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Abstract 

 

Over three studies (qualitative, survey, and experimental research) in two 

industrialised countries with different cultural and historical backgrounds, Korea and Australia, 

the thesis provides evidence that people’s perceptions of national history play an important role 

in constructing national identity. The thesis showed that people’s national identification takes 

on different meanings due to a national difference in history of Korea and Australia, and 

because of individual differences in perceptions of their nation’s past history, especially the 

extent to which their national history was seen to have a coherent continuous structure.  In 

order to examine more richly textured psychological meaning of national history, the thesis 

examined people’s perception of culturally specific contents of their national history, and 

established that there are multiple narratives by which people understand their national history 

in both Korea and Australia. Two main historical narratives were national progress (narrating 

political or economic developments) and cultural contrast (narrating conflicts between the 

tradition and modernity) narratives. The national progress narrative, however, took a different 

form in Korea and Australia: economic development was emphasized in Korea, whereas social 

progress was emphasized in Australia. Moreover, these historical narratives play a role in the 

construction of national identification. That is, different historical narratives encourage people 

to pay attention to different aspects of national history, leading them to construct their national 

identity differently. It was revealed that the evaluation of social and economic changes 

contributed to national identification positively in the national progress narrative, but 

negatively in the cultural contrast narrative. Finally, the thesis demonstrated that people’s 

perception of national history is susceptible to situational cues to some extent, resulting in 

situational variability in identity construction. People’s historical perceptions could be 

manipulated with an exposure to different historical narratives, which in turn affected the 

process of identity construction. These findings shed light on the important and dynamic role 

of people’s perception of national history in the construction of national identity. 
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Chapter 1. Introduction 

 

In the era of globalisation, information travels so rapidly across countries that 

information from both the inside and the outside of a country is mixed in most contemporary 

societies. On the one hand, the availability of outside information exposes people to new ideas, 

practices and values, increasing the possibility of erosion of a unique culture and further 

homogenisation of the world. On the other hand, the circulation of information from different 

parts of the world often heightens people’s awareness about their cultural differences and they 

may act as a catalyst to maintain their distinct cultural identities, thus maintaining diversities 

around the globe. Indeed, many of the contemporary “fault lines” lie along the boundaries 

between cultural and national groupings (e.g., Huntington, 1996; Hermans & Dimaggio, 2007; 

Arnett, 2002; Edensor, 2002). Thus, globalisation has highlighted the role of national identity in 

the dynamics of homogenisation and diversification. 

In keeping with this general trend, national identity has begun to attract attention in the 

social psychological literature. National identity can be broadly conceptualised as a kind of 

social identity (Tajifel & Turner, 1979; Turner, Hogg, Oaks, Reicher, & Wetherell, 1987) as a 

member of one’s national group, that is, categorising oneself as a member of the nation, 

perceiving similarity with other national members, and having an emotional bond with the 

nation. Recently, Huddy (2001) pointed out the importance of subjective meanings associated 

with a social identity, that is, what it means to have the group membership. In other words, 

people even in the same group or nation may choose a different meaning of identity because of 

their individual or situational differences. According to her, depending on how people construe 

the meaning of their identity, they may develop different values, attitudes, and behaviour. She 

also argued that historical and cultural factors are crucial in the constitution of social identity. 

The meaning of people’s social identity associated with a group that has its history (e.g., a 

nation) must be formulated over time, and influenced by historical memories and cultural 

resources.  

In line with her theoretical argument, social psychological research has recently begun 

to explore historical aspects of social identity, in particular, national identity. Research has 
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successfully shown that national identity is related to people’s perceptions of cultural meaning 

and national history. For instance, people remembered more positive events in their national 

history when their national identification was higher (Sahdra & Ross, 2007). In a different study, 

it was shown that people evaluated political leaders in the past history differently according to 

their national and cultural identities (Huang, Liu & Chang, 2004). In addition, people’s national 

identities were positively influenced by perceptions that their nation had a culturally and 

historically coherent existence over time (Sani, Bowe, Herrera, Manna, Cossa, et al., 2007).  

Thus, the history of a nation could be an important component of people’s national 

identity. Their knowledge or their feeling about the past history could have a significant role in 

finding a link to the past, perceiving similarity with, and feeling an emotional bond to their 

nation’s past. Also, their current perception about the nation would have critical impacts on 

finding psychological links to the present state of their own country. These possibilities about 

people’s differential or separate attitudes toward their country’s past and present are yet to be 

investigated. Very little research has examined the role of temporally imbedded national 

identification (say, identification with one’s nation of the past and with one’s nation of the 

present), even less has explored the role of specific contents of people’s perceived national 

history on the construction of national identity.  

As a first step for exploring and examining those research questions empirically, the 

thesis will consider the temporal dimension of national identity explicitly, namely, people’s 

identification with their nation as it is currently and their identification with their nation’s past. 

This new elaboration of the concept of national identity along the temporal dimension raises a 

new research question. Generally, how are these two different national identifications with the 

past and the present related to people’s perception of historical changes and continuities of their 

own country?  

The literature review of the next chapter starts with introducing various meanings of 

national identity, resulting in multifaceted conceptualization of national identity such as 

patriotism and nationalism, or identification with their country of the past and of the present. On 

the course of explaining the relationship between national history and national identity, the 

importance of specific contents of national history influencing the meaning of people’s national 
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identity will be emphasised.  

Then, taking one further step from the existing research findings, the thesis 

conceptualise the temporal dimension of national identity: past and present identification (i.e., 

identification with the past and with the present). I call them temporarily framed identifications. 

In addition, the relationship between continuous/discontinuous feelings about one’s own nation 

and the temporally framed identifications is considered. Any nation around the world has 

undergone significant changes as well as kept some consistent aspects over time, so that a nation 

in the past would be in part different from, and in part continuous with the current situation of 

the nation. The thesis suggested that feelings of national continuity generally contribute to, but 

feeling of national discontinuity undermine temporally framed national identifications. 

Further, the thesis considers specific stories about national history that people hold as a 

basis of national identity. Aside from some debates about the features of national history 

whether chronicle information versus narratives, the thesis introduces a narrative perspective of 

national history in the academic field of history. This introduction raises a set of new research 

questions: Do people in a country share stories about the changes and continuities between the 

past and present of the country? Are those stories uniform or diverse within a country and across 

countries? Finally, what is the role of those narratives about national history in relation with 

national identity?  

Social scientists argued that the narratives about how their nation has changed or 

continued historically can be various. Historians argued that the coherency of national history is 

a constructed aspect, rather than inherent in history (e.g., Carr, 1987; White, 1981). Moreover, 

social science witnessed multiple types of stories in ethnic history (Zegeye, 2004), about 

technological change (Dawson & Buchanan, 2007), and even about the development of science 

(Kuhn, 1962; Lyotard, 1979). These studies emphasised political and economic situations in 

constructing a story and achieving its dominant position in a certain time period to explain 

changes in the given area. Constructed narratives in this way could function as a theory to guide 

people’s interpretations about historical changes and their decisions for the future (Dawson & 

Buchanan, 2007, Lyotard, 1979), and different narratives may provide different guidance. Not 

only scholars, but also the society of lay people had narrative forms of national history (Liu & 
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Hilton, 2005; Roberts, 2001). People’s narrative of national history could be different across 

countries and even from person to person in each country. For example, some might conceive 

that their national history is never-ending progress from the past to present, but others could 

perceive conflicts between the tradition and new social changes as central to their national 

history.  

Moreover, the thesis examines how lay people’s story about national history can 

contribute to national identity. The thesis elaborates ingroup favouritism regarding historical 

evaluation (i.e., Sahdra & Ross, 2007) by considering narratives about national history, because 

different stories may draw people’s attention to different information (Pennington & Hastie, 

1988, 1992). These differential weightings of certain aspects of history could further moderate 

the relationship between those aspects and national identification. For example, if people 

characterise their national history as constant progress, then movements away from the past 

tradition gain importance in the narrative and they would have positive effects on national 

identification. However, if this perspective is not adopted, movements away from the tradition 

may not be significant aspects of their national identity. That is, depending on historical 

narratives, evaluations of historical changes or continuities could have different effects on 

national identification. The thesis will explore this moderation role of historical narratives on 

the relationship between evaluation of historical changes and national identification. 

Finally, how those historical narratives are stable or malleable is investigated. If the 

thesis arguments mentioned above were right, then a society would have multiple historical 

narratives. Even if some people would not endorse a certain type of historical narrative, they 

might know its existence and even contents of it. In this case, situational cues may be able to 

increase or decrease the salience of the story. Will this salience pave a way to one way of 

identity construction at the expense of other ways? The thesis suggests that this is the case. That 

is, different narratives provide “lenses” through which people channel their evaluations of their 

national historical changes to their national identity. 

In order to examine particular cases of national history, Korean and Australian national 

histories are chosen. A number of similarities and differences exist between Korean and 

Australian national histories. Both Korea and Australia are relatively small, but economically 
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and politically developed countries. However, their length of history and international 

relationships are different. Korea has a long national history (around 1,000 years of written 

history), and experienced being occupied by another country in the 20th century. On the other 

hand, Australia has a short history (around 200 years of written history), and never undergone 

an occupation by another country like Korea from European Australian perspectives at least. 

These similarities and differences can make these two countries’ histories an ideal sample for 

examining the relationship between national identity and national history.  

Chapter 2 presents a theoretical background and a review of the relevant literature, 

which cover empirical research questions that the thesis examines. The thesis argues that 

specific contents of national history are important in the construction of people’s national 

identity. For example, the meaning of national identity may be different if a country has its 

history with full of international conflicts, when compared with another country in whose 

national history virtually no international conflicts have existed. Then, the thesis proposes a new 

conceptualisation of national identification, namely temporally framed national identification 

(i.e., national identification with one’s own nation of the past and of the present). Next, the 

relationship between people’s feelings of national continuity and temporally framed national 

identification is considered. Moreover, it is suggested that different people may hold different 

stories of national history. Therefore, possible narratives of national history are considered in 

contemporary industrialised countries. Then, the thesis argues that specific narratives of national 

history that lay people have could play a role in building their national identity. Finally, it is 

reviewed that the possibility to turn a certain historical narrative on at the expense of other 

historical narratives under certain situational cues. 

Three studies are reported in the thesis. Chapter 3 reports Study 1, which explores 

relationships between people’s national identities (patriotism, nationalism, past identification, 

present identification, etc.) and their perceptions of historical changes and continuities of their 

country. Study 2 extends Study 1, and is reported in Chapters 4, 5 and 6. Chapter 4 is about 

examination of cross national differences between Korea and Australia. In Chapter 5, specific 

historical narratives are examined, and the relationship between evaluations of historical 

changes and national identification is investigated in two countries. Chapter 6 provides a more 
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in-depth analysis of the historical narratives in each country. Study 3 examines whether the 

salience of historical narratives can be manipulated by situational cues. The experiment is 

reported in Chapter 7. In Chapter 8, general discussions about the thesis are given. 
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Chapter 2. National Identity and its Temporal Dimension 

 

As cultural information flows more extensively in the globalised world, people seem 

more aware of cultural and national identities. Apparently, this is reflected in the research of 

social psychology as well. Since a nation is perceived as a unit in the modern world (Edensor, 

2002), national identity can be an important social identity in many contemporary societies. If 

the modernity means being industrialised and having economic growth, with which the current 

way of globalisation initially started (Blaut, 2000), then a nation could be perceived as an 

important factor in globalisation today.  

Chapter 2 provides theoretical backgrounds about how perceptions of national history 

can be related to national identity. First, the chapter explicates existing conceptualisations of 

national identity as a multifaceted construct (i.e., patriotism and nationalism), and discuss its 

relationship with national history. Then, the chapter introduces a new conceptualisation of 

national identity with a temporal dimension, that is, temporally framed national identifications – 

identifications with the nation’s past and identifications with the nation’s present. The 

temporally framed national identity could deal with the importance of historical components of 

identity more directly. Generally speaking, both past and present identifications are expected to 

be recruited to support national identification in general. However, these temporally framed 

national identifications may be differentially related to people’s perceptions of changes and 

continuities of their nation over time.  

Then, this chapter turns to specific contents of national history in particular countries. 

Adopting a narrative perspective on history, it reviews an existing literature about historical 

narratives in a country or across countries and suggests possible narratives of national history. In 

particular, stories of continuing national progress and tradition-modernity contrast are proposed 

as possible types historical narratives in industrialized societies. Further, the relationship 

between specific history contents and national identity construction is considered within the 

narrative perspective. Finally, the thesis proposes that different types of historical narratives 

could be turned on or off by momentarily making them salient. The chapter provides a literature 

review and conjectures about how salient narrative can temporarily affect identity construction. 
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2.1 Multifaceted National Identity 

National identity and its subjective meaning have attracted attention in the social 

psychological literature as its importance has increased with ongoing globalisation. There are 

studies that have begun to distinguish different modes of national identities according to their 

different subjective meanings, such as nationalism and patriotism. Kosterman and Feshbach 

(1989) conceptualised patriotism and nationalism as a love of one’s own nation. However, they 

differentiate these two in terms of attitude toward outgroups: only nationalism is associated with 

negative attitudes toward foreigners or other countries. That is, patriotism is personal, individual 

attachment to one’s own country, whereas nationalism is a view that one’s country is superior to 

and should be dominant over others. Feshbach and Sakano (1997) defined these two different 

modes of national identity in similar vein. According to them, patriotism is love of and pride in 

one’s nation and nationalism is feelings of national superiority and desire for power over other 

nations. They conceptualised that only nationalism would have an association with negative 

attitudes toward other national groups. Also, more recently, Roccas, Klar, and Liviatan (2006) 

defined patriotism and nationalism respectively as attachment to and glorification of the 

national group. Further, Hage (2003) defined ‘paranoid nationalism’ as identical to racism. 

On the other hand, Blank and Schmidt (2003) expressed a somewhat different view 

about the two-faceted national identity. They regarded patriotism and nationalism as 

consequences of national identity with different social goals. Nationalists prefer authoritarian 

relationships between the country and its people, but patriots support a social system with 

dispersed power structures, according to them. Their view about patriotism is equivalent to the 

view of constructive patriotism in the sense of a critical loyalty (Schatz & Staub, 1997). 

Similarly, Edensor (2002) distinguished inclusive national identity from exclusive national 

identity, and conceptualised the former as having ambiguous boundaries about who “we” are, 

the latter as essentialising the difference between the ingroup and outgroups. According to him, 

the exclusive national identity can be formulated by selecting high cultural values in a nation 

and drawing a boundary, marginalising people with different cultures such as ethnic or gender 

minorities. However, this exclusionary process should compete with more inclusionary one, 
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which questions its counterpart’s criteria of normality while encompassing cultural diversity and 

equality. 

 Some researchers used only one term, but still they distinguished the conceptual 

meaning of patriotism and nationalism. For example, Reykowski (1997) discerned benevolent 

and hostile patriotism and argued that the latter can emerge when a nation’s integrity is at risk, 

for instance, when competing with another nation. Also, Adorno and his colleagues (Adorno, 

Frenkel-Brunswik, Levinson, & Sanford, 1950), Bar-tal (1997), and Schatz and Staub (1997) 

used terms such as true and pseudo patriotism, and fundamental and limiting patriotism, 

conventional and blind patriotism, respectively, to distinguish between types of national 

belongingness similar to patriotism and nationalism as other researchers proposed. 

However, some other researchers have rejected the distinction between these two kinds 

of national identities. Dekker, Malova and Hoogendoorn (2003) argued that nationalism and 

patriotism are on a uni-dimensional continuum, and it is a poor conceptualisation that makes 

them appear qualitatively distinct when in fact they are not. According to them, the differences 

between the two lie in the degrees of identification and their different developmental stage: 

nationalism is a stronger form and in a later stage than patriotism. From social identity 

perspective, it is also problematic the pervasive distinction between inherently negative and 

positive national identity, such as so called patriotism and nationalism, and they are a ‘single 

phenomenon’ (Whelan, 2007). That is, it is natural to develop nationalism, justifying even their 

group members wrong doing, as people identify more and more with their nation, from a 

motivation to see positive distinctiveness of their own group and in turn their own selves. 

Accordingly, Billig (1995, 1996) used the term nationalism as natural to people’s banal 

experience in a country, without assuming the distinction between the two.  

Despite these dissenting voices, the unidimensional view of national identity seems to 

have a hard time explaining some research findings. If national identity is unidimensional, then 

high identifiers are expected to colour their national history more positively than low identifiers, 

because they try to reject that their national members have committed wrong doing, in order to 

preserve a positive view of their nation. That is what Doosje and his colleagues (Doosje, 

Branscombe, Spears, & Manstead, 1998) found in their research: low identifiers experienced 
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more group-based guilt than their highly identified counterparts. It showed that high identifiers 

were those who were most motivated to defend their ingroup. However, Branscombe and 

Doosje (2004) recently reviewed the line of research and provided mixed support for this 

position. That is, national identification had no relationship with acceptance of negative 

historical events and group-based guilt in another study (Branscombe, Slugoski, & Kappen, 

2004). Meanwhile, Dooje, Branscombe, Spears, and Manstead (2004) provided a possible 

explanation about these seemingly contradictory results, by showing that people’s collective 

guilt was contingent on the source of information. They replicated the result of Dooje et al.’s 

(1988) study that national identification was related negatively to the degree of feeling guilty 

about ingroup’s wrong deeds in the past, by informing that the negative information was from 

an outgroup member. On the other hand, high identifiers felt stronger guilt about ingroup’s past 

infractions than low identifiers, when participants were informed that the negative information 

was from an ingroup source. The different associations between group-based guilt and group 

identification could be interpreted by suggesting that the outgroup source evoked nationalism-

like, and the ingroup source elicited patriotism-like national identification. 

Indeed, Roccas et al. (2006) proposed and demonstrated that conceptualisation of two-

faceted national identity could solve these apparently inconsistent results. They investigated 

people’s reaction to the in-group’s wrong doing in the Israeli-Palestinian conflict. The result 

showed that patriotism was positively related to group based guilt for the ingroup’s past moral 

violations among Israeli students, but nationalism was negatively related. If national identity is 

uni-dimensional, their research results could not be explained: the same high identifiers with 

their country showed exactly the opposite tendencies toward their own nation’s immoral deeds 

in the past. Therefore, the thesis adopted the position to differentiate patriotism, emotional 

attachment to one’s nation, and nationalism, feelings of superiority of one’s nation over the 

others. 

Indeed, there is broad empirical evidence for the view that patriotism and nationalism 

constitute two distinct types of national identity. Kosterman and Feshbach (1989) provided 

empirical support in the United States. They developed a measure for a multifaceted national 

identity, and a factor analysis of items about national attitudes produced six factors. The first 
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two factors corresponded to patriotism and nationalism, respectively. Further, they found 

differential correlates between these different national identities and nuclear policy opinions. 

The factor of nationalism showed higher correlations with a nuclear policy scale than the 

patriotism factor. Feshbach and Sakano (1997) succeeded in replicating the result of factor 

analysis with Japanese samples. In addition, Whelan (2007) showed only nationalism was 

related positively to need for cognitive closure, right-wing authoritarianism, and social 

dominance orientation, but patriotism had a relationship with none of them. A second order 

factor analysis in her study also showed that nationalism was located in a same factor with civil 

liberties and internationalism, negatively loading on it. Feshbach and his colleagues (Feshbach, 

1987, 1991; Feshbach & Sakano, 1997) further provided that patriotism was significantly 

correlated with early attachment with the father in the US and with both parents in Japan. They 

argued the result showed that patriotism is an extension of people’s attachment with their 

parents to their nation.  

Also, Blank and Schmidt (2003) found that patriots did not derogate minority groups 

such as foreign residents and Jewish citizens, but nationalists did. They concluded that patriots 

are more likely to tolerate diversity in a society while nationalists are not. Nationalists tend to 

idealise their country and prefer homogeneity within it. In addition, a recent study revealed that 

nationalism was related positively to the tendency to attribute uniquely human emotions to their 

ingroup than an outgroup, but patriotism had a negative relationship with this infrahumanization 

tendency (Viki & Calitri, 2008). Similarly, nationalists showed fears about European integration, 

and opposed to it, focusing on the costs of the integration while showing intolerance toward 

different views, but patriots did not, considering possible benefits to improve Polish economy 

and open to opposing opinions (Skarzynska & de Zavala, 2006). Finally, different modes of 

identification had opposing relations to feelings of group-based guilt in a consistent manner 

(Roccas et al., 2006), and only nationalism but not patriotism mediated the relationship of the 

need for closure with a preference for military action to solve an international conflict, for 

instance involving Iraq (Golec, Federico, Cislak, & Dial, 2006). The results of these studies 

suggest that patriotism and nationalism are both involved in positive ingroup evaluation, but 

different with regard to their implications for enduring diversity, outgroup discrimination or 
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ingroup moral violation.  

 

2.2 Temporal Dimension of National Identity 

One way of conceptualising the difference between patriotism and nationalism is to 

consider the temporal dimension of national identity as suggested by Mummendey and her 

colleagues’ work. Mummendey, Klink, and Brown (2001) empirically demonstrated patriotism 

and nationalism can be primed by a task of comparing the participants’ current nation with 

others. When they were asked to compare the current state with the historical past of their own 

nation, patriotism-like national identity was activated. That is, national identification was not 

related to outgroup derogation in this condition. Nationalism-like national identity, on the other 

hand, was activated when they compared their nation with other contemporary nation. In this 

condition, people showed attitudes of outgroup derogation if their identification was stronger. 

That is, a task of comparing the past and present of their country, namely, thinking about their 

country along the temporal dimension, primed patriostic national identity, whereas a task of 

comparing participants’ own nation with other nations, namely, thinking about their country 

along the contemporary intergroup dimension, primed a nationalistic identity with their country.  

These findings may be interpreted as suggesting that reminding people of historical 

changes prompts patriotism, but contemporary international comparisons exacerbate 

nationalism. This model is, however, inconsistent with some research findings. Bilewicz (2007) 

found that reminding history could elicit a nationalism-like attitude toward an outgroup when 

two groups had a conflict in the past. They made either historical or contemporary issues salient 

in an intergroup contact context between Poles and Jews, and found positive contact effects only 

in the contemporary issue condition. That is, they found greater perceived similarity with and 

liking of the other group when they discussed about current political and personal issues than 

when they talked about the Holocaust centred historical issues. This was explained by differing 

views about the role of Poles in the Holocaust between two national groups: One group 

regarded Poles as bystanders or even as co-operators to the massacre of Jews in Poland during 

the Second World War, but the other disagree with it. Also, a recent study (Wohl & Branscombe, 

2008) demonstrated that Jewish Canadians experienced less collective guilt for Israel’s harmful 
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actions in Palestine, when they were reminded of the Holocaust. A comparable result was found 

with people in the US: they felt less collective guilt for their ingroups harm doing toward Iraqis, 

after reminded of either the 9/11 attacks in 2001, or the Pearl Harbor invasion by Japanese. 

These results imply that people can be narrow-minded toward an outgroup with a current 

conflict when an event of historical victimisation is salient, even though that particular outgroup 

was not responsible for victimising their ingroup. 

Therefore, getting people to engage in a historical comparison or reminding them 

about their country’s history may sometimes lead to nationalism-like feeling toward outgroups, 

and contemporary issues or symbols possibly link to patriotism-like feelings. One possible 

explanation about this inconsistency may be the “content” of the past and present, or what 

actually happened in the past and what is actually happening at present. In particular, whether 

they had or have conflicts or competitive relationships in the past or present may play an 

important role. Historical reminding may lead to an acceptance of an outgroup if there were no 

intergroup conflicts with the outgroup. In contrast, historical reminding with an outgroup may 

result in a rejection of the group, when there were many conflicts with the outgroup in the past. 

Also, contemporary issues or intergroup comparisons may remind people of similarities or 

differences between groups, depending on a social or political situation they are in. Again, if 

they have conflict between groups, then a discussion of current political issues may arguably 

exacerbate intergroup dislike and nationalism-like national identity.  

Therefore, it is anticipated that patriotism would be prominent if there were few salient 

past intergroup hostilities in history, but nationalism could be prevalent if the conflicts persisted 

over decades or even centuries, when people compare the past and present of their country. In 

between, it is arguable that national identity can be explained partly by patriotism and partly by 

nationalism, if a country’s history includes some hostile events involving other nations. 

Consequently, what matters for patriotism and nationalism may not be the modes of reminding 

or comparison (historical vs. contemporary), but what those modes provoke in people’s minds 

(solidarity and cooperation vs. conflict and hostility). Also, whether patriotism or nationalism 

characterise national identity may vary as a function of how long and severe conflict-laden 

history and current problems a country has. 
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So far, a prominent research stream was discussed from the viewpoint of the subjective 

meaning of national identity (Huddy, 2001): patriotism, nationalism, and their implications 

about denigration and hostility toward outgroup. It is noteworthy that the content of national 

history is likely to play an important role in this two faceted national identity. Thinking about 

national history may enable us to develop further the perspective of multifaceted national 

identity. Arguably, one other way in which people construe the meaning of their national 

identity is through consideration of their national history. Therefore, this thesis proposes a new 

conception of national identity with historical meaning, as another subjective meaning that may 

be attached to national identity.  

  

2.3 National History and National Identity 

The preceding review suggests that, despite some prominent exceptions such as 

Memmendey et al.’s (2001), national identity has been conceptualised in a largely atemporal 

manner, without paying close attention to how people think of their national history, that is, how 

their country has come to the current state through historical changes from the past. There are 

only a few empirical studies that have explicitly examined national identity in relation to 

national history (e.g., Huang et al., 2004; Mummendey et al. 2001; Sahdra & Ross, 2007; Sani 

et al., 2007). In these studies, cultural, national or ethnic identity refers to social identity based 

on cultural, national, or ethnic groupings. These terms are frequently used interchangeably so 

that arguments and discussion about national identity are often applicable to cultural identity as 

well. 

Some studies showed that national identity is directly related to historical perception of 

a nation. Liu and his colleagues have, for instance, examined the relationship between the 

‘double identity’ and national history in Taiwan (Huang et al., 2004). The double identity refers 

to Taiwan’s current dilemma between cultural and national identity, Chinese and Taiwanese, due 

to its history. They revealed that Taiwanese shared similar representations about important 

historical events of Taiwan across three demographic groups but evaluated their political leaders 

in their national history differently, showing a degree of ingroup favouritism. That is, one group 

of Taiwanese evaluated their own historical leaders (e.g., Chiang Kai-shek, an important figure 
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in the independence of Taiwan from the Japanese) more positively, while the leaders were 

defamed by another group. 

Sahdra and Ross’s research (2007) further studied the relationship between identity and 

history by examining how different identities result in different representations of events in 

national history. They asked participants to list positive and negative historical events and 

analysed their historical memory in terms of the level of national identity. They revealed that 

those who identified strongly with their country recalled more positive historical events. In their 

second study, they manipulated Canadian participants’ identification with their country, and 

showed that high identifiers with Canada recalled more positive than negative historical events 

involving Canada. These two studies revealed that people’s memory about historical events can 

be biased favourably towards their own cultural group if they identify highly with it. 

Consequently, the historical, temporal dimension appears to be an important aspect of 

national identity. The thesis regards national identity as people’s conceptions about their own 

country, which are influenced by and also influences their views about their country in relation 

to other countries as well as about their country’s current state in relation to its historical past. 

According to this conceptualisation, not only the comparison between their country and other 

countries but also the comparison between the current state and the past of their country may 

contribute to the formulation of national identity. If people conceive differently the current and 

past states of their country, some people may feel belongingness to their country because of 

their satisfaction with its current state, but others may do so due to their memory of its past 

glory. At the same time, they may also evaluate the past and present of their country as such. In 

other words, the concept of ‘ingroup’ with which people have strong identification may contain 

not only the current state but also its history, namely the past of the group as well.  

Congruent with this line of conceptualisation, many psychologists pointed out the 

importance of group history in social identity, especially in real world settings. For instance, in 

her criticism of the minimal group paradigm of social identity research, Huddy (2001) argued 

when a group has an established history, the meaning of its membership may arise over time by 

history and culture. Other psychology and social science researchers also pointed out that 

history and culture are important factors regarding how groups are understood (Edensor, 2002; 
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Hopkins & Reicher, 1996), and people are actively involved in those meaning making activities 

while being influenced by situational accessibility of some meanings (Hopkins & Reicher, 

1996). Especially, they may selectively remember certain past events and forget others, 

constructing collective imaginations of a desirable national history (Bruner, 2005).  

In what follows, two broad approaches to the temporal and historical dimension of 

national identity are discussed. The first general approach examines aspects of national identity 

in the contemporary world generally without paying specific attention to each nation’s particular 

circumstances and the content of its national history. The second particularistic approach 

examines the content of each nation’s particular history and its social psychological implications. 

 

2.4 General Aspects of the Temporal Dimension of National Identity 

In considering the temporal and historical dimension of national identity, two general 

aspects can be construed. One is people’s identification with their country as it currently is 

(present identification), and the other is their identification with their country’s past (past 

identification). If indeed national identity as is usually construed does have a temporal 

dimension, one straightforward, but critical prediction of this perspective is that people’s present 

and past identifications with their nation should jointly predict their overall national 

identification. Since this proposition has not been directly tested in the literature to the best of 

my knowledge, however, the thesis will examine this empirically. 

 

2.4.1 Determinants of Temporally Framed National Identifications 

Social psychological literature has begun to examine psychological constructs that may 

predict general aspects of the temporal dimension of national identity. The prominent example is 

Sani and his colleagues’ (Sani et al., 2007). They suggested that an important aspect of people’s 

social identity is that their ingroup is an entity that persists in time, and proposed the concept of 

perceived collective continuity (PCC), perceptions that their ingroup has existed continuously 

over time. According to them, PCC consists of two aspects: cultural and historical continuity 

(cultural and historical PCCs). Historical PCC involves a coherent narrative along the temporal 

dimension of a country and is less emotionally charged than cultural PCC. On the other hand, 
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cultural PCC is emotionally charged in people’s minds and involves long-lasting values held by 

a group. They found that people’s feelings of cultural and historical continuity of a group were 

positively associated with their group identification. Also, cultural and historical PCC predicted 

collective self-esteem. Another study (Sani, Bowe, & Herrera, 2008) replicated that PCC is 

related to collective self-esteem, as well as demonstrated that PCC heightened social well-being. 

They argued that people’s enhanced PCC lowered feelings of misfit with their society, and 

imbued their lives with meaning and permanence. The results can be interpreted as suggesting 

that people’s perceived culture and history of their nation can be a basis of their national identity. 

 Further, they demonstrated mortality salience enhanced their PCC, which, in turn, 

heightened their national identification in Spain (Sani, Herrera, & Bowe, 2009). Mortality 

salience refers to the awareness of the fact that everyone will eventually die. According to terror 

management theory (see Pyszczynski, Greenberg, & Solomon, 1999 for more detail), people 

feel anxious when they become aware of their own mortality, and in order to reduce this anxiety, 

they are motivated to feel that their existence can at least symbolically persist over time beyond 

their own death. This sense of symbolic immortality can be achieved by belonging to a 

temporally continuing ingroup. To the extent that they perceive their ingroup to be temporally 

continuing (i.e., high perceived collective continuity), they are more strongly identified with 

their ingroup. The implications of these studies could be that when people perceive the group as 

temporally and historically continuous, they tended to identify more strongly with their ingroup 

such as their nation. 

Another line of research showed possible opposite situation when people feel 

discontinuity of their group. One recent study on organisational integration (van Knippenberg, 

van Knippenberg, Monden, & de Lima, 2002) revealed that a merger can be happily endorsed 

only when organisation members perceive some continuity between before and after the 

integration. If the group looks too different after a merger when compared with before the 

merger, organisation members may feel that the group is not their group any longer, thereby 

resulting in low identification with it. In line with this, Sani (2005) showed that factions seceded 

from the former group of the Church of England because they perceived a change accepted by 

the majority in the Church as a fissure in the temporal continuity of the Church, subverting the 
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religious identity. When people believe that their group’s identity has been subverted, their 

negative emotions increased and group identification decreased.  

A recent study seems to provide a possible explanation about the merger and schism, 

and their relationship with group identity. Vignoles, Regalia, Manzi, Golledge, and Scabini 

(2006) demonstrated that people seek personal or collective identities that can satisfy some core 

psychological needs, such as a need for self-continuity. Therefore, an ingroup that is perceived 

as historically and culturally continuous increases the sense of self-continuity and, in turn, this 

enhanced sense of self-continuity strengthens social identification. In addition, people rated the 

components that provided a greater sense of temporal continuity within their lives as more 

crucial and they were happier with them.  

The relationship between perceived continuity and identity appears to hold in personal 

identity area as well. Locke (1690) pointed out that psychological continuity is a basis of 

personal identity, the awareness that her past and current self are the same person. A person 

achieves the psychological continuity because she remembers what she thought and did in the 

past, even if her physical body and her personality change as time goes by. According to Locke 

(1694), personal identity is a bundle of memories and the temporal connection from our past 

self to the future self is a purely mental phenomenon. Furthermore, a recent study found that 

people’s life stories are revised as they get older and gained a greater understanding about 

themselves (McLean, 2008). The author argued that these life stories help people to construct 

personal continuity, which in turn changes their personal identity.  

How do these arguments about cultural and historical perceived collective continuity 

apply to temporally framed national identifications? On the one hand, when people perceive 

their national culture to have persisted from the past to present (cultural PCC), they may be 

proud of their national past as well as their present, resulting in enhanced identification with 

both the past and the present. This is because cultural PCC implies that there exists one and the 

same cultural essence of the nation for both its present and its past. If one cherishes this national 

essence, one should feel identified with the nation as an entity that transcends time, and 

therefore with the nation’s past as well as its present.  

On the other hand, if people believe that their nation is temporally continuous based on 
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their knowledge about their country’s past and present (historical PCC), they may perceive 

psychologically more connected to their country, but only to its present, not necessarily with its 

past. That is, historical PCC may enhance national identification with the present but not with 

the past. This is because historical PCC implies that it is of utmost importance how the nation 

has become what it is now, but it is immaterial where it came from. Regardless of what the past 

was like, as long as there is a causal chain that has produced what the nation is now, historical 

PCC is increased; when historical PCC is high, it may provide a good reason for feeling good 

about the nation’s present (present identification), but it may not be particularly relevant for 

one’s identification with the nation’s past (past identification). Therefore, historical PCC may be 

associated with present identification only, but cultural PCC may be associated positively with 

both past and present identifications.  

Although innovative and generative of new research, Sani’s (Sani et al., 2007) concept 

of perceived collective continuity seems to capture only one end of the temporal dimension of 

national identity, that is, its past. When a nation is conceptualised as temporally enduring, there 

is the other end should be considered, that is, its future, and particularly, the currently unfolding 

process of globalisation. Social scientists pointed out that national identity deals with not only 

who we are or where we have come from, but also what we might become (Hall, 1996). The 

phenomenon of globalisation, therefore, may promote a “mutation” of national identity (Cubitt, 

1998). Thus, globalisation and national identity may be inextricably interlinked (Edensor, 2002).  

There are various expectations about globalisation and what it is bringing to us. Some 

predict even more complex mixtures of cultures (e,g., Arnett, 2002; Hermans & Dimaggio, 

2007; Hermans & Kempen, 1998). This could influence people’s sense of national continuity 

from the past to the present and to the future. That is, globalisation may make salient social 

changes from the past to the present and future, exacerbating the feeling of discontinuity in their 

national history. To the extent that people value globalization, they may, or may be motivated to, 

think that their country’s future is discontinuous from its past. If this line of reasoning is correct, 

people’s attitudes toward globalisation could function as an inverse of perceived continuity, and 

influence national identification in a way opposite to PCC.  

In particular, people’s attitudes toward globalisation may also have an effect on the 
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temporally framed national identifications, namely, identifications with the past and with the 

present. In industrialised societies at least, positive attitudes to globalisation imply perceptions 

of major changes and discontinuities from the past into the future. As explicated above, as long 

as the changes are considered to be discontinuous from the past, this change perception could be 

negatively related to national identification. In this case, however, the link between attitudes 

towards globalisation and national identification would be mediated by past identification. If 

people regard globalisation and concomitant social changes favourably, they may be less 

identified with their tradition (lower identification with the past). Conversely, if people regard 

globalisation unfavourably, they may be motivated to consider rapid changes such as 

globalisation as a source of erosion of their own good culture (this would imply higher 

identifications with the past). Nonetheless, attitudes toward globalisation are not expected to 

have a systematic relationship with present identification, because greater endorsement of the 

current situation of a country (high present identifications) could stem from both the continuing 

tradition and rapid changes. 

Figure 2.1 presents a hypothesised model of the relationships among perceived 

collective continuity, attitudes towards globalisation, and national identifications. This model 

shows different characteristics among senses of continuity and between temporally framed 

identities, demonstrating convergent and divergent validities of those concepts. Consistent with 

Sani et al.’s study (2007), PCC is expected to predict general identification positively, but this 

effect is hypothesised to be mediated by the past and present identifications in the model. 

Specifically, cultural PCC would be positively linked to general identification, via both 

temporally framed identifications. On the other hand, historical PCC would contribute to 

general identification, through only present identification. As for attitudes toward globalisation, 

they are likely to be linked negatively to past identifications. 
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Figure 2.1. A conceptual model of how the sense of continuities shapes national identifications.  

Note: PCC – perceived collective continuity, Global Att - Attitude toward globalisation; Id - 

identification; � positive and - -> negative association 

 

2.5 Particular Aspects of the Temporal Dimension of National Identity: National History 

As pointed out earlier, the specific contents of national history are important in 

considering patriotism and nationalism: a distinction between benign and hostile national 

identity. That is, patriotism and nationalism were produced not by temporality per se, that is, 

reminding about historical or contemporary events about a nation, but by the contents of the 

historical events (Bilewicz, 2007; Kemmelmeier & Winter, 2008; Wohl & Branscombe, 2008). 

Therefore, particular contents of national history that people use when they think about the 

history of their nation would be worthy of examination in relation to national identity. 

One way to study historical contents of a nation is to investigate historical narratives of 

the nation. People are likely to think about the history of their nation in terms of stories (Liu & 

Hilton, 2005). These historical narratives reflect their views about the relationship between their 

country’s present and its past. The thesis will investigate historical narratives of two different 

countries, Korea and Australia, and their psychological functions in relation to national identity. 

 

2.5.1 Historical Narratives 

Conceptualising people’s perceptions about their national history as narratives is 
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Past Id 
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General Id 
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Cultural PCC 
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relatively new to psychology, but not in other academic fields. In fact, many social scientists 

have noted that history is often socially constructed in a narrative form, and the debate on the 

narrative properties of understanding and explaining history has continued since the 1960s (for a 

review, Roberts, 2001). In the debate, White (1981) suggested that an image of coherency and 

continuity in accounts for historical events is the effect of narrative. He insisted that any 

recorded list of historical events has gaps in it, and that what fills in the gaps between the events 

is morality, and cultural values. He argued that narrative typically presents a moral perspective. 

Furthermore, any attempts at an account of real events, such as history, result in a narrative. In 

other words, the historical facts may set limits to which particular story should be told, but they 

would not dictate it. Thus, historians make a story by ranking events in regard to their 

significance in their cultural system, as they attempt to explain why and how some sequence of 

historical events occurred. White acknowledged that a historical narrative is by no means 

complete or incontestable so that the meaning is shifted when the narrative changes. His 

argument implies that historical narratives reflect current cultural values, and one narrative can 

be replaced with an alternative; different moral values are more or less emphasised in so doing. 

In line with White’s (1981) argument, some recent sociological studies provided 

evidence that there can be different stories about a single group. Zegeye (2004), for example, 

discussed narrative changes about the identity of the Beta Israel (black Jews in Ethiopia) in its 

history. According to the study, it has been controversial whether the identity of Beta Israel is 

truly Jewish. On one hand, the Beta Israel have considered themselves as descendents of Jews, 

and kept their religious rituals, tradition, and plan to go back to Jerusalem. On the other hand, 

other religious communities regarded the Beta Israel as mere pagans or strangers and the belief 

of Beta Israel as one transmitted into Ethiopia form Arabia. Based on the oral and written 

historical evidence, this study showed how the identity of black Jews of Ethiopia has fluctuated 

due to cultural, political and economic influences from Israel and in Ethiopia. Therefore, the 

author rejected the identity of the Beta Israel as a singular notion, but rather can have multiple 

story lines.  

Similarly, other researchers suggested that there are multiple versions of historical 

narratives of technological changes. For example, Pinch and Bijker (1987) illustrated how 
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representations of the pneumatic tyre were changed from an unstable innovation to a proper 

solution around 1890s. The air tyre was initially meant as a solution to a vibration problem of a 

bicycle for some engineers. However, for another group of engineers, it was an unnecessary 

accessory only giving a bicycle an awful look. The pneumatic tyre was accepted widely by 

people, however, when cyclists using it outpaced other competitors in races. They insisted that 

the controversy regarding the air tyre innovation was solved finally, not so much as a solution of 

vibration as an issue of speed. This study showed that technological innovations are open to 

multiple interpretations, sometimes at least.  

Also, Dawson and Buchanan (2007) criticised that it is the result of ignorance of 

political process to narrate technological change as a single linear developmental sequence of 

events. They argued that each story of multiple versions of technological change narratives can 

influence an organisation’s decision making, such as the organisation’s investment for new 

technology, and therefore should be regarded as a political resource. It implies the importance of 

the technology change narratives in political processes. Also the study argued that different 

narratives compete with each other for the status of a dominant change account. In turn, the 

account of a historical change can shape perceptions of the change and future directions.   

Multiple narratives can be found even in the area of the history of science. For example, 

Kuhn (1962) provided a perspective that science has changed through paradigm shifts in history, 

such as the revolutionary change in the way the universe was conceptualised by Copernicus. 

However, Lyotard (1979) presented a different view about the fall of scientific grand narratives 

(e.g., rational humanity by and for science, enlightenment, or progress of history) based on post-

modernism. Although both philosophers rejected the well-known positivism as a change 

mechanism of science, and agreed with a non-linear history of science, their explanations 

differed in their theorising about the driver of changes in science.  

On one hand, Kuhn (1962) argued that a crisis can emerge when a paradigmatic 

scientific theory cannot solve research problems to the point where researchers consensually 

acknowledged the paradigm’s weakness. According to him, problems that can not be solved by 

a theory always exist, but they do not normally falsify the theory. Science in normal times 

regards these problems as “anomalies,” which connote minor exceptions, and its importance far 
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less than that of the insights the theory provides in answering other research questions. However, 

when anomalies are accumulated then a crisis of the science can be created, so that a failure of 

the old paradigm is recognised and scientists begin to search for a new paradigm. It may result 

in “a paradigm shift.” In his view, changes in science have arisen and been solved inside science 

throughout history.  

On the other hand, Lyotard (1979) pointed out that the scientific crisis accumulated 

since the end of 19th century, regarding objectivity or universalism of science, was not created 

inside science but from technological progress and capitalistic expansion. What happened after 

the industrial revolution is that reciprocity between technology and wealth. Technology makes 

more profits, and in turn a portion of the earning is invested into research that will make further 

surplus profits. This is where technology meets capitalism as a force of performance 

improvement within science. In his perspective, sources of a scientific crisis and change do not 

lie inside the science itself, but outside of it. From the perspective of the studies described above, 

there will always be a number of competing narratives of historical changes.  

 

2.5.2 Multiple Forms of National Historical Narratives 

All countries around the world have clearly experienced a great deal of changes in the 

past centuries. What forms of national historical narratives of those changes can there be? A 

recent study by Kashima, Bain, Haslam, Peters, Laham, et al. (2009) provides some basis for 

further exploration. They found that people at least in industrialised societies such as Australia 

have a folk theory about social change. That is, the industrialisation and technological 

development are believed to be a natural course of social change, and as the change proceeds, 

the society is likely to become more competent, but less communal. People could apply such 

general ideas about social change to their national history. If they focus on the change in 

competence – how well organised and skilful their country has become – then the story is one of 

an upward movement. However, if they take into consideration the change in communality – 

how callous their country has become – then the story can be one of contrast between the 

development and the loss of communality. Thus, if some competing narratives exist in 

contemporary industrialised societies, the thesis suggests that they may be those of national 
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progress and of cultural contrast. 

