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Abstract

This study explores East Asians’ attitudes, including the attitude harbored by the Mongolians,
toward people with a different culture by using cross-national survey data. Although empirical studies of
exclusionism have been accumulated, two issues remain to be solved: exclusionism in non-Western
societies, and groups of people tend to be targeted for exclusionism. This study aims to address the issues
by focusing on six societies in East Asia (China, Hong Kong, Japan, Mongolia, South Korea, and Taiwan),
where examples of exclusionism are not hard to find. In addition to that, this study includes Mongolia into
the analyses because of its uniqueness in East Asia and its inseparability in the area. Comparative
analyses of cross-national survey data, namely the sixth wave of the World Values Survey and the Life in
Transition Survey II, reveals the following two findings: First, among the four groups with different
culture listed in the questionnaire (“people of a different race,” “immigrants / foreign workers,” “people of
a different religion,” and “people who speak a different language”), “immigrants / foreign workers” was
the most mentioned group that people would not like to have as neighbors. Nevertheless, the least
unwelcome group differs among societies. Second, cluster analysis of the degree of exclusionism shows
that the majority of the respondents are less likely to avoid people with different cultures as neighbors.
Nevertheless, in Mongolia, Japan, and South Korea the percentage of respondents with exclusionist
attitude is higher than in China, Hong Kong and Taiwan.

Keywords: exclusionism, East Asia, Mongolia, Cluster analysis, World Values Survey, Life
in Transition Survey
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Introduction

Xenophobia and an exclusionist attitude toward people with different cultural
backgrounds have been repeatedly analyzed for the past two decades. Since Quillian’s
pioneering study was published (Quillian, 1995), numerous cross-national analyses have
focused on what types of people are more or less likely to harbor an exclusive attitude. '’

However, there are two issues yet to be solved. The first is exclusionism in non-
Western societies. As far as I examined, studies of exclusionism tend to focus on Europe
and/or North America, and sometimes on Japan. However, exclusionism is not a local
movement in Western societies. And the second is which groups of people tend to be
targeted for exclusionism. Of course, the actual target of exclusionism usually differs
among societies, and the point of the question is whether there is any general tendency in
those phenomena. The plausible answer is that the difference from majority groups is
often attracted and targeted by exclusionism. However, this answer raises another
question: Difference in what? In other words, what difference is likely to trigger
exclusionism more than anything else? In order to answer the question, we need to focus
on the point of differences, such as race, religion, and language.

In this study East Asians’ attitudes toward people with a different culture is analyzed
by using cross-national survey data. In this area, it is not hard to find examples of
exclusionism. In Japan campaigns demonizing the Koreans, Chinese, and Zainichi Koreans
(Korea-origin people and their descendants in Japan) above all, have regularly been
conducted and supported by so-called kusanone hoshus (grass-root conservatives) and
netto uyokus (Internet-based right wings). Korea witnesses “anti-multiculturalists” who
attack on migrant workers and marriage immigrants (Lee, 2011; Garcia, 2012; Lee, 2014).
And the same is true for Mongolia, where the ultranationalism and neo-Nazism that pillory
foreign citizens, especially the Chinese, have been repeatedly reported by the foreign
media (Branigan, 2010; Graaf, 2012; etc.). Despite this, it should be questioned whether
they are movements of marginal people, or they represent the majority of people. The
analyses in this study aim to depict the attitudes of East Asians, in general, that lie behind
those phenomena.

Methodology

Data and Questions

Data of two survey projects are used for cross-national comparative analysis in this
study. The first is the sixth wave of the World Values Survey (hereafter WVS6), which
covered China, Hong Kong, Japan, South Korea, and Taiwan. Because Mongolia is not
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included in the dataset available at this point of time, the second data set, Life in Transition
Survey II (hereafter LiTS II), is used to analyze exclusionism in the country. Both WVS6
and LiTS II have a battery of questions that list several groups of people and ask
respondents whether they would like to have them as their neighbors.

