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ABSTRACT ARTICLE HISTORY
Acceptance of dual citizenship allows migrants to naturalise in the Received 20 November 2015
country of residence (CoR) without giving up their former Accepted 29 April 2016
citizenship. For migrant sending countries the question emerges

whether emigrants who acquire another citizenship are less Dual citi -

" L .. ual citizenship; external
attached to and polltlgally active in the country of origin 'than citizenship; transnationalism;
those who do not. This would be the assumption of traditional simultaneity; political
perspectives on migration and citizenship. However, according to participation; identity
the transnational perspective neither multiple nationalities, nor
participation in and identification with the CoR, preclude ongoing
ties and participation back home. We test these perspectives with
survey data on Swiss citizens residing in France, Germany, Italy
and the US. Our results suggest that Swiss dual citizens abroad
are not significantly less attached to and active in Switzerland
than their mono national counterparts. Our data further supports
the transnational perspective by showing not only simultaneity,
but a mutually reinforcing relationship when transnational
citizenship is practised. Identification with, and political
participation in, the CoR positively relates to equivalent feelings
and activities in the country of origin. Since dual citizenship sets
the legal foundation for simultaneous involvement in two
countries, it correctly assumes a central place in the study of
transnational citizenship.

KEYWORDS

Introduction

The number of countries accepting, or at least tolerating, dual citizenship has dramatically
increased (Brendsted-Sejersen 2008; Blatter, Erdmann, and Schwanke 2009). Neverthe-
less, in many states dual citizenship is still contested because of the commonly alleged
fear that it might, lower the intensity of the citizen-state affiliation and, in turn, the inten-
sity of bonds among citizens’ (Spiro 2007, 189). Spiro (2007, 201) even suggests that dual
citizenship, ‘weakens the solidarity and trust among citizens in the state, which in turn will
deplete the power of the state itself’. For Joppke, toleration of dual citizenship is part of a
trend in Western societies towards ‘citizenship light: easy to access, with rights (and few
obligations) that do not sharply distinguish citizens from certain aliens, and capped by
thin identities’ (Joppke 2010, 147).
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While such fears are especially pronounced in political debates on migration and citi-
zenship, in social sciences a transnational perspective has increasingly gained ground in
the past two decades (Basch, Schiller, and Blanc 2003). This perspective implies a very
different role of dual citizenship, where it ‘becomes the institutional expression of and
the basis for transnationalism’ (Kastoryano 2005, 694). Fox has argued that dual citizen-
ship not only represents the ‘thickest’ and, therefore, the most consequential manifestation
of ‘transnational citizenship’, but also serves to link new forms of citizenship to public
authorities/states and not just social communities (Fox 2005, 192). Nowadays, many
countries make great efforts to strengthen the relationship with their emigrants or their
diaspora (e.g. Larner 2007). Toleration of dual citizenship functions as a means of
keeping contacts alive, while at the same time allowing emigrants to enhance their position
in the receiving country through naturalisation (Jones-Correa 2001; Escobar 2004; Lafleur
2011).

However, if many states view the acceptance of dual citizenship as part of a strategy of
engagement with their external citizens, the question emerges: Does this strategy come at a
price? At first, normative evaluations of dual citizenship were concerned with its impact
within the country of residence (CoR) (e.g. Betts 2002; Renshon 2005). Progressively,
dual citizenship was also treated as part of ‘emigrant citizenship’ (Fitzgerald 2006) or
‘external citizenship’ (Baubock 2009) and reflections were made on whether and how
long emigrants should be allowed to keep their citizenship status and their right to vote
(e.g. Lopez-Guerra 2005; Baubock 2009). Empirical studies, however, have struggled to
keep up with the normative debates. Until now, most studies have focused on the conse-
quences of dual citizenship for the CoR (Cain and Doherty 2006; Staton, Jackson, and
Canache 2007; Miigge 2012; Schlenker 2015). Empirical analyses of the impact of dual citi-
zenship on the practice of external citizenship has mainly focus on Latin American emi-
grants living in the US (e.g. Itzigsohn and Saucedo 2002; Levitt and de la Dehesa 2003;
Escobar 2007). This project aims to complement these studies by investigating the external
citizenship practices of Swiss emigrants. Both in respect to the characteristics of the
migrants, and in respect to the qualities of the country of origin, Swiss emigrants represent
a distinct kind of external citizens, who are of growing relevance given the fact that more
and more developed democracies reach out and include their emigrants into the demos
(Baubock 2007).

First, we ascertain whether the holding or acquisition of the passport of the CoR, as
such, suggests diminished political ties to the country of origin. Second, we ask whether
identification with and participation in the CoR - involvement that might, but does not
have to come with a passport — and their interaction with status, are associated with
reduced ties and involvement in the country of origin. Whereas the first question is
focused on the relationship between citizenship as a status (for which we use the
synonym nationality) and citizenship as involvement (a term used to signify both: partici-
pation and identification), the second question is connecting our research to the concept
of ‘simultaneity’ (Tsuda 2012). Simultaneity emphasises that migrants can potentially be
involved in two countries at the same time. Dual citizens are especially predestined to
practise such a simultaneous involvement, because their status allows, and potentially
stimulates, multiple identifications and participation.

Thus, the first goal of this study is to find out whether emigrants’ identification with,
and participation in the country of origin, is compromised by having the nationality of



420 A. SCHLENKER ET AL.

the CoR. The second goal is to contribute to the debate on simultaneity by asking whether
identifying with and participating in the latter country, is compromising the same prac-
tices in the former. Finally, by analysing the interaction of status and involvement, we
provide empirical evidence on their isolated and combined effects. As a result, our analysis
contributes to the wider discourse on the practices of transnational citizenship, supple-
menting the dominant focus on social and cultural transnationalism, with evidence on
political transnationalism.

After a brief introduction to the debate on dual and external citizenship and the current
state of affairs in respect to empirical studies, we develop contrasting hypotheses from two
distinct perspectives. A traditional perspective assumes that there is a trade-off between
membership, as well as attitudinal and practical involvement (identification and partici-
pation) in one polity and membership and the same involvement in another polity. A
transnational perspective, in contrast, presumes that multiple memberships and involve-
ments can co-exist or even more, that they mutually reinforce each other. These hypoth-
eses will be tested with the help of multivariate analyses of survey data that were collected
among Swiss emigrants in France, Germany, Italy and the US in 2015. Overall, we find
evidence supporting the transnational perspective rather than the traditional perspective.
We have to acknowledge some limitations of our data and point to the fact that they
cannot be generalised to all kinds of emigrants and external citizens. Nevertheless, it is
the first study of its kind, to capture systematically the political involvement of ordinary
external citizens. Our results suggest that migrant sending democracies gain more than
they lose if they allow, or even stimulate their emigrants to acquire the formal membership
status of their CoR. Furthermore, especially participation in both countries can not only
co-exists, but reinforce each other.