In fact, research in historical sociology provides some support for this line of thinking. 

First, the concept of progress in history is prevalent in many current societies. According to 

Nisbet (1980), progress has been one of the most important concepts and values at least in the 

Western societies. He suggested that freedom, equality, material, and technological development 

are perceived as not just cherished but also necessary, as the belief of linear progress of human 

history becomes more sacred. In the academic field of history, many scholars have echoed the 

belief of historical progress. For example, Carr (1964) strongly believed human history has 

progressed from the past to the present, even if the centre of the progress could be changed from 

Europe in the past to other area such as Asia or Africa in the present. Moreover, the progress 

would continue to the future, and reach to a utopia at the end. Also for Weber, one of the 

founders of sociology, human history was the development of human rationality, which in turn 

reincarnated itself into economic and social system (Blaut, 2000). 

The view that the progress of human history can be achieved by human force is based 

on the strong optimism from the belief in human rationality from the age of Enlightenment 

(Nisbet, 1980). For instance, Marx and Engels (1848) conceptualised social system as defined 

by the way of production, and foresaw what the future society would look like. Based on a 

materialistic interpretation of history, he reasoned that the capitalistic society would inevitably 

perish due to its intrinsic conflict, and the labour class could build a more moral, egalitarian, and 

free society, under the name of communism. However, the communistic society that Marx had 

innocently predicted has never come true in human history. Although almost a bicentennial 

period passed after his prophecy, the utopia for the complete equality and freedom organized by 

the labour class is out of reach. Even after the Marxian idea has failed to come true when the 

Soviet Union fell down, however, the faith in human progress does not seem to have perished; 

rather it has continued in different forms. For example, some futurologist enthusiastically 

proclaimed that the current scientific and technological development (Toffler, 1980), especially 

information technology (IT; Negroponte, 1995), can bring about totally different, new society in 

terms of freedom, equality and true democracy (individual independence from the governmental 

power). 
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Among different domains of human progress, the domain of economic growth could 

be especially significant in some parts of the world. In early nineteenth century, the United 

Kingdom (UK) succeeded in the industrial revolution and developed their economy far more 

than other European countries. In the later 19th century, Germany followed the UK by 

developing the heavy and chemical industry as a centre of their economy, called the second 

industrial revolution (Shin, 2008). After the Second World War, the economy of the East Asia 

recorded a rapid economic growth, which had no precedence in human history (Cho, Chang, 

Cha, & Choi, 2009). During the 1950s, Japanese recovered their economy out of the damages 

from the Second World War. In the 1960s, Korea, Taiwan, Hong Kong, and Singapore began to 

develop their economy, followed by Indonesia, and Malaysia after the 1980s. Also, China, India, 

Brazil, Russia, Vietnam, Dubai, and Angola had high growth records in the 21st century (Shin, 

2008). People in these areas could possibly perceive economic changes as one of the most 

prominent changes from the past to present.  

Also, economic growth is sometimes linked to political development. The idea of 

progress had a strong affinity with the belief of economic development in the Enlightenment 

Age, so that an enhancement of freedom was conceived as inseparable with economic growth 

(Nisbet, 1980). Since Western countries have become more prosperous since the Industrial 

Revolution in the 18th century, much of the rest of the world has been colonised by the Western 

World Powers (Shin, 2009; Yun, 2006). Out of these experiences, the idea of equating social 

advancement with economic development has become popular under the name of modernisation 

in such areas like South Korea (e.g., Kwak, 2007; Textbook Forum, 2008; for the critics, see 

Hong, 2009; Lee & Kang, 2009; Park, 2009). 

On the other hand, the idea of progress has not been able to completely characterize 

people’s views about their national history. Not only is human rationality unable to foresee the 

future, but there are also many sources that possibly bring a fissure among people. One of them 

could be a crevice of traditional versus modern lifestyles. It may have originated partly from 

different speeds of cultural and material development: the former tends to resist change for a 

long time, while the latter tends to evolve rapidly (Ogburn, 1957). This discrepancy between 

two developments may arguably cause social problems and conflicts. Current technology 



 

 27

changed people’s way of living so greatly, for example, that they can communicate instantly 

with others even in a very remote place through the internet. They can even take lectures or 

work at home. However, the new way of life such as sitting on a computer all day long rather 

than communicating face to face with family or friends nearby may seem strange to some other 

people. They might think the technology of telecommunication provided more competence but 

deprive their society of communality (see Kashima et al., 2009).  

From the contrast perspective of national history, the rosy utopia possibly made out of 

science and technological development could turn into a gloomy dystopia. For example, the fact 

that IT can sometimes facilitate while other times hinder the access to information has been 

pointed out (Cho, 2002; Feather, 2000; Kim, 1994; Min, 2002). On one hand, IT paves a 

convenient way to accumulate, classify, and search for data, but on the other hand, raises the 

cost of infrastructure for the access to information, resulting in the situation where only those 

who can afford the high expenses can participate in the communication revolution. Therefore, 

IT could exacerbate the phenomenon of the-rich-get-richer-the-poor-get-poorer across countries 

and across people inside a country, only changing the traditional rich and poor into the 

information rich and poor. In addition to this different version of social inequality, the 

computerisation of administration based on the IT development begins to create great worries of 

privacy invasion by the government (Lee, Myeong, & Lim, 2004; Min, 2002), just like the 

Panopticon described by Foucault (1975).  

These viewpoints criticise that the progress belief is so optimistic that it could 

constrain numerous possibilities about what may happen with the new technology. If people 

want a hopeful future with it, then they should consider solving current problems. Increased 

information could be generally intended to promote such consumerism, that the information 

society can be a just playground for the rich who pursue only their pleasure. This enhanced 

consumerism may drive the earth endangered outside its resilience, which will make the life of 

the poor more miserable in polluted and destructed environments. At this point, not only new 

information related technology, but whole technology could be in question sometimes. 

Developing economy and material life could connote exploiting and destroying the natural 

environment, depriving the future generation of opportunities to enjoy it. Consequently, issues 
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like sustainable development, conserving natural environment, and developing local cultures 

began to demand people’s attention, raising their centrality when discussing economy and 

environment (e.g., Barbier, Burgess, & Folke, 1994).  

If we turn our attention to non-Western societies such as Asian countries, the situation 

becomes more dramatic. That is, frictions could occur in local culture, brought by foreign 

cultural information travelling in our open societies toward globalisation. Some psychologists 

examined psychological responses toward globalisation (Chen & Chiu, 2010; Fu & Chiu, 2010; 

for a review, Chiu & Cheng, 2007). They found that people felt greater differences between 

different cultures when they are simultaneously exposed to cultural symbols originated from 

those countries. For example, urban Chinese people tended to differentiate Chinese culture from 

Western culture more strongly than rural Chinese, because the former were exposed more 

frequently to foreign culture than the latter (Chen & Chiu, 2010). Therefore, even if the 

influence of global culture has been appreciated by local people, they still hold positive regard 

for local values at the same time, just as Hong Kong Chinese do for the traditional Chinese 

values (Fu & Chiu, 2010).  

On the other hand, new ideas and people brought from other countries could create 

conflicts and confuse people, possibly ending up generating anger or aggression (see Arnett, 

2002; Hermans & Dimaggio, 2007). In some countries, globalisation has been regarded as a 

correlate of an erosion of tradition, Westernisation, or even Americanisation (Arnett, 2002; 

Hermans & Dimaggio, 2007). Further, Western values are blamed for an increase in juvenile 

delinquency, and individualism is viewed as selfishness (for a review, see Arnett, 2002). This 

narrative of cultural contrast (between traditional and modern culture) could be an expression of 

nostalgia for traditional social norms. Arnnet (2002), and Hermans and Dimaggio (2007) 

analysed the phenomenon of globalisation and its implications for people’s psychological 

experiences as such, and argued that people are ambivalent about globalisation because of the 

conflicting perspectives of economic development and eroded tradition.  

Consequently, national progress and cultural contrast narratives are concerned with 

how people perceive the relationship between the new and the traditional state of their nation. 

They both take for granted the historical changes from the past to the present; however, they are 
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different in terms of how to interpret those changes. The progress narrative considers that the 

changes from the past to the president are good and indispensable, while the contrast narrative 

interprets as a possible source of the erosion of the tradition. 

 

2.5.3 Role of Multiple Historical Narratives 

If people have multiple narratives about their country’s history, evaluations of historical 

events could be different depending on the narrative they adopt. For example, if they think 

their national history is a perpetual process of progress, then they might think even rapid social 

changes are good for their nation because they represent another instance of further progress. 

On the other hand, if they believe their national history as a conflict between the national 

tradition and the modernising forces of technology and globalisation, they might think any 

social change, especially originated from the outside of the country, is dangerous to their 

nation. To put it simply, this thinking implies that historical narratives may impact on people’s 

evaluations of their country’s historical trends. What about perceptions of historical changes? 

As for the historical change perception per se, there is no reason for it to be influenced by 

narratives, because both narratives emphasise historical changes similarly.  

Furthermore, historical narrative may paly a significant role in national identity 

construction. That is, different historical narratives may lead people to attend to different aspects 

of their national history, and in turn the attended aspect may provide a systematic basis for 

feeling strong identification with their country. For instance, a national progress narrative may 

lead people to pay closer attention to their country’s economic or political changes. In this case, 

those who evaluate these changes to be more positive may identify with their country more 

strongly. However, it is not the case with the narrative of cultural contrast. Those who adopt a 

cultural contrast narrative may pay attention to problems that the economic or political changes 

have created. Therefore, their evaluation of these changes may have negative relationships with 

national identification, because these economic and political changes could be interpreted as a 

possible source of social problems to be dealt with. That is, if they evaluate these changes more 

negatively, then they may identify with their country more strongly. 
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Taken together, this line of reasoning implies that the historical narratives may channel 

people’s evaluations about historical changes to relate to national identity in different ways. 

This goes one step further from the existing literature that has documented the positive 

relationship between national history and national identity, and suggests historical narratives 

moderate the relationship between historical evaluations and national identity. If they hold 

different types of historical narrative about their nation, then they may relate the changes and 

continuities of their nation differently to their national identification. In other words, historical 

narratives may contribute to the process of national identity construction.  

This possibility is supported by a series of studies on a decision making model of jurors, 

taking a narrative perspective (Pennington & Hastie, 1986, 1988, 1992). Pennington and Hastie 

(1986) investigated mental representations of evidence in decision making process. They 

showed a videotaped trial to jurors, and interviewed them using think-aloud protocols. They 

found that the evidence representation of jurors was a story form. In addition, jurors’ different 

verdicts were contingent on different stories. That is, jurors reached different decisions based 

on different evaluations of evidence, once they had different stories. For instance, jurors’ story 

of killing a person as self-defence interpreted the behaviour of the accused carrying a knife as a 

habit rather than as a goal-directed action, and using the knife in a course of fighting as a 

consequence rather than an intentional act, consequently producing a verdict of not-guilty. On 

the other hand, first-degree murder story was composed of prior intention, planning to kill, and 

execution of the intention, resulting in a verdict of guilty. 

In a delayed memory test after the trial, people tended to recognize a novel evidence 

item as presented in the previous trial when the new evidence was in line with their story of the 

case (Pennington & Hastie, 1988). The result implies people tend to construct an elaborated 

story, which endows the evidence with meaning. Further, people rated highly the importance of 

evidence items to their verdict, if they were included in their story (Pennington & Hastie, 

1988). Researchers suggested that people’s importance ratings were equivalent to the effective 

weights to different verdicts, channelled by different stories. That is, certain evidence items 

were more relevant to a certain verdict, as if those evidence items were from one factor, just 

like a result of a factor analysis. 
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In summary, evaluations about historical changes might have different relationships 

with national identification, depending on people’s narratives about their national history. As 

an example of a historical change, take globalisation. On the one hand, people may pay great 

attention to positive aspects of the globalisation of their country when they have a historical 

narrative of national progress. This attended aspect could have a systematic relationship with 

national identification in this narrative. That is, if they consider the changes due to 

globalisation positively as another chance for their nation to develop further, it may enhance 

their national identification. On the other hand, if they hold a cultural contrast historical 

narrative, they may focus on negative aspects of globalisation as a source of social problems. 

Therefore, if they consider the changes originated from globalisation negatively, they may 

identify with their nation more strongly. It is noteworthy that the historical narratives provide 

grounds where change evaluations are linked to national identification, but the direction of the 

links are different depending on the type of the narratives. In other worlds, the evaluation of 

globalisation may have a negative relationship with national identification when people hold 

cultural contrast narrative, whereas the same evaluation would heighten national identification 

if they hold national progress narrative. Table 2.1 presents a conceptual analysis of the 

relationships between national identity and historical change evaluation, as a function of 

historical narratives. 

 

Table 2.1. National narrative influences on national identity construction. 

Types of national narrative Influence 

National progress 

 

Evaluation of historical changes is positively associated with 

national identification 

(i.e., The higher evaluation, the higher identification)   

Cultural contrast Evaluation of historical changes is negatively associated with 

national identification 

(i.e., The lower evaluation, the higher identification) 
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2.5.4 Historical Narratives and Social Representations 

There is one theory in psychology that is consistent with the idea of multiple historical 

narratives. That is the theory of social representations. Historical narrative is a type of social 

representations, which were defined by Moscovici (1981) as an assemblage of ideas, beliefs, 

stories, and theories of people’s everyday lives. Social representations theory presumes that it is 

produced via communication among people, and accepted widely by them. He further proposed 

multiple phases of social representations, distinguished by how they are created and how a 

group or groups share them (Moscovici, 1988). That is, a dominant social representation could 

be uniformly shared by the majority of a group, whereas some representations could be 

produced and shared by different people, sub-groups, and groups. He insisted that social 

representations can transit from one phase (say a dominant form of social representation) to 

another (say multiple forms of social representations) in a society. 

  More specifically, Liu and Hilton (2005) laid a theoretical foundation for the idea of 

multiple narratives of national history and their relationships with national identity. According 

to them, social representations of national history have influenced the level and contents of 

national identity by informing people of their origin, their characteristics, and even their future. 

Social representations of history contribute not only to the construction of national identity, but 

also to its maintenance and change. Their theory suggests that social representations of history 

may set conditions for people’s responses to crucial social phenomena, and a core historical 

representation could guide their action. They illustrated as an example the fact that Jews 

claimed the land of Israel based on the biblical representation of their history. Moreover, 

multiple social representations of history exist in different groups: sometimes frictions may 

occur among them, followed by a compromise, or conflicts. Because of the characteristics of 

plural historical representations as guides to actions, the researchers acknowledged that the 

historical representations are open to political manipulation. 

Liu and his colleagues have recently provided empirical evidence of group differences 

of social representations of national history. One study (Liu, Wilson, McClure, & Higgins, 

1999), for example, showed that historical perceptions of subgroups of New Zealand were 

different according to their current political concerns, although there was a consensus about 
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what is the most important event in the history of New Zealand (i.e., the Treaty of Waitangi). 

European descendents of New Zealand showed a possible tendency to avoid the past of New 

Zealand by distancing themselves away from European historical wrong doings linguistically, 

employing the terms of British or European for early colonisers/settlers rather than the term 

‘Pakeha’ (a Maori term). On the other hand, Maoris (native New Zealanders) remembered the 

historical past before the colonisation in more detail than their European counterparts, and 

equated present European New Zealanders with past colonisers/settlers. Further, they showed 

there was a high consensus regarding important events in the national history of Taiwan, but 

Taiwanese evaluated their historical leaders differently as a function of their identification with 

Taiwan or China, showing ingroup favouritism (Huang et al, 2004). That is, high identifiers with 

Taiwan evaluated Taiwanese historical leader more positively than high identifiers with China, 

who evaluated Chinese leader more positively than their counterparts. Also in studies about the 

world history, people in 24 countries shared similar representations about important historical 

events and leaders, but their representations of history also showed ingroup favouritism in 

nomination frequency and evaluation of political leaders (Liu, Hilton, Hunag, Gastardo-Conarco, 

Dresler-Hawke, et al., 2005; Liu, Paez, Slawuta, Cabecinhas, Techio, et al., 2009). In other 

words, people nominated the political leaders of their own nation more frequently, and 

evaluated them more positively, even if there was a considerable consensus about who is 

important and how good the leader was in the world history.  

These studies provide a body of evidence that shows people have different historical 

narratives, which give different meanings to historical events and actors, and that people who 

belong to different social groups adopt different historical narratives so as to represent their 

group and their identity in a more favourable light. Then, the next question is whether 

situational factors can make salient different historical narratives in the same group of people. 

 

2.5.5 Dynamics of National Identity Construction 

Most theorists of social identity suggest that social identity is influenced by situations 

(see Huddy, 2001; Tajfel & Turner, 1979; Turner, 1987). National identity, one type of social 

identity, may be influenced by situational factors as well. Accordingly, a number of studies 
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showed that a different national identity can be primed. ‘Priming’ is defined as a procedure that 

temporarily activates some mental representations, thus increasing their accessibility (Higgins, 

1996). That is, a priming procedure can increase the possibility of accessing certain knowledge 

representations that are already stored in memory. Once accessed, these mental states with 

certain knowledge representations activated can influence psychological processes, judgement 

or feeling.  

For instance, Sahdra and Ross (2007) manipulated participants’ national identification 

temporarily by asking them to describe events in which they felt similar to or different from 

other people. The logic of this priming procedure was that thinking about differences increases a 

need for differentiation whereas thinking about similarities would increase a need for 

assimilation, which in turn would result in high vs. low identification, respectively. In other 

words, they could have a desire to be perceived as similar with other people in a group, when a 

priming procedure makes them aware of how much they are different from others. It could 

result in a strong identification with their country. On the other hand, their national 

identification could be low, if they want to look different from others, when they are asked to 

think about their resemblance with others. Other researchers primed national identity by 

showing an image of the flag of the United States (Butz, Plant, & Doerr, 2007; Kemmelmeier & 

Winter, 2008; Skitka, 2005). Therefore, national identity needs to be treated as a dynamic 

configuration rather than a static one.  

A few recent studies included cultural and historical representations in the priming 

procedure of cultural values. Chiu and his colleagues exposed Hong Kong Chinese people to 

pictures of Chinese traditional icons (e.g., stone monkey; Hong, Chiu, & Kung, 1997). They 

found that participants in the cultural priming condition showed more elevated endorsement of 

Chinese cultural values than those in the non-culutral priming condition (i.e., geometric figure). 

Given that the close relationship between identity and endorsement of ingroup values, the result 

can be interpreted as heightened identification with China. In addition, cultural priming 

produced different cognitive consequences regarding self-construal (Sui, Zhu, & Chiu, 2007). 

Beijing Chinese described themselves as equally independent and interdependent, when they 

were exposed to Chinese cultural symbols. On the other hand, they listed more independent and 
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less interdependent self-statements, when the US cultural cues were used.  

Further, bicultural people could switch their inferences about cultural values repeatedly 

in experiments using cultural priming (Fu, Chiu, Morris, & Young, 2007). Researchers asked 

Hong Kong Chinese and Chinese-Americans whether a word was presented in a sentence. Even 

if the word is absent in the sentence, a decision takes longer when the word and the sentence 

contained contents from the same culture than from different cultures. The study showed that 

bicultural people’s decision time was longer if they decide whether a word “obedience” was in a 

sentence “Tai-chi is good for one’s health” (because both were from Chinese culture) than 

whether “freedom” was in the sentence. When both were from the US culture, the delayed 

decision was also obtained. The results suggested that the cultural contents of a sentence evoked 

cultural values, and people infer more than what they saw in the sentence, hesitating to reject a 

word conveying the same cultural value. The study showed the cognitive flexibility (they can 

switch cultural mode according to environmental stimuli) as well as rigidity (they had 

difficulties rejecting cultural consistent stimuli) of bicultural people.  

Another study demonstrated even further how cultural symbols could prime cultural 

rigidity in people’s mindset (Chiu, Mallorie, Keh, & Law, 2009). The study presented both 

Chinese and the US cultural images side by side, and obtained Chinese and the US people’s 

distorted perception that their ingroup members were more prototypical of the ingroup culture. 

That is, the juxtaposition of different cultural images made people perceive more exaggerated 

differences between two cultures, leading to an expectation that members of their own cultural 

group would have more culture specific characteristics than they really did. 

Also, there are studies that demonstrated a connection between cultural symbols and 

national identity as mentioned before. Butz et al. (2007) revealed the activation of egalitarian 

ideas led American participants to patriotism (Cf. Kemmelmeier & Winter, 2008). Being 

exposed to an image of the flag of the United States, the egalitarian ideals were perceived as the 

core values for being an American, which in turn resulted in patriotism-like national identity. 

Another study showed that one reaction toward the 911 terror attacks in 2001 was presenting the 

national flag around personal areas in the US, and this behaviour was due to patriotism, but not 

to nationalism (Skitka, 2005). The findings of these studies suggested that the flag of the US has 
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a patriotic meaning to people. This conclusion is, however, complicated by an inconsistent 

research finding. Kemmelmeier and Winter (2008) demonstrated that the national flag of the 

United States increased nationalism rather than patriotism, in keeping with the self-image of the 

US as superior and controlling other countries. These authors argued that other studies (e.g., 

Butz et al., 2007; Skitka, 2005) showing the connection between the US flag and patriotism was 

a spurious effect, due to the relationship between patriotism and nationalism. These somewhat 

inconsistent findings, nonetheless, have a convergence: Cultural symbols such as the national 

flag of the US can prime national identification. Taken together with Chiu and his colleagues’ 

studies (Chiu et al., 2009; Fu et al., 2007; Hong et al., 1997; Sui et al., 2007), it could arguably 

be the case that primed symbols heightened people’s endorsement of cultural values, in turn 

strengthening national identity. 

Penington and Hastie’s (1988, 1992) contribution was somewhat different from the 

research explicated above. In one trial experiment (Pennington & Hastie, 1988) using priming 

procedure, they demonstrated that the same list of evidence presented in a different order 

produces different verdict story in. People found the defendant of murder more often guilty 

when a presented order of evidence prompted them to produce a story of prosecution, than 

when an order of evidence promoted a defence story formulation. The strength of certain 

evidence and the confidence of their verdicts were perceived greater when the story was easily 

created by the order of the evidence. They concluded that a juror’s narrative construction is 

crucial for their interpretation of evidence. In another study (Pennington & Hastie, 1992), the 

effect of evidence order favouring one side of story (guilty or not-guilty) of a case was 

pronounced when the evidence list consisted of vague information. Therefore, the causal effect 

of story construction on evidence evaluation is more obvious when evidence credibility is low. 

Unlike judicial evaluation of evidence and decision making, people’s perception of 

national history is assumed to be created and their knowledge accumulated through formal 

education and informal communication, such as schooling, mass media, and interpersonal 

conversations (Edensor, 2002; Liu & Hilton, 2005). Therefore, it is still unknown whether a 

historical narrative can be primed to influence national identity and its psychological 

consequences. Based on the existing literature about cultural symbol (Chiu et al., 2009; Fu et al., 
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2007; Hong et al, 1999; Sui et al, 2007) and judicial story priming (Pennington & Hastie, 1988, 

1992), although those studies did not prime a historical narrative itself, it may be possible to 

temporarily activate a certain historical narrative. If the priming of historical narratives is 

possible, then it may have profound implications in current personal and political life. This 

project will investigate whether one of two kinds of historical narratives with traditional or 

modern images increase people’s endorsement of a certain narrative, resulting in different 

evaluations of historical change that leads to a different identification with their country in turn: 

that is, different relationship between historical evaluation and national identity.  

So far, priming procedures produce an assimilation effect, referring to a phenomenon 

where the ‘target representations’ are more similar to the ‘representations of primed stimuli’ 

than the representation without priming. For instance, an experiment (Strack, Schwarz, & 

Gschneidinger, 1985) examined an assimilation effect in judgement of subjective well-being. 

Participants were asked to describe their present life events that were either particularly pleasant 

or unpleasant. While they think of the pleasant or unpleasant events of their present life, they 

come to form ‘primed representations’. Their ‘target representations’ are constituted when they 

judge how much they are satisfied with their life now. Participants who thought about positive 

aspects of their present life reported higher subjective well-being than participants who thought 

about negative aspects. That is, their target representations (subjective well-being) had similar 

evaluative valence to their primed representations (live events in the present). Thus, the results 

manifest an assimilation effect.  

Schwarz and Bless (1992) proposed a model for explaining assimilation effect. At first, 

they assumed that people retrieve some representation of the stimuli which they encounter on 

the spot of their judgement. The representation consists of temporarily accessible knowledge, a 

context dependent part, and chronically accessible knowledge, a context independent part. 

According to them, the temporarily accessible representation is the source of a priming effect, 

and the effect of assimilation is mainly dependent on the categorisation process. If the 

temporary target representation is included in the temporarily accessible primed representation, 

assimilation effects may ensue.  

In this project, the primed representation is people’s narrative about their countries’ 
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historical changes and continuities. The target representation is constituted when people 

evaluate historical changes. Then, different assimilation effects of the priming procedure would 

occur, depending mainly on congruence between the type of historical narrative and target 

historical contents. The specific predictions are presented in Table 2.2. If people are exposed to 

a historical narrative of national progress, high endorsement of the narrative would be created 

(primed representation). Then, their attention may be drawn to positive aspects of social and 

political changes (target representation; condition 1), as they evaluate historical themes. 

Therefore, their evaluations of historical changes would be positively related to national 

identification. On the other hand, if they are exposed to a historical narrative of cultural contrast, 

they may attend to negative aspects of social and political changes (target representation; 

condition 2). Therefore, their evaluations of rapid historical changes would be negatively related 

to national identification.  

 

Table 2.2. National identity dynamics as a function of historical evaluation, depending on 

historical narrative. 

 Primed narrative (with images) 

National progress Cultural contrast 

Identity construction 1. More positive change 

evaluation associated with 

higher national identification 

2. More negative change 

evaluation associated with 

higher national identification 

 

  Carr (1964) characterised history as a continuous conversation between events in the 

past and future aims appearing gradually. It implies that even a scholarly writing about the 

history of a nation can change as time goes by. Social representations theory suggested lay 

people’s representations of national history can vary from group to group (Liu & Hilton, 2005; 

Moscovichi, 1998), and Liu and his colleagues (Huang et al., 2004; Liu et al, 1999, 2005, 2009) 

have provided empirical support for this idea. The thesis extends the existing literature by 

showing that people’s views of national history can change situationally, for instance, by 

portrayals in mass media, political speeches, or other methods of manipulation by political 
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authorities to affect public opinions. It could have profound implications, because these 

manipulations may result in a different sense of national identity and prompt different responses 

to current challenges.  

 

2.5.6 Two Cases of Particular National Histories 

In order to enhance the generality of the research and to explore particular cases of 

national history, Korean and Australian national histories are examined. Broadly speaking, 

Korea is on the Korean Peninsula located in East Asia, and has a 5,000 year long history. Korea 

has continued the agricultural economy, and a dynastic political system until a century ago, and 

changed its way of living rapidly within the last century, first occupied by Japan, and then split 

into the South and North about half a century ago. By contrast, Australia is located in the 

Southern hemisphere as a sole occupant of the Australian continent, and was colonised by the 

UK around 200 years ago. Therefore, the British cultural heritage persisted in Australian society, 

although the British class system is not obviously present in the country.  

There are a number of similarities and differences between Korean and Australian 

national histories, and they make these two cases a good sample for the present research. On the 

one hand, there are important similarities. Both Korea and Australia are relatively small, but 

economically and politically developed countries as indicated by their OECD memberships and 

a democratic political system. They were both once under the colonial rule (Korea under Japan, 

and Australia under the United Kingdom), but achieved their independence. These 

circumstances make Korea and Australia appropriate countries in which to explore their national 

progress narratives because they both can be characterised to have experienced some form of 

“progress”. Also, they can have cultural contrast narratives because the developments have 

brought changes in their societies. Therefore, the question of how people in each country 

construct their national history, especially, national progress and cultural contrasts narratives, 

can be examined. 

Nonetheless, there are a number of significant differences between these countries’ 

national histories. First of all, Korea has a longer history than Australia: Korea is an old country 

with a written history of more than one thousand years, whereas Australia is one of younger 
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countries in the world with only about 200 years of written history. Second, two countries have 

different amounts of international conflicts in their histories. The history of Korea has been 

coloured by a certain amount of international conflicts, such as the Japanese occupation and 

colonisation, and the Korean War, whereas European Australians were the occupiers and 

colonisers of Australia, rather than being occupied and colonised by another national group. 

These differences – length of history and international relationship – can make these two 

countries’ histories an ideal backdrop in which to examine the relationship between national 

identity and national history. 

To provide a relevant background for the thesis, however, it would be worth reviewing 

specific national histories of the two countries in somewhat greater detail at this point before 

proceeding further. For this thesis makes heavy use of the content of the national histories Korea 

and Australia. 

 

2.5.5.1 Korean History 

The national history of Korea may be summarised based on a text book (National 

Institute of Korean History, 2006) and some popular books (Kwak, 2007; Park, 1988). 

Palaeolithic men began to live in the Korean Peninsula and the adjacent areas around since 

700,000 years ago, and the Neolithic era was known to have begun from about 8,000 B.C. The 

first country was formulated around 2,000 B.C. (Bronze Age), and the Iron Age began about 

500 B.C. Ever since, many states with different names came and went, generally ruled by 

dynasts. Its economy was generally based on agriculture, and the society valued grangers more 

than crafts men or merchants.  

Although a dynasty called “Joseon (1392-1910)” was established in the 14th century 

and had a long, prosperous, and relatively peaceful reign, by the time when Australia was 

colonised by the UK (around 200 years ago), it began to suffer from political corruptions, social 

instabilities (crises of a class system), and economic problems. In addition, it began to encounter 

different cultures, advanced technology, and different people from the West, and many powerful 

countries such as Russia, France, the US, the Netherlands, etc. became interested in resources in 

the Korean Peninsula and the surrounding region. Politicians and people collided with each 
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other over whether they should accept the new foreign cultures, while they tried to overcome 

political and social problems and threats from the inside and outside of the country. Before this 

period, the dynasty needed to deal with China as the only one super power in East Asia, and 

Japan as the nearest archipelagic country, but international affairs became much more 

complicated at that time because it had to deal with so many powerful countries, such as Russia, 

France, and the US.  

Before Korea reached a consensus about its foreign affairs policies, however, Korea 

was forcefully occupied by Japan in 1910. During this period of Japanese colonisation, Japan 

used Korean people and their land for their military purposes. When Japan capitulated to the US 

at the end of the Second World War (1945), Korea regained its independence from Japan. 

However, by the agreement between the US and the Soviet Union, Korea was divided into two 

parts, not only territorially, but also ideologically. Soon afterwards, the South and North Koreas 

experienced a war (the Korean War: 1950-1953), which was the beginning of growing mutual 

hatred and rivalry between the two Koreas. After both Koreas retrieved their sovereignty after 

the US and the Soviet Union trusteeship (1945-1948), they abolished the class system and 

adopted republicanism as their political system, endorsing the idea of equality of all people.  

 Thereafter, South Korea suffered from a long period of poverty, political corruption, 

and dictatorship. Consequently until the late 1980s, a vicious cycle kept turning from a 

constitutional reform for the long-term presidency, people’s movements toward democracy, and 

military coups d’etat. For the first time since a military dictatorship started in 1961, a direct 

presidential election was carried out based on people’s demands for democracy in 1987, and the 

presidency was passed on to a civil politician peacefully in 1992. Finally, a presidential election 

changed the ruling party peacefully in 1997 for the first time since the Republic of Korea was 

established in 1948. In the 21th century, South Korea enjoys democracy: people no longer find 

themselves in the jail just because they criticise the government, and a culture of peaceful 

demonstration was set in place, lighting candles to express their political opinion rather than 

using violence such as petrol bombs like in the past.  

 During the political turmoil of the first phase of military dictatorship (1962-1971), 

nonetheless, the South Korean economy began to take off. The government designed policies of 



 

 42

the national economic development, and the economy grew rapidly at the rate of 10% annually 

thanks to the expansion of light industries. In 1970s (the second phase of military dictatorship), 

the government drove heavy industry policies and laid down the infrastructure such as roads and 

harbours. However, this rapid industrialisation and urbanisation was achieved at the expense of 

the rural area and the exploitation of labour. People left their home in rural areas, came to the 

cities where opportunities for jobs existed, and endured hard working conditions. They were 

even deprived of the right to form their labour unions. 

Until the 1970s, South Korea imported Western cultures without due consideration, but 

people began to reflect on indiscriminate acceptance of the Western culture, resulting in the 

neglect of the traditional culture, and the adoption of materialistic life styles and hedonistic 

cultures. This regret led people to revive the Korean tradition. For instance, among university 

students it became fashionable to learn traditional dances and music instruments. Also with 

economic and democratic development, the awareness of women’s rights grew, so that a social 

trend against sex discrimination began to form. 

The economic growth rate decreased somewhat since its attaining membership of the 

Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD, 1996), and partly due to the 

Asian financial crisis (1997-1998). In the 21st century, South Korea enjoys the recognition as a 

developed country in the world and the “Korean wave” exporting its culture to other countries. 

Together with the economic development, the technology developed strikingly as well, so that 

South Korea is now regarded as one of the countries most advanced in IT including mobile 

phones, the internet, electric home appliances, semiconductors, and so on.  

 

2.5.5.2 Australian History 

According to textbooks (e.g., Saldais & Jackson, 2006; Taylor, Casley, Easton, 

Ramsdale, & Smith et al., 2010a, 2010b) and popular books (e.g., Blainey, 2009; Clarke, 1992; 

Macintyre, 2009) about the national history of Australia, Europeans searched for the unknown 

South Land for a long time, and some of them succeeded in landing on and exploring Australia 

since the 16th century. Among them, the UK began to use the eastern part of the continent (the 

state of New South Wales) as a penal colony by sending convicts since 1781. Before British 
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people arrived and occupied the land, native people (Aboriginals) lived with their own culture in 

Australia since 100,000 years ago. As the pastoral boom led people to cultivate the land more, 

and as Aboriginals resisted in order to protect their tradition, the black and white contacts in the 

pastoral districts created numerous frictions. The European (mainly British) and indigenous 

cultures collided due to mutual misunderstandings, resulting sometimes in massacres of the 

indigenous people (e.g., Massacre at Myall Creek in 1938). The hostility toward Aboriginals, 

who were destroyed by disease and alcohol, and the native Australians’ unwillingness to work 

for the whites, continued until the end of the 19th century. 

British settlers extended the colonies and claimed the entire continent of Australia by 

1829. Most Australians lived in cities and towns close to water, constructed by convict labour; 

ex-convicts could get respectable jobs if they have skills. Australia exported wool to Britain, 

and numerous acres of land came into agricultural production. However, the living condition 

was still harsh, so that poor people were apt to commit small crimes to make a living (e.g., Ned 

Kelly). Around the 1850s, a gold rush began, and it contributed to an economic boom, changing 

the Australian finance from the debit to the credit side of the ledger. Migrants from all over the 

world, including Chinese, rushed in around Victoria for gold, and Chinese frugality was 

perceived by Australians as a threat to wage rates and working conditions. This economically 

based intergroup conflict was transformed into a prejudice against Chinese, resulting in the 

hostility and discrimination against them.  

As business grew across colonies, the need for an inter-colonial standardised system 

(e.g., railway, telegraph) increased. Political debates and referendums converted the independent 

and isolated colonies into a nation, the Commonwealth of Australia (1901). The federal 

government generally managed national defence, immigration regulation, external affairs with 

other countries, etc. The government developed the White Australia policy, favouring European, 

but against Asian immigrants. Also, it continued the strong ties to the Great Britain and 

supported UK military actions until well into the 20th century, including the First and Second 

World Wars. However, this imperial patriotism faded away after the UK’s dilatory behaviour 

when the Australian security was endangered by Japan during the Second World War. Finally, 

the government ratified Australia as a fully independent sovereign nation in 1942, distancing 
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itself from the UK. Instead, the focus of the Australian international alliance moved to the US, 

via a military treaty among Australia, New Zealand, and the States (ANZUS, 1951). 

Consequently, Australia supported the US military action such as the Korean War (1950-1953) 

and the Vietnam War (1962-1972) during the cold war period, and recently provided military 

assistance in Kuwait and Iraq. Also, Australia made a treaty with China (SEATO, 1954), and 

opened its market to communist China as the wheat-farmers’ best customer. 

Not only its international allegiances, but also many aspects of society changed after 

the two world wars. First, Australia converted its currency into decimal system (1966). Second, 

women’s contribution to the work force during the wars led to increased awareness of women’s 

rights, such as birth control, working after marriage and equal payment. These new 

opportunities for women were ensured partly by the strong economy in the 1960s due to a 

mining boom and a growth of the Australian manufacturing industry during the wars. Fourth, 

democracy was established and people’s voice became important as can be seen in the protest 

against its involvement in Vietnam (early 1970s) and the protection of its natural environment 

(early 1980s). Compared with the political instabilities during 1970s, a two-party political 

system has been stabilised afterward. Finally, people began to change their treatment of 

Australian Aboriginals and their welfare became a significant concern for Australians. The 

government legislated to ban discrimination against indigenous Australians, ensuring the same 

rate of pay and working conditions (1966), and including them in census as Australians (1967). 

Furthermore, the White Australian policy was abolished (1972), so that non-European 

immigrants were allowed in.  

Consequently, those changes paved the way for a multicultural society and created a 

cultural melting pot via immigration in Australia. Recently, moves towards reconciliation with 

Australian Aboriginals became strong. Examples of these are the recognition of Indigenous 

Land Rights for their traditional land ownership (1993), and the then Prime Minister’s official 

apology for Europeans’ past wrong doing to native Australians (2008). Over the course of 

periodical recessions and prosperity in the capitalistic economic system, the profitable primary 

industry continued in Australia. Of late, the economic orthodoxy has been deregulation, and 

micro economic reforms. However, deregulation in the primary industry also produced a 
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deleterious effect due to tumbling prices. In addition, Australians became proud of their own 

culture, such as the Australian Football League (AFL), so that they recently prefer the AFL to 

cricket games against the UK unlike the past. Also, development and introduction of technology 

and medicine were believed to ameliorate human life in Australia, such as travelling and 

communication easier in a distance, and living longer with a healthy condition.  

 

2.6 Aims of the Thesis 

So far, the existing literature supports the idea that people’s identification with their 

nation is related to their perception about national history (i.e., Huang et al., 2004; Mummendey 

et al., 2001; Sahdra & Ross, 2007; Sani et al., 2007). The thesis elaborates this relationship 

between national identity and national history further, considering general historical trends and 

specific contents of history, temporal dimension of national identity, multiple historical 

narratives, and identity construction dynamics (i.e., the relationship between historical 

evaluation and identification varies depending on historical narrative types).  

All in all, the thesis has five objectives. The first is to examine whether general 

identification is explained by patriotism or nationalism, as a function of reminding conflicts 

with other nation. Given that the focus of the thesis is comparisons between the past and present, 

patriotism is expected to explain general identification if there are not much international 

conflicts in history. On the other hand, if a country’s history had struggling historical events 

with other countries, then nationalism may play a role in explaining the general identification.  

Second, the thesis suggests a new conception of national identity that includes a 

temporal dimension; namely, identification with the nation’s past and identification with its 

present. These temporally framed identifications are assumed to contribute national 

identification in general. Then, relationships are to be investigated between people’s sense of 

national continuity from their past to the present (cultural and historical PCCs, and attitude 

toward globalisation) and temporally framed national identifications. In the positive relationship 

between both PCCs and general identification (Sani et al., 2007), a mediating role of 

identifications with the past and present is expected. Specifically, both past and present 

identifications are expected to mediate the influence of cultural PCC, while only present 
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identification is hypothesised to mediate historical PCC on general identification. In addition, 

negative relationships of attitudes toward globalisation are expected with past identification.   

The third purpose of the thesis is to identify various versions of specific narratives of 

how people view the historical change of their country when comparing the past and present. 

People’s characterisation of the change and continuity from their country’s past to its present is 

assumed to be reflected in their historical narrative. Furthermore, there may be multiple 

historical narratives in each society. These narratives are competing with each other, and one 

can be dominant over the others at least for sometime (i.e., Dawson & Buchanan, 2007; Zegeye, 

2004). Two major historical narratives are proposed in currently industrialised societies: 

National progress and cultural contrast narratives. A national progress narrative is mainly about 

political and economic development of a nation, whereas a cultural contrast narrative focuses on 

differences between the past and present. 

Fourth, relationships are to be explored between the evaluation of historical changes 

and national identification. Historical narratives are expected to moderate this relationship. That 

is, the relationships between the evaluation of social and political changes (i.e., globalisation) 

and national identification are expected to be different, depending on the kind of historical 

narrative that people hold. The narrative of national progress could channel people’s attention to 

positive aspects of some social and political changes, which may in turn produce a positive 

relationship between change evaluation and national identification. On the other hand, the 

counterpart narrative of cultural contrast may produce the opposite (negative) relationship 

between change evaluation and national identification, because the narrative would draw 

people’s attention to negative aspects of social and political changes. 

The final purpose is to investigate whether historical narrative plays a causal role in 

the relationship between evaluation of historical changes and national identification. Historical 

narrative is treated not only as an individual difference variable but also as a situational factor. 

By priming different historical narratives with corresponding images, people are expected to 

show different relationships between their evaluation of historical changes and national 

identification. That is, situational cues can change a dominant historical narrative within a 

person for a short time at least, it could influence the relationship between national 
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identification and evaluation of historical change. It is expected that the evaluations of historical 

changes may contribute to national identification in the national progress narrative condition, 

but a negative relationship between the two would be found in the cultural contrast narrative 

group. 

Three studies will be conducted to examine these research questions explicated above: 

a qualitative study (Study 1), a survey (Study 2), and an experiment (Study 3). In order to 

validate and compare cross-culturally, data will be collected in two industrialised countries, 

Australia and Korea, which have different cultural and historical backgrounds. 
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Chapter 3. Perception of the Change and Continuity of National History:  

Exploring Relationships between Historical Evaluation and National 

Identity 

   

 

 This chapter reports a study that is designed to explore four research questions, using 

both open-ended and structured questions. The first is concerned with whether patriotism or 

nationalism or both is related to general identification when people are reminded of their 

national history. Here, general identity refers to one’s belongingness to a nation in general, 

without connoting any extra meaning. Especially, the chapter explores whether different 

countries, South Korea and Australia, show similar or different patterns of the relationships. It is 

expected that general identification would be associated more strongly with patriotism in 

Australia than Korea, while the relationship between general identification and nationalism 

would be stronger in Korea than Australia, because Korea had more international conflicts in its 

history than Australia, as outlined in Chapter 2 and also explicated later. 

The second research question is whether both past and present identifications would 

predict general identification. In addition, relationships of this temporally framed national 

identification with sense of national continuity (PCCs and attitudes toward gloablisation) are to 

be investigated. Specifically, both cultural and historical PCCs are expected to have positive 

relationships with general identification, as Sani and his colleagues (2007, 2009) found, while 

attitudes toward globalisation would be related negatively to general identification. Also, the 

study explores whether cultural PCC is related positively to past and present identifications, 

whether historical PCC has an association with present identification, and whether attitude 

toward globalisation has a negative relationship with past identification as outlined in Chapter 2 

(see Figure 2.1). 

Third, the study would explore how people would recall the changes and continuities 

from the past to present of their own country, and whether these historical stories were different 

across two countries with different historical and cultural backgrounds, namely South Korea and 

Australia. Since their national histories had differences and similarities, people’s perception 
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could be more or less different or similar across countries, depending on where their memories 

are focused on. Especially, it was explored whether historical narratives of national progress or 

cultural contrast appeared in each country or across countries, because both countries are 

industrialised but each country has experienced a different pathway toward industrialisation. A 

summary of each country’s history was outlined in Chapter 2. 

Finally, the relationship between people’s evaluation of historical changes and national 

identity was to be examined. Existing literature found positive relationship between historical 

evaluation and national identity in countries established by Europeans around 200 years ago, 

such as Canada (e.g., Sahdra & Ross, 2007). This chapter investigated whether this positive 

relationship would hold in another such country, Australia, and in an old country with different 

geographical and historical background, Korea. Moreover, differences and similarities among 

past, present, general identifications would be explored focusing on the relationship with 

historical change evaluation.  