This study includes Mongolia as one of the East Asian societies not only because of
the rampant exclusionism mentioned in the previous section, but also because of its
uniqueness in the area. Mongolia has quite different features from other East Asian
societies, for example, experience of Soviet-style socialism, limited influence of
Confucianism, nomadic civilization, etc. Nevertheless, Mongolia is geographically located
in East Asia, and the country is by no means negligible when we think of effect of nomadic
people in Mongolian plateau on East Asian history. Mongolia’s uniqueness in East Asia
helps us revisit what is regarded, without careful verification, as a common feature of the
area.

Table 1 shows the outline of the two surveys in the six societies in question. The
surveys were conducted in 2010 in Japan, South Korea and Mongolia, in 2012 in China and
Taiwan, and in 2013 in Hong Kong. Respondents were chosen throughout each society
with multi-stage random sampling except in South Korea, where the nationwide quota
sampling method was adopted.

Table 1 Outline of the surveys

Survey | Year Target Response rate
China WVS6 2012 Men & women aged 18-75 65.8%
National population
Hong Kong | WV56 2013 Both sexes 18 and more years fa
Taiwan WVS6 2012 Men & women aged 18-85 23.9%
Japan WVS6 2010 Men & women aged 18-79 61.0%
South Korea| WVS6 2010 Both sexes, full 19 and more years 55.4%
Mongolia LiTSII 2010 |Men & women aged 18 years or more n.a.
Sampling Survey method
China Stratified multi-stage random Interview
Hong Kong Multi-stage random n.a.
Taiwan Three-stage stratified Interview
Japan (20-79 yrs old) Stratified multi-stage random Interview & placement
(1819 yrs old) Random walk with quota
South Korea Purposive Quota Sampling Interview
Mongolia Multi-stage random Interview

41



Minato Kunio

Table 2 is a list of the question sentence and groups of people in focus, as well as the
way for respondents to answer this question in original English version and translation
into local languages. Both WVS6 and LiTS II have a battery of questions that list several
groups of people and ask respondents whether they would like to have them as their
neighbors. Amongst the list, this study focuses on four specific groups that represent
people with a different culture. They are “people of a different race,” “immigrants / foreign
workers,” “people of a different religion,” and “people who speak a different language”.

Table 2 Question in focus
WVS6 Original China Hong Kong
On this list are various | fE FHIRIAH, A |53 &M AR,
groups of people. Could | ZAIHREE A4 ? i VR T A TR e R
Question |you please mention any J Ay AR FE 1) P
that you would not like

to have as neighbors?
People of a different race | A~ [k~ BRI A ENGEE PN
Immigrants / foreign MEIR R TAER | B / /MES T

workers LANESPN
Groups |People of a different NEESCEIEPN ENGEES RPN
religion
People who speak a ARG EA HARGEE A
different language
Mentioned / Not HOREZER. RSO | $23], 753
Answer .
mentioned
WVS6 Japan South Korea Taiwan
WRIZH T B L) % N4 |oFelo] AlgE 59 1 ELLFHMNE S, &
Question DY B, Bl lAERT|00 de] o] o= 4t R AN I R 8
WCHEATWTHR L | AA & 4%%% J 7
VDI EDN L TTh, [LE ATFHAL.
NHEDET B N % & O]Z"J Abst UNGEEVAIEPN
BERRIHE N7 B =Rl AL/ o)L | B/ AVEES T
Groups | "FH DL B N~ SUAL & AMRE NGRS CERNSUN
TB 2 O ERE 2T ([ TE A& AFSste  |BAFGES WA
N Abgh