The debate on dual citizenship and involvement from abroad

The state’s willingness to accept or even encourage external citizenship, and the resulting
toleration of dual citizenship, is fiercely contested among normative theorists of democ-
racy. The main arguments refer either to the core principles of theories of democracy spe-
cifying the boundary of the demos, such as the principle that (only) those should be
included who are subjected to law (e.g. Rubio-Marin 2006; Baubdck 2007), or point to
(assumed) consequences of external or dual citizenship for democracy (Blatter 2011).
We want to contribute empirical evidence to the latter question on potential consequences
of dual citizenship, especially among emigrants. Two perspectives provide opposing
answers to this question: a national/traditional perspective, which dominates the political
debates in many countries, and assumes that status, identification and participation are
characterised by categorical either/or decisions and, thereby, their multiplication brings
about unavoidable trade-offs. In contrast, the majority of social scientists take a transna-
tional/transformative perspective assuming that migrants often live a transnational life,
that they can cope with multiple belongings, and that they are capable and willing to par-
ticipate in a plurality of polities.

Most consequentialist arguments, and corresponding empirical studies, have so far
focused on the consequences of dual citizenship for the functioning of democracy in
the CoR (e.g. Staton, Jackson, and Canache 2007; Schlenker 2015). These studies
provide partly contradictory answers to the question on whether dual citizens are less
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likely to participate in, and self-identify with, the CoR in comparison to mono citizens."
Until now, the only empirical evidence on the relationship between dual citizenship
and the likelihood of identification with, and participation in, the country of origin con-
centrated on Latin American immigrants into the US and their involvement back home
(Itzigsohn and Saucedo 2002; Portes, Guarnizo, and Haller 2002; Guarnizo, Portes, and
Haller 2003). The results largely support a transnational perspective, and underline poten-
tial democratic remittances in the sense that Latin American emigrants, through their
involvement, may promote democratic developments back home. Some scholars,
however, also find evidence of ‘reactive nationalism’ among those immigrants in the US
who are most discriminated (Guarnizo 2001).

The above suggests that the specific constellations of countries involved in the studies
are of relevance. These studies usually involve very unequal pairs of countries, where the
country of origin is economically and democratically less developed than the CoR. Our
study offers an important complement to the existing scholarship, by analysing Swiss
emigrants in France, Germany, Italy and the US, thus focusing on migration between
equally established, peaceful and rich democracies that allow or tolerate dual
nationality.®

A look at the citizenship identities and practices among migrants of established and
developed democracies is especially interesting for three reasons: First, since migration
among these countries is mostly driven by economic opportunities, it may contribute to
the criticised phenomenon of detached ‘frequent travelers’ (Calhoun 2002). For these
migrants, dual citizenship might have an especially ‘identity-diluting effect’ (Spiro
2007). Second, in comparison to migrants from developing countries, citizenship acqui-
sition among this group of migrants is certainly less driven by security considerations
and may, therefore, trigger different consequences. A final reason is not related to the spe-
cifics of the migrants, but hast to do with the particularities of the migrant sending
country. Developed democracies like Switzerland offer their members many rights and
opportunities. In consequence, these countries stand to lose if they include citizens into
their demos, who keep their passport only for instrumental reasons and do not participate,
or even worse, who participate without being informed and/or without any sense of
responsibility/identity (e.g. Spiro 2006; Joppke 2010).

Our empirical study disentangles the different elements of citizenship, which can be
understood either in a narrow or a broad sense. Citizenship as a status provides rights,
responsibilities and securities; a broader understanding of citizenship encompasses a col-
lective identity and political participation, which are seen as necessary preconditions for a
functioning democracy by communitarian and republican theorists (Bloemraad, Korte-
weg, and Yurdakul 2008; Blatter 2011). We are concerned with the effects of external citi-
zenship on the broader understanding of citizenship. Therefore, in the following, we
develop hypotheses stemming from the traditional and the transnational perspectives in
respect to the consequences for identification and participation in the country of
descent. For both dependent variables, we start with competing assumptions on the con-
sequences of status (dual citizenship), followed by antagonistic presumptions on simulta-
neity (involvement in both countries at the same time). For the traditional perspective, we
complement the two hypotheses with a third, which focuses on the interaction effect that
the combination of status and involvement may have on involvement in the country of
origin.
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Identification with the country of descent: potential relationships to status
and involvement in the CoR

Many arguments against dual citizenship are framed by concerns regarding identity (for
an overview see Schlenker 2015). From a communitarian perspective, one of the essential
functions of citizenship is to offer individuals an affiliation with a political community,
laying a foundation for a collective identity (Blatter 2011). According to social identity
theory, group membership is vital for the individual’s sense of self. As a result, categoriz-
ations like citizenship statuses that divide individuals into groups come to hold meaning
for the group members (Tajfel and Turner 1986; McDermott 2009, 348). Dual citizenship
is often thought to undermine the identification of an individual with a national commu-
nity because it blurs the boundaries between nation states. When nations no longer rep-
resent clear-cut categories for belonging, individuals may turn to other groups in search
for orientation. In consequence, Spiro (2007, 189) expects that multiple memberships con-
tribute to an ‘identity-diluting effect’ and weaken the overall strength of the relationship
between the individual and the state. With respect to country of origin attachments, the
acquisition of the nationality of the CoR may represent the beginning of the transition
from one country/community of belonging to another (Faist and Gerdes 2008, 15). In con-
sequence, a traditional perspective on migration and identification expects a negative
relationship between dual citizenship status and country of origin identification (Hla).

A second line of argumentation within this perspective does not focus on the identity-
diluting effects of multiple statuses, but on the identity creating/enforcing effects of experi-
ences. Previous studies have shown that negative experiences in the CoR for immigrants
enhance their identification with the country of origin, in a kind of ‘counter-identity’
against the host country (Glick Schiller and Fouron 1999, 109; Ostergaard-Nielsen
2003; Tsuda 2012, 642). In contrast, the more immigrants identify (and are identified)
as members of the CoR, the less they have to satisty their need for group membership
and self-esteem promotion through country of origin identification. In consequence, we
can expect that the more external citizens are involved in the CoR, the less they are
involved in the country of origin (H1b).

In addition, there may be an interaction effect between status and identification. Some
migrants acquire the nationality of the CoR for instrumental reasons, whereas others are
intrinsically motivated to do so because they want to formalise their feelings of belonging
and participate politically. In consequence, especially for the latter group, one may assume
a negative relationship between dual citizenship and involvement in the country of origin.
Therefore, our last hypothesis derived from the traditional perspective states: external dual
citizens who identify with the CoR are less likely to identify with the country of origin than
external dual citizens who do not identify with the CoR (H1i).

Contrasting predictions can be derived from the transnational perspective. Adherents of
this perspective, point to the insights offered by social identity theory that individuals
usually belong to a multitude of social groups, easily juggling multiple identities and
attachments as long as the involved groups are not in an antagonistic relationship or
demand conflicting role behaviour. Therefore, membership in two political communities,
expressed by a second passport, does not necessarily decrease identification with either of
them. Along this line, Spiro (1997, 1473) and Martin (1999, 8) emphasise that the fear
associated with multiple national allegiances in a time of peace and democracy is
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misguided, as an additional national membership will not necessarily decrease the impor-
tance of the first membership. Just as individuals are able to simultaneously identify with
two (or more) systems of cultural reference and language, naturalisation in the CoR may
simply add another group membership (Bloemraad 2004, 394). Itzigsohn and Saucedo
(2002, 773), for example, have found that incorporation into the receiving country did
not weaken the obligations immigrants felt towards their country of origin. Simultaneous
identification with the CoR and the country of origin may co-exist when immigrants
identify with both for different and unrelated reasons (Tsuda 2012, 642).

