationsfor civil society organizations
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Attempts at creating concerted ethno-national tizas have failed in the past or have not been
undertaken. As the interaction among the local Edfains have demonstrated, significant scientific
consensus can be achieved despite the sometingeestey differences in the official historical and

political narratives. The elaboration of consentestoriographical and political narratives by mixed

teams of historians, sociologists and politicagéstists should be promoted and supported.

Information policy: The struggle against prejudicedis for smart solutions. The moral condemnation
of the pernicious consequences of nationalism adétalism is unconvincing and does not change
beliefs developed and held as a result of percediedrimination. On the other hand, stereotypes
have, as a rule, negative and positive compon&hes latter are a point of departure for information
campaigning.

To counteract nationalist propaganda, the educatioth information policies and campaigns of
various societal actors should focus on best megtion examples of successful integration and
professional careers. An attempt should be mae@alist the governments, civil society, internationa
organizations and important NGOs as well as theianeda concerted information campaign which
demonstrates the benefits of cultural and linguidiversity in concrete, down-to-earth terms. In TV
ads and other media releases, minority membersegort on their career achievements, successful
business activities or other best practices. Raatity, minority members who have made careers
within EU institutions should be recruited.

The experience gathered during such campaigns dmilbluable for image campaigning in other
problematic cases (Romas and Sintis).

Practical implications for governmental bodies and officials at local, regional, national and
international levels

Inside the EU itself as well as among internaticmglanizations and NGOs, there must be a higher
degree of coordination among the various bodietrdeavith minority issues in one way or another
(The High Representative of the Union for Foreidgfaiks and Security Policy, the commissioners for
Justice, Fundamental Rights and Citizenship, Dgwaént, Education, Culture, Multilingualism and
Youth, International Cooperation, Humanitarian Aitd Crisis Response, Regional Policy, as well as
the relevant GDs, etc.), the OSCE, the Council wfoRe. Minority policies as a cross-cutting issue
are an inevitable component of regional developmauiicies (especially in case of compact
settlement of minorities), investment and fiscdigyas well as business decisions concerning areas
inhabited by minorities. When it comes to necessprggram funding from government or
international institutions, cash-strapped budgeés apt to increase the inclination for coordinated
action.

Efforts should therefore concentrate on the youegegation which is more receptive to European
liberal values. This is particularly important time hot spots identified by ENRI-East, hamely the
Baltics, Slovakia and Ukraine. Youth in these caoestis literally waiting to be picked up by
European cultural, political and business insttigi. An investment into student mobility, from high
school to universities can improve the attitudeamis the EU. The image of the EU as an opportunity
space has remained unaffected by the financiattendebt crises.
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An attempt should be made to involve the governmdnt the kin countries, civil society,
organizations such as the World Union of Hungarighagyarok Vilagszovetsége) and the media to
stimulate the Europeanness instead of the excleshrac affiliation of young minority members.

The internet and other modern media should be tedliso a much higher extent in efforts to
counteract patriotic campaigning and to deeperntiegration of minorities.

The biographical interviews revealed some praciiesight into notions of both pan-European and

intra-country social cohesion, which, at the polieyel is particularly relevant to the EU?s mandate
on social cohesion. These findings were a prodititieomicro-level/bottom up approach in that they

arose from semi-structured biographical conversatend could not be ascertained from macro-level
surveys or purely quantitative analysis. Nonetlgldbe findings from the bottom-up approach

implications can certainly be applied to a muclyéarcontext and analysed at a greater scale.

This issue of ethnic minority media should be exwedifurther at the European policy level in order
to explore the ways in which expanding pan-regiomadia broadcasting can act as a source of
information and education for the variety of ethgroups residing in Central and Eastern Europe. In
turn, the widening of a shared media pool can leel is engender a greater sense of shared heritage,
awareness of current affairs and overall sociales@n between neighbouring nations and ethnic
groups.

This provides themes for further analysis at thicpdevel, but particularly taking into accounteth
extent to which expanding ethnic minority medisates greater social awareness and harmony on the
one hand, and provokes greater divisiveness oedhdtetween ethnic groups on the other. What is
clear from the biographical interviews is that alttey balance within this spectrum is not found
within all the countries analysed, and that couspwgcific and ethnic group-specific approaches need
to be taken to EU media policy throughout the regio

The importance of this trans-cultural media constimmpis linked to language in which the media is
consumed: policymakers should explore the effetisdacation of European languages as a further
tool of social cohesions. What the biographicativiews of ethnic minorities in both Hungary and
Slovakia revealed was that those respondents whe tiéngual in both the ethnic minority and
minority languages could engage to a greater extéhtthe different media sources, and were thus
less socially prejudiced towards/shared greatdecidle interests with different ethnic groups tigi
within the same country.