HHATICHEATWTAL |4 AR v /At | EE A AREE
Answer | < 2\ BT A T AT
WTH Lw
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LiTS 11 Original Mongolia
On this list are various groups of AH3 ByypuinH Gynar xymyycumr
people. Could you please mention any | HOpnaCaH A0OPX XKarcaantag
. that you would not like to have as TaHbl XepLu 6arixbIr Xycaxryi Gairaa
Question ] . -
neighbors? Please just read out the  |xymyyc GaBan gypaaHa
letter that applies. yy? Ta xapuynTblH eMHe baliraa
YCIUIAr COHroX GOIHO.
People of a different race ©ep eHreTa apbCTaH
Immigrants / foreign workers Llaraau / ragaagbiH axunymg
Groups . . .
People of a different religion ©ep WwawnHTaH
People who speak a different language | ©ep xanasp apbaar xymyyc
Answer CROSS ALL THAT APPLY XAMAAPANTAN BYTAUNWAT X-33p
TOMO3IMMS
Results
Distribution

Figure 1 shows the percentage of respondents in six societies who would not like to

have each group of people as neighbors. Overall, Chinese and Taiwanese respondents are

less likely to avoid people with a different culture. In contrast, South Koreans, followed by
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Figure 1. The percentage of mentions to the four groups with different culture.
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Japanese, are reluctant to accept those groups of people. Respondents in Hong Kong and
Mongolia are located in between. Although a previous study argued that the Mongolians
were less tolerant of people with a different culture, compared with former socialist
countries (Minato, 2014), the argument does not hold true for comparison among East
Asian societies.

There are similarities and differences found in the specific groups of people. In all
societies, the least accepted group of people is immigrants/foreign workers. Moreover,
Taiwan, Mongolia, and South Korea exhibit a similar tendency in their responses, with
most mention made of immigrants/foreign workers and least of people from a different
region. On the other hand, the least mentioned group is people speaking a different
language in China, Hong Kong, and Japan. Additionally, in China and Hong Kong
difference in preference of the four groups of people is small, compared with other
societies. Japan is distinctive in its reluctance to accept people of a different religion, which
makes it difficult to depict “the Japanese tolerant to the difference in religion”. In Japan,
where the overwhelming majority avouch themselves as irreligious, there might be

inclined to avoid people with a particular religion. >’

Cluster Analysis

In order to classify respondents in each society based on their response to the
question, I conducted a non-hierarchical cluster analysis with K-means method. The
number of the cluster was set at three so that the respondents could be sorted into the
clusters with high, middle, and low level of exclusionism. In high cluster the mean score of
percentages of mentions is the highest of the three, and the score hits the lowest in the
low cluster. In the middle cluster the score is intermediate.

Table 3 shows the number and proportion of respondents included in each cluster in
the six societies. While about 90% of respondents are classified into a single cluster in
China and Taiwan, in South Korea and Mongolia the largest cluster consists of fewer than

Table 3 The result of non-hierarchical clustering

Cluster 1 Cluster 11 Cluster IIT

N % N % N %
China (N=2300) 2033 88.4% 172 7.5% 95 4.1%
Hong Kong (N=1000) 1138 77.4% 72 7.2% 154 15.4%
Taiwan (N=1238) 1138 91.9% 70 5.6% 30 2.4%
Japan (N=2443) 449 18.4% 1712 70.1% 115 11.5%
South Korea (N=1200) 684 57.0% 147 12.2% 369 30.7%
Mongolia (N=1000) 596 59.6% 236 23.6% 168 16.8%
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60% of respondents. The percentage of respondents included in the smallest cluster varies
from 2.4% in Taiwan to 16.8% in Mongolia, and those sorted into the middle-sized cluster
ranges from 5.6% in Taiwan to 23.6% in Mongolia.

However, it is not still clear which cluster contains people with high, middle, and low
level of exclusionism. In order to solve this, the percentage of mentions to the four groups
of people, as well as the mean scores of the percentages, are calculated in each cluster in

the six societies. The result is shown in figure 2.
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Figure 2. Percentage of the four groups mentioned that people would not like to have as
neighbors (FW stands for “Foreign Workers”).
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By using the average shown at the right side of the each graph, it became possible to
name the three clusters. In figure 2 the cluster with the highest percentage of mentions is
labeled as “High”, the one with the lowest percentage as “Low”, and the intermediate on as
“Middle”.

