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INTRODUCTION

Analyzing identity from a functional perspectivé,can be said (following
Erik H. Erikson’s line of thought) that the mainnfttion of identity is to root
a person in themselves and in the surrounding wardlusive result of which is
a sense of one’s own existence, a sense that @relibas the right to be where
one is (cf. Erikson, 2002, p. 9). The course of ittentity formation process is
a way of performing this function. It should be paped that the main mech-
anism through which the identity formation procémees place is being in rela-
tions: with oneself, with others, and with the sbeeality. This proposition does
not go against the way of thinking adopted by Eikkimself (2002, p. 93), who
assumes that, above all, personal identity hagehpsocial dimension. What is
characteristic is that all the mechanisms mentiobedErikson (identification,
sublimation, ritualizations, etc.) relate the perdo specific aspects of reality,
making it possible either to become part of thenoareject them. However, the
identity formation mechanism has not been describe@sked on relations with
reality (mainly social) experienced globally, aswdole (cf. Marcia, 1980;
Berzonsky & Kuk, 2005; Crocetti, Berzonsky, & Mee@912; Luyckx, Klim-
stra, Duriez, Schwartz, & Vanhalst, 2012; KrogerMarcia, 2012; Seiffge-
Krenke & Haid, 2012). We regard this as the basigblem, which can be
expressed by means of the following question: laeeperson’s relations with the
current social reality experienced as a whole ana &istorically specific phe-
nomenon linked with the person’s identity, andaif what links are there?

Attitudes toward globalization
and lay concepts of the global world

To answer the above research question, we makefube model of attitu-
des toward globalizatiofSenejko & t@, 2011; Senejko & t§ 2014). The mo-
del is based on several assumptions. The firsisonennected with the person’s
way of experiencing globalization. Attitude towagtbbalization — that is, the
person’s response to the contemporary globalizakityd¢reated as a comprehen-
sive phenomenon — is (1) a result of direct expegeof globalization and (2) the
basis for a mediated experience of it. In the c®wfsdirect experience of globa-
lization and its specific aspects, the person per$oa categorization of globali-
zation, building its picture in the mind.

The categorization of globalization is a cognitsteucture consisting of tho-
se dimensions of the globalized world that the @emrggards as the most impor-
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tant (category labels), together with attributesaretizing them (cf. Cantor &
Mischel, 1993). In accordance with the line of ¥y pursued by Susan Fiske
and Mark Pavelchak (1993), it is supposed that editibute that is used to de-
scribe the globalized reality has an affective iadicating its evaluative value.
Also each of the category labels (here: the categaf what the person regards
as the main dimensions of globalization) has aactffe tag, which substitutes
for the evaluations of all the attributes associatéth a given label. Therefore,
we assume that the categorization of globalizadievelops based on givinmer-
sonal meaning— expressed by an affective tago-experienceconnected with
the person’s relations with the globalized real(ity. Molden & Dweck, 2006;
Lachowicz-Tabaczek, 2004). What influences givimgspnal meaning to direct
human experience of various aspects of globalin@tid/e suppose it is every-
thing that underlies human functioning: internatedminants, including tempe-
ramental and personality factors (especially tireaaly formed identity), pre-
vious experience, beliefs (e.g., outlook), valutachment style, etc.

In the model in question, the categorizations abglization performed by
a person are referred to psvate (lay, naive) conceptions of globalizatidie
assume that they are the cognitive and emotionalpooent ofattitude toward
globalization The behavioral component of this attitude is paogs of action
and their implementation, stemming from the contgmdracteristics of private
conceptions of the globalized worM/e emphasize that attitudes toward globali-
zation relate to the existing and currently expeés states of the world, not to
desired states. This implies the changeability tofugles toward globalization,
reflecting the dynamics of changes taking placéha person as well as in the
social reality experienced by the person.

In the model of attitudes toward globalization,etlartypes of attitudes are
distinguished:

1. Accepting attitudés an expression of openness to the global reatityfi-
dence in the changes taking place, as well as ejso and active use of va-
rious aspects of that reality.

2. Critical attitude means opposition and lack of consent to various$oof
abuse connected with the global reality, as wedltagnatizing and moralizing.