 

3.1 Method 

3.1.1 Participants 

Korean data were obtained online using Korean from 21 undergraduate students (81% 

female) at Inha University, who volunteered to participate in this online study. They were all 

Korean with a Korean cultural background. Eighty six percent never left Korea, and 90% spoke 

only Korean. Eighty one percent rated themselves as being average or lower than the average on 

a socio-economic status item. The Australian sample consisted of 26 undergrad students at the 

University of Melbourne, who participated as part of a research participation program. Only 

Australians with European backgrounds were recruited. Among those, one was removed from 

further analysis because nearly half of the data were missing, resulting in 25 participants (60% 

female) for Australian sample. Eighty four percent were Australian-born (the others were 

European-born), 68% had an Australian cultural background (the others with European 

backgrounds), 68% never left Australia, and 68% only spoke English. Ninety four percent rated 

themselves as being average or higher than the average on the scale of socio-cultural status. 

Mean ages were not significantly different across Korean and Australian samples (Korea: 18.86 
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years, sd = .79; Australia: 18.92 years, sd = 1.58; t(44) = .17, ns.) 

 

3.1.2 Materials 

 A questionnaire titled “Talking about the History of Australia (Korea)” was composed 

in English by the researcher and translated into Korean and backtranslated into English by 

another Korean-English bilingual. Any discrepancies were resolved by modifying both English 

and Korean items to make them equivalent. 

The final questionnaire had three parts. The first part was blocked into four sections, 

consisting of open-ended questions. The first two sections asked what happened in the past and 

what happens in the present in their own countries. These questions were designed to ease 

participants into next two sections, which asked how things have changed and what has 

remained the same when comparing the past and present of their own country. In order to 

facilitate participants’ response formulation, each section also specified five different aspects of 

their society: political, economic, technological-industrial, cultural, and other. After writing 

down their idea about each aspect of each section, they were asked to evaluate whether each of 

the things that they described (change or continuity) is positive or negative on 5 point scale 

where 1 indicated very negative and 5 very positive. 

 The second part involved rating their perceived collective continuity (PCC) and 

national identification. In this part, a measure of PCC developed by Sani and his colleagues 

(2007) was used. The PCC scale is composed of two sub-scales: cultural PCC and historical 

PCC. The cultural PCC refers to people’s feeling of continuity in their country’s culture and 

consists of 6 items (e.g., Australian people have maintained their values across time). The 

historical PCC refers to people’s feeling of continuity in their national history and consists of 6 

items (e.g., The main events in Australian history are part of an ‘unbroken stream’). For general 

national identification, national identification with the present, and that with the past, existing 

items (e.g., Cameron, 2004; Mummendey et al, 2001, 1999; Stahl, Vermunt & Ellemers, 2006; 

Derks et al, 2007; Blanz et al, 1998) were collected, selected, and modified. For example, an 

item of general identification ‘I have a lot in common with other Australians’ was modified to ‘I 

have a lot in common with Australians of the past’ for an item of the past identification, and to ‘I 
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have a lot in common with other Australians of the present’ for an item of the present. For 

patriotism and nationalism, items developed by Blank and Schmidt (2003), Kosterman and 

Feshbach (1989), and Roccas et al. (2006) were used, in order to test their reliabilities and 

validities of the scales. Some items were modified if necessary. One example item of patriotism 

is ‘I am strongly committed to my nation’, and one item from nationalism ‘It is disloyal for 

Australians to criticise Australia’. 

Finally in the last part, brief demographic information and ratings about participants’ 

attitude toward globalisation were obtained. The measure of attitudes toward globalisation was 

developed based on the literature about globalisation (Annet, 2002, Hermans & Dimaggio, 

2007), consisting of positive and negative aspects of various changes possibly occurring from 

globalisation. Fourteen items were used, and one example item is “Globalization enriches 

Australian culture.”  

 

3.1.3 Procedure 

 The questionnaire was administered online (via a website called ‘Questionpro’, 

http://www.questionpro.com) using Korean for Koreans and English for Australians. 

Participants connected to this website from their own countries and completed their responses 

online during their free time in their private places. For introducing this study, the first screen 

explained that participants’ responses were confidential, that there were no right or wrong 

answers to the questions, and that the researcher was only interested in their opinions.  

 For the Australian sample, an outline of the requirements of participation was provided 

in the form of an advertisement and on a webpage of an introductory statement written in plain 

language, and written consent was obtained online before participation. For the Korean 

participants, similar information was provided and written consent was obtained.  

It took about 40 minutes for participants to complete in both countries. Upon 

completion, Australian participants were able to read a webpage with a written debriefing 

statement. Korean participants received an e-mail with a written debriefing statement when the 

data collection in Korea finished. This after-data-collection debriefing was designed for 

preventing Korean participants from communicating about the research to their friends while 



 

 52

data collection is continuing. 

 

3.2 Results 

3.2.1 Preliminary Analyses 

 In order to select appropriate items for each scale, a series of principal component 

analysis (PCA) was carried out with a direct Oblimin rotation. The number of components was 

given prior the analysis according to the theoretical background or by researcher’s arbitrary 

decision due to the small sample of the study. The Korean and Australian samples were pooled 

after variables were standardised within each country in order to prevent correlation coefficients 

among the variables from being affected by potential national mean differences. Based on the 

separate PCAs of each scale of past, present, and general national identification, four items were 

omitted from the past and present national identification due to their low factor loadings: item 2, 

I am proud of Australia’s past political system; item 3, I consider Australians’ past/present 

technological innovations to have been world class at the time; item 6, Australian history is 

highly related with how I feel about myself; item 8, I dislike Australia’s economic past/present* 

(* reverse coding items). All of 8 items of the general identification scale were included for 

further analysis. Reliabilities (Cronbach α) were .74 and .76 for identification with the past, .83 

and .68 with the present, and .89 and .91 for general identification in Korea and Australia, 

respectively. 

Based on the results of PCA of PCC, one item of historical PCC (item 8: There is a 

causal link between different events in Korean/Australian history) was omitted from further 

analysis, because it was highly loaded on the cultural PCC component. Also, one more item of 

the historical PCC (item 2: Korean/Australian history is a sequence of interconnected events) 

was omitted, because deleting this item improved Cronbach’s α of the scale. Consequently, 6 

items of cultural PCC and 4 items of historical PCC were included for further analysis. The 

reliabilities (Cronbach α) of cultural PCC were .82 in Korea and .77 in Australia, and those of 

historical PCC were .76 and .75, respectively. 

As for the scale of patriotism and nationalism (Blank & Schmidt, 2003; Kosterman & 

Feshbach, 1989; Roccas et al., 2006), 16 out of 46 items were finally selected for further 
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analysis. Reliabilities were .75 and .89 for patriotism, and .72 and .85 for nationalism, in Korea 

and Australia, respectively. Finally, as a result of a principle component analysis of attitudes 

toward globalisation, eight out of 14 items were selected for further analysis: 1) Globalization is 

a primary factor in the erosion of the traditional Australian culture*; 2) Globalization has 

increased people’s immoral behaviour in Australia*; 3) Globalization will be one of the 

opportunities by which Australia can grow economically; 6) Globalization will only intensify 

internal conflicts in Australia*; 7) Globalization threatens current Australian identity*; 11) 

Globalization will help us to make a more liberal society in Australia; 12) Globalization 

enriches Australian culture; and 14) Globalization dilutes Australian unique culture* (* reverse 

coding items). Reliabilities of the scale were .82 for each of the Korean and Australian samples.  

Scores were computed by averaging the remaining items for each scale.  

 

Table 3.1. Means and standard deviations of national identifications and sense of national 

continuity in Korea and Australia. 

 Korea (21) 

 

Australia (25) 

Independent  

t-test 

 Mean S. D. Mean S. D. t p  

General identification 3.67 .63 4.21 .69 2.70 **  

Patriotism 3.14 .44 3.71 .73 3.02 **  

Nationalism 2.36 .61 2.77 .72 2.00 ^ 

       

Identification with the past 3.40 .57 3.12 .74 -1.40 - 

Identification with the present 3.19 .62 3.80 .47 3.77 ***  

Cultural PCC 3.62 .63 3.48 .68 -.72 - 

Historical PCC 3.96 .56 3.68 .64 -1.59 - 

Attitude toward globalisation 3.30 .60 3.07 .59 -1.36 - 

- not significant, ^ p<.10, ** p<.01, *** p<.001  
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3.2.2 Cross National Similarities and Differences in National Identification Related Variables 

A series of independent t-tests was carried out, in order to explore cross national mean 

differences of PCC, national identifications, and attitudes toward globalisation are given in 

Table 3.1. Significant differences were found between Korea and Australia in some of these 

variables. Koreans had lower general identification and patriotism as well as lower present 

identification than their Australian counterparts (t(44)= 2.70, p<.01; t(43)=3.02, p<.01; 

t(44)=4.77, p<.001, respectively). Also, Koreans showed marginally lower nationalism than 

Australians (t(43)=2.00, p=.052). 

 

Table 3.2. Zero-order correlation coefficients among important variables in Korea. 

 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

1 General identification        

2 Patriotism .15       

3 Nationalism .43^ .12      

        

4 Identification with the past .10 .63** -.28     

5 Identification with the present .76*** -.10 .17 -.17    

6 Cultural PCC .64** .25 .12 .30 .46*   

7 Historical PCC .41^ .14 -.20 .31 .28 .52*  

8 Attitude toward globalisation .52* -.11 .15 -.23 .85***  .30 -.03 

Note: ^ p<.10, * p<.05, ** p<.01, *** p<.001; Numbers are bolded when there are significant cross 

national differences.  

 

Correlation coefficients were computed in order to reveal relationships between 

national identity and related variables. Table 3.2 and 3.3 seemingly show that many correlations 

are different between two countries, but subsequent analyses revealed only three differences 

were significant. A series of Fisher’s Z-tests found a cross national difference in a relationship 

between general identification and patriotism (Z=2.19, p<.05). The relationship was 

significantly higher in Australia (r=.69, p<.001) than in Korea (r=.15, ns). That is, high 
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identifiers with Australia tended to show high patriotism as well, but high identifiers with Korea 

did not show this tendency.  

Further, significant differences were found in a relationship of present identification 

with attitude towards globalisation (Z=2.94, p<.01). The Korean sample (r=.85, p<.001) showed 

more positive correlations than Australians (r=.31, ns). That is, only Koreans showed the 

tendencies that their attitudes toward globalisation were more positive when their national 

identification with the present was higher. In addition, the relationship of historical PCC with 

general identification in Korea, and that in Australia (Z= 1.98, p<.05) were significantly 

different. People tended to have stronger general identification when they perceive their history 

is more interconnected in Korea (r=.41, p=.064), but not in Australia (r= -.19, ns). It is important 

to note that 5% of those comparisons can be significant by chance alone; however, the number 

of significant differences exceed what is expected by chance (one or two). 

  

Table 3.3. Zero-order correlation coefficients among important variables in Australia. 

 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

1 General identification        

2 Patriotism .69***        

3 Nationalism .55** .58**      

        

4 Identification with the past .42* .43* .22     

5 Identification with the present .64** .25 .20 -.10    

6 Cultural PCC .27 .40* .27 .26 .20   

7 Historical PCC -.19 -.37^ -.22 -.15 .09 .45*  

8 Attitude toward globalisation .10 -.09 -.24 .18 .31 -.25 -.04 

Note: ^ p<.10, * p<.05, ** p<.01, *** p<.001; Numbers are bolded when there are significant cross 

national differences.  

 

Consequently, given those national differences and similarities, general identification 

had a significantly positive relationship with patriotism in Australia, but not in Korea. On the 
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other hand, general identification was related to nationalism positively in both countries. Also, 

Both Koreans and Australians showed positive relationships between general and present 

identifications. In terms of the relationship between general identification and past identification, 

the result was hard to interpret because only Australians showed a significantly positive 

relationship between the two, which was not significantly different from that of Koreans. Again, 

it was hard to interpret the relationship between general identification and cultural PCC. Only 

the Korean sample showed a significant relationship with general identification, while the 

Australian counterpart did not, although there was no significant difference in those 

relationships between two countries. On the other hand, the relationships between historical 

PCC with general identification were significantly different across Korea and Australia. Koreans 

had a marginally significant positive relationship between the two, but that of Australians was 

not significant. Finally, attitudes toward globalisation were positively related with general and 

present identification in Korea only. However, the relationship with general identification did 

not have a significant cross national difference, while that with present identification had. 

 

Table 3.4. General identification’s partial correlation with patriotism and nationalism. 

  Patriotism Nationalism 

General identification Korea .11 .42^ 

 Australia .54** .26 

^ p<.10, ** p<.01 

 

In order to investigate the relationship between general identification and 

patriotism/nationalism further, partial correlations were computed: the correlations between 

general identification and patriotism when nationalism was controlled, and those between 

general identification and nationalism when patriotism controlled. Table 3.4 displays the results. 

The results supported the idea that nationalism in Korea and patriotism in Australia may explain 

general identification. Specifically, the relationship between general identification and 

patriotism was not significant in Korean (r=.11, ns), but remained significant in Australia (r=.54, 

p<.01), when nationalism was controlled. On the other hand, the relationship between general 
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identification and nationalism was remained marginally significant in Korea (r=.42, p=.07), but 

became nonsignificant in Australia (r=.26, ns) when patriotism was controlled. 

 

3.2.3 Historical Narratives in Korea and Australia 

Fifty-five categories were extracted by three social psychologists from the contents of 

participants’ written statements about their perceptions of changes and continuities in their 

national history, and about their perceived relationships between globalisation and their country. 

The categories included both actors and themes as shown in Table 3.5. Actors were those 

entities that produced national changes or continuities, but not those that were affected by those 

changes and continuities. Themes were important ideas in participants’ responses about 

historical changes and continuities. A theme of equality, for instance, came from those phrases 

such as ‘saying sorry to Aborigines’ in Australia, and another theme democracy was from those 

phrases like ‘candle demonstration’ in Korea. It is a political symbol of democracy in South 

Korea, to express people’s demand directly, but peacefully, which started in 2002 as a 

commemorating ceremony, became a peaceful type of political demonstration later, and then 

continued until now. Especially it was popularised in 2008, when they protested against the then 

Korean Government’s decision to import the beef from the US, concerning mad cow disease. 

Most of those categories were cross-nationally equivalent, but some were nationally specific. 

For instance, large corporations in Korea generally have a shape of conglomerate and the 

concept of ‘conglomerate’ is used more often than the word ‘large corporations’. In contrast, a 

conglomerate did not appear commonly in Australia. Therefore, while there is ‘conglomerate’ in 

the Korean list of categories, the Australian list had ‘large corporation’ instead. Still these 

nationally specific concepts are somewhat comparable between two countries. Other such 

concepts included the Joseon dynasty (the name of the dynasty located in the Korean Peninsular 

from the 15th to 19th Century) and the British monarchy. In contrast, three categories were 

nationally unique and did not have any counterparts in the other country. They were 

“dictatorship” and “interchange between two Koreas” for Korea, and “White Australia policy” 

for Australia. These concepts were only used for data coding of each country that they 

originated from. As a result, the Australian list had 54 categories and the Korean list had 55. 



 

 58

Table 3.5. Content analysis results in Korea and Australia. 

 Change and Continuity 

Group (Number of people) Korea (21) Australia (24) Total 

Actor 

1) People 

 

11  (52.4%) 

 

5  (20.8%) 

 

16* (35.6%) 

2) Minorities    

3) Government 4  (19.0%) 6  (25.0%) 10  (22.2%) 

4) Politicians 16  (76.2%) 4  (16.7%) 20* (44.4%) 

5) The Rich 6  (28.6%) 1  (4.2%) 7^ (15.6%) 

6) Small Businesses    

7) Conglomerates (Large Corporations)    

8) Parents and Families    

 

9) Korea (Australia) 

   

10) Korean (Australian) Multinational 

Corporations 

   

11) Foreigners    

12) Foreign Companies     

13) Other Countries    

14) The World Powers    

Theme 

15) Equality 

5  (23.8%) 17  (70.8%) 22* (48.9%) 

16) Democracy 20  (95.2%) 6  (25.0%) 26* (57.8%) 

17) National Independence  6  (28.6%) 13  (54.2%) 19^ (42.2%) 

18) International Relations 6  (28.6%) 8  (33.3%) 14  (31.1%) 

19) Conservatism 1  (4.8%) 6  (25.0%) 7^ (15.6%) 

20) Colonisation 3  (14.3%) 6  (25.0%) 9  (20.0%) 

21) Joseon Dynasty (British Monarchy) 4  (19.0%) 9  (37.5%) 13^ (28.9%) 

22) Corruption 11  (52.4%) 2  ( 8.3%) 13* (28.9%) 

23) World War I     

24) World War II    

25) The Korean War 6  (28.6%) 0  (  .0%) 6^ (13.3%) 

26) The Vietnam War    

 

27) Strong Economy 

 

13  (61.9%) 

 

14  (58.3%) 

 

27  (60.0%) 

28) Open Market 6  (28.6%) 6  (25.0%) 12  (26.7%) 

29) Capitalism 7  (33.3%) 5  (20.8%) 12  (26.7%) 

(table continues) 
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Table 3.5. (continued) 

Group (Number of people) Kr (21) Oz (24) total 

30) Disparity between the Rich and the Poor 12  (57.1%) 2  ( 8.3%) 14* (31.1%) 

31) Urbanisation/Industrialisation 13  (61.9%) 14  (58.3%) 27  (60.0%) 

32) Economic Problems 8  (38.1%) 4  (16.7%) 12^ (26.7%) 

33) Exportation of Goods, Services and 

Technologies 

3  (14.3%) 7  (29.2%) 10  (22.2%) 

34) Importation of Goods, Services and 

Technologies 

3  (14.3%) 9  (37.5%) 12^  (26.7%) 

35) Foreign Influences 5  (23.8%) 8  (33.3%) 13  (28.9%) 

36) Global Village (Interconnectedness)    

 

37) Information Technology (IT): 

18  (85.7%) 14  (58.3%) 32^ (71.1%) 

38) Manufacturing Industry 12  (57.1%) 0  (   .0%) 12* (26.7%) 

39) Resource Industry 3  (14.3%) 11  (45.8%) 14* (31.1%) 

40) Environmental Issues 2  (9.5%) 8  (33.3%) 10^ (22.2%) 

41) Medical Science    

42) Technology Development and Sharing 9  (42.9%) 10  (41.7%) 19  (42.2%) 

43) Influencing Other Countries 2  (9.5%) 7  (29.2%) 9  (20.0%) 

 

44) Multiculturalism 

6  (28.6%) 18  (75.0%) 24* (53.3%) 

45) Traditional Culture of Korea (Australia) 11  (52.4%) 12  (50.0%) 23  (51.1%) 

46) Exportation of Korea (Australian) Culture 6  (28.6%) 1  ( 4.2%) 7 ̂(15.6%) 

47) Importation of Foreign Culture    

48) Foreign Cultural Influence 6  (28.6%) 3  (12.5%) 9  (20.0%) 

49) Loss of Traditional Culture 7  (33.3%) 2  ( .3%) 9^ (20.0%) 

50) Homogenisation of the World    

51) Development of Korean (Australian) Culture 14  (66.7%) 7  (29.2%) 21* (46.7%) 

52) Racism 0  (  .0%) 12  (50.0%) 12* (26.7%) 

53) Socio-cultural Problems 16  (76.2%) 13  (54.2%) 29^  (64.4%) 

54) White Australia Policya    

54-1) Dictatorshipb 9  (42.9%)   

55) Interaction between 2 Koreasb 5  (23.8%)   

Other 10  (47.6%) 14  (58.3%) 24  (53.3%) 

Note: Only categories containing more than 20% of either country’s participants are displayed; numbers are 

bolded when 50% of participants or more mentioned the theme (underlined when 30% or more); * the number of 

people in one country is at least 30% more than that in the other country (^ at least 20%); a- only for the Australian 

sample, b- only for the Korean sample.  
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A content analysis was carried out by two independent coders, coding the participants’ 

responses about their historical perceptions in each country. The first coder in both countries 

was the researcher, but the second coders were different in two countries: a Korean coder for the 

Korean data and an Australian coder for the Australian data. Each response was divided into 

phrases, when necessary, and classified into one of the categories developed above. Some 

phrases could be allocated in more than one category, but coders tried to find one most suitable 

category for each phrase.  

As for coding actors in participants’ historical statements, coders counted only subjects, 

in meaning of a sentence or a phrase that did something actively. Even if the same concept 

appeared as an object in a different sentence or other phrases, coders did not count it as an actor. 

For instance, an actor ‘minority’ was counted in a sentence ‘Women tried hard for their equal 

rights’ (a phrase ‘their equal rights’ in this statement was also counted as ‘equality’ in the theme 

category). However, minority was not counted as an actor in a sentence ‘The government 

improved Women’s rights’, but the government was. Moreover, no actor was counted in a 

similar statement like ‘Women’s rights have been improved’, but only ‘equality’ was counted. 

Who made this equality come true was not clear in this expression, because equality is 

sometimes given by a benefactor, rather than achieved by its beneficiary. Inter-coder reliabilities 

were computed by kappa, which were .88 for Korea and .81 for Australia. All disagreements 

were resolved by discussion between two coders in each country. 

Number of people and percentage of this content analysis in each country’s perception 

of historical changes and continuities are shown in Table 3.5. Each cell shows the number and 

the percentage of people who mentioned the given category, and only categories containing 

more than 20% of either country’s participants, among 55 categories, are displayed.  

The results showed similarities as well as differences between two countries. In 

historical change and continuity statements, a great number of Koreans seemed to mention 

people (52%) and politicians (76%), at least once as actors of national history. As themes of 

their national history, Koreans were apt to mention democracy (95%), corruption (52%), 

disparity between the rich and the poor (57%), manufacturing industry (57%), and development 

of Korean culture (67%). In contrast, a number of Australian mentioned equality (71%), national 
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independence (54%), resource industry (46%), multiculturalism (75%), and racism (50%). 

Apparently, each national sample expressed their consensus regarding what they think were 

important in political, industrial, and cultural aspects of their national history, such that these 

differences seemed to create somewhat different narratives of each country’s history.  

It is noteworthy, however, that more than 50% of both samples mentioned economic 

development (strong economy for Australians; 62% in Korea, 58% in Australia), 

urbanisation/industrialisation (62% in Korea, 58% Australia), information technology (IT; 86% 

in Korea, 58% Australia), traditional culture of their own nation (52% in Korea, 50% Australia), 

and socio-cultural problems (76% in Korea, 54% Australia). These themes seemed to be critical 

in both countries and, at least part of economic, technological, cultural narrative was apparently 

shared in both countries. 

 

Table 3.6. Relationship between actors and themes in changes and continuities of national 

history. 

Count Percentage Actor Theme 

Korea 

8 38% Politicians Socio-cultural problems 

6 28% Politicians Corruption 

6 28% The rich Corruption 

5 24% People Democracy 

4 19% People Socio-cultural problems 

Australia 

3 12% Government Equality 

Note: only relationships that more than 10% of participants mentioned are displayed. 

 

In sum, people in both countries mentioned historical changes and continuities 

regarding both national development and cultural conflicts. Koreans perceived democracy and 

corruption as politically important, economic development, disparity between the rich and the 

poor, and urbanisation/industrialisation as economically important, manufacturing industry and 
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IT as industrially important, traditional culture, development of Korean culture, and socio-

cultural problems as culturally important in their national history. On the other hand, Australians 

considered equality and national independence as politically important, strong economy and 

urbanisation/industrialisation as economically important, resource industry and IT as 

industrially important, and multiculturalism, traditional culture of Australia, racism, and socio-

cultural problems as culturally important in their history. 

Further, Table 3.6 displays how actors were related to historical themes in people’s 

perception of changes and continuities of national history in Korea and Australia. When a 

person mentioned an actor and a theme in a sentence or a phrase, the relationship between them 

was counted. Only a link of an actor and a theme that more than 10% of people mentioned in 

each country was considered as there is a consensual link between the actor and the theme. The 

results showed Korean participants expressed more cohesive relationship between actors and 

themes than Australians. In Koreans’ descriptions, politicians and the rich were linked to 

negative themes: 38% of Koreans mentioned socio-cultural problems and 28% mentioned 

corruption in relation to politicians; 28% Koreans mentioned corruption in relation to the rich. 

However, the actor ‘people’ had ambivalent relationships with historical themes: 24% Koreans 

perceived people strived toward democracy and 19% perceived people created socio-cultural 

problems. In contrast, Australian had only one consensus that the Government exerted an effort 

toward equality in Australia’s history.  

 

Table 3.7. Means and standard deviations of historical evaluations in Korea and Australia. 

 Korea Australia t p 

mean sd mean sd 

Change evaluation 3.85 .86 4.01 .73   .64 - 

Continuity evaluation 3.03 1.03 3.31 .85   .97 - 

- nonsignificant 

 

3.2.4 Relationship between National Identifications and Historical Evaluations 

 Before examining the relationship between national identify variables and historical 
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evaluations, a series of independent t-tests checked cross national mean differences of people’s 

historical evaluation. The evaluations of historical change items that each participant mentioned 

were averaged, so that a mean evaluation of historical change was computed for each participant. 

Also, a mean evaluation of historical continuity per person was computed in the same way. As 

shown in Table 3.7, historical change and continuity evaluations were not significantly different 

between Korea and Australia.  

 

Table 3.8. Relationship between national identifications and historical evaluations in Korea and 

Australia.  

 

Evaluation 

Korea Australia 

Gid Paid Prid Gid Paid Prid 

Change .08 -.10 .09 -.14 -.34 -.02 

Continuity -.14 -.22 -.20 .68*** .38^ .39^ 

Note: ^ p<.10, *** p<.001; Gid, Paid and Prid refer to general, past, and present identification, 

respectively. 

 

Then, correlations between these historical evaluation scores and national identity were 

computed, in order to test whether the previously found relationship between them would be 

held as well in countries where historical and cultural backgrounds are different. The existing 

literature reported that people tend to remember positive aspects if their national identification is 

high (e.g., Sahdra and Ross, 2007). The correlation coefficients in Table 3.8 revealed that only 

Australians supported the expected relationship. Specifically, high general identifiers mentioned 

more positive aspects of historical continuity (r=.68, p<.001). Also, past and present identifiers 

tended to mention positive historical continuities (r=.38, p=.069; r=.39, p=.060, respectively). 

As for historical change evaluations, on the other hand, there were no significant relationships 

with national identifications in Australia. Koreans did not show such relationships of both 

change and continuity evaluations with national identification. 

 

3.3 Discussion 
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 Broadly, the results from Study 1 provided initial support for the cross-national 

expectations of basic research questions. First, the results indicated that general identification 

can be associated with patriotism and nationalism differently, arguably as a function of the 

amount of international conflicts in two countries. Specifically, Koreans’ general identification 

had a closer relationship with nationalism, but Australians’ with patriotism, as expected, 

although the results should be cautiously interpreted due to the small sample size. In other 

words, people with strong general identification tended to show high nationalism in Korea, but 

high general identifiers showed high patriotism in Australia, when the other was controlled. 

These cross-national differences suggest a possibility that Koreans’ general identification may 

function like nationalism rather than patriotism, while Australians’ general identification may 

function like patriotism, rather than nationalism. It is noteworthy that Korean history contains 

considerable conflicts with other nations, but Australia’s history is relatively free of 

international conflicts, from European Australians’ viewpoint at least. For example, Korea was 

forcefully occupied by Japan and suffered from the colonisation for 36 years during early 20th 

century. On the other hand, European Australians occupied Australia, rather than being occupied, 

and never have been assailed seriously by another country since then.  

Second, temporally framed national identification generally predicted general 

identification in Korea and Australia. Specifically, both past and present identifications 

contributed to general identification in Australia, but only present identification had a significant 

contribution to general identification in Korea. Then, cultural PCC and historical PCC were 

found to have positive relationships with general identification in Korea only. Also, the scale of 

attitudes toward globalisation was related to general and present identification in Korea, but not 

with past identification. It implies the differential validity of temporally framed national 

identification. When people have more positive attitudes toward globalisation, then they tended 

to have higher present identification, but such a tendency was not found with past identification.  

Further, only cultural PCC contributed to past and present identifications in Korea. Again, 

attitudes toward globalisation had relationships with general present identification positively in 

Korea. No other relationship was found in Australia. 

Third, historical narratives showed some similarities as well as differences across two 
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countries, and the narratives in both countries contained some elements of national progress and 

cultural contrast. As for similarities, Korean and Australian people commonly mentioned 

economic development (strong economy for Australians), urbanisation/industrialisation, and IT 

as important in their national history, which would be possible components for the narrative of 

national progress. Also, they perceived traditional culture and socio-cultural problems as 

important, possibly to construct the narrative of cultural contrast. On the other hand, there were 

national differences as well. Koreans considered democracy, manufacturing industry, and 

development of their own nation’s culture, but Australians, equality, national independence, 

resource industry, multiculturalism, racism as historically important. These aspects are 

presumably part of a national progress narrative. In addition, development of its own culture 

was mentioned as important only in Korea, probably to build a cultural contrast narrative in 

Korea (but not in Australia). Apparently, people in both countries could have both narratives of 

national progress and cultural contrast, but these narratives could exhibit somewhat different 

political, economical, technological, and cultural details, reflecting each country’s specific 

history. 

Furthermore, links between actors and historical themes were different in two countries, 

and negative association was prominent in Korea. The view that corruption was perpetrated by 

politicians and the rich was found in Korea, but not in Australia. Also, socio-cultural problems 

were created by politicians and people in Korea, but not in Australia. On the other hand, there 

were positive links between actors and historical themes: people were believed to be the main 

actor that has achieved democracy in Korea, while the Government was perceived to attain 

equality in Australia.  

Finally, historical evaluations were found to be related to national identifications in 

Australia, but not in Korea. Specifically, mentioning positive national continuities from the past 

to the present were positively associated with strong general, past, and present identifications in 

Australia only, and not in Korea. That is, the positive relationship found in Canada was 

replicated in Australia, another country that is relatively new, but such a tendency was not found 

in an old country with different geographical and historical background, Korea.  

Although a number of findings of the study were interesting, the results should be 
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cautiously interpreted because the samples were very small. The limited degree of freedom 

hindered further multivariate analyses. The study could only find simple cross national 

differences: attitude toward globalisation had a stronger positive relationship with present 

identification in Korea than Australia. In terms of relationships of general identification with 

temporally framed identification (past and present identification), and with sense of national 

continuity, the results were not clear. A correlation analysis, for example, showed past 

identification was significantly related to general identification only in Australia, but not in 

Korea, but Fisher’s Z-tests revealed this cross national difference was not significant. Still, 

whether the relationship between general and past identifications was significant need to be 

investigated with further analyses using multivariate statistical methods with larger samples. 

Finally, Study 1 could not investigate whether there were multiple historical narratives in each 

country. Some elements of historical narratives of national progress and cultural conflict were 

found both in Korea and Australia, but these stories still need to be examined. Study 2 was, 

therefore, designed to solve these problems of Study 1 with a considerably larger sample in each 

country. 
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Chapter 4. Cross National Similarities and Differences in Korea and 

Australia: Relationships of Sense of Continuity with National Identity, and 

Identifying Narratives of National History 

 

Study 2 extends study 1, using a structured questionnaire developed on the basis of the 

results of study 1. There are four research purposes. The first purpose is to examine whether 

patriotism or nationalism is associated with general identification differently in Korea and 

Australia. In Korea, nationalism is expected to have an impact on general identification with 

patriotism, because the Korean history contained a considerable amount of international 

conflicts. On the other hand, patriotism is mainly expected to contribute to general identification 

in Australia, because the Australian history from the European perspective was relatively free of 

international conflicts. Study 1 supported this prediction partially: only the relationship between 

general identification and patriotism remained significant when nationalism was controlled in 

Australia, but only nationalism was marginally related to nationalism when patriotism was 

controlled in Korea. 

Second, the study would investigate relationships between national identifications (past, 

present, general identification) and people’s sense of continuity (PCC and attitudes toward 

globalisation). Generally, both temporally framed identifications (past and present 

identifications) are expected to enhance general identification. Then, PCC is expected to 

contribute to general identification, as found in the existing literature (Sani et al., 2007; 2009), 

and temporally framed identifications are expected to mediate the relationship between sense of 

national continuity and general identification. Specifically, cultural PCC would influence both 

feelings about one’s nation’s past and present, but historical PCC could only enhance present 

identification, in turn contributing general identification. Furthermore, the study explored 

whether attitudes toward globalisation would be related to general identification in the direction 

opposite to that of PCC, through only past identification. In addition, this chapter tested an 

interaction effect across nations of the model for the relationship between national identity and 

sense of national continuity, because Study 1 suggested that the association between national 

identity and attitudes toward globalisation might be different across nations. 
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The third purpose is to identify versions of historical narratives in each country and 

across countries, when people compared the past and present of their own country. The 

existence of multiple historical narratives were reported in social sciences (e.g., Zegeye, 2004) 

and proposed by psychologists (Moscovici, 1988; Liu & Hilton, 2005), but empirically still in 

question. In Study 2, two different historical narratives are expected to coexist separately: 

narrative of national progress and cultural contrast. Further, which historical narrative is 

dominant in each country is explored. Study 1 found two narratives in both countries, but 

whether they coexisted or were mixed each other (inseparable) was not examined. If they 

coexist separately, then whether they compete each other or a particular narrative would have a 

hegemonic position is still in question. 

Finally, the study explores the role of historical narratives on the associations between 

the evaluation of historical changes and national identifications. Study 1 investigated the 

relationships between historical evaluations and national identifications, and suggested that 

historical evaluations might have positive linear relations to national identifications only in 

Australia, but not in Korea. Study 2 extends its scope to examining whether historical narratives 

moderate this relationship between historical evaluations and national identifications. That is, 

the identity construction (relationships between the evaluation of historical changes and national 

identifications) could be different depending on the kind of narrative that people hold. Positive 

evaluations of currently prevalent globalisation may, for instance, lead to strong identification if 

they perceive their national history as ever progressing. On the other hand, if they are concerned 

about cultural contrast in their history, negative evaluations of the social changes due to 

globalisation might lead to strong identification. 

The results of study 2 are reported in three chapters. Chapter 4 reports basic cross 

national differences, in line with Chapter 3, regarding cross national differences and similarities 

of the relative contribution of patriotism/nationalism to general identification, the relationship 

among national identifications and sense of national continuity, historical narratives of two 

countries, and relationships between national identifications and historical evaluation. 

Especially, this chapter focuses on whether results found in Study 1 are replicated in Study 2, 

and provides more sophisticated analyses.  
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Chapter 5 examines whether different people held different narratives in two countries, 

in order to investigate whether countries have multiple narratives about their national history: 

national progress versus cultural contrast narrative. The chapter reports the results that pertain to 

both Korea and Australia, focusing on identification of different types of historical narrative, 

and characteristics of groups holding the different narratives, including differential relationship 

between national identifications and historical evaluations. In this chapter, data in two countries 

are pooled and analysed together.  

Chapter 6 reports more detailed findings pertaining specifically to Korea or to Australia, 

regarding types of historical narratives and characteristics of narrative groups. The chapter 

analyses the results of chapter 5 in more depth in each country, and provides intra-national 

differences of historical narratives, including whether historical narratives compete each other 

or a particular historical narrative is dominant. The research question of Study 2, regarding the 

role of historical narratives on identity construction (the relationship between historical 

evaluations and national identifications), could finally be answered in each country. 

 

4.1 Method 

4.1.1 Participants 

Participants were 319 university students in Korea and Australia. Korean data were 

obtained from 163 undergraduate students at Korea Nazarene University, Kookmin University, 

and Inha University, who volunteered to participate in this study. Among them, seven 

participants’ responses were omitted from further analysis, due to more than quarter 

incompletion of their responses. The final Korean sample consisted of 156 undergraduate 

students (64% female). Ninety seven percent were Korean born and had Korean cultural 

backgrounds. Ninety two percent of them characterised themselves as average or below average 

levels of socio-economic status. Australian data were obtained from 145 university students in 

Melbourne. Some participated as part of a research participation program, and others were paid 

$15 for their participation. Australian citizens and permanent residents with European 

backgrounds were mainly recruited in order to prevent too much variation in the data. Among 

those, four were removed from further analysis due to more than quarter of missing values, 
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resulting in 141 participants (59% female) for Australian sample. Seventy five percent were 

Australian-born, and 74% had Australian cultural backgrounds. Eighty one percent of them 

rated themselves as being on average or higher than average in a socio-economic status item. As 

a result, total 297 participants were included for further analysis, and mean ages were not 

significantly different across Korean and Australian samples (Korea, 21.55 years old, sd=3.12; 

Australia, 20.99 years old, sd=3.32; t(293) = -1.52, ns.)  

 

4.1.2 Materials 

 Participants in each country completed a questionnaire consisting of three parts, titled 

“Talking about the History of Australia (or Korea)”. The first part was again divided into four 

sections, composed of open-ended and structured questions. The first section provided a list of 

actors and themes related to national history in Korea and Australia, which was developed in 

Study 1. The list of historical actors and themes is shown in Table 4.1. Then participants were 

asked to check whether each item of the list was featured to their story of national history when 

they talk about changes and continuities of their own nation. This was to make sure for 

participants to read the list.  

In the second section, they were asked to describe from their perspectives how things 

have changed and what has remained the same when comparing the past and present of their 

own country. They were informed that they could use the items of the list provided in the 

previous section, or their own conceptions of historical changes or continuities that they thought 

important. Past was defined as referring to the period from about 200 years ago until 30 years 

ago or so, and present was from about 30 years ago until now. This operationalisation was based 

on the results of a pilot study, where majority of Koreans considered the present as from 50 

years ago until now and many Australians perceived as from 10 years ago until now. The 

criterion of 30 years cutting the present from the past was produced by taking the average value 

between the modes of two countries. It was also reasonable in a sense that the period of 30 years 

approximately represents one generation in industrialized societies. The limitation of 200 years 

was set as the end point of the past due to European Australians has the equivalent time of 

history in Australia.  



 

 71

Table 4.1. Items of historical actors and themes. 

 Actors in national history 

National 

Actors 

1) People          

2) Minorities  

3) Government          

4) Politicians  

5) The Rich              

6) Small Businesses  

7) Large Corporations  

8) Parents and Families 

International 

Actors 

9) Australia (Korea)  

10) Australian (Korean) Multinational 

Corporations  

11) Foreigners  

12) Foreign Companies   

13) Other Countries  

14) The World Powers 

 Themes 

Political 

Themes 

1) Equality                        

2) Democracy  

3) National Independence          

4) International Relations      

5) Conservatism                        

6) Colonisation 

7) British Monarchy (Joseon 

Dynasty) 

8) Corruption  

9) World War I                       

10) World War II   

11) The Korean War                

12) The Vietnam War 

40) White Australia Policya 

40-1) Dictatorshipb                

41) Interaction between 2 Koreasb 

Economic 

Themes 

13) Strong Economy (Economic 

Development)  

14) Open Market   

15) Capitalism             

16) Disparity between the Rich and 

the Poor  

17) Urbanisation/Industrialisation 

18) Economic Problems  

19) Exportation of Goods, Services 

and Technologies 

20) Importation of Goods, Services 

and Technologies 

21) Foreign Influences                

22) Global Interconnectedness 

Technological 

Themes 

23) Information Technology (IT)  

24) Manufacturing Industry  

25) Resource Industry  

26) Environmental Issues   

27) Medical Science      

28) Technology Development and 

Sharing        

29) Influencing Other Countries 

Cultural 

Themes 

30) Multiculturalism  

31) Traditional Culture of Australia 

(Korea) 

32) Exportation of Australian 

(Korean) Culture  

33) Importation of Foreign Culture    

34) Foreign Cultural Influence 

36) Homogenisation of the World 

38) Racism          

39) Socio-cultural Problems 

Note: () Korean specific expressions used in Korea, which had Australian counterparts used in Australia; 

a- item only included in Australia, b- items only included in Korea; These nationally unique items were 

not reported in this chapter, but in other chapters. 
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The third section provided the same list of actors and themes. Then, participants were 

asked to rate how much each item in the list was relevant to their own narrative of national 

history that they described in the previous section. A five-point Likert-type scale was used (1 

not relevant at all, to 5 highly relevant).  

In the fourth section, participants were asked to rate how much each item has changed 

(or remained the same) from the past to the present as well as how positive (or negative) each 

change (or continuity) was. Five-point Likert-type scales were also used (1 more prevalent in 

the past than the present, 3 similarly prevalent from the past to the present, and 5 more prevalent 

in the present than the past, for the change question; 1 negative, 3 neutral, and 5 positive for the 

positivity question). 

Then, the second part involved in rating various national identifications and their 

perceived continuities. For national identification with the past, with the present and general 

identification, the same items used in study 1 were used again (ten items each for the past and 

the present, and eight items for general identification). For patriotism and nationalism, 10 items 

for each were selected and modified from scales of Kosterman and Feshbach (1989) and Roccas 

et al. (2006), based on the reliability result of study 1. A couple of items were modified further, 

if necessary. As for perceived collective continuity (PCC), the same 12 items used in study 1 

were used again. In addition, nine items of attitudes toward globalisation were used based on the 

result of study 1. This scale consisted of positive and negative aspects of various changes 

possibly occurring from globalisation, so that it measured people’s attitudes toward changes out 

of globalisation from the past to the present (and even to the future), presumably functioning as 

a measure of evaluation about discontinuities due to globalisation. Finally in the last part, brief 

demographic information was obtained.  

Each question of the questionnaire was composed in English by the researcher and 

translated into Korean and back-translated into English by another Korean-English bilingual. 

Any discrepancies were resolved by modifying both English and Korean items to make them 

equivalent. However, country specific terms were also used in some cases where there was no 

equivalent terms existed (i.e., ‘Joseon Dynasty’ for Korea and ‘British Monarchy’ for Australia 

in the historical theme list). 
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4.1.3 Procedure 

The questionnaire was administered in a group in a lecture room in Korea, or in a lab 

in Australia. It took about 60 minutes on average to complete the questionnaire in both countries. 

Upon completion, Australian participants were provided with a written debriefing statement. 

Korean participants were debriefed verbally, also in accordance with a Korean research 

convention.  

 

4.2 Results 

4.2.1 Preliminary Analyses 

 A series of principal component analysis (PCAs) and reliability analyses were carried 

out on various national identity and continuity measures, with a direct Oblimin rotation in each 

country. The number of components for each scale was determined by theoretical consideration 

and scree plots. As expected, one component for general identification, two component structure 

for patriotism and nationalism, two component structure for temporally framed (past and 

present) identifications, and two components for PCC (cultural and historical), and one 

component for attitudes toward globalisation were obtained (see Appendix 1 for more detail). 

All items of each scale were loaded on the right factor, except two: one in the past identification 

scale, and the other in the globalisation attitude scale. One item of the past identification (item 

2: I am proud of Australia’s/Korea’s past political system) was omitted from further analysis 

because it evenly loaded on the past and present identification factors in Korea. The 

corresponding item for present identification was also omitted in order to keep equivalence 

between the two measures. In addition, one item in the attitudes toward globalisation (item 3: 

Globalisation will be one of the opportunities by which Australia/Korea can grow economically) 

was also omitted from further analysis due to its low loading (below .20). Chronbach’s α of all 

eight scales (identifications with the general identification, patriotism, nationalism, past and 

present identifications, cultural PCC, historical PCC, and attitudes toward globalisation) were 

generally acceptable (.75 to .88 for Korea, .69 to .94 for Australia). 
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Table 4.2. Means and standard deviations of national identifications and sense of national 

continuity in Korea and Australia. 