Figure 2 also describes the features of each cluster. The mean score of the “low”
cluster is less than 10% in all the six societies. The score of the middle cluster is less than
40% in China, Hong Kong, and Mongolia, and exceeds 60% in Japan and Taiwan. South
Korea is located midway between the two groups of societies. As for the high cluster, the
score hits more than 80% in Hong Kong, Japan, and South Korea, reaches 70% level in
Mongolia and Taiwan, and falls below 70% in China. Judging from this, mean scores of all
the three clusters are low in China, and high in Japan. In Hong Kong and South Korea
there is a marked difference between high cluster and low cluster. In addition to that, in
Taiwan difference between middle cluster and high cluster is so small that respondents are
polarized in terms of the degree of exclusionism. In Mongolia difference among the three
clusters is relatively small, and the clusters are located with almost equal distances.

By examining the percentage of mentions of the four items for each, inversion
between the “high” cluster and the “middle” cluster can be found in every societies
surveyed. Moreover, the difference in the selected ratio reaches nearly 70% in China: In
the country about 70% of respondents with high level of exclusionism accept people
speaking a different language, while all the respondents with mid-level despise the group
of people. It seems that exclusionists do not always refuse all the sort of heterogeneity;
rather, they tend to select what features are acceptable, and what are not.

Another question is the percentage of the respondents classified into the clusters
with high, middle, and low degree of exclusionism. In figure 3, the share of the clusters in
the six societies is demonstrated, based on table 3 and figure 2. The graph “mean”
illustrates the mean score of the percentages in all the six societies.

Although the majority of the respondents is included in the “low” cluster, the
percentage varies among societies. While about 90% of the respondents are classified into
the cluster in China and Taiwan, the percentage accounts for less than 60% of in Mongolia
and South Korea. The percentage of the “middle” cluster is particularly high in Mongolia.
In other societies the percentage is less than that of the “high” cluster, and it even falls
below 5% in China and Taiwan. The “high” cluster is the largest in South Korea, and in
Hong Kong, Japan, and Mongolia, about one-sixth of the respondents are sorted into the
cluster. In China and Taiwan the cluster contains less than 10% of the respondents.

Judging from this, the majority of people hold low level of, in any, exclusionism in
East Asian societies other than Mongolia. Except such people, however, the respondents
tend to hold high levels of exclusionism rather than to be mid-level exclusionists. Despite
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Figure 3. Result of non-hierarchical cluster analysis.

such overall tendency, marked difference can also be found from the result of the analyses

in terms of the percentage of the clusters.

Then, what are the other characteristics of exclusionism in each of the East Asian

societies? Based on the analyses, table 4 summarizes the features of the clusters in the six

societies.
Table 4 Features of the three clusters in East Asian societies
Low Middle High

Second largest in the  |Second smallest in the |Second smallest in the
six societies six societies six societies

China Small difference among | All Rs menion to Less exclusive to
the groups different language different language
No mention to different
language
Larger than the mean |Smaller than the mean |Almost the same
score in the six score in the six percentage to the mean
societies societies score
Relatively small All Rs mention to Relatively small

Hong Kong | . . .

difference among the | different race difference among the
groups groups
No mention to different
race
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Smaller than the mean |Slightly larger than the |Second largest in the
score in the six mean score in the six | six societies
societies societies More exclusive to
Japan More exclusive to All Rs mention to different race and
different religion different religion immigrants/FWs
Less exclusive to Less exclusive to
different race and different religion
different language
Second smallest share |Largest share of Rsin | Medium share of Rs
of Rs in the six societies | the six societies All Rs mention to
. No mention to All Rs mention to different language
Mongolia |, . .
immigrants/FWs immigrants/FWs
No mention to different
language
Smallest share of Rsin |Second largest share of |Largest share in the six
the six societies Rs in the six societies |societies
More exclusive to All Rs mention to Less exclusive to
South Korea |, . .. . . .
immigrants/FWs different religion different religion
No mention to different
religion
Largest share in the six | Smallest share of Rsin |Smallest share of Rs in
societies the six societies the six societies
Taiwan Higher percentage in | No mention to different | Half of Rs categorized
immigrants/FWs religion do not mention different
All Rs mention to language
different language

In China there is less difference among the percentage of mentions to the groups of

people in the “low” cluster than in other societies, and no respondent in the cluster
mentions to “people who speak a different language.” At the same time, all the respondents
in the “middle” cluster mentioned people speaking a different language. The high cluster
also has the second smallest share of respondents, and the percentage of mentions to
“different language” is far below the middle cluster.

