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A Culturometric Exploration of Intrusions of Globalisation on
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Abstract: Transnational identity is a composite of individual and group identity
development, construction and negotiation. It is of importance to the collective and to the
individual. Its significance extends from eglive national action through its influences on
governmental policy to the individual who simply asRé/ho am I?"Globalization and
modern labor movements between countries with diasporic populations complicate the
already complex rapidly changing integgtendencies of culturagthnic identities comprising
individual and collective tramsational identity. This paper utilizes an instrument for
assessing, comparing and tracking the changing composite cudiimaic identities of
individuals and groups thatomprise transmational identity. The instrument is the Cultural
Index (BoufoyBastick, 2001, 2002, 2007, 2008); a titem ipsative scale capable of being
grounded in each group's definition of their own identity. Jamaican respondents (N=126)
participated in a oneon-one Mall interrupt survey to assess the relative contributions of
Jamaican, African and Anglanerican cultures to their transational identity. Gender and

age comparisons, tested for both construct and concurrent validity, showed that Anglo
American culture currently has a significantly smaller impact on Jamaican's collective trans
national identity than do both African and Jamaican cultures. The research is important for
monitoring the intrusions of Globalization on the tranational identties of diasporic
communities.
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Introduction

Transnational identity is a composite of individual and group identity
development, construction and negotiation. It is of importance to téective and
to the individual. Its significance extends from collective international action through
its influences on national governmental policy to the individual who simply asks,
"Who am 1?"Globalization and modern labor movements between coussiwith
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diasporic populations complicate the already complex rapidly changing
interdependencies of culturadthnic identities comprising individual and collective
trans-national identity.

Ethnic and racial categories may be considered to be as much ajudtod
ideological creations of inclusions and differentiations as they are genetic or
geographic classifications (Boyd, Goldman & \Wh2800). This is most certainly the
case for sociological categories that mediate cultural identities. In practioeice
and racial categories are usually identified by 'visible minority' categorization
common to official censuses and civic regulations (Chard and Reri®1@9). What
constitutes a visible minority depends very much on noticeable -mteup
differencesof interest and concern, particularly relative to the indigenous or base
cultural group. Note that 'visible' in this sense refers to discernable differences of
social interest and/or concern, rather than to only physical appearance. Thus the
official Unied States classification of 'Asian’ is very different from that used in the
United Kingdom. Similarly, 'Black' in the United States includes people who would
not be considered 'Black’ in Jamaica. Even within national boundaries the meaning of
a single clssification system would change as applied in different communities
(Bissoondatfy 1994; Sindicz and Secombe009; Thomds 2004). Such fixed
nominal categorizations are too coarse and simplistic to capture the complex
interrelated influences that migf® K I y3S | y A yhiiandAddéntdr, rda G NI Y
act as a basis of measurement for traraional identity. Such complexity can be
illustrated by a partial list of some of the intlinked influences that change trans
national identity. This would itede ancestry, assimilation and intermarriage,
religious conversion and education, proximity of, and contact with family, existence
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of community centers and support, memberships of religious and secular
organizations, psychological belongingness and soai@sion, connections to ethnic
heritage, labor force characteristics and business networks, use of ethnic symbols,
restrictions on ownership and social participation.

In this study, three major, and almost inclusive, cultural constructions from
within Jamaican society are used to represent the Primary Cultural Identities that
comprise Jamaican trammational identity. These are culturally relative constructs of
‘Jamaicamess’, 'AngleAmericanness’ and ‘Africamess’ as understood by
consensus in urbadamaican society. The main influences on tretsonal identity
in Jamaica that are considered as possible explanations of generational differences in
this study are connections to ethnic heritage, education and proximity of, and
O2y GO0 6AGK 2ySQa FFYAfe

