Table 4: COUNT (YES RESPONSES) FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION

Qly CULTURAL CONFLICT

Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent

NO .00 114 49.1 49.1 49.1

YES 1.00 100 43.1 43.1 92.2

" 2.00 18 7.8 7.8 100.0
TOTAL 232 100.0 100.0

Mean .586 Median 1.000

Std Dev .632 Mode .000

Valid Cases 232 Missing Cases 0

Table 4: COUNT (YES RESPONSES) FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION

Q2Y ETHNIC IDENTITY

Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent

NO .00 1 .4 .4 .4

YES 1.00 5 2.2 2.2 2.6

" 2.00 16 6.9 6.9 9.5

" 3.00 25 10.8 10.8 20.3

" 4.00 52 22.4 22.4 42.7

" 5.00 44 19.0 19.0 61.6

" 6.00 40 17.2 17.2 78.9

" 7.00 37 15.9 15.9 94.8

" 8.00 10 4.3 4.3 99.1

" 9.00 2 9 .9 100.0
TOTAL 232 100.0 100.0

Mean 4.901 Median 5.000

Std Dev 1.752 Mode 4.000

Valid Cases 232 Missing Cases 0

Q3Y RELIGIOUS IDENTITY

Valid Cum

Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent

NO .00 8 3.4 3.4 3.4
YES 1.00 4 1.7 1.7 5.2
" 2.00 6 2.6 2.6 7.8
" 3.00 4 1.7 1.7 9.5
" 4.00 5 2.2 2.2 11.6
" 5.00 11 4.7 4.7 16.4
" 6.00 9 3.9 3.9 20.3



" 7.00 19 8.2 8.2 28.4
" 8.00 33 14.2 14.2 42.7
" 9.00 51 22.0 22.0 64.7
" 10.00 49 21.1 21.1 85.8
" 11.00 24 10.3 10.3 96.1
" 12.00 7 3.0 3.0 99.1
" 13.00 2 9 9 100.0
TOTAL 232 100.0 100.0

Mean 8.091 Median 9.000

Std Dev 2.854 Mode 9.000

Valid Cases 232 Missing Cases 0

Table 4: COUNT (YES RESPONSES) FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION

Q4Y SYMBOLIC BOUNDARIES

Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent

NO .00 24 10.3 10.3 10.3

YES 1.00 21 9.1 9.1 19.4

" 2.00 24 10.3 10.3 29.7

" 3.00 51 22.0 22.0 51.7

" 4.00 13 5.6 5.6 57.3

" 5.00 20 8.6 8.6 65.9

" 6.00 21 9.1 9.1 75.0

" 7.00 58 25.0 25.0 100.0
TOTAL 232 100.0 100.0

Mean 3.905 Median 3.000

Std Dev 2.412 Mode 7.000

Valid Cases 232 Missing Cases 0

Q5Y ATTITUDES TO OUTSIDERS

Valid Cum

Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent

NO .00 8 3.4 3.4 3.4
YES 1.00 59 25.4 25.4 28.9
" 2.00 70 30.2 30.2 59.1
" 3.00 45 19.4 19.4 78.4
" 4.00 23 9.9 9.9 88.4
" 5.00 8 3.4 3.4 91.8
" 6.00 3 1.3 1.3 93.1
" 7.00 7 3.0 3.0 96.1
" 8.00 7 3.0 3.0 99.1
" 9.00 2 .9 9 100.0



Mean 2.616 Median 2.000
Std Dev 1.843 Mode 2.000

Valid Cases 232 Missing Cases 0

Table 4: COUNT (YES RESPONSES) FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION

Q6Y ATTITUDES TO INSIDERS

Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent

NO .00 95 40.9 40.9 40.9

YES 1.00 40 17.2 17.2 58.2

" 2.00 97 41.8 41.8 100.0
TOTAL 232 100.0 100.0

Mean 1.009 Median 1.000

Std Dev .912 Mode 2.000

Valid Cases 232 Missing Cases 0

Q7Y PERCEIVED RACIAL PREJUDICE

Valid Cum

Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent

NO .00 127 54.7 54.7 54.7
YES 1.00 31 13.4 13.4 68.1
" 2.00 54 23.3 23.3 91.4
" 3.00 14 6.0 6.0 97.4
" 4.00 4 1.7 1.7 99.1
" 5.00 2 9 9 100.0
TOTAL 232 100.0 100.0
Mean .892 Median .000
Std Dev 1.144 Mode .000
Valid Cases 232 Missing Cases 0
1.

Table 4: COUNT (YES RESPONSES) FREQUENCY DISTRIBUTION

Q8Y SYMBOLIC BOUNDARIES AND RACE DEMARCATION

Valid Cum
Value Label Value Frequency Percent Percent Percent

NO .00 58 25.0 25.0 25.
YES 1.00 118 50.9 50.9 75.
" 2.00 53 22.8 22.8 98.
" 3.00 3 1.3 1.3 100.
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Mean 1.004
Std Dev .730
Valid Cases 232
Q9Y KNOWLEDGE
Valid Cum

Value Label Value
NO .00
YES 1.00
" 2.00
" 3.00
" 4.00
" 5.00
" 6.00
Mean 4.194
Std Dev 1.228
Valid Cases 232

Median 1.000
Mode 1.000
Missing Cases 0

OF ZOROASTRIANISM

Frequency Percent Percent Percent

2 .9 9
2 .9 .9
17 7.3 7.3
40 17.2 17.2
71 30.6 30.6
67 28.9 28.9
33 14.2 14.2
100.0 100.0
Median 4.000
Mode 4.000

Missing Cases 0

232