3. Fearful attitudeis an expression of sensitivity to the possibkedts con-
nected with globalization and uncertainty about thhbe one will manage to cope
with the challenges of globalization, accompanigdiblack of confidence in the
changes of the contemporary world.

We suppose that the already formed attitudes towhmolalization may feed
back into all the factors (including identity) thdgtermined the process of cate-
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gorizing the globalized reality (cf. &a& Senejko, 2013). Attitudes toward glo-
balization as emotionally colored categorizatioagedoped in the course of per-
sonal experience in the contemporary world, togetieh the resulting action
plans and actions themselves, allow the persoimtbhis or her bearings in the
complex reality and co-determine the way he orfahetions in it (e.g., the spe-
cificity of goals and the ways of securing theihigwement). The main functions
of attitudes toward globalization can thereforechlted orienting and guiding.

Attitudes toward globalization
and personal identity

We assume that, like the formation of attitudes amvglobalization, also
identity formation can be linked with the procedscategorizing and creating
private, lay conceptions — in this capéyate self-concept®\ fundamental ques-
tion arises: what, in terms of structure and cantare private self-concepts as
the basis of personal identity?

If we assume that a private self-concept is devedopmilarly to social cate-
gorizations, we can also say that it is a kind ofrdtive structure containing
generalized category labels — that is, what theviddal regards as the most
important personal and social dimensions constiguh person, together with
their concretizing attributes.

We believe a private self-concept, as the most itapb aspect of personal
identity, contains specific contents, the persamigue answers to the following
questions: Who am | as a person living here and, ndath this particular past
behind me? What do | want to do with my life? Wisathe meaning of my life?
How do my characteristics relate to the possibityunctioning in the world as
| currently perceive it? Thus, the basic functidnthe private self-concept is self-
-definition. The above analysis shows that privaiaceptions of globalization —
being cognitive-emotional components of attitudesad globalization — may
play a role in the process of identity formationdmncretizing the answers to the
question of possible ways of self-expression arfdrealization in the contem-
porary world. It is therefore reasonable to prethet both identity processes and
their structural outcomes will be associated widintipular types of formed atti-
tudes toward globalization, which is the centrallgdem of our research.

The theory that is the closest to how we proposentterstand personal iden-
tity is Michael Berzonsky’'s (1994, 2012) model dentity styles. Before we
proceed to the empirical part of our article, lsthuiefly recapitulate the theory
of identity styles itself.
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Berzonsky’s model of identity styles

Berzonsky assumes that the essence of identity ti@dutcome of its for-
mation) is a self-theory. In his opinion salf-theory— being a structure compo-
sed of a loosely organized system of personal oactst— encompasses every-
thing a person thinks he or she is and everythipgraon thinks he or she wants
(Berzonsky, 2012, p. 57)The author also distinguishes three identity style
(identity processing orientatiopsanformational, normative, and diffuse-avoidant,
which constitute relatively stable differences he tsociocognitive strategies
an individual prefers when coping with the taskpefsonal identity formation
(Berzonsky et al., 2013).

People with arinformational processing orientatioare self-reflective; they
actively assess and verify information relatingtie self as well as explore and
wish to get to know themselves. The author himsziégorizes them asientific
self-theorists

As regards people with aormative processing orientatiprBerzonsky’s
view is that they take over expectations and reciffem significant others
(parents, national authorities); they are strorgynmitted to the realization of
the lifestyles and values taken over without theior exploration. The author
categorizes them atbgmatic self-theorists.

The third style — theliffuse-avoidant processing orientatienis character-
ized by procrastination and postponement of thellivag of problems until later.
Individuals with this style have weakened self-cohtmake chaotic and situ-
ation-based choices, and exhibit hedonistic andegoic attitudes. The author
refers to such people ad hoc self-theorist@Berzonsky, 2012).

