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Chapter 5—Data Analysis 

 

In this chapter we will try to figure out the relations between the variables that will 

contribute, or not, in the support toward the regime in the People’s Republic of China. 

Actually the model that will tested will be whether regime support is affected by the variables 

that concern us, namely the attitude toward other countries, the attitude toward their own 

country, economic liberalism, sociopolitical modernization, and traditional values. 

We see fit from Table 2 and Table 8 to build another table that incorporates the 

variables that in our opinion define the dimensions of Chinese nationalism. Therefore, we 

created Table 48, which can be analyzed in the following way: state, popular, and anti-

traditional nationalism are analyzed by the attitude toward other counties, the attitude toward 

their country, economic liberalism, sociopolitical modernization, and traditional values. We 

have organized their differentiation between positive and negative attitudes. There are 

similarities and differences between the strands of nationalism. For instance, people imbued 

with state and anti-traditional nationalisms have the same attitude toward their country, 

economic liberalism, and sociopolitical modernization. Citizens imbued with popular and anti-

traditional nationalisms share the same feelings toward other countries and their own country, 

while the population expressing state and popular nationalisms adopts the same ideas about 

attitude toward their country and traditional values. 

For the data analysis we transformed the variables under question into binary ones. The 

questions we used in the analysis were worded in such a way that positive and negative answers 

were available in the questionnaire. Therefore, we were able to use binary logic for it is the 

direction—not the degree of the sentiment—that concerned this thesis. For regime support 

(dependent value), the attitude toward other countries, the attitude toward their own county, 

economic liberalism, sociopolitical modernization, and traditional values we decided to divide 

between positive and negative answers (as presented in the questionnaire) and use the sum of all 

binary answers. Although they do not illustrate a difference of degree, they do offer a difference 
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of kind. 

For the analysis we chose to employ binary logistic regression, since we managed 

variables as dependent and independent variables. First we needed to find out if there is 

collinearity among the involved variables. Therefore, we ran correlation (Table 49) and found 

no collinearity. Hence, all variables were included in the models. The sample is large enough to 

allow for multinomial logistic regression (Pallant 2001, 136) and the dependent variable 

(regime support) has two categories (Leech et al. 2005, 109). Checking for outliers, we found 

outliers in Traditional Values and Attitude Toward Other Countries and extreme values in 

Absorb Essence of Chinese Values, but the 5% trimmed mean is not much different from the 

values’ mean, therefore, we included these cases in our analysis. We, first, ran the logistic 

regression including only the dimensions of nationalisms and, second, we included the 

independent variables (with the exception of income as discussed above) in order to see any 

difference of their impact on the dependent variable (hierarchical logistic regression). At a 

second stage, we split the values of the independent and intermediate variables into halves to 

find varied behavior in order to account for the direction of the variables in nationalism  

To find whether there is variance between the dependent and independent variables we 

employed the Kruskal-Wallis Test for our sampling population does not meet the normal 

distribution criteria (Sheskin 2004). From our results, all but Sociopolitical Modernization are 

significantly at the .05 level of regime support across each one of them, that is, they are robust. 

If we predicted that someone would support the regime, we would be correct 96% of 

the time, which is significant (p<0.001). We see that attitude toward their own country 

(attown), attitude to other countries (attothers) are significant predictors at the 0.001 level, 

attitude toward sociopolitical modernization (socpolmod) and attitude toward economic 

liberalism (econlib) at the 0.05 level when entered separately with the insertion of all the above 

variables along with traditional values (tradval), their combination significantly predicts who 

will support the regime (Table 50). But when all of the variables enter the equation 

simultaneously, the attitude toward sociopolitical modernization seizes to be significant. 
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By entering the independent variables except for income, the equation increases the 

prediction significantly. Not only the omnibus tests illustrate the increased predictive power of 

the equation (from χ2=42.182, p<0.001 to χ2=23.370, p<0.001), but also pseudo R2 

(Nagelkerke) increases from 0.109 to 0.169. 

But as we see from Table 51, economic liberalism seized to be significant after the 

insertion of the independent variables. From Table 51 we can conclude that regime support can 

be significantly predicted by the attitude toward their country (attown), by the attitude toward 

other countries (attothers), by gender (v113), by age (v114_cohort), by occupation (v126_occ), 

and by education level (v133). 

From the aforementioned results the effects of nationalism on regime support can be 

reduced to the attitude toward their country (attown), by the attitude toward other countries 

(attothers) and, consequently, Table 48 can be simplified to the following: popular and anti-

traditional nationalisms share the same characteristics featuring attitude toward other countries 

(negative) and toward their country (positive), while state nationalism stands alone being 

positive toward other and their own country. 
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Conclusion 

 

Now that we simplified the dimensions of Chinese nationalism to the ones that affect 

regime support, we can see the composition of those people. As we see from the Table 52, 

popular nationalism and anti-traditionalism share the same characteristics. From scholarly 

analysis this is not expected to be the case. But those factors that make them distinct, such as 

economic liberalism, attitude toward sociopolitical modernization, and the attachment to 

traditional values seem to have no effect on regime support. 

As for the attitude to their country, older generations seem to have a greater attachment 

to China. There is no visible variation in gender. In terms of occupational category, moving up 

the occupational status, people begin having more modest attitudes. By educational category 

there is no clear indication. As for the attitude to other countries, women are inclined to dislike 

foreign countries more than men. In age cohort the finding that makes impression is the 

intension, where there is diversification. Younger populations are much less predisposed 

negatively to foreign countries rather than older ones. Farmers were measured to be the 

category to dislike most foreign countries, while individuals in the private sector are the 

champions to like foreign countries. More educated people have better attitude toward foreign 

countries, whereas less or not educated people are the mirror of the same variable. 

If we wanted to build a scheme, we would say that at the time the survey took place, 

younger, more educated males have had less attachment to their own country and have had 

friendlier inclination toward foreign countries. To the contrary, older, less educated people 

maintained a reserved, if not hostile attitude toward foreign countries, while they were proud 

about theirs.  

From the analysis conducted, we were able to build a four-type box of Chinese 

nationalism pertinent to the attitude to their country and other countries break up (Table 53). 

Type I corresponds to positive attitudes of the Chinese people toward their country as well as 

foreign countries, that is state-led nationalism. Type II corresponds to positive attitudes of the 
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Chinese people toward their country and negative toward other countries, namely nativist, 

popular, or cultural nationalism. Type III matches up to negative attitudes of the Chinese 

people toward their country and positive toward other countries, that is, anti-traditionalism.23 

Finally, type IV involves negative attitudes toward China and foreign countries—the most 

dangerous to the Chinese regime. The only strand of nationalism that corresponds to that type 

is liberalism. 

                                                            
23 This could include ethno-nationalism or minority nationalism, but this issue was excluded from this 
study. 