  

Korea 

 

Australia 

Independent  

t-test 

 Mean sd Mean sd t(296) p 

1 General identification 3.79 .72 3.74 .99  -.56 - 

2 Patriotism 3.33 .71 3.47 .80  1.57 - 

3 Nationalism 2.41 .56 2.24 .65 -2.34 * 

       

4 Identification with the past 2.97 .64 2.66 .77 -3.84 *** 

5 Identification with the present 3.23 .62 3.47 .70  3.08 ** 

6 Cultural PCC 3.48 .64 3.00 .63 -6.45 *** 

7 Historical PCC 3.99 .57 3.61 .59 -5.65 *** 

8 Attitudes toward globalisation 3.20 .64 3.14 .73  -.76 - 

- ns, * p<.05, ** p<.01, *** p<.001  

 

A MANOVA on national identifications and sense of national continuity (PCC and 

attitudes toward globalisation) revealed a significant difference between Korea and Australia 

(F(8,267)=16.76, p<.001, partial η2=.33). Subsequent independent t-test results as well as means 

and standard deviations are displayed in Table 4.2. The results showed that Koreans had lower 

present identification than Australians. This higher present identification in Australia than Korea 

was in consistent with the result of study 1. In contrast, Koreans had higher nationalism, past 

identification, cultural, and historical PCC than Australians. These four higher means in Korea 

than Australia were novel in study 2, very different from the results of study 1. 
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Table 4.3. Zero-order correlations among identifications and continuity factors in Korea. 

 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

1 General identification        

2 Patriotism .68***       

3 Nationalism .55*** .65***       

        

4 Identification with the past .42*** .44***  .35***      

5 Identification with the 

present 

.70***  .62***  .52***  .43***    

6 Cultural PCC .30*** .22** .29***  .27*** .28***    

7 Historical PCC .20** .22** .16* .19* .29*** .40***   

8 Attitudes toward 

globalisation 

-.11^ -.06 -.06 -.19* .01 -.05 -.06 

* p<.05, ** p<.01, *** p<.001  

 

Correlation coefficients among national identifications and sense of national continuity 

are shown in Table 4.3 and 4.4. In order to test whether the comparison between the past and 

present of a country leads to a patriotic or nationalistic national identification, a multiple 

regression analysis was carried out with the pooled data of two countries. First, socio-economic 

status (SES) was entered to the model in order to control its possible influence, because the 

cross national difference of SES was significant (t(290)=6.27, p<.001; mean=2.70, sd=.73 in 

Korea: mean=3.34, sd=1.00 in Australia). Then centralised patriotism and nationalism, and 

dummy coded country were entered as predictors to the model, followed by interaction terms. 

The results are displayed in Table 4.5. First, SES was not associated with the level of general 

identity. Also, nationalism did not have a significant relationship with general identification. 

The mean difference between the two countries became marginally significant after controlling 

for SES, patriotism, and nationalism. It was patriotism that had significant association with 

general identification. This main effect explained around 49% of the variance of general 

identification. These effects were qualified by significant two way interactions between 
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patriotism or nationalism and country, which explained 2% of the variance of general 

identification. Three way interaction among patriotism, nationalism and country was not 

significant (∆R2=.003, ∆F(1,277)=1.73, ns) and is not shown in the table. 

 

Table 4.4. Zero-order correlations among identifications and continuity factors in Australia. 

 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 

1 General identification        

2 Patriotism .67***       

3 Nationalism .33*** .56***      

        

4 Identification with the past .36*** .56*** .33***      

5 Identification with the 

present 

.51*** .51***  .34***  .18*    

6 Cultural PCC .33*** .34*** .42***  .28*** .32***    

7 Historical PCC .05 .11 -.11 .12^ .30*** .29***   

8 Attitudes toward 

globalisation 

.03 -.09 -.14^ -.25** .18* -.10 .15^ 

* p<.05, ** p<.01, *** p<.001  

 

Simple slope analysis (Cohen, Cohen, West, & Aiken, 2003; Preacher, Curran, & Bauer, 

2006) supported the predictions that patriotism would have stronger relationship with general 

identification in Australia, and nationalism would have stronger association with general 

identification in Korea, due to the differences of international conflicts in national history of the 

two countries. Figure 4.1 depicts the simple slopes for the interaction effects of the regression 

analysis. The both slopes of patriotism were positive in two countries and significant (B=.56, 

t=6.92, p<.001 for Korea; B=.95, t=11.11, p<.001 for Australia). That is, people’s general 

identification was stronger when their patriotism was higher, but the positive association was 

stronger in Australia than in Korea. As for nationalism, the slope in Korea was marginally 

significant (B=.23, t=1.95, p=.052), but that in Australia was not significant (B= -.08, t= -.84, 
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ns). In other words, high nationalism tended to be associated with general identification in 

Korea, but such a relationship was not found in Australia.  

 

Table 4.5. Multi-regression analysis to predict general identification after controlling SES. 

Step Predictor B β t  

1 SES .04 .04 .84 ∆R2=.001 

∆F(1, 284)=.30 

2 Pat .95 .83 11.11***  

∆R2=.49 

∆F(1, 281)=89.99*** 

 Nat -.08 -.06 -.84 

 Country .15 .08 1.83^ 

3 Pat x Nat .02 .01 .26  

∆R2=.02 

∆F(1, 278)=3.23* 

 Pat x Country -.38 -.23 -3.10** 

 Nat x Country .31 .15 2.04* 

^ p=.069, * p<.05, ** p<.01, *** p<.001 

 

4.2.2 Relationships between Sense of Continuity and National Identity 

Further, cross-national similarities and differences in relationships between national 

identity and sense of national continuity were examined. Especially, whether the temporally 

framed identifications mediate the relationship between sense of national continuity and general 

identification was tested. For this purpose, a path analysis with maximum likelihood (ML) 

estimation started with the theoretical model depicted in Chapter 2 (Figure 2.1). The goodness 

of fit indices of the initial model were slightly below than desirable (X2
(12) =46.77, p<.001, 

RMR=.038; GFI=.949; AGFI=.821; NFI=.853; and CFI=.879). The model was modified by a 

correlational link between the errors of past and present identifications, based on the 

modification index (MI = 22.22), and the model fit of this modified model was generally 

acceptable (X2
(10) =19.65, p=.033, RMR=.025; GFI=.977; AGFI=.903; NFI=.938; and 

CFI=.966). The modified model (unconstrained model) was selected for further analysis, 

because the model fit improvement from the initial model to the model was significant (X2
(2) 
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=27.12, p<.001). Finally, unstandardised direct effect constraints (to be equal across countries; 

Arbuckle, 2003; Kline, 2005) were imposed on the selected model. Although some of absolute 

correlation residuals were slightly greater than .05 in Australia (.000 to .076), all were less 

than .05 in Korea (.000 to .029). Moreover, the overall model fit was acceptable (X2
(16) =23.81, 

p=.094; RMR=.028; GFI=.973; AGFI=.928; NFI=.925; and CFI=.973), not significantly 

different from that of the unconstrained model (X2
(6) =4.16, ns). The result implies that the 

association strength of each link between variables is not significantly different between Korea 

and Australia (refer Kline, 2005). 
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Figure 4.1. Different relationships of general identification with patriotism or nationalism in 

Korea and Australia. 

 

Figure 4.2 displays the final constrained model. The influence of cultural PCC was 

mediated by both past and present identifications to predict general identification. Specifically, 

cultural PCC predicted both past (γ=.28, t=3.94, p<.001) and present (γ=.23, t=3.86, p<.001) 

identifications, and in turn they predicted general identification (β=.24, t=3.40, p<.001. and 

β=.69, t=11.21, p<.001, respectively). As for the relationship between historical PCC and 

general identification, it was mediated by only present identifications. historical PCC predicted 

only present identification (γ=.22, t=3.55, p<.001), which in turn linked to general identification. 
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On the other hand, a negative link between attitudes toward globalisation and general 

identification was found, mediated only by past identification (γ= -.22, t=3.34, p<.001). 

 

 

Figure 4.2. A path model to predict general identification. 

Note: *** p<.001; A correlation coefficient between errors of past and present identification is .14*** in 

Korea and .07 in Australia; Correlation coefficients between cultural and historical PCCs, between 

cultural PCC and globalisation attitudes, and between historical PCC and globalisation attitudes 

are .14***, -.02, -.02 in Korea and .11**, .06, -05 in Australia, respectively. 

 

4.2.3 Narrative Differences between Korea and Australia 

In order to find similarities and differences in people’s historical perception between 

Korea and Australia, a series of independent t-tests was conducted. First, the relevance ratings 

of the historical themes (or actors) provided in the list were centred within each individual, by 

subtracting the individual’s grand mean from a rating score for each historical theme. This 

procedure helps to prevent a potential response set among participants of two countries from 

biasing the results (e.g., some individuals consistently rating all items high or low in relevance). 

Also, this data transformation enables us to detect which item was rated relatively more or less 

Cultural 

PCC 

Historical 

PCC 

Globalisation 

Attitude 

Past ID 

Present ID 

General ID 

-.22*** 

.24*** 

.69*** 

.23*** 

.22*** 

.28*** 
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relevant by each individual. Then, a t-test result of each item showed the contents of historical 

narrative of two countries. Table 4.6 displays means, standard deviations and t-values, and only 

significant result will be reported here.  

In the historical actor block, Korean participants reported conglomerates as more 

relevant to their historical perception than Australians. Also they perceived the rich, and Korean 

multinational corporations as more relevant than their Australian counterparts, although the 

relevance ratings of these two themes were quite negative (that is lower than individual means 

of relevance ratings). In contrast, Australian participants rated minorities, Australia (i.e., one’s 

own nation), foreigners, and other countries as more relevant than Koreans. 

In the political theme block, Koreans perceived corruption and the Korean War as more 

relevant than Australians, who reported equality, colonisation, World War I, and World War II as 

more relevant than their counterparts. Regarding the themes of economy, Koreans rated 

economic development, open market, capitalism, disparity between the rich and the poor, 

urbanisation/industrialisation, economic problems, and exportation of goods, services, and 

technologies as more relevant than Australians. Also, they perceived importation of goods, 

services, and technologies as more relevant than their counterparts, but their centred mean value 

was negative. In the technological theme block, Koreans reported IT, and Korea’s influence on 

other countries as more relevant than Australians. Also, they perceived technology development 

and sharing as more relevant than their Australian counterparts, although their mean was 

negative. In contrast, Australians rated resource industry as more relevant than Koreans. Also, 

they perceived environmental issues as more relevant than their counterparts, but the mean was 

negative. Regarding the themes of culture finally, Koreans perceived exportation of ingroup 

culture as more relevant than Australians, while Australians reported multiculturalism, 

traditional culture, Importation of foreign culture, racism, and socio-cultural problems as more 

relevant than Koreans. 

Among historical themes and actors without significant national differences, it is 

noteworthy that the themes of national independence, and international relation were reported as 

highly relevant to both Koreans and Australians’ historical perceptions. Also, the actors of 

people, government, Korea (Australia), and the world powers were reported as highly relevant 
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regardless of people’s nationality. Finally, Koreans’ relevance ratings of equality, colonisation, 

traditional culture were higher than their mean value of relevance (one sample t-test with the 

criterion value 0: t=2.22, p<.05; t=3.10, p<.01; t=2.56, p<.05; respectively), although their 

relevance rating scores were significantly lower than those of Australians. That is, Koreans 

perceived equality, colonisation, traditional culture as more relevant than other historical themes. 

In sum, historical narrative of national progress seemed to be dominant, and cultural 

contrast narrative to be secondary in both countries. Koreans portrayed their national history 

primarily as a narrative of economic development. They perceived capitalistic Korean society 

from open market, through urbanisation and industrialisation, achieving economic development, 

exportation of goods, IT, and its influences on other countries. They also noticed other social 

changes such as equality and exportation of Korean culture to other countries. However, they 

expressed cultural contrast story via their concerns about their traditional culture and socio-

cultural problems. They pointed out corruption and disparity between the rich and the poor as 

socio-economic problems and national independence, and international relation as important 

issues, which could be interpreted as side-effects of rapid economic development. Also they 

remembered the Japanese colonisation and the Korean War as important parts of their past, 

before the economic development.  

On the other hand, Australians primarily portrayed its national history as social 

progress and national development. This narrative triumphs their achievement of equality, and 

multiculturalism while simultaneously expressing some concerns about racism, and socio-

cultural problems as well. Further, they narrated their colonisation of Australia, national 

independence, and international relations as their national development narrative via 

contributing to World War I, and World War II. Also, they were well aware that their country has 

a strong resource industry. Still, they were concerned about their cultural identity with 

traditional culture and importation of foreign culture, which can be a part of cultural contrast 

narrative.  
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Table 4.6. Means and standard deviations of perceived relevance to historical themes in Korea and 

Australia. 

Group (No of people) 

Historical categories 

Kr (156) Au (141)  

t 

 

p Mean sd Mean sd 

Actor 

1) People 

1.00 1.00 1.18 1.00 -1.49  

2) Minorities -.23 1.28 .90 1.03 -8.44 *** 

3) Government .84 .98 .76 .99 .74  

4) Politicians .20 1.23 .11 1.07 .67  

5) The Rich -.43 1.16 -.82 1.11 2.96 ** 

6) Small Businesses -.87 .95 -.94 1.05 .59  

7) Conglomerates (Large Corporations) -.17 1.15 -.47 .93 2.46 * 

8) Parents and Families  -.27 1.17 -.05 1.13 -1.66 .098 

  

9) Korea (Australia) 

.86 1.18 1.19 1.06 -2.52 * 

10) Korean (Australian) Multinational 

Corporations 

-.26 1.17 -.56 1.03 2.35 * 

11) Foreigners -.80 .96 .59 1.16 -11.21 *** 

12) Foreign Companies -.91 .91 -.84 .99 -.56  

13) Other Countries -.11 1.18 .24 1.11 -2.65 ** 

14) The World Powers .57 1.14 .48 1.15 .75  

Theme 

15) Equality 

.23 1.29 .76 1.17 -3.71 *** 

16) Democracy  -.87 .95 -.94 1.05 .59  

17) National Independence  .56 1.11 .35 1.25 1.57  

18) International Relations .52 .96 .40 1.00 .99  

19) Conservatism -.21 1.14 -.25 1.03 .33  

20) Colonisation .32 1.28 .75 1.09 -3.10 *** 

21) British Monarchy -.10 1.22 .04 1.17 -1.06  

22) Corruption .07 1.16 -1.23 .92 10.80 *** 

23) World War I  -.80 1.06 .16 1.37 -6.72 *** 

24) World War II -.43 1.17 .21 1.28 -4.48 ** 

25) The Korean War .43 1.21 -1.16 .84 13.26 *** 

26) The Vietnam War  -.53 .96 -.32 1.24 -1.61  

 

27) Economic Development (Strong Economy) 

 

.77 

 

1.09 

 

.04 

 

.99 

 

6.08 

 

*** 

28) Open Market .40 .96 -.25 1.06 5.59 *** 

(table continues) 
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Table 4.6. (Continued) 

 Kr Au   

Historical categories Mean sd Mean sd t p 

29) Capitalism .43 .99 -.14 1.06 4.76 *** 

30) Disparity between the Rich and the Poor  .18 1.09 -.52 1.02 5.68 *** 

31) Urbanisation/Industrialisation .33 1.03 -.26 1.05 4.91 *** 

32) Economic Problems  .38 .96 -.35 .98 6.50 *** 

33) Exportation of Goods, Services and 

Technologies 

-.02 1.02 -.50 1.00 4.05 *** 

34) Importation of Goods, Services and 

Technologies   

-.25 .90 -.57 .91 3.05 ** 

35) Foreign Influences .12 1.04 .34 1.06 -1.82 .070 

36) Global Interconnectedness .25 1.19 .18 1.05 .48  

 

37) Information Technology (IT) 

 

.30 

 

1.20 

 

-.83 

 

.99 

 

8.88 

 

*** 

38) Manufacturing Industry -.38 .98 -.57 .87 1.73 .085 

39) Resource Industry -.75 1.11 -.06 1.10 -5.31 *** 

40) Environmental Issues -.63 1.07 -.25 1.12 -3.00 ** 

41) Medical Science -.65 1.04 -.59 1.16 -.48  

42) Technology Development and Sharing -.33 1.02 -.69 1.01 3.05 ** 

43) Influencing Other Countries .22 1.05 -.46 1.09 5.43 *** 

    

44) Multiculturalism 

-.26 1.07 1.25 1.02 -12.49 *** 

45) Traditional Culture of Korea (Australia) .25 1.24 .67 1.09 -3.02 ** 

46) Exportation of Korean (Australian) Culture -.04 1.07 -.57 1.08 4.22 *** 

47) Importation of Foreign Culture -.09 .93 .33 1.06 -3.57 *** 

48) Foreign Cultural Influence  -.27 1.17 -.05 1.13 -1.66 .098 

49) Loss of Traditional Culture .06 1.10 .04 1.23 .14  

50) Homogenisation of the World -.09 1.10 -.16 1.11 .55  

51) Development of Korean (Australian) 

Culture  

.11 1.13 .23 1.22 -.94  

52) Racism -.68 1.16 .67 1.25 -9.63 *** 

53) Socio-cultural Problems .15 1.04 .47 1.19 -2.45 * 

54) White Australian Policya   .41 1.31   

54-1) Dictatorshipb .14 1.26     

55) Interaction between two Koreasb  .07 1.24     

Note: ^ p<.10, * p<.05, ** p<.01, *** p<.001; Australian specific name of historical themes was inside (), if 

any; a- Australian unique item, b- Korean unique item.
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Finally, in Korean national history, actors of people, government, and conglomerates 

were important as well as Korea as a nation, and other world powers presumably including the 

US, Japan and China. Possibly these actors were the main agents inside and outside of Korean 

history. On the other hand, Australian national narrative emphasised foreigners, other countries, 

Australia as a nation, and the world powers, people, minorities, and government as important 

actors, presumably related to themes regarding international relationships and equality 

improvement that were prominent. However, these assumptions were not possible to test here. If 

actors could not be linked with historical themes, then the meaning of importance of a certain 

actor is hard to interpret. Therefore, actors were excluded from further analyses.  

 

4.2.4 Cross-national Differences of Change Perception and Evaluation 

In order to explore the national differences of people’s perception of historical change, 

principal component analyses (PCAs) were first performed on perceived change ratings with the 

pooled data of two countries. This time, raw data were used, because absolute degree of change 

perceptions were one of focuses of the study, as well as cross national differences of the 

perceived change degree. A series of PCAs with direct Oblimin rotation was conducted on items 

for each of the politics, economic, technological, and cultural thematic blocks separately. Nation 

specific items were excluded for ensuring cross national compatibility. The number of 

components for each block was determined based on the scree plot. 

For the politics block, a four component solution was reasonable according to a Scree 

plot. After direct Oblimin rotation, the first factor was labelled as wars because it included four 

wars related in two nations (World War 1, World War 2, Korean War, and Vietnam War). The 

second was characterised by social development, containing themes of equality, democracy, 

national independence, and international relations. The third factor was labelled as political 

legacy, because it contained political past (conservatism, colonisation, and British monarchy or 

Joseon Dynasty). The item, corruption, did not co-vary with other themes, so was treated as a 

fourth factor in the politics block. 

In the economy block, two factors were obtained according to a Scree plot with 

Oblimin rotation. The first factor was labelled as international economy, including global 
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economic themes (economic development, importations of goods, exportation of goods, foreign 

influences, and global interconnectedness). The second factor was characterised by national 

economy, containing mostly domestic economic themes (disparity between the rich and the poor, 

urbanisation/industrialisation, economic problems, open market, capitalism). 

In the technological block, a two component solution was also reasonable. After a 

rotation, the first factor was labelled as hi-tech because it included themes of IT, environmental 

issues, medical science, development of/sharing technology, and influencing (politically, 

economically, and technologically) other countries. The second factor in this block was 

characterised by industries, containing two industries (resource industry and manufacturing 

industry).  

In the cultural block finally, three factors were obtained. The first factor was labelled as 

mixing cultures, including themes related to mix of different cultures and loss of tradition 

(multiculturalism, importation of foreign culture, foreign cultural influence, loss of traditional 

culture, and homogenisation of the world). The second factor was characterised by cultural 

industry, containing themes related to marketing national culture to other nations (traditional 

culture, exportation of their own culture, and development of their own culture). The third factor 

in this block was labelled as social problems, including racism, and socio-cultural problems. 

Consequently, 11 factors were obtained as shown in Table 4.7: wars, social 

development, political legacy, corruption, international economy, national economy, hi-tech, 

industries, mixing cultures, cultural industry and social problems (See Appendix 1 for a detailed 

table of each PCA). To provide summary variables of these change perceptions, composites 

were computed by averaging the ratings of the items that loaded on each factor. Change 

evaluations measures were computed on the basis of the factors extracted from the change 

perceptions. Then, using the same items, composites of change evaluations were computed. It 

was surmised that people’s change perceptions need to be examined first because people would 

first construe what has changed in history, and then evaluate those perceived historical changes. 

For this reason, the same factor structure of change perceptions would be used for change 

evaluations as well.  
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Table 4.7. Factor labels of perceived historical changes. 

 Factor label Historical theme items 

Political 

themes 

Wars World War 1, World War 2, Korean war, and Vietnam 

war 

Social 

development 

equality, democracy, national independence, and 

international relations 

Political legacy conservatism, colonisation, and monarchy (British 

monarchy or Joseon dynasty) 

Corruption corruption 

Economic 

themes 

International 

economy 

economic development, importation of goods, 

exportation of goods, foreign influences, and global 

interconnectedness 

National economy disparity between the rich and the poor, 

urbanisation/industrialisation, economic problems, open 

market, capitalism 

Technological 

themes 

Hi-tech IT, environmental issues, medical science, technology 

development and sharing, and influencing other countries 

Industries resource industry and manufacturing industry 

Cultural 

themes 

Mixing cultures multiculturalism, importation of foreign culture, foreign 

cultural influence, loss of traditional culture, and 

homogenisation of the world 

Cultural industry traditional culture, exportation of their own culture, and 

development of their own culture 

Social problems racism and socio-cultural problems 

 

Then, multivariate analyses of variance (MANOVAs) with country as a factor were 

carried out, in order to explore the influences of cross nationally different perceptions and 

evaluations of historical changes. The dependent variables were participants’ ratings of 
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perception of and evaluation on historical changes. The same 11 historical change factors 

obtained above were applied to the change perceptions as well as change evaluations.  

 

1

1.5

2

2.5

3

3.5

4

4.5

5

In
te

rna
tio

na
l E

co

Nat
io
na

l E
co

Hi-t
ec

h

In
du

st
rie

s

M
ixi

ng
 C

ult
ur

e

Cul
tu

re 
In

du
st
ry

So
cia

l P
ro

ble
m

s

W
ar
s

Soc
ial

 D
ev

Pol
tic

al
 L

eg
ac

y

Cor
ru
pt
io

n

H
is

to
ri

ca
l C

ha
ng

e

Kr

Au

 

Figure 4.3. Mean differences of perception of historical changes between Korea and Australia. 

Note: The historical change value around 3 means that the theme has remained the same from the past to 

the present. The value above (vs. below) 3 means that the theme is more (vs. less) prevalent or prominent 

in the present than the past. 
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Figure 4.4. Mean differences of evaluation of historical changes between Korea and Australia. 

Note: The historical evaluation value around 3 means that the change of the theme from the past to the 

present is neutral. The value above (vs. below) 3 means that the change of the theme is positive (negative). 
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The MANOVA results showed significant cross national differences in historical 

change perceptions (F(11,262)=18.42, p<.001, partial η2=.44), and in historical change 

evaluations (F(11,253)=6.53, ns, partial η
2=.22). Figure 4.3 and Figure 4.4 provide the profiles 

of mean perceived historical changes and of mean historical change evaluations, respectively. 

Subsequent t-tests on perceived historical changes revealed that Koreans saw greater 

prominence of international economy (t(292)= -4.32, p<.001), national economy (t(295)= -7.20, 

p<.001), mixing culture (t(291)= -2.11, p<.05), social problems (t(294)= -5.26, p<.001), and 

corruption (t(293)= -6.50, p<.001) in the present than Australians. On the other hand, 

Australians saw a greater change in domestic industries (t(295)=8.64, p<.001) than their Korean 

counterparts.  

In terms of historical change evaluations, Koreans evaluated the change of high 

technology (t(285)= -3.23, p<.01) more positively than Australia. On the other hand, Australians 

evaluated the changes of industries (t(291)=2.26, p<.05), mixing culture (t(290)=2.17, p<.05), 

wars (t(290)=3.38, p<.001), political legacy (t(293)=4.06, p<.001), and corruption (t(291)=4.54, 

p<.001). In order to interpret these results of change perception and evaluation properly, 

however, whether the changes were more or less prevalent in the present than in the past in each 

country should be combined in the interpretation. 

 

4.2.5 Degree of Historical Changes 

Further, a series of one sample t-tests was conducted, in order to find out whether 

participants perceived a change or continuity in each historical change factor. The prevalence 

ratings of 3 indicates no historical change (i.e., equal prevalence in the past and the present); 

significant departures from this neutral point indicates that a given issue is more (>3) or less 

(<3) prevalent in the present than in the past.  

As shown in Table 4.8, Korea was seen to have changed in all categories of historical 

themes. Participants reported currently more prevalent for eight historical categories: 

international economy, national economy, high technology, mixing culture, cultural industries, 

socio-cultural problems, social development and corruption. Only three, domestic industries, 

wars, and political legacies, were reported as decreasing prevalence of as time went by. 
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Also, Australians perceived change of most historical categories except two: socio-

cultural problems and corruption. That is, they regarded these two historical issues as equally 

prevalent from the past to the present. They reported seven categories as more prevalent in the 

present than in the past: international economy, national economy, high technology, industries, 

mixing culture, cultural industries and social development. However, wars and political legacies 

were perceived as less prevalent in the present than the past. 

Combined with the previous MANOVA results of historical change perceptions, 

Koreans reported greater prevalence of global economy, domestic economy, and mixing culture 

in the present than Australians did. Also, Korean people perceived currently prevalent social 

problems and corruption more prominent than their Australian counterparts who reported these 

two historical themes remained the same from the past to the present. On the other hand, 

Australians perceived a greater change of domestic industries becoming more prevalent in the 

present than their Korean counterparts.  

 

Table 4.8. Perception of historical change or continuities in each country. 

 Korea Australia 

Categories for historical themes Mean S.D. t Mean S.D. t 

International economy 4.29 .58  27.59*** 3.98 .63  17.21*** 

National economy 4.27 .55  27.78*** 3.72 .66  13.20*** 

High technology 4.30 .63  25.76*** 4.19 .66  20.80*** 

Industries 2.67 .97  -3.88*** 3.66 .89   8.36*** 

Mixing culture 4.10 .67  20.64*** 3.96 .66  16.70*** 

Cultural industries 3.27 .84   4.18*** 3.28 .75   3.69*** 

Socio-cultural problems 3.64 .91   8.91*** 3.05 .94   1.08 

Wars 2.29 .90 -10.44*** 2.23 .91  -9.90*** 

Social development 3.98 .71  17.04*** 3.84 .67  14.84*** 

Political legacy 2.20 .85 -12.14*** 2.23 .68 -13.14*** 

Corruption 3.75 1.09   7.78*** 2.92 .95  -1.09 

Note: * p<.01, ** p<.01, *** p<.001; one sample t-test, criterion value =3 
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In terms of historical change evaluations, Koreans evaluated currently prevalent high 

technology more positively than Australia. On the other hand, Australians evaluated currently 

prevalent industries than Koreans who perceived the industries were less prevalent in the 

present. Also, Australian participants evaluated steady corruption more positively than their 

Korean counterparts who perceived it as more prevalent in the present. Finally, Australians 

appreciated currently more prevalent mixing culture, and currently less prevalent impacts of 

wars and political legacy in the present (than in the past) more positively than Koreans.  

 

Table 4.9. Zero order correlations between identifications and historical change evaluations. 

 Korea Australia 

Historical Themes Gid Paid Prid Gid Paid Prid 

International economy .05 -.08 .11 .09 -.10 .35*** 

National economy .10 -.02 .13 .13 -.01 .28** 

High technology .18* .06 .15 .30*** -.03 .28** 

Industries -.09 -.06 .04 .10 -.03 .18* 

Mixing culture -.09 -.06 -.02 .00 -.16 .24** 

Cultural industries .10 .09 .06 .03 -.09 .24** 

Socio-cultural problems -.04 -.01 -.10 .19* -.04 .22** 

Wars -.10 .05 .08 .00 -.21* -.03 

Social development -.01 -.05 .03 .20* -.06 .36*** 

Political legacy -.01 .01 .03 .18* -.05 .23** 

Corruption -.02 .04 .07 .04 .12 .04 

* p<.01, ** p<.01, *** p<.001 

 

In order to investigate how people evaluate historical changes and continuities, 

correlation coefficients were calculated between national identifications and historical change 

evaluations. As shown in Table 4.9, there is only one significant relationship between them in 

Korea: the higher evaluation of high technology, which is currently more prevalent than in the 

past, the stronger general identifiers. On the other hand, the evaluation of currently prevalent 
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high technology, socio-cultural problems, equality, and less prevalent political legacy was 

positively associated with general identification in Australia. Further, their identification with 

the past was higher, as the influence of wars was perceived as decreasing, and this tendency was 

evaluated as more negatively. Finally, the evaluation of almost every historical change in 

Australia that is currently more prevalent than before had a positive relationship with present 

identification.  

 

4.3 Discussion 

 In general, the results of Chapter 4 established a number of cross national similarities 

and differences, regarding the relationship among national identifications and with sense of 

national continuity, historical narratives, and the perception and evaluation of historical changes. 

First, the degree of the contribution of nationalism to general identification was found as 

varying depending on the amount of international conflicts that a country had. As expected, 

nationalism contributed to general identification only in Korea, although the magnitude of 

explained variance was relatively far smaller than patriotism, which contributed to general 

identification both in Korea and Australia. This difference is presumably due to the fact that the 

Korean history contained more international conflicts than that of Australian.  

Second, temporally framed national identifications mediated the influence of sense of 

national continuity to general identification. That is, sense of national continuity contributed to 

general identification, generally via temporally framed identifications (i.e., past and present 

identifications). Specifically, cultural PCC predicted both past and present identifications 

positively, but historical PCC contributed to only present identification. In contrast to PCCs’ 

positive relations to past or present identification, attitudes toward globalisation had a negative 

association with past identification. Given that past and present identifications predicted general 

identification, cultural PCC was mediated by both past and present identifications, but historical 

PCC was mediated only by present identification, and attitudes toward globalisation only by 

past identification. This result validated the distinction between past and present identifications, 

and differential functions of these cultural and historical PCCs as well as attitudes toward 

globalisation. 
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Third, people’s perceptions of national history in both countries were characterised by 

both national progress and cultural contrast narratives, as generally consistent with the results of 

Study 1. Koreans reported the themes of equality, economic development, open market, 

capitalism, urbanisation/industrialisation, exportation of goods, services, IT, Korea’s influence 

on other countries, and development of Korean culture as relevant to their national history, 

which may be arguably linked to a narrative of national progress, generally focusing on 

economic development. They also considered corruption, disparity between the rich and the 

poor, economic problems, and traditional culture as relevant, possibly constructing part of a 

narrative of socio-cultural contrast. In addition, colonisation, national independence, Korean 

War, and international relations were perceived as relevant issues of the past. On the other hand, 

Australians constructed their national progress narrative with the themes of equality, 

colonisation, World War I, and World War II, national independence, resource industry, 

international relation, and multiculturalism, focusing on political and social value development. 

Also, high relevance of traditional culture, importation of foreign culture, and socio-cultural 

problems and racism could construct a narrative of cultural contrasts.  

Fourth, cross national differences were found in historical change perception and 

evaluation. Koreans perceived greater changes of global economy, domestic economy, and 

mixing culture than Australians, although both samples felt that those historical themes were 

more prevalent in the present than in the past. It could be because Korea achieved economic 

development focusing on exportation within recent five decades, and began to interact with 

international people inside Korea since a couple of decades ago, while Australia experienced 

both during the bicentennial time span. On the other hand, Australians perceived a greater 

change of domestic industries than their Korean counterparts, although both nations felt the 

theme more prevalent in the present. Finally, Korean people reported social problems and 

corruptions more prevalent in the present than the past, while Australians considered these two 

historical themes as remaining the same through history.  

As for the historical change evaluations, Koreans evaluated the change of high 

technology more positively than Australia, although both samples perceived similar increase of 

the theme in the present. On the other hand, Australians evaluated the change of industries more 
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positively than Koreans, while the former perceived the theme was more prevalent in the 

present, but Koreans considered the theme was less prevalent in the present. Also, Korean 

participants evaluated the change of corruption less positively than their Australian counterparts, 

possibly because increasing corruptions (what Koreans perceived) are more negative than 

steady corruptions (what Australians perceived). In addition, Australians appreciated currently 

more prevalent mixing cultures, and currently decreasing impact of wars and decreasing 

political legacy more positively than Koreans. In sum, Koreans preferred technological 

development more, while were concerned more about forgetting past and losing their culture, 

mixing with other cultures than their Australian counterparts. 

Finally, the results provided evidence that people’s evaluations of historical changes 

predicted past and present identifications differently between the two countries. In Australia, 

currently more prevalent high technology, socio-cultural problems, equality, and currently less 

prevalent political legacy was positively associated with general identification. Further, the 

decreasing influence of wars was related negatively with past identification. It is noteworthy 

that the evaluation of the war influence change was related to past identification, but neither to 

present nor general identification. On the other hand, the evaluation of almost every historical 

change currently prevalent had positive relationships with present identification. That is, 

people’s evaluations of historical changes becoming more prevalent in the present than the past 

had stronger power to predict present identification. In contrast to the strong associations 

between evaluations and identification in Australia, only one relationship was found in Korea: 

the evaluation of high technology was positively related to general identification. In sum, as in 

Study 1, Study 2 replicated that historical change evaluations linked to national identifications 

only in Australia, consistent with existing literature (i.e., Sahdra & Ross, 2007), whereas Korea 

had virtually no straightforward linear relationship between the two. 

The chapter extended the Study 1 in a number of ways, and confirmed what Study 1 

found as explicated above. Nonetheless, a couple of questions remained. For example, 

differential relevance of actors to historical narratives was found across nations in this chapter. 

The historical actor of conglomerates was more relevant to Koreans’ historical narrative, 

whereas minorities, Australia, foreigners, and other countries were more relevant to the 
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Australians’ narrative. The actors of people, government, Korea (Australia), and the world 

powers were highly relevant to historical narratives in both countries. However, it was hard to 

interpret its relationship with specific historical themes. In addition, elements of both national 

progress and cultural contrast narratives were found, but still it was unknown whether they were 

existing as separate narratives or as a single narrative with both elements mixed together. The 

next step should be looking into narratives: whether historical narratives could be multiple and 

competing each other. This lays a foundation for examination of moderation effects of historical 

narratives on the association between historical evaluations and national identity in the next two 

chapters.  
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Chapter 5. Historical Narratives and National Identity Construction 

 

 This chapter has two major aims. The first one is to identify different narratives about 

how people view the historical change of their country when comparing the past and present. 

Previous chapters found contents arguably related to the historical narratives of progress and 

cultural contrast, but whether different people held different narratives still remained in question. 

Then, influences of multiple historical narratives are to be explored on national identity 

construction. It is expected that the historical evaluations could be related to national 

identifications in different ways, depending on the type of historical narratives that people hold. 

That is, the association between the evaluation of historical changes and national identification 

would be positive in national progress narrative, but negative in cultural contrast narrative. 

Using the same data as in Chapter 4 (Study 2), historical narratives and their 

moderation role on an identity construction process (relationships between the historical 

evaluations and national identifications) are further examined. The Korean and Australian data 

are pooled together and analysed, in order to investigate types of historical narratives that 

participants hold. Then, it is examined how they identify with their nation and evaluate 

historical changes when they perceive their national history differently. 

 

5.1 Result 

5.1.1 Historical Narratives of Perceived Change and Continuity 

Types of narratives that people held were identified on the basis of a cluster analysis 

performed with relevance ratings of the historical themes. The relevance data of the historical 

themes were centred within each individual, in order to prevent a potential response set among 

participants of two countries from biasing the results. The relevance ratings for historical actor 

were omitted from this analysis, due to its difficulty of interpretation of its relationship with 

historical themes as discussed in the previous chapter. For the cluster analysis, the Ward method 

was used on squared Euclidean distances computed between participants. Therefore, 

participants with similar tendency with relevance ratings would be clustered as a group. Three 

distinctive groups were identified based on a dendrogram, and their contents are shown in Table  
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5.1 (for the cluster plot, see Appendix 2).  

 

Table 5.1. Means of relevance ratings on historical themes of three historical narrative groups.  

Group (No of people) 

List of historical themes 

Progress (126) Development (53)  Contrast (118) F p value 

Mean sd Mean sd Mean sd 

1) Equality  .76b 1.27 .43ab 1.57 .20a 1.01 6.35 ** 

2) Democracy  -.95 .98 -1.06 .91 -.77 1.04 1.79  

3) National Independence .50a 1.24 .89b 1.26 .23a 1.02 6.04 ** 

4) International Relations .52 1.03 .55 1.00 .36 .91 1.07  

5) Conservatism -.25a 1.07 .41b 1.24 -.50a .91 14.17 *** 

6) Colonisation .87b 1.09 1.15b 1.15 -.13a 1.06 36.22 *** 

7) British Monarchy (Joseon 

Dynasty) 

.06b 1.22 .58c 1.22 -.42a 1.02 14.86 *** 

8) Corruption -1.19a .92 .64c 1.24 -.38b 1.07 59.64 *** 

9) World War I .29c 1.32 -.55b 1.29 -.93a .95 33.59 *** 

10) World War II .37b 1.21 .06b 1.36 -.75a .99 29.54 *** 

11) The Korean War -.92a 1.00 .87c 1.31 -.21b 1.23 45.65 *** 

12) The Vietnam War -.18b 1.23 -.28b 1.01 -.76a .92 9.28 *** 

 

13) Strong Economy 

(Economic Development) 

 

.06a 

 

1.05 

 

.72b 

 

1.19 

 

.68b 

 

1.02 

 

13.06 

 

*** 

14) Open Market -.32a 1.09 .07b 1.04 .54c .85 23.28 *** 

15) Capitalism -.26a 1.05 .40b 1.14 .50b .88 19.18 *** 

16) Disparity between the 

Rich and the Poor 

-.59a 1.03 .68c 1.11 -.06b .95 29.84 *** 

17) 

Urbanisation/Industrialisation 

-.44a 1.03 .30b .96 .46b .98 26.39 *** 

18) Economic Problems  -.37a 1.06 .38b 1.10 .32b .79 19.34 *** 

19) Exportation of Goods, 

Services and Technologies 

-.60a 1.05 -.30b .95 .16c .91 18.49 *** 

20) Importation of Goods, 

Services and Technologies 

-.67a .96 -.32b .92 -.15b .80 10.62 *** 

21) Foreign Influences .37 1.16 .02 1.05 .17 .91 2.36  

22) Global Interconnectedness 

(Global Village) 

 

.15b 

 

1.18 -.27a 1.12 .51c .98 9.52 *** 

(table continued) 
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Table 5.1. (continues) 

 Progress Development Contrast   

Historical themes Mean sd Mean sd Mean sd F P value 

23) Information Technology 

(IT) 

 

-1.02a 

 

.90 

 

.00b 

 

1.22 

 

.49c 

 

1.07 

 

66.44 

 

*** 

24) Manufacturing Industry -.78a .85 -.36b .96 -.18b .91 14.40 *** 

25) Resource Industry -.26 1.21 -.59 1.32 -.52 1.00 2.20  

26) Environmental Issues -.41b 1.14 -1.21a .78 -.15b 1.06 18.83 *** 

27) Medical Science -.81a 1.10 -.96a .71 -.27b 1.14 11.38 *** 

28) Technology Development 

and Sharing 

-.90a .90 -1.06a .67 .18b .90 61.71 *** 

29) Influencing Other 

Countries 

-.44a 1.13 -.19a 1.05 .29b 1.03 13.88 *** 

    

30) Multiculturalism 

 

1.32c 

 

1.00 

 

-1.08a 

 

.76 

 

.22b 

 

.97 

 

124.41 

 

*** 

31) Traditional Culture of 

Australia (Korea) 

.79c 1.17 -.15a 1.20 .36b 1.09 13.13 *** 

32) Exportation of Australian 

(Korean) Culture 

-.51a 1.15 -.72a .95 .13b .97 16.71 *** 

33) Importation of Foreign 

Culture 

.44b 1.05 -.13a 1.02 -.13a .87 12.27 *** 

34) Foreign Cultural Influence -.07b 1.08 -.53a 1.32 -.10b 1.13 3.28 * 

35) Loss of Traditional 

Culture 

.04 1.34 -.11 1.12 .14 .95 .90  

36) Homogenisation of the 

World 

-.09b 1.21 -.62a .90 .07b 1.00 7.56 ** 

37) Development of Australian 

(Korean) Culture 

.33b 1.27 -.62a 1.01 .34b .96 16.31 *** 

38) Racism .72b 1.25 -.79a 1.28 -.50a 1.15 43.49 *** 

39) Socio-cultural Problems .50b 1.25 .21ab 1.11 .13a .96 3.56 * 

Note: * p<.05 ** p<.01 *** p<.001; Positive ratings showed the theme is more relevant than other themes 

to people’s narrative of national history. Consequently letters and numbers were bolded when there is a 

significant mean difference and when one of the three cells showed positive mean ratings that are 

different from 0. In addition, letters and numbers are bolded when all three cells showed positive means 

that are different from 0 even if there is no significant difference; Korean specific name of a theme is 

inside parentheses, when it has one. 
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A series of ANOVAs of each item revealed the contents of each historical narrative. 

Table 5.1 showed means, standard deviations and F-values. Individuals in these groups appeared 

to adopt three different narratives, which were here called social progress, economic 

development, and cultural contrast narratives. The first group portrayed its national history as a 

narrative of social progress. This group consisted of mostly Australians (126 participants out of 

297; 12% Koreans and 88% Australians), and narrated their national history as social 

development. Specifically, the themes of political and cultural progress from the past to the 

present were prominent in their narrative. They rated the World War I, multiculturalism, 

traditional culture, importation of foreign culture, and racism as more relevant to their historical 

narrative than the other two narrative groups. Also, they rated equality, colonisation, World War 

II, and socio-cultural problems as more relevant than the economic development group, and 

global interconnectedness, and development of Australian/Korean culture as more relevant than 

the cultural contrast group.  

Three narrative groups’ mean comparisons of relevance ratings to historical actors 

revealed further that this narrative group rated minorities, Australia (Korea), and foreigners 

more relevant than the other two narratives, and people and other countries more relevant than 

the contrast group (see Table 5.2). One Australian example is provided below. 

 

“Before federation of the Australian States in 1901, Australia was merely a British 

colony. Since the formation of an Australian democratic government, Australia has 

gained a more rigid identity. However, it is only in the past decade or two that major 

change has occurred such as more attention paid to the environment and equality – 

especially reducing discrimination based on race, gender and sexual orientation. 

Australia has always preached tolerance and prided itself on its cultural diversity and 

multiculturalism, but is only today that there is evidence of this. National disasters 

such as the white Australia policy would never happen today under the current 

government and with a more open minded society. Industries and culture have always 

existed and always grown – the biggest change is the Australian people and how they 

interpret and act based on these factors.” 
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The second group was composed of fifty three mostly Korean participants (96% 

Koreans and 4% Australians), and had an economic development (strong economy) narrative. 

This narrative was so labelled because it was about economic development, and economic and 

political problems. They rated economic development, urbanisation/industrialisation, and 

economic problems as more relevant than the social progress narrative group, and colonisation 

as more relevant than the cultural contrast narrative group. They also rated national 

independence, conservatism, Joseon (British Monarchy for Australians), corruption, the Korean 

War, disparity between the rich and the poor as more relevant to their historical perception than 

the other two narrative groups. For historical actors, they rated government, politicians, and 

conglomerates (large corporations) as more relevant than the other two narrative groups, and the 

world power as more relevant than the third, contrast narrative group. Since 98% of this group 

was Korean, Korean specific history of economic development seemed to be reflected in this 

narrative. For example, one Korean participant narrated his perception of historical changes and 

continuities as follows.  