As indicated above, the measurement of cultural identity, particularly trans
national identity, is fraught with practical and conceptual problems. There seem to
be no extant instruments suitable for measuring traraional identity. Published
instrument for measuring the cultural identity components of traregional identity
can be categorized as (i) Acculturation scales, (ii) Multigroup Ethnic instruments or
(iii) Culturally specific instruments. Acculturation scales for use in multicultural
societies for example those by Pillen and HoewlRgbersoh (1992) and by Isra&l
(1995), tend to assess the degree to which subjects from different cultures match to
the base culture (commonly North American). The degree of matching, e.g.
integrated, separated, ssimilated, or marginalized, is used to predict psychosocial
problems such as stress, drug addiction or marital abuse. Acculturation scales are not
suitable for assessing the cultural identity components of tnaa$onal identity
because they relate onlyo the mores of one base culture. Multigroup Ethnic
instruments that exist for use in multicultural groups, e.g. the much used 'Multigroup
Ethnic Identity Measure' (Phinn9e31992), and the 'Acculturation Measure for Latino
Youth' (Pillen and Hoewirgobason™®, 1992), tend to measure what is common to
ethnic groups rather than what makes them unique. The 'Acculturation Measure for
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Latino Youth' for example, uses family identity, self/peer identity, customs and food
attributes that are particular to Puert®icans and Mexicans and more generally to
people with Latino ancestry. These Multigroup Ethnic instruments are not suitable
for assessing tramsational identity because they only target a small range of
attributes that similar ethnic groups have in commdulturally specific instruments
are by far the largest category of cultural identity measures, such as Qf1ia94);
De Leon and Mendé&z (1996); Ponterotto, Baluch and Car’rélm998); Reese, Vera
and Paikoff, (1998); Smith and Brookifis(1997); ad Snowden and Hin&s (1999)
to mention only a few. These instruments assess degree of membership of a specific
cultural group and they also tend to derive from social issues research with one of
North America's official classifications of racial groupsian (now Asian and Pacific
Islanders), Black (now Africé@tmerican), Hispanic, Natiemerican and Angio
American (now EuropeaAmerican). Although many such instruments exist for the
measurement of cultural identity, they each tend to focus on speifigious rituals,
observances, language use, feelings of ethnic affirmation and belongings, ethnic
behaviors, and ethnic knowledge or attitudes that are particular to a single culture or
sub-cultural group. This makes them inadequate for use with othdtutes and
hence inappropriate for crossultural comparisons or for assessing cultural identity
in multicultural societies where identity is a blend of more than one culture.

The importance of an instrument capable of providing for such comparative
analsis has been emphasized by Jose Itzigsohn and Silvia Saucedo as a result of their
crosscultural study of the transational sociocultural practices of Colombian,
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Dominican, and Salvadorian immigrant to the USA (ltzigsohn and Sal;c20@p).
Such an instment is particularly necessary for the measurement of traagonal
identities in European and Caribbean countries, which are complex changing
composites of values, attitudes, preferences and practices derived from major
despotic cultures, colonial cultes, in situ multiethnic cultures, current political and
educational influences and the pervasive culture of globalization. However, just as it
is possible to sidestep the complexities of authentic measurement by employing
proxy measures, so it is podsibto avoid having to understand these complex
cultural particulars in order to construct a valid and reliable measure of trans
national identity. From televisions to automobiles, it is commonplace in our
technological society for people to effectively udevices whose complexities are
beyond their understanding. Many of our modern measuring instruments that utilize
complex advanced technologies are designed for lay people to useCiilhegral
Indexis a measuring paradigm incorporating such a designeseth

This paper utilizes th€ultural IndeXor assessing, comparing and tracking
the changing composite culturathnic identities of individuals and groups that
comprise transational identity. TheCultural Index(Cl) (BoufoyBastick®, 2001,
2002, 2003)s a tweitem ipsative scale capable of being grounded in each group's
definition of their own identity. TheCultural Indexs a psychometric method that
utilizes definitive cultural seknowledge of individuals and groups to measure the
composite cultual identities that constitute their trangational identity. In this way
the Cl assesses components of identity without needing to explicitly describe, or
operationally define, these complexities. The measures produced by the Cl may also
be used to identif the most apt subjects for further research to explore these
complexities and their meanings. By grounding cultural identity in consensus emic
meaning, by using mean ratings of cultural attributes of a public object, it becomes
possible to compare on a gonon metric the cultural identities of individuals, and of
subgroups, within and between different cultures. In this study, the Cl was used to
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identify differences in the traneational identities of male and female Jamaicans and
to track generational chages in transhational identity within Jamaican society.