Commenting on the above descriptions of identityest from the perspec-
tive of our proposal of analysing identity issuesg should ask what function
each self-theory performs in the context of sefirdgon. Moreover, in the same
(Berzonsky’s) model of identity styles the relasobetween identity structure
(self-theories) and the process of its formatiae(tity processing styles) are not
strictly defined, especially when it comes to thegintent characteristics, relevant
to our analysis of identity issues in the conteixathitudes toward globalization.
The names of self-theories proposed by Berzonskyey the main character-
istics of the authors of these self-theories bet rzot particularly successful in
illuminating the basic functions of identity andynsequently, the content dimen-

1 It must be stressed that, in his sociocognitivelehf identity, Berzonsky puts the main
emphasis on the cognitive characteristics of thsqes self-theory, not the cognitive-emotional
ones.
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sions of identity. Attempting to sketch them, onaynsuppose that for “self-
-theorists” using the informational identity proseg) style the main function of
self-definition comes down to the following answerthe question of who they
are and who they want to be in the world in whibbyt live: an autonomous,
modern, rational person. If this is so, then theibaalues associated with this
style would be rationality, matter-of-factness, aetf-determination.

The correctness of this way of thinking is inditgatonfirmed, for example,
by the results of research assessing the relatibitentity style with the system
of values (cf. Berzonsky, Cieciuch, Duriez, & Soese?2011), which reveal that
the informational style is positively associatedhmralues such as openness,
independence, and self-orientation. “Self-thedtisising the normative style
probably define themselves as trustworthy, selfigigred people. It can there-
fore be expected that individuals with this styl#l whow a preference for and
try to live by values such as tradition, convendiliem, or duty, which is also
confirmed by the research results cited above @weizy, Cieciuch, Duriez, &
Soenens, 2011). Finally, self-theorists with thifudie-avoidant style will build
their self-definition in terms of liking and populy in relatively small social
circles. Consequently, people with this style witbbably prefer and strive to
live by values such as adjustment to the situatiopopularity. Also in this case,
the existing research results are not contradicteityh our line of thinking
(Berzonsky, Cieciuch, Duriez, & Soenens, 2011; terduer, 2005; Berzonsky
& Kuk, 2005). Thus, we believe that what differaéis between the “self-
-theorists” mentioned in Berzonsky’'s model is tinswaers they give to the most
general identity-related questions: who they am \&ho they want to be in life,
in the current globalized reality, which they pdveein a particular way (adopt-
ing a particular attitude toward it). In our resgraproject, we treat identity styles
as indirect evidence of what identity structurdf{desory) a person has.

Hypotheses

Because our theoretical and methodological progoaad still in the phase
of exploration, the working hypotheses are tengathuppositions concerning
the main associations.

H 1: The accepting attitude toward globalizatiopdsitively associated with
the informational identity style.

H2: The critical attitude toward globalization isgptively associated with
the normative identity style.
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H 3: The fearful attitude toward globalization issfitvely associated with
the normative and diffuse-avoidant identity stydesl negatively with the infor-
mational style and commitment.

The above hypotheses are supported by the alreasigrided association
of attitudes toward globalization with identity &ty as underlain by processes
of building private conceptions of the global woddd oneself as well as the
related sphere of values.

METHOD

Participants

In this article, we use the results of a study cmted in the years 2013-
2014. The participants’ age placed them in theogsriof adolescence and emer-
ging adulthood (16-26 yearl] = 18.9). They were school students, university
students, and working people from the Ddlaskie Voivodeship, Poland. The
sample consisted of 601 people (56.4% were wonidr®.study was conducted
using “paper-and-pencil” methods.

Measures

The World—-I Questionnaire (W-IQ). The W-IQ is a stiennaire for as-
sessing attitudes toward globalization, developgdAlicja Senejko and Zbi-
gniew L& (Senejko & @, 2011; td & Senejko, 2013). The word “globaliza-
tion” does not appear in the name, instruction, is@ehs of the questionnaire in
order for the participants to refer to their owralenations of the phenomena ra-
ther than activate second-hand stereotypes. Theomee format offers four
options 6trongly agree, agree, disagree, strongly disagréée current (short-
ened) version of the W—I@as 35 items making up three scdl@he three scales
are: (1) the Fearful Attitude scale (example itéh3. | fear | am not resourceful
enough to be successful in the contemporary worl?) the Critical Attitude
scale (example itenil5. | am indignant when a company or country usutpe
right to natural resources or culture, which sholdd common property of all
mankind”); (3) the Accepting Attitude scale (example itédh:| consider choos-

2 We adopted the three-scale (three-factor) strecasr more consistent with empirical data
than the original two-scale structure (sed &oSenejko, 2013).
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ing quite a different place in the world to live’ )n The reliability of the scales
(n = 647, age 16-79 years) is .68 for Fearful Atigudr3 for Critical Attitude,
and .70 for Accepting Attitude (Senejko & ¢,82014).