 

“Conservative tendencies of Koreans have remained the same, where the factor of one 

ethnic country from the ancient period has a great role. In the Joseon dynasty, policies 

rejecting trades with foreign countries were prevalent. It is not an exaggeration to 

characterise Korean history as a series of foreign invasions. In the past they were 

armed invasions, but recently we can define them as economical and cultural inroads. 

Korea began to change greatly around the Japanese occupation period. Modernisation 

began and many things began to change. However, the Korean War after national 

independence delayed the speed of development of Korea. After the war, Korea 

achieved remarkable economic development under dictatorship.” 

 

The third group consisted of 118 participants (76% Korean and 24% Australians), and 

their narrative was characterised by a contrast between tradition and modernity in history. In this 

rich narrative, economic, technological and cultural development, and socio-cultural problems 
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were both prominent at the same time. That is, people in this narrative group seem to be 

concerned about cultural development and problems arising from the contrast and conflict 

between economic and technological development on the one hand and the traditional culture on 

the other hand. Specifically, they rated open market, exportation of goods, global 

interconnectedness, information technology (IT), technology development and sharing, their 

own country’s influencing other countries, and exportation of their own culture as more relevant 

to their history than other two narrative groups. They also rated economic development (strong 

economy), capitalism, and urbanisation/industrialisation than the social progress narrative group 

(the first group); and multiculturalism, traditional culture, foreign cultural influence, 

homogenisation of the world, and development of their own culture as more relevant than the 

economic development narrative group (the second group). The mean rating comparison for 

actors showed this group did not report any actors particularly as more relevant than other 

narrative group. Just people and Korea (Australia) were rated as relatively highly relevant than 

other actors, although these ratings were the minimum among three narrative groups. For 

example, one Australian participant narrated as follows, dealing with conflicts between 

traditional conventions and modern attitudes.  

 

“Australia is an ever changing country and I personally feel it has no identity. Our 

settlers or ‘first Australians’ came to this country as prisoners. It was wrong how we 

have culturalised (sic) to the Western way of life. Conversely, after all these years it is 

funny to see that we are the same nation. Anglo-Saxon Australians feel they dominate 

this country. No matter how many immigrants we let in, people still reject the 

governments façade of a multicultural country. … [I]t is clear that people are not 

comfortable with the migration issue and will stop at nothing to re-establish Australia. 

In my view this can only be achieved if we had an Aboriginal Prime Minister and 

government.” 

 

In contrast, one Korean participant’s narrative showed a somewhat more positive 

position on traditional heritage.  
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“… The main characteristics of Korean people hasn’t changed although small changes 

have occurred as the economy developed and culture diversified. … Also we cannot talk 

about Korean history without its culture. Our culture is more unique, elegant, and 

purified than any other cultures in the world. That culture has remained the same, such 

that Koreans like traditional decoration traditional tea, traditional clothes etc. Nowadays 

Korean culture seems to get more spotlights because of its unique elegance.” 

 

Also there is an example that tried to find a harmony between tradition and modernity.  

 

“I think it is cultural diversity what has changed from the past to the present. That is, 

the development of Korean culture. With importing various foreign cultures more and 

more, we lost the traditional culture more or less. With exporting Korean culture as an 

exchange however, we made a real globalised village through understanding different 

cultures with each other. … We have come to influence other countries because of a 

positive feedback of developing and sharing technology with each other.” 

 

In sum, three different narratives were identified from people’s relevance ratings about 

their perception of national history. The first mostly Australian narrative was characterised by 

social progress, mainly speaking about increasing equality, multiculturalism, but decreasing 

racism, socio-cultural problems, and colonialism. Also, they recognise people, minorities, 

foreigners, Australia (Korea) as well as other countries as actors in their progress. This progress 

narrative is concerned with what they accomplished (i.e., equality and multiculturalism) as a 

result of social development and what they overcame and should overcome (i.e., racism and 

socio-cultural problems) in order to progress their nation further. Also they perceived their 

development as a nation was achieved by their active participation in the world affairs such as 

World War 1 and 2. In this narrative group, present identification increased as people evaluated 

the change of international economy more positively. 
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Table 5.2. Means of relevance ratings on historical actors of three historical narrative groups. 

Group (No of people) 

List of historical actors 

Progress (126) Development (53)  Contrast (118)  

F 

 

P value Mean sd Mean sd Mean sd 

1) People  1.25b 1.01 1.11ab 1.05 .90a .95 4.00 * 

2) Minorities  .88b 1.16 -.08a 1.47 -.14a 1.11 25.18 *** 

3) Government .80a 1.07 1.30b 1.07 .58a .74 10.34 *** 

4) Politicians .15a 1.14 .81b 1.29 -.14a .99 13.29 *** 

5) The Rich -.84a 1.03 .07b 1.30 -.67a 1.08 13.11 *** 

6) Small Businesses -.95 .98 -1.06 .91 -.77 1.04 1.79  

7) Large corporations 

(Conglomerates) 

-.59a .96 .23c 1.26 -.25b .98 12.27 *** 

8) Other Countries -.07b 1.08 -.53a 1.32 -.10b 1.13 3.28 * 

 

9) Australia (Korea) 

1.31b 1.07 .83a 1.27 .79a 1.07 7.58 ** 

10) Australia (Korean) 

Multinational Corporations 

-.67a 1.06 -.74a 1.09 .04b 1.04 17.13 *** 

11) Foreigners .54b 1.22 -.87a .98 -.54a 1.06 42.19 *** 

12) Foreign Companies -.93 .98 -.98 .99 -.77 .90 1.21  

13) Other Countries .27b 1.15 .09ab 1.11 -.19a 1.14 4.98 ** 

14) The World Powers .56ab 1.18 .90b 1.05 .32a 1.10 5.03 ** 

Note: * p<.05 ** p<.01 *** p<.001; Positive ratings showed the theme is more relevant than other themes to 

people’s narrative of national history. Consequently, letters and numbers were bolded when there is a significant 

mean difference and when one of the three cells showed positive mean ratings that are different from 0. In 

addition, letters and numbers are bolded when all three cells showed positive means that are different from 0 

even if there is no significant difference; Korean specific name of an actor is inside parentheses. 
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The second narrative was primarily Korean and labelled as economic development 

narrative, mainly referring to economic development, disparity between the rich and the poor, 

corruption, national independence, colonisation of Korea, Joseon dynasty, and the Korean War. 

This development narrative talked about economic development and a specifically Korean 

historical story because the majority of this group was Korean. Accordingly, they referred to the 

government, politicians, conglomerates as actors to economic development and political-

economic problems, and the world powers as actors that influenced their perceived Korean 

history. It can be interpreted, therefore, that people in this narrative group perceived Korea’s 

economy developed despite many historical difficulties (i.e., colonisation and the Korean War) 

and with current economic problems (i.e., corruption and disparity between the rich and the 

poor).  

The last narrative was characterised by cultural contrasts, mainly referring to the 

traditional culture on the one hand and also to modernity (IT, economic development, open 

market, capitalism, and global interconnectedness) on the other hand. It is noteworthy that this 

group did not have any actors particularly related to their narrative. In this narrative, people 

seemed to be concerned about both traditional culture and economic and technological 

development. Sometimes people seemed to perceive conflicts between tradition and economic-

technological development, other times they seemed to seek a harmony between them. 

 

5.1.2 Influences of Historical Narratives on Perceptions and Evaluation of Historical Change 

 In order to explore the influences of historical narratives on people’s perception and 

evaluation of historical change, multivariate analyses of variance (MANOVAs) were performed 

with narrative group and country as factors. The dependent variables were 11 factors of change 

perceptions and change evaluations of historical themes: wars, social development, political 

legacy, corruption, international economy, national economy, hi-tech, industries, mixing cultures, 

cultural industry and social problems (see Chapter 4 for more detail).  

Table 5.3 shows the results. It was found only one significant level of difference by 

country in historical change perception as consistent with the result of Chapter 4 (see Chapter 4 

for detail of mean differences between two countries). However, the main effect of country in 
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historical change evaluation was not significant as opposed to the result of Chatper4. It implies 

that the significant national difference of change evaluation in Chapter 4 was so small and 

unreliable, that it disappeared when one more variable, narrative group, was included. An 

interaction between narrative group and country was not significant in either perception nor 

evaluation of change. Intriguingly, the results suggest that people in the three narrative groups 

largely perceived and evaluated historical changes similarly. 

 

Table 5.3. Multivariate difference on historical change perception and evaluation.  

 Change perception Change evaluation 

 F df η
2 F df η

2 

1. Narrative Group .88 22/518 .04 1.13 22/500 .05 

2. Country 3.53*** 11/258 .13 1.45 11/249 .06 

3. Interaction (1 x 2) .72 22/518 .03 1.12 22/500 .05 

***p<.001 

 

5.1.3 Roles of Historical Narratives on Identity Construction 

In order to examine whether historical narratives contribute to the construction of 

national identity, a series of univariate general linear model analyses was carried out on each of 

the two identity variables, with narrative group and country as factors and with 11 factors of 

evaluations of historical changes as predictors. The dependent variables were general 

identification and patriotism. A significant interaction between narrative group and predictor 

means support for the moderation effect of historical narrative on identity construction. 

Patriotism can provide replications because patriotism shared its variance with general 

identification to a great extent in this study. Although Koreans’ nationalism contributed to 

general identification, still the explained variance of general identification by nationalism was 

quite small. Therefore, if a historical theme factor had relationships with both national identity 

variables, then the relationships could be interpreted as robust.  

The following four step strategy was used for each analysis, in order to perform the 

analysis while mitigating the problem of short fall in degrees of freedom. In the first step, all 
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main effects and two-way interactions involving predictor (change evaluations) and narrative 

group (three levels of social progress, economic development, and cultural contrast narratives) 

were included in the analysis. All non-significant two-way interaction terms were eliminated, 

except narrative group and country main effect terms. At the second step, all two-way 

interaction terms involving change evaluations and country were included in the reduced model 

of the first step. Again, non-significant interaction terms were omitted. At the third step, all 

three-way interaction terms involving change evaluations, narrative group, and country in the 

model of the second step. At the fourth step, the final model was constructed with all main 

effect terms (including non significant main terms) and the significant interaction effect terms 

(as well as their lower order non-significant interaction terms if a three-way interaction was 

significant). Here only the results from the final reduced model will be reported.  

First, a main effect of narrative group was marginally significant in general 

identification (F(2,243)=2.76, p=.065). However, subsequent post hoc analysis revealed there is 

no significant mean difference among the three narrative groups. In addition, none of the 

interaction between a evaluation (predictor) and country factor, nor three way interaction 

(narrative x country x evaluation) was significant. 

  The results showed main effects of change evaluations of mixing culture 

(F(1,243)=9.09, p<.01) and high technology (F(1, 243)=12.56, p<.001) on general identification, 

and of mixing culture (F(1,244)=6.85, p<.01) on patriotism. That is, people identified with their 

countries more, when they evaluated greater cultural mixing in their country more negatively 

(B= -.26, t= -3.02, p<.01), but more advanced information technology positively (B=.34, t=3.54, 

p<.001), regardless of narrative groups they belonged to. Also they had high patriotism if they 

appreciate the greater cultural mixing negatively (B= -.21, t= -2.62, p<.01).  

Note that when an interaction effect between a factor (narrative group or country) and a 

predictor is significant on a dependent variable (an identification variable), then it can be 

interpreted as indicating that the relationship between the predictor and the dependent variable 

is different across the narrative groups or the countries, when all the main effects are controlled. 

A significant main effect was found of national economy’s change evaluation on patriotism 

(F(1,244)=4.82, p<.05), which was moderated by historical narrative group. Other two-way 
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interactions of narrative group with two predictors were significant on general identification 

(national economy F(2,243)=4.79, p<.05; and industries F(2,243)=6.34, p<.01), and an 

interaction with international economy was marginally significant (F(2,243)=2.91, p=.056). 

Also, two-way interactions on patriotism were significant or marginally significant between 

narrative and three predictors (international economy F(2, 244)=2.62, p=.075; national economy 

F(2,244)=3.03, p<.05; and political legacy F(2,244)=4.63, p<.05).  

 

Table 5.4. Unstandardised coefficients of change evaluations to predict national identification in 

three narrative groups. 

 General Identification (R2=.19) Patriotism (R2=.15) 

 Main Narrative group Main Narrative group 

Predictor  Pro Con Dev  Pro Con Dev 

International economy  .20 -.26^ -.10  .02 -.27* .18 

National economy  -.17 .40** .18  -.05 .35** .22 

High technology .34***    .11    

Industries  .17 -.35** -.06 .04    

Mixing culture -.26**    -.21**    

Cultural industries .02    .04    

Socio-cultural problems .05    -.02    

Wars -.09    -.09    

Social development -.03    -.03    

Political legacy .07     .18* .24* -.19 

Corruption .01    -.02    

Note: ^ p<.10, * p<.05, ** p<.01; Pro = social progress narrative, Eco = economic development narrative, 

Con = cultural contrast narrative; ‘Main’ refers a main effect of each predictor on each dependent variable 

(general identification or patriotism). When an interaction effect was significant, each unstandardised 

coefficient was displayed in the column of each narrative group, and the slopes are depicted in Appendix 

2. 

 



 

 107

 The results suggested that three different narratives provided “lenses” through which 

people channelled their change evaluations to their national identity. Especially, the change 

evaluations related to economy (i.e., international economy and national economy) were found 

as important predictors to differentiate identity construction in three narrative groups.  

First in the social progress narrative group that took national history as social 

development, they had stronger patriotism (b=.18, t=1.99, p<.05), when they evaluated the 

currently decreasing prevalence of political legacy positively. Second, the economic 

development narrative group, which was mainly characterised by interests of economic 

development, did not show any unique, significant relationship between predictors and 

identifications, except its shared relationships with other narrative groups (main effects of high 

technology on general identification and mixing cultures on both national identifications).  

Finally in the cultural contrast narrative group that juxtaposed modern technology and 

tradition, identity construction was positively influenced by the change evaluation of national 

economy and political legacy. In contrast, change evaluations of international economy and 

industries negatively influenced identification. Specifically, if they judged the change of 

international economy and industries more negatively (b= -.26, t= -1.80, p<.073; b= -.35, t= -

3.29, p<.01, respectively), but increasing national economy more positively (b=.40, t=2.93, 

p<.01), then their general identification was stronger. In addition, when they evaluated the 

prevalent international economy more negatively (b= -.27, t= -2.10, p<.05), but the expanding 

national economy and declining political legacy more positively (b=.35, t=2.90, p<.01; b=.24, 

t=2.49, p<.05; respectively), their patriotism was higher. 

In sum, if people in the progress group evaluated positively their perception that their 

political legacy currently fade away, their patriotism was higher. Members in the contrast 

narrative group showed richer relationships than other two narrative groups. They identified 

more with their nation (both general identification and patriotism), when they perceived the 

currently flourishing international economy more negatively. In contrast, they had higher 

general identification and patriotism, if they evaluated currently increasing domestic economy 

positively. Also, those who perceived continuous industries from the past to the present 

negatively had high general identification in this narrative group. Finally, their patriotism was 
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high when they evaluated currently dwindling impact of political legacy positively. 

 

5.2 Discussion 

The thesis proposed that multiple narratives could coexist about national history (e.g., 

Liu & Hilton, 2005; Moscovici, 1988), and the results of this chapter generally supported the 

idea. Three different narratives were found in Korea and Australia as a whole: social progress, 

economic development, and cultural contrast. The national progress narrative proposed 

previously appeared to have two different forms of expression as social and economic 

development. In addition, people talked about not only conflicts between tradition and 

modernity, but also harmony between them, the narrative concerning cultural issues was 

labelled not as ‘cultural conflict’, but as ‘cultural contrast’ history narrative. Historical 

narratives that were found here seemed to contain broader contents than were expected.  

The first mainly Australian narrative was about social progress. They depicted 

Australian history as development with equality and multiculturalism on one hand, and a 

development from a colony to an independent nation on the other hand. Themes rated as 

particularly relevant, such as racism, sexism and socio-cultural problems, are issues that have 

been overcome or need to be overcome in order to achieve social progress further. Also they 

perceived their development as a nation was achieved by their active participation in the world 

affairs such as World War 1 and 2.  

Economic development was the second narrative, for which themes such as economic 

development, economic problems and past political situations were rated as relevant. This 

seemed to be a different version of progress narratives, focusing on progress in the economic 

arena rather than progress in the political arena. Since majority of this group were Koreans, the 

narrative showed political story coming before or with economic development in Korea, such as 

the Korean War, dictatorship and so on.  

The last narrative was cultural contrast narrative, mostly relevant to economic-

technology development and traditional culture. People in this group seemed to perceive 

predominantly the linkage between tradition and technology, either connected or disconnected. 

That is some people predominantly perceived conflicts between tradition and modernity, while 
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other people focused on possible harmony between them. That is, people’s story about tradition 

and modernity seemed to be not only confined to conflict against each other, but also to contain 

their synthesis, broader than what was expected.  

Furthermore, multiple historical narratives played a role in the construction of national 

identity. Depending on the historical narrative people hold, different aspects of the economic 

and social changes appear to influence national identification. Apparently, these narratives did 

not distort much people’s perception of historical changes from the past to the present or their 

evaluations of these changes, per se. However, the narratives did influence which aspects of 

change evaluations in national history provided the basis for identity construction, as expected 

theoretically in Chapter 2. That is, a national progress narrative may direct people’s attention 

toward positive aspects of economic and political changes, so that more positive evaluation 

would lead to higher national identification. A cultural contrast narrative may, on the other hand, 

facilitate to attend negative aspects of those changes, so that more negative evaluations would 

be linked to higher national identification. This chapter found people’s evaluation of increasing 

international economy hindered identity construction in the contrast narrative. Also, a positive 

association trend between the evaluation of international economy and general identification 

was found in the social progress narrative, although it was not significant.  

However, some unexpected results were also found. That is, under cultural contrast 

narrative, progressing domestic economy fostered the construction of national identity, but 

under the social progress narrative, a negative association trend between national economy and 

general identification was found, not significant though. The theme factor of national economy 

includes strong contents of socio-economic contrast, composed of historical themes of 

industrialisation/urbanisation, open market, capitalism, and their byproducts (i.e., disparity 

between the rich and the poor, economic problems). Therefore, the results suggested that 

historical contrast aspects may provide a systematic basis for identity construction as well. In 

cultural contrast narrative, evaluations of contrast aspects may contribute to national 

identification, because people attend to positive sides of contrast aspects. On the other hand, 

evaluations of contrast parts may undermine national identifications in national progress 

narrative, because people may pay attention to negative sides of contrast aspects of national 
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history. 

In contrary, under the economic development narrative, no theme factors fostered or 

hindered their identity construction. They just shared a negative effect of prevalent mixing 

culture on national identity construction, and a possibility of a positive effect of increasing high 

technology on general identification, with the other two historical narrative groups. 

It can be concluded that the function of historical narrative lies primarily in people’s 

selection of what aspects of history they regard as important and how these aspects contribute to 

their national identity. Using a metaphor, historical narratives acted like lenses to some extent at 

least, focusing people’s attention on certain aspects rather than others in national history. 

Especially, the valence of economic factors (international and domestic) was an important 

variable in narrative groups. Especially, it is noteworthy that the study found a possibility that 

contrast aspects of national history (domestic economy) as well as economic changes 

(international economy) can have different relationships with national identification under 

different historical narratives. In addition, positive evaluation of increasingly mixing culture had 

a negative effect on national identities across all three narrative groups. Findings with other 

historical theme factors regarding identity construction were less reliable than these three factors.  

Overall, the results of the chapter suggested that modern countries had multiple 

narratives of their national history and found the role these narratives in national identity 

construction. However, more scrutiny is needed for these results. First, each narrative did not 

seem to relate one coherent story, but seemed to be heterogeneous. For example, the social 

progress narrative contained historical contents somewhat unrelated to the narrative such as the 

First and Second World War. The economic development narratives included abundant political 

historical themes, and the cultural contrast narrative had both contents about conflicts and 

harmony between tradition and modernity. Second problems of the analyses reported in the 

chapter was that the results did not speak directly to the issue of whether each country have 

multiple narratives and how the dynamics of historical narrative in relation to national identity 

construction would work in each country. In order to gain deeper understandings about identity 

dynamics in each nation, Chapter 6 carries out further analyses, focusing on similarities and 

differences within each country. Through this, clearer historical narratives are expected to be 
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obtained, as well as the role of historical narrative on the relationship between historical 

evaluation and national identification is to be examined in each country. 
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Chapter 6. Influence of Historical Narratives on  

National Identity Construction in Korea and Australia:  

Intra-national analysis  

 

The previous chapter examined the types of historical narratives that were found in 

both Korea and Australia, resulting in three different types: social progress, economic 

development, and cultural contrast. It also revealed that people’s change perception and their 

evaluation of historical changes did not differ in terms of historical narratives. Finally in last 

chapter, historical evaluation of international economy predicted national identifications 

differently, depending on historical narratives: positively in social progress narrative and 

negatively in cultural contrast narrative. This chapter focuses on more culturally specific 

historical narratives separately in Korea and Australia. Its main concern is whether more 

culturally specific understandings can be gained by further examining historical narratives in 

each country. 

 

6.1 Results 

6.1.1 Historical Narratives in Korea and Australia 

The initial cluster analysis performed with relevance ratings with the pooled data (both 

Korean and Australian) identified three narrative groups as reported in Chapter 5: Social 

progress, economic development, and cultural contrast narratives. With the same scores, a 

further cluster analysis was conducted to identify more nuanced and differentiated historical 

narratives, which may help examine multiple narratives that are more specific to each country. A 

five cluster solution was chosen for this purpose. This more refined analysis found two 

subclusters within the social progress group and also within the cultural contrast group. Table 

6.1 shows the distribution of Korean and Australian participants for the five cluster solution. 

The Korean sample contained two different contrast narratives (contrast 1 and contrast 2) and 

the economic development narrative. Australians had two different progress narratives (progress 

1 and progress 2) and the second type of contrast narrative. 

Based on the five cluster solution, a more refined analysis was conducted for each 
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country separately. Specifically, a series of ANOVAs and subsequent post hoc analyses were 

conducted for each historical theme to characterise the contents of each historical narrative in 

each country. The results are reported below for each country. In these analyses, the participants 

who were classified into the small minority clusters (italicized numbers in Table 6.1) were 

excluded. 

 

Table 6.1. Country specific narratives of national history. 

 3 narrative groups  

 
Progress Contrast 

Developmen

t 
Total 

No. of people 126 118 53 297 

 Further 5 Narrative groups 

Total   Pro 1 Pro 2 Con 1 Con 2 Dev 

Country Kr 10 5 38 52 51 156 

  Au 88 23 2 26 2 141 

Total 98 28 40 78 53 297 

New Label Nation-

centred 

Social 

progress 

Nation-

centred 

Cultural 

contrast 

Economic 

development 
 

Note: bolded numbers are only acknowledged as a separate narrative group. 

 

6.1.2 Historical Narratives in Korea 

Korean results were displayed in Table 6.2. The first group (contrast 1) expressed a 

narrow view of national history limited only for Korea and was therefore labelled as nation-

centred. This narrative group consisted of 38 participants, and narrated their national history as 

primarily events happening in Korea. Specifically, the themes of political and cultural progress 

from the past to the present were prevalent in this group. They rated international relations, 

economic development, open market, capitalism, exportation of goods, and Korean influence on 

other countries as more relevant to their historical narrative than the other two narrative groups. 

Also, they narrated global interconnectedness, IT, exportation of Korean culture, and 
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development of Korean culture as more relevant than the third group (economic development 

narrative), and national independence and the Korean War as more relevant than the second 

group (cultural contrast narrative).  

This narrative is a subgroup of the cultural contrast narrative of Chapter 5, as shown in 

Table 6.1. Therefore, this group contrasted economic, technology, cultural progress of their 

nation to the historical difficulties (i.e., national independence and Korean War) in the past. 

However, this contrast centred around a very specific content in Korean history. In other words, 

this narrative mixed cultural contrast issues with how Korea developed from the past tragedies 

(i.e., Japanese occupation and Korean War). An example in this narrative group is provided 

below, which took a linear developmental perspective from political and economic past to 

current economic-technological status. This example mainly narrated Korea’s cultural 

modernisation in a positive fashion, while considering tradition and modernisation at the same 

time.  

 

“What changed is that we lost our sovereignty and independence in Japanese 

occupation period, but our country became independent and a sovereign nation now. In 

addition, economy was falling behind in the past, due to living in a colony for a long 

time, but Korea’s economy has grown rapidly in recent times, so that multinational 

companies have formed, resulting in a great development and exportation of 

semiconductors etc. Moreover, people’s values have become more practical and 

pluralistic due to globalisation, open market, and capitalism. Because of it, we don’t 

see our country only, but has expanded our horizon more than in the past, I think. In 

addition, the relationship with North Korea seems to have become a lot friendlier from 

the hostile relations in the past. However, attitudes to cling to traditional culture are 

still popular, likely resulting in frictions between the open minded young generation 

and the traditional older generation. Moreover, the severe disparity between the rich 

and the poor that has occurred especially in the period of economic development seems 

to remain the same till now. The phenomenon of the-rich-get-richer-the-poor-get-

poorer seems to have rather worsened.” 
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Table 6.2. Relevance ratings of historical actors and themes in three narrative groups in Korea. 

Group (No of people) 

List of categories 

Nat (38) Con (52)  Dev (51)  

Mean sd M sd M sd F P value 

Actor 
1) People 

 

.96 

 

.89 

 

.85 

 

1.05 

 

1.12 

 

1.05 

 

.94 

 

2) Minorities -.75 1.07 .04 1.00 -.13 1.46 5.07 ** 

3) Government  .83b .83 .43a .70 1.34c 1.07 13.65 *** 

4) Politicians -.20a 1.19 -.15a .89 .85b 1.30 13.18 *** 

5) The Rich  -.41 1.08 -.84 .86 .06 1.32 8.63 *** 

6) Small Businesses -.70 1.01 -.88 .81 -1.02 .91 1.33  

7) Conglomerates -.07b 1.18 -.57a .81 .20b 1.27 6.56 ** 

8) Parents and Families  -.49 1.07 .04 1.04 -.47 1.31 3.33 * 

  

9) Korea  

 

.90 

 

1.21 

 

.79 

 

1.01 

 

.89 

 

1.25 

 

.13 

 

10) Korean Multinational 

Corporations  

.12b 1.37 -.05b .76 -.78a 1.08 9.36 *** 

11) Foreigners -1.02 .89 -.63 .92 -.92 .97 2.18  

12) Foreign Companies -.91 1.04 -.77 .68 -1.04 .96 1.18  

13) Other Countries -.10 1.31 -.34 .98 .06 1.12 1.69  

14) The World Powers .35a 1.37 .31a .91 .89b 1.06 4.16 * 

Theme 
15) Equality 

-.17a 1.07 .37b .92 .45b 1.55 3.26 * 

16) Democracy  -.70 1.01 -.88 .81 -1.02 .91 1.33  

17) National Independence  .83b .93 .00a .87 1.00b 1.12 14.83 *** 

18) International Relations .93c .88 .08a .67 .53b 1.02 10.80 *** 

19) Conservatism -.75a .80 -.36a .96 .38b 1.25 13.95 *** 

20) Colonisation -.02a 1.12 -.25a .98 1.14b 1.16 23.46 *** 

21) Joseon dynasty  -.49a 1.16 -.40a .95 .59b 1.24 13.84 *** 

22) Corruption -.12a 1.16 -.19a .87 .59b 1.24 7.72 ** 

23) World War I  -1.07 1.08 -.82 .80 -.56 1.24 2.52  

24) World War II -.67 1.11 -.71 .92 .08 1.34 7.58 ** 

25) The Korean War  .46b 1.23 -.03a .91 .98c 1.19 10.94 *** 

26) The Vietnam War  -.62 .95 -.59 .78 -.33 .99 1.51  

 

27) Strong Economy 

 

1.40c 

 

.87 
 

.31a 
 

.89 

 

.75b 

 

1.20 

 

12.86 

 

*** 

28) Open Market .98b .72 .35a .77 .10a 1.05 11.55 *** 

29) Capitalism .85b .87 .27a .83 .36a 1.14 4.45 * 

30) Disparity between the Rich 

and the Poor   

 

.01a 1.00 .00a .84 .65b 1.12 6.89 ** 

(table continues) 
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Table 6.2 (Continued) 

 Nat Con Dev   

List of categories Mean sd Mean sd Mean sd F p value 

31) 

Urbanisation/Industrialisation 

.64 .96 .35 1.00 .32 .98 1.38  

32) Economic Problems  .64 .87 .20 .69 .40 1.12 2.62 .077^ 

33) Exportation of Goods, 

Services and Technologies 

.67b .95 -.13a .73 -.31a .97 14.59 *** 

34) Importation of Goods, 

Services and Technologies  

-.07 .96 -.21 .65 -.33 .94 1.03  

35) Foreign Influences .33 1.06 .02 .76 .00 1.07 1.46  
36) Global Interconnectedness .67b 1.15 .39b .90 -.27a 1.12 9.64 *** 
 

37) Information Technology (IT) 

 

.77b 

 

1.11 

 

.52b 

 

.96 

 

.06a 
 

1.19 
 

4.98 

 

** 

38) Manufacturing Industry -.44 1.08 -.13 .79 -.35 .97 1.31  

39) Resource Industry -1.25 .84 -.40 .85 -.62 1.33 7.59 ** 

40) Environmental Issues -.67 1.08 .06 .93 -1.25 .74 26.90 *** 

41) Medical Science -1.02 1.07 .08 .93 -.96 .70 23.23 *** 

42) Technology Development 

and Sharing 

.04b 1.00 .23b .84 -1.02a .65 33.03 *** 

43) Influencing Other Countries .72c .90 .29b .92 -.21a 1.03 10.54 *** 

    

44) Multiculturalism 

 

-.23b 
 

.80 
 

.22c 

 

.83 
 

-1.09a 

 

.76 

 

35.72 

 

*** 

45) Traditional Culture of Korea -.17a 1.08 .75b 1.05 -.17a 1.22 11.26 *** 

46) Exportation of Korean 

Culture 

.30b 1.22 .18b .73 -.70a .95 15.51 *** 

47) Importation of Foreign 

Culture 

-.36 .98 .00 .74 -.11 .99 1.80  

48) Foreign Cultural Influence

  

-.49 1.07 .04 1.04 -.47 1.31 3.33 * 

49) Loss of Traditional Culture -.23a 1.06 .31b .78 -.13a 1.14 3.98 * 

50) Homogenisation of the 

World 

-.04b 1.17 .10b .85 -.64a .91 8.34 *** 

51) Development of Korean 

Culture   

.38b 1.05 .45b .88 -.56a .99 16.94 *** 

52) Racism -1.20a .87 -.28b 1.07 -.90a 1.18 8.82 *** 

53) Socio-cultural Problems .12 1.06 .12 .89 .18 1.10 .062  

54) Dictatorship -.33a 1.21 .12a 1.06 .75b 1.24 9.67 *** 

55) Interaction between two 

Koreas 

-.04 1.08 .22 1.22 .02 1.29 .57  

Note: ^ p<.10, * p<.05, ** p<.01, *** p<.001; Nat = nation-centred narrative, Con = cultural contrast 

narrative, Dev = Economic development narrative 
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The second group’s historical narrative was characterised by cultural (tradition and 

modernity) contrasts in general, rather than specifically centring on Korea. It was very similar to 

the contrast narrative one in Chapter 5. In this narrative, economic technological and cultural 

development, and socio-cultural problems were prominent at the same time. That is, this 

narrative is concerned about problems arising from the contrasts between economic and 

technological development and the traditional culture. These tradition and modernity contrasts 

are not only confined for Korea, but also shared with other countries.  

This group was composed of 52 participants. Specifically, they regarded 

multiculturalism, traditional culture of Korea, loss of traditional culture, and racism more 

relevant to their historical narrative than the other two groups. They also rated equality and 

resource industry as more relevant to the national history than the nation-centred narrative group 

(the first group); and global interconnectedness, IT, technology development and sharing, 

Korean influences on other countries, exportation of Korean culture, homogenisation of the 

world, and development of their own culture more relevant than the economic development 

narrative group (the third group).  

The third group consisted of 51 participants, and had an economic development 

narrative. In fact, this group is almost identical with the economic development narrative group 

described in Chapter 5. They rated equality as more relevant than the nation-centred narrative 

group, and national independence, international relations, and strong economy as more relevant 

than the cultural contrast narrative group. They also rated conservatism, colonisation, Joseon 

dynasty, corruption, World War II, the Korean War, disparity between the rich and the poor more 

relevant to their historical perception than the other narrative groups.  

 

6.1.3 Historical Narratives in Australia 

Also, a series of ANOVAs and post hoc analyses of each item revealed the contents of 

each historical narrative in Australia. Table 6.3 displays the results. The first group showed a 

story focusing on the development and activity of Australia as a nation, and was labelled again 

as a nation-centred narrative. This narrative is a subgroup of the social progress narrative 

described in Chapter 5 (see Table 6.1). Consistent with this characterisation, they narrated 
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national progress, but their focus was confined to the emergence of Australia as an independent 

nation and things Australia did to other countries. For example, one participant in this group 

emphasised how Australia developed from a colony to an independent country, while dealing 

with matters that were mentioned in the progress narrative in Chapter 5.  

 

“… The people of Australia have endured many hardships including World 

War 1 and 2, the great depression and the Vietnam War. These events have shaped 

Australia as a nation. …” 

 

This nation-centred narrative group consisted of 88 participants. Because 60% of the 

Australian sample was included in this group, majority of Australians’ perception of Australian 

history seemed to be reflected in this narrative. Specifically, the themes of political and 

economic aspects were prevalent among people in this group. They rated World War I, World 

War II, Vietnam War, and foreign influences as more relevant to their historical narrative than 

the other groups. Also, they narrated global interconnectedness as more relevant than the second 

group (social progress narrative), and national independence and colonisation as more relevant 

than the third group (cultural contrast narrative).  

The second group consisted of 23 participants, and had a social progress narrative that 

was almost identical to the progressive narrative in Chapter 5. This narrative was so labelled 

because it was about socio-cultural development and cultural problems. They rated equality, 

multiculturalism, traditional culture of Australia, importation of foreign culture, development of 

Australian culture, racism, and socio-cultural problems as more relevant to their historical 

narrative than the other groups. They also rated national independence and colonisation as more 

relevant than the cultural contrast narrative group; and loss of traditional culture as more 

relevant than the nation-centred narrative group.  
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Table 6.3. Relevance differences to historical actors and themes among three narrative groups in 

Australia. 

Group (No of people) 

List of categories 

Nat (88) Con (26)  Pro (23)  

M  M  M  F p 

Actor 
1) People 

1.20 1.01 .92 .75 1.47 1.12 1.86  

2) Minorities .91b 1.02 .39a 1.01 1.47c .81 7.33 ** 

3) Government .78 1.13 .50 .55 .99 .78 1.52  

4) Politicians .18 1.15 -.04 .88 .03 1.05 .46  

5) The Rich  .95 .93 -.92 1.18 -.53 1.30 1.47  

6) Small Businesses -1.00 .85 -.73 1.36 -.92 1.18 .68  

7) Large Corporations -.62 .83 .04 .74 -.71 1.14 6.44 ** 

8) Parents and Families -.11 1.02 .19 1.23 .12 1.27 .95  

  

9) Australia  

1.41b .98 .69a .99 1.16ab 1.09 5.27 ** 

10) Australian Multinational 

Corporations 

-.78a .90 .12b .84 -.62a 1.26 8.85 *** 

11) Foreigners .56ab 1.16 .23a 1.13 1.12b 1.12 3.73 * 

12) Foreign Companies  -1.05 .86 -.58 1.08 -.45 1.19 4.99 ** 

13) Other Countries .36 1.06 -.04 1.11 .08 1.19 1.61  

14) The World Powers .57 1.12 .19 1.03 .25 1.39 1.50  

Theme 
15) Equality* 

.71a 1.16 .42a .96 1.47b 1.06 5.96 ** 

16) Democracy   -1.00 .85 -.73 1.36 -.92 1.18 .68  

17) National Independence  .53b 1.17 -.23a 1.08 .51b 1.44 4.16 * 

18) International Relations .50 .96 .08 .92 .34 1.17 1.92  

19) Conservatism -.29 1.00 -.35 .91 -.05 1.17 .61  

20) Colonisation .93b .95 -.04a 1.10 .99b 1.13 9.82 *** 

21) British Monarchy  .05 1.17 -.31 .93 .47 1.33 2.74 .068^ 

22) Corruption -1.36 .85 -1.11 1.00 -1.14 .54 1.21  

23) World War I  .87b 1.04 -.88a 1.04 -1.18a .76 57.18 *** 

24) World War II .91b .90 -.85a .95 -1.05a .78 68.72 *** 

25) The Korean War  -.98 .86 1.50 .72 1.36 .71 4.98 ** 

26) The Vietnam War .16b 1.15 -1.31a .88 -1.14a .72 28.27 *** 

 

27) Strong Economy 

.03ab .96 .31b .88 -.36a 1.09 2.90 .058^ 

28) Open Market* -.32a 1.07 .19b .88 -.62a 1.01 4.10 * 

29) Capitalism -.26a 1.02 .35b .83 -.53a 1.13 5.20 ** 

30) Disparity between the Rich 

and the Poor  

-.71 .88 -.27 1.12 -.23 1.18 3.47 * 

(table continues) 
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Table 6.2. (continued) 

 Nat Con Pro  

List of categories Mean sd Mean sd Mean sd F p value 

31) 

Urbanisation/Industrialisation 

-.42a 1.01 .39b .90 -.49a 1.09 7.05 ** 

32) Economic Problems  -.36b 1.00 .19c .66 -.88a .90 8.14 *** 

33) Exportation of Goods, 

Services and Technologies 

-.56 1.02 .04 .80 -.88 .94 6.02 ** 

34) Importation of Goods, 

Services and Technologies  

-.56 .94 -.11 .85 -1.14 .57 8.49 *** 

35) Foreign Influences .52b 1.03 .12ab .87 -.18a 1.22 4.82 * 

36) Global Interconnectedness .27b 1.04 .39b .78 -.49a 1.03 6.07 ** 
 

37) Information Technology 

(IT) 

-1.02 .80 .08 1.13 -1.10 .93 16.33 *** 

38) Manufacturing Industry -.67 .81 .08 .83 -.97 .80 11.54 *** 

39) Resource Industry .05b 1.15 .19b .75 -.92a .91 9.02 *** 

40) Environmental Issues -.29 1.07 .08 .98 -.62 1.29 2.49  

41) Medical Science -.72a 1.03 .15b 1.10 -.88a 1.36 7.34 ** 

42) Technology Development 

and Sharing 

-.87a .81 .35b .77 -1.05a 1.12 22.85 *** 

43) Influencing Other Countries -.59 .96 -.50 .91 -.23 1.44 1.07  

  

44) Multiculturalism 

1.25a .88 .89a .99 1.90b .98 7.73 ** 

45) Traditional Culture of 

Australia 

.55a 1.03 .50a .74 1.51b 1.24 8.74 *** 

46) Exportation of Australian 

Culture 

-.76 1.02 -.08 .92 -.27 1.26 5.23 ** 

47) Importation of Foreign 

Culture 

.38ab 1.00 -.04a .95 .68b 1.23 3.07 * 

48) Foreign Cultural Influence

  

-.11 1.02 .19 1.23 .12 1.27 .95  

49) Loss of Traditional Culture -.26a 1.20 .42b .90 .82b 1.31 9.31 *** 

50) Homogenisation of the 

World 

-.25 1.10 .15 1.01 -.23 1.27 1.34  

51) Development of Australian 

Culture  

.10a 1.20 .27a .84 1.12b 1.06 7.71 ** 

52) Racism .61a 1.16 .19a 1.11 1.60b 1.16 9.84 *** 

53) Socio-cultural Problems .29a 1.15 .27a .91 1.47b 1.14 10.99 *** 

54) White Australia Policy .35a 1.34 -.23a 1.12 1.34b .88 10.08 *** 

Note: ^ p<.10, * p<.05, ** p<.01, *** p<.001; Nat = nation-centred narrative, Con = cultural contrast 

narrative, Pro = social progress narrative 
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The third group was composed of 26 participants, and their narrative was characterised 

by cultural (tradition and modernity) contrasts in history. In this narrative, economic and 

technological development, and socio-cultural problems were prominent at the same time. That 

is, people in this narrative were concerned about cultural and international issues arising from 

economic and technological development with economic failures and a loss of tradition. 

Specifically, they rated strong economy, open market, capitalism, urbanisation/industrialisation, 

economic problems, resource industry, medical science, technology development and sharing, 

and loss of traditional culture as more relevant to their history than the other groups. They also 

rated global interconnectedness as more relevant than the social progress narrative group. This 

narrative was much the same with the contrast narrative described in Chapter 5 and the second 

contrast narrative in Korea. Although the example of Chapter 5 and most of participants in the 

narrative generally emphasise negative aspects of Australia’s past, one Australian participant’s 

narrative showed a somewhat more positive take on this historical narrative as follows.  

 

“… Elements and indicators of Australian history no longer hold meaning due to 

multicultural values becoming a part of ‘new’ Australian culture and tradition. To me 

there is old and the new ever[-]changing Australia which we are a part of. …” 

 

Table 6.4. MANOVA results by three narrative groups in each country. 

 Perceived change  Change evaluation 

 F df η
2  F df η

2 

Korea 1.01 22/240 .08  1.71* 22/230 .14 

Australia 1.12 22/226 .10  2.11** 22/218 .18 

*p<.05, **p<.01 

 

6.1.4 Differences in Historical Change Perception and Change Evaluation 

The next step was to examine how people perceived historical changes and how they 

evaluated them when they held different historical narratives. For this purpose, multivariate 

analyses of variance (MANOVAs) were conducted in each country, using the same 11 factors of 
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historical themes as dependent variables as in previous two chapters. Table 6.4 shows that the 

participants showed similar degrees of historical change perceptions, regardless of their 

historical narratives in both countries. However, they evaluated those changes in significantly 

different ways depending on their narratives in Korea and Australia. The means of historical 

change evaluation of each country are depicted in Figure 6.1 and Figure 6.2.  
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Figure 6.1. Mean level profiles of historical change evaluation by narrative group in Korea. 

Note: Nat = Nation Centred Narrative, Con = Cultural Contrast Narrative, and Dev = Economic 

Development Narrative 

 

Subsequent individual mean comparisons in the change evaluation revealed that, in 

Korea, the economic development group evaluated a decreasing prevalence of the wars theme 

factor in the present and an increasing prevalence of the theme national economy as 

significantly more negatively than the nation-centred narrative group. In Australia, the social 

progress narrative group made significantly more positive evaluation about a decreasing 

influence of wars than two other narrative groups. In addition, they evaluated an increasing 

prevalence of cultural industry significantly more positively than the contrast group. In contrast, 

the contrast group made a significantly more negative evaluation about an increasing prevalence 

of the social development theme factor and a decreasing prevalence of traditional political 

legacy than the nation-centred group. Consequently, the results suggested that people perceived 
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the historical changes similarly regardless of their historical narratives in both Korea and 

Australia, but they evaluated the historical changes differently depending on their historical 

narratives that they held in both countries. 
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Figure 6.2. Mean level profiles of historical change evaluation by narrative groups in Australia. 

Note: Nat = Nation Centred Narrative, Con = Cultural Contrast Narrative, and Pro = Social Progress 

Narrative 

 

6.1.5 Roles of Historical Narratives on Identity Construction in Each Country 

 To examine whether historical narratives moderate the construction of national identity 

in each country, a series of univariate general linear modelling was carried out on identity 

variables (general identification and patriotism) by narrative group as a factor and with 

predictors of evaluations of historical changes as covariates. The same strategy used in Chapter 

5 was also used here for each analysis, reporting only significant terms in the final models.  