To represent two successive generations for trgaserational identity
analysis this study used two groups with a mean age difference of 30 years. These
two age groups differed from each other byranimum of 17 years and a maximum
of 54 years. This time difference for generations is well supported by the literature
YR 6& GKS |dzik2NDR&8 LISNE2ylf SELSNASYyOSo®
are relatively few because of early childbearing pies. Early childbearing practices
are encouraged in Jamaica by cultural traditions such as Ghetto culture marking
YIaOdAZ AyAGe o6& YSy KFEGAy3a Ylyeée Woloe Yz
mothers of their children, and by deriding young women who haet been
LINBIy Il yi o6& NBFSNNAYy3I (2 “YieA¥Brofal98ry d« S& Q:
Kitzingef®, 1982). As Senderowitzé mdpcbp 0 &+ &8a& & Odzf (G dzNF £ G NI R
62YSy (2 LINRPOS GKSANI FSNIA ?4(2D60) répBsF 2 NE Y I N

Only about half of the population of Jamaica has never been married by age
50: 51. 8% for males and 54.2% for females, the lowest worldwide. Jamaica also has
the world highest SMANSingulate Mean Age at Marriaged4.6 for males and 33.1
for females. Getting married in Jamaica is far less important than having a child. For
men, having children is seen as a sign of virility and for women, a sign of fertility.
Moreover, women try to have children from multiple fathers to increase the
likelihood of firancial support.

/| 2yaSlidsSyates a.@& F3S mpx o2dzi nn LIS
LINBIy Il yié 06933t Sail?yIine)Wsintlgr statigtics [frghRthel I NR S ¢
International Planned Parenthood Association (2004) are:
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1992. In 1993, 2.5% of girls between 10 and 14 years old had their first baby. The

fertility rate in 1993 for 1819 year olds was 108 per 1000 women. .. Women aged
15-19 giving live births each year (%): 11.

Method

This study used oren-one Mall Interrupt interviews with 126 respondents
in an urban Jamaican district of Kingston to gather data on Alglerican, Jamaican
and African selidentity. These three cultural constructs were chosen because they
are the nost prominent cultural identities that comprise the tranational identity
of Jamaican society. Subjects also gave their age and gender so that any generational
OKIyaS Ay Wihatidndl idéntfyicould beNitleyftiied and compared for
males and feales. Subjects were given no information on the meaning of Anglo
Americanness, Jamaicaness or Africamess and, if they asked, they were
instructed to use their own meaning of the terms.

Subjects rated their own identity Q1 on each of the three cultaoastructs
using questions g3 to g5

g3 How Jamaican do you feef0

g4 How American do you feel®

g5 How African do you feel9

Subjects also rated the identity of a public object Q2, the Prime Minister at
the time of the study, Mr. P. J. Pattersom the same constructs using questions g8
to q10:

g8 How Jamaican do you feel Patterson-8 0

g9 How American do you feel Patterson {80

gl0  How African do you feel Patterson 90

I 4dz02S0GYa t NAYEFNE [/ dzf (dzNI f atddgRSESa -
t/ LOFTvmOkvHO E YSIYy 2F vaOs 6KSNB (KS (KN
constructs of Jamaicamess, AnglAmericanness and Africaness. So, for example,
where PCIj, PClam, PClaf represent the subject's primary cultural inditestbfae
constructs Jamaicaness, AnglAmericanness and Africaness:

PCIj = g3/q8 x mean of 8

PClam = g4/g9 x mean of q9, and

PClaf = g5/q10 x mean of q10
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To avoid 'dividing by zero' errors, all ratings were first increased by 1.