OVERVIEW OF MAIN DISSEMINATION MEASURESAND TOOLS

Target Groups (stakeholders)

Dissemination and exploitation of project resukbmstitute an important cluster of activities of the

project and beyond. Therefore, the wider audiergeractitioners, representatives of the policy and
legislative communities as well as representatofethe civil society and the academic sphere is and
will be informed about the project. Key informatiabout the design, scope, results and findings of
the project is distributed to these thematic stald#rs via a variety of tools.
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The following target groups for the disseminatioa: a
=  Academic communities (researchers, university teecltonsultants, etc.)

= Governmental officials dealing with minority, migi@an and integration issues in Eastern
Europe and on national, international, regional laedl (municipal) levels

= Leaders and experts of NGOs who are active instiisor in these regions.

Major dissemination tools
The main dissemination and discussion tools emplayé¢he project are:

=  Web-site (http://www.enri-east.net) contains easgeasible information about the project
design and the consortium as well as links to jpabbns and results, a thematic library and
detailed information about conferences and presentwto download. The project website
will be still available at least five years aftbetofficial end of the project. However there will
be no updates. The full version is provided in kgl limited versions are provided in
Russian and German.

= Two Project leaflets inform briefly about the praijeits main achievements and events (the
first issue was provided in English, Russian andn@@; the second issue was provided in
English).

=  Project Newsletters (three issues) containing ndetailed information about the project, its
main research themes, progress and research results

=  Project E-Newsletter sent out on irregular basépetding on availability of the brand new
project information, or to invite stakeholders apither interested parties to open project
events.

The ENRI-East print products are available at thgegt website and may be downloaded for free.
They are and will be distributed to any interegpatity at academic and non-academic conferences,
meetings and other events to spread awareness pfdfect and its outcomes.

ENRI-East Working Paper Series

The ENR-East project working paper series summettse main project outcomes and constitute the
core corpus of detailed information to dissemir@tgect results and to inform key target groups on
ENRI-East findings.

So far, the ENRI-East working paper series commdigR volumes, covering the following topics:

Summarizing and generalizing reports
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1. Theoretical and methodological backgrounds for ¢fedies of European, national and
regional identities of ethnic minorities in Europdzorderlands

2. Interplay of European, National and Regional Idexgi among the ethnic minorities in
Central and Eastern Europe (main comparative mestithe ENRI-East empirical research)

3. ENRI-East Thematic Comparative papers and synopsit@uthored articles of ENRI-East
experts (9 tender papers and further bibliograghyraiect-related publications)

Contextual and empirical reportson ethnic minoritiesin Central and Eastern Europe (edited by
respective team leaders)

4. The Polish Minority in Belarus

5. The Slovak Minority in Hungary

6. The Russian Minority in Latvia

7. The Belarusian Minority in Lithuania
8. The Polish Minority in Lithuania

9. The Russian Minority in Lithuania
10. The Belarusian Minority in Poland
11. The Ukrainian Minority in Poland
12. The Lithuanian Minority in Russia (Kaliningrad obta
13. The Hungarian Minority in Slovakia
14. The Hungarian Minority in Ukraine
15. The Polish Minority in Ukraine

16. Special Case Study Germany (re-emigrated ethnimé&es and Jewish quota refugees?)

Series of empirical technical reports
ENRI-VIS: Values and Identities Survey
17. Methodology and implementation of ENRI-VIS (Tectaliceport)

18. ENRI-VIS Reference book (major cross-tabulationd emding details)

Qualitative studies of ENRI-East project

19. Methodological report on Biographical Interviews\[El-BIO)
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20. Methodological report on Expert Interviews (ENRI-EEX

Special Studies
21. Methodological report on the pilot study on Musicaltures and identities (ENRI-MUSIC)
22. Methodological report and main findings of the Pgtudy of web-spaces (ENRI-BLOG)

The ENRI-East working paper series, produced byctiwdinating team and written by the project
consortium, is available for download at the pubgction of the project website under project tssul

Especially the contextual and empirical reports ethnic minorities include conclusions where
research conclusions and practical implicationgpficy makers are summarised.
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List of Websites:

http://www.enri-east.net

Contact coordinator:

Dr. Alexander Chvorostov

Institute for Advanced Studies (Institut fir Hoh&tidien)
IHS-Vienna, Stumpergase 56, A-1060, Wien

Tel: +43 1 559 91-304

Fax: + 43 1 522 4346

E-mail: alex.chv@ihs.ac.at
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