Beyond co-existence, the transnational perspective provides arguments for positive effects
of resident country status and identification on country of origin identification. Being a for-
mally recognised member of the CoR ensures, first of all, that one cannot be expelled (Bosniak
2008, 127-128). Furthermore, there is an empirically well-founded consensus that naturalis-
ation has a strong potential to improve an immigrants’ economic situation (e.g. Bevelander
and Pendakur 2012; Steinhardt 2012). Increased socio-economic incorporation into the
host society, in turn, enables greater transborder ties to the homeland (Tsuda 2012, 643).
Asaresult of the legal security and economic empowerment, dual citizens may feel more con-
fident than their mono citizen counterparts to cultivate and also publicly express identifi-
cation with their country of origin. Another line of argument underlines the potential of
mutually reinforcing processes of simultaneous identification with two countries. This is
especially likely if ‘an immigrant’s home country is viewed favourably in the host society’
(Tsuda 2012, 643). From the transnational perspective, we can thus formulate two hypotheses
that include co-existence and mutual reinforcement: External dual citizens are as likely as or
even more likely than external mono citizens to identify with the country of origin (H2a). And
external (dual and mono) citizens who identify with their CoR are as likely as or even more
likely to identify with the country of origin than those who do not (H2b).

Table 1 summarises the various hypotheses on the relationship between dual citizen-
ship and identification with the CoR, on the one hand, and identification with the
country of origin, on the other.

Participation in the country of origin: potential relationships to status and
involvement in the CoR

Classic republican theorists of democracy are concerned that having the formal member-
ship and/or being actively involved in the CoR might be detrimental to the participation of

Table 1. Hypotheses on the relationship between having the citizenship status of/identifying with the
CoR and IDENTIFYING with the country of origin.

Traditional perspective Transnational perspective
Status in CoR/ dual  External dual citizens are less likely to identify  External dual citizens are equally or more likely
citizenship with the country of origin than external than mono citizens to identify with the country
mono citizens. (H1a) of origin. (H2a)
Identification with External citizens who identify with the CoR are  External citizens who identify with the CoR are
CoR less likely to identify with the country of equally or more likely to identify with the
origin than those who do not. (H1b) country of origin than those who do not. (H2b)
Status AND External dual citizens who identify with the
identification with CoR are less likely to identify with the country
CoR of origin than external dual citizens who do

not. (H1i)
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emigrants (and their descendants) in the country of origin. From the traditional and the
transnational perspectives we can deduce similarly competing hypotheses for participation
as we have done for identification (see Table 2). The arguments and purported mechan-
isms leading from status and participation in the CoR to participation in the country of
origin are slightly different, though.

The main argument for why citizenship status in the CoR is likely to reduce partici-
pation in the country of origin, is that dual citizenship makes it easier for citizens to
‘exit’ a collective if they are not satisfied with the policies of the state. Exit is seen as a func-
tional alternative to voice, and therefore its easy availability might negatively impinge on
the motivation of dual citizens to be actively involved in the polity (Blatter 2011, 786).”
This general argument is even stronger for emigrants, given the fact that they have
chosen to exit already in territorial terms. One may, therefore, expect that the acquisition
of the nationality of the CoR will go along with reduced participation in the country of
origin (H3a).

In addition, Renshon (2005, 2000) has argued that it is nearly impossible to be an
engaged and knowledgeable citizen of more than one country. Assuming a fixed
amount of time, effort and resources that citizens spend on political involvement, it
seems obvious that the more emigrants participate in politics of their resident country,
the less able they are to participate in the politics of their country of origin (H3b). This
might especially be the case for those who are dual citizens, since this status allows
them to fully participate in the CoR. In light of this potential interaction, a third traditional
hypothesis thus expects that external dual citizens who participate in the CoR are less
likely to participate in the country of origin, than external dual citizens who do not par-
ticipate in the CoR (H3i).

From a transnational perspective, external dual citizens can be just as politically
involved as non-resident mono citizens. It is assumed that it is not the physical place of
residence or the singularity of citizenship that matters, but the interest in maintaining a
link with the country of origin. Dual citizenship provides a means through which to
express the continuing interest, by allowing individuals to participate from abroad.
There is already considerable empirical evidence suggesting that naturalisation in the
CoR can have an activating effect on political participation in the country of origin (Itzig-
sohn and Saucedo 2002, 25; Portes, Guarnizo, and Haller 2002; Guarnizo, Portes, and
Haller 2003, 126; de Rooij 2012, 460). A secure status and a certain level of socio-economic
integration in the CoR, which is more likely to increase after naturalisation, are seen as

Table 2. Hypotheses on the relationship between having the citizenship status of/participating in the
CoR and PARTICIPATING in the country of origin.

Traditional perspective Transnational perspective
Status in CoR/dual External dual citizens are less likely to External dual citizens are equally or more likely
citizenship participate in the country of origin than than mono citizens to participate in the
external mono citizens. (H3a) country of origin. (H4a)
Identification with External citizens who participate in the CoR are  External citizens who participate in the CoR are
CoR less likely to participate in the country of equally or more likely to participate in the
origin than those who do not. (H3b) country of origin than those who do not. (H4b)
Status AND External dual citizens who participate in the
identification with CoR are less likely to participate in the country
CoR of origin than external dual citizens who do

not participate in the CoR. (H3i)
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prerequisites for political participation in the country of origin (Itzigsohn and Saucedo
2002, 25; Fitzgerald 2006; Tsuda 2012, 638). In consequence, we expect that emigrant
dual citizens are equally, or even more likely, than mono citizens to participate in the
country of origin (H4a).

Furthermore, there are arguments and evidence for the assumption that political par-
ticipation can co-exist in two countries simultaneously (H4b). Several studies have found
that CoR political engagement does not preclude involvement in country of origin politics
(Guarnizo 2001, 239; DeSipio 2006; Levitt and Jaworsky 2007, 137). If migrants get
involved in the politics of the two countries for different and unrelated reasons, they
may perceive their involvement not as a burden that demands a double effort, but as an
adequate means to defend their interests in the relevant political arenas. After all citizens,
especially in federal states, are used to participating in the political decision-making at
various levels. It should, therefore, also be possible for them to multiply their involvement
horizontally.

In addition, participation in any political community enhances (the sense of) individual
autonomy and can, thus, be a trigger for political participation in other contexts (Portes
1999, 471). Participation in political organisations in the CoR, for example, may increase
general political awareness and organisational engagement, which in turn may also
promote involvement in country of origin politics (DeSipio 2006). Thus, political sociali-
sation and skills may be transferred from one context to the other. Furthermore, liberal,
multi-ethnic, receiving states may even encourage immigrants to ‘become politically
involved in the receiving country by simultaneously maintaining transborder political
ties back home and engaging in identity politics’ (Tsuda 2012, 639; see also @stergaard-
Nielsen 2003, 768, 771; Fitzgerald 2006). Immigrants’ attempts to lobby host governments
for policies favourable to their country of origin are, according to Tsuda, ‘a prime example
of positively reinforcing and simultaneous political engagement in both countries’ (2012,
639).