To the first degreefi K & A& | dadzyAy3a +y AYRADARC:
Fdzy QliA2y 2F GKS | OlGdza t | Y2dzy Gratinggby theS 2 dzR 3 ¢
adzo2S00Qa NIYGAy3a 2F GKS Lzt AO0 202S0G 3IA
identity as a proportion othe cultural identity of the public object, e.g. a subject may
consider himself or herself to be half (1/2) as Jamaican as Patterson. The means of
fyZ ljdd YR ljmn NBLNBaSyid (KS Admmpina O2y 3
Americanness and Africaness of Patterson. Multiplying each ipsative measure by
GKSasS YStrya |tf2ga GKS AYRAQGARdIzZ fQa ALALl
constructs to be grounded in the consensus judgments of the group. So, to continue
GKS SEI YLX SZ A Tsjidghtent 8 & Battdesan isOated &t Say & aiz
Jamaicary SaaxX (GKSyYy (GKS AYyRAJA RdrsS, Being W2Nah Y | NEB
tl GGSNa2YyQas Oly 08 OIBadidkf(2002)Bteslthat, famk 1 E
purposes of comparing the values offelient subgroups, the Primary Cultural Index
can be grounded in the consensus judgments of any subgroup. However, in this study
the main interest was the meanings given to the each of the three cultural identity
constructs by the whole group. Hence, mealesived from the whole group were
dzi SR (2 3INRBdzyR SI OK adzoa2S00Qa tNAYINE / dz
the whole group.

'Y AYRA @A R dzl -hatiodadidedity @rofi@ omprisds yiEof that
subject's Primary culturathnic identiies. The Relative Cultural Identity (RCI) for any
construct, e.g. Angidmericanness, Jamaicaness or Africamess is calculated as
the proportion that each PClc is of the total PCI for a subject. For example, where
PCIj, PClam, PClaf represent the sulgeprimary cultural indices for the three
constructs AnglaAmericanness, Jamaicaness and Africaness, the subject's Total
Primary Cultural Index (TPCI) is PCIlj+PClam+PClaf and the subject's Relative Cultural
Index for say Jamaicaress (RCIj) will b&CIlj=PCIj/TPCI. Similarly, the subject's
Relative Cultural Index for Americaess (RClam) will be RClam=PClam/TPCI and the
subject's Relative Cultural Index for say Afrinass (RClaf) will be RClaf=PClaf/TPCI.

These Relative Cultural Indices indicdte telative strengths of each component in
0 KS & dzo aratiadentiti &bl $63in an otherwise unbiased context, would
LINBRAOUG &dzo2S003aQ LINBFSNNBR OdzZf GdzNF £ £ & NF
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these Relative Cultural Indices can bedito test the concurrent validity of the three
culturalethnic identity composites. For this purpose respondents also noted their
preferences for living in America, Jamaica or Africa using questions q14, g15 and q16:

gl4  How much do you like living in Jaima 09

gl5 How much would you like living in Americ&0

glé  How much would you like living in Africé®0

As Relative cultural identities are predictive of relative cultural behavior
choices, concurrent validity of the three cultural identity composites tested using
O2NNBflGA2ya 6AGK &ddzoa2aS0GaQ NBflGAGS Odzg
between RCIj and preferring to live in Jamaica relative to the other countries would
evidence the concurrent validity of the Cultural Indices of Jamaiess - and
similarly for the Cultural Indices of Angfanericanness and Africaness.

To triangulate the construct validity of these Cultural Indices, respondents
were also asked to rate the Anglomericanness, Jamaicaness and Africaness of
a secongd very different public object Q2b, namely a Kentucky Fried Chicken (KFC)
retail outlet, using questions q11, g12 and gq13:

gll How Jamaican do you feel KFG-& O

gl2 How American do you feel KFC-8 0

gl3 How African do you feel KFC4i8 0

As the subijet's identity should be independent of the public object chosen
for grounding we should find that subjects' RClc based on Q2a should correlate with
their identities based on Q2b. These correlations were calculated to confirm the
construct validity of the @tural Indices. However, correlations antests comparing
the ratings of the two different public objects, ondest and correlation for each
cultural construct, were first calculated to ensure that ratings of the two public
objects were significantlglifferent on each construct. These differences gave greater
robustness to the triangulation of the construct validity.