In Hong Kong, similar to China, small difference can be found in the percentage of
mentions in the “low” cluster, which tendency can also be found in the “high” cluster. In
the “middle” cluster, however, the percentage of mentions extremely varies. Additionally,
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the group of people with the highest percentage of mentions differs among clusters. Such
difference might be a characteristic of Hong Kong.

In Japan all the three clusters show most exclusive attitude toward “immigrants and
foreign workers”. Although it is said that Japanese exclusionism is not based on Western
anti-iimmigrant sentiment (Higuchi, 2014), the analyses in this study show that strong
feeling of resistance against inflow of migrants does exist in Japan. Besides, attitude
toward people with different religion clearly differs among the clusters. Exclusionist in
Japan is apt to reject people with different race and migrants rather than people with a
different religion.

In Mongolia, the attitude differs among clusters toward “immigrants / foreign
workers” and “people with different language.” In the “middle” cluster in particular, which
has the largest share of respondents in the six societies, all the respondents in the cluster
mention to “immigrants / foreign workers”. However, such attitude should not be equated
with anti-immigrant sentiment in Europe. Mongolia, with only around three million
population, shortage of labor is compensated by Chinese workers. There are, however,
deep-rooted resentment and a feeling of dread in Mongolia due to the overwhelming
power and population of China. Rejection to immigrants and foreign workers in the country
should be understood as an expression of such feeling. *’

In South Korea the “high” cluster shows tendency similar to the cluster in Japan, i.e.,
high percentage in “people with different race” and “immigrants / foreign workers”. Given
the large share of the cluster, as well as the tendency for people classified into the “low”
cluster to avoid the group of people, the possibility of backlash should be considered
against migrant workers and marriage migrants increasing in the country.

Taiwan seems to to have the least threat of exclusionism in the six societies, judging
by the small share of “high” and “middle” clusters. It is noteworthy, however, that the
higher percentage of mentions to “immigrants / foreign workers” can be observed in all
the three clusters. Such propensity to avoid migrants should not be ignored, considering
the inflow of “new migrants” in the society since 1990s. "’

Conclusion

In this study exclusionism in the East Asian six societies were discussed with the
basis of comparative analyses of cross-national survey data. The study intended to discover
similarities and differences of the exclusionism in each of the East Asian societies.

The result of the analysis can be summarized as follows: First, in East Asia
“immigrants / foreign workers” was the most mentioned group that people would not like
to have as neighbors. Yet the least unwelcome group differs among societies. Second, by
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classifying respondents into the three clusters based on their degree of exclusionism, it
becomes clear that the majority of the respondents are less likely to avoid people with
different cultures as neighbors. Nevertheless, in Mongolia, Japan, and South Korea the
percentage of respondents with an unwelcoming attitude is higher than in the other
societies studied. This result may reflect room for fostering exclusionist actions and
movements in these three countries.

However, there remain three issues. First, what sorts of people are categorized into
each of the three clusters is still uncovered. Second, it should be explored whether or not
there any change between the point of the survey and now. This issue is particularly
important in Japan, Korea, and China, where political collision leads to estranged public
attitude with each other. The issue is also crucial in Mongolia, where radical
environmentalism tends to fuel exclusionism against foreigners. Third, and last but not the
least, ultimate purpose of the study of exclusionism is to find solutions to the problem.
However, in order to find such solutions, it is critically important to investigate the reality
of exclusionism, including public attitude toward that. These issues should be solved in
the future studies.
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Notes

1) See Tanabe (2010) for review of those analyses.