The Identity Style Inventory (ISI-5). In accordaneith the theory, the Iden-
tity Style Inventory developed by Berzonsky et(2D13) consists of three scales
corresponding to identity styles and the Commitsaatle. The four scales of
ISI-5 consist of nine items each. The response dibrim a five-point one. An
example item of the Informational Style scale“ld. When facing a life deci-
sion, | take into account different points of vieefore making a choice.An
example item of the Normative Style scdigl. | prefer to deal with situations
in which | can rely on social norms and standarddri example item of the
Diffuse—Avoidant Style scalé8. It doesnt pay to worry about values in ad-
vance; | decide things as they happeAsi example item of the Commitment
scale:“5. | have clear and definite life goalsThe properties of the Polish ver-
sion of ISI-5 have been presented by Senejko asd2@15). The reliability of
the scales computed on a large sample {,242, age 16-26 years) is .77 for the
Informational Style scale, .71 for Diffuse-AvoidaBtyle scale, .68 for Norma-
tive Style scale, and .80 for the Commitment scale.

RESULTS

The results concerning the relations between dgguoward globalization
and identity styles as defined by Berzonsky arsqmied in Table 1.

Table 1

Correlations Between Attitudes Toward Globalizatiamd ddentity Stylesn(= 601; M = 18.9
years)

Identity styles
Attitudes toward globalization .
informational diffuse- normative commitment
-avoidant
Fearful attitude -.12* .34* .25* -.25*
Critical attitude .15*% .01 .16* .03
Accepting attitude A3* .06 -.15* -11*

Note.Variables standardized for the two genders seglgirétp < .05.
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Table 1 shows positive associations of the feaaftitude toward globaliza-
tion with the diffuse-avoidant and normative styxl its negative associations
with the informational style and commitment. Théical attitude is positively
related to the informational and normative styfesregards the accepting attitu-
de toward globalization, we found a positive asstbeh with the informational
style as well as negative associations with thenative style and commitment.
All of these associations are relatively weak.

Because a limitation of correlational analyseshis flact that they are based
on coefficients representing the strength of asgimris between pairs of varia-
bles, which makes it difficult to detect more comprelations, and because we
believe it is too early for structural modeling thae current stage of model
testing, we decided to perform a cluster analysth® participants with regard to
attitude toward globalization. We performed clusstgrusing thek-means meth-
od. We selected the method of identifying clustenters after testing the effi-
ciency of such methods. The method of fidstbservations, in which individuals
with a theoretically significant profile of attited can be identified as cluster
centers, turned out not to be particularly effitiensome of the clusters “igno-
red” theoretically justified profiles (with strorfgarful attitude, with strong criti-
cal attitude, with strong accepting attitude, witinong distanced attitude, and
with three moderate attitudes). A cluster with sg@ritical attitude or a cluster
with moderate attitudes (!) were formed neithethia five-cluster solution nor in
solutions assuming four or six clusters. In viewttod above, we used a method
maximizing the distances between clusters, whiadwsld that the optimal solu-
tion (diversified enough but still not yielding shers redundant in terms of con-
tent or small in size) will be five clusters of pé® with different configurations
of attitudes toward globalization. In order of exttion, these are: the cluster of
people distanced toward globalization (with lowrgsoon all three attitudes), the
cluster of fearful people (with the fearful atti;mdoward globalization clearly
prevailing over the others), the cluster of critiaacepting people (with high
scores on both of these attitudes toward globadizgtthe cluster of accepting
people (with the accepting attitude toward glotslan clearly prevailing over
the others), and the cluster of critical-fearfubpke (with high scores on the
critical and fearful attitudes toward globalizafioiThe characteristics of these
clusters are presented in Table 2.