 

6.1.5.1 Identity Construction in Korea.  

The results showed there were no mean differences among three narrative groups in 

general identification and patriotism (F(2,107)=1.20, ns; F(2,101)=.58, ns; respectively). Then, 

one significant main effect of a predictor, national economy, was found on general identification 

in Korea (F(1,107)=10.73, p<.001). That is, when people evaluated of the increasing prevalence 
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of national economy positively, then their general identification was also high regardless of their 

historical narratives (b=.32, t=3.28, p<.01). In addition, evaluation of waning industries 

predicted marginally general identification negatively (F(1,107)=3.01, p=.086; b= -.14, t= -1.74, 

p=.086).  

  

Table 6.5. Unstandardised coefficients of change evaluations to predict national identification in 

Korea 

 General Identification (R2=.23) Patriotism (R2= .24) 

 Main Narrative group Main Narrative group 

Predictor  Dev Con Nat  Dev Con Nat 

International economy  .05 -.44* .18  .49* -.50* .00 

National economy .32**     .33* .88***  .11 

High technology .13     -.23 .07 .32 

Industries -.14^     .27* -.23^ .02 

Mixing culture  -.52***  .29 -.38*  -.53***  .07 -.25 

Cultural industry  .33** -.15 -.10 .02    

Socio-cultural problems .02    -.06    

Wars .04    -.06    

Social development -.08    -.18    

Political legacy -.07     -.25* .24^ .18 

Corruption .01    -.01    

Note: ^ p<.01, * p<.05, ** p<.01, *** p<.001; Nat = Nation Centred Narrative, Con = Cultural Contrast 

Narrative, and Dev = Economic Development Narrative; ‘Main’ refers a main effect of each predictor on 

each dependent variable (general identification or patriotism); When an interaction effect was significant, 

each unstandardised coefficient was displayed in the column of each narrative group, and the slopes are 

depicted in Appendix 2. 

 

Finally, significant two way interactions on identifications were found between 

narrative group and predictors, as shown in table 6.5. Specifically, interaction effects of two 
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predictors, change evaluation of international economy and mixing culture, were significant on 

both general identification and patriotism. When an interaction effect between narrative group 

factor and a predictor is significant on identification, then it can be interpreted as suggesting that 

the relationship between a predictor and national identification is different among narrative 

groups. Two way interactions on general identification were significant between narrative group 

and each of the three predictors (international economy F(2,107)=3.79, p<.05, mixing culture 

F(2,107)=6.71, p<.01, and cultural industry F(2,107)=5.79, p<.01). Also, significant interaction 

effects on patriotism were found between narrative group and each of the five predictors 

(international economy F(2,101)=6.51, p<.01, mixing cultures F(2,101)=3.42, p<.05, political 

legacies F(2,101)=5.41, p<.01, national economy F(2,101)=4.31, p<.05, and industries 

F(2,101)=4.03, p<.05). In addition, a marginal interaction on patriotism was found between 

narrative group and high technology (F(2,101)=2.45, p=.092).  

Specifically in the economic development narrative group, national identification had 

negative relationships with change evaluations of mixing culture and political legacy (more 

prevalent in the past than the present). In contrast, identification was related positively with 

change evaluations of international economy, cultural industry, national economy (all more 

prevalent in the present than the past) and resource/manufacturing industries (more prevalent in 

the past than the present). In other words, their general identification also rose if they judged the 

currently growing cultural industry more positively (b=.33, t=2.89, p<.01), but if they evaluated 

the change of mixing cultures more negatively (b= -.52, t=-3.57, p<.001). Their patriotism 

became higher, when they evaluated mixing cultures and political legacy more negatively (b= -

.53, t=-3.52, p<.001; b= -.25, t= -2.13, p<.05, respectively), yet the change of international 

economy, national economy, and industries more positively (b=.49, t=2.62, p<.05; b=.33, t=2.28, 

p<.05; b=.27, t=2.12, p<.05, respectively).  

In the contrast narrative group, national identification was negatively influenced by 

international economy and industries. Identification was positively influenced, however, by 

national economy, and political legacy. Specifically, their general identification was getting 

higher, as people in the group evaluated the currently prevalent international economy more 

negatively (b=-.44, t= -2.62, p<.05). Further, if they judged the currently prevalent international 
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economy more negatively (b= -.50, t= -2.52, p<.05), but the currently expanding national 

economy (b=.88, t=4.06, p<.001) more positively, their patriotism rose. Also, their patriotism 

was marginally higher when they evaluated industries (currently less prevalent) more negatively 

(b= -.23, t= -1.86, p=.066), but the currently waning political legacy (b=.24, t=1.94, p=.055) 

more positively.  

 

Table 6.6. Unstandardised coefficients of change evaluations to predict national identification in 

Australia. 

 General Identification (R2=.27) Patriotism (R2=.14) 

 Main Narrative group Main Narrative group 

Predictor  Pro Con Nat  Pro Con Nat 

International economy  .17 -1.08***  .30 -.03    

National economy -.09    -.03    

High technology .36*    .20    

Industries .11     -.26 -.19 .23^ 

Mixing culture -.23    -.15    

Cultural industry -.02    -.01    

Socio-cultural problems .08    -.04    

Wars -.15    -.21*    

Social development  -.15 .71** -.02 .10    

Political legacy .01    .06    

Corruption .06    .02    

Note: ^ p<.01, * p<.05, ** p<.01, *** p<.001; Nat = Nation Centred Narrative, Con = Cultural Contrast 

Narrative, and Pro = Social Progress Narrative; ‘Main’ refers a main effect of each predictor on each 

dependent variable (general identification or patriotism). When an interaction effect was significant, each 

unstandardised coefficient was displayed in the column of each narrative group, and the slopes are 

depicted in Appendix 2. 

 

Finally, the currently prevalent mixing culture seemed to contribute to the construction 
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of national identification in the nation-centred narrative group. Specifically, general 

identification became higher when they evaluated the change of mixing culture more negatively 

(b= -.38, t= -2.09, p<.05). In other words, when nation-centred narrative group members 

perceived the currently prevalent mixing culture positively, they did not identify themselves 

with Korea much. 

In sum, members in the economic development group had significantly higher general 

identification and patriotism, if they evaluated currently increasing mixing cultures negatively. 

Also they had significantly higher patriotism when they perceived the changes of international 

economy, national economy, and industries more positively. On the other hand, Koreans in the 

cultural contrast narrative group had higher level of general identification, or had significantly 

higher patriotism, when they perceived the currently prevalent international economy more 

negatively. In contrast, Koreans had significantly higher patriotism, if they evaluated the 

currently prevalent national economy positively. As for the nation centred narrative group, 

currently prevalent mixing culture was negatively related to general identification.  

 

6.1.5.2 Identity Construction in Australia.  

The same analyses were done with the Australian sample and the results are displayed 

in Table 6.6. First, a marginal mean difference was found in patriotism (F(2,105)=2.66, p=.074), 

but the subsequent post hoc failed to find significant differences among three narrative groups. 

Then the results showed main effects of two predictors as follows: hi-tech predicted general 

identification (F(1,102)=4.70, p<.05), and wars predicted patriotism (F(1,105)=4.56, p<.05), 

regardless historical narratives people held. That is, Australians identified with their nation 

higher if they evaluated the growing high technology more positively (b=.36, t=2.17, p<.05). 

However if they judged the waning influences of wars more negatively, then they had higher 

patriotism (b= -.21, t= -2.13, p<.05). 

Some interaction effects were significant between change evaluations (international 

economy F(2,102)=7.84, p<.001, and social development F(2,102)=4.17, p<.05) and narrative 

groups to predict national identifications. Note that the change evaluation of international 

economy was an important predictor in the Australian sample as well, at least to predict the 
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general identification differentially. Specifically, international economy (b= -1.08, t= -3.35, 

p<.001) and social development (b= .71, t=2.95, p<.01) predicted general identification only in 

the contrast group. In addition, an interaction effect between the change evaluation of industries 

and narrative groups on patriotism was significant (F(2,105)=3.41, p<.05). However, the 

unstandardised regression coefficient of industries (b= .23, t=1.87, p=.065) on patriotism was 

only marginally significant in the nation-centred group. In sum, Australians holding the contrast 

historical narrative had higher identity when they evaluate the expanding international economy 

more negatively but the prevalent social development more positively. 

 

6.2 Discussion 

Chapter 6 established the findings that each country had multiple historical narratives, 

and different dynamics of identity construction across two countries. This was an empirical 

finding consistent with theoretical proposals in the existing literature (Moscovici, 1988; Zegeye; 

2004; Liu & Hilton, 2005). The chapter split three grand narratives (social progress, economic 

development, and cultural contrast found in Chapter 5) further into each country, and majority 

of participants appeared to be allocated again one of three narratives in each country: nation 

centred, cultural contrast, and economic development narratives in Korea, and nation centred, 

cultural contrast, and social progress narratives in Australia.  

Consequently, three different narratives were found in each country: Nation centred, 

cultural contrast, national progress (economic development in Korea, social progress in 

Australia). Since the Australia centred narrative was originated from the grand social progress 

narrative in Chapter 5, the social progress narrative, including national development 

components, could be considered as a dominant narrative. However, in Korea contrast narrative 

and economic development narrative were relatively equally prevalent, although the Korea 

centred narrative was from the grand contrast narrative. Consequently, social progress narratives 

were more common in Australia, whereas cultural contrast narratives were slightly more 

common in Korea.  

Specifically in Korea, three different narratives were further identified from people’s 

relevance ratings about historical themes in national history. The first narrative was 
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characterised by a nation-centred story, mainly relevant to what Korea accomplished (i.e., 

economic, technological and cultural development) out of the miserable past (i.e., Korean War). 

The second narrative was labelled as cultural contrast, mainly contrasting traditional culture and 

economic and technological development. The last narrative was characterised by economic 

development narrative, mainly narrating economic development and political issues.  

In Australia, three different narratives were found as well. The first narrative was 

characterised by a nation-centred story, mainly relevant to an emergence of Australia as a nation 

(i.e., colonisation and national independence) and its contribution to the world (i.e., their 

helping Europe in World War I and World War II). The second narrative was characterised by 

social progress narrative, mainly focusing on political and cultural development as well as 

economic and cultural problems to be overcome. The last narrative was labelled as a cultural 

contrast narrative, which was concerned about a loss of traditional culture but still more 

focusing on economic and technological development.  

Then, the chapter revealed that people in two countries did not differ in terms of their 

perceptions of historical changes, but evaluations of those historical changes differed across 

narrative groups. Specifically in Korea, the nation-centred narrative group evaluated a 

decreasing war influences and increasing domestic economy more positively than the economic 

development group. In Australia on the other hand, the nation-centred group made more positive 

evaluation about currently prevalent social development and waning political legacy than the 

contrast group. Also, the social progress narrative group evaluated an increasing cultural 

industry more positively than the contrast group. In addition, they evaluated the waning war 

influence more positively than the other two narrative groups. It was noteworthy that change 

perceptions (but not change evaluation) were different across nations (Chapter 4 and 5). That is, 

people’s evaluation about the historical changes did not differ between the countries, although 

they perceive their own country’s historical changes from the past to the present differently 

between them. The results suggested that there is a general consensus about change perceptions 

regardless of historical narratives within each country, while change evaluations were different 

across narrative groups within each country.  

Finally, different identity construction processes were found across two countries. The 
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results suggested that three different narratives moderated the relationship between 

identifications and evaluations of economic and cultural changes in terms of globalisation. 

Especially, the change evaluation of international economy and that of mixing culture seemed to 

be important predictors for national identifications in Korea. As expected, economic 

development narrative promoted the positive relationship between change evaluation of 

international economy and national identification, but cultural contrast narrative undermined the 

association between the two. Specifically, Koreans in the economic development narrative 

group had higher patriotism when they evaluated the currently prevalent international economy 

more positively. On the other hand, the cultural contrast narrative group identified more with 

their own country when they perceived international economy more negatively. 

Also, findings suggest that different narratives switch people’s attention to contrast 

aspects of national history but to different parts of the contrast aspects: negative in national 

progress narrative and positive in cultural contrast narrative. If Koreans evaluated currently 

increasing mixing cultures more negatively, people in the economic development narrative 

group showed higher general identification and patriotism. On the other hand, the Korean 

contrast narrative group tended to show higher general identification when they evaluated 

mixing cultures more positively. Especially in a country like Korea where globalisation started 

around two decades ago (e.g., freedom to travel overseas was granted to people in 1989), the 

historical theme factor of mixing cultures could be another example that connotes historical 

contrast aspects highly, consisting of historical themes of multiculturalism, importation of 

foreign cultures, foreign cultural influences, loss of the traditional culture, and homogenisation 

of the world. The results were consistent with Chapter 5 and confirmed that both social and 

economic change and contrast part predicted national identifications differently, depending on 

the historical narratives that people held.  

In Australia, only one result consistent with the theoretical expectations was found, 

although it was not so reliable as other results in Korea, described above, in that it did not show 

convergence between general identification and patriotism. The historical evaluation of 

international economy showed a negative association with only general identification in the 

cultural contrast narrative group. Therefore, the chapter found the moderation effect by 
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historical narrative in Australia as well, but it was not very extensive.  

Multiple narratives functioned as lenses for the construction of national identity, 

channelling certain aspects of national history to national identification. Especially, the Korean 

lens of historical narrative influence which aspects of globalization, international economy or 

mixing culture, may be chosen for the basis of identity construction. However, the results of the 

chapter should be interpreted cautious, due to their correlation nature. In order to reveal causal 

direction, Study 3 was designed for an experiment, testing whether historical narrative priming 

could form the relationship between historical evaluation and national identity. Since only 

Korea showed clear and reliable results of the role of historical narratives on identity 

construction, Study 3 was carried out only in Korea. 
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Chapter 7. Dynamics of Identity Construction in Korea:  

Role of Historical Narratives  

 

People’s knowledge about their national history is in large part a result of formal 

education. However, it is not the only source from which people attain information about their 

national history. Books, news articles, the internet or even movies and TV shows could provide 

information about national history, and people in modern societies are surrounded by these 

sources of information. Further, all different sources may have different perspectives on 

national history, and consequently provide somewhat different information about national 

history. However, it is unknown whether a short-term exposure to historical stimuli could 

change the salience of people’s representations about their national history. 

Study 2 found that historical narrative moderated the association between historical 

evaluation and national identity, but only Korean results were convergent with both general 

identification and patriotism. Specifically, the development narrative group showed a reliable 

negative relationship between evaluation of mixing culture and national identifications, and the 

contrast narrative group showed another reliable negative association between evaluation of 

international economy and national identifications in Korea. Therefore, Study 3 is conducted 

only in Korea, investigating the dynamic processes of identity construction, using historical 

narratives as situational stimuli. Different historical narratives are presented to people to 

influence their representation of national history, and relationships between historical 

evaluation and national identification are investigated. This experiment investigates a causal 

effect of historical narrative on identity construction process.  

The experiment is introduced as consisting of two independent parts. However, in 

truth the salience of different historical narrative is manipulated in the first part, and the effect 

of this manipulation is examined in the second part. More specifically, in the first part, 

participants read a historical narrative of either economic development or cultural contrast, and 

answer questions about the narrative. The narrative is constructed on the basis of the results of 

Study 2. In the second part, the questionnaire used in Study 2 is administered to examine the 

relationship between historical evaluation and national identification. This experiment have 



 

 133

three conditions, the control condition in which no historical narrative is presented, the national 

development condition in which the narrative of development is presented, and the cultural 

contrast narrative in which the narrative of conflict is presented. The historical narratives are 

accompanied by cultural symbols that present either past or present aspect of Korea. Cultural 

symbols are believed to heighten the temporarily accessible representations of a given culture 

(Hong et al., 1997; Sui et al., 2007; Fu et al., 2007). Therefore, a juxtaposition of traditional 

and modern cultural symbols could prime the representations of the tradition and modernity 

simultaneously, making salient the cultural contrast narrative. On the other hand, exposing 

modern symbols only may enhance the accessibility of modernity, priming the national 

progress narrative. 

It is hypothesised that historical narrative would moderate the relationship between 

historical evaluations and national identification in Korea, as found in Study 2. The results of 

Study 2 suggested that each narrative directed people’s attention to different aspects of social 

and economic changes as theorized in Chapter 2: positive and negative aspects of international 

economy in economic development (a Korean specific subtype of national development) and 

cultural contrast narrative, respectively. Therefore, people’s evaluation of international 

economy had a positive relationship with national identification when they held an economic 

development narrative. On the other hand, the evaluation was negatively associated with 

national identification when they had a cultural contrast narrative. According to the results, the 

experiment has two hypotheses: 1) the change evaluation of international economy would be 

related positively to national identification in the national development (i.e., economic 

development) narrative condition, but 2) the change evaluation would show a negative 

association with national identification in the cultural contrast narrative condition. 

 

7.1 Method 

7.1.1 Participants 

Data were obtained from 155 students (49% female) at Korea University, South 

Korea. They volunteered to participate in this study and were paid 5,000 Korean won 

(corresponding to AU$5) for their participation. Among them two were removed because they 
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failed to follow instructions of the experiment. All participants were Korean born and had 

Korean cultural backgrounds. Forty seven percent of them characterised themselves as in the 

average level of socio-economic status, 23% above the average, and 31% below the average. 

Their mean age was 21.59 years old (sd=2.46) and ages among three conditions were not 

significantly different (F(2,152)=1.95, ns).  

 

7.1.2 Materials 

This study consisted of two parts: a historical narrative and a questionnaire about 

national identifications with and their attitudes toward their nation. The first part was an 

experimental manipulation to present a certain way of narrating changes and continuities 

through national history. There were three conditions: a) the narrative of economic 

development and b) the narrative of cultural contrast, and c) the control condition. Narratives 

were written following two general principles. First, if the relevance of a historical theme to a 

narrative was significantly higher than the neutral point in Study 2, the theme was mentioned 

at least once in the narrative. The other rule was if historical themes were found to be highly 

important in Study 2, they were referred to repeatedly. This is because repetition is known to 

engender familiarity and favourable evaluation (i.e., Moons, Mackie, & Garcia-Marques, 2009; 

Malaviya, 2007). For example, the theme of economic development was highly relevant to the 

economic development narrative (higher than other relevant historical themes; see Table 5.5). 

That is why the narrative mentioned this theme more than twice. Consequently, the economic 

development narrative focused on the difficult political past and the current economic 

prosperity. The cultural contrast narrative told of the co-existence of tradition and modernity in 

Korea. 

In a pilot test, 28 undergraduate students (9 for the development, and 19 for the 

contrast condition) evaluated the contents of each narrative. They were provided a narrative 

and the list of historical themes, and asked to rate how each narrative was relevant to each 

historical theme. The results confirmed that the contents of each narrative were generally 

consistent with the result of Korean content analysis in Study 2 (Chapter 6). In addition, 

students perceived the contents of the contrast narrative more positive than those of the 
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development narrative (t= -3.79, p<.01). After modifying, historical narratives were finalised. 

The final two versions of narratives (translated from Korean) follow. 

 

  Economic development narrative (Condition 1): When compared with the past, it is 

most noticeable that Korea developed its economy very rapidly by accepting capitalism. It 

was driven by the government, and people cooperated sincerely. The aggressive economic 

development like this became a base of Korean economy, although the form of 

government was a dictatorship. The tendency for the government to plan and drive 

economy has gotten stronger. Based on the economic development, social minorities’ 

rights have improved in Korean society. 

On the other hand, the linkage between political powers and conglomerates is getting 

stronger, as well as the phenomenon of the-rich-get-richer-the-poor-get-poorer. Also, 

although Korea has been industrialised and urbanised, economic difficulties such as 

unemployment and recession are occurring. 

The above is a simple summary about our society. However, it is complicated when 

you look at the historical background of it. It has been important for Korea to keep good 

relationships with the world powers and to keep our sovereignty, due to frequent invasion 

from outside from the past to the present. On this background, Korean society was 

conservative in the past, and resisted to open the gate of the country in Joseon Dynesty. 

Because of this, Korea was insulated from the trend of the world politics, resulting in losing 

its self-governance. Korea began to change greatly with modernisation as the gate of the 

country was opened forcefully in the Japanese occupation period. Moreover, Korea had to 

wage a war right after national independence, and the agony of the Korean War still 

remains. After the Korean War, Korea has finally developed its economy rapidly, driven by 

its government. 

 

Cultural contrast narrative (Condition 2): When compared with the past, it is most 

noticeable that Korea developed its economy and communication technology very rapidly. 

Social minorities’ rights have improved in Korean society as Korea has been industrialised 
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and urbanised by accepting capitalism. However, the role of the Korean government is still 

important, because economic difficulties such as unemployment and recession are 

occurring. 

While each culture loses its unique characteristics and the world has become 

homogenised as countries in the world began to engage in exchanges goods, people, and 

cultures, Korea loses its own culture a lot as well. However, it is also true that we still 

have traditions such as Confucianism, courtesy, Jeong-ism, patriarchy etc. We haven’t 

managed and preserved cultural properties well, but Korea began to make the world 

appreciating its cultural assets through listing them to the UNESCO world cultural 

heritage.  

Now Koreans experience the world not only through the Internet but also via overseas 

travel, foreign language schools, studying overseas etc. Also the number of international 

students, workers, and language teachers are increasing inside Korea. Moreover, a new 

term ‘multicultural family’ has emerged as international marriages increase. Korea finally 

handed down its new technology to other countries, thanks to the technological 

development that technology sharing has fostered in the world. It is true that Korea 

neglected the management and conservation of its cultural heritage. However, it is also 

true that Korean culture has developed, based on advanced technology and cultural 

heritage passed down from the past, resulting in the Korean wave. We can say that Korea 

is globalised inside as well as outside, more than ever since it opens itself up to the world, 

via understanding each other’s different cultures.  

 

When these narratives were introduced, an instruction stated what was meant by the past and 

present to participants: past as referring to the period from about 200 years ago until 30 years 

ago or so, and of present as from about 30 years ago until now. 

These two narratives were given with four pictures each as shown in Figure 7.1. The 

pictures were provided as boosters of narrative influences. Two pictures depicted the current 

state of affairs in Korea (a mobile phone advertisement and an apartment site), and were used 

for both narratives. However, the other two were different between the two: two more pictures 
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of modern Korea (an international airport and a refrigerator advertisement) in the economic 

development narrative, and two traditional pictures of Korea (a traditional type of letter and 

traditional houses) in the cultural contrast narrative condition. 

 

Narrative types Pictures 

Common 

 
 

Economic development 

  

Cultural contrast 

  

Figure 7.1. Pictures that accompanied historical narratives. 

Note: Common pictures – advertisement of a mobile phone produced in Korea (left) and 

apartment site (left); Pictures for the economic development narrative condition – Incheon 

international airport (left) and home refrigerator advertisement (right); Pictures for the cultural 

contrast narrative condition – traditional style of calligraphy (left) and traditional houses (right) 

 

The second section asked the participants to write a statement to support the narrative 

that they read in order to bolster the influence of the given narrative. The third section was a 

questionnaire for brief demographic information, in order to give an impression that the first 

part was apparently an independent survey from the second one. In the last distractor section, 

participants were asked to draw the commuting route to their University from home and a 
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rough house plan for their ideal house within five minutes.  

In the control condition, this first part was omitted, where no narrative reading, writing, 

and distractor tasks took place. However, the next part was identical across all three conditions. 

 The second part was composed of four sections: questions regarding identity related 

variables, manipulation check, predictors for national identities, and demographic information. 

For national identification with the past and the present, and the general identification, the 

items used in study 1 and 2 were used again (10 items each for the past and present, and 8 

items for the general identification). For patriotism and nationalism also, the items used in 

study 2 were used here (10 items each). As for perceived collective continuity (PCC), twelve 

items developed by Sani and his colleagues (2007) were used again as in studies 1 and 2. 

Finally for participants’ attitude toward globalisation, the same nine items used in study 2 were 

used. For all measures in this section, a five point Likert scale was used (1 strongly disagree to 

5 strongly agree). 

The second section was designed for a manipulation check, whether and how much 

the message of each narrative influenced participants’ perception of their national history. This 

section provided a list of actors and themes related to national history in Korea, which was 

developed in Study 1 and used in Study 2 (see Table 3.1). Questions were about whether each 

item of the list featured in participants’ perspectives on how things have changed and what has 

remained the same when comparing the past and present of their own country. The same 

definitions of the past and the present were instructed as introduced with narratives in the first 

part. A five-point Likert scale was used (1 not relevant at all to 5 highly relevant).  

The third section provided the same list of actors and themes in the second section, 

and asked how much each item has been changed (or remained the same) from the past to the 

present as well as how positive (or negative) each change (or continuity) was. Five point Likert 

scales were also used (1 more prevalent in the past than the present, 3 similarly prevalent from 

the past to the present, and 5 more prevalent in the present than the past, for the change 

question; 1 negative, 3 neutral, and 5 positive for the positivity question). 

 The last section was about demographic information: age, gender, socio-economic 

status, birth country, cultural background, etc.  
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The materials were composed in English by the researcher and translated into Korean 

and back-translated into English by another Korean-English bilingual. Any discrepancies were 

resolved by modifying Korean items, in order to make an original item and the Korean 

translation equivalent.  

  

7.1.3 Procedure 

Participants were invited to a lab for ‘Psychological Research,’ and on arrival, 

randomly allocated to one of the three conditions: economic development narrative, cultural 

contrast narrative, or control condition. The lab was equipped with small cubicles, and any 

potential sources of information (i.e., posters and advertisements on the wall, etc.) inside the 

lab were covered by white paper. They were asked to complete two questionnaires, instructed 

as two independent surveys, but administered at the same time for convenience. The first study 

was titled “Cognitive Research,” and participants were instructed it was for investigating 

people’s understanding of an expository text about social issues. This part provided a narrative 

of national history to participants, and then they were asked to write an essay for supporting a 

given narrative. These narratives were introduced as a story that was frequently mentioned 

when people talk about changes and continuities of Korean society from the past to present. 

Fifteen minutes were given for the reading and writing tasks. Another five minutes were set for 

the distractor task. Therefore, the first part took about twenty minutes. 

After collecting the first booklet, the second one was distributed, titled “Research 

about the Perception of Korean History.” In this apparently second survey, participants were 

asked to rate the level of national identifications and perceived continuities, relevance of 

historical themes to participants’ own ideas of national history, change degree and evaluation 

about historical themes, and demographic information.  

It took about sixty minutes on average to complete the both booklets. Upon 

completion participants were asked to guess possible hypotheses of these two studies, and to 

report whatever they want to comment about the research. No participants guessed the full 

hypotheses, but five reported suspicion about the relationship between the first and second 

parts. However, the results of the subsequent analyses remained the same regardless of whether 
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they were included (N = 155) or excluded (N = 150). Therefore, data from 155 students were 

overall analysed subsequently: specifically 52 (48% female) for the economic narrative 

condition, 51 (59% female) for the contrast narrative, and 52 (40% female) for no narrative 

condition. Finally, they were debriefed, thanked for their participation, and given 5,000 Korean 

Won (equivalent to AU$5) for their participation.  

 

Table 7.1. Zero-order correlation coefficients among identification and continuity variables. 

 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 Mean sd 

1. Gid        3.68 .66 

2. Pat .73***       3.24 .71 

3. Nat .36*** .57***      2.16 .60 

          

4. Paid .46*** .46*** .32***     2.75 .62 

5. Prid .70*** .59*** .44*** .34***    3.26 .59 

6. Pccc .26*** .29*** .42*** .17* .26***   3.41 .67 

7. Pcch .22** .17* .08 .15* .17* .20**  4.04 .52 

8. Glat -.01 -.10 -.12^ .01 .01 -.03 .04 3.28 .68 

^ p<.10, * p<.05, ** p<.01, *** p<.001 

Note: Gid = General Identification; Pat = Patriotism; Nat = Nationalism; Paid = Past 

Identificiation;  Prid = Present Identification; Pccc = Cultural PCC; Pcch = historical PCC; 

and Glat = Attitude toward globalisation. 

 

7.2 Results 

7.2.1 Preliminary Analyses 

A series of principal component (with a direct Oblimin rotation) and reliability 

analyses was carried out on each of identification and perceived continuity measures. The 

results showed all items of each scale were loaded on the right factor with factor loadings 

from .19 to .84 (See Appendix 5 for detail), except two items of the attitude toward 

globalisation measure. Item number 3 (globalisation will be one of the opportunities by which 
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Korea can grow economically) and 7 (globalisation will help us to make a more liberal society 

in Korea) of the measure were omitted due to their low loadings. Chronbach α of all eight 

scales (identification of the past, present, general, patriotism, nationalism, cultural PCC, 

historical PCC, and attitude toward globalisation) were generally acceptable (.77 to .89). 

 

Table 7.2. Relative degree of contributions of patriotism and nationalism to general 

identification. 

Predictors B b t  

Pat .72 .78 11.75*** R2= .54 (Ad R2= .54) 

Nat -.09 -.08 -1.25  F(2,152)=89.54*** 

*** p<.001 

 

Correlations among these variables are shown in Table 7.1. As before, the subsequent 

analyses focused on general identification. A series of multivariable analyses were conducted 

to examine the relationships among the general identification and its potential predictor 

variables. First, a multiple regression analysis showed relative degrees of the contribution of 

patriotism and nationalism in relation to general national identification. As shown in Table 7.2, 

only patriotism was related to general identification significantly. Specifically, patriotism alone 

explained 54% variance of general identification. This is similar with the result of Study 2, but 

somewhat different from Study 1, where nationalism was marginally associated with general 

identification even after controlling for patriotism. An interaction effect between patriotism 

and nationalism was not significant to predict general identification (∆R2=.000, 

∆F(1,151)=.027, ns), consistent with Study 2, and is not shown in the table. 

In order to find further relationships of general identification with its predictors 

pertaining to sense of national continuity, as well as the mediation effects of temporally framed 

national identifications, a path analysis was carried out. A diagram for the overall model is 

shown in Figure 7.2 and the goodness of fit indices (X2
(5) =5.62, p=.358; RMR=.041; 

GFI=.988; AGFI=.951; NFI=.966; and NNFI=.988) was desirable. The result was consistent 

with Study 2, in terms of contribution of cultural PCC to general identification through past 
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and present identifications. That is, the influence of cultural PCC was completely mediated by 

past and present identifications to predict general identification. Cultural PCC predicted both 

past (γ=.17, t=2.15, p<.05) and present (γ=.25, t=3.12, p<.01) identifications with Korea, and 

in turn they predicted general identification (β=.25, t=4.24, p<.001. and β=.62, t=10.56, p<.001, 

respectively). However, the links between historical PCC and present identification, and 

between globalisation attitudes and past identification were not significant, inconsistent with 

Study 2. 

 

 

 

Figure 7.2. A path model to predict general identification. 

Note: * p<.05, ** p<.01, *** p<.001; Correlation coefficients among cultural and historical 

PCC, and globalisation attitude are not shown, because they are all the same with zero-order 

correlations among them. In addition, a correlation coefficient between errors of past and 

present identification (.29**) is not shown. 

 

Cultural 

PCC 

Historical 

PCC 

Globalisation 

Attitude 

Past ID 

Present ID 

General ID 

.01 

.25*** 

.62*** 

.17* 

.25** 

.09 
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Table 7.3. Means of relevance ratings to historical themes in three conditions. 

Group (No of people) 

 

Historical categories 

Economic 

Development (52) 

Cultural Contrast 

(51) 

No-narrative  

(52) 

Contrast 

Comparison 

M SD M SD M SD t(152) p 

Actor 
1) People 

 

4.37 

 

.91 

 

4.27 

 

.85 

 

4.31 

 

.76 

  

2) Minorities 2.77 1.13 2.75 1.16 2.87 1.14   

3) Government 4.40 .66 4.10 .94 4.23 .76 1.95^ .053 

4) Politicians 4.02 .94 3.94 1.19 4.17 .88   

5) The Rich 3.88 .83 3.80 1.17 3.83 1.06   

6) Small Businesses 2.83 1.10 2.88 .86 3.04 .93   

7) Conglomerates 4.33 .90 3.90 1.01 4.31 .70 2.46 * 

8) Parents and Families  3.65 1.20 3.80 1.04 3.58 1.13   

  

9) Korea  

 

4.15 

 

1.07 

 

4.24 

 

.88 

 

4.23 

 

.78 

  

10) Korean Multinational 

Corporations 

3.21 1.24 3.47 1.06 3.23 1.20   

11) Foreigners 2.69 1.06 3.02 1.19 2.75 1.08   

12) Foreign Companies 2.87 1.21 3.08 .93 3.06 1.00   

13) Other Countries 3.83 .76 3.55 1.12 3.85 .98   

14) The World Powers 4.60 .53 4.37 .66 4.38 .63 1.89^ .065 

Theme 
15) Equality 

 

3.54 

 

.78 

 

3.41 

 

1.15 

 

3.52 

 

.96 

   

16) Democracy  4.19 .89 3.92 .96 4.10 .82   

17) National Independence  4.10 .91 4.02 .97 4.13 .95    

18) International Relations 4.33 .81 4.24 .68 4.40 .69    

19) Conservatism 3.65 .95 3.65 .82 3.85 .98   

20) Colonisation 4.17 .98 4.10 .85 4.12 .83    

21) Joseon Dynasty 3.56 1.18 3.51 1.08 3.56 .98    

22) Corruption 4.06b .87 3.71a .86 4.19b .82 2.10 * 

23) World War I  2.58 .89 2.55 1.03 2.54 1.02    

24) World War II 4.02 1.04 3.61 1.22 3.79 1.16 1.83^ .069 

25) The Korean War 4.77 .47 4.57 .76 4.65 .71   

26) The Vietnam War  3.56 .96 3.29 .90 3.40 .96   

 

27) Economic Development 

 

4.54 

 

.58 

 

4.45 

 

.67 

 

4.40 

 

.66 

  

28) Open Market 4.06 .89 4.20 .83 4.33 .62   

29) Capitalism 4.38 .75 4.31 .81 4.50 .61   

30) Disparity between the Rich 

and the Poor  

4.04 .79 3.73 1.00 4.08 .86 1.79^ .076 

(table continues) 
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Table 7.3. (continues) 

 Economic 

Development  

Cultural Contrast  No-narrative Contrast 

Comparison 

List of categories Mean sd Mean sd Mean sd t p 

31) 

Urbanisation/Industrialisation 

4.19 .91 4.20 .83 4.40 .69   

32) Economic Problems  4.23 .83 4.22 .76 4.02 .87   

33) Exportation of Goods, 

Services and Technologies 

3.83 1.02 3.78 .92 3.63 .91   

34) Importation of Goods, 

Services and Technologies  

3.77 .96 3.80 .98 3.60 .85   

35) Foreign Influences 4.00 .95 4.06 .81 4.15 .75   

36) Global Interconnectedness 3.96 .87 3.92 .80 3.94 .92   
 

37) Information Technology 

(IT) 

 

4.23 

 

1.08 

 

4.30 

 

.93 

 

4.24 

 

.76 

  

38) Manufacturing Industry 4.00 1.03 3.67 .91 3.88 .78 1.85^ .066 

39) Resource Industry 2.92 1.19 2.88 1.07 3.06 1.06   

40) Environmental Issues 2.79 1.04 2.82 1.07 2.65 .90   

41) Medical Science 2.96 1.17 2.75 .89 2.98 .90   

42) Technology Development 

and Sharing 

3.37 1.09 3.55 1.03 3.62 .84   

43) Influencing Other Countries 3.27 .95 3.51 .99 3.38 1.01   

    

44) Multiculturalism 

 

2.81 

 

1.12 

 

2.78 

 

1.24 

 

2.85 

 

1.04 

  

45) Traditional Culture of Korea 3.48 1.06 3.47 1.01 3.38 1.09   

46) Exportation of Korean 

Culture 

3.08 1.17 3.39 1.08 3.31 1.09   

47) Importation of Foreign 

Culture 

3.90 .93 3.92 .74 3.94 .75   

48) Foreign Cultural Influence 4.10 .87 3.94 .83 4.00 .84   

49) Loss of Traditional Culture 3.46 1.04 3.18 1.05 3.29 .87   

50) Homogenisation of the 

World 

3.48 .96 3.55 1.06 3.38 1.09   

51) Development of Korean 

Culture  

2.83a 1.06 3.31b 1.05 3.40b 1.07 -2.33 * 

52) Racism 2.63 1.10 2.55 1.10 2.73 1.07   

53) Socio-cultural Problems 3.59 .92 3.55 1.03 3.69 .88   

54) Dictatorship 4.08 .99 3.80 1.10 3.90 .96   

55) Interaction between the two 

Koreas  

4.06b .85 3.61a 1.06 3.83ab .88 2.45 * 

^ p<.01, * p<.05 
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7.2.2 Manipulation Check 

 In order to check whether historical narratives influenced participants’ perceptions of 

their national history, comparisons of relevance ratings among three conditions were conducted. 

Since the main interest of the experiment is the differences between two narrative conditions, a 

series of planned contrasts was done between development and contrast narrative conditions. 

As shown in Table 7.4, the manipulation did work, although it was somewhat weaker than 

hoped for. Consistent with the results of Study 2 (see Chapter 6), participants in the 

development narrative condition rated conglomerates and corruptions as significantly more 

relevant to their ideas of national history than the contrast group. Also, the mean ratings of 

government, the world powers and disparity between the rich and the poor were in the right 

direction, although they were only marginally significant. Also higher mean ratings of World 

War II, manufacturing industry (both marginally), and interaction between two Koreas 

(significantly) were unexpectedly found in the development narrative group than in the 

contrast group. Since the former is highly related to the theme of colonisation and national 

independence of Korea, the middle one to industrialisation, and the latter to the Korean War, 

these can be interpreted at least partially as narrative effects.  

On the other hand, the contrast narrative group rated development of Korean culture 

more relevant to their historical perception than their counterpart. It is noteworthy that the 

mean relevance ratings of IT, influencing other countries, exportation of Korean culture, and 

homogenisation of the world were in the right direction, though their differences were not 

significant. Even though the manipulation failed to achieve significant differences in those 

historical themes, it can be concluded that there were some priming effects. 

Next, a MANOVA revealed that the three conditions showed similar degrees of 

historical change perceptions (F(22,276)=.54, ns, η2=.04), and evaluations of the changes 

(F(22,268)=.94, ns, η2=.07). Then, in order to find out how participants perceived historical 

changes, the three conditions were collapsed and a series of one sample t-tests was conducted. 

The prevalence ratings of 3 indicates no historical change (i.e., equal prevalence in the past and 

the present); significant departures from this neutral point indicates that a given issue or theme 

is more (>3) or less (<3) prevalent now than in the past. As shown in Table 7.4, Korea was 
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seen to have changed in all categories of historical themes. Participants reported decreasing 

prevalence of industries, wars, and political legacies as time went by. Perceived to be currently 

more prevalent were international economy, national economy, high technology, mixing 

culture, cultural industries, socio-cultural problems, social development and corruption. 

 

Table 7.4. One sample t-test comparing the mean to the value 3. 

Categories for historical themes Mean sd t 

International economy 4.38 .50 34.14*** 

National economy 4.44 .51 34.92*** 

High technology 4.43 .49 36.10*** 

Industries 2.70 .90 -4.13*** 

Mixing culture 4.22 .54 27.87*** 

Cultural industries 3.15 .75 2.56* 

Socio-cultural problems 3.55 .86 7.93*** 

Wars 2.21 .88 -11. 80*** 

Social development 4.08 .63 21.11*** 

Political legacy 2.14 .68 -15.62*** 

Corruption 3.34 1.05 4.07*** 

* p<.01, ** p<.01, *** p<.001 

 

7.2.3 Role of Historical Narratives in Identity Construction 

This experiment hypothesised that people exposed to different historical narratives 

would show different relationships between evaluations about historical changes and national 

identification. There were two hypotheses based on the results of Study 2 and theoretical 

background of the thesis. First, participants exposed to the economic development narrative 

would be hypothesised to show positive relationships between their evaluations of 

international economy and their national identifications: Strong national identifications if they 

evaluated the flourishing international economy positively. Second, the cultural contrast 

narrative condition would show negative relationships between their international economy 
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evaluation and national identification. That is, this group would show higher national 

identifications if they evaluate the expanding international economy more negatively over time.  

General linear model analyses (GLMs) were carried out with narrative condition as a 

factor, the evaluations of historical changes as predictors, and the interactions of narrative 

condition with each of the change evaluations. Dependent variables were general identification 

and patriotism. Patriotism was used in this analysis because it correlated with general 

identification, in order to detect more reliable results. Therefore, it will provide a replication. 

Again, the same analytic strategy was followed, used in study 2, and only the final results are 

reported. 

 First, a marginally significant mean difference was found in general identification and 

patriotism among narrative conditions (F(2,126)=2.98, p=.053; F(2,130)=3.04, p=.051; 

respectively). Post hoc revealed that the control group (3.86 (sd .57) for Gid, 3.49 (sd .66) for 

Pat) had both higher general identification and patriotism than the other two narrative priming 

groups (Gid-3.60 (sd .69), Pat-3.11 (sd .66) for the development narrative; Gid-3.58 (sd .70), 

Pat-3.10 (sd .76) for the contrast narrative priming condition). 

 Next, the results regarding predictors are summarised in Table 7.5. Main effects were 

found for the prevailing high technology (F(1,126)=5.64, p<.05) and corruption 

(F(1,126)=6.20, p<.05) on general identification. That is, Koreans identified strongly with their 

country when they evaluated the change of high technology (B=.24, t=2.38, p<.05), and 

corruption (B=.11, t=2.49, p<.05) positively. Additionally, the evaluation of the decreasing 

influence of wars had a marginal main effect on general identification (F(1,126)=2.89, p=.074; 

B= -.15, t= -1.80, p=.074). Found also were main effects of change evaluation of high 

technology and corruption to predict patriotism regardless of narrative condition 

(F(1,130)=4.36, p<.05; F(1,130)=11.99, p<.001; respectively). In other words, people had 

higher patriotism when they evaluated increasing high technology and corruption positively 

(B=.22, t=2.09, p<.05; B=.16, t=3.46, p<.001; respectively). Additionally, prevalent social 

development had a marginal relationship with patriotism (F(1,130)=3.16, p=.078; B=.14, 

t=1.78, p=.078). There were also a significant main effect of a predictor, international economy 

(F(1,130)=4.82, p<.05) on patriotism, which was qualified by its interaction effect with 
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narrative condition and the predictor. 

 

Table 7.5. Unstandardised coefficients of change evaluations to predict national identification 

in separate general linear model analyses. 

DV General identification (R2=.31) Patriotism (R2=.32) 

 Main Priming Condition Main Priming Condition 

Predictor  Dev Con Non  Dev Con Non 

International economy  .29 -.15 .32  .47* -.08 .46* 

National economy -.07    -.11    

High technology .24*    .22*    

Industries .12    -.00    

Mixing culture -.13    -.16    

Cultural industries .02    .11    

Socio-cultural problems  .12 .10 -.12 .07    

Wars -.15^    -.14    

Social development  .34* -.05 -.11 .14^    

Political legacy -.04    -.07    

Corruption .11*    .16**    

Note: ^ p<.10, * p<.05, ** p<.01; ‘Main’ refers to a main effect of each predictor on each dependent 

variable (general identification or patriotism); Dev – economic developmental narrative priming, Con – 

cultural contrast narrative priming, Non – no priming condition; When an interaction effect was 

significant, each unstandardised coefficient was displayed in the column of each narrative group. 

 

Two-way interaction effects on general identification were found between narrative 

condition and three predictors: one significant (social development F(2,126)=3.66, p<.05) and 

the others marginally significant (international economy F(2,126)=2.57, p=.081; and social 

problems F(2,126)=2.35, p=.099). Also, an interaction on patriotism was significant between 

narrative condition and the change evaluation of international economy F(2,126)=4.97, p<.05). 

Note that when an interaction effect between narrative condition and a predictor is significant 
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on a dependent variable (an identification variable), then it can be interpreted as indicating that 

the relationship between the predictor and a dependent variable varies systematically, 

depending on the kind of historical narrative that was primed. Therefore, when there was a 

significant interaction effect, the relationship between the predictor and the dependent variable 

was estimated on the basis of the estimated parameter values; these estimated values are 

reported in Table 7.5. 