2) This explanation, however, requires further validation. Despite the fact that, according to the World
Values Survey Association (2014), “people of a different religion” is less avoided in Mongolia, South
Korea, and Taiwan where a majority of the respondents has a religious affiliation, the group of people
is not necessarily repulsed, compared with the mean score, in the societies where there are larger
percentage of irreligious respondents China and Hong Kong.

3) For anti-Chinese sentiment in Mongolia, see Billé (2015) and Minato (2015).
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4) See Tagami (2010) for migration policy in Taiwan, and Wu (2011) for issues on marriage migrants.

References

Billé, F. (2015). Sinophobia: Anxiety, violence, and the making of Mongolian identity. Honolulu: University
of Hawai'i Press.

Branigan, T. (2010, August 2). Mongolian neo-Nazis: Anti-Chinese sentiment fuels rise of ultra-
nationalism. The Guardian. Retrieved from http://www.theguardian.com/world/2010/aug/02/
mongolia-far-right

Garcia, C. R. A. (2012). Anti-multicultural group in Korea criticizes Pinay candidate. ABS-CBNnews.com.
http://www.abs-cbnnews.com/global-filipino/04/02/12/
anti-multicultural-group-korea-criticizes-pinay-candidate

Graaf, N. (2012, April 17). Rampant racism a growing problem in Mongolia. DW. Retrieved from http://
www.dw.de/rampant-racism-a-growing-problem-in-mongolia/a-15888287

Higuchi, N. (2014). Nihon-gata haiaishugi: Zaitokukai, gaikokujin sanseiken, Higshi Ajia chiseigaku.
[Japanese-type Exclusionism: Zaitokukai, voting rights for foreigners, and East Asian geopolitics].
Nagoya: Nagoya University Press.

Lee, H- S. (2011, May 13). Concerns increase over online racism. Korea Times. Retrieved from http://
www.koreatimes.co.kr/www/news/nation/2011/05/113_86959.html

Lee, C. (2014, October 6). U.N. calls for Korean anti-discrimination act. The Korea Herald. Retrieved from
http://www.koreaherald.com/view.php?ud=20141006001064

Minato, K. (2014). Mongolian tolerance and intolerance toward different cultures: An exploration based
on analyses of cross-national survey data. Acta Mongolica, 15, 41-46.

Minato, K. (2015). Mongoru: Attoteki na “Minami no rinjin” heno hankan to genjitsu ninshiki. [Mongolia:
Resentment and recognition of reality on the overwhelming “Southern Neighbor”]. Kokusai Mondai
(International Affairs), 643, 29-37.

Tagami, T. (2010). Shin imin seisaku no keisei to tenkai. [Formation and development of the new migrant
policy]. In Sato, Y. “Taiwan sogo kenkyu III: Shakai no kyusinryoku to enshinryoku” chosa kenkyu
hokokusho [Research report “General research of Taiwan III: Centripetal and centrifugal power of
society”]. 51-63.

Tanabe, S. (2010). Nashonaru aidentiti no kokusai hikaku. [Cross-national comparison of national
identity]. Tokyo: Keio University Press.

Quillian, L. (1995). Prejudice as a response to perceived group threat: Population composition and anti-
immigrant and racial prejudice in Europe. American Sociological Review, 60 (4), 586-611.

World Values Survey Association. (2014). WV6_Data_spss_v_2014_11_07 (Spss SAV): World Values
Survey Wave 6 2010-2014 official aggregate data v.20141107 [Data file]. Retrieved from www.
worldvaluessurvey.org. Madrid, Spain: Asep/JDS.

Wu, H.- 1. (2011). Taiwan ni okeru kekkonn imin jsei ni kansuru doko to shien saku. [A study of the
growing trend of immigrant women in Taiwan by marriage and Taiwan’s policy and support on
immigration]. Bulletin of the Graduate School of Education, the University of Tokyo, 50, 23-33.

51