' FOGSN) OFfOdzZA FGAy3 adzaSoiaQ tNAYLFNE
Indices for Jamaicamess, AngleAmericanness and Africaness, and confirming the
concurrent and construct validities of these measures, subjects were grouped as
Male or Female. They were also classified as Young or Old depending on them being
in the first or fourth quartiles of the age distribution. First and thuguartile
groupings for age were compared to ensure that the age difference between all
subjects would be greater than 17 years, with an intexan difference of 30 years,
which is a generous estimate of mean generational age difference for Jamaica. A t
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test was calculated to ensure that the two groups had significantly different mean
ages. The tranmational identities of these gender and age groups were then
compared using a mixed model repeated measures ANOVA, 2 x 2 x (3), with age and
gender as betwee subject factors and with composite tranational identity at

three levels, Jamaicamess, AngléAmericanness and Africaness as within subject
measures. In particular, the generational changes in trat®nal identity were
identified by comparing mem transnational identity profiles of the older males and
females with those of younger males and females.

Results

All the subjects interviewed were Jamaican (N=126). -Eifiyt percent
were male (n=73) and foritwvo percent were female (n=53). Theérviews lasted
between one and 19 minutes with a mean of seven minutes and fifteen seconds.
Ages of respondents ranged from 11 to 65 years with a mean of 31 years 9 months.
The two youngest subjects were 11 and 12 years old. All others were more than 15
years old. The respondents in the first quartile (n=32) were all younger than 22 years
with a mean age of 18.13 years, while those in the fourth quartile (n=35) were all
older than 39 years with a mean age of 48.05 years.

Construct validity
The correlatiy & 0SG46SSy &adzoaSO0iaQ wStlFiAgdsS
different public objects vis. the Prime Minister Patterson and the fast food outlet KFC
were:
RClJamaicayiSda o060l aSR 2y Wt NAYS aAyAaidSND
r=0.232**, p=0.010, n=124
RClI Angldmercany S&aa 00l A4SR 2y Wt NAYS aAiyAial
r=0.349**, p<0.001, n=124
RCIAfricaly Saa 60l aSR 2y Wt NAYS aAyAadSND |
r=0.467*, p<0.001, n=124
However, the correlations between the ratings of the original questions
were:
HowJah A OFy N3 GKS Wt NAYS aAyAraidSNDR I yR
r=-0.208, p=0.019, n=126
26 ! YSNAOIY FINB GKS Wt NAYS aAyAraidSND
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r= 0.134, p=0.135, n=126
126 ! TNAOFIY IINB (GKS Wt NAYS aAyAadsSND |
r= 0.084, p=0.352, n=124
** Correlations significant at p<0.001, n=124 due to two missing data values

The differences between the mean ratings of each pair of questions is given
in Table 1.

Table 1: Mean ratings of the Jamaicaress, AngleAmericannessand African
ness of one public object were very different from these mean ratings of the
other public object.

Paired Samples Test

Paired Differences

95% Confidence Interval of

the Difference
Mean Std. Deviation Std. Error Mean Lower Upper t df Sig. (2-tailed)
Pair1 Q8-Q11 1.1 4.87 43 .25 1.97 2.553 125 012
Pairz Q9-Q12 -3.28 3.797 .34 -3.95 -2.62 -9.778 125 .000
Pair3 Q10-Q13 2.55 4.25 .38 1.80 3.31 6.681 123 .000

Concurrent validity

Correlations of subject preferences for living in Jamaica, America or Africa
with their corresponding Relative Cultural Indicare given below. Two sets of results
are given. One set of three correlations gives subject preferences correlated with
GKSANI w/ L o6FaSR 2y Wt NAYS aAyAadSNItFaGasSN
gives the corresponding results usingthe R@16aR 2y G KS WwWYC/ 2dzif Si

RCl JamaicyiS&da ool &SR 2y (KS wyc/ 2dzitSiQ
Jamaica, r=0.194*, p=0.030

RCI Angldmericany Sda o0l aSR 2y GKS WwycCc/ 2dzif S
in America, r=0.273**, p=0.002