This leads us to a final remark. We do not assume a unidirectional causal relationship
between citizenship status and political involvement (identification and participation). In
principle, a positive relationship between status and involvement can be the result of selec-
tion effects, or the result of socialisation/empowerment effects. Selection effects refer to the
possibility that those with a higher level of involvement are more likely to acquire the cor-
responding citizenship status (and are also more likely to be accepted when applying).
This means that a positive correlation between status and practices would result from
the influence of practices on status. The socialisation/empowerment effects, in contrast,
stipulate that holding or acquiring the citizenship status facilitates or strengthens citizen-
ship practices (Just and Anderson 2012; Hainmiiller, Hangartner, and Pietrantuono 2015).
For the practical and normative debates it is less important which of the two effects
matters most, but whether there are any positive or negative relationships between citizen-
ship status and/or practices in one country and practices in another country.

Data, operationalisation and methods

In the wake of the national election, we conducted a survey of Swiss citizens residing in
France, Germany, Italy and the US on September and October 2015. Switzerland is a
country of high immigration, but also high outmigration. In 2014, 746,885 Swiss
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resided abroad, equating to more than 10% of the total citizenry (FDFA 2014). Of the
Swiss abroad, over 73% have another nationality in addition to their Swiss citizenship.
France, Germany and Italy are the most popular Swiss expatriate destinations in
Europe; the US is the most popular outside of Europe. In 2014, 194,474 Swiss lived in
France, 84,671 in Germany, 51,353 in Italy and 78,696 in the US. In total, 83% of the
Swiss in France and Italy reported a dual nationality, 63% in Germany, and 74% in the
US (FDFA 2014). Furthermore, Switzerland is not only a frontrunner in the process of
transnationalization when it comes to the flow of people across state boundaries, but
also in respect to all other flows (information, capital, goods and ‘bads’ like emissions);
an aspect that we take into consideration when we reflect on the wider implication of
external and dual citizenship in our conclusion.

Thanks to the assistance of the Swiss Foreign Ministry, we could draw a representative
sample of those Swiss abroad who registered their email addresses at their respective con-
sulates. In each country, 3000 addresses were randomly selected and invited to participate
in our survey, which was offered in four languages (English, German, French and Italian).
In total, 2559 respondents completed the survey, which amounts to a response rate of
23%.* Table 1 summarises our sample of Swiss citizens with permanent residence in
France, Germany, Italy and the US, as well as the percentage of those who indicated as
having French, German, Italian or US citizenship. In comparison to data from the
Swiss Statistical Office, our sample includes less dual citizens than officially registered
in each country. This difference is smallest in Italy and largest in Germany, where dual
citizenship is not allowed in general, and only accepted for EU and Swiss citizens since
2002 (Table 3).

Due to the sampling procedure being based on registered email addresses, a certain bias
in the data must be assumed. Those who are more motivated in maintaining ties with Swit-
zerland are probably overrepresented, since without this motivation one may be less likely
to register one’s email address with the Swiss consulate. This bias, however, is applicable to
both dual citizens and mono citizens in the sample. Nevertheless, the fact that our sample
includes considerably less dual citizens than a fully representative sample would, may
signal a bias amongst those who participated in our survey. We are, therefore, aware of
these data limitations and will formulate our results with appropriate caution. Neverthe-
less, our survey represents the broadest base of information about the political involve-
ment of external citizenship that we have come across, and every survey that is based
on voluntary participation would encounter similar difficulties.

Concerning our operationalisation, the survey questions ascertained respondents’ iden-
tity and political participation patterns, as well as various control variables, such as atti-
tudes, maintained networks and socio-economic profile.” Identification was understood

Table 3. Sample.

France Germany Italy us Total
BFS Sample BFS Sample BFS Sample BFS Sample
Mono 33,323 225 30,890 556 8851 160 20,495 339 1280
citizens
Dual citizens 161,151 298 53,781 250 42,502 381 58,201 350 1279
(83%) (57%) (63%) (31%) (83%) (70%) (74%) (51%) (50%)

N 523 806 541 689 2559
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as expressing cognitive and emotional affiliation with a political community (Brewer
2001). We assess affiliation with the country of origin by utilising indicators gauging cog-
nitive self-description as a Swiss and emotional attachment to Switzerland.® In order to
measure political participation, questions ascertaining political interest, knowledge,
formal and informal political activities were considered, and the reported participation
assessed. Respondents were asked whether they are interested in Swiss politics on the
national and sub-national levels. The answers were combined to form a scale of interest
in Swiss politics. Knowledge was assessed by asking whether they could identify the
current Swiss Minister of Finance. Questions regarding participation in national elections
and (direct) participation in national referenda were used to ascertain how voting rights
are utilised. Respondents were asked whether they participated in the previous Swiss
national election and how often they had participated in national popular votes in the
last two years. While voting is considered a low-cost activity, other types of political par-
ticipation, such as party activism, are considered to be high-cost types of participation
(Whiteley 1995, 213). A battery of non-electoral forms of participation that included
high- and low-cost activities such as party membership, forms of informal participation
and political discussion were also assessed.

The main independent variables of this study are citizenship status as well as citizenship
identification and participation in the CoR, complemented by the interaction of both.
Dual citizenship was assessed by self-reporting to have also the citizenship of the respect-
ive CoR, in addition to the Swiss nationality. Concerning citizenship practices, the same
set of questions for the country of origin, with the corresponding formulations for the
respective CoR, established participation in each country. The only exception being
direct participation; as there are by far less (if any) opportunities for direct participation
in the other countries, we use electoral participation abroad in order to check its impact on
participation in referenda in Switzerland.

As controls, other individual factors relevant to identity and political participation in
general were considered. To begin with, due to the migration background of our target
group, generation and length of residence abroad was taken into account. Socialisation
and local connectedness, developed over time, may negatively influence involvement in
the country of origin, just as it has been repeatedly shown to increase political partici-
pation in the CoR (Leighley and Vedlitz 1999; Ramakrishnan 2005). In addition, other
indicators of a transnational lifestyle may be relevant for country of origin identification
and involvement. The civic voluntarism model (Verba, Schlozman, and Brady 1995)
underlines access to social and recruiting networks as an important factor. As we are inter-
ested in the involvement in the country of origin, we controlled for associational member-
ship in Swiss organisations. In addition, ongoing social relations and travels to Switzerland
may be important in this respect. Other studies have found that such relational factors are
often more important than formal status (Guarnizo, Portes, and Haller 2003; Lafleur and
Sanchez-Dominguez 2014). We, therefore, controlled for having professional or private
contacts in the country of origin and for travel back and forth on a regular basis.
Finally, the usual socio-demographic variables were included, such as gender and age.
In addition, we controlled for education and income because according to the ‘standard
socioeconomic status model” individuals with high levels of socio-economic resources
are more likely to participate in politics (for a review, see Leighley 1995). Table 4 provides
the summary statistics of all variables included in the models. In order to analyse the
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metric, or quasi-metric, dependent variables we use linear regression analysis, in respect to
the dichotomous variables knowledge and voting we apply binary logistic regression
analysis.