 

7.2.4 Hypotheses Testing 

The results demonstrated that when people were given different historical narratives, 

then they related their evaluations about historical changes to their national identification 

somewhat differently. The two hypotheses were generally supported: positive relationship 

between social and economic change (international economy) and national identifications in 

the economic development narrative condition, but negative relationship in the cultural 

contrast narrative condition. It is noteworthy that the historical evaluation of international 

economy was also positively related to national identification in economic development 

narrative, but negatively associated in cultural contrast narrative in Study 2 (Chapter 6). 

First, people had high general identification and patriotism when they evaluated 

currently prevailing international economy positively, only if they were primed by the 

historical narrative of economic development. Consistent with the first hypothesis, participants 

after reading and thinking about a description about economic development history of Korea 

showed a positive relationship between patriotism and the change evaluation of international 

economy (B=.47, t=2.41, p<.05). Although it was not significant, general identification’s 

relationship with international economy had the same direction (B=.29, t=1.52, ns). In addition, 

a significant relationship between general identification and social development (B=.34, t=2.49, 

p<.05) was found in this group. Therefore, positive relationship between international economy, 

and patriotism and overall identification were found as hypothesised, and it was also in line 

with the result of Chapter 6.  

The result about the second hypothesis was weakly supported. The change evaluation 

of international economy tended to be related negatively with both general identification and 
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patriotism (B = -.15, t= -.94, ns; B = -.08, t= -0.35, ns, respectively) in the cultural contrast 

narrative condition, but the relationships were not significant. It may be possible that the 

historical narrative priming procedure could not change people’s entire perception of national 

history, which was accumulated for a long time. Still, the result of negative direction of the 

relationships demonstrated that the priming of cultural contrast narrative switched people’s 

attention to the negative aspects, even if the relationships were not significant. Therefore, 

people had tendencies to relate the change evaluations of international economy to national 

identification negatively, when they were primed by the historical narrative of cultural contrast. 

Separate comparisons between each of the two experimental conditions and the 

control condition were carried out, in order to provide additional evidence for the moderation 

effects of historical narratives. The results were generally consistent with the three condition 

analysis above, and only the interaction effects regarding the relationships hypothesised are 

reported here. One important difference of the current results from the previous was that the 

negative association between economic evaluation and national identification were significant 

even in the cultural contrast narrative condition. Specifically, the interaction between condition 

and economic change evaluation was marginally significant for general identification 

(F(1,81)=3.89, p=.052) and significant for patriotism (F(1,82)=4.14, p<.05) in the comparison 

between the cultural contrast narrative and control conditions. Again, unstandardised 

coefficients revealed the similar pattern: positive evaluation of globalised economy 

undermined national identification in the cultural contrast narrative condition (B= -.48, t= -

1.97, p=.052 for general identification; B= -.55, t= -2.03, p<.05 for patriotism), but contributed 

positively to identification in the control condition (B=.48, t=1.97, p=.052 for general 

identification; B=.55, t=2.03, p<.05 for patriotism). The relationship between people’s 

evaluation of globalised economy and national identification could be assumed to have similar 

patterns with the control condition, because those interactions were not significant in the 

comparison between the economic development narrative and control conditions (F(1,76)=.59, 

ns for general identification; F(1,76)=.29, ns for patriotism). Again, different narratives did not 

affect the relationship between the change evaluation of mixing culture and national 

identification even in the comparison between cultural contrast vs. control condition 
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(F(1,72)=.030, ns, for general identification; F(1,72)=.997, ns, for patriotism), as well as 

between economic development vs. control condition (F(1,76)=.223, ns, for general 

identification; F(1,72)=.119, ns, for patriotism). 

In sum, the hypotheses were generally supported. The two different narratives seemed 

to function as lenses for the construction of national identity to some extent at least. For 

example, Korean people generally had high national identification when they evaluated the 

expanding international economy positively, but it was not the case (i.e., high national 

identification when they evaluated the international economy negatively) to those who saw 

their national history as contrasts between tradition and modernity. Depending on the historical 

narrative made salient to people, therefore, different aspects of social and economic changes 

appear to provide a basis for the construction of their national identity.  

 

7.3 Discussion 

Study 3 tested whether the salience of historical narratives could be situationally 

varied, and in turn the causal role of their national historical representations on the national 

identity construction process. The experiment primed one of the two historical narratives, and 

examined the relationship between historical evaluation and national identity under different 

narrative priming conditions. The results implied that people’s identity construction is different 

if they are primed with a different narrative, either cultural contrast or economic development 

narrative, as hypothesised. Koreans showed positive relationships between the change 

evaluation of growing international economy and national identification in the economic 

development narrative priming condition. On the other hand, they showed negative association 

tendencies in the cultural contrast narrative condition. That is, when they evaluated the current 

trend of international economy, people tended to have stronger identification with Korea in the 

development narrative condition, but they tended to identify more weakly with it in the cultural 

contrast narrative condition.  

 As explicated above, the relationship between economic evaluation and national 

identification was not significant in the cultural contrast narrative priming condition, even 

though the relationship was in a right direction, negative. Generally, it is plausible that 
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experimental conditions of priming historical narratives change accessible information in 

people’s mind temporarily (Higgins, 1996), which could influence their identification in turn. 

Historical narratives about their own country were shaped throughout their life, but situational 

factors like the exposure to a certain historical story about their nation may influence their 

narratives as shown in the experiment. Still, the effect may not be able to change people’s 

existing narratives entirely, and Study 3 showed rather weak effects of the experimental 

manipulation.  

However, the negative association between globalised economy evaluation and 

national identification became significant in the subsequent analysis of comparison for each 

pair between one experimental and control conditions. Positive evaluations about globalised 

economic changes undermined national identification, when people were exposed to the 

cultural contrast narrative. Although the result should be interpreted with a caution due to its 

inflated type 1 error, it is likely that the base narrative of national history is the economic 

development narrative in Korea (represented by the control group), and people’s perception 

about their national history could change when the alternative narrative of cultural contrast is 

primed by situational cues. 

The results suggest that people’s historical narratives are susceptible to social 

influence. People’s relevance ratings were different in two experimental conditions after 

historical narrative priming. The development narrative group tended to report higher mean 

relevance ratings for manufacturing industry, corruptions, disparity between the poor and rich, 

and World War II, which reflected a story of Korean economic development on the debris of 

wars and the social byproducts of the rapid development partially at least. On the contrary, the 

contrast narrative condition tended to show higher relevance of IT, influencing other countries, 

development of Korean culture, exportation of Korean culture, and homogenisation of the 

world, which represented the concerns about the tradition, modernity, and harmonization of the 

two.  

In addition to showing the dynamics of identity construction as a function of 

historical narratives, there were several additional findings. First, only patriotism predicted 

general identification significantly in Study 3, as opposed to the result of Study 1 and 2 



 

 153

(Chapter 4), where nationalism was related or contributed to general identification. It may be 

possible that the presented narratives may have reduced the salience of international conflicts 

in the perception of Korean history.  

Second, only the influence of cultural PCC was mediated by past and present 

identifications to predict general identification. This is consistent with Study 2 (Chapter 4) in 

terms of contributions of cultural PCC to general identification through past and present 

identifications. However, historical PCC and attitudes toward globalization failed to have 

effects on national identification. Also, the priming could weaken links between sense of 

continuity and national identifications. These speculations need to be further investigated in 

future research on the historical narrative priming and its influence on relationships between 

national identities and sense of national continuity, as well as on national identity dynamics. 

Next, the perception of change direction was all consistent with Study 2 (Chapter 4): 

industries, wars, and political legacies as waning; and international economy, national 

economy, high technology, mixing culture, cultural industries, socio-cultural problems, social 

development and corruption as prevalent in the present. In addition, Koreans showed similar 

degrees of historical change perceptions in line with the result of Study 2 (Chapter 6), but also 

reported the similar degrees of change evaluations somewhat different to the findings of Study 

2 (Chapter 6), regardless of the narrative conditions. Finally, somewhat different from Study 2, 

Koreans identified more strongly with their country when they evaluate the change of high 

technology and corruption more positively regardless of narrative conditions.  
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Chapter 8. General Discussion 

 

A country has its history and people have stories about it. These stories could be 

different across countries or even in a country. Given that national history have relationships 

with national identity (e.g., Sahdra & Ross, 2007), people’s different stories about national 

history could influence the process of national identity construction. Moreover, if different 

versions of historical narratives could be turned on by some situational factors, then it may be 

possible to manipulate people’s national identification to some extent. Based on these ideas, the 

thesis investigated the relationship among people’s national identity, historical narratives, and 

historical evaluations regarding their own country. The results confirmed that national identity is 

related to national history (Study 1 and Study 2 – Chapter 4), established existence of multiple 

historical narratives in industrial societies (Chapter 5 and 6), and found that the evaluations of 

material globalisation and cultural globalisation affected national identity directly in Australia 

(Study 2 –Chapter 4), but as a function of historical narratives in Korea (Study 2 –Chapter 6– 

and Study 3).  

  

8.1 National History is Important for National Identity 

First, the thesis proposed that the contents of national history would be important, 

regarding which type of national identity, patriotism or nationalism, historical reminding would 

provoke, as explained in Chapter 1. Study 1 and 2 (Chapter 4) supported the idea that national 

identity can be explained by patriotism and nationalism differently in Korea and Australia. 

When Koreans compared their country’s past and present, their general identification had a 

relationship with nationalism only in Study 1, and both regression lines of patriotism and 

nationalism to general identification were significant in Study 2 in Korea, although Study 3 

failed to replicate this. On the other hand, Australians’ general identification showed 

associations with patriotism only in all studies in the thesis.  

Since Korean history had larger proportion of conflicts with other countries than 

Australia, it can be concluded that this cross national differences are arguably due to different 

contents of national history in two countries, in terms of international conflicts. This idea could 
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solve the apparent contradiction between existing literature: historical comparisons resulting in 

a patriotism-like mind set (Mummemdey et al., 2001) versus historical reminding leading to 

nationalism-like mind sets in an inter-racial contact setting (Bilewicz, 2007) and in the degree 

of collective guilt about ingroup’s wrong doing toward another nation (Wohl & Branscombe, 

2008). In other words, even if people think about their national history, if their nation 

experienced a lot of international conflicts, then the historical reminding would provoke 

nationalism, but when they experienced minimal international conflicts through history, 

patriotism would be provoked. 

 

8.2 Temporal Dimension of National Identity: Past and Present Identifications 

Next, the close relationship between national identity and national history was further 

incorporated into a new conceptualization of national identity. That is, national identity was 

reframed as people’s feeling toward their nation as it is now, but also their nation in the past. 

Study 2 (Chapter 4) and Study 3 together established that these temporally framed national 

identifications mediated the influences of sense of national continuity to general identification.   

Specifically, past and present identifications reliably contributed positively to general 

identification in Studies 2 and 3. Then, cultural PCC predicted both past and present 

identifications positively, which in turn contributed positively to general identification in both 

studies as well. Therefore, it was the robust finding that, in the course of cultural PCC 

influencing national identity (Sani et al. 2007, 2008, 2009), temporal national identities 

mediated between the two. In other words, cultural PCC could contribute to or explain the 

temporal dimension of national identity, which would in turn predict general identification. Also, 

Study 2 found historical PCC and attitudes toward globalisation were linked to general 

identification positively and negatively, respectively. The influences of these contributors to 

general identification were mediated by present or past identification, respectively as 

hypothesised. However, the links from historical PCC and attitudes toward globalisation to 

temporally framed identification were not found in Study 3.  

The results suggest that three factors of sense of continuity (cultural and historical 

PCCs, and attitudes toward globalisation) may be distinguished in the context of national groups. 
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As outlined in the theoretical chapters of the thesis, cultural PCC could reflect people’s feeling 

that good tradition continues from the past to the present. However, historical PCC could refer 

to making sense of historical events, so that a very different or even disgraceful past could be 

felt as continuous as long as the past connected to the good present events. Therefore, historical 

PCC is a concept primarily focusing on the present. Further, attitudes toward globalisation 

functions as a sense of discontinuity, a reverse of sense of continuity, in the contemporary 

context. 

 Furthermore, the thesis found the temporal dimension of national identity could 

provide a deeper understanding of human psychology of identity construction. Initial support for 

this idea was found in Study 1, where national identifications were found as related to historical 

evaluation only in Australia, but not in Korea. In Australia, as people mentioned national 

continuities from the past to the present more positively, they identify more strongly with their 

present country and their country in general. Therefore, the positive relationship found in the 

existing literature was replicated in Australia, another “new world” country, but not in Korea, an 

“old world” country with different geographical and historical backgrounds. Further, evaluation 

of historical changes had a negative relationship with past identification: positive evaluation of 

historical changes tended to undermine the construction of past identification, but did facilitate 

identification with the present in Australia.  

Study 2 (Chapter 4) provided further evidence that people’s evaluation of historical 

changes predicted differently past and present identification in Australia. The change evaluation 

of the currently waning war influences negatively predicted past identification only, but neither 

present nor general identification. Further, the evaluation of almost every historical change 

currently prevalent, for instance, international economy, mixing culture, etc. had positive 

relationships with present identification. Also some of the change evaluation of historical 

themes, such as currently more prevalent high technology and waning political legacy was 

positively associated with general identification.  

However, the study could not find the same pattern of relationships in Korea: rather 

Koreans showed virtually no associations between historical change evaluations and 

identifications. Therefore, the direct relationships between historical evaluations and national 
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identifications were found only in Australia, consistent with the existing literature (i.e., Sahdra 

& Ross, 2007). Also, the results validated the distinction of past and present identifications, and 

differential function of these temporally framed national identity.  

 

8.3 Multiple Narratives of National History in Industrialised Societies 

Then, the thesis focused on the specific contents of social changes and continuities, 

from a narrative perspective: whether people share a uniform historical story or different people 

hold diverse historical narratives within a country or across countries. The idea was explored 

based on lay people’s recall in Study 1, and on their historical narratives in Study 2 (Chapter 4). 

The results provided general background of heterogeneous stories of national history. Further, 

Chapter 5 and 6 (Study 2) empirically verified the idea of multiple historical narratives in Korea 

and Australia. These results were supported by social psychology theories (Moscovici, 1988; 

Liu & Hilton, 2005) and empirical research (Huang et al., 2004; Liu et al., 1999; Barton, 2001), 

proposing and implying multiple historical narratives. Also, other social scientists investigated 

historical archives and found multiple narratives about the Black Jew identity (Zegeye; 2004), 

and those about technological changes (Dawson & Buchanan, 2007). However, the thesis was 

the first direct attempt to examine and verify that contemporary industrialized nations have 

multiple historical narratives about their national history in the social psychology area.  

Chapter 5 found two grand narratives of national history: national progress, and cultural 

contrast. The historical narrative of national progress had two subtypes: social progress and 

economic development. The social progress narrative was depicted mainly by equality, 

multiculturalism, and racism that has been overcome or should be overcome further; the 

economic development narrative by economic development, its byproducts, and past political 

situations as a background of the development; the cultural contrast narrative by the 

juxtaposition of tradition and modernity. Chapter 6 analysed these grand narratives further 

within each country, and found three narratives in each country. 

Consequently, three different narratives were found in each country: Nation centred, 

cultural contrast, national progress. Specifically, nation centred narratives in Korea and 

Australia was characterised by rich and nation specific contents. In Korea, this textbook like 
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story was relevant to what Korea accomplished (i.e., economic, technological, and cultural 

development) out of the miserable past (i.e., Korean War), whereas Australian centred narrative 

was relevant to an emergence of Australia as a nation (i.e., colonisation and national 

independence) and its contribution to the world (i.e., their helping Europe in World War I and 

World War II).  

The second narrative was labelled as a cultural contrast narrative, which was concerned 

about a loss of traditional culture but still more focusing on economic and technological 

development in both countries. This narrative does not only relate conflicts between tradition 

and modernity, but also is concerned about harmony and further development based on their 

synthesis. Although a number of sources can bring frictions between the tradition and modernity 

(Arnnet, 2002; Hermans & Dimaggio, 2007), recent social psychology research (Chang, Wong, 

& Koh, 2003) suggested a harmony between the two. This study investigated the Chinese value 

hierarchy in Singapore, and found two factor structure: modern factor (prudence, industry, civil 

harmony, and moral development) and tradition factor (social power and moderation). The 

researchers concluded that Western values were not necessarily imported for modernization of a 

culture, rather traditional values could be evolved into modern. It may create a natural and 

unique way of modernisation of an Asian society like Singapore, emphasising the duality of 

tradition and modernity. That is, the past and the present could coexist and coevolve in the 

culture of a society on the way to modernisation (Geerts, 1973). In line with this, the rapid 

growth of Asian economy has been explained by Asian people’s important values such as 

communal sharing, high education, diligence, and thrift, combined with economic development 

plan driven by their governments. Sometimes, Asian value was considered as one of the most 

suitable values in the 21st century, as Asian economy has performed successfully in recent 

several decades (Sheok, 2007).  

The last one is the narrative of national progress, but has somewhat different version in 

each country: economic development narrative in Korea, and social progress narrative in 

Australia. Korean national progress narrative was relevant to economic development and 

political issues that Korean should overcome in order to accomplish the economic development. 

Australia narrative was characterised by social progress narrative, mainly focusing on political 
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and cultural development as well as economic and cultural problems to be overcome. This cross 

national difference may be due to what are prominent changes in each country. Economic 

development was the most prevailing change in recent Korean history, for instance, because 

Korea was one of most poor countries in 1950s, but it has achieved the 10th biggest economy in 

the world at the beginning of 21st century. However, political progress and value change was the 

most prominent in Australia, due to quite huge constitutional changes for the rights of women 

and minorities including Australian Aboriginals and Asians in recent history. 

It is noteworthy that the nation centred narrative group was largest in Australia, 

originating from the grand social progress narrative in Chapter 5, while the group was smallest 

in Korea, originating from the grand contrast narrative. Consequently, the social progress 

narrative, including national development components, was a prevailing narrative in Australia, 

but the cultural contrast and economic development narrative were equally prevalent in Korea. 

Therefore, Chapter 6 finally provided answers whether each nation had multiple narratives, and 

whether they are competing with each other within a society. Australia shared a largely single 

story about the changes and continuities between the past and present, while equally prevailing, 

therefore competing narratives were found in Korea. 

 

8.4 Various Relationship between National Identity and Historical Evaluations 

The fourth research question was about the role of those multiple narratives on national 

identity construction in relation to historical evaluation. Depending on the historical narrative 

people hold, the relationship may be different between historical change evaluation and national 

identification. Study 2 (Chapters 5 and 6) suggested that the narratives influenced which aspects 

of change evaluations about national history provided the basis for identity construction. 

Specifically, Chapter 5 demonstrated that national identification was strengthened as people 

evaluated international economy more positively only in the social progress narrative group. 

The cultural contrast narrative groups tended to show a negative relationship between change 

evaluation of international economy and national identification. The results were consistent with 

what was expected in Chapter 2. 

However, some unexpected results were also found. That is, under the cultural contrast 
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narrative, progressing domestic economy fostered the construction of positive national identity, 

but under the social progress narrative, a negative relationship between national economy and 

general identification was found, although not significant. Also, the evaluation of waning 

political heritage facilitated the identity construction in the progress narrative, although the 

result was not robust (only with general identification). These may be interpreted as follows. 

Historical narratives direct people’s attention not only to social and economic changes but also 

social contrast aspects, consisting of both tradition and modernity or positive and negative 

aspects of historical changes in a historical theme factor such as multiculturalism or domestic 

economy. Therefore, social contrast aspects can provide a basis for identity construction as well. 

In this case, however, the relationships between social contrast evaluations and national 

identification are opposite to those relationships between historical change evaluations and 

national identification. In the cultural contrast narrative, people may attend to the positive side 

of social contrast trends, because they want to solve those conflicts, achieving harmony between 

those contrasts with each other. In order to do that, making those social contrast aspects an issue 

is much better than hiding those problems. Therefore, evaluations of social contrast trends may 

contribute to national identification positively. On the other hand, people in the national 

progress narrative may pay attention to negative sides of social contrast aspects of national 

history, because they consider those trends as potential problems that might hinder further 

development. Therefore, evaluations of contrast aspects may undermine national identifications 

in the national progress narrative.  

Chapter 6 carried out separate analyses further in each country and established 

theoretical expectations and the findings in Chapter 5. That is, multiple narratives worked like 

lenses to guide people’s selection of certain aspects of national history as important and the 

contribution of these aspects to their national identity, but there was a national difference. 

Specifically, historical narratives moderated the relationship between identifications and 

evaluations of social and economic changes only in Korea, where multiple narratives were 

equally dominant. Especially, the change evaluations of historical themes that are related to 

globalisation (international economy and mixing culture) were important predictors for specific 

identity construction in each narrative group.  
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It is noteworthy that the historical evaluation of international economy and mixing 

culture behaved in the opposite way between the two narrative groups, the cultural contrast and 

economic development narrative groups. The evaluation of currently prevalent international 

economy facilitated and the evaluation of mixing cultures hindered national identification in the 

economic development narrative group. On the other hand, the cultural contrast narrative group 

had a negative relationship between the change evaluation of expanding international economy 

and national identification. Also, the group showed a tendency of positive association between 

the evaluation of mixing cultures and national identification. Furthermore, the findings of 

different relationships between evaluation of historical contrasts (e.g., domestic economy or 

mixing cultures) and national identification under different historical narratives were a further 

achievement of the thesis as well as the consistent findings from theoretical expectations 

regarding the association between evaluation of social and economic changes (e.g., globalised 

economy) and national identification.  

Given that in Australia there were virtually no reliable relationships between historical 

narratives and national identification, Study 2 established different identity construction 

dynamics across two countries. Korea had no relationship between them as a whole, but did 

have relationships especially regarding globalisation depending on historical narratives that 

people held. On the contrary, Australia had plenty of direct relationships, but not as a function of 

historical narrative.  

These cross national differences of historical narrative modes (dominant or competing) 

could be due to the differences of historical complexity in two countries. Even if the concept of 

the past was confined from 200 year ago in the research, events happened 200 years ago could 

not be independently understood from the earlier period, if the country has a longer history, 

resulting in a higher level of complexity of history perception. On the other hand, if a country 

has a relatively short history, then their historical perception could be relatively simple, like 

Australia, Canada, and the US. This speculation is supported by a recent study (Barton, 2001), 

where children’s historical perceptions were compared between Ireland and the US. The result 

suggested elementary school students in the US shared a rather simple version of national 

history, but their Irish counterparts showed a possibility of multiple historical narratives. 
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Specifically, the historical stories that American children had were characterised by national 

progress, narrating their national history as progress based on individual achievements or 

attitude changes (in terms of equality). On the other hand, Irish children perceived history in 

various ways: some shared their story with their American counterpart, but others acknowledged 

that collective activities or institutional changes could bring national progress, and pointed out 

that social changes lead to progress only occasionally. Furthermore, they acknowledged that 

traditional aspects and modern aspects could coexist at a given time, as opposed to American 

students who understood the tradition and modernity exclusively in a chronological order. 

Taken together with the results of multiple narratives in each country, the Australian 

identity construction could be explained by their grand historical narrative of social progress, so 

that people’s evaluations of currently prevalent historical themes have positive associations with 

national identity under the dominant historical narrative of social progress in Australia in Study 

1 and 2 of the thesis, like in Canada (Sahdra & Ross, 2007). On the other hand, the Korean 

identity construction could be explained by equally dominant multiple historical narratives in 

Korea. In other words, they did not show any relationship between national identity and 

historical evaluation as a whole, because the different relationships across narrative groups 

cancelled each other out. However, when the narrative groups were separated in Chapter 4 and 5, 

the effect of national history on identity construction was finally revealed. 

 

8.5 Dynamics of Identity Construction 

So far the relationship between historical narratives and identity construction was 

confirmed. The inevitable next step was to investigate whether the influence of historical 

narrative could shape relationships between historical evaluation and national identity, testing a 

causal role of historical narratives. Therefore, the fifth research question was whether situational 

priming could change the salience of historical narratives that were acquired over a long period 

of education and social representation process (via long term-exposure to certain historical 

narratives), and in turn whether these salient historical narratives result in corresponding 

patterns of identity construction. Study 3 experimented these ideas with the priming procedure 

of historical narratives in Korea where competing narratives were distinct (economic 
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development versus cultural contrast narrative), and found different relationships between 

historical evaluation and national identity across different narrative priming conditions. That is, 

the evaluation of expanding international economy was associated positively with national 

identification, when people were exposed to an economic development narrative. On the other 

hand, the relationship between the two had a negative direction in the cultural contrast narrative 

priming condition.  

However, the negative association between the globalised economy evaluation and 

national identification was not significant in the whole three group analysis, but became 

significant in the subsequent separate pair analysis with the control group. The negative 

relationship could be suppressed if the other two groups (the economic development and control 

conditions) share much in common and share large variance in the whole analysis. The 

suppressed negative effect possibly became significant in the subsequent pair analysis. It 

implies that Korean people hold the economic development narrative as the default narrative of 

national history, but people’s story about their national history changes when the alternative 

narrative of cultural contrast is activated by situational cues.  

This speculation can be supported by a recent study that investigated the psychological 

impacts of the recent rise of China (Cheng, Chao, Kwong, Peng, Chen, Kashima, et al., 2010). 

The results revealed that people predicted higher competence in their future society and at the 

same time perceived stronger morality in their past society, when they experienced rapid 

economic growth leading to social changes recently. However, if people don’t have the 

experience of such sudden socio-economic changes very recently, then they attributed only 

higher competence to their nation in the future. In other words, readily accessible signals of core 

value competition in a society can facilitate people’s perception of both aspects of modernity 

and tradition simultaneously, which represents the core contents of cultural contrast narrative.  

 

8.6 Limitations  

Although the thesis paved a way to a deeper understanding about lay people’s 

historical narratives and identity dynamics, there are a few limitations. First, subjective feeling 

about international conflicts could be more important than the object amount of conflicts the 
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country had in its history against other countries. However, the empirical studies of the thesis 

did not measure directly people’s perception of international conflict, but assumed that the 

association between patriotism/nationalism and general identification would reflect their 

perception. It might be the reason why Study 3 failed to replicate nationalism’s contribution to 

general identification in Korea, which Study 1 and 2 established, even if the historical amount 

of international conflict did not change. Somehow experimental manipulation could make 

people feel fewer international conflicts than they normally feel. In order to clarify these 

somewhat inconsistent findings, perceived international conflicts should be incorporated in 

further research on the relationship between patriotism/nationalism and general identification.  

Second, the findings of the thesis were confined to industrialized societies. More 

research should be carried out, in order to understand the link between national history and 

national identity in developing countries. Especially, fundamentalism has been granted a certain 

attention in the context of globalisation (e.g., Arnett, 2002; Hermans & Dimaggio, 2007). Some 

countries could create fundamentalist narratives of national history that regard anything outside 

from the country as something to be removed. The effect of this type of narrative may have a 

different effect from cultural contrast narrative where tradition and modernity are weighed 

relatively equally. Furthermore, the thesis collected data almost exclusively from ethnic Koreans 

in Korea and European Australians in Australia, in order to avoid complication of too large 

variation as initial studies on national history and national identity. When the thesis argued that 

Australia relatively lacks international conflicts in its history, for example, it meant entirely 

from European Australians’ viewpoint. The Aboriginal Australian perspective could be totally 

different, and has not been dealt with in the social psychology of national identity.  

Therefore, further research is necessary for minority ethnic groups in Australia. 

Especially, Australian Aboriginals could be an important case, given the history of oppression 

by European Australians during their colonization of Australia. Their attitudes or the change of 

their attitudes toward being native and toward being Australia could shed light on the identity 

process from the present to future as well as from the past to present. The social status of 

Aboriginals has slowly improved compared with a few decades ago, starting from achieving the 

franchise and land rights, but still there are a lot of room for improvement in the areas such as 
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education and health conditions. According to Tajfel and Turner (1979), perception of 

intergroup injustice could be stronger when the actual gap between two groups decreases than 

when the inequality is very large. They argued that a minority group begins to feel that they can 

compete with the majority as inequality decreases, which strengthen their group identity as well. 

Australian Aboriginals’ social status may change greatly relatively soon. Therefore, their native 

identity may become stronger when there are possibilities that their intergroup relationship with 

European Australians may change, than when they actually suffered from the wrong doings by 

European Australians. Also, the characteristics (nationalistic or patriotic) of their ethnic or 

national identity could be an important research question, in order to understand the meaning of 

their behaviour, such as a native athlete Cathy Freeman’s waving the Native Flag with the 

Australian Flag together after winning a gold medal in the Sydney Olympics in 2000. Also, 

since Korea has recently become more multicultural, the process of new immigrants’ acquiring 

their national identity and the Koreans’ reception of those new immigrants may inform the 

social psychology of globalisation.  

Third, the studies in the thesis employed only university students as research 

participants. Generally university students are young and do not have personal memories about 

national history. Therefore, it is highly likely that the kinds and contents of multiple historical 

narratives could be quite different if an older generation is included. For example, an older 

generation may have a story narrating good old days with their positively coloured memories 

about the past of their nation. Not only cross national differences but also inter-generational 

differences within a nation could be important issues in terms of the types of multiple narratives 

as well as their moderating role on national identity construction for further research. 

Next, there could be a number of possible reasons for the cross national differences. 

For instance, the thesis attributed the cross national differences of historical narratives to 

different historical complexity between Korea and Australia. However, it could be due to 

different experiences in recent history. That is, many Asian countries including Korea had 

experienced invasions by another country recently, and this could make a sudden discontinuity 

of their national history, resulting in more complicated perception of it, out of their endeavour 

to make sense of and to overcome the traumatic collective experiences. Further research needs 
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to be done in order to examine different alternative explanations.  

Fifth, the thesis could not explain why the relationships between general identification 

and other variables pertaining to national identification or sense of national continuity were 

different between survey studies (Studies 1 and 2) and the experiment (Study 3). Some of 

significant relationships in Studies 1 and 2 at least marginally, such as between nationalism and 

general identification, between historical PCC and present identification, and between 

globalisation attitudes and past identification, turned out to be insignificant in Study 3. The 

priming procedure in Study 3 might weaken links between sense of continuity and national 

identifications. This speculation commands further investigation on the historical narrative 

priming and its influence on relationships between national identities and sense of national 

continuity. 

Finally but not least importantly, the thesis analysed people’s perception of national 

identity, not the history per se. The historical narratives of national progress and cultural 

contrast were proposed and confirmed as socially shared narratives, but it does not imply that 

these stories are regarded as true in an uncontested manner. On the contrary, the academic 

position of the history of economic development could be inconsistent with lay people’s 

narratives. For example, Trentmann (2009) developed a variegated history of international 

trading market with dynamic interactions between tradition and modernity across time. He 

criticised the Western centred view that the international market was formed on the basis of the 

industrial revolution, especially after the World War 1, and argued that this fictional view was 

originated from the course of justification of the great difference in development between Asia 

and Europe around the 19th century. He also provided counterarguments that the global trading 

system existed: for instance, the cotton and clothes market was active between India and East 

Asia around the Indian Ocean by the 11th century and overriding the Western industrialised 

power until the 18th century. According to him, therefore, it is hard to decide whether Asia or 

Europe was the centre of the world economy as late as the 18th century. Although people’s 

beliefs about national or international histories could be different from what actually happened 

in history, those beliefs are still important in a sense that those beliefs have psychological 

impacts, but the beliefs and the facts should not be confused. 
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8.7 Implications for Further Research 

There are implications of the thesis for future research. First, the thesis established a 

causal direction from historical narratives to national identity construction regarding historical 

evaluations. That is, identity construction could be vulnerable to information from the outside: 

The same group could change their views by situational cues, say, from media, speech, etc. The 

results have significant political implications in terms of possible manipulations of people’s 

historical views. The world observed dramatic changes of national narratives from a freedom 

narrative to a security one after the 911. It is highly possible, if politically loaded people or 

organizations try to manipulate public perceptions of national history, then historical 

representations could be susceptible to political manipulations of history designed for certain 

ends. If there are a number of competing social representations, this kind of attempts should be 

more probable.  

Sometimes governments may deliberately create or support an alternative narrative in 

order to mobilise people in rapid changing societies such as China. According to Wang (2008), 

recent national history of China (approximately from 1850s to 1950) has been characterised as a 

miserable past when China suffered due to the force from the outside. This historical belief has 

been institutionalised by the education system in China since 1991. In combination with 

people’s pride of ancient Chinese civilisation, the historical education with emphasis on the 

country’s miserable past resulted in the construction of Chinese nationalistic identity: their 

collective desire to recover the central position of China in the world became the driving force 

to build their modernity. Wang (2008) argued that this mythically projected future leads to the 

concealment of internal conflicts and violence inside the national history in many cases. 

Also, educational institutions themselves can attempt to exert their own perspective on 

history, as in Japan. Bukh (2007) recently examined the debate over Japan’s history textbooks 

focusing on wartime victimhood and victimization. Progressive and conservative power co-

existed in the education sector in Japan. The former tried to emphasise malefaction done to 

Asians and Japanese people’s responsibilities during that imperialism period. On the other hand, 

the conservative force attempted to include remorse for the past and Japanese nationalistic view 
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of history. Bukh (2007) argued, however, that the narrative regarding the wartime suffering of 

the Japanese people can induce a critical perspective on imperial wars and their disastrous 

impact on ordinary people, apart from the original intention of the conservative branch of the 

Japanese educational establishment. 

Likewise, politicians’ attempts to mobilise people may not be always fruitful. For 

another instance, in Taiwan, powerful foreign regimes (from Japan and later from mainland 

China during the 20th century) tried to influence Taiwanese people in the direction that the state 

(foreign) elites wanted, but they faced strong resistance from and be reconciled with the needs 

of their subordinates (natives) (Chu & Lin, 2001). It could also imply that politicians’ endeavour 

can create a huge influence, as long as the tactic resonates with people’s desire. Therefore, in 

which situation and how much people’s representations of national history can be affected by 

surroundings should be investigated in further research, especially from political stand points.  

Second, the results suggested multifaceted attitudes toward globalisation, such as 

economic and cultural aspects. That is, people consider globalisation differently depending on 

whether it is related to their material life or mental area. Therefore, it is plausible that high 

national identifiers could welcome materialistic globalisation only, but not international cultures 

mixing with their tradition in a national progress narrative focusing on economic development. 

Especially, the meaning of globalisation may be different depending on historical narratives that 

a person holds. Therefore, a revised conceptualisation of attitudes toward material and cultural 

globalisation is necessary and it should be incorporated in further research into national 

identities and historical narratives. 

Next, in order to examine further whether the degree of the contribution of nationalism 

to general identification varies as a function of the amount of international conflicts that a 

country had, it would be a good idea to carry out further research in a country with a history 

filled with conflicts, testing whether only nationalism explains whole general identification. 

Finally, the links between historical actors and historical themes should be identified and 

elaborated further. This research question is concerned with the conception of agency in national 

history, and historical evaluation could be different depending on which agent drives which type 

of historical changes in what circumstances. 
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8.8 Conclusion 

 History has continuously re-evaluated based on the currently perspective in the 

professional field of history (Carr, 1964), as well as in everyday life. The thesis argued that 

people’s perception of national history is important in relation to their national identity. In 

industrialized society, there are multiple narratives of national history, and depending on the 

kind of historical narratives, different values are associated with national identification. 

Especially, knowledge about identity construction could be valuable in the gobalised world: 

both to a country that is already multicultural like Australia, to a country that has just become a 

multicultural society, and to countries that are bewildered by globalisation. The thesis and 

further research in line with it could give practical implications regarding how to avoid 

exclusive national identity in international contact settings, how to resist to political 

manipulations of historical narratives, and how to promote international relationships in the 

globalised world. More profoundly, the thesis implies a prediction about future, that 

globalisation would create a more complicated map of culture in the world or even in a country, 

resulting from conflicts and reconciliation between traditional values and modernity, and 

between material development and mental life.  
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Appendix 1. Principle Component Analysis Results for Study 2 

 

1.1 Factor Structure of National Identifications and Sense of National Continuity  

A series of principal component analyses (PCAs) was carried out with a direct Oblimin rotation, 

for each of the Korean and Australian samples. The number of components for each scale was determined 

based on the theoretical backgrounds or the scree plot. Based on the results of PCAs, one item of past and 

present identifications (item 2) and another item of attitudes toward globalization (item 3) were omitted 

from further analysis because they were loaded on two factors evenly or their loading were too low 

(under .20). The following tables show the final results: one component for general identification, separate 

component for past and present identifications, two components for PCC, and one component for attitudes 

toward globalisation.  

 

Table 1.1. Principle component analysis (PCA) result of general identification. 

 Loadings 

            Items Korea Australia 

1 I consider myself an Australian .70 .82 

2 I am glad to be an Australian .81 .87 

3 I feel strong ties with Australians .84 .87 

4 The fact that I am an Australian is very important to me .84 .88 

5 I have a lot in common with other Australians .78 .86 

6 In general I regret being an Australian* .43 .89 

7 I really fit in with other Australians .70 .84 

8 I regard myself as a typical Australian .69 .78 

Eigen value 

Total variance explained 

4.32 

54.0 

5.78 

72.2 

Note: * reverse coding items 
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Table 1.2. PCA result of patriotism and nationalism. 

Loadings Korea Australia 

                 1. Patriotism 1 2 1 2 

1 I love Australia .68 .52 .82 .32 

3 Being an Australian is an important part of my identity .74 .14 .78 .29 

5 It is important to me to contribute to my nation .62 .44 .52 .10 

7 It is important to me to view myself as an Australian .80 .39 .82 .33 

9 I am strongly committed to my nation .72 .35 .77 .50 

11 It is important to me that everyone will see me as an 

Australian 
.67 .67 

.65 .62 

14 It is good for one to have an emotional attachment to 

his/her country 

.46 

 

.00 

 

.60 .38 

15 I feel a great pride in our land, Australia .77 .52 .81 .38 

16 Although at times I may not agree with the government, my 

commitment to Australia always remains strong 

.61 

 

.32 

 

.84 .27 

17 In a sense, I am emotionally attached to my country and 

emotionally affected by its actions 

.62 

 

.51 

 

.63 . 03 

2. Nationalism 

2 The important thing for Australia’s foreign aid program is to 

see to it that Australia gains a political advantage 

.12 

 

.21 

 

.13 .53 

4 In today’s world, the only way to know what to do is to rely 

on the leaders of our nation 

.24 

 

.46 

 

.12 .59 

6 The Australian army is the best army in the world .25 .56 .19 .36 

8 One of the important things that we have to teach children is 

to respect the leaders of our nation 

.39 

 

.57 

 

.22 .59 

10 Relative to other nations we are a very moral nation .42 .44 .41 .55 

12 It is disloyal for Australians to criticize Australia .20 .64 .10 .75 

13 Australia is better than other nations in all respects .13 .61 .28 .74 

18 I think the Australian people are the finest in the world .49 .70 .46 .75 

19 Other countries should try to make their government as 

much like ours as possible 

.08 

 

.61 

 

.29 .72 

20 Australia is the best country in the world .50 .68 .63 .67 

Eigen value 

Explained variance explained 

6.85 

34.2 

1.68 

8.4 

7.51 

37.6 

2.52 

12.6 

Note: * reverse coding items 
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Table 1.3. Two components of temporally framed national identification. 

Loadings Korea Australia 

                 1. Present Identification 1 2 1 2 

1 Present Australia is very important to me .65 .20 .67 .32 

3 I consider Australia’s present technological innovations to be 

world-class nowadays 

.54 .22 .51 .08 

4 In general, I am fond of current Australia’s mentality  .69 .17 .83 .10 

5 Overall, my mentality is connected to present Australia .60 .32 .81 .17 

6 Current events happening in Australia are highly related with 

how I feel about myself 

.55 .33 .41 .21 

7 I am fond of Australia’s present culture .62 .29 .80 .02 

8 I like Australia’s present economic structure .49 .04 .62 -.02 

9 I have a lot in common with Australians of the present .61 .47 .68 .09 

10 I feel strong ties to Australians of the present .76 .33 .75 .11 

2. Past Identification 

1 Past Australia is very important to me .17 .54 .00 .72 

3 I consider Australia’s past technological innovations to have 

been world-class at the time 

.32 .38 .26 .44 

4 In general, I am fond of Australia’s heritage  .27 .58 .37 .65 

5 Overall my mentality is connected to Australia’s past .18 .72 .14 .81 

6 Australian history is highly related with how I feel about 

myself 

.19 .60 -.13 .70 

7 I am fond of Australia’s past culture .14 .59 .17 .76 

8 I like Australia’s past economic structure .19 .30 .31 .51 

9 I have a lot in common with Australians of the past .29 .66 .04 .74 

10 I feel strong ties to Australians of the past .34 .75 .09 .85 

Eigen value 

Explained variance explained 

4.80 

26.7 

1.93 

10.7 

5.21 

29.0 

3.78 

21.0 
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Table 1.4 Two components of perceived collective continuity (PCC). 

Loadings Korea Australia 

                 1. Cultural PCC 1 2 1 2 

1 Australian people have passed on their traditions across 

different generations 

.65 

 

.32 .50 .34 

 

3 Shared values beliefs and attitudes of Australian people have 

endurance across times 

.72 

 

.42 

 

.59 .55 

 

5 Through history the members of the Australian group have 

maintained their inclinations and mentality 

.69 

 

.12 

 

.65 .03 

 

7 Australian people will always be characterised by specific 

traditions and beliefs 

.51 

 

-.12 

 

.52 .02 

 

9 Australia has preserved its traditions and customs throughout 

history 

.75 

 

.20 

 

.78 .14 

 

11 Australian people have maintained their values across time .64 .19 .79 .08 

2. Historical PCC 

2 Australian history is a sequence of interconnected events .38 .71 .04 .75 

4 Major phases in Australian history are linked to one another .47 .57 .11 .79 

6 There is no connection between past present and future 

events in Australia* 

-.04 

 

.72 .09 .67 

 

10 The main events in Australian history are part of an 

unbroken stream 

.30 

 

.69 .42 .40 

 

12 There is no continuity between different ages in Australian 

history* 

-.01 

 

.65 .04 .69 

 

Eigen value 

Explained variance explained 

3.98 

32.4 

1.82 

15.2 

2.08 

17.3 

3.26 

27.2 

Note: * reverse coding items 
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Table 1.5. Single component of attitudes toward globalisation. 

 Loadings 

            Items Korea Australia 

1 Globalisation is a primary factor in the erosion of the traditional Australian 

culture 

.72 .57 

2 Globalisation has increased people’s immoral behaviour in Australia .71 .73 

4 Globalisation will only intensify internal conflicts in Australia* .70 .77 

5 Globalisation threatens current Australian identity* .83 .79 

6 Globalisation enriches Australian culture .44 .59 

7 Globalisation will help us to make a more liberal society in Australia .28 .52 

8 Globalisation dilutes Australian unique culture* .55 .73 

9 Globalisation makes worse the phenomenon, ‘the-rich-get-richer and the-

poor-get-poorer.’ 

.53 .48 

Eigen value 

Total variance explained 

3.03 

37.9 

3.47 

43.3 

Note: * reverse coding items 
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1.2 Factor Structure of Change Perceptions of Historical Themes 

 

A series of PCAs was carried out with the Korean and Australian samples pooled together, using 

people’s rating of historical change perception, and a direct Oblimin rotation. The number of components 

was determined based on the scree plot for each block. The following tables show the result of each 

historical theme block: political, economic, technological/industrial, and cultural. In the political block of 

historical themes, four components were found: wars, social development, political legacy, and 

international relations. In the economic block, international economy and national economy components 

were produced. The technological/industrial block had two components (hi-tech and industries) and the 

cultural block had three components (mixing cultures, cultural industry, and social problems). 

 

Table 1.6. Four components of the political block. 

 Loadings 

                 1. Wars 1 2 3 4 

24 World War 2 .92 -.03 .29 .12 

23 World War 1 .90 -.02 .22 .03 

26 Vietnam war .81 -.05 .19 .16 

25 Korean war .65 .05 .28 .53 

2. Social Development 

15 Equality  .06 .78 -.19 .10 

16 Democracy -.03 .77 -.01 .10 

17 National independence .07 .64 .31 -.28 

18 International relations -.13 .61 -.04 .04 

3. Political Legacy 

20 Colonisation  .35 -.08 .72 .37 

19 Conservatism .04 -.04 .69 -.32 

21 Monarchy (British monarchy or Joseon dynasty) .41 .07 .67 .26 

4. Corruption 

22 Corruption .08 .08 .01 .81 

Eigen value 

Explained variance explained 

3.28 

27.4 

2.00 

16.7 

1.25 

10.4 

1.14 

9.5 
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Table 1.7. Two components of the economic block. 

