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Abstract: Previous research demonstrated that group adherence, which manifests itself by per-
sonal and social identity fusion, is related to radical pro-group attitudes and that this relationship
is stronger for measures of identity fusion than group identification. A series of four studies (total
n = 872) explored whether in different cultural conditions (i.e., in Central Europe) identity fusion
is related to attitudes of fighting in order to protect one’s own group and whether that influences
the declared tendency to self-sacrifice. Moreover, to extend previous results, the current study
tested if fusion is related to sense of control, social approval and self-concept clarity. The results
indicate that identity fusion (as measured on a pictorial scale) is linked to radical behaviors

operationalized in various ways and to the feeling of self-certainty.
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OVERVIEW

To date, most analyses of relationships
between group processes and radical behav-
iors have been guided by either the realistic
conflict theory or social identity theory (SIT)
and the self-categorization theory (SCT)
(Sherifet al., 1961; Tajfel, Turner, 1979). Re-
cently, a number of studies were conducted
to verify a new theoretical framework, namely
the identity fusion theory (Seyle, 2007;
Swann, Jr. et al., 2010a; Swann, Jr.. etal., 2010b;
Swann, Jr. et al., 2012). Identity fusion is de-
fined as the overlap between personal and
social self. The authors of the identity fu-
sion theory, building on research on self-
verification motivation (Swann, Jr., Stein-
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Seroussi, Giesler, 1992) and debating the
theory of social identification (Turner etal.,
1987), argue that a strong sense of group
adherence does not have to be related to a
sense of depersonalization and loss of indi-
vidual identity. Although identity fusion is
associated with SIT, the authors of this con-
cept point out major differences between the
two. Identify fusion is described as a state in
which the boundaries between the self and
the group become blurred, or as a “feeling of
oneness with the group that induces people
to tether their feelings of personal agency to
the group” (Swann et al., 2010a) and group
identification represents an explicit aware-
ness that the group is important to the per-
son, it is a part of his or her identity. The
most highlighted difference between those



68 STUDIA PSYCHOLOGICA, 56,2014, 1

two constructs is related to the exclusive-
ness of the social identity. Whereas SIT
stresses the principle of functional antago-
nism (Turner et al., 1987), that is, a presump-
tion that the salience of one identity (e.g.,
group) diminishes the salience of other iden-
tity (e.g., personal), identity fusion theory
proposes that personal and social identities
could be simultaneously active. In other
words, a person who is strongly fused with
the group could retain both a strong sense
of personal and group identity (Swann, Jr. et
al., 2009). Moreover, identity fusion is a state
that predisposed people to take radical ac-
tion on behalf of the group, not merely to
follow the leaders’ directions.

Studies conducted support those claims.
For example, when it comes to fused persons,
activation of personal identity had the same
effect on their attitudes as activation of so-
cial identity. That is, the personal identity of
fused people is functionally equivalent to
their groups’ identities (Swann et al., 2009).
Strong association between fusion and radi-
cal attitudes has been confirmed (Goémez et
al., 2011), as has the role of self-verification
strivings: fused individuals were especially
prone to express radical pro-group opinions
and fight on behalf of their fellow group
members when their self-schema has been
challenged (Swann et al., 2009). Furthermore,
an elevated feeling of agency (i.e., by physi-
cal activities) results in the endorsement of
pro-group activities among fused persons
(Swann et al., 2010b).

However, most of this research was con-
ducted in two countries, Spain or the United
States. Taking into consideration the postu-
late of conducting psychology studies be-
yond samples consisting of Western coun-
tries’ students (Henrich, Heine, Norenzayan,
2010), the main goal of the current studies

was to validate in a Central European cul-
tural context the results obtained in the pre-
vious research.

CURRENT STUDIES

The presented studies examine the rela-
tionship between identity fusion, willingness
to fight for one’s own group and declarative
self-sacrifice for other group members. Test-
ing to determine if the results from Spain and
the USA are similar to those in the Polish
context seems particularly interesting, as
Poland is a country with low social trust and
a prevalent pessimistic life outlook (Dolinski,
1996). Moreover, the common tendency to
justify the status quo and existing social
system that is visible in many nations (Jost,
Banaji, Nosek, 2004) is low in Poland, where
the system itself is seen as unjust and harm-
ful (Wojciszke, 2004; Wojciszke, 2006). Ad-
ditionally, the current studies extend previ-
ous research and examine whether identity
fusion is related to a sense of control, social
approval and self-concept clarity. As for the
locus of control, if group fusion does not
cause a decrease in personal identity’s im-
portance and if, at the same time, it is related
to an increase in pro-group attitudes, then
fused persons should display a higher inter-
nal locus of control. However, if identity fu-
sion is connected to depersonalization and
loss of personal identity, then fused individu-
als should turn to their group for guidance
on how to act and what to think, and the
external locus of control should prevail. The
current studies also examine whether iden-
tity fusion is related to a greater need for
social approval, which in turn could influ-
ence the willingness to give more pro-group
responses. If fused people were prone to
socially acceptable declarations, this would
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be an important limitation of previously ob-
tained results. As for self-certainty, the stud-
ies explore whether identity fusion is related
to self-concept clarity, defined as a confi-
dence in one’s own traits and attitudes. One
could argue that if identity fusion is the re-
sult of an overlap between personal selfand
social identity, then fused individuals should
also display higher self-concept clarity, be-
cause their self-schemas are more vivid and
they know better who they are and what their
values and characteristics are. Fused people
do not have to choose between conflicting
dimensions of social and personal self. On
the other hand, it could be assumed that iden-
tity fusion is not related to self-concept clar-
ity, as fusion of personal agency and a group
schema can designate clear and certain group
stereotypes and traits as well as those less
well-defined and more vague. Thus, this is-
sue seems to be important and worth explor-
ing in order to test the construct’s valida-
tion.

The first study tested whether identity fu-
sion is related to the willingness to fight and
self-sacrifice for fellow Poles. The second
study tested whether fusion is related to
passive nationalism and to self-concept clar-
ity. Studies three and four tested whether
fusion was also connected to greater incli-
nation for self-sacrifice, demonstrated in an-
swers to a modified version of the trolley

problem (in earlier research by Swann et al.,
2010b). Studies three and four addressed the
relationship between identity fusion and lo-
cus of control. In order to examine the rela-
tionship between fusion and sensitivity to
other’s opinions, study four also included a
social approval scale.

PRELIMINARY ANALYSES

Identity fusion was operationalized and
measured accordingly to the theory pre-
sented by identity fusion researchers (Swann
etal., 2009) and is based on previous studies
on relationships strength (Aron, Aron,
Smollan, 1992). The measurement itself, as in
the previous research, was based on a simple
wordless scale on which the participants
were to mark what their relationships with
the group were (i.e., with Poland). Option A
designated total independence of self from
the group while option E signified complete
overlap of the self-concept and the group
(see Figure 1).

Preliminary data analysis showed that, as
with research in the U.S. (Seyle, 2007), it will
be most appropriate to distinguish a group
of fused people in a way that includes people
who classified themselves as belonging to
either the D or E sub-groups. Although the
more conservative approach to identity fu-
sion suggests treating only the E sub-group,
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Figure 1. Identity Fusion Scale
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i.e. those who declared that their self-con-
cept is placed completely in the group, as
fused, the analysis of the results from groups
D and E showed important similarities be-
tween people from the two groups in terms
of group identification intensity. Following
the method used in previous studies on iden-
tity fusion (Seyle, 2007), an analysis of vari-
ance (ANOVA) with a dependent variable of
group identification and identity fusion as a
continuous variable (on a 5-level Likert scale)
was carried out. This analysis (N =872, in-
cluding participants from all four studies),
showed significant differences in levels of
identity fusion. ANOVA analysis showed the
significance of differences with F (4.867) =
39.192, p <.001. According to Tukey’s post
hoc test, identification in the E group is sig-
nificantly higher than in A to C groups (p <
.05) but it is not different from the results of
the D group (see Figure 2).
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In all four studies identity fusion and group
identification were correlated (r =.391, p <
.001 in Study 1; r=.398, p<.001 in Study 2;
r=.415,p<.001 in Study3 andr=.264, p<
.001 in Study 4) as were identity fusion and
perceived prototypicality (r = .430, p <.001;
1=.482,p<.001;r=281,p<.001;r=.188;p
<.01, respectively).

STUDY 1

The goal of Study 1 was to explore, in a
Central European context, if a previously-
demonstrated relationship between fusion
and radicalization (Swann et al., 2009) could
be replicated. The study was carried out over
the Internet. In order not to concentrate on
psychology students (see Henrich et al.,
2010), the invitation to participate was placed
on a number of Internet forums, as well as in
local and Poland-wide social and informa-
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Figure 2. Group identification for each of the levels for Identity Fusion Scale
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tion network services. In the first study, |
explored whether fused Poles were more will-
ing to exhibit devotion to the group, and then
I examined the relationship between fusion
and group identification (which previously
turned out to be significant but moderately
strong) and a perceived prototypicality
(which previously turned out not to be sig-
nificant).

Method and Participants

Participants: 367 people took part in Study
1 (243 men, 112 women, 12 did not state their
sex). Average age was 33.4 (11 participants
did not state their age, SD = 12.3).

Measures

Participants completed a set of question-
naires with the following measures: a) Iden-
tity fusion was measured with a scale pre-
sented in Figure 1 and described above;
b) as a measure of group identification, as
with previous studies (Swann et al., 2010a;
Swann et al., 2010b), the scale by Mael and
Ashforth, 1992 was used (a = .85), specifi-
cally a six-item scale with statements such
as “Successes of my country are my suc-
cesses”, “I am very interested in what citi-
zens of other countries think about my coun-
try”, etc.; ¢) prototypicality was measured
using the question “To what extent do you
consider yourself a typical Polish person?”
on a 10-point Likert scale (with 1 meaning
“not at all” and 10 “very much”); d) after-
wards, participants answered questions de-
scribing their attitudes towards fighting for
one’s own group, dying for the group and
defending the country. As with the proce-
dure used by Swann et al. (2009), they com-
pleted these measures twice, once for them-

selves (a = .68) and once for other group
members (with the instruction to answer as
other group members would answer; o.=.80).
For willingness to fight for the group, par-
ticipants rated their agreement with five
items, e.g., “I would fight someone physi-
cally threatening another Pole”, “I would
fight someone insulting or making fun of
Poland as a whole”, on a 5-point Likert scale
ranging from 1 (totally disagree) to 5 (totally
agree). For willingness to die for the group,
participants rated their agreement with the
statement “I would sacrifice my life if it saved
another group member’s life”, while for pro-
tecting the country, participants responded
to the assertion “Should my country be at-
tacked, I would actively try to take part in its
defense and I would ignore the dangers”.

RESULTS

Overall, 24.8% of participants chose op-
tion E, that is a full overlap between selfand
the country. These results are comparable to
those obtained in the U.S. but the percent-
age of fused participants is lower than in
Spain (e.g., Swann et al., 2009). However, the
results distribution for the fusion scale was
different from both the Spanish and Ameri-
can groups. While in those cases, options A
or B were chosen by a minority of partici-
pants and scored notably lower than other
answers, in the Polish sample, A and B were
chosen often (see Figure 3). In the first study,
B was the second most popular option,
which indicates that a relatively large per-
centage of Poles does not see many inter-
sections between their self-concept and their
country.

Building on the method used by Swann et
al. in one of their studies (2009), a difference
score was created: perception of the self’s
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Figure 3. Distribution of scores on the fusion measure (X axis identity fusion; Y axis

frequencies)

willingness to fight for the group minus per-
ception of other group member’s willingness
to fight for the group. A positive score indi-
cates that participants thought they would
be more willing to fight for the group than
others, whereas a negative score indicates
that they thought others would do more for
the group. The same method was used for
counting the difference score for the willing-
ness to sacrifice oneself for the group and
for the country’s protection.

In order to determine if fusion is a signifi-
cant predictor of extremism, three regression
analyses were carried out using the enter
method. The predictors were: fusion, identi-
fication and the interaction of fusion * iden-
tification. Age and sex were not included in

the regression analyses because their effects
were not significant (see Table 1).

As in the previous studies (Swann et al.,
2009), fusion turned out to be a significant
predictor of the willingness to fight for one’s
own group, self-sacrifice for the group, and
the willingness to protect the country. For
the willingness to fight for the group, some
main effects of fusion emerged, such as that
the difference score for fused participants
(compared to nonfused participants) was
less negative (Levene’s F test of homogene-
ity of variance was significant, thusly:
t(328)=4.37;p<.001 (M =-.33vs. -2.95,
respectively). Fused persons were also more
willing to sacrifice their lives for the group:
t(365)=3.71;p<.001 (M=.25vs. -.36, re-
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Table 1. Enter regression analyses for fighting and dying for the group and for defend-

ing the country (n=367)

Fighting Dying Defending
Predictors B t B t B t
Fusion 195 | 3.602%** | 145 | 2.704%* | 202 | 3.821%**
Identification .082 | 1.517 Jd61 | 3.015%*% | 174 | 3.300%**
Fusion x Identification | -.012 -.241 -090 |-1.777~ | -.062 | -1.229

Note: " p=.077, ¥ p < .05, ¥* p < .01, *** p < .001
adjusted R Square = .047 for fighting; .062 for dying, and .089 for defending the country

spectively). They also expressed greater will-
ingness to protect the country no matter the
price, with t (365)=5.00; p <.001 (M=.39 vs.
-.43, respectively). Group identification mea-
sured with the Mael and Ashfort scale (1992)
turned out to be a significant predictor of
pro-group attitudes in two cases out of three.

Study 1 confirmed a relationship between
identity fusion and pro-group attitudes.
Nevertheless, in Study 2 another measure
related to group defense was used, namely
passive nationalism. Moreover, in this study
the relationship between identity fusion and
self-certainty was examined. This allows us
to answer the question if indeed fused per-
sons present more confidence about their
traits and characteristics as a result of an
overlap between personal and group self-
construals.

STUDY 2

Study 2 was carried out on the Internet.
The first goal was to explore whether fu-
sion is a significant predictor of passive na-
tionalism, i.e., of the feeling that one’s own
group is an example for others and that it is
the best possible group. The second goal
was to examine the relationship between
fusion and self-concept clarity. If the group
fusion is a result of personal self and social

identity overlap, it can be assumed that
people displaying it should also display a
greater self-concept clarity, as they know
exactly who they are and they do not have
conflicting dimensions between social and
personal self.

Method and Participants

Participants: 139 people took part in this
study (94 men, 44 women, 1 person did not
state their sex). Average age was 40.5 (SD =
15.2).

Measures

As measures of a) identity fusion, b) group
identification (a = .85), and c) perceived
group prototypicality, the same scales as in
Study 1 were used.

For d) Radkiewicz’s passive nationalism
scale was used (2005). The scale consists of
four statements (e.g., “The world would be a
better place if people in other countries were
more like Poles”; a =.71). The participants
state their view on a scale from 1 (“I com-
pletely disagree”) to 5 (“I completely agree™).
Finally, ) participants were asked to answer
10 items from the self-concept clarity scale
that measures certainty about one’s charac-
teristics, goals and traits (a =.78) (Campbell
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etal., 1996; for an example of the application
of a Polish version of this scale, see: Btazek,
Besta, 2012).

RESULTS

In this Study 31.7% of participants chose
option E. Once again the specific character
of the Polish sample emerged, namely that
the second most common chosen option was
A, that is seeing no connection between the
self and the group (see Figure 3).

In order to test whether fusion is a signifi-
cant predictor of passive nationalism and self-
concept clarity, while controlling for group
identification, regression analysis with the
enter method was conducted. The predic-
tors were: fusion, identification and interac-
tion between fusion * identification (see
Table 2).

The only significant predictor of passive
nationalism turned out to be identity fusion.
Fused people displayed greater devotion to
country and perceived it as an example for
others (M = 10.84) to greater extent than
nonfused people (M = 7.96), t (137) =4.55;
p < .001. The only significant predictor of
self-concept clarity turned out to be the in-
teraction of fusion and identification. The
tendency of nonfused participants to score

differently on the self-concept clarity scale
depended on the level of identification. When
comparing the results of people with low (1*
quartile) and high (4" quartile) identification
levels, it turned out that people who are
nonfused but score high on identification
with the country scale display lower self-
concept clarity (M = 3.4) compared to both
people with high identification level and high
fusion (M= 3.98),t(33)=2.75;p<.01 and to
nonfused people with low level of identifica-
tion with the country (M =4.0), t(32) =2.17;
p<.05.

In short, significantly lower self-concept
clarity among nonfused people with strong
group identification (i.e., those who do not
relate their personal self with group but at
the same time strongly identify with their
country) indicates a certain conflict of iden-
tities among those people, as well as less
certainty about their own personal charac-
teristics.

As in Study 1 identity fusion was related
to the willingness to fight and die for a group
and in Study 2 to passive nationalism, so
Study 3 examined if this pattern of pro-group
behaviors would also be confirmed by an-
swers to the moral trolley dilemma. Addition-
ally, the relationship between identity fusion
and locus of control was investigated.

Table 2. Enter regression analyses for passive nationalism and self-concept clarity (n =

139)

Passive Nationalism Self-Concept Clarity
Predictors B t B t
Fusion 311 3.659%*** .100 1.112
Identification .140 1.640" -.152 -1.687"
Fusion x Identification .037 467 181 2.154*

Note: ~p=.10," p=.094, * p <.05, ** p <.01, *** p<.001
adjusted R Square = .131 for passive nationalism and .030 for self-concept clarity
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STUDY 3

Study 3 was carried out on the Internet. In
order to prevent focusing on psychology
students the invitation was placed on a num-
ber of Internet forums, as well as local and
Poland-wide social and information network
services. The first goal of the study was to
test whether fused Polish people are willing
to self-sacrifice for in-group members to the
same extent as representatives of other na-
tions. To test the willingness to self-sacri-
fice, some researchers have used a modified
trolley problem (see Swann et al., 2010a),
which was used in Study 3 as well. The sec-
ond goal of Study 3 was to test the relation-
ship between fusion and sense of control
over one’s life.

Method and Participants

Participants: 163 people participated in the
study (126 men and 37 women). Average age
was 32 (SD=13.2).

Measures

As in previous studies, participants com-
pleted a) the identity fusion scale (Figure 1)
and b) the group identification scale (Mael,
Ashforth, 1992; a =.78). In order to test ¢)
whether a positive relationship between fu-
sion and sense of prototypicality depends
on the form of question asked, different ques-
tions from Studies 1 and 2 were used in Stud-
ies 3 and 4, namely: “To what extent are you
similar to an average Polish man/Polish
woman?” Participants also responded d) to
the question measuring locus of control (“To
what extent do you agree that you have no
control over your life?””). The answers were

set on a 10-point Likert scale from 1 (com-
pletely disagree) to 10 (completely agree).
After answering the questionnaire items,
participants were presented the trolley prob-
lem:

You are on a trolley that is running down
its track in the mountains. Unfortunately
along the track five tourists from a different
part of Poland (vs. from China) are stand tak-
ing photos. They did not hear the trolley
coming and now they have nowhere to go
since the track runs in a ravine. Fortunately,
right in front of them the rails fork. If you go
ahead the tourists will definitely die. The
brake does not work but there is a switch
that allows you to change the trajectory of
the trolley at the fork. Unfortunately, at the
end of this sidetrack is a stone wall. If you
choose this track the probability that you
die is 99%. Would you change the trajectory
of the trolley?

Participants were randomly assigned to a
group where potential victims in trolley prob-
lem were tourists from another part of Po-
land (in-group members) or tourists from
China (out-group members). Only after the
questions did the participants declare their
age and sex.

RESULTS

As to the identity fusion scale, 29.4% of
participants chose option E. No significant
differences emerged in the perceived sense
of control between fused and nonfused
people. It is possible that one item to which
participants responded was not measured
reliably enough.

Fusion and trolley problem: The distri-
bution of responses turned out to be con-
sistent with our predictions: a higher per-
centage of fused people declared the will-
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ingness to self- sacrifice for in-group mem-
bers than nonfused people. However, when
binary logistic regressions were used sepa-
rately for in-group and out-group members
(with predictors: fusion [dummy-coded],
group identification [centered], and the in-
teraction fusion * identification), there were
no statistically significant main or interac-
tive effects, neither for in-group (58.3%
among fused people and 42.6% among
nonfused) nor for out-group members (44.1%
among fused people and 26.1% among
nonfused). Therefore there is no support for
rejecting the hypothesis of independence of
obtained results.

Itispossiblethat leaving this 1% chance of
survival when introducing themoral dilemma
changes the study conditions. It might facili-
tatetheoccurrence oftoomanyfalse positives,
i.e., people who are not fully convinced
whether theywould sacrifice their lives in such
an extreme situation mightstill mark their an-
swer as “yes” because of a minimal chance of
survival there (even ifitisonly 1%).

In order to make the difference more dis-
tinct between people who are willing to sac-
rifice their lives, in Study 4 the dilemma was
to declare one’s willingness to let five tour-
ists die (in-group vs. out-group) or to sacri-
fice oneself. In a similar dilemma, Spanish
respondents who were closely fused with
country chose own death in 75% of cases
(in comparison with 25% among nonfused

people).
STUDY 4
Method and Participants
Participants: 203 people participated in the

study (141 men and 62 women). Average age
was 34.2 (SD=12.9).

Measures

Study 4 had a similar schema to Study 3
(a for the identification scale was .81). The
only differences were adding a locus of con-
trol scale and a social desirability scale. Both
scales are tested and validated in the Poland
Delta Questionnaire (Drwal, 1995). This ques-
tionnaire consists of 24 “true-false” items,
out of which 14 constitute the locus of con-
trol scale (LOC, e.g., “Very often I feel I have
no influence over what happens to me”, “Get-
ting a good job mostly depends on a lucky
coincidence”, etc.; a=.79) and 10 items mea-
sure social desirability (a = .46). This mea-
sure showed weaker internal consistency
than in previous studies; as such, we recom-
mend caution when interpreting the results
concerning social desirability. In Study 4 we
also changed the trolley problem. The end
of the new trolley problem was as follows:

Unfortunately, at the end of this sidetrack
there is a stone wall. If you choose this track
you will die. Would you change the trajec-
tory of the trolley?

RESULTS

25.6% of participants chose option E on
the fusion scale. Differences in locus of con-
trol between fused and nonfused people
emerged. Nonfused people displayed a
greater external locus of control than fused
people (fusion M = 3.58 vs. without 4.45);
p<.05.

Fusion and trolley problem: Distribution
of responses turned out to be consistent
with our predictions: a higher percentage of
fused people declared willingness to sacri-
fice themselves for in-group members in com-
parison with nonfused people. We used bi-
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nary logistic regressions to examine the im-
pact of fusion (dummy coded), group identi-
fication (centered), and the interaction fu-
sion * identification on the willingness to
sacrifice oneself, separately for in-group and
out-group members. As could be seen in
Table 3, for the in-group members a main ef-
fect of fusion emerged, and 40.8% of fused
people chose self-sacrifice (vs. 20% non-
fused) y2(1, 109)=5.67; p<.05. Group iden-
tification had no main or interactive effects.
In a group with a dilemma of self-sacrificing
for the out-group members, there were no
significant effects. Thus, it has been con-
firmed that fused people are more willing to
sacrifice their lives for their fellow group
members.

Fusion as a predictor of external locus of
control and social desirability. In order to
examine if fusion is a significant predictor of

locus of control and social desirability, two
regression analyses were carried out, using
the enter method. The predictors were: fu-
sion, identification, interaction of fusion and
identification and sex (see Table 4). Fusion
turned out to be the only significant predic-
tor (on the level of statistical tendency) of
the internal locus of control. Nonfused
people displayed greater external locus of
control than fused people (fused M = 3.58
vs. nonfused 4.45); p < .05. This is consis-
tent with the suggestions that fusion allows
people to identify with the group while keep-
ing a strong personal identity (Swann et al.,
2010a) and without the need for depersonal-
ization and turning to the group for guid-
ance on how to behave and what to think.
Our concerns regarding the relationship
between fusion and social approval were not
confirmed; it is not the fused people who

Table 3. Summary of binary logistic regression in Study 4 for predictors of self-sacrifice
for in-group members in the trolley problem (n =203)

Predictors B Wald OR
Fusion 480 4.49%* 1.62
Identification .045 .683 1.05
Fusion x Identification -.062 1.31 .94
Note: * p <.05

Table 4. Enter regression analyses for external locus of control and social desirability

(n=203)
External locus of control Social desirability
Predictors B t B t
Sex .002 .027 143 2.040*
Fusion -.138 -1.89" .020 276
Identification .002 .024 159 2.170*
Fusion x Identification -.035 -.486 .026 372

Note: “p = .06, * p <.05

adjusted R Square =.0001 for external locus of control and .023 for s social desirability
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display greater sensitivity to others’ opin-
ions. Two significant predictors were the
group identification and sex (with men M =
1.38 scoring lower than women M = 1.76 on
the social desirability scale). People who dis-
play stronger relationship with the group also
show greater need for approval. This result
confirms, at the same time, the thesis of rela-
tive independence of fusion and identifica-
tion constructs (or at least measures used in
the study), despite the relationship between
them.

DISCUSSION

The presented research replicates previ-
ous findings regarding the construct of iden-
tity fusion in different cultural contexts.
Moreover, the studies explore the relation-
ship between fusion and a set of new vari-
ables. The series of studies confirmed that
fused people in comparison with nonfused
ones show a greater willingness to fight for
their group, to defend the group and to self-
sacrifice for in-group members. This confirms
the previous study on the identity fusion
theory (Swann et al., 2012). Moreover, results
of previous studies on the trolley problem
(Swann et al., 2010) were also confirmed. Per-
sons fused with a group were more willing to
sacrifice their lives for their fellow group
members. Similar result was obtained with a
scale of passive nationalism. This measure
was introduced to replicate the relationship
between fusion and pro-group attitudes with
yet another measure of group adherence. It
turned out that identity fusion was a stron-
ger predictor of passive nationalism than
group identification. Summarizing the results
on the relationship between fusion and radi-
cal pro-group attitudes, the state of identify
fusion could be seen as a state that predis-

poses people to act on behalf of the group,
and engage themselves in radical behaviors
in order to save in-group members.

As noted above, the previously demon-
strated relationship between fusion and radi-
cal pro-social attitudes (which were opera-
tionalized in various ways) has been con-
firmed. However, it should be stressed that
when it comes to some dependent variables,
the relationship between fusion and radical
attitudes was not visibly stronger than the
relationship between group identification
and those attitudes. Furthermore, the dif-
ferences in declared self-sacrifice for in-
group members in the trolley problem be-
tween fused and nonfused persons were
less clear than in the study by Swann et al.
(2010a).

As for the specific cultural context of the
relationship of Poles with their country, the
tendency to justify the existing social sys-
tem that is visible in many nations is low in
Poland, where the system itself is seen as
unjust and harmful (Wojciszke, 2004). The
results of the current studies indirectly con-
firm this assumption. The mean results of
the pictorial fusion scale show that signifi-
cant percent of Polish participants do not
feel a strong connection with their country.
For example, in Spain (Swann et al., 2009)
answers A and B were the ones chosen the
least often. In Poland on the other hand, in
three studies, the second most often chosen
option was B (seeing very little overlap be-
tween me and the country) or A (seeing no
connection at all).

When compering current results with re-
sults from previous studies from Spain and
the USA, differences emerged. For Polish
samples, the assumption that fused people
perceive themselves as unique among group
members (Swann et al., 2009, p. 1001) was
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not supported. Fusion was related to per-
ceiving oneself as a typical member of the
group. This result is consistent with the
theory of social identity. According to that
theory, when a person identifies with the
group it leads to perceiving oneself as the
prototypical member of the group and as
interchangeable with other group members.
Therefore, the first explanation for the rela-
tionship between fusion and prototypicality
could be that the concepts of group identifi-
cation and fusion with group are not as in-
dependent as Swann et al. (2009) claim. Iden-
tity fusion, like strong identification, could
sometimes be related to the perceived group
prototypicality. The second explanation for
this relationship could be the specific char-
acter of the Polish sample. Here, people who
perceived their self as strongly fused with
the group at the same time believe that typi-
cal Poles think in a similar way about their
relationship with the group. Other dependen-
cies support the specific character of the
Polish sample. In contrast to the previous
studies, a large proportion of participants
chose options A and B (meaning lack of com-
mon feeling between self and group or only
a very small overlap). Therefore, people who
feel loosely tied to the current social order in
their country could be responsible for the
revealed relationship between fusion and
typicality. While not identifying with the
group, they claimed to be radically atypical
representatives of the group. In comparison,
moderate responses of fused people turned
out to suggest their higher prototypicality.
In order to explain these interesting cultural
differences in more detail, it is necessary to
conduct more studies that have a variety of
measures of prototypicality.

As for the tested relationships that ex-
tended the results of the earlier research,

there were some interesting results. For ex-
ample, no relationship has been shown be-
tween fusion and social approval. This may
suggest that pro-social responses of the
fused people were not related to their higher
need for providing socially desirable answers.
At the same time, people who display stron-
ger group identification also show stronger
need for approval. Differences in the links to
social desirability might confirm the postu-
late of relative independence of identity fu-
sion and group identification constructs.
Similarly, our analysis of the relationship
between fusion and locus of control is con-
sistent with suggestions made by Swann et
al. (2010a) on the lack of depersonalization
for identity fusion and keeping the individual
personal identity as the determinant of atti-
tudes, in spite of uniting with the group’s
values and opinions. Additionally, interac-
tion between fusion and identification was a
significant predictor of self-concept clarity.
Fused people, regardless of the identifica-
tion level, display a constant self-concept
clarity level. At the same time people with
strong group identification but whose per-
sonal identities do not overlap with group
ones display the lowest self-concept clarity
level. This is yet another indirect argument
that fusion and identification are related, but
independent constructs.
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PRIENIK OSOBNEJ A SKUPINOVEJ IDENTITY A JEHO VZTAH
K RADIKALNYM PRO-SKUPINOVYM POSTOJOM:
UDAJE ZO STREDOEUROPSKEHO KULTURNEHO RAMCA

T. Besta

Suihrn: Predchadzajici vyskum ukazal, ze vernost’ skupine, ktora sa manifestuje vo fizii osobnej
a spolocenskej identity, suvisi s radikalnymi pro-skupinovymi postojomi a Ze tento vztah je
silnejsi pre fiziu identity nez pre identifikaciu so skupinou. Séria Styroch §tadii (n = 872) skumala,
¢i v roznych kultarnych podmienkach (t.j. v strednej Eurdpe) sa fuzia identity spaja s postojmi na
obranu vlastnej skupiny a ¢i vplyva na deklarovanu tendenciu sebaobetovania. Okrem toho, aby
sme rozs$irili doterajsie vysledky, prezentovana §tudia testovala, ¢i sa fizia spaja so zmyslom pre
kontrolu, spolo¢enskym uznanim a jasnym sebaponatim. Vysledky naznaduju, ze fuzia identity
(merana na obrazkovej $kale) sa spaja s radikalnym spravanim operacionalizovanym réznymi
spOsobmi a s pocitom sebaistoty.