Empirical results

Our analysis reveals that having the citizenship status of the CoR has a negative impact on
identification with the country of origin, both measured as self-description and as attach-
ment. This result confirms the traditional H1a and refutes the transnational H2a. When it
comes to simultaneity, the data analysis showed mixed results: in respect to self-descrip-
tion, the data indicate a trade-off, whereas in respect to attachment it does not. These
results provide neither a clear-cut (dis)confirmation of H1b nor of H2b, but stimulate a
differentiated conclusion: the multiplication of emotional feelings of belonging is easier
than the multiplication of cognitive self-categorizations. Finally, when it comes to the
interaction between status and simultaneity, the results clearly disconfirm the traditional
account (H1i). Those emigrants, who have the citizenship status of the CoR and identify
with it, are more, not less likely to identify with their country of origin, than those who do
not identify with their CoR (Table 5).

In respect to the various indicators of political participation (interest, knowledge, voting
and participation in referenda) our analyses reveal that, controlling for alternative influ-
ences, dual nationality only seems to have a significant negative impact on political knowl-
edge of the country of origin (Table 6). For all other variables, it does not make a difference
whether a person has two passports. In consequence, the traditional account (H3a) is
refuted and the transnational one (H4a) validated. A look at the interaction results

Table 4. Summary statistics.

Mean SD Min. Max. N

Dependent variables

Self-description CH 8.64 2.016 0.00 10.00 2560
Attachment CH 8.36 2.053 0.00 10.00 2568
Interest CH 6.42 2.496 0.00 10.00 2553
Knowledge CH 0.54 0.499 0.00 1.00 2582
Voting CH 0.61 0.487 0.00 1.00 2437
Participation in referenda CH 2.00 0.980 0.00 3.00 2570
Non-electoral participation CH 1.66 1.081 0.00 8.00 2325
Independent variables

Dual citizen 0.50 0.500 0.00 1.00 2561
Self-description CoR 5.10 3.854 0.00 10.00 2504
Attachment CoR 7.05 2.624 0.00 10.00 2553
Interest CoR 7.39 2457 0.00 10.00 2565
Knowledge CoR 0.72 0.451 0.00 1.00 2582
Voting CoR 0.75 0.435 0.00 1.00 1433
Non-electoral participation CoR 2.39 1.537 0.00 8.00 2318
First Generation 0.63 0.483 0.00 1.00 2490
Residence CoR 24.07 18.378 0.00 87.00 2556
Associational membership CH 0.43 0.771 0.00 5.00 2330
ProfContacts CH 1.52 0.775 1.00 3.00 2399
Friends CH 1.69 0.746 1.00 3.00 2503
Travel CH 2.11 0.686 0.00 3.00 2530
Female 0.48 0.499 0.00 1.00 2543
Age 49.55 15.662 18.00 91.00 2491
Education 16.17 3.371 0.00 31.00 2485

Income 5.67 2.355 1.00 8.00 2244
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Table 5. Identification with country of origin.

Self-description Attachment
B SE B SE

Dual citizenship —2.439%*%* (.253) —1.174%** (.321)
Identification with CoR® —0.100%** (.023) 0.110%** (.026)
Interaction DC_IdCoR 0.332%** (.037) 0.115%* (.041)
CoR (ref.: US) France —0.234 (.163) —0.443*%* (.167)

Germany —0.611*** (.143) —0.784*** (.147)

Italy —0.580%** (.165) —0.682%** (.170)
First generation 0.451%* (.133) —0.085 (.136)
Residence CoR 0.010* (.004) 0.014** (.005)
Associations CH 0.071 (.066) 0.227** (.067)
ProfContacts CH 0.012 (.078) 0.058 (.080)
Friends CH 0.446%** (.081) 0.603*** (.082)
Travel CH 0.316*** (.083) 0.469%** (.085)
Female 0.025 (.101) 0.268* (.103)
Age 0.000 (.004) —0.009* (.004)
Education -0.016 (.015) —0.033* (.015)
Income 0.004 (.024) 0.039 (.025)
Intercept 7.639%%* (.379) 6.300%** (.417)
R? 0.130 0.127
N 1656 1682

Notes: Method: linear regression, listwise deletion. Entries are unstandardised regression coefficients; standard errors in
parentheses.

®For each dependent variable this independent variable is adjusted (self-description as a French/German/Italian/American
is used for the analysis of self-description as a Swiss, attachment to France/Germany/Italy/the US for the analysis of
attachment to Switzerland).

*p < .05.

**p < .01.

***p <.001; all others are not significant.

strengthens this view further. The interaction only matters for non-electoral participation,
where those dual citizens who are active in their CoR are less likely to be equally active in
the country of origin. In respect to all other indicators, active dual citizens who participate
in their CoR are equally likely to participate in the country of origin (disconfirming H3i);
this result strengthens the transnational perspective of coexistence.

Furthermore, in respect to all indicators analysed, those who participate in their CoR
are also more likely to do so in the country of origin, confirming H4b. Thus, for political
participation, which is even more resource intensive than identification, simultaneity
instead of exclusivity in the sense of a trade-off is more widespread. In this respect, our
results clearly support the transnational perspective, even in its stronger version, which
expects a positive and mutually reinforcing relationship between citizenship practices in
both countries.”

Among the control variables, it is interesting to see that Swiss in the US are more likely
to identify with Switzerland than those Swiss emigrants living in one of Switzerland’s
neighbouring countries. Those further away seem to have stronger feelings of belonging
to their country of origin.® In respect to active political participation, there is an opposite
effect: those emigrants living in France, Germany or Italy are more likely to vote and to
participate in referenda and other forms of political participation, than Swiss emigrants
in the US. Furthermore, those having migrated themselves are more likely to describe
themselves as Swiss, but they are less likely to take part in non-electoral forms of partici-
pation. Interestingly, length of residence abroad does not decrease, but increase identifi-
cation with the country of origin. In contrast, as one would expect, length of residence



Table 6. Participation in

country of origin.

Participation in

Non-electoral

Political interest Political knowledge referenda participation
B SE SE Exp(B) B B SE B SE

Dual citizenship 0.052 (.362) (.223) 0.610 —0.244 —0.123 (139, —0.089 (.098)
Participation in CoR® 0.358*** (.030) (.190) 2.943 0.256 0.697* (.275 0.297*** (.025)
Interaction DC_PartCoR —0.023 (.045) (.257) 1.377 0.982 —0.232 (.295 —0.086** (.032)
CoR (ref.: US) France —0.086 (.183) (.202) 0.403 0.925%** 0.430%** (.108 0.024 (.083)

Germany —0.279 (.160) (.191) 0.525 1.078%** 0.430%** (.106, 0.307%** (.073)