324 ALICJA SENEJKO, ZBIGNIEW £

Table 2
Clusters of Attitudes Toward Globalization (ClustezeSSiand Means of Standardized Variables)
Attitude Cluster 1 Cluster 2 Clqs_ter s Cluster 4 Clqs_ter 5
b Critical- - Critical-
toward Distanced Fearful -accentin Accepting fearful
globalization (n=87) (n = 153) e &7)9 (n =110) (= 104)
Fearful att. -1.03 0.87 -0.29 -0.78 0.65
Critical att. -0.88 -0.04 0.79 -1.07 0.84
Accepting att. -1.01 0.16 0.70 0.88 -1.14

Note. The means in boldface were the basis for clustentification; clusters were distinguished using th
k-means method with distance maximization.

A comparison of clusters in terms of the intensitydentity styles yields re-
sults consistent with but clearer than those ofetational analysis. This is illu-
strated in Figure 1.

It must be stressed that there are no importaférdifices between the clus-
ters in terms of the participants’ age and gendembat is more, in terms of
variance in the four analyzed identity variabless can be expected due to the
applied method of maximizing distances betweentefas the differentiation
of the four variables depicted in the graph is highignificant:F(4, 596) = 9.03,
p < .0001; diffuse-avoidant styl&,(4, 596) = 12.23p < .0001; normative style,
F(4, 596) = 8.91p < .0001; commitment: (4, 596) = 4.69p < .001. Compari-
sons of the means between the clusters were peartbusing Tukey'HSD test
for unequal sample sizes (with a significance tho&sof p < .05).

3 We used Levene’s test — this information is imaottin view of the further use &f and
HSDtests.
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Note.Abbreviations: dist. att., fearf. att., crit.-aedt., acc. att.., and crit.-fearf. att. signify floowing attitudes
toward globalization, respectively: distanced, figlacritical-accepting, accepting, and criticakf&ul. Abbrevia-
tions: infor. s., diff. s., norm. s., and commiigrsfy the following, respectively: informative d&y diffuse-
avoidant style, normative style, and commitment.

Figure 1.Five clusters of attitudes toward globalizationrelated to identity styles and commit-
ment.

It turned out that participants from Cluster 2 fwéa strong fearful attitude
toward globalization) activate the informative itlgnprocessing style to a weak-
er degree compared to those from Clusters 3, 4,5aMihat is interesting, the
informational style was the most strongly used hytipipants from Clusters 3
(with a critical-accepting attitude toward globalin) and 4 (with the strongest
accepting attitude toward globalization). The nigdntity information proces-
sing style, diffuse-avoidant, is the strongestndividuals from Cluster 2 (with
the strongest fearful attitude toward globalizatierstronger than in participants
from all the remaining clusters. The weakest regmetion of the diffuse-
-avoidant style is found in the group of particiftmmaking up Cluster 1 (dis-
tanced toward globalization) and Cluster 4 (witht@ng accepting attitude to-
ward globalization). The normative style is the mstsongly represented in the
group of participants from Cluster 5 (with strongical and fearful attitudes) —
significantly more strongly compared to individudtem Cluster 1 (distanced
toward globalization), Cluster 3 (with strong aréti and accepting atttiudes), and
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especially Cluster 4 (accepting globalization). Teésults show that people from
Clusters 3 and 4 are the least often charactebyea normative style. By con-
trast, differences in the use of the normativeestybtween participants from
Cluster 5 (with strong critical and fearful attieg) and Cluster 2 (with a fearful
attitude) are not significant. This configuratiohresults shows that the norma-
tive style is associated both with strong fearftikzde and with strong critical-

fearful attitude toward globalization. For the reg;oit should be mentioned that
scores on the Commitment scale significantly dgtish participants from only

two clusters: individuals from Cluster 2 (with aostg fearful attitude) exhibit

the lowest level of commitment, significantly lowttan those from Cluster 1
(distanced toward globalization).