 Loadings 

                 1. International Economy 1 2 

34 Importation of goods, services, and technologies .86 .33 

33 Exportation of goods, services, and technologies .85 .21 

35 Foreign influences .66 .43 

27 Strong economy (Economic development) .59 .46 

36 Global interconnectedness .53 .41 

2. National Economy 

30 Disparity between the rich and the poor  .18 .77 

31 Urbanisation/industrialisation .34 .73 

29 Capitalism .42 .67 

28 Open market .55 .60 

32 Economic problems .44 .56 

Eigen value 

Explained variance explained 

3.92 

39.2 

1.20 

12.0 

 

 

 

Table 4.8. Two components of the tech/industry block. 

 Loadings 

                 1. High Tech 1 2 

41 Medical science  .84 .10 

42 Technology development and sharing .81 .04 

40 Environmental issues .64 .34 

37 IT .64 .23 

43 Influencing other countries .62 -.30 

2. Industries 

39 Resource industry  .01 .83 

38 Manufacturing industry .24 .70 

Eigen value 

Explained variance explained 

2.67 

38.1 

1.36 

19.4 
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Table 1.9. Three components of the cultural block. 

 Loadings  

                 1. Mixing Culture 1 2 3 

48 Foreign cultural influence  .80 .04 .13 

47 Importation of foreign culture .79 .08 .20 

50 Homogenisation of the world .65 .10 .25 

44 Multiculturalism .61 .21 .17 

49 Loss of traditional culture .58 -.04 .23 

2. Cultural Industry 

45 traditional culture  -.14 .74 -.14 

51 development of their own culture .10 .71 -.02 

46 exportation of their own culture .33 .66 .17 

3. Social Problems 

52 Racism  .15 -.02 .87 

53 Socio-cultural problems .32 -.01 .85 

Eigen value 

Explained variance explained 

2.81 

28.1 

1.54 

15.4 

1.25 

12.5 
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Appendix 2. Plots for Grouping Participants in Cluster Analysis and Slopes for Moderation Effects of 

Historical Narratives 

 

2.1 Group Distribution in Cluster Analysis 
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Contrast Narrative Group for 

Korea and Australia (from the 

beginning of the chart up to 

here): In this group, Koreans and 

Australians are mixed together; 

therefore, the ‘country’ is the only 

criterion that divides them into their 

own national group. 
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Nation-centred Narrative Group 

of Korea (from the end of the two 

country contrast groups up to 

here): there are two Australians In 

this group, and they are omitted from 

the membership; it is noteworthy, this 

group is originated from the grand 

cultural contrast narrative group (that 

is, from the beginning up to here, it is 

the grand cultural contrast narrative 

group - in the grand narrative case, 

Australians have their membership 

here) 
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Economic Development Narrative 

Group (from the end of the grand 

contrast or Korean nation centred 

narrative group up to here): this 

group remained as almost identical 

from the grand narrative of economic 

development when further broken 

down for examining nation specific 

narratives (only two Australians are 

omitted when considering it as a 

Korean specific narrative) 
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Social Progress Narrative Group 

of Australia (from the end of the 

development group up to here): 

five Koreans are omitted for an 

Australian specific narrative; 

however, they are included in as a 

part of the grand narrative of social 

progress. 
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Figure 2.1. Dendrogram for three grand narrative groups and three national specific narrative groups 

in each country 

Note: The ID number 142 and the over are Korean participants and the number 141 and the below are 

Australians 

 

 

 

Nation Centred Narrative Group 

of Australia (from the end of the 

progress narrative group to the 

end of the chart): this Australian 

specific narrative is originated from 

the grand narrative of social 

progress; therefore, from the 

beginning of the progress narrative to 

the end of the chart are the members 

of the grand social progress narrative 

(where Koreans are included). 
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2.2 Plots for Unstandardised Coefficients of Moderation Effects of Historical Narratives 
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Figure 2.2. Different relationships between historical evaluations and national identification depending on 

the types of historical narrative endorsed (Chapter 5, Study 2). 
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Figure 2.3. Different relationships between historical evaluations and national identification depending on 

the types of historical narrative endorsed in Korea (Chapter 6, Study 2). 
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Figure 2.4. Different relationships between historical evaluation and national identification depending on 

the types of historical narrative endorsed in Australia (Chapter 6, Study 2). 
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Figure 2.5. Relationships between historical evaluations and national identification when different 

historical narratives were primed in Korea (Chapter 7, Study 3). 



 

 202

 Appendix 3. Questionnaire for Study 1 
 

Part 1] Historical Perception 
We would like to ask what you think about Australia’s past and present. For the purposes of this questionnaire, 

‘Australia in the past’ refers the period from 200 years or so ago to about 5 decades ago, and ‘Australia in the present’ refers 
the period from about 5 decades ago up to now. When you are answering the questions below, please keep these notions of 
past and present in mind. Remember, there are no right or wrong answers and your responses are anonymous. The first few 
questions use a response format in which you first type answers into dialogue boxes and then rate them for 
positivity/negativity.  
 
Section 1. Past Events 
 First we would like you to list events that you think have been of importance in Australia’s past (from 200 years or 
so ago to about 5 decades ago) and to rate the positivity/negativity of the events that you list. For your ease, we have broken 
this question up into sections. Each section refers to a particular kind of event: political, economic, technological-industrial 
and cultural. Be sure to read instructions carefully and don’t forget to rate each event that you list for positivity/negativity. 
Political Aspect (Up to 5)   
 
Political event 1 

 

Political event 2 

 

Political event 3 

 

Political event 4 

 

Political event 5 

 

 
How would you rate the political events that you listed above? 

 Negative  Neutral  Positive 

Political event 1 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Political event 2 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Political event 3 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Political event 4 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Political event 5 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

 
Economic Aspect (Up to 5)  
Economic event 1 

 

Economic event 2 

 

Economic event 3 

 

Economic event 4 
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Economic event 5 

 

 
How would you rate the economic events that you listed above? 

 Negative  Neutral  Positive 

Economic event 1 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Economic event 2 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Economic event 3 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Economic event 4 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Economic event 5 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

 
Technological-Industrial Aspect (Up to 5) 
Technological-industrial event 1 

 

Technological-industrial event 2 

 

Technological-industrial event 3 

 

Technological-industrial event 4 

 

Technological-industrial event 5 

 

 
How would you rate the technological-industrial events that you listed above? 

 Negative   Neutral  Positive 

Technological-industrial event 1 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Technological-industrial event 2 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Technological-industrial event 3 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Technological-industrial event 4 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Technological-industrial event 5 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

 
Cultural Aspect (Up to 5) 
Cultural event 1 

 

Cultural event 2 

 

Cultural event 3 
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Cultural event 4 

 

Cultural event 5 

 

 
How would you rate the cultural events that you listed above? 

 Negative  Neutral  Positive 

Cultural event 1 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Cultural event 2 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Cultural event 3 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Cultural event 4 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Cultural event 5 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

 
Other Aspect (Up to 5) 
Other event 1 

 

Other event 2 

 

Other event 3 

 

Other event 4 

 

Other event 5 

 

 
How would you rate the other events that you listed above? 

 Negative  Neutral  Positive 

Other event 1 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Other event 2 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Other event 3 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Other event 4 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Other event 5 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

 
 
Section 2. Present Events 

Now wed like you to list events that you think are important among those which have happened in Australia in the 
present (from about 5 decades ago up to now). Don’t forget to rate each event that you list for positivity/negativity.  
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Political Aspect (Up to 5)   
Political event 1 

 

Political event 2 

 

Political event 3 

 

Political event 4 

 

Political event 5 

 

 
How would you rate the political events that you listed above? 

 Neagtive  Neutral   Positive 

Political event 1 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Political event 2 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Political event 3 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Political event 4 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Political event 5 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

 
Economic Aspect (Up to 5)  
Economic event 1 

 

Economic event 2 

 

Economic event 3 

 

Economic event 4 

 

Economic event 5 

 

 
How would you rate the economic events that you listed above? 

 Negative  Neutral  Positive 

Economic event 1 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Economic event 2 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Economic event 3 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Economic event 4 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Economic event 5 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
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Technological-Industrial Aspect (Up to 5) 
Technological-industrial event 1 

 

Technological-industrial event 2 

 

Technological-industrial event 3 

 

Technological-industrial event 4 

 

Technological-industrial event 5 

 

 
How would you rate the technological-industrial events that you listed above? 

 Negative  Neutral  Positive 

Technological-industrial event 1 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Technological-industrial event 2 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Technological-industrial event 3 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Technological-industrial event 4 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Technological-industrial event 5 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

 
Cultural Aspect (Up to 5)  
Cultural event 1 

 

Cutural event 2  

 

Cultural event 3 

 

Cultural event 4 

 

Cultural event 5 

 

 
How would you rate the cultural events that you listed above? 

 Negative  Neutral  Positive 

Cultural event 1 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Cultural event 2 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Cultural event 3 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Cultural event 4 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Cultural event 5 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
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Other Aspect (Up to 5) 
Other event 1 

 

Other event 2 

 

Other event 3 

 

Other event 4 

 

Other event 5 

 

 
How would you rate the other events that you listed above? 

 Negative  Neutral  Positive 

Other event 1 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Other event 2 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Other event 3 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Other event 4 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Other event 5 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

 
 
Section 3. Historical Change Perception 
 Now we would like you to think about how Australia has changed from the past to the present. For each domain 
(political, economic, technological-industrial and cultural) list what you think are the most important changes that have 
occurred. After you’ve listed these changes, rate each change for positivity/negativity.  
 
Political Aspect (Up to 5)  
Political change 1 

 

Political change 2 

 

Political change 3 

 

Political change 4 

 

Political change 5 

 

 
Rate the positivity and negativity of each of the political changes you listed above. 

 Negative  Neutral  Positive 

Political change 1 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Political change 2 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
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Political change 3 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Political change 4 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Political change 5 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

 
Economic change (Up to 5) 
Economic change 1 

 

Economic change 2 

 

Economic change 3 

 

Economic change 4 

 

Economic change 5 

 

 
Rate the positivity and negativity of each of the economic changes you listed above. 

 Negative  Neutral  Positive 

Economic change 1 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Economic change 2 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Economic change 3 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Economic change 4 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Economic change 5 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

 
Technological-Industrial Aspect (Up to 5)  
Technological-industrial change 1 

 

Technological-industrial change 2 

 

Technological-industrial change 3 

 

Technological-industrial change 4 

 

Technological-industrial change 5 
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Rate the positivity and negativity of each of the technological-industrial changes you listed above. 

 Negative  Neutral  Positive 

Technological-industrial event 1 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Technological-industrial event 2 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Technological-industiral event 3 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Technological-industrial event 4 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Technological-industrial event 5 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

 
Cultural Aspect (Up to 5)  
Cultural change 1 

 

Cultural change 2 

 

Cultural change 3 

 

Cultural change 4 

 

Cultural change 5 

 

 
Rate the positivity and negativity of each of the cultural changes you listed above. 

 Negative  Neutral  Positive 

Cultural change 1 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Cultural change 2 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Cultural change 3 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Cultural change 4 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

cultural change 5 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

 
Other Aspect (Up to 5)  
Other change 1 

 

Other change 2 

 

Other change 3 

 

Other change 4 

 

Other change 5 
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Rate the positivity and negativity of each of the other changes you listed above. 

 Negative  Neutral  Positive 

Other change 1 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Other change 2 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Other change 3 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Other change 4 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Other change 5 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

 
 
Section 4. Historical Continuity Perception 
 Now describe what you think has remained the same from the past to present in Australia. What political, 
economic, technological-industrial and cultural aspects of Australia have demonstrated continuity from past to present?  
 
Political aspect (up to 5) 
Political continuity 1 

 

Political continuity 2 

 

Political continuity 3 

 

Political continuity 4 

 

Political continuity 5 

 

 
Rate the positivity and negativity of each of the political continuities you listed above. 

 Negative  Neutral   Positive 

Political continuity 1 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Political continuity 2 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Political continuity 3 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Political continuity 4 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Political continuity 5 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

 
Economic Aspect (Up to 5)  
Economic continuity 1 

 

Economic continuity 2 
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Economic continuity 3 

 

Economic continutiy 4 

 

Economic continuity 5 

 

 
Rate the positivity and negativity of each of the economic continuities you listed above. 

 Negative  Neutral  Positive 

Economic continuity 1 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Economic continuity 2 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Economic continuity 3 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Economic continuity 4 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Economic continuity 5 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

 
Technological-Industrial Aspect (Up to 5)  
Technological-industrial continuity 1 

 

Technological-industrial continuity 2 

 

Technological-industrial continuity 3 

 

Technological-industrial continuity 4 

 

Technological-industrial continuity 5 

 

 
Rate the positivity and negativity of each of the technological-industrial continuities you listed above. 

 Negative  Neutral  Positive 

Technological-industrial continuity 1 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Technological-industrial continuity 2 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Technological-industrial continuity 3 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Technological-industrial continuity 4 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Technological-industrial continuity 5 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
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Cultural Aspect (Up to 5)  
Cultural continuity 1 

 

Cultural continuity 2 

 

Cultural continuity 3 

 

Cultural continuity 4 

 

Cultural continuity 5 

 

 
Rate the positivity and negativity of each of the cultural continuities you listed above. 

 Negative  Neutral  Positive 

Cultural continuity 1 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Cultural continuity 2 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Cultural continuity 3 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Cultural continuity 4 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Cultural continuity 5 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

 
Other Aspect (Up to 5)  
Other continuity 1 

 

Other continuity 2 

 

Other continuity 3 

 

Other continuity 4 

 

Other continuity 5 

 

 
Rate the positivity and negativity of each of the other continuities you listed above. 

 Negative  Neutral  Positive 

Other continuity 1 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Other continuity 2 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Other continuity 3 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Other continuity 4 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

Other continuity 5 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
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Part 2] PCC and National Identity Scales 
Section 1. PCC 
      The following are questions to explore what you think about Australia. Don’t forget that history, generations or ages 
of the following questions refers those within the period from 200 years or so ago up to now: Australia in the past (from 200 
years or so to about 5 decades ago) and the present (from about 5 decades ago up to now). Please, answer frankly. 
 

 Strongly 
disagree 

Disagree Neither 
disagree nor 

agree 

Agree Strongly 
agree 

1. Australian people have passed on their traditions 
across different generations. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
2. Australian history is a sequence of interconnected 
events. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
3. Shared values, beliefs and attitudes of Australian 
people have endurance across times. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
4. Major phases in Australian history are linked to one 
another. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
5. Through history the members of the Australian group 
have maintained their inclinations and mentality. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
6. There is no connection between past, present, and 
future events in Australia. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
7. Australian people will always be characterised by 
specific traditions and beliefs. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
8. There is a causal link between different events in 
Australian history. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
9. Australia has preserved its traditions and customs 
throughout history. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
10. The main events in Australian history are part of an 
‘unbroken stream’. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
11. Australian people have maintained their values 
across time. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
12. There is no continuity between different ages in 
Australian history. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
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Section 2. Past, Present, and General Identifications 
       The following questions are about Australia in the past (from 200 years or so to about 5 decades ago), in the present 
(from about 5 decades ago up to now), and overall. For your ease, we have sorted questions into sections asking about the 
past, present and overall aspects of Australia. Please, answer frankly.  
 
1) About Australia in the past (from 200 years or so to about 5 decades ago) 
 

 Strongly 
disagree 

Disagree Neither 
disagree nor 

agree 

Agree Strongly 
agree 

1. Past Australia is very important to me. 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

2. I’m proud of Australia’s political past. 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

3. I consider Australia’s past technological innovations 
to have been world-class at the time. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
4. In general, I see Australia’s heritage as shameful. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
5. Overall, my mentality is connected to Australia’s 
past. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
6. Australian history has very little to do with how I feel 
about myself. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
7. I like Australia’s past culture. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
8. I dislike Australia’s economic past. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
9. I have a lot in common with Australians of the past. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
10. I feel strong ties to Australians of the past. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
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2) About the present Australia (from about 5 decades ago up to now) 
 

 Strongly 
disagree 

Disagree Neither 
disagree nor 

agree 

Agree Strongly 
agree 

1. Present Australia is very important to me. 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

2. I’m proud of Australia’s current politics. 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

3. I consider Australia’s present technological 
innovations to be world-class nowadays. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
4. In general, I see current Australia’s mentality as 
shameful. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
5. Overall, my mentality is connected to/belongs to 
present Australia. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
6. Current events happening in Australia have very little 
to do with how I feel about myself. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
7. I like Australia’s present culture. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
8. I dislike Australia’s present economy. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
9. I have a lot in common with Australians of the 
present. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
10. I feel strong ties to Australians of the present. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

 
3) About overall Australia (from 200 years or so ago up to now) 
 

 Strongly 
disagree 

Disagree Neither 
disagree nor 

agree 

Agree Strongly 
agree 

1. I consider myself an Australian. 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

2. I am glad to be an Australian. 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

3. I feel strong ties with Australians. 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

4. The fact that I am an Australian is very 
important to me. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
5. I have a lot in common with other 
Australians. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
6. In general, I regret being an Australian. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
7. I really ‘fit in’ with other Australians. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
8. I regard myself as a typical Australian. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
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Section 3. Patriotism and Natioanlism 
       Please answer the following questions about other aspects of Australia. These questions refer to your feelings 
about Australia overall (from 200 years or so ago up to now).  
 

 Strongly 
disagree 

Disagree Neither 
disagree nor 

agree 

Agree strongly 
agree 

1. When I talk about Australians I usually say “we” 
rather than “they.” ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
2. The Australian flag is the best in the world. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
3. I think the Australian people are the finest in the 
world. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
4. The fact that Australia is one of the best countries 
in the world does not make me feel proud at all. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
5. Due to Australia’s economic superiority, we should 
have the right to make a significant contribution to 
international decisions. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

6. The possibilities for political participation in 
Australia do not make me proud at all. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
7. The morale of the Australians should be a role 
model for other nations. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
8. The first duty of every young Australian is to 
honor the national Australian history and heritage. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
9. The fact that I am an Australian is an important 
part of my identity. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
10. Foreign nations have done some very fine things 
but it takes Australia to do things in a big way. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
11. I feel a great pride in that land that is our 
Australia. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
12. The important thing for Australia’s foreign aid 
program is to see to it that Australia gains a political 
advantage. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

13. Although at times I may not agree with the 
government, my commitment to Australia always 
remains strong. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

14. When I criticize Australia, I do that out of 
allegiance to my country. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
15. If one feels allegiant to one’s country, one should 
strive to mend its problems. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
16. I appreciate the Australian democratic system 
very much, but I am willing to criticize it in order to 
achieve further improvement. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

17. In general, I have very little respect for the 
Australian people. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
18. Other countries should try to make their 
government as much like ours as possible. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
19. Australia is the best country in the world. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
20. It bothers me to see children made to pledge 
allegiance to the flag or sing the national anthem or 
otherwise induced to adopt such strong patriotic 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
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attitudes. 

21. Australia’s success in sports makes me very 
proud. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
22. Australia’s history makes me feel very proud. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
23. When I see the Australian flag flying I feel great. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
24. It is not constructive for one to have an emotional 
attachment to his/her country. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
25. I am proud to be an Australian. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
26. In a sense, I am emotionally attached to my 
country and emotionally affected by its actions. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
27. It is really not important that Australia be number 
one in whatever it does. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
28. In view of Australias moral and material 
superiority, it is only right that we should have a 
bigger say in deciding United Nations policy. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

29. It is not that important for me to serve my 
country. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
30. Generally, the more influence Australia has on 
other nations, the better off they are. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
31. There is generally a good reason for every rule 
and regulation made by our national authorities. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
32. It is important that Australia wins in international 
sporting competition like the Olympics. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
33. Australia’s democratic institutions make me feel 
very proud. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
34. Australia’s social security system makes me feel 
very proud. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
35. I love Australia. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
36. Other nations can learn a lot from us. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
37. Australia is better than other nations in all 
respects. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
38. In today’s world, the only way to know what to 
do is to rely on the leaders of our nation. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
39. It is important to me to contribute to my nation. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
40. The Australian army is the best army in the 
world. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
41. It is important to me to view myself as an 
Australian. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
42. One of the important things that we have to teach 
children is to respect the leaders of our nation. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
43. I am strongly committed to my nation. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
44. Relative to other nations, we are a very moral 
nation. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
45. It is important to me that everyone will see me as 
an Australian. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
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46. It is disloyal for Australians to criticize Australia. 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
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Part 3] Demographic Questions 
 
1. Gender 

1. Female   (     )          2.   Male   (     ) 
 
2. Age 

 

 
3. Major 

 

Year 

 

 
4. Socio-economic status    (     ) 

1. Lower than average            2.   Somewhat lower than average     
3.   Average            4.    Somewhat higher than average            5.   Higher than average   

 
5. Country where you were born  

1. Australia      2.    Other: Please specify __________________________________________________ 
 

Cultural background 
1. Australian     2.    Other: Please specify __________________________________________________ 

 
6. Duration for which you have stayed in countries other than Australia: 

 

Number of countries in which you have lived in (including Australia): 

 

Number of languages that you speak fluently (including English): 

 

Duration for which you have travelled in countries other than Australia: 

 

 
7. Family history: Which generation of your family was the first to live in Australia? Please click one. 
Mothers side:  

1. Myself 
2. My mothers generation 
3. My grand parents generation 
4. My great grand parents generation 
5. If an earlier generation, please specify. ___________________________________ 

 
Fathers side: 

1. Myself 
2. My fathers generation 
3. My grand parents generation 
4. My great grand parents generation 
5. If an earlier generation, please specify. ___________________________________ 

 
8. Political view: In what degree do you agree in the following political view?  

 Wealth 
redistribution 

   Economic 
growth 

 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
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9. Political orientation: Left    Right 

 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

 Conservative    Progressive 

 
❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

 
Which political party do you most support? 

1. Labor 
2. Liberal 
3. Greens 
4. Democratic 
5. Other: Please specify ___________________________________ 

 

 Not support A little 
support 

Some-what 
support 

Support Very much 
support 

How strong do you support the party that you selected 
above? ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 

 
10. Do you agree with following statements? 

 Strongly 
disagree 

Disagree Neither 
disagree nor 

agree 

Agree Strongly 
agree 

1) Globalization is a primary factor in the erosion of the 
traditional Australian culture. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
2) Globalization has increased people’s immoral 
behaviour in Australia. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
3) Globalization will be one of the opportunities by 
which Australia can grow economically. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
4) Access to information in Australia has become easier 
thanks to globalisation. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
5) Cultural exchange has been facilitated by 
globalization in Australia. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
6) Globalization will only intensify internal conflicts in 
Australia. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
7) Globalization threatens current Australian identity. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
8) Globalization will make Australians richer. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
9) The benefit of globalization will fall on several large 
companies only. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
10) Globalization makes worse the phenomenon, ‘the-
rich-get-richer and the-poor-get-poorer’. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
11) Globalization will help us to make a more liberal 
society in Australia. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
12) Globalization enriches Australian culture. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
13) It is hard to plan my future because Australian 
society changes rapidly with globalization. ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
14) Globalization dilutes Australian unique culture. 

❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ ❏ 
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Appendix 4. Questionnaire for Study 2 

 

Part 1] Historical Narratives 
We would like you to think about the history of Australia. Specifically, we want you to think about how 
Australia has changed from the past to the present and how it has remained the same. For the purposes of this 
questionnaire, ‘Australia in the past’ refers to the period from approximately 200 years ago to about 3 
decades ago; ‘Australia in the present’ refers to the period from about 3 decades ago until now. When you 
are writing about the change and/or continuity, please keep these notions of the past and present in mind. 
Remember, there are no right or wrong answers to this question; we are interested in your opinion about how 
Australia has changed and how it has remained the same.  

 
Section 1. Reading Check 
To help you think about change and continuity in Australian history, we’ve provided the following list of 
actors and themes. When people talk about national history, they often refer to the kinds of “actors”  and 
“themes” listed below. Now not all of these may be relevant to your own opinion of Australian history, but 
some may be and you should feel free to use any that are. Of course, if there are any actors or themes not on 
the list that you think relate to change and continuity in Australian history, you should feel free to refer to 
them. Please read the following list carefully and place a tick in the appropriate column on the right indicating 
whether each item is relevant to your impression of change and continuity in Australian history. 

 
Do the following actors and themes feature in your account of Australian history? Yes No 

Actor 
1) People: people in Australia 

  

2) Minorities: minorities in Australia   
3) Government: the government of Australia.   
4) Politicians: politicians in Australia.    
5) The Rich: the wealthy in Australia   
6) Small Businesses: small companies in Australia   
7) Large Corporations: large companies in Australia   
8) Parents and Families: parents and families in Australia   
 
9) Australia: Australia as a nation  

  

10) Australian Multinational Corporations   
11) Foreigners: people in other countries and internationals or visitors to Australia   
12) Foreign Companies    
13) Other Countries   
14) The World Powers: nations that have exercised or exercise control and influence over other 
nations. Examples may include, but may not be restricted to, China, the UK, the USA and 
Russia. 

  

Theme 
15) Equality 

Yes No 

16) Democracy   
17) National Independence: Australia is completely self-governing as a country    
18) International Relations: Australia’s political relationships with other countries   
19) Conservatism: the inclination to preserve the currently existing social arrangement   
20) Colonisation: the process of settlements established and controlled by the UK in Australia   
21) British Monarchy   
22) Corruption   
23) World War I    
24) World War II   
25) The Korean War: 1950 – 1953 in Korea   
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26) The Vietnam War: 1964-1975 in Vietnam   
(continued)                                                Theme Yes No 
 
27) Strong Economy: prosperities of national economy and economic development 

  

28) Open Market: domestic market is opened or trade barriers are removed so that foreign 
buyers and sellers can freely engage in economic activities, permitting the free flow of currency, 
goods and services  

  

29) Capitalism   
30) Disparity between the Rich and the Poor   
31) Urbanization/Industrialization   
32) Economic Problems: such as Inflation and Recession    
33) Exportation of Goods, Services and Technologies   
34) Importation of Goods, Services and Technologies   
35) Foreign Influences: political, economic, and technological impacts from other countries   
36) Global Interconnectedness: a situation of being connected with other countries in the world   
 
37) Information Technology (IT): 

  

38) Manufacturing Industry: the business of producing and trading goods, especially in large 
quantities using machinery. 

  

39) Resource Industry: the business of producing and trading agricultural products or sources of 
energy and wealth that occur naturally in the earth such as mining. 

  

40) Environmental Issues: environment problems and technologies to deal with them.   
41) Medical Science   
42) Technology Development and Sharing: technologies are advanced and shared across the 
world. 

  

43) Influencing Other Countries: Australia’s impacts on other countries. (politically, 
economically or technologically) 

  

 
44) Multiculturalism 

  

45) Traditional Culture of Australia:    
46) Exportation of Australian Culture   
47) Importation of Foreign Culture   
48) Foreign Cultural Influence   
49) Loss of Traditional Culture   
50) Homogenisation of the World: a process where different cultures in the world become 
increasingly similar, moving toward one uniform culture 

  

51) Development of Australian Culture: Australia’s developing or enriching its own culture.   
52) Racism   
53) Socio-cultural Problems   
54) White Australia Policy   
 
 
Section 2. Stories about National History 
Now, we’d like you to write a brief account of Australian history, emphasizing things that have changed from 
the past to the present and things that have remained the same. Feel free to use the themes and actors you 
checked above and any others that you think relevant. Remember, for the purposes of this task, the present 
begins about 3 decades ago; the past is from approximately 200 years ago to about 3 decades ago. 
 
___________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
___________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
___________________________________________________________________________________ 
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___________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
___________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
___________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
___________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
___________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
___________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
___________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
___________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
___________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
___________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
___________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
___________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
___________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
___________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
___________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
___________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
___________________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Section 3. Relevance Ratings to Historical Actors and Themes 
Now, we’d like you to give a more detailed rating of the relevance to your account of Australian history of each 
of the items on the list below. So if the ‘Actor No. 15’ is an actor that featured centrally in your account, you 
might give it a rating of 4 or 5. At the end of the list are a few empty spaces (marked ‘other’) for you to include 
and rate any other items you used in your account. 
 
Relevance (Not at all relevant  1 – 2 – 3 – 4 – 5  Highly relevant) 

Actor Relevance 
1) People: people in Australia  
2) Minorities: minorities in Australia  
3) Government: the government of Australia.  
4) Politicians: politicians in Australia.   
5) The Rich: the wealthy in Australia  
6) Small Businesses: small companies in Australia  
7) Large Corporations: large companies in Australia  
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8) Parents and Families: parents and families in Australia  
(continued)                                               Actor Relevance 
 
9) Australia: Australia as a nation  

 

10) Australian Multinational Corporations  
11) Foreigners: people in other countries and internationals or visitors to Australia  
12) Foreign Companies   
13) Other Countries  
14) The World Powers: nations that have exercised or exercise control and influence over other 
nations. Examples may include, but may not be restricted to, China, the UK, the USA and Russia. 

 

Other)  
Other)  
Other)  

Theme Relevance 
15) Equality  
16) Democracy  
17) National Independence: Australia is completely self-governing as a country   
18) International Relations: Australia’s political relationships with other countries  
19) Conservatism: the inclination to preserve the currently existing social arrangement  
20) Colonisation: the process of settlements established and controlled by the UK in Australia  
21) British Monarchy  
22) Corruption  
23) World War I   
24) World War II  
25) The Korean War: 1950 – 1953 in Korea  
26) The Vietnam War: 1964 – 1975 in Vietnam  
 
27) Strong Economy: prosperities of national economy and economic development 

 

28) Open Market: domestic market is opened or trade barriers are removed so that foreign buyers 
and sellers can freely engage in economic activities, permitting the free flow of currency, goods 
and services  

 

29) Capitalism  
30) Disparity between the Rich and the Poor  
31) Urbanization/Industrialization  
32) Economic Problems: such as Inflation and Recession   
33) Exportation of Goods, Services and Technologies  
34) Importation of Goods, Services and Technologies  
35) Foreign Influences: : political, economic, and technological impacts from other countries  
36) Global Interconnectedness: a situation of being connected with other countries in the world  
 
37) Information Technology (IT): 

 

38) Manufacturing Industry: the business of producing and trading goods, especially in large 
quantities using machinery. 

 

39) Resource Industry: the business of producing and trading agricultural products or sources of 
energy and wealth that occur naturally in the earth such as mining. 

 

40) Environmental Issues: environment problems and technologies to deal with them.  
41) Medical Science  
42) Technology Development and Sharing: technologies are advanced and shared across the 
world. 

 

43) Influencing Other Countries: Australia’s impacts on other countries. (politically, economically 
or technologically) 

 

 
44) Multiculturalism 

 

45) Traditional Culture of Australia:   
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46) Exportation of Australian Culture  
(continued)                                     Theme Relevance 
47) Importation of Foreign Culture  
48) Foreign Cultural Influence  
49) Loss of Traditional Culture  
50) Homogenisation of the World: a process where different cultures in the world become 
increasingly similar, moving toward one uniform culture 

 

51) Development of Australian Culture: Australia’s developing or enriching its own culture.  
52) Racism  
53) Socio-cultural Problems  
54) White Australia Policy  
Other)  
Other)  
Other)  
Other)  
Other)  
 
 
Section 4. Importance and Positivity Ratings of Historical Actors and Themes  
Finally, rate whether the importance of the following actors and the prevalence of the themes below in 
Australian history has changed or remained the same from the past (from approximately 200 years ago to about 
3 decades ago) to the present (from about 3 decades ago up to now).  
 
First, has the importance of the following actors changed or remained the same from the past to the 
present? We’d like you to use the following scale for the importance change of actors:  
More important  in 

the past than  
in the present 

 Equal importance in 
the past and present 

 More important in 
the present than in 

the past 
1 2 3 4 5 

 
After making these ratings, rate the positivity/negativity of each such change. So if you think that the role of 
the “Actor No. 15” is more important in the present than it was in the past, and you think that such a change 
was good, you might rate it as 4 or 5 on the following positivity scale. Or if you think the role of the ‘Actor No. 
0’ has remained the same in terms of importance and you think it was NOT good, then you might rate it as 2 or 
1. 

Negative  Neutral  Positive 
1 2 3 4 5 

 
Please, use empty spaces at the end of the list to write and rate any actors that you used that aren’t on the list. 

Actor Change of 
importance 

Positivity of 
change 

1) People: people in Australia   
2) Minorities: minorities in Australia   
3) Government: the government of Australia.   
4) Politicians: politicians in Australia.    
5) The Rich: the wealthy in Australia   
6) Small Businesses: small companies in Australia   
7) Large Corporations: large companies in Australia   
8) Parents and Families: parents and families in Australia   
 
9) Australia: Australia as a nation  

  

10) Australian Multinational Corporations   
11) Foreigners: people in other countries and internationals or visitors to Australia   
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12) Foreign Companies    
(continued)                                    Actor Change of 

importance 
Positivity of 
change 

13) Other Countries   
14) The World Powers: nations that have exercised or exercise control and influence 
over other nations. Examples may include, but may not be restricted to, China, the UK, 
the USA and Russia. 

  

Other)   
Other)   
Other)   

 
 
Second, has the prevalence of the following themes changed or remained the same? We’d like you 

to use the following scale for the prevalence change of themes:  
More prevalent in 

the past than  
in the present 

 Equal prevalence 
in the past and 

present 

 More prevalent in 
the present than in 

the past 
1 2 3 4 5 

 
After making these ratings, rate the positivity/negativity of each such change. So if you think that 

the “theme No. 56” is more prevalent in the present than it was in the past, and you think that such a change 
was good, you might rate it as 4 or 5 on the following positivity scale.  

Negative  Neutral  Positive 
1 2 3 4 5 

 
Please, use empty spaces at the end of the list to write and rate any themes that you used that aren’t on 

the list. 
Theme 

 
Change of 
prevalence 

Positivity of 
change 

 
15) Equality 

  

16) Democracy   
17) National Independence: Australia is completely self-governing as a country    
18) International Relations: Australia’s political relationships with other countries   
19) Conservatism: the inclination to preserve the currently existing social arrangement   
20) Role of Colonisation: the process of settlements established and controlled by the 
UK in Australia 

  

21) British Monarchy   
22) Corruption   
23) Role of World War I    
24) Role of World War II   
25) Role of The Korean War: 1950 – 1953 in Korea   
26) Role of The Vietnam War: 1964 – 1975 in Vietnam   
 
27) Strong Economy: prosperities of national economy and economic development 

  

28) Open Market: domestic market is opened or trade barriers are removed so that 
foreign buyers and sellers can freely engage in economic activities, permitting the free 
flow of currency, goods and services 

  

29) Capitalism   
30) Disparity between the Rich and the Poor   
31) Urbanization/Industrialization   
32) Economic Problems: such as Inflation and Recession    
33) Exportation of Goods, Services and Technologies   
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34) Importation of Goods, Services and Technologies   
(continued)                                    Theme 
 

Change of 
prevalence 

Positivity of 
change 

35) Foreign Influences: political, economic, and technological impacts from other 
countries 

  

36) Global Interconnectedness: a situation of being connected with other countries in 
the world 

  

 
37) Information Technology (IT): 

  

38) Manufacturing Industry: the business of producing and trading goods, especially in 
large quantities using machinery. 

  

39) Resource Industry: the business of producing and trading agricultural products or 
sources of energy and wealth that occur naturally in the earth such as mining. 

  

40) Environmental Issues: environment problems and technologies to deal with them.   
41) Medical Science   
42) Technology Development and Sharing: technologies are advanced and shared across 
the world. 

  

43) Influencing Other Countries: Australia’s impacts on other countries. (politically, 
economically or technologically) 

  

 
44) Multiculturalism 

  

45) Traditional Culture of Australia:    
46) Exportation of Australian Culture   
47) Importation of Foreign Culture   
48) Foreign Cultural Influence   
49) Loss of Traditional Culture   
50) Homogenisation of the World: a process where different cultures in the world 
become increasingly similar, moving toward one uniform culture 

  

51) Development of Australian Culture: Australia’s developing or enriching its own 
culture. 

  

52) Racism   
53) Socio-cultural Problems   
54) White Australia Policy   
Other)   
Other)   
Other)   
Other)   
Other)   
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Part 2] National Identifications and Sense of National Continuity 
Section 1. PCC 
The following are questions to explore what you think about Australia. History, ages or generations in the 
following statements refer to those within the period from approximately 200 years ago until now (Don’t forget 
that Australia ‘in the past’ is from approximately 200 years to about 3 decades ago and Australia ‘in the present’ 
is from about 3 decades ago until now.) Please read each statement and specify your level of disagreement or 
agreement. 
 
Strongly disagree 1 – 2 – 3 – 4 – 5 Strongly agree 
1. Australian people have passed on their traditions across different generations. (   ) 
2. Australian history is a sequence of interconnected events. (   ) 
3. Shared values, beliefs and attitudes of Australian people have endurance across times. (   ) 
4. Major phases in Australian history are linked to one another. (   ) 
5. Through history the members of the Australian group have maintained their inclinations and mentality. (   ) 
6. There is no connection between past, present, and future events in Australia. (   ) 
7. Australian people will always be characterised by specific traditions and beliefs. (   ) 
8. There is a causal link between different events in Australian history. (   ) 
9. Australia has preserved its traditions and customs throughout history. (    ) 
10. The main events in Australian history are part of an ‘unbroken stream’. (    ) 
11. Australian people have maintained their values across time. (    ) 
12. There is no continuity between different ages in Australian history. (    ) 
 
Section 2. National Identification with the Past and Present, and General Identification 
The following questions are about Australia in the past (from approximately 200 years to about 3 decades ago), 
in the present (from about 3 decades ago until now), and overall. For your ease, we have sorted questions into 
sections asking about the past, present and overall aspects of Australia. Please, answer frankly. 
 
Strongly disagree 1 – 2 – 3 – 4 – 5 Strongly agree 
 
-- About Australia in the past (from approximately 200 years to about 3 decades ago) 
1. Past Australia is very important to me. (   ) 
2. I’m proud of Australia’s past political system. (   ) 
3. I consider Australia’s past technological innovations to have been world-class at the time. (   )  
4. In general, I am fond of Australia’s heritage. (   ) 
5. Overall, my mentality is connected to Australia’s past. (     ) 
6. Australian history is highly related with how I feel about myself. (   ) 
7. I am fond of Australia’s past culture. (   )  
8. I like Australia’s past economic structure. (   ) 
9. I have a lot in common with Australians of the past. (   ) 
10. I feel strong ties to Australians of the past. (   ) 
 
-- About the present Australia (from about 3 decades ago until now) 
1. Present Australia is very important to me. (   ) 
2. I’m proud of Australia’s present political system. (   ) 
3. I consider Australia’s present technological innovations to be world-class nowadays. (   )  
4. In general, I am fond of current Australia’s mentality. (   ) 
5. Overall, my mentality is connected to present Australia.   (   ) 
6. Current events happening in Australia are highly related with how I feel about myself. (   ) 
7. I am fond of Australia’s present culture. (   )  
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8. I like Australia’s present economic structure.  (   ) 
9. I have a lot in common with other Australians of the present. (   ) 
10. I feel strong ties to Australians of the present.  (   ) 
 
-- About overall Australia (from approximately 200 years or so ago until now) 
1. I consider myself an Australian. (   ) 
2. I am glad to be an Australian. (   ) 
3. I feel strong ties with Australians. (   ) 
4. The fact that I am an Australian is very important to me. (   ) 
5. I have a lot in common with other Australians. (   ) 
6. In general, I feel good about being an Australian. (   ) 
7. I really ‘fit in’ with other Australians. (   ) 
8. I regard myself as a typical Australian.(    ) 
 
Section 3. Patriotism and Nationalism 
Please answer the following questions about other aspects of Australia. These questions refer to your feelings 
about Australia overall (from approximately 200 years ago until now) 
 
Strongly disagree 1 – 2 – 3 – 4 – 5 Strongly agree 
1. I love Australia. (      ) 
2. The important thing for Australia’s foreign aid program is to see to it that Australia gains a political advantage. 
(   ) 
3. Being an Australian is an important part of my identity. (    ) 
4. In today’s world, the only way to know what to do is to rely on the leaders of our nation. (   ) 
5. It is important to me to contribute to my nation. (   ) 
6. The Australian army is the best army in the world. (   ) 
7. It is important to me to view myself as an Australian. (   ) 
8. One of the important things that we have to teach children is to respect the leaders of our nation. (   ) 
9. I am strongly committed to my nation. (   ) 
10. Relative to other nations, we are a very moral nation. (   ) 
11. It is important to me that everyone will see me as an Australian. (   ) 
12. It is disloyal for Australians to criticize Australia. (   ) 
13. Australia is better than other nations in all respects. (   ) 
14. It is good for one to have an emotional attachment to his/her country. (   ) 
15. I feel a great pride in our land, Australia. (   ) 
16. Although at times I may not agree with the government, my commitment to Australia always remains strong. 
(   ) 
17. In a sense, I am emotionally attached to my country and emotionally affected by its actions. (   ) 
18. I think the Australian people are the finest in the world. (   ) 
19. Other countries should try to make their government as much like ours as possible. (   ) 
20. Australia is the best country in the world. (   ) 
 
Section 4. Attitudes toward Globalisation 
The following questions are about the relationship between globalisation and Australia’s situation. How do you 
agree or disagree with following statements about globalisation relating to Australia? 
 
Strongly disagree 1 – 2 – 3 – 4 – 5 Strongly agree 
1) Globalisation is a primary factor in the erosion of the traditional Australian culture. (    ) 
2) Globalisation has increased people’s immoral behaviour in Australia. (    ) 
3) Globalisation will be one of the opportunities by which Australia can grow economically. (    ) 
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4) Globalisation will only intensify internal conflicts in Australia. (    ) 
5) Globalisation threatens current Australian identity. (    ) 
6) Globalisation enriches Australian culture. (   ) 
7) Globalisation will help us to make a more liberal society in Australia. (    ) 
8) Globalisation dilutes Australian unique culture. (   ) 
9) Globalisation makes worse the phenomenon, ‘the-rich-get-richer and the-poor-get-poorer’. (    ) 
 
Part 3] Demographic questions 
1. Gender (female  , male  ) 
2. Age (     )                                
3. Academic Degree (                         )       What year are you in? (            ) 
 
4. Socio-Economic Status: Put an X in the box that describes properly your socio-economic status. 

1) Lower than 
average  

2) Somewhat lower 
than average 

3) Average  4) somewhat higher than 
average 

5) Higher than 
average  

     
 
5. Country where you’re born: Australia (   ), Other: Please specify (                           )        
Cultural background: Australian (   ), Other: Please specify (                           ) 
 
6. Duration in which you stayed in countries other than Australia:        years    
Duration in which you travelled in countries other than Australia:        years 
 
 
7. Family History: Which generation of your family was the first to live in Australia? Please circle one. 

 
Mother’s side: myself (   ), my mother’s (   ), my grand parents’ (   ), or 

my great grand parents’ generation. (    ) 
If an earlier generation, please specify. ______________________ 
 
Father’s side: myself (   ), my father’s (   ), my grand parents’ (   ), or 

my great grand parents’ generation. (   ) 
If an earlier generation, please specify. ______________________ 

 
 
8. Political view: To what extent do you agree in the following political view?  

Wealth redistribution 1   ------- 2   -------- 3   -------- 4   -------- 5   Economic growth 
 
Political orientation:    Left 1   ------- 2   -------- 3   -------- 4   -------- 5   Right 
 

Progressive 1   ------- 2   -------- 3   -------- 4   -------- 5   Conservative 
 
9. Which political party do you most support?   
1 Labor (   )           2 Liberal (   )          3 Greens (   )          4 Democrats (   )  
5 Other: Please specify_____________________ 
 

How strongly do you support the party that you selected above?      
1) Do not support  2) A little support 3) Somewhat support 4) Support 5) Very much 

support 
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