Italy -0.327 (.188) (.203) 0.798 0.986%** 0.394%** (.106, 0.176* (.086)
First generation —-0.157 (.148) (.155) 1.292 0.264 —0.100 (.093 —0.173* (.067)
Residence CoR —0.006 (.005) (.005) 0.985 —0.019* —0.006 (.003 —0.008*** (.002)
Associations CH 0.394*** (.073) (.082) 1.266 0.280* 0.102* (.049 0.271*** (.033)
ProfContacts CH 0.177* (.087) (.092) 1.406 0.046 0.113* (.057 0.137** (.040)
Friends CH 0.7171%** (.089) (.092) 1.467 0.157 0.068 (.058 0.155%** (.040)
Travel CH 0.408*** (.093) (.098) 1.486 —0.075 0.033 (.056, 0.195%** (.042)
Female —0.280* (.113) (.119) 0.725 —0.511** —0.302%** (.069 —0.064 (.051)
Age 0.027*** (.005) (.005) 1.020 0.046*** 0.018*** (.003 0.004 (.002)
Education —0.024 (.016) (.017) 1.027 0.059* 0.008 (.010 0.003 (.007)
Income 0.050 (.027) (.029) 1.053 —0.031 —0.030 (017 0.015 (.012)
Intercept 0.621 (:459) (.459) 0.030 —3.857*** 0.507 (.264 —0.017 (.197)
R? 0.267 0.138 0.281
2 Log-Likelihood 1053.058
Cox and Snell R? 0.159
Nagelkerkes R* 0.213
N 1670 1691 875" 912° 1425

Notes: Method: linear and logistic regression, listwise deletion.Entries are unstandardised regression coefficients and odds ratios; standard errors in parentheses.
“For each dependent variable this independent variable is adjusted (interest in French/German/Italian/US politics for the analysis of interest in Swiss politics, political knowledge in France/
Germany/Italy/US for the analysis of political knowledge in Switzerland, voting in French/German/Italian/US elections for the analysis of voting in Switzerland and for the analysis of participation
in Swiss referenda (since not all countries also include equivalent direct participation opportunities), and non-electoral participation in France/Germany/Italy/US for non-electoral participation in

Switzerland).

POnly dual citizens are allowed to also vote in their CoR, thus the small N in these models.

*p < .05.
*p < 01,

***p <.001; all others are not significant.
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abroad has a negative impact on political knowledge and political participation in the
country of origin. As can be expected, from the large literature on social capital, social par-
ticipation in the country of origin, measured by membership in a Swiss association, has a
positive impact on all indicators except for self-description. In addition, social contacts in
the country of origin, especially having friends there, is very important for all indicators of
identification and participation. This is in line with social psychological insights and pre-
vious studies about the relevance of personal ties for identification and participation
(Lafleur and Sanchez-Dominguez 2014). Additionally, regular travel back and forth
increases identification and informal participation in various ways; travel, however,
seems not to be relevant for electoral participation.

Turning to socio-demographic and socio-economic control variables, we find a gender
difference: women are more likely to express feelings of belonging, but less likely to par-
ticipate politically. This is, again, in line with previous research that found a certain general
reluctance of women to participate in politics. The opposite pattern emerges in respect to
age, which decreases attachment and increases political participation. Education also
decreases attachment, and increases the likelihood of voting. Other than that, education
has - surprisingly for political participation - little impact. Additionally, income does
not seem to matter. These results may be due to the fact that the respondents in our
sample are comparatively well educated (on average 16 years of schooling) and have a
high income (on average 5.7 on an 8-point scale). There is no information available
about the socio-economic profile of Swiss citizens abroad in general, but this finding is
in line with a previous survey among Swiss abroad (GfS Research Institute 2003, 32).

Discussion

Our study, on the political involvement of Swiss abroad in their country of origin, provides
empirical evidence supporting the traditional perspective, in as much as having the pass-
port of the CoR seems to go hand in hand with diminished identification with Switzerland.
This relationship might be even stronger than our data suggests. As indicated, we assume
that our sample is biased towards those who have strong ties to Switzerland. Furthermore,
this bias may especially apply to the dual citizens in our sample which are underrepre-
sented in comparison to their real percentage in the selected countries of residence. A
more representative sample would certainly include both, more dual citizens and more
external citizens who are less attached to Switzerland, which would reinforce the negative
correlation between dual citizenship and identification with Switzerland.

Nevertheless, almost all other results strengthen the transnational perspective. We find
not only that simultaneity is possible in respect to feelings of attachment, but also that
the interaction between dual citizenship status and identification with the CoR is not nega-
tively, but instead positively related to identification with the country of origin. We suggest
interpreting these results by assuming two different groups of dual citizens: those with an
instrumental understanding of citizenship and those with an intrinsic one. For the first
group, having a second passport is primarily a matter of convenience, perceived as a
useful asset and not as a symbol that reflects feelings of belonging and responsibility. For
them, having the passport of their CoR may have a further diluting effect on identification
with the country of origin. Given their instrumental stance, this seems logical since the first
citizenship becomes less important. In contrast, for a second group of emigrants citizenship
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may carry more meaning. For them, the second passport may signal and/or facilitate simul-
taneity, and both, the selection and the socialisation effects can be at work as they select the
dual citizenship option, because they feel belonging to both countries. Formal membership
status in both countries further nurtures their attachment to both.

In respect to political participation in the country of origin, we found no evidence of a
trade-off and many indications which support the transnational perspective. Holding the
passport of the CoR does not seem to reduce participation in the country of origin. This
is in line with earlier findings on immigrants in North America (Itzigsohn and Saucedo
2002, 25; Portes, Guarnizo, and Haller 2002; Guarnizo, Portes, and Haller 2003, 1239). Con-
cerning simultaneous citizenship activities in both countries, even the strong version of the
transnational perspective, assuming a mutually reinforcing relationship, is strengthened.

Opverall, we can sum up that at least among the kind of external citizens that Swiss emi-
grants tend to be, identification with or political participation in both countries is not a
zero-sum game; on the contrary, they are mutually reinforcing. The assumption that
people have a limited amount of interest, time and resources for political participation,
which they can invest either in one or the other country, is incorrect. Instead, those
who are interested and active in one polity are also interested and active in the other.
In this sense, the results are in line with the above cited findings which approached
migrants as immigrants, and found that assimilation and transnationalism can occur sim-
ultaneously. Also, Tsuda’s (2012, 635) overview of existing studies emphasises that ‘greater
immigrant engagement with one society simultaneously encourages or enables increased
engagement with the other’. Our study complements the existing knowledge in that it
looks at the political identities and practices of people who migrate from a wealthy
country with significant opportunities for political participation.

The scope condition of our findings is that we focus on people who (themselves or their
ancestors) migrated between established liberal democracies, because of economic or
social reasons. We, therefore, should not generalise our findings to refugees. Yet, the
fact that our findings are mostly in line with those studies that investigate migration
from less established to more established democracies, mainly from Latin American
countries to the US (Itzigsohn and Saucedo 2002; Portes, Guarnizo, and Haller 2002;
Guarnizo, Portes, and Haller 2003), indicates that the transnational perspective is appli-
cable in a wider set of contexts. Furthermore, the main underlying condition for transna-
tional involvement seems to be the same in both contexts, as Tsuda (2012, 643) points to
evidence that simultaneous transnational affiliations with both countries may only be
common among highly skilled and professional migrants. Portes (2003, 886) emphasises
that transnational activities ‘are consistently associated with higher human capital
resources: more education, more years of U.S. experience, higher occupational status’.
Most external Swiss citizens are also highly skilled and well remunerated. The high
socio-economic status makes simultaneous affiliations and participation more likely.

A cautionary note is in order in regards to the implications of the findings to causal and
normative theory. Although there are good arguments for assuming that a positive
relationship between citizenship identities and practices in one country, and similar invol-
vement in another country results from a process of mutual reinforcement, we cannot rule
out that the positive association is the result of an independent third variable that influ-
ences identification and participation in both countries in a similar direction. It is even
quite probable that one may find individual predispositions to be politically interested
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in general, and this contributes to the positive relationship between interests in both
countries. Also, the positive relationship between identification with two countries
might be due to an overall willingness of an individual to identify with a (national) collec-
tive in general. Nevertheless, although we have to be cautious when it comes to con-
clusions in respect to causality, the positive relationship as such is important for the
normative debate. If people can identify with and participate in two countries at the
same time, this undermines those arguments from communitarian and republican the-
ories of democracy against dual citizenship which assume a trade-off in practice.

Conclusions

Before we address the broader implications of our findings, we would like to highlight,
once again, the limits of our data. We hope that other scholars complement our study
with further data from other developed countries in order to test the validity and gener-
alisability of our findings. Nevertheless, given the general consistency of our findings with
a widespread theoretical perspective, and with other empirical studies, we dare to draw
some conclusions for the normative and practical debates on dual and external citizenship.

Our study adds to the growing insight that most fears, in respect to the political involve-
ment of external and dual citizens, are not warranted. The toleration of dual citizenship
among emigrants may indeed lead to the inclusion of some ‘citizens of convenience’
(Spiro 2008; Grant 2013), in the sense that some emigrant dual citizens may keep their
nationality of origin because keeping it is convenient (in both senses: states make it easy
that emigrants and their descendants keep their citizenship and having another passport
is convenient). Nevertheless, the acceptance of dual citizenship allows politically interested
and active migrants to fulfil their desire to be involved in politics of both countries to which
they feel a belonging. Simultaneous involvement in two polities is not only possible but may
even be mutually reinforcing, especially among well received and highly skilled migrants.
From a republican point of view, the gains of including politically interested emigrants
clearly outweigh the potential losses from including citizens of convenience, because
those who participate more in the country of origin are also those who feel more attached.”
In consequence, the political decision-making process is not compromised by the partici-
pation of unattached citizens; on the contrary, it may be enhanced through the participation
of citizens who bring important perspectives of a world that is characterised by transbound-
ary flows and interdependencies (Schlenker and Blatter 2014).

How do our findings impinge on the normative debates of external citizenship? Our
aim was not to directly contribute to the debate on whether, and how long, emigrants
should be granted citizenship or voting rights. An average emigrant probably identifies
less with, and is less active in, the country of origin than those in our sample. As a
result, we cannot shed light on the questions whether, how much, or when the granting
of citizenship status and rights to emigrants contributes to lighter forms of citizenship
in general. But we can say that, at least among rather resourceful migrants, simultaneous
involvement is possible. As such, an important argument against external and dual citizen-
ship is undermined. There might be good normative reasons not to expand external citi-
zenship/voting rights beyond the first or second generation of emigrants (Baubock 2009),
but the argumentation that political ties to another country make it less likely that these
individuals fulfil their citizenship duties at home, is clearly weakened by our findings. This,
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in turn, provides ammunition for those who believe that external citizenship does not
dilute national citizenship and democracy, but is an adequate means for coping with a
social reality that is characterised by mobility and migration.

What can we conclude for those who are concerned not with national but transnational
citizenship and democracy? Migrants in general, and dual citizens in particular, have been
identified as potential vanguards of transnational democracy, as they are predestined and
entitled to bring the perspectives and interests of affected externals into the will-formation
and decision-making processes of nation states (Blatter 2011). Switzerland is an especially
appropriate case study in the context of this debate since it has not only many immigrants
and emigrants, but also produces many external effects especially in the field of finance and
taxation. In this study, we approached migrants and dual citizens as emigrants. Thereby we
complement studies that analyse the citizenship practices of migrants and dual citizens as
immigrants in Switzerland (Schlenker 2015). Both approaches provide further, and new, evi-
dence for the growing insight that simultaneous identification with and participation in mul-
tiple countries are possible, at least among the more resourceful migrants. However, neither
external or dual citizenship status, nor simultaneous citizenship practices are necessary or
sufficient conditions for taking the perspectives or interests of externally affected into
account when practising citizenship. Nevertheless, there are good reasons to assume that
these factors are facilitating conditions. If somebody is politically informed and active in
two countries at the same time, it is very likely that (s)he recognises transborder (inter)
dependencies and external effects more than somebody who is involved only in one
country. Furthermore, when (s)he identifies with both countries, it is likely that (s)he
opts for policies/politicians which try to enhance the interests of both countries. We are cur-
rently analysing our data with this focus, in search of empirical evidence on the question of
whether simultaneous citizenship practices are related to an increased representation of
externally affected in national decision-making processes (Blatter and Schlenker, forthcom-
ing). This will help to clarify whether dual citizenship and simultaneity contribute to sub-
stantive transnational citizenship and democracy.

Notes

1. Studies from the US have suggested that dual citizens are less likely to participate in US poli-
tics and self-identify as Americans (Cain and Doherty 2006; Staton, Jackson, and Canache
2007). In contrast, studies by Wong in Canada (2007/2008), Miigge (2012) in the Nether-
lands and Schlenker (2015) in Switzerland show that dual citizens differ very little, if at
all, from mono citizens in their participation and identification patterns in the CoR.

2. Switzerland accepts dual citizenship since 1992 for emigrants and immigrants alike. France
and Italy have also accepted dual citizenship for an extended period. Germany, however, only
does so for citizens of other EU member states and Switzerland since the signing of bilateral
agreements in 2002. Only very recently, in 2015, a new law was passed that allows dual citi-
zenship also for third country nationals under specific conditions. Although officially not
allowed, the US de facto tolerates dual citizenship (see country profiles at EUDO 2013-2015).

3. In respect to immigrants, Cain and Doherty (2006, 89) have indeed found that those who
have a second citizenship participate less in US politics than those who are US nationals only.

4. Results are referring to all contacts, minus those who indicated having moved to another
country and those who were unreachable. The response rate varies from country to
country: in France it was 18.7%, in Germany 28.4%, in Italy 19.3% and in the US 25%.
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5. A previous survey of dual citizens in Switzerland served as the basis of the survey amongst the
Swiss abroad, making the current findings comparable to the previous (Schlenker 2015). In
addition, the wordings of the questions, for the most part, were oriented along major inter-
national surveys such as the European Value Surveys in order to build upon established
expertise and to further enhance comparability.

6. For question wording see Appendix.

7. As a robustness check, we ran all regressions without income as a control variable. Since
income is always a sensitive issue to ascertain, including this variable reduced the N by
around 200 respondents. But also the models with a larger N without income revealed the
same results. For the final models, we opted for the inclusion of the control variable
‘income’. There is a significant, but only small correlation between education and income
in our sample (r =.159**); education can therefore not be considered as a substitute.

8. Those who live closer seem to be more critical of identification with the country of origin,
although these neighboring countries all share the same language with one or several
Swiss cantons.

9. The correlation between political interest in and attachment to the home country amounts to
r=.360***; there are also positive and significant correlations between attachment and
voting, vote intention, participation in referenda and non-electoral participation (for all cor-
relations see Table A2 in the Appendix).
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Appendix

Items and wording of questions

Dependent variables: identification with country of origin

Self-description ‘The following statements represent different self-descriptions. On a scale of 0-10
please indicate to what extent each description applies to you. | am a Swiss.” Minimum: 0 =
applies not at all, maximum: 10 = applies fully

Attachment ‘People may feel different degrees of attachment to their town or village, to their region, to
their country, or to Europe. Please tell me how attached you feel to Switzerland?
Minimum: 0 = not at all attached, maximum: 3 = very attached

Political participation in country of origin

Interest Scale constructed from answers to the following two questions: ‘How interested are you in
Swiss national politics?’/"How interested are you in Swiss local/cantonal politics?” Minimum:
0=not at all, maximum: 10 = very strongly

Knowledge ‘Who, in your opinion, is the Swiss minister of finance?’ 1 =right answer, 0 = wrong or no
answer

Voting ‘Did you vote in the last Swiss national elections in October 2011?" 1 =yes, 0 =no

Participation in referenda ‘On average, how often have you participated in national popular votes (that is, national

referenda) during the past two years? Minimum: 0 = never, maximum: 3 = always
Non-electoral participation Scale constructed from answers to the following question referring to Switzerland: ‘Have you
ever participated in one of the following forms of political activity: Signed a petition/
Participated in a demonstration/Donated money for political cause/Contacted media/
Contacted a politician/Discussed politics with family or friends/Taken part in online political
forum’ and ‘Are you a member of a political party?’, minimum: 0 = none, maximum: 8 = all

of them
Independent variables
Dual citizenship ‘Are you a French/German/Italian/US citizen?' 1 =yes, 0=no
Self-description with CoR ‘The following statements represent different self-descriptions. On a scale of 0-10 please

indicate to what extent each description applies to you. | am a French/German/Italian/
American.” Minimum: 0 = applies not at all, maximum: 10 = applies fully

Attachment with CoR ‘People may feel different degrees of attachment to their town or village, to their region, to
their country, or to Europe. Please tell me how attached you feel to France/Germany/
Italy/the United States?” Minimum: 0 = not at all attached, maximum: 3 = very attached



Interest in CoR
Knowledge in CoR
Voting in CoR

Non-electoral participation in
CoR

First generation

Length of residence
Member in Swiss association

Professional contacts in
Switzerland

Friends in Switzerland

Travel to Switzerland

Female
Age
Education
Income
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‘How interested are you in French/German/Italian/US politics?” Minimum: 0 = not at all,
maximum: 10 = very strongly

‘Who, in your opinion, is the French/German/Italian Minister of Finance/US Secretary of the
Treasury?’ 1 =right answer, 0 =wrong or no answer

‘Did you vote in the last French/German/Italian general election/US Presidential election?’
1=yes, 0=no

Scale constructed from answers to the following question referring to France/Germany/
Italy/the United States: ‘Have you ever participated in one of the following forms of
political activity: Signed a petition/ Participated in a demonstration/ Donated money for
political cause/ Contacted media/ Contacted a politician/ Discussed politics with family or
friends/ Taken part in online political forum’ and ‘Are you a member of a political party?,
Minimum: 0 = none, maximum: 8 = all of them

‘Did you, your parents or grandparents, immigrate to France/Germany/Italy/the United
States?’ 1 =1 immigrated, 0 = my parents, grandparents or neither of them

‘Approximately how many years have you lived in France/Germany/Italy/the US?

Scale constructed from answers to the following question: ‘Please indicate whether you are
a member of the following groups or associations in Switzerland: union or professional
organisation, church or other religious organisation, sports, leisure or cultural
organisation, migrants’ organisation, other voluntary organisation’ Minimum: 0 =
member of none, maximum: 5 = member of all

‘Where are most of your professional contacts (colleagues, customers, patients etc.)?’ 3 =
Mainly in Switzerland, 2 = equal parts in France/Germany/Italy/the US and Switzerland, 1
=mainly in France/Germany/Italy/the US or other countries

‘Where do most of your friends live?” 3 = Mainly in Switzerland, 2 = equal parts in France/
Germany/Italy/the United States and Switzerland, 1= mainly in France/Germany/Italy/
the United States or other countries

‘How often do you travel to Switzerland for business or private reasons? (Average)’ Minimum:
0= never, maximum: 3 = very often

1 =female, 0 = male

Age in years

Years of full-time education completed

‘If you count your income from all sources, how big is your monthly net income?’ Minimum:
1 =no income at all, maximum: 8 =USD 12 001 or more

Table A1. Comparison of means by status.

Dual
Indicators referring to Switzerland ~ Mono citizens SD citizens SD Mean difference  Min-Max
Self-description 8.92 (1.795) 8.33%** (2.186) —.586 0-10
Attachment 8.41 (2.012) 8.29 (2.088) =115 0-10
Political interest 6.62 (2.459) 6.20%** (2.522) —A421 0-10
Knowledge 0.62 (0.484) 0.44%%* (0.497) -.174 0/1
Voting 0.65 (0.476) 0.56*** (0.496) —.088 0/1
Participation in referenda 2.08 (0.923) 1.97%¥* (1.028) -.172 0-3
Non-electoral participation 1.87 (1.147) 1.44%%* (0.967) —.429 0-8
Note: Means are significantly different if ***p <.001; **p <.01; *p < .05; all others are not significant.
Table A2. Correlations of identification with and participation in Switzerland.
Non-
Self- Participation in electoral
description  Attachment Interest Knowledge Voting referenda participation
Self-description 641%* .300%* 31% 142%* 133% .082%*
Attachment 641** 1 374%* 138** 114%* 141%* .095**
Interest 301** 374** 1 .384** .360** .389** 314**
Knowledge 132%* .138** .384%* 1 243%% 256%* 225%*
Voting 142%* 114%* .360** 243** 1 .596** .203**
Participation in 133** 141%* .390** 257** .596** 1 .204**
referenda

Non-electoral .082%* 095%* 314%* 225%% .203%* .204%* 1

participation

Notes: Entries are Pearson’s r. ** The correlation is significant at p <.01 (two-tailed).
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Table A3. Correlations of identification with and participation in Switzerland and the CoR.

Equivalent in CoR

Non-electoral

Self-description ~ Attachment  Interest  Knowledge  Voting participation
Self-description CH —.096** —-.010 —-.029 —.062** —.050 —.102**
Attachment CH —.043* .103** .005 —.032 .014 —.081**
Interest CH —.079** .001 310%* .094** .037 .048*
Knowledge CH —177** —.113** 078%* 175%* —.059% —.030
Voting CH =111 —.073%* 084** .080** J15%* 039
Participation in referenda CH —.115%* —.055%* 060** 31% 093** -.019
Non-electoral participation CH —.180%* —.114%* .109%* 044 —.114%* 277%%

Notes: Entries are Pearson’s r. ** The correlation is significant at p <.01 (two-tailed).
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