DISCUSSION

The model of attitudes toward globalization and tesearch method inte-
grally connected with it constitute a new propdsalresearch on human rela-
tions with the world. The presented results madeogsible to verify the basic
assumptions of the model and to expand it to irelaspects that can be derived
from empirical analyses concerning the possiblati@hs between attitudes to-
ward globalization and identity styles. Based om pinesented results, processed
both in a correlational model and using a pers@uded approach (cluster ana-
lysis), it can be concluded that all of the hypst®e have been at least partly
confirmed.

The fearful attitude is positively associated wilte diffuse-avoidant and
normative styles and negatively with the informa#ibstyle and commitment.
Cluster analysis confirmed these associations,etherconfirming hypothesis
H 3. People characterized by a fearful attitude towglobalization have a high
need of simple and concrete solutions that giveyvalall, a sense of security in
the existing world, but such solutions are not e@msgome by in the times of
globalization. Also in the characteristics of thermative and diffuse-avoidant
styles it is possible to discern analogous contdiatsed on which problems with
adaptation to the globalized reality can be predict-or instance, individuals
with a normative identity style may have difficeli with the realization of life
goals in the dynamic times of globalization duestaeall cognitive openness and
insufficient flexibility, which appear to be indispsable for adjusting the ways
of putting plans into practice to the constanthamging social context (cf. Krug-
lansky & Webster, 1996; Berzonsky & Sullivan, 199R)kewise, individuals
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with a diffuse-avoidant style, lacking self-confide and not interested in reflec-
ting on their problems or the globalized realitygyrhave difficulties both with
understanding and accepting that reality and witicfioning in it (cf. Berzonsky
& Kinney, 2008).

The negative associations of fearful attitude talglobalization with the in-
formational style and commitment can be explaingdth®e characteristics of
those dimensions that are contradictory to thigualtt. Commitment means the
clarity, specificity, and motivational strength pérsonally chosen life goals —
a characteristic absent from the fearful attitudeard globalization, based on
uncertainty about which direction to pursue. Sinhjlapeople with an informa-
tional identity style are characterized by a temgeto boldly explore and test
both themselves, their preferences and predispaositias well as elements of
social reality (Berzonsky & Luyckx, 2008; Crocemierzonsky, & Meeus, 2012),
which people with a fearful attitude toward glokation are not capable of
doing.

Further correlational analyses and cluster analgsesaled that accepting at-
titude toward globalization shows a positive r@aship with the informational
style and a negative one with the normative stylleich partly confirms hypo-
thesis H 1. People with an accepting attitude aendp experience, exploration-
minded, and oriented toward contact. This corredparith the characteristics of
individuals with an informational identity stylef(Berzonsky & Sullivan, 1992;
Duriez & Soenens 2006). In the categorizationsedpgte with a positive attitu-
de, the globalized world probably emerges as a Haigeof sundries. Positive
evaluation concerns its modernity and technicizatio

Cluster analysis enabled us to find additional eis¢imns and test others,
concerning the accepting attitude toward globabzraas well as identity styles
and commitment: in correlational analyses we olethia weak but significantly
negative correlation between commitment and thee@ony attitude toward
globalization, while cluster analysis yielded a ma@de result in the case of
commitment for participants with high scores on #tezepting Attitude scale
(from Cluster 4). Such a configuration of resulssniot at variance with the
previously presented description of people withamgepting attitude toward
globalization, only suggesting that the acceptitiguale may involve different
degrees of understanding and adopting the viewttigatvorld’s changeability is
not conducive to making conclusive commitments 0Als cluster analysis, this
cluster (4) had one of the lowest scores in thieiskfavoidant style, significantly
distinguishing this group from the participantstwihe strongest fearful attitude
toward globalization (Cluster 2).
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An unquestionable contribution of cluster analysishe further specification
of the assumptions behind the model of attitudesatd globalization is the ob-
tained results concerning the relations betweesetlagtitudes and identity styles.
Based on correlational analyses, we found posiisgociations of the critical
attitude with the informational and normative ssylevhich confirms hypothesis
H 2. Cluster analysis, by contrast, showed thattitecal attitude toward globa-
lization is “split” into two clusters: Cluster 3,itl strong critical and accepting
attitudes and weak fearful attitude (critical-adi®eg), and Cluster 5, with strong
critical and fearful attitudes and weak acceptitiifuale toward globalization
(critical-fearful). Critical-accepting individualsave a configuration of relations
between attitude and styles and commitment sintilahat exhibited by indivi-
duals from Cluster 4, with strong accepting at&udward globalization: Both
these groups of participants exhibit a considerabtevation of the informational
style and a weak activation of the normative stfle.regards individuals with
strong critical and fearful attitudes (Cluster thiey are characterized by a high
level of normative style just like those with acstg fearful attitude toward glo-
balization (from Cluster 2), but they have a siigaihtly lower level of diffuse-
avoidant style. An important task will therefore toeexamine further personal
factors related to the critical-fearful or critieatcepting type of critical attitude
toward globalization, which will add to the profité its contents.