RCI Africamess (bda SR 2y (GKS WwWycCc/ 2dzifSéiQu yR
Africa, r=0.153, p=0.085

RClJamaicayi S&da 60l ASR 2y Wt NAYS aAyAadSNIt
living in Jamaica, £8.043, p=0.634

RCI Angldmericany Saa o006l adSR 2y Wt NAYS aAyAh:
preference for living in America, r=0.153, p=0.090

RCI Africaty S&aad 606l &SR 2y Wt NRAYS aAyAaidaSNI t
living in Africa, r=0.240**, p=0.007
** Correlations significant at p<0.001, * Correlations significant at p<0.05
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Generational ag differences

The quartile cupoints of the age distribution were at 22 years (25th
percentile), 29.5 years (50th percentile) and 39 years for the 75th percentile. The
young subjects in the first quartile (n=32) were between 11 and 22 years old with a
mean age of 18.13 years. Old subjects in the fourth quartile (n=35) were between 38
and 65 years old with a mean age of 48.03 years. Hence the minimum age difference
between any subject in one group and any subject in the other group was 17 years
with a meandifference of 29.9 years. This difference was significant at p<0.001,
t(44)=21.7

Comparisons of transational identities by gender and age
Descriptive results for each group and subgroup combination are given for
each Primary Cultural Identity constrintTable 2.

Table 2: Descriptive statistics by all combinations of sex and age for the Primary
Cultural Indices of Jamaicamess, AngleAmericanness and Africamess

AGE SEX Mean . Deviation N
Jamaican-ness (PCIl Jam based on Patterson)

1 young 1 Male 15.596 19.082 16

2 Female 14.484 13.929 16

Total 15.040 16.444 32

2 old 1 Male 15.112 19.948 22

2 Female 7.627 0.381 11

Total 12.617 16.554 33

Total 1 Male 15.316 19.327 38

2 Female 11.690 11.126 27

Total 13.810 16.416 65
American-ness (PClI Am based on Patterson)

1 young 1 Male 3.511 3.751 16

2 Female 6.896 8.028 16

Total 5.204 6.399 32

2 old 1 Male 5.175 2.436 22

2 Female 9.395 11.061 11

Total 6.582 6.798 33

Total 1 Male 4.475 3.125 38

2 Female 7.914 9.263 27

Total 5.903 6.590 65

African-ness (PCI Af based on Patterson)

1 young 1 Male 10.893 17.602 16

2 Female 9.397 10.637 16

Total 10.145 14.326 32

2 old 1 Male 7.385 9.215 22

2 Female 14.498 21.808 11

Total 9.756 14.695 33

Total 1 Male 8.862 13.300 38

2 Female 11.475 15.960 27

Total 9.947 14.402 65
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There was an overall significant main effect for traasional identity
showing a diffeence between the three Primary Cultural Indices of Jamanesss,
AnglocAmericanness and Africaness, using HuynReldt Epsilon at F(2,95)=4.931,

p=0.013.

Figure 1: Trans-national Identity of Urban
Jamaicans (all sub-groups).
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Figure 3: Trans-national Identities of
Young and Old Jamaicans
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Figure 5: Trans-national Identities of Old Males
and Female Jamaicans (all over 35 years old)
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Figure 2: Trans-national Identities of
Jamaican Males and Females

16.00

14.00

12.00

10.00

8.00

6.00

4.00

Primary Cultural Index

2.00

0.00

—m=— MALE

——0—--FEMALE

JAM AMER AFRIC
Composite Cultural Constructs
Figure 4: Trans-national Identities of Young

Males and Female Jamaicans (all under 22
years old)
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Figure 6: Trans-national Identities of Female
Jamaicans, Old and Young
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Conclusion and Discussion

Published measures of Cultural Identity can be classified adtétetion
scales, Multigroup Ethnic instruments or Culturally specific instruments. By asking
culturally specific questions about accepted markers of culture such as ritual
observance, food preferences, language use, community attitudes, etc. these
instruments claim to assess an individual's degree of enculturation into that specific
culture. This paper has argued that, (i) although these culturally specific instruments
may be used to compare individuals on one cultural construct, they cannot
meaningfully ad efficiently compare subjects across cultural constructs, and (ii)
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