An interesting addition to the model-based analyseabe cluster represen-
ting the distanced attitude toward globalizationtitwow scores on the Accep-
ting, Critical, and Fearful Attitude scales). Itnsists of individuals exhibiting
a higher level of commitment (!), who differ pactiarly significantly from the
group with a strong fearful attitude. It is possilthat the object of their com-
mitment is beyond the affairs of the globalized Mptthat it is either very
universal or very specific. The question of whasiexactly remains for further
research explorations to answer.

In conclusion, we believe that the aim of the #atie to present the relations
between identity processing styles and attitudestd globalization as a com-
prehensive phenomenon, has been achieved. Thdsreduthe study make it
possible to observe a relation of the configuratdmttitudes toward globaliza-
tion with identity styles and commitment, consiitgtthe person’s developmen-
tal potential. The configuration that is the mashducive to development, being
associated with the informational style and comraittnis the one with a strong
critical and accepting attitudes toward globali@atior with an accepting attitu-
de. The least developmentally favorable combinaifothe one with a strong
fearful attitude toward globalization, since itrislated to the diffuse-avoidant



ATTITUDES TOWARD GLOBALIZATION AND IDENTITY STYLES 329

style and weak commitment, or the one with stroritical and fearful attitudes,
related to the normative style and potentially ting the cognitive and explora-
tory perspectives of the person’s actions.

Limitations and prospects for further research

The objective of our research work has not beemesdéd before in studies
known to us, Polish or foreign, though broader pssts have been considered
(lay conceptions of social change as such, e.gshifa et al., 2011) as well as
narrower ones (attitudes toward globalization, ihud sense closer to individual
differences, e.g., Led¥ska, 2012; Jensen et al., 2012). We do not focushan
racterizing globalization and what it contributeseach domain of human social
functioning (see Bandura, 2002; Katra, 2009), or tbhoroughly exploring
distinct contemporary social phenomena (as sodgthmlogists, sociologists,
and political scientists do; see Kashima et al112@imbardo, Breckenridge,
& Moghaddam 2013). It is not our aim, either, to show idgnfibormation with
globalization in the backdrop (assumed to be thieué,not constituting a com-
prehensive object of a person’s attitude; see 8gjffge-Krenke & Haid, 2012,
or Ming-Chang Tsai, 2013). The theoretical and aed® objective that we set
ourselves concerned studies on attitudes towarbatimtion as a comprehen-
sive phenomenon, and therefore our studies areu@dyf necessity, without
extensive references to the psychological litegtlihis is an undeniable impe-
diment to research work due to the impossibilityeferring to existing results of
other authors’ research on the same issues.

The research discussed was conducted on a sartgilealy narrow in terms
of age: adolescents and people in so-called engerginlthood. This age group
is the main target of globalization influences (&fnett, 2002; Jensen et al.,
2012), which makes our research maneuver justifiedthe other hand, we are
aware that private conceptions of globalization,aadether with them, attitudes
toward globalization will be considerably differentother age groups, particu-
larly in elderly people. For this reason, in furtlseudies we plan to recruit parti-
cipants representing different age groups, espgadderly people, which will
enable comparative analysis.

Consistently with the approach adopted, furtheeaesh should focus on
empirically capturing the significant role of thgstem of values in the deve-
lopment of attitudes toward globalization. This, weast, will both enrich and
contribute to the verification of the analysis mmrt®d in this